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THE GROUP PRACTICE MEDICAL SCHEME (AMENDMENT) BILL 1976 

Clauses 1 to 3 were agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

The Long Title was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

THE EDUCATION (AMENDMENT) BILL 1976. 

Clauses 1  to 3 were agreed to and stood part of.the Bill. 

THE EUPLOYMENT INJURIES INSURANCE (AMENDMENT) BILL 1976. 

Clauses 1 - 13 were agreed to and stood part of the Bill.  

The Long Title was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

9
THE SOCIAL INSURANCE (AMENDMENT) BILL 1976. 

Clause& 1 to 7 were,agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

The Lone Title was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

THE NONCONTRIBUTORY SOCIAL INSURANCE BENEFITS AND 
UNEMPLOYMENT ORDINANCE (AMENDMENT) BILL 1976. 

Clauses 1 to 3 were agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

Clause 4. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Mr Chairman, I have given notice of my proposal to move 
an amendment to this clause to increase the amount of 
Unemployment Benefits payable, and during the second rend-
ing1  of the. Bill I put forward arguments in support of this. 
I understand that the Government is prepared to virtually 
meet the figures that I have suggested and I am, there-
fore, proposing to withdraw my amendment and to allow the 
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Government to move theirs. May I say that of course 
that the fact that I welcome the Government's improvement 
. . 0 . 

MR CHAIRMAN 

That you will be able to say when the amendment comes 
along. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Thank you Mr Chairman. 

MR CHAIRMAN• 

So that since .Mr Bossano's amendment heb not been proposed 
there is no need to ask the leave of the House to withdraw 
it. 

Then I will call on the Minister for Labour and 'Social 
Security to move his amendment. 

HON A J CANEPA 

I sho- wcd the amendment in the Ante-Chamber to the 
Honourable Mr Bossano beforehand and secured his agree-
ment to withdraw his own. 

The amendment, Mr Chairman, is that Clause 4 of the Bill 
be amended:- 

By the deletion of the symbol and figures 
"E2.76" and "El.32" wherever they appear 
in the proposed new Part I of the Third 
Schedule to the principal Ordinance, and the 
substitution therefor of the symbol and 
figures "E3.30" and "El.62" respectively; 

(b) By the deletion of the symbol and figures 
"E0.28" and "£3.90" wherever they appear in 
the proposed new Part IA of the Third Schedule 
to the principal Ordinance, and the sub-
stitution therefor of the symbol and figures 
nE9.90n and "k4.98" respectively." 

Now, Mr Chairman, it is part (b) of my amendment which 

(a) 
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covers that moved by the Honourable Mr Bossano and the 
slight difference in the figures is in order to make 
the weekly amount payable divisible by six so that it can 
be paid on a daily basis. 

Part (a) is really consequential in the sense that there 
is a relationship.between the existing figures, £2.76 is 
a third of £8.28, and £1.32 is a third of £3.96 and 
hence I am increasing these in line with other increases. 

I would just like to mention, Mr Chairman, one reservation, 
and that is thatt11::012.Lh this amendment one is disturbing 
the relationship that exists for instance with Injuries 
Benefits or for Old Age Pensions, and I do not commit 
myself in any way in any future Government, once a formula 
were to be introduced for automatic increases in pension 
in line with average earnings I could not commit myself to 
maintaining the new relationship that is now being 
established as between pensions, Injury Benefits and this 
particular Unemployment Benefit. 

Mr Chairman,then proposed the question. 

HON J BOSS2i.NO 

Mr Chairman, .the figures that the Honourable Member has 
moved has obviously been altered from my own proposals 
for practical reasons and, therefore, I support the 
amendment that he has put. I would simply like to 
point out that the £15 figure that I suggetted originally 
was pitched at wh.t I thought stood the best chance of 
getting Government's -1upport. Even with this figure, we 
are talking here of a level of Unemployment Benefit in 
January of next year which will probably be on the basis 
of what is now the minimum wage and the probable level 
of increases were envisaged in this October will probably 
be at half the minimum wage for a Labourer. That is the 
sort of level of Unemployment Benefit we have arrived on 
for a married couple. A married couple will be expected 
to live on half the minimum wage of a labourer in January 
1977, so we can see that in fact, although the improvement 
is welcome we still have a long way to go. 

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

Clause 4  as amended stood part of the . Bill. 



256 

Tile Lang Title was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

THE ELDERLY PERSONS (NON-CONTRIBUTORY) PENSIONS 
(AMENDMENT) BILL 1976. 

Clause 1 was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

Clause 2  

HON M D XIBERRAS 

Mr Chairman, I have the intention to move en amendment, 
and „perhaps my amendment might need a reply from the 
Minister for Labour as to the financial constr.-lints or 
otherwise of increasing this which I mentioned in the 
second reading of the Bill. 

My amendment would rend:- that clause 2 be amended by 
the deletion of the symbol and figures "k3.00" where it 
appears and the substitution therefor of the symbol and 
figures "E4.50". 

MR SPEAKER 

Are you asking now what would be the financial constraint, 1 
or are you moving . . . . 

H0N'M D'XIBERRAS 

No, I am actually about to move the amendment. 

MR SPEAKER 

That is what I wanted to know. If you read it to me there 
is no need to write it. 

HON M D XIBERRLS 

I beg to move, Mr Chairmen, that the symbol and figures 
"k3.30" in the fourth line of Clause 2 be substituted by tho 
symbol and figures '1E4.50". 

The purpose of the amendment, Mr Chairman, is to follow up 
the remarks I passed at the Second Reading of this Bill 

C 
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whereby I thought that the differential between the 
Non-Contributory and the Contributory should be 
narrowed as quickly as possible. I criticised the 
five stages approach pf the Minister and said that I 
believe that the differential ;could have, been narrowed 
much more quickly.  

However, if there are very grave financial constraints 
on the Government, if they cannot afford to increase 
this by this amount, perhaps the Honourable the Financial 
and Development Secretary could give us a clue. I 
certainly mentioned my intention of moving such ah amend-
ment. 

Mr Chairman then proposed the question. 

HON A J CANEPA 

Mr Chairman, I said yesterday that out of the 1,000 or 
so Elderly Persons Pensioners there are n very 
substantial number of them, very likely the majority I 
would say, more than a half certainly; who had on 
opportunity in the past to have contributed to the Social 
Insurance Scheme and did not do so, they opted out. For 
as long as there is such a substantial number of people 
who had had an opportunity I do not think in principle 
that it is right to increase the level of Elderly Persons.  
Pensions to such an extent that it is too close to the 
maximum, end I say the maximum, payable to persons on 
the Social Insurance Scheme. 

There are people who have contributed to the Social 
Insurance Scheme, who have reduced rates of pensions 
because they were not able to fulfil the necessary 
conditions, who are not getting or who will not be getting 
a great deal more than what is proposed. And unless we 
abolish contribution conditions altogether I do not think 
that on principle it is right. 

As far as the financial constraints are concerned, 1,000 
pensioners, an increase of about 70p a week, the financial 
commitment would be between £35/40,000 a year, and I 
wonder, Mr Chairman, whether at this stage one should 
commit the next Government next April to have to raise 
revenue appropriately. 

HON M D XIBERRAS 

Mr Chairman, he has certainly committed the next Government 
to an increase of 20% all round and a number of benefits 



258 

and so forth, they have already done that. Mr Chairman, surely the 
Honourable Minister for Labour and Social Security is not proposing 
that as a serious argument against the expenditure of an extra £35,000. 
Besides, is he aware of how many of these 1,000 people are in fact in 
receipts of Supplementary Benefits, and would not there in fact be a 
saving in Supplementary Benefits - no? - negligible. None what so ever 
None of these people would be in receipt of SupplementaryBenefits. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Is the Minister saying that they are not in receipt of,Supplenentary 
Benefits because they lose the Supplementary Benefits as a result of 
getting this? 

Is that what he is saying? 

HON A J CANEPA 

No. If people qualify to receive Supplementary Benefits over and above 
this people are then being paid Supplementary Benefits. For instance 
a couple living on their own are being paid Supplementary Benefits quite 
separately. They are not receiving the Pensions and Supplementary 
Benefits on top. They are receiving Supplementary Benefits only. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Mr Speaker, the 1,000 people get both the Elderly Persons Pension and 
the difference between that and the level of Supplementary Benefits, 
because certainly that was my understanding of the situation. 

HON A J CANEPA 

There are a number of people who were formerly getting Supplementary 
Benefits at the non householders rate, which is exactly the same and has 
always been kept in line with Elderly Persons Pensions. 

HON M D XIBERRAS 

I see, so the objection is that if he raised this he would have to 
raise Supplementary Benefits? 

HON A J CANEPA 

I have not even thought of it, but it is a consequential step that has 
to be taken. 



T) 

D 

(-) 259 

HON M D XIBERRAS 

Yes, Mr Chairman, perhaps the Honourable Member night consider that 
as well. 

HON A J CANEPA 

I already, Mr Chairman, have taken to my colleagues in Government 
proposals which I am leaving there ready for whoever cones in next 
to increase Supplementary Benefits. We do not increase Social 
Insurance Benefits and not do anything about Supplementary Benefits 
at the same time. We have already approved proposals for that 
purpose. 

HON J BOSSANO. 

The Honourable Member might then well not pursue this one here because 
surely his nain argument in the case of the Social Insurance was that 
it was necessary in order to help the incoming Government because of 
the complexity of the Insurance funded benefit. Now, this is some-
thing that is funded out of general revenue and if the argument is, 
how can the Government, this argument that keeps on cropping up at the 
last meeting of the House, if they are so near the end of the office, 
why should they burden the incoming Government with a commitment of 
£35,000, a further commitment; well, I mean, why burden them with 
this commitment. 

HON A J CANEPA 

This is provision. already in the approved estimates for:this. And 
I told the House that I was bringing such provisions. I informed the 
House. There is proviesion for this already. 

Mr Speaker then put the question and on a vote being taken the following 
Honourable Members voted in favour: 

The Honourable Miss C Anes 
The Honourable J Bossano 
The Honourable L Devicenzi 
The Honourable P J Isola 
The Honourable W M Isola 
The Honourable Major R J Peliza 
The Honourable M D Xiberras 

The following Honourable Members voted against: 

The Honourable I Abecasis 
The Honourable A J Canepa 

1) 
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The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 

M K Featherstone 
Sir Joshua Hassan 
Lt Col J L Hoare 
A P Montegriffo 
A W Serfaty 
H J Zannitt 
J K Havers 
A Collings 

The amendment was accordingly defeated. 

Clause 2 stood part of the Bill. 

The Long Title was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

The Traffic (Amendment) Bill 1976  

Clauses 1 to 4 were agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

HON .J BOSSANO 

Mr 'Speaker, .1 beg to move that a new clause, to be numbered Clause 5 
be added to the Bill as'fallows: "Section 53 of the Principal Ordinance 
is amended as follows: 

(i) by the deletion of the word "four" where it appears 
therein and the substitution of the word "five" therefor; 

(ii) by the addition after the word "Gazetis" of the following 
words:- 

"one of whom shall be appointed after consultation . 
with the Gibraltar Trades Council." 

Mr Speaker, Section 53 of the Traffic Ordinance states what shall be 
the composition of the Transport Commission, and it consists of the 
Chairman and such other member as may be appointed by the Governor 
being not less than four. So the minimum number in the committee at 
present is four members in addition to the Chairman, and it does not 
say who should be consulted in the appointment of these individuals. 
In fact I understand that in the past the number in the Transport 
Commission has been higher than the minimum, so that my first amendment 
is to increase the minimum number - I do not know how many there are 
at present - but in order to link it up with the wish of the Gibraltar 
Trades Council to have representations on the Transport Commission, 
which is subject to the second amendment, because I would not want, 
Mr Chairman, to substitute somebody who is not now a representative of 

4 
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the Trades Council by somebody A110 is as I sought to do 
in the Trades Licensing Committee whero I thought it was 
appropriate to do it. I feel in this one it, is not 
ajpropriate to do it. There has never been any 
representative of the Gibraltar Trades Council. The 
Trades Council feel it can make a useful contribution, 
by being represented there' and I hope the Government will 
be able to support the amendment. 

Mr Chairman then proposed the question. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

Mr Chairman, I em very glad that the Honourable Member 
has read the composition of the Transport Commission 
because he will have seen that there is no constraint in 
appointing further members and that, therefore, we can 
take a decision without amending the Ordinance. 

Now, I am sorry that I cannot give a comolete reply, so 
that even though we are not in favour of the amendment, 
we do not say that it cannot be done because there is 
provision to appoint more. But I have one or two 
difficulties about this which I would like to tell the.  
House. 

First of all I would like to know what the Transport 
Commission themselves as existing says, the Government 
has got to consult them since they are the ones to give 
advice and are a statutory body; and secondly we have two 
other claims to membership of the Transport Commission, 
one from the Gibraltar Taxi Association and one from the 
Transport Contractors who have got themselves into a body. 
Now it is in the context of that that we would like to 
see what the views of the Transport Commission in princinle 
are. If the Transport Commission think that it can be 
done, I can see no difficulty; we have representatives of 
the Gibraltar Trades Council in other places and I see no 
difficulty, but I cannot bind myself now because there has 
been no consultation and this is dated today, and I am 
sure the Honourable Member will understand that. But I 
will give my assurance that the matter will be looked into 
quite sympathetically. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Mr Chairman, the only thing I crIn do then is to say that I 
hope the matter is dealt with aut.. I might as well withdraw 

O 
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the amendment. 

May I just point out though that I think it is a bit 
unusual to consult a committee on its own compoSition 
really, because the people there have not been appointed 
by consultation with anybody, and they might well prefer 
to be the people who decide and not to have anybody else 
in. I am not saying that they do or they do not but I 
think it is unusual to consult the body that is set un 
under the law to advise the Government on Traffic, to ret 
them to advise on its own composition. 

I would have thought that the Government could perhaps, 
in considering the claims of others to be represented 
here, take into account that the Gibraltar Trades Council 
is a wide organisation, it is an umbrella organisation that rcprosonts 

a lot of people, not just a particular trade or 
group, and that it has got a lot of experience of 
advising Government in other capacities and this is some- 
thing that could be useful . . . 

MR CHAIRMAN 

Has the Honourable Member the consent of the House. to 
remove the amendment? 

Leave of the House was granted. 

HON CHIFT MINISTER 

I would like to clear a number of points before this is 
withdrawn and I cannot speak on it. I said there were 
two difficulties and these are the question of the 
application by the Taxi Association and that of the 
Transport contractors for membership of the Transport 
Commission Which really deals with their problems. That 
is why, that because these two applications have been ' 
referred to the Commission, I will now refer this one as 
well. This does not mean that one is bound to do this 
in any case, but as a matter of courtesy one should ask 
the advice of this body which is giving voluntary work on 
whether its membership should be increased. Of course 
there would have to be very strong reasons agninst this 
before we could take their views, but it is a matter which 
is normally expected of the Commission if they are to carry 
on their work, and that is to express their views on 
articular renresentetions. 
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The Long Title was agreed to and stood part of the Bill 

THE SAVINGS BANN (AMENDMENT) BILL 1976 

Clauses 1 to 3 were agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

The Lont., Title was agreed'to and stood part of the Bill. 

THE ENDANGERED SPECIES (IMPORT AND EXPORT) BILL 1976. 

Clauses 1 to 7 were agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

The First Schedule was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

The Second Schedule was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

The Third Schedule was agreed to and stood part of the Bill.  

The Loner Title was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

THE PENSIONS (AMENDMENT) BILL 1976 

Clauses 1 and 2 were agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

Ttle Lone; Title was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

THE SUPPLEMENTARY APPROPRIATION (1976-77) BILL 1976 

Clause 1 was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

Clause 2  

HON FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY 

Mr Chairman, I beg to move that Clause 2 be amended by the 
deletion of the words "nine hundred and twenty seven 
thousand and forty eight pounds" appearing in the fifth 

0 

0 
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and sixth lines and the substitution therefor of the 
words "nine hundred and fifty seven thousand four hundred 
and forty eight pounds." 

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

Clause 2 as emended, stood part of the Bill. 

Clause 3  

HON FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECR7TARY 

Mr Chairman, I beg to move that Clause 3 be amended by 
the deletion of the words "nine hundred and twenty seven 
thousand forty eight pounds" appenring in the second end 
third lines and the substitution therefor of the words 
"nine hundred end fifty seven thousand four hundred and 
forty eight pounds". 

Mr Speaker put the question wialch was resolved in the 
affirmative. 

Clause 3 as amended, stood part of the Bill. 

Schedule  

HON FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY 

Sir, I beg to.move that the figure "9,200" standing against 
Head 8 House of Assembly be amended to rend "R-39,600" end 
that the total amount appearing at the foot of the Schedule 
be amended to read "E957,448". 

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

The Schedule, as amended, stood part of the Bill. 

The Long Title was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 
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THE IMPORTS AND EXPORTS (AMENDMENT)(N0.2) BILL 1976. 

Clauses 1 to were agreed to and stood ')Eirt of the Bill. 

The Long  Title was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

MR CHAIRMAN 

NOW, I would like to ask - I know what the views of the 
Chief Minister are but if we follow his views we will 
have to come out of Committee and then move into Committee 
again. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

I think it would be best to leave till tomorrow the 
Coalmittee Stage and Third Rending of the Housing (Snocial 
Powers) Bill, in order to consider the matter further, hut 
in view of the fact that we are going to have a free 
afternoon and for the sake of neitness, I would suggest 
that we now report back on the Bills that ha.ve been 
passed and we go into Committee first thing tomorrow 
mornint. 

MR CHAIRMAN 

That is fair enough. 

The House Resumed. 

HON ATTORNEY-GENERAL 

Mr Speaker, I have the Honour to report that the 
Miscellaneous Amendments Bill 1976; the Food and Drugs 
(amendment) Bill 1976; the Group Practice Medionl Soheme 
(Amennment) Bill 1976; the Education (Amendment) Bill 1976; 
the Employment Injuries Insurance (Amendment) Bill 1975; 
The Social Insurance (Amendment Bill 1976; the Non-
Contributory Social Insurance Benefit and Unemployment 
Insurance (Amendment) Bill 1976; the Elderly Persons (Non-
Contributory) Pensions (Amendment) Bill 1976; the Traffic 
(Amendment) Bill 1976; the Savings Bank (Amendment) Bill 
1976; the Endangered Species (Import and Export) Bill 1976; 
The Pensions (Amendment) Bill 1976; the Suiy)lementary 
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Appropriation (1976-77) Bill 1976; end the Imports end 
Exports (Amendment) (No 2) Bill 1976 be considered in 
committee and agreed to, in the case of the Miscellaneous 
Amendments Bill 1976; the Non-Contributory Social 
Insurance Benefit and Unemployment Insurance Bill 1975; 
and the Supplementary Appropriation (1976-77) Bill 1976; 
with amendments and I move that they be now read a third 
time and be passed. 

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

The Bills were read a third time and passed. 

MR SPEJ.KER 

Now, we intend to recess until tomorrow morning at 10.30. 

The House recessed at 1.20 p.m. 

FRIDAY THE 2ND JULY 1976. 

The House resumed at 10.30 a.m. 

HON CHI. F MINISTER 

Mr Speaker, at the request of 
I am suggesting an alteration 
order to meet the absence for 
Honourable Mr Isola who wants  

the Leader of the Opposition, 
in the order of business in 
professional reasons of the 
to take part in certain other 

>arts of the Agenda, particularly the official side of the 
Agenda, the Committee Stage of the Housing (Special Powers) 
Bill, and the Select Committee on Air Communications. 

On the other hand the Honourable Mr Bossano is otherwise 
engaged and . he has other part of the business. I will 
meet certainly at this stage of the life of this 
legislature whatever possible arrangements so long as it 
does not interfere with the timetable of the House, and to 
that extent I shall be as flexible as I can be. There-
fore a motion in the name of the Leader of the Opposition 
is going to be taken now as being the one business in which 
neither of the two absent members are particularly concerned 
or interested in partaking if I may say so, and we shall 
see how we Jo from there. I hope it does not come to the 

when, because there is no other business, we cannot 
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deal with business because some members are absent. 
That I think would not be in the general interest of the 
House either now or ever, because then there would be 
difficulty in suiting everybody's convenience. 

To the extent that we can keep the session going, I hope 
without fillibustering, I am prepared to alter the order 
of business in that way. 

MR SPEAKER 

Before - I put the motion, because this has to be done by 
motion, may -I be very clear on one matter. Are you moving;  
that all private members motions should be taken out of 
order, or just this particular one. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

No, at this stage I will take it step by step. At this 
stage I am asking that we deal now with the motion in the 
name of the Leader of the Opposition on the Comprehensive 
School, and then we will see how we go from there. 

MR SPEAKER 

Right, I will then put the question which is authorised 
under standing order 70), which is that this House do now 
take out of its order the motion which stands in the Order 
Paper in the name of the Honourable the Lender of the 
Opposition on the Comprehensive School. 

This was agreed to. 

Private Member's Motion 

HON M D XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, before I move the motion I want to say that I 
am grateful for the flexibility of the Honourable and 
Learned the Chief Minister on this matter to accommodate 
firstly the Honourable Mr Isola and the Honourable 
Mr Bossano. Honourable Members are aware that from time 
to time there are personal commitments and it is not 
always possible, as was the case yesterday, to adjourn 
the House or to miss half a day as was the case yesterday, 
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in order to accommodate any particular member who is 
away on private business. I share the views o:' the 
Honourable and . Learned the Chief Minister on this matter, 
that the House should go on, but would remind him that 
today it is one member and yesterday was the case of 
another member. Nonetheless, I am of course grateful 
for the alteration of the Government business, in the 
business of this House. 

I4ow, Mr Speaker, I have the honour to move the motion 
standing in my name in the following terms: 

"In view of the lasting importance of the Girls' 
ComprehensiveSchool, this House is concerned with 
the known Government plans for its construction 
and calls upon the Minister for Education to make 
clear to the House the views of all those bodies 
involved in Education, and to state unambiguously 
whether he himself is satisfied with the present 
plans and site of the building." 

Mr Speaker,.I do not know whether the subject of the 
Girls' Comprehensive School is a saga, an epic or a Greek 
tragedy, and what these three have in common is the 
length of time it hos taken to be able to arrive at some 
clear conception of what the school is to be, where the. 
school is to be, and when it is to be built. Mr Speaker, 
the House will recall that the subject of comprehensive 
education and of whether there should be one schobI or 
two schools, and whether if two schools these should be 
co-educational or not, was a matter which has aroused 
great concern and interest in this House, which smonp., 
other things, led to the resignation of the Headmaster of 
the Boys' Comprehensive and led to period of very 
unsettled relationship between the various bodies involved 
in Education and Honourable Members on this side of the 
House and Honourable Members across the way. A state 
of affairs that it was thought was finally resolved by the 
visit of Mr Collister, appointed by ODD; to look into those 
matters, and the setting up of the Collister Working Party, 
with the representation of various Associations; the long 
and conscientious work of the Collister Working Party, 
which included sounding out public opinion on the matter, 
and finally a Report which had attached to it a minority 
opinion. 

So Mr Speaker, this matter had been a controversial one, 
and I myself think that the controversy stems from the 
action of the Minister of Education in the first place. 
_that having got over that very difficult hurdle, I must say 
that I have had a full discussion, full and frank 
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discussions, with Mr Collister when he was here, as did 
my colleague Mr Devicenzi, and with the Brothers, 
including Brother O'Brien, and we thought that we had 
concensus and agreement and if the Minister had now from 
the Collister Committee both en interest in Education 
end guidance as to what kind of school was eventually to 
oe biaa4.t .The Honourable Member will also recall that 
from time to time in this House I have offered my 
co-operation in respect-of the 'representations that were 
to:be. made to ODA for-the.  money for'the'school, and I 
stated here that I. was willing to make available to 
Honourable Members opposite-. any information which I had 
regarding the Rowley mission from ODA which came at some 
time round 1971, or early 1972. 

It was a high powered team that looked at the possibility 
for the development programme that would follow end in 
which the main part was the Varyl Begg Estate. I did 
this in order that there should be a minimum amount of 
delay and so that the transition to Comprehensive Education 
which everybody would agree would be Much* smoother had - • 
there been adequate buildings for the purpose, could be 
effected as early as possible. Honourable Members on 
the other side of the House with whom I have sooken 
apparently did not hear me say.this, and. I hope - they do 
refer the Hansard because I said it on more than one 
occasion, on various debates on the Improvement and 
Development Fund and also in debates on the development 
programme. 

So v1/6 .on this side of the House hove offered our 
co-operation in the past and since. the decision to go 
Comprehensive was taken in our time in Government we feel 
a certain obligation to assist in every way possible for 
the school to be built and the main step towards 
Comprehensive Education in respect of building shoUld . then 
be completed. However, Honourable Members are also aware 
that the bUnding of the Comprehensive School become. 
enmeshed in a series of unpopular planning decisions that 
were taken in 'respect of the Public Works Garage, and of 
course obsia effecits began to work against the building of 
the Comprehensive School in time. Even though there is 
a Ministry of Defence interest and complication in this -
matter I cannot but aportion the responsibility for :the 
planning decisions to the present Government. And their 
shifting and changing on the Public Works Garage has 
undoubtedly contributed to the confusion of the public 
mind on the matter of the school, with which the re-sitinc 
of the Public Works Garage is very. much connected, and the 
end result of the deliberations on the Public Works Garage 

0 
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hardly justified the delay which has been involved. 

Mr Speaker, I am also aware of certain difficulties that Honourable 
Members on the other side have had in respect of ODA funds, and I 
should like to hear a clear exposition of these difficulties, but may 
I say even in advance of this information that it seems to me that 
Honourable Members, whose development programme has been conspicious 
for the lack of building and the lack of development, are in part to 
blame because in their approach to the development prograMme, to my 
mind, they have been hesitant and they have not been as thoughtful 
as far as I can sumnise, as they might bave been, or as early as they 
might have been. So the Minister for Development in this matter, if 
it is he who has been handling this as I think he has told the House, 
must bear a responsibility as well. 

The Minister for Development and the Financial and Development 
Secretary visited the United Kingdom recently and I am sure that they 
must have taken this opportunity of putting the case to ODA, though 
I do not know, I have no official information, as to what the state of 
play was before their visit. I would be glad to learn what they were 
told by ODA. 

Also the Chief Minister visited London recently and I would like to 
know whether he took this opportunity of raising the matter with o 
officials in London, and I would be glad to know of the result. 

Mr Speaker, my motion talks of the lasting importance of the Girls' 
Comprehensive School, and I need not elaborate the point over much. 
It represents 50 of the intake, practically, of secondary students 
in Gibraltar, and the school which will be built now would last for 
I would imagine several generations to come. It is right, therefore, 
that not only should the building be put up as expeditiously as 
possible, and the delays have been quite outstanding in this case: I 
would put it at something like four years, but we must ensure that 
once the school is built it is a building that will serve its -purpose 
not only for now but. for the future. It should be a building that 
conforms with the standard of new schools built in the United Kingdom. 
As Honourable Members are aware the Government has been in consultation 
with the various interests, people who know about education, and having 
engaged in this consultation Honourable Members have an obligation to 
pronounce, and to my mind in the present context to pronounce publicly, 
the views of these various bodies, the teachers, the parents and so 
forth. 

The result should be a school which we can be proud of. 

Mr Speaker, if I had to choose between the two of these, whether the 
School should be built expeditiously or it should be built properly, I 
think it is clear that one should choose the latter. In any case the 
choice is very much a theoretical one because the school has taken so 
long to be built in any case. So having taken four years or so, surely 
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the school should be built properly. 

Mr Speaker, I have been approached by a number of people, and by at 
least two Associations in writing, and my Honourable colleague, 
Mr Devicenzi has also put questions in this House before, and the 
answers have not been satisfactory obviously and I think the answers 
have tended to obscure it is not concealed,the real views of the 
various interests involved as these views had been made known to me. 
Therefore, I think it is an inevitable responsibility of the Minister 
for Education in the first place to state clearly in this House what 
those persons or bodies who have a direct interest in the building of 
the school have told him, what their opinions are on the Government 
project as known, and to state clearly whether they are in favour or 
against. the siting here in the present known site; the building, 
whether they approve of it or not; what modifications it is felt 
should be carried out; the timing of the building and so forth. I 
have said it is the responsibility of the Minister for Education 
because whatever the pressures for development the responsibility for 
the school being a good school up to UK standards of modern building, 
educational building, belongs and rests squarely with the Minister 
for Education. It is a question of educational standards. 

The Minister for Public Works may in the discharge of his responsibilities 
wish to move things along, may wish to accommodate interests other than 
educational interests, and even though this should be done where at all 
possible, if the school were not to be up to standard it would be the 
fault of the Minister for Education. 

Mr Speaker, there is a commitment to consultation, especially in respect 
of theCtAlister Working Party, a very strong commitment. I think my 
sentiments are slimmed up in a letter which I wrote to the Chief Minister 
on behalf of Honourable Members on this side of the House which with 
your permission I would like to read: 

"15th June 1976 

Dear Chief Minister 

There is so much opposition to the known Government plans for 
the building of the Girls° Comprehensive School that it has 
become a public dtty for the Government to make a definitive 
clear statement of its intentions to the public, including the 
authoritative views of the Minister for Education in his Department, 
on the educational merits of the projects as planned, Government's 
decision as regards the resiting of the Mediterranean Rowing 
Club, the views of the Gibraltar Housewives Association, the 
Gibraltar Teachers Association, the advice of the Board of 
Education, and the Government architects for the project. 

My information is that great disquiet exists amongst these bodies 
and persons. You will agree that the building of this 
Comprehensive School was a subject closely linked with the terms 
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of the Collister Committee instituted to bring some community 
sense to bear on the alarming statements made at one time by 
the present Minister for Education, and that it would be a 
pity that the reality of building should not be influenced by 
these representative bodies after the general principles 
recommended by them had been accepted by the Government. 

The visit of the Minister for Development and the Financial 
and Development Secretary to London recently was a last 
opportunity for this Government to correct its course on this 
important project now so long delayed. I must repeat. my 
request for the above mentioned statements and in its absence 
I must ask you to stop the project until it is made." 

Now, obviously by "stop the project", there I did not mean stop the 
building because the building had not started, but I meant that work 
on the project, even the preparatory work, should be stopped until this 
House was satisfied, or Honourable Members generally and the public 
is satisfied, that we are going about this in the right way..  

Now, Mr Speaker, I am quite willing to grant the Minister that in the 
reconciliation of many interests there might be point's made by any one 
of them which are petty, which cannot be taken into favourable consider-
ation, if one is to provide a reasonable solution, but my motion is 
motivated by a definite feeling that the arguments that have been 
advanped by these various interests are altruistic, they are for the 
good7education, and they are of substance, and, therefore, a public 
statement should be made. I.am aware that it was the purpose, of one of 
of these Associations to invite I believe it was the Minister for 
Development to one of their meetings, and that most likely he will 
agree to do this and that he would make astatement to them. But 
since it was convenient to raise this matter at this meeting of the 
House, I think that Honourable Members, especially the Minister for 
Education, should make that clear statement now. 

It is the last meeting of the House, it is a project that will not be 
built until the next Government is in office: I do not know whether 
the building will start in the interegnum as it were, and so I think 
we must know in this House clearly what the project is, who has 
represented and what. 

One final word is, could the Minister confirm or deny that the Board 
of Education which has a statutory obligation to advice the Minister, 
whether it is generally in favour of the project or against it, or what 
the views of the Board of Education as expressed.to  him, or to anybody 
known to him, have been 

Finally, Mr Speaker, although the Minister is obviously responsible for 
the implementation of the advice that he gets and for the final decision, 
in a matter of educational standards it is clearly his'permanent 
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officials who must advise him, and their views in this 
particular case as the views of educationalists is of 
very great interest to this House and should be stated 
clearly. I have not pressed at all the subject of the 
Mediterranean Rowing Club. I have not got a definite 
information on this as on the school and I would not 
like to complicate matters further, but let me just say 
that it is my information that although the Mediterranean 
Rowing Club wants to move from there it does not 
necessarily wish to go next to the school. This is my 
understanding of the matter and I would welcome if 
possible that the Minister for Public Works, who to my 
understanding has been engaged in these matters, should 
make a clear statement on that. 

I have put my motion with the public interest and 
education in mind, in terms which will allow the 
Minister to cover the whole ambit of things that I have 
raised and I hope that the Minister and the Honourable 
Members opposite will follow the same line and give the 
public information to which it is entitled. 

I commend the motion. 

Mr Speaker then proposed the motion. 

HON M K FEATHERSTONE 

Sir, may I just ask the Honourable Leader of the 0-mosition 
if there is anybody else on his side who would like to say 
anything so that I can then answer all their points, other- 
wise I shall be at a disadvantage and I will not really 
be able to answer them all. 

HON M D XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, perhaps the Honourable Minister for 7conomic 
Development might give an indication of his views because 
there are certain things, certain information which has 
bearing on the motion. Perhaps he could do this so that 
we would know which way we should turn on this side of the 
House. 

We will concede I think that the Minister for education 
should speak Iasi on this matter except for my right of 
reply. 

0 
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HON A W SERFATY 

In reality, Mr Speaker, the same applies to me. There 
may be certain questions in connection with the siting 
and the Mediterraneanjtowing Club and other things 
which I will attempt, to answer even now if I have to, 
but if there are any other . 

MR SPEAKER 

No, no, we are not going to have a debate as to who should 
speak and in which .order. We have already had three ' 
expressions of views on this particular subject and we 
cannot do it. 

HON LT COL J L HOARE 

Mr Speaker, I am coming in to bat, now because my 
Department has been involved in this. The Public Works 
Department is there to carry out a job 'of work. It has 
not got a job of work to do now, yet, because the thing 
has not been approved, but I hove said from the very 
beginning that no work can start on the site until the 
PWD Workshops are moved elsewhere. The Workshop just 
cannot function with constructing lorries going through 
it. The work of the workshop - everybody talks about it 
as a garage, it is not solely a garage, it is a workshop, 
and if those workshops come to a standstill then Gibraltar 
comes to a standstill. That is point number one, that 
until the Workshops are moved work cannot go through. The 
MOD does not let constructing lorries go through their 
property and the only other way into that area is through 
the area at present occupied by the Workshops. It is* as 
simple as that. What are the 914evit.iontathat, have been - 
and I apologise if I am a little bit disjointed on: this -
let me say perfectly clearly that the Minister for Public 
Works or the PWD has no territorial claim, if I can use 
words that were used by someone else a long time ago, to 
that area on which the school is being built or on which 
the Mediterranean Rowing Club is going to be built. 17e 
have no territorial claim at all, the PWD does not want it 
for its use, so the question of my having any claims on it 
is utterly wrong. The third point I want to make . . . . 

HON M D XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, will the Honourable Member give way. Is he 
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talking about the site of the school, that the PWD hes 
no territorial claim on the site on which the school 
is to be built. Is that what he is saying? 

HON LT COL J L HOARE 

Yes, Sir, PWD as a Department has no claim on the site 
of the school for any of the area, although in the 
original plan there is an idea of putting a walkaround, 
but the bulk of this will be on newly reclaimed land, 
not on the existing area. 

One of the points that has always puzzled me about the 
arguments put forward by certain Associations is their 
objections to a men's club going next door to the 
school. I do not accept this as a men's club, because 
to my knowledge, although I am not a member of thrA 
club or the Calpe Rowing Club, but from my observations 
when I go there, the Mediterranean Rowing Club has members 
who have wives and who have families. So it will not be 
used exclusively by males. Further,, if this is a valid 
objection, then surely it is just as valid to exclude men 
from the Montagu Sea Bathing Pavilion. Is this a 
serious suggestion, is this going to be the next step? 
Because if so, I would resist right left and centre, that 
the Montagu Sea Bathing Pavilion should be solely a female 
domain, and I have nothing against the female sex, no 
question of discrimination. 

Mr Speaker, I am astonished that a party which intended 
to build a marina there which would have turned the whole 
of that area into a cess pit and precluded the use of 
bathing in that area by anybody, should at this stage 
create about a corner of the areas being allotted to oily 
club. 

I am quite sure the Leader of the Opposition did not mean 
that we should maintain UK standards with this school 
because at the present time the UK standards of schools 
buildings is total stoppage. Perhaps he did not mean 
that. I think he meant that when it is built it will be 
built to the same standard as UK schools are built. 

Finally, Mr Speaker, I would like to say this, that if the 
whole of that area is going to be reserved exclusively for 
the school then we are really cutting the ground under our 
own feet, because here we are constantly trying for more 
and more sea frontage, and what has happened, the sea 
frontage of course would not be used by the girls durinc 
school hours - or if it would it would only be for 
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limited number of school girls in that hoUr - and then 
you would exclude the whole of the community outside 
school hours. So that sea frontage would be completely 
and utterly wasted and, therefore, I think these are 
matters which should be borne in mind by the people who 
criticise the scheme and take just their own narrow view 
point. They should consider the community as a whole 
and not just one section of it. 

Thank you, Sir. 

HON L DEVICENZI 

Mr Speaker, although the Leader of the Opposition, who is 
the mover of the motion, has expressed in no uncertain 
manner the views of the Opposition, perhaps I should add 
a few comments in order to give more opportunities to the 
Minister for Education, who will obviously be the member 
of the Government mainly responsible for answering the 
motion, to expand more fully if he thinks fit. 

One would hope, Mr Speaker, that the Minister will once 
and for all give the HoUse some categorical statement, 
and that once and for all one should stop shifting, from 
one place to another giving excuses and inaccuracies. 

I think, Mr Speaker, the Leader of the Opposition did 
ask certain questions, amongst which he asked the 
Government to state the views of the public body in as 
far as the Government can translate these views, the 
views of the Gibraltar Teachers Association and the 
Gibraltar Parents Association. I myself might ask for 
the view of the Minister for Economic Development. Is 
there any clash between the different Ministers as 
regards what is going to happen and when it is going to 
happen, or is the Government fully in agreement with what 
is going to happen if it is going to happen. 

4 

I hope that the Minister for Education when he answers 
will really give us some categorical statement.  

We have just heard the Minister for Public Works say that 
he had no territorial claim for this part of Gibraltar, 
and I very much hope that our neighbours will not have 
much territorial claim for the whole of Gibraltar, but if 
I understand him correctly, Mr Speaker, and as the 
Minister himself agreed, in the original plans there was 
some claim to this area, end now we understand that it 
is only going to be for reclaimed land. 

411 
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This looks to me, Mr Speaker, that if it is so perhaps 
it is an improvement and let us hope that it is that way. 

Now, Mr Speaker, what I would say before I sit down is 
that I very much hope that the Minister has taken notes 
of whet has been asked that he has done his homework 
and since this is the last session of the House, that 
whatever he says will be absolutely accurate and we are 
told when the plans ere going ahead, when is work actually 
going to start, and in a categorical fashion let us know 
what is the true position once and for all without any 
more shifting„ 

Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

HON MAJOR R J PELIZA 

Perhaps, Mr Speaker, before the Honourable Minister starts 
to speak, since he would obviously like to be able to 
answer finally all the questions put by us, I would like 
to say that one is even more disturbed now to see that 
the problem has, I think, been with this Government all 
the time, that they have been playing musical chairs 
ever since they took office in 1972. And that because 
one thing cannot be done the other is not done. And so 
we go from one hurdle to the other without ever jumping 
any of them. 

I em very surprised to hear at this stage the Honourable 
Minister for Public Works say that one of the reasons 
why he cannot get on.with the school is because he cannot 
resite these workshops. So because he cannot resite one 
he cannot get on to real business on the other. In the 
meantime education is suffering here due to the incompetence 
of the different Ministries of this Government. There is 
this unity that the Chief Minister was talking about, or 
is there a very big tug of war • . • 

MR SPEAKER 

No, we are not going to have it: no I am not having it. 
I am not having Members insulting other ?embers and there- 
fore breaking the rules of debate and everyone having two 
says on the matters. If there is something else to say 
you can pass it on to any member who has not yet had a say. 
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HON MAJOR R J PELIZA 

Is there a very serious tug of war going underneath 
what one can see, and because the Chief Minister has not 
got the courage of making a decision and Showing that 
there is disunity and calling a general election es he 
should have done before, is this the reason why there 
has been all this slow progress in this Government. 
think it is a matter of great principle because beyond 
and above unity comes the actual performance of Government. 
It is no use having unity without performance which is 
in fact what has happened here. And what do we have now, 
at this late hour, after 4 years, after 6 years no 
comprehensive school for the girls of Gibraltar. This 
is what it is all about. Not that there was a cess pool 
in the Marina. 

I am surprised to hear the Minister say that when his 
Honourable Friend next to him was in fact the architect, 
the dreamer of that Marina which I inherited, 

MR SPEAKER 

No, hold it, we are not going to start talking about the 
Marine. 

HON MAJOR R J PELIZA 

Well, perhaps the Minister should have spoken before 
when he was asked to do so. What I am trying to do now, 
Mr Speaker, is to draw him out because we have not heard 
a word from the Minister of DevelopMent who was the 
person who should have stood up and said what has gone 
wrong with the Comprehensive School for Girls. He is 
really responsible, not the Minister of Public Works, 
who is the man who puts the bricks one on top of the other, 
the man who does the planning is the one who has got to 
tell the public why he has not got the Comprehensive School 
in Gibraltar, and not hide behind the Minister for 
Education or the Minister for Public Works. 

I think he should have stood up before when there was a 
great request not only from us but from his friend on the 
right, the Minister for Education. I think it is only 
proper that he should have stood up and told us the real 
reason. Has he got the money for the Comprehensive 
school yet? I would like to know. Has he got the 
money for it, has he got the final approval from UK to go 
ahead with this? Or are we going to find ourselves, 
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well, obviously we are going to find ourselves, the 
next Government, whoever, it 'is coming forward and 
having .to ,do all those: things. When the site has been 
found, when the PWD have got a site, and as soon 'a6 You 
can really commence putting the bricks together, we find 
that we cannot do it because we still have not got a.  
proper plan perhaps, and we have not even got approval 
of the plans and we have not even got the money, to do 
it with. This is the kind - Of musical chairs that we 
have been seeing right through for four years. 

I do hope that after the elections we do not come along 
and find ourselves in the same situation. I sincerelY' 
hope that that does not happen?  Mr Speaker?  but before 
that, since obvidusly I think it is essential before 
this House expires, I think it 'is fair. that we shoUld 
hear from the Minister for Education at least, since 
apparently no other Minister is prepared to stand .up and 
speak up. I think it is fair that we should hear from 
the Minister of Education the situation so that we know 
exactly what the position is, with all the facts, every-- 
thing. Is there any real objection to the school from 
the authorities that matter from the public bodies that 
matter; is there any real objection. 

When they talk about Mediterranean Rowing Club, and if I 
may say so I have experience of being in rowing clubs, 
and I think everyone who is a member of those clubs will 
I think agree to some extent that - not the Montagu See 
Bathing Pavilion; that is not a private club - things that 
are done in private clubs that cannot be done in a public 
place. And things are said that are not said in a public 
place. I am not suggesting anything indecent, by any 
means. I am not suggesting that, but I think this is one 
thing that one has to take into account, whether we like 
it or not. There is no use smiling and turning a blind 
eye, and burying your face in the sand. These are the 
facts. I am not saying that this is the real objection, 
I am not saying it is, but I do not think you can dismiss 
it just like that. 

When those public bodies out up their objection I think 
it was something that had to be listened to. To what 
extent has it been listened to? What consideration has 
the Minister given to it? Or is the Minister for Public 
Works - I do not know if he is the ultimate authority end 
I hope he is not, because that is planning and I think the 
Minister for Development is the person responsible to 
decide how and where this school is going to be built - 

`,) 
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but is the Minister for Public Works going to dismiss this thing in 
the same sort of abrasive and authoritarian manner that he went 
along and built the wall in front of the Hacienda Bar in Eastern 
Beach . . . . 

MR CHAIRMAN 

No, no, we are not going into that . . . . 

HON MAJOR R J PELI4 

No, no, but I am going to say, Mr Speaker, that here we have an example 
of attitudes which one can see right through, and if this is the way 
and the reason why the school has not progressed I think it stinks. 
It is very damaging for the education of Gibraltar. I think there 
should be an authority in the Government to co-ordinate all this, who 
can cone along and speak with one voice and say, "this is the plan that 
we had, this is the reason why we have been unable to do it, and we 
hope that this should be done by such a time". I would have hoped 
that at this late stage the Minister for Education could come along 
with something much more concrete than that. Not talking about 
"We cannot start because we cannot find a site for the other Department", 
No onecan suggest for ,a moment that there has not been plenty of tine 
to find a site, and no one can say that the objection to the original 
site was not loud and clear even long before anything concrete was done 
about it. And yet I think again through stubbornness it was proceeded 
along with until public opinion made the. Minister and the Government 
change their minds. What a sad state of affairs at this late hour, 
and how terrible for the future generation of Gibraltar. This is the 
.responsiblility that this Government will carry on its shoulders for 
ever more. For at least a few years.the girls of Gibraltar could 
have enjoyed better education in Gibraltar and they have lost it once 
and for all. This cannot be recovered, it is unrecoverable, and I 
think that for this the Government must be blamed. But I do hope that 
now they are in a position to come along and tell'us the true facts of 
the situation. I have a feeling that at long last I am going to get 
the Minister for Development to stand up and speak his piece. What a 
pity that he did not do that before I stood up. Perhaps I would not 
have been overcritical about him, I do not know, but obvioubly if I 
have been no one but himself is to blame. 

HON A W SERFATY 

Mr Speaker, it is always better to stand up after your critics have 
spoken so that then you have an opportunity of answering some of the 
criticisms. 

Now, this question of the site for the school is a long story. To 
begin with I would like to explain that I was not responsible for the 
decision to build the Marina in Montagu Basin. This was taken several 
years ago and presumably it was in the time of the last administration, 
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perhaps it was even before that. When we came into office this site 
was definitely not available for the construction of a Comprehensive 
School because there was still a commitment with the developer for 
the construction of a Marina there. But things have been working, 
if I may say so, in the right direction because soon after we came 
into office negotiations were started with another developer for the 
construction of a Marina at Bayside, and that enabled us to exert 
pressure on the developers of the Montagu Basin Marina to terminate 
the commitment which the Government then had. So I think it was 
about a year after we came into office that the Montagu Basin Site 
was free for other development. By then we had already decided and 
negotiated for the Marina at Bayside. 

Now, there were different sites — I remember one of them was the 
Alameda Parade and this was considered by the Collister Working Party 
for the selection of a site for a Comprehensive School, and I an 
convinced that the final selection of the Montagu Basin site, which 
was now free for any development other than a Marina, was the wise 
one. But it took time of course to free ourselves of the commitment 
that we found Government had. 

The fact that the Public Works Garage had to be removed from that site, 
and that there were difficulties in the selection of a final site as 
we all know, which happily has now been decided upon by the Government, 
have had really nothing to do with any possible delays for the 
construction of the Comprehensive School. Within one month of the 
aid talks, in November 1974, the design brief of the Comprehensive 
School was sent to London, and in March 1975, the architects were 
appointed, in agreement with the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, or 
should I say, the ODA. Within another month, in April 1975, a 
preliminary estimate of £2.6 million was given by the architect. Of 
course the architect and his team have since then visited Gibraltar, 
we have had difficulty particularly with the Parents' Association on 
the question of the MRC, which cropped up as a result of the decision 
to build the Marina in Bayside, instead of at Montagu Basin, though I 
should say in passing that the MRC, with or without the new Marina at 
Bayside, have been experiencing difficulties as a result of the present 
small Marina on their present site. 

I believe the MRC want to go to the Montagu Basin site, it is a very 
nice site, and only this morning we have received from the architects, 
East Wickfield and Partner, the final plans of the preliminary stage 
of the Comprehensive School which will no* enable us to make a project 
application to FCC for the construction of the school. 

Of course if anybody looks at these plans, he will see that the site 
allocated to the MRC is about 1/11th of the total site, and I an 
happy to say that there has been one other development which we have 
been discussing with the Ministry of Defence and which has now finally 
been decided. Most of the access to the MRC' at the tip of Montagu 
Basin will be through MOD land adjoining the site of Montagu Basin. 

0 
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still 
There will/be a road, because there has been criticism 
that there would have to be a road all along the 
Comprehensive School because of the MRC being sited on 
the same side. These criticisMs were unjustified 
because this road will have to be built anyhow, though 
as a result of this agreement with the Iginistry of 
Defence the larger part of this road which is going to 
go all along to the south of the Comprehensive School, 
will be a private road, and it was only towards the 
west end of that road, that the road to the MRC from 
LOD land, will join the school, road. The private road 
will extend virtually the whole length of the proposed 
building of the Comprehensive School. 

So the more I look at this schemen and this has been 
discussed of course with the Town Planning experts in 
Gibraltar, the more I am convinced that it is a wise 
decision. We have hitherto not had any other possible 
alternative, anyhow, but I think it is a wise decision 
to allocate this very small' site towards the end, at the 
very tip, of Montagu Basin, to the MRC. And now that 
we have finally agreed with the Ministry of Defence for 
access to the MRC being made through MOD land mainly, 
because it does join the school road towards the end 
when it is virtually part of the main building, the 
more I am convinced that this is a wise decision and the 
more I hope that the final decision will be taken very 
soon now that we have . . 

HON M D XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker . . 

MR SPEAKER 

No no, I am sorry. I hove stop-ped one member already 
. ... Order, order, you will have your turn to reply, I 
have stopped the Minister already from interrupting. I' 
have already stopped the Minister from doing that exactly, 
and I am not going to make exceptions. 

HON A W SERFATY 

The more I am convinoed that it will not be very long 
before the Government takes a final decision on the 
question of the siting of the Mediterranean Rowing Club. 
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But whether the decision is taken or not and whether the 
Public Works Garage and workshop - I will try to talk 
about the public workshoD.in a moment - the final draw- 
ings will I hope - and this depends on a decision of the 
Foreign and ,Commonwealth Office and the Department of 
Overseas Development - will not hinder the architects in 
preparing the final working drawings ,which will enable 
the contract to gdout to tender in a matter of "a few 
months. Whether it is 6 or 9 or 10, I say no more than 
that. Yes, the Honourable and Gallant member can laugh 
if he likes but I, as an architect, am fully aware of the 
time it takes to prepare working drawings of a job which 
is going to cost nearer by present standards. 
am not going to go into the question of whether the 
classes are the right size. This is a matter which has 
been discussed by the architects with. the department of 
Education and I think this is the right and proper way 
to discuss these matters. All I would say that the 
hard playing areas which have been provided by the 
architects are in agreement with the standard set in the 
UK. The Leader of the Opposition may say "no" but this 
is information that I have. On the question of playing 
fields whether the MRC takes 10% or 110; of the site or 
whether it does not, that is not going to make any 
difference to the playing fields that the girls will need. 
Because there is definitely no room in Montague Basin for 
playing.fields. 

This is a matter which has been under consideration by 
the experts preparing the Town Plan of Gibraltar, and of 
which we shall know a little more within a matter of a 
few weeks. 

Now, the question of the Public Works Garage and Workshop. 
There was a certain amount in the aid programme, the cost 
of.which has been exceeded by inflation and other factors. 
This Garage, which is a prefabricated building, has 
already been pre-fabricated. We are now awaiting the 
approval of the Foreign and Commonwealth Office to the 
increase in costs of the Garage, to enable us to start 
demolition on the site which has been decided at eastern 
Beach Road. 

Now I stated in my Party Assembly at the Mackintosh Hall 
o few weeks ago that the Foreign and Commonwealth Office 
were dragging their feet on the question of giving the 
necessary authority for increased costs, and as the 
Honourable House knows, I went to London two or three weeks 
ago to discuss the matter in the Foreign and Commonwealth 
Office. Not only the matter of the Public Works Warkshon, 
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but the question of modernisation, new houses, Girls' 
Comprehensive School, etc.,. and I must say that I have 
not returned as happy as I expected to have returned 
from these talks. We still do not have the authority 
for the increased costs for the Public Works Garage and 
Workshop. We still do not have the authority to ask 
the architects to carry on with the working drawings of 
the Girls' Comprehensive School, we do not even have 
the authority to appoint Consultant Engineers for the 
design of the wall which will enable us to reclaim 
between Nos. 1 and 2 Jetties in the Port. 

ae have been told that in the case of one or two of the 
items, the oroject application, was not made, but in fact 
we have explained that until the architect of the Girls' 
Comprehensive School had submitted the final report of the 
the preliminary scheme for the Girls' Comprehensive 
School we had not been in a position to make the project 
application. The Foreign and Commonwealth Office should 
have known, and they recommended to us a list of three 
architects from which we could shose one, and we chose 
Mr Eastiii**Fikeill because we knew him a few years ago 
because he designed the Mackintosh Hall, and in my humble 
opinion made a good job of it. So the Monitoring 
Committee of the aid pro ramme decided on him, but 
Mr East Wickfield is still not in a position to carry on 
with the working drawings. It is no use now saying that 
we had to justify the constructors of a Girls' 
Comprehensive School when for years now the Foreign and 
Commonwealth Office have been going along with us with 
the appointment of architects, and they have seen 
preliminary progress reports from Mr EastutcicpWA_ , so 
it is no use coming now to say that we must now establish 
a real necessity on educational grounds from the 
construction of the School. This is how things are, and 
I am being quite sincere and quite clear about how the 
position is. We have not been dragging our feet, we 
have been working ever since we returned from London in 
November 1974, on the different projects. 

Let me tell the Honourable Member that the Varyl Begg 
project, about which they have made too much noise, was 
not completed and we have to 
for this present day program 
completion of the Varyl Begg 
be clear, Mr Speaker, let it 
administration did not agree 
Commonwealth Office, and did 

give up our own allocation 
Le of Elam for the 
Estate Scheme. So let. it 
be clear, that the previous 
with the Foreign end 
not obtain agreement from 
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the ODA for the entire cost of Varyl Begg Estate. 

HON M D XIBERRAS 

Will the Honourable Member give way. 

MR SPEAKER 

No, no, you are going to have the right to reply. 

HON A W SERFATY 

I do not went to commit the Honourable Minister on my 
right but I will terminate in answer to the question by 
the Honourable Mr Devicenzi, that I hope that there is 
no clash of opinion between the Minister and myself on 
whether the MRC should be sited at the tip of Montagu 
Ba sin. 

HON MISS C ANES 

Mr Speaker, the subject of the Girls' Comprehensive School 
is such a controversial matter that from what I know of 
the situation I gather that the Minister for Education has 
been turning more or less a deaf ear to all the 
representations made to him by the different bodies, most 
)articularly the Parents Association, I believe 
that he has a standing invitation to attend the meetings 
of this Association and has never once made an appearance, 
I do not want to say that the Minister is not concerned 
with education or that he is not interested, but it appears 
he does not seem to be so. 

I believe that at the last meeting or at least the:meeting 
that I know of, of the Parents . Association, which 
was very well attended I:believe, the Minister for 
Development attended this meetiLg, and I gather from 
information given to me that they were not very satisfied 
with the explanation given to them by the Minister for 
Tourism and Development. They were very disappointed that 
the Minister for Education did not turn up at all. And in 
fact I believe that even the Board of Education is not very 
satisfied with the site chosen for the Girls' Comprehensive 
School and had made representations to the Minister on the 
subject. 

0 
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Comin, back to the remarks made by the Minister for Public 
Works about the members of the MRC having families who 
make use of the facilities of the Club, I believe that it 
has been the custom, and I do not think the rules have been 
changed at all, that families can use only this Club during 
weekends and on special days when there are festivities. 
If the rules have been changed I am unaware of this, but 
I believe that women and children are only allowed to the 
Club during weekends. I think that placing a Girls' 
Comprehensive School next to a men's club is improper. 
because men do tend to-have ways and means of expression 
which I do not think could be suitable for the ears of t 
these young ladies - although perhaps these young ladies 
know more about the foul language than the men do! But 
I still do not think it is a suitable place and I do not 
think it is nice to have school girls so near a men's club 
and overhear certain expressions in conversations going on 
and behaviour too. 

I know that some of these young girlI, although some of 
them are from very good families and so on, have 
unfortunately been caught in very precarious situations 
and have been heard to use very unladylike language, but 
that does not mean to say that the authorities concerned 
in education should turn a deaf ear to these matters, never 
mind what the girls do privately, to site their school 
next to a men's club. One can only say that the attitude 
of the Government in siting the Girls' Comprehensive School 
in this area is the same as they have adopted with the 
Public Works Garage. Whether public opinion is against 
it or not they still insist that that is where it is going 
to go regardless of the representations made to them. 

I wonder whether the Minister will say whether ultimately, 
before the School is built, they will consult all the bodies 
who are interested in the project, and whether they will 
listen to the representations made to them. 

Mr Speaker, I support the motion. 

HON M K FEATHERSTONE 

Mr Speaker, there has been no saga or epic in the case of 
the Girls' Comprehensive School, but if there has been a 
Greek tragedy it has perhaps been in this House, where we 
have had the Honourable Leader of the Opposition playing 
the part of Cassandra, and the Honourable Major Peliza 
playing the part of the Minatour. 
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Now, Sir, the motion calls upon me to make clear to the 
House the views of all those bodies involved in Education. 
Let us look at the first body that had anything to do 
with the Comprehensive School, which was the'Collister 
Working Party. . As has already been said, the Collister 
Working . Party looked.  into the possible sites for the 
Girls' Comprehensive School and they came up' with as 
their first choice the Cormorant Reclamation. That was 
MOD property and they said that if we could not hsve 
that then they recommended the Grand Parade. HoWever, 
they went on to say that if there were compelling reasons 
against the use of the Grand Parade they recommended 
that the site at Montagu Basin should be made available 
instead, although it seemed to them that this site was 
more suited for recreational purposes for which there 
was a great need in this area. They nevertheless asked 
for the allocation of this site for the new School if 
neither Cormorant nor Grand Parade could be made available. 

Veil, the Cormorant reclaimat ion obviously was not 
available, and it was considered by Government that to 
dive up Grand Parade to the school was not advisable, and, 
therefore, Montagu was the place where the School was to 
be built, and we have the Collister Working Party fully 
in support of that as a site. So here we have the first 
body which I would imagine is reasonably content with' 
the'siting of the school. The next body to be concerned 
with the siting of the school I should imagine would be 
the actual people who are going to go there. The site 
was visited by the Headmistress of the Girls' Comprehensive 
School, the Deputy Head and no objection was raised to the 
site: it was accepted as quite satisfactory. It now 
appears that one body very late in the day has come up 
with a view that they do not like the site. This body 
is the Gibraltar Teachers Association.. Ttley say that 
the site is inadequate. I cannot see, Sir, that the site 
is inadequate when it is large enough even by UK standards 
to take a Girls' Comprehensive School with adequate play 
areas, with a school building on two stories - there had 
been a possibility that it might have been three stories 
but the higher you go the less convenient it is and the 
less desirable. But it can be built on two storeys, 
there can be adequate hard play areas up to the UK standard, 
so that it cannot be said by any means that the site is 
inadequate. 

Now, Sir, how was this school conceived, brought into 
being. The first job was to prepare a brief and this Was 
done by the Director of Education between the months of 
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September and December 1974. He consulted with the 
Chief Architect and yet the Honourable Mr Xiberras in 
his letter said that the Chief Architect expresses 
concern over the building.. Yet he had had a hand in 
making it. Well, I have not got a copy of thnt letter 
and if he would like to give me it perhaps it would ,help. 
It was done in consultation with the Headmistress Of 
the Girls' Comprehensive School, with the Deputy Hend, 
with the Assistant Head, with the Heads of all the 
different subject departments: all these people were 
consulted while a brief was being made. 

Now, how was the brief designed? The last. Government 
decided to go comprehensive with ell that going 
comprehensive means, and, therefore, it was considered 
that a purpose built Comprehensive School for the Girls 
should be built. 

May I just elaborate a little bit on what is the 
difference between a purpose built. Comprehensive School 
and a school possibly most of the persons in this room 
attended. The old style:of school before Comprehensive 
came into operation was mainly a number of classrooms, 

- and if you were in a class shall we say 'class 311, you 
lived most of your life in that classroom and when. it 
was French the French Teacher came to you and taught you 
French; when it was mathematics the mathematics teacher 
came to you and taught you mathematics; when it was 
history, the history teacher came to teach you. You 
lived, as I say, most of the time in the class room, but 
we went out. occasionally for specialised subjects. You 
probably went out for science to a laboratory, to a 
specialised room; you probably went out for art to a 
specialised room, that was the old type of school which 
is in complete antithethis to the modern concept of a 
comprehensive school. With the sophistication 1.12 
teaching methods, with the tremendous number of aids to 
teaching such as projectors, audio/visual, tape recorders, 
etc., the idea now is to have each subject in its own 
specialised area, so that you do not build a school which 
is a series of simple classrooms to which teachers go and 
teach various subjects, you build a school in which you 
have an area for, shall we say, languages, another area 
for art, another area for drama, and the children move 
from area to area. This is the concept of a purpose 
built Comprehensive School. 

It may, I accept, go against the grain of some of these 
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more conservative teachers, but if we are going comprehensive we 
must accept all its ratifications. The Gibraltar Teachers 
Association who were given a copy of the brief once it was ready,. 
said nothing for a considerable period of time; then they started t 
to make noises that perhaps some of the more conservative teachers 
would not be happy in a school of this style. When they were told, 
"why did you not say so when you first got the brief", they_ 
commented that they were only lay people and were not very good at 
interpreting a written brief into what the concept would be as an 
actual school. . They now,come up and comment that the design of the 
building is not what they would like, and, therefore, they reject 
the idea of the school. However, the design of the building, as a 
comprehensive school, was put forward, as I said, to all the 
teachers involved in teaching in that school and has been fully 
accepted. 

Now, when the brief was ready it was sent to various people in 
Gibraltar, not least the Monitoring Committee of the ODA, and the 
ODA sent out .a team to assist in the design of the school, and one 
member of this team was the Consulting Architect of the Department 
of Education and Science in Britain, the top architect of the 
Department of Education and Science. 

Let us consider how a school is built in the United Kingdom. The 
Local Education Authority would get its architects to prepare a 
brief, to make the design, it would be sent to the Department of 
Education and Science, where somebody would look at it fairly 
cursorily to see that it conforms with the general specifications, 
it would be sent back to the Local Educational Authbrity, who 
possibly would have consulted with the teachers of the school, but 
would not have consulted with the teachers union. The school would 
then be built, the teachers would le.put into it. 

How different to the way our school is being planned. At every 
stage we have had consultations with the teachers, at every stage 
the top architect of the Department of Education and Science has 
vetted and gone most carefully into everything that is being done. 
You cannot say that the school is being built haphazardly, being 
planned haphazardly, when you have the best of the United Kingdom 
Department of Education and Science at every stage helping to see 
that the job is being done properly. 

Consultation with the teachers is so great that it one instance where 
a new system of supplying the different services to a laboratory is 
being suggested, the head of department who does not know this 
system in Gibraltar has commented that he is not very happy about it: 
this person has been sent to England where he is meeting with the 
Head of the Department of Education and Science, is being taken by 
him to two schools to actually see this type of provision of services 
in operation so that he will know at first hand exactly how it is. 
Consultations with the teachers have been going on in every way at 
each time. 
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The Teachers Association have also been consulted. Although I say 
that in Britain they would not have been consulted, here they have. 
They have come up with a number of suggestions, some of which have 
been acceptable, some of which have not been accepted, and it would 
appear that because all their suggestions havemot been accepted 
they have come out just now saying that they consider that the 
school is, in their own words, "inadequate in site,' and there is 
inadequacy in the design of the building and emission from the 
architect brief". 

This I cannot accept. Perhaps one little point might be brought 
out. They would like to see in the building of the school-a 
department for remedial work. Now, one of the things of ,a 
Comprehensive School is that you do not have a specialised department 
for remedial work; This goes completely against the concept for 
comprehensive education. 

The Board of Education has been kept at all stages fully cognisant 
of the plans. They have seen them, they have seen the variations. 
There have been four sets of plans, the last one has just turned up. 
In each set there has been variation, these variations, which one 
would assume are improvements, have all been done at the instlgaidoft 
the Headmistress of the school and the headteacher of the school, 
that they would like this item done, that item done, this department 
improved, etc., etc. So that I think it is reasonable to say that 
the teachers concerned with the school are reasonably happy with the 
plans. 

Now, Sir, we are asked about the views of all those bodies involved 
in education. The Gibraltar Parents Association, a most itportant 
body, has made certain comments on the school, not on the plan,.but 
basically on the siting of the Mediterranean Rowing Club at the tip 
of the site. I would comment in answer to the Honourable Miss Anes 
that I do not - know of any standing invitation to the Gibraltar Parents 
Association Committee. They never tell me when they are going to 
have a meeting. If they were to give me an invitation I would only 
be too happy to go at any tine. 

Now, the Gibraltar Parentt Association and with them the Gibraltar 
Housewives Association and also the Board of Education all express, 
misgivings on the siting of. the Mediterranean Rowing Club at the tip 
of the little area of the Montagu Basin. .And much of their • 
unhappiness was that to get to the Mediterranean Rowing Club the 
members would have to go down the road.beside the school and this 
would leave the school open to vandalism, that the road would become 
choked up with parked cars, possibly derelict boats etc. Well, as 
the Honourable Minister for Development has already said, this will 
no longer be necessary. The road beside the school will be a private 
road, it can be closed at night or at 4 o'clock in the'afternoon 
when the school finishes, there will be no need for the members of 
the Mediterranean Rowing Club to go down there, and so much of the 
bone of contention that the school would be too open to the general 
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movement of persons going up and down this road has been removed. 

Should the Mediterranean Rowing Club be next to the Girls School. 
Well, I will admit quite openly that I am not happy that it should 
be, but we live in Gibraltar. I am not happy with a lot of things 
in schools in Gibraltar. I am not happy that the Boys' 
Comprehensive School should be stuck next to an aerodrome. That 
while they are doing their "0" levels and "A" levels they hear planes 
roaring past and taking off and interferring with them. I am not 
happy that a third of the Boys° Comprehensive School is underneath 
a block of flats. I am not happy with St Mary's School which has 
no playground whatsoever except a dungeon in the basement. But 
these are the difficulties of Gibraltar. We have a restricted area, 
we have to live in our confinement. If we had large areas of 
playing fields, as they can have in Britain where a school can be 
placed in such an area that it has green fields all the way around 
it, I would be far happier. But to have the Mediterranean Rowing 
Club on a small tip of the Montagu site, although perhaps not the 
best of circumstances in the world, it is not such a terrible thing. 

Perhaps the Gibraltar Teachers' Association might almost support it 
because they have commented that the playground area is very windy 
and that the school should be moved further down the site and the 
playground put at the other end. Well, therefore, they cannot be 
very upset about the little tip of the site which is even windier 
still. 

The delay in the plan? Where is all this delay. It started in 
September, 1974. It is a school of some £2.6 million but it will 
be well over £3 million by now. How long did they have a delay, if 
the word "delay" is operative, in the plans of the extension to the 
Lourdes School, which was ultimately to become the Boys' Comprehensive 
School? Is my memory failing me or did we not hear after 1969, in 
1970, "we are almost ready to go out to tender". And then in 1971 
again, "Oh, we are almost ready to go out to tender". Was that a 
delay, or were they planning all the time. What about the Varyl 
Begg Scheme. Announced in December 1969, the brief was not ready 
until April 1971; tender invitations in November, letter of intent 
in April 1972, the site taken over in October 1972; that is three 
years. Was that a delay or was it just a normal sequence of events. 

I can tell you categorically, there has been no delay on Gibraltar's 
part whatsoever in the planning of the Girls' Comprehensive School. 
At all times the architect - and I would like to say a word about 
these architects. They are not any old people that have been just 
pulled out of a hat. The Department of Education and Science put 
forward suggestions of a number of top ranking architects, and we 
chose a fire that had already done a job in Gibraltar. They had 
built the Mackintosh Hall, I think something which has stood the test 
of time. They are leading architects in school design in Britain. 
recently they have done a large extension to Durham University and 
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they are one of the highest ranking architects that we 
could poSsibly get hold of. 

They came as soon as they were appointed. Their first 
job was to work out whether a reasonable schobl could 
be put on the site, a school within-the conditions put 
down by the Department of Education and Sbience in 
Britain, whether it could be put on the site, with the 
Mediterranean Rowing Club there as well. ' They came 
back with their views of how it could be done and these 
were accepted. They then started to put their concept 
into actual plans. They themselves discussed time after 
time the different plans with the teachers involved, 
and they were out here about a month ago where they spent 
3 full days with the teachers doing as much as possible 
to get the school exactly as the teachers wished it to 
be. 

're have had the viewpoint of the Gibraltar Parents 
Association, the Gibraltar Housewives, the Board of ' 
Education. All three, I would say, in favour of the 
planning of the school, not in favour mainly because of 
the question of the use of the road of the Mediterranean 
Rowing Club but possibly now they will be much happier, 
7.s they said, that the road will not be there, and the 
Gibraltar Teachers Association which is not in favour, 
perhaps because their viewpoint has not been taken as 
much into consideration as they would have wished, 
although many of the points made have been taken into 
consideration. And we have perhaps the most important 
body of opinion, the actual teachers who are going to use 
the school, who apparently are satisfied. 

It will be, I am sure the Honourable Mr Xiberras will be 
happy to hear, a good school up to 13K standards. I do 
not think the Consultant Architect of the Department of 
Education and Science is going to have such a hand in 
the building of a school, that he is going to put his 
head on the block and. produce a school that is not up to 
UK standards. 

I think perhaps the situation may be that in due time 
our school may be what is classed as a "show" school. 
The brief and the plans of certain schools nre taken by 
the Department of Education and Science and' ore made into 
book forms and circulated to various Local Educational 
Authorities so that they can gain experience and know- 
ledge from what has been done before. We did this in 
the case of a school called "Maiden Early". 
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We improved upon their plan and I think possibly the 
Girls' Comprehensive School of Gibraltar may be. one of 
the schools ;to get into that category. 

Now, I am invited to state unambiguously whether I am 
satisfied. with the present plans and the site,of the 
building. -Yes, Sir, I am satisfied. Obviously the 
plans may need a little more changing., though I. think 
we have got to the final, stage as far as Gibraltar is 
concerned. There is the next step, in which these 
plans have to go to a project committee of the ODA and 
they may wish to see changes, so that I cannot commit 
myself that I am going to be satisfied with any changes 
that they might like to see, but.asefar as the plans pre 
at the moment I em fully satisfied with them, 'I am fully 
satisfied with the site of the building; it is a good 
site, I think perhaps one of the best in Gibraltar that. 
we can get under reasonable circumstances,. I am not going 
to say the Cormorant site might not have been equally as 
good but we might not have been able to get that for 
several years. We. have the Montagu site, I am satisfied 
with it. As. I say, the question of the Mediterranean 
Rowing Club leaves little to be desired. 'If another 
place could be found then possibly we would move it 
there. It is not an easy matter, although we are.still . 
trying to find another site if it were possible. But 
even if it were not possible I do not think that ,hnvinr 
the-Mediterranean Rowing Club there detracts to such an - 
extent from the school. We hear people say, "Fancy 
having a men's club next to a girls school", Well,•it'' 
is not just a man's club, it is a club' for men, women,.. 
children and it may 'not always be a girls school, it may 
be a co-ed School one day. • 

Before I do finish I would just like to comment on one 
small point in the letter of the Honourable Lender of the 
Opposition. He talks about the, I think, alarming views, 
or alarming statements of the Minister for Education, at 
one time. I am not sure yet in my mind what these 
alarming statements were. All I can think of is that it 
was a possibility of going co-ed in September 1974. Yet 
when I have discussed this possibility with my Director 
and told him my reasons for it, he sees them far from 
alarming but sees them as quite reasonable indeed. .Arid 
indeed the GTA, who are at variance with the plans of the, 
school as such, do not seem to be at variance with the:'  
viewpoint that Gibraltar should have gone co-ed some time 
ago. But even the Collister Committee does suugest that 
Co-ed may come in in time, We cannot take that school 
as a girls school for ever, it may be a time when it is n 
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Co—ed school and then perhaps it will be a little less 
worrying to those.people who are perklaps, I might say, 
a little narrow minded V in the Viewpoint ghat you cannot 
have a rowing club next to a school. 

I think I have no more say on the subject, Sir, exoept to 
reiterate for the Honourable Leader of the Opposition 
once again that I am fully satisfied with the present 
plans and fully satisfied with the site of the building. 

MR SPEAKER 

Ire there no other contributors? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

Mr Speaker, just a small contribution on one or two 
important aspects that have been mentioned. There 
have been certain administrative delays in London in 
respect of some of the projects. When I was in London 
the other day on other business I took the opportunity 
of looking into the matter, as the Financial and 
Development Secretary and the Minister had done before, 

Firstly, there is the question of the project application. 
This applies to all projects the cost of which will be 
over £600,000. This is not, I would say, a formality 
but it does not in any way alter the commitment of the 
British Government, nor have I seen any signs that the 
3ritish Government is in any way reneging on their 
commitment to provide a Comprehensive School for Girls 
in Gibraltar. If I saw that I would say that that would 
be a sign of bad faith and I would be the first one, to 
pronounce against it. I made this quite clear in London 
the other day, at the official level of course, because 
I did not find that there was anything to worry about to 
take it to a higher level. 

There is a commitment for the school: it is true that 
the cost of it by the time building starts will perhaps 
be double what was originally tentatively estimated, but 
what does not go up these days i  and, therefore, particular 
care is being to ken in the United Kingdom that this vast 
sum of money which is being provided for under development 
aid is properly spent. But I have no qualms at all to 
say that there is any difficulty about the commitment. 
There are certain bureaucratic procedures to be 
complied with, which one can understand particularly in 
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a project of this matter. 

I would just like to say on the last remarks of the 
Minister for Education, who has made, if I may say so, 
a clear exposition of the matter as it stands, that I 
have been concerned myself in trying to find an 
alternative site for the Rowing Club. Certain ideas 
have been looked into by people over whom we have no 
control but whose collaboration if possible we expect 
and that is still very much on the stocks. But I 
would not like to make any comment here that would 
indicate that there is any commitment by anyone and 
that eventually if it has to be done I think that the 
amount of land that has now been ceded by the Ministry 
of Defence in order to have a separate road takes away 
some of the strong objections which were voiced, though 
of course there will still be people who would not like 
the club there. 

The club is practically an outward looking club, it is 
a rowing club more concerned with the sea than with the 
land, and it could perhaps in the long run, if the 
school is going to be co-educational be part of some of 
the amenities for the boys of the club. Anyhow I am 
not making any apologies for that, I am just saying that 
it would be more desirable to have it elsewhere, this is 
quite understood, but in the limitations of Gibraltar as 
we know them, sometimes there are certain decisions that 
must be taken.in - the best overall interest of the 
community. I am not however unhopeful of being able to 
get something perhaps to dispose of that. 

Other than that I think that what the Honourable Minister 
for Education has said about recent objections of the 
GTE',, it seems to me that the whole idea of a school there 
is generally accepted and we are quite happy that it is 
the right site on which to have a school. 

HON W M ISOLA 

Mr Speaker, I shell be very brief. I would just like to 
comment on two remarks made by the Minister for Public 
Works and the Minister for Trade and Davelopmemt. If I 
remember rightly the Minister for Public Works said that 
he would never have agreed to the Montagu being converted 
into a Marina, and I would like to remind the Minister for 
Public Works that when this side of the House C.91110 into 
Government in 1969, it was the ALCR Government who was 
dealing with developers in England for the use of 
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Montagu as possible, Marina The Coalition Government 
it Was not this Government, who continued the question 
of the MarinaG 

Now,,Mr Speaker, I remember very, very clearly in 1975, 
during estimate time, when the question of . the siting of 
the Public Works Garage at the Old Refuse Destructor 
came about, that either the Minister for Public `:corks 
or the Minister for Trade said that the resitinp: must 
be carried out at all speed because of the Girls' 
Comprehensive School. At that time, Mr Speaker, if I 
remember rightly,_the reciting of the PubliC Works Garage 
I am going on what the Minister for Trade has said - was 
going to cost the public the sum of £350,000. Now, as 
we all know, it is going to cost something like £750,000. 

Now what I am trying to say is that the best piece of news 
that I have heard this morning is that though the 
Minister for Tourism and Trade said that happily it has 
now been decided to site the Public Works Garage at the 
Old Slaughter House, I am very happy to hear from him 
that as yet no authority to draw ,up plans for the Public 
Works Garage has been obtained, and I am sure . 

MR SPEAKER 

Yes, but let us not talk about that. We are talking 
about the Comprehensive School. 

HON W'M ISOLA 

Mr Speaker, I am only making reference to what the Minister 
for Trade said earlier on, on the Public Works Garage. I 
am only commenting on that. • 

MR SPEAKER 

Yes, but you have no need to comment: on that. He made a 
comment with reference to the Comprehensive School because 
until such time as the Garage was resited they could not 
start on the Comprehensive School.. To that extent you 
can say what'you like. 

HON W M ISOLA 

Well, I am saying that because later on when I develop 
that argument, I em going to come back to the Girls' 
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Comprehensive School. 

MR. SPEAKER 

.I do not want to open an argument on the garage. 

HON W M ISOLA 

No, no, I am just using that argument to support 
subsequently the agrument on the Girls' Comprehensive 
School. 

MR SPEAKER 

That is fair enough but we must not get out of hand. 
Anyway, go ahead. 

HON W M ISOLA 

As I was saying, Mr Speaker, on this side of the House 
we are extremely happy that the authority to draw up 
plans for the public works garage has not yet been 
given, because that means that this present administrat-
ion will not be able to carry out the threat of building 
the Public Works Garage in the short time that they 
have . . . 0 

MR SPEAKER 

But that is what I am not prepared to allow you to do. 

HON W M ISOLA 

I am almost finished now, there are only two more words. 
That they will not be able to finish the Public Works 
Garage in the three or four months that they have left. 

Now, what I am trying to get at, Mr Speaker, is that 
there is no doubt at all in my mind that there has been 
An enormous amount of delay in the question of the Girls' 
Comprehensive School, and by taking an analogy of the 
Public Works Garage in which I am more involved than my 
colleague the shadowsMinister for Education and the 
Leader of the Opposition, I am saying that because of 
what is the background that I know of the Public Works 
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Garage, which has been on many occasions interlocked 
with the Girls' Comprehensive School, it is because of 
these reasons that I am supporting fully the Leader of 
the Opposition in this motion. 

HON A P MONTEGRIFF0 

Sir, I believe there is a misconception on the part of 
the Honourable Mr William Isola. The Workshop as such, 
the pre-fabricated Workshop that is going to go there, 
is already in existence, and may be on the way for all 
we know. The approval that has not yet been given 
refers to who is going to provide the funds required 
for the resiting of the Workshops to this site of the 
Garage. 

MR SPEAKER 

That is all I am going to allow anyone to say about the 
Garage. I will then call on the mover to reply, unless 
Mr Bossano has something to say. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Mr Speaker, I am glad to hear, I think I am correct, but 
perhaps I can be corrected if I am wrong, from the 
Minister for Economic Development that in fact the delay 
in the school has not been due to delay in the siting of 
the PWD Garage and Workshop. Because certainly when 
the Trade Unions were being consulted on the proposals 
they were told that the urgency was that it was holding 
up the school, and I find now that it was not holding 
up the School! I am glad to hear that it was not holding; 
up the .School because one of the things that we told the 
Government et the time, I remember was, that if they 
tried to go round saying publicly that the School was 
not done because we had not reached agreement on the 
garage and to shift the blame on to us they would be 
asking for trouble. In fact not only have they not done 
that but in fact there was not even justification for 
even hinting it apparently, because had the thing been 
shifted . . . . 

HON A W SERFATY 

There could have been a justification. If the 
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construction of the Garage - and thank you for allowing 
me to butt in - takes longer than we envisaged then there 
will be a delay in the construction of the School, of 
course. 

HON J BOSSANO, 

I see, so there will be a delay now, but there would 
not have been a delay nine months ago when we were told - 
nine months ago. 

MR SPEAKER 

Order, order. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Tell, Mr Speaker, if all the other things that need to 
be done besides clearing the site were not done nine 
months ago, and still have not been done, even if the 
PWD Workshops had been moved nine months ago, the 
school would still not be in the process of construction, 
and therefore, that was not the major reason, and I am 
afraid that it was certainly stressed when we were 
involved and it was a factor that we took into 
consideration. Now it a)pears that in fact it was not 
as important as we were led to believe. Of course it 
is perfectly permissible for the Government to use this 
play. I mean, they did influence our decision by using 
it, but it appears in fact that even if we had token 
longer to reach a decision it would not have held up the 
School because the School is being held up by other 
considerations, or have been held up by other 
considerations. And I think this is a useful information 
to have for the future. 

The other thing, Mr Speaker, is that I think it is very 
serious of course that the School looks no nearer 
construction now than. it has been on the many other times 
that the matter has been raised in the House of Assembly. 
The Honourable Member has given figures of April 1975 as 
an original estimate of the cost and so on, and then he 
said that now in July 1976, a year and three months later, 
they have made a project application. 

It seems to me an extraordinary length of time between 
getting the proposals to the stage where one can actually 
estimate the cost, which must be quite an advanced stage, 
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and making application to start work on the project a 
year and three months later. Perhaps the Honourable 
and Gallant Minister for Public Works could transfer 
some of his wall-building energies to school-building 
activities and then the situation might improve. 

The School, Mr Speaker, is a very important project and 
I would hove thought that when the Government is so 
diffident about committing the next administration to a 
closed shop, to higher pensions, and to all those sorts 
of things, they have used the argument thet they have 
run out of their mandate, and that at this late stage 
in their administration they can hardly go ahead and 
introduce things which would commit an incoming 
administration. They need to go to the people first 
to see whether the people will support them on the 
closed shop and all the other things. 

I would have thought that they might also find out 
whether the people support them on the siting of the 
Comprehensive School in the place where they want, and 
on the siting of the Public Works Garage where they want. 
If the Government has waited this long to do something 
about it, and these are concrete things that cannot be 

'changed, this is commiting a future administration in n 
way the pensions and the closed shop will not commit a 
future administration, because if the Government takes a 
stand now 'and there is a change of Government in two 
months time, the new Government only hes to change a law 
to alter the level of pensions, to alter the existence 
of a closed shop or to alter anything else. But they 
cannot change the siting of the Public Works Garage or 
the siting of the School. by changing the law. You are 
committing Gibraltar to brick and mortar. And if there  
is an area where the argument of consulting the people 
is valid, it is in an area where the change once 
implemented is irreversible, because however much an 
in-coming Government might dislike the siting of a 
particular project it would obviously be totally 
irresponsible to pull the thing down and start building 
somewhere else. So I would say ,that in view of the very 
strong feelings expressed by Honourable Members on the 
other side of the House about not committing a future 
Government, that philosophy should be applied to these 
two areas of construction projects where it is known 
that there are different views, and let them really make 
up their minds finally what they are going to do, present 
the thing as a project to the people, commit themselves 
that they will do it as soon as they come in and if they 
do not get in they can say, "well, the other administration 
that gets in is free to do whatever they like". 
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This is an opportunity to consult the people on that, 
and I think particularly, although it is not the 
subject of the motion if you will allow me to say so, 
Mr Speaker, particularly the siting Of the p7n Garage, 
about which so Much public opinion has been expressed. 

MR SPEAKER 

I have had to call the attention of most people for 
talking on the Public Works Garage and since you joined 
it to the School I let you, but once you start talking 

• • • 

HON J BOSSANO 

No, I do not want to go into it, but I think, Mr Speaker, 
the only thing that I want to stss is that there is 
certain evidence to show that public feeling is stronger 
on that particular project than on the Comprehensive 
School, but I think the argument applies equally to both. 

Yes, it might be the pavement, end the wall, why not the 
wall! 

You might have a new administration coming in and knocking 
the wall down, Mr Speaker. So I think this is the main 
point that I want to make, that I am glad that the thing 
has been cleared as to the reasons for the delay, and 
that I think the Government should seriously think that 
in view of the short time left, and in view of the fact 
that in practice a decision may commit the new Government 
because of the thing proceeding faster - but in fact I 
think on the question of the School there is not any 
likelihood of course of the School being started before 
a new Government comes in, and, therefore, that can be 
done. But if the Government is going to actually build 
the other project this summer, which I would hope they w 
would not for the obvious reason that as the Honourable 
member has said a building site which is a very noisy and 
dirty place, and it is hardly likely to be conducive to n 
restful stay on the beech if the Public Works Garage is 
built down there during the summer, but perhaps if the 
Honourable Member can look at his responsibility in this 
area and delay until the new Government comes in. 

MR SPEAKER 

Right, I will then call on the mover to reply. 
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HON M D XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, we have had an attempt at complying with the 
terms of the motion, by three Honourable Members on the 
other 'side of the House, and I suppose we must be grateful 
for small mercies, and we should be grateful that et 
least there is some information as to how the Government 
stands on this. Quite a few points have been raised 
which I would like to answer. The Honourable Colonel 
Hoare, has thrown some light on the process of Government 
in respect of this particular incident. I think there 
is no doubt from what he has said that he has been at 
variance with his colleagues in certain important 
respects about public access to the area, whereas the 
other two Ministers have said that they followed 
representations made as regards there being no public 
access to the area immediately around the School. 

He called the Marina a cesspit' but the Honourable Member 
beside him probably thought t_et far from being a cess 
pit it would be an oasis. It would be something that 
would bring in money for Gibraltar, he has spoken 
strongly in favour of the Marina, I do not know why the 
Honourable . 0 . 

Mr Speaker, I am sure that there has been disagreement 
about this between the Honourable Members, and that the 
unity of the Government which the Chief Minister was talk-
ing about is far from real. 

Mr Speaker, the Honourable Mr Canepa chose not to 
contribute to the debate and perhaps he could keep quiet 
now and allow me to talk. I have the greatest regards 
for Mr Canepa's principles when he stands up and expresses 
them and an equal regard when he changes them. 

Mr Speaker, the interesting aside from the Honourable 
Colonel Hoare about the Public Works having no territorial 
claim, but according to the original plans there was some 
claim by the Public Works, there were some plans to put 
the Public Works Department in the reclaimed land in the 
area. No? 

HON LT COL J L HOARE 

No. Public highway for the use of the people. A sea- 
side walk, not for the Public Works Department. 
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HON M D XIBERRAS 

A sea side walk. Well there was some interest, and 
quite unprovoked the Honourable Colonel Hoare stood up 
and made these declarations. I do not know why, 
perhaps it. was a question of "qui sexcuse, s4ccuse", 
I do not know why he made this contribution in the 
terms that he did. He seemed to be stating his clear 
position on this matter for posterity. Perha's there 
was disagreement . . . . 

HON LT COL J L HOARE 

Mr Speaker, I was answering statements made by the 
Leader of the Opposition where he quoted me by name, and, 
therefore, I felt in duty bound to answer and give him 
my side of it. 

HON M D XIBERRAS 

I made some references to the Honourable Colonel Hoare, 
but in respect of the Garage. Mr Speaker, the Honourably  
Colonel's concern for community access behind the wall , this other wall 
I suppose if he wanted to build the sea wall around there 
he thought that the community should use it, or was it 
purely to protect the School? I do not know, we have 
not been told, but I gather that the purpose of the wall 
was to provide some sort of access to the community, I 
do not know. 

In any case I was interested by his comments, and I 
thought that they were the seeds of disagreement there, 
and I am glad that this did not interfere too much with 
the 'process of planning. 

The Honourable Mr Serfaty spoke about the Marina 
commitment, n point, has been cleared up already by my 
Honourable Friend Mr Willie Isola, that this was in fact 
done in the .time Mr Serruya was Minister for Tourism. 
No doubt the Honourable Mr Serfaty disagreed with 
Mr Serruya on that occasion. I have no doubt there was 
even less cohesion in that coalition Government than 
there is in the present Government. 

The Honourable Mr Serfaty spoke about the long time it 
had taken to plan Varyl Beg. The: Honourable Mr Serfaty 
being an architect thinks it is fair to make a com-)nrison 
between the School and what is it 650 flats. But of 
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course he is entitled to that opinion, he often flashes 
it around. in the House•... 

HON A IN SERFATY •  

The 650 flats is repetitive work, only two types of 
blocks . . 

MR SPEAKER 

No, no, let Us not . . . Order, order, I will not 
have itaterruptioas. 

HON M D XIBERRAS' 

Yes, Mr Speaker, but one thing that the Honourable Member 
should bear in mind is that in 1969 there were difficulties 
pf course that the Honourable Member mi6ht or might not 
have been able to overcome himself. Labour force and so 
forth. Minor things of Course, and that in December 1969 
we had commitments to 750 flats apart from other matters, 
if he cares to read the communique issued on that 
occasion, whereas on this occasion the Honourable Member, 
as far as I can see, does .not have .a commitment from ODA 
yet. And this is of course two years after the 
Government started on the project and four years since 
we were given to understand by the Rowley Mission that 
the Comprehensive School would form port of the next 
development programme, and that there was commitment in 
L)rinciple to it. . That puts the delay at four years in 
my book and not at two years, the four years this 
Government has been in office. 

Let me remind the House that education was the first 
priority of this Government's development programme, 
whereas that of the previous administration included a 
number of other projects, the Health Centre and so forth, 
which were actually being built while the Varyl Begg 
7,state was being planned. 

And the Honourable Member cannot claim that the School 
has not been built because there was other work to 
attract his attention because all he had to do in other 
respects is ten flats remodernised and sixteen on the 
point of being reviodernieted. 

Mr Speaker, the Honourable Mr Serfaty told us that it 
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would cost £2.6m now to build the School, and this wns 
the 'architect's estimate; by the-time they get moving 
on it it is going to be much more. They have been hit 
by an age of inflation and the kind of commitment which 
they do not have, may I put- it that way, they hove no 
commitment at all for the School and they certainly do 
not have the kind of commitment we had in respect of 
Varyl Begg which was to build that number of flats what- 
ever the cost was. The Honourable Member may find it 
more difficult as costs escalate to build this School 
now. And this I know, "what does not go up", said the 
Chief Minister, or words to that effect. Of course 
things go up, but was part of the delay attributable to 
Honourable Members opposite is a different matter. One 
might as well have said that we could not tackle Varyl 
Begg because there was no labour in 1969, and costs wont 
up. And yet proportionately I do not think the eventual 
cost of Varyl Begg is going to be so much higher than 
the proposed cost of the School, which I believe in 1972 
was in the region of £1.2m, and now it is Z2.6m, and it 
mightvery well rise higher than that. 

Mr Speaker, the attitude of the Honourable Mr,Serfaty 
in ending this contribution said that, "I hope that the 
lanister for Education will be able to agree with me that 
the MRC should be there, on the site." That was his 
lost phrase before he sat down. I think thereby hangs 
a tail by this statement. That the Minister should 
stand up after concluding his statement and say, "I hope 
that the Minister for Education will be able to support 
the MRC there in that site". Again, evidonce of 
disagreement, and I can understand this disagreement. 
But what I can find very difficult to follow is that 
people should not be told clearly what the position is. 
I have heard the Minister for Education was instructed by 
one body of those referred to in the course of this debate, 
to write to the Minister for Development and tell him 
exactly what he felt about the School, but it was ages 
before he was able to report that he had and what the 
result had been, and to my kngwledge I do not know whether 
he did or did not write, stating the views of this 
important body, to his colleague, and assuring that the 
interests of Education would be paramount in this case. 
I do not know whether there was a reply or not, but this 
again to me denotes disagreement. 

Mr Speaker, I know that the process of consultation is a 
D very difficult one. And once embarked on it one is cmen- 

ine, Pandora's box. One is beginning to lookk-for trouble. 
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But this kind of trouble is necessary:in respect of 
these planning decisions. .The Government has been 
faced with a renewed interest in planning and they 
have to ,put up with it. People are concerned about 
the environment, people are concerned about facilities 
now, and they do want to be consulted, and the process 
of consultation in this case has been absolutely 
abysmal from the very beginning. Prom the very 
beginning ,when the Honourable the Minister for Education 
made his alarming, and I repeat alarming, statement 
about the future of education in respect of co-education, 
when he said that he was going to introduce it. I think 
within a couple of months, at the beginning of the next 
year, and this brought about the storm which led to 
Coilister. 

Now that was delayed, because it was during this time, 
between 1972 and 1974, that a lot of the work could have 
been done for planning and was not done because we had 
long sittings of the Collister Working Party. There-
fore, this blame attaches to the Minister for education, 
and I can stand by my phrase "alarming statement", made 
by the Minister for Education, and it did contribute to 
the delay. 

Mr Speaker, it may be said that the Collister Working 
Party itself was consultation for this and, therefore, 
saved time. Well, it may have saved time, Mr Speaker, 
but the consultation was forced upon the Minister and 
the situation has not changed at all. The two Ministers 
have been at the receiving-end of things. I have heard 
complaints galore from the Association. There was 
ridicule poured at one particular meeting on both 
Ministers, that they changed their minds, that they 
spoke about the toilets in the Schools ad infinitum, and 
they avoided the issues, they just avoided the main issue. 
And this is, I can tell him, from an Association in whose 
good books the Minister should be as Minister for education. 
No doubt even at this late stage they are calling 
demonstration of the subject. The Parents Association 
have been up in arms right to this Very moment, and both 
Honourable Members opposite can afford to be bland about 
their explanations. 

Very well, Mr Speaker, I hope that the school goes well, 
subject to one qualification I shall make at the end of 
my speech as to when it should go. 

Mr Speaker, I think that one big mistake made by the 
Kinister for Education in consulting, at the expense of 
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n the Teachers Association, putting too much reliance on what the staff 
of the School would say. This is always a burning issue whether it 
is the Teachers Association or the Headmistress or Headmaster of the 
School that should have the greater say in these matters.. And I have 
no doubt that there have been some crossed wires here which have 
deprived the project of the support and of the advice which it deserves. 
The CPA I know have been very much opposed to the building of the 
School.' The extent of the disagreement has not been made public or 
clear by the Minister, to the point that people did not know where the 
Honourable Mr Featherstone stood on this matter. People thoudiv6 that h 
he was being taken for- a ride by the Honourable Mr Serfaty because, of 
developments, and Mr Featherstone was apparently equally quiet in his 
private consultations, refusing to commit himself; as he was in his 
public appearances on the matter. 

Even now the Teachers Association say that the site is quite inadequate. 
Mr Featherstone says that it is up to UK standards. He has spoken 
about the movement from classroom to classroom, the division into areas, 
all of which. Honourable Members on this side know something about. But 
has he taken into account that the shape of the site is still the natter 
and object of criticism by the Teachers Association, because it is an 
elongated site which makes it very necessary for people to walk from one 
end to the other, as I understand it. Is there any truth in which I 
have been told that the plans fox the construction of the School 
necessitated a certain type of girder which apparently is on order and 
that, therefore, the shape of the school has been determined already. I 
believe in one of the meetings one of the Associations was told this. 
Is it true that the Government architect has stated at one of these 
meetings that the site would not be acceptable in the United Kingdom 
precisely because of its shape? I hear no reply from Honourable Members 
opposite. 

HOi A W SERFATY 

If the Honourable Member wants a reply, I will give him one. 

MR SPEAKER 

No, no. 

HON M D XIBERRAS 

If the Chief Minister replies to my letter I would be grateful if the 
Honourable Member makes his point clear. 

I specifically asked Honourable Members to make clear the.views of the 
Government architect on this, as I had in my letter to the Chief Minister. 
So the GTA is still not satisfied, and Honourable Members opposite-hope 
that the other Associations will be satisfied. But who knew before 
this, despite our questions in the House, that the Board'of Education was 
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not happy either. That in fact almost the totality.   of the bodies 
that were interested were not satisfied with-the School. And I am 
not talking about minor amendments I am talking about the actual site. 
How quiet Honourable Members opposite have kept these matters. They 
had to have the Association having recourse to members of the Opposition, 
there was no frankness in the position of the. Government and there has. 
been much resentment precisely because of this. Everybody should make 
allowances for planning difficulties in Gibraltar, but what they cannot 
make allowances for is for shifting and changing in the attitudes of 
Ministers whom they are consulting. One Minister says one thing, 
another Minister says another thing, one says one thing one day, and 
then changes his mind. Now this was an accusation made, and,I am 
prepared to dUbstantiate that I say, at one of the meetings of one of 
the important Associations referred to. And the Honourable Member 
should know because he might be meeting them soon. Mr Speaker, I 
would have thought that the Chief Minister would have . . . 

MR SPEAKER 

Itt it your intention to speak for much longer? 

HON M D XIBERRAS 

Not very much longer. About five minutes. 

I would have said that the Chief Minister, who turns his hand to 
arbitrating on various occasions, had a splendid opportunity to 
arbitrate and smooth the waters for his Ministers on this occasion. 
There was the possibility of pressure from the Government as a whole, 
as my Honourable Friend Mr Devicenzi said on television in an interview, 
of seeking more MOD land, which is so near to the hearts of Honourable 
Members opposite. And, therefore, displacing the MRC and putting it 
somewhere else. Now was this tried. Did the Honourable Members 
really have it in their hearts to move the MRC to a different site? 
Are they telling me it is impossible to find another site for the MRC 
if Honourable Members all agree, as obviously they do, that is would be 
far preferable to have the MRC in a different place, and the MRC of 
course would not object so long as they have access to the sea. That 
is the responsibility of the Chief Minister. And has the Chief 
Minister, who explained to this House what he was going to do in 
respect to the right to our land in a budget session somewhere in 1973, 
when he also announced I believe at the same time that he was going to 
the United Kingdom to make sure that the next development programme was 
not delayed, has the Honourable and Learned Member not been able to 
convince Her Majesty's Government of the need for another site for the 
MRC? The Honourable Member has said that he would accuse the 
Government of bad faith. I should think so'. Mr Speaker, I should 
think that after all this time if Her Majesty's Government were to turn 
around for whatever reason, having committed themselves to this the 
main project in the development programme, if they were to turn around 
and say now, "Well, no, you cannot have it now because costs have 
escalated for one reason or because ire are in a tough economic situation". 
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I am sure that this will not be the case, and I hope that Hon Members have at no  

time- contribut4-to this-Irish that the British Government should say this, 

Mr Speaker, the point has been made, and it was insinuated in my letter, 
to the Chief Minister, that this is an important and lasting decision, 
and that, therefore, the Government should do nothing about this until 
after the elections. I do not think quite honestly that Honourable 
Members will have a chance of starting on this in the intervening period 
before the elections, but if they do by any chance continue with this 
plan, let them remember that there is a chance that they might be 
defeated at the next elections and that that too is going to remain 
there. It is not a popular site, it is a site where people have to make 
allowance, the best that we can get in the circumstances, but they will 
not be entirely happy. 

I have heard that the School will not begin to be built for another 12 
years. This is what I have heard as well. Honourable Members have 
assured that this is not the case, they intend to start some time this 
year, I imagine. But I have heard that for 14- years. the School will 
not be built. I think they should definitely put it out of their 
minds that they should start before the elections. 

So, Mr Speaker, I hope that our interventions here have served to at 
least inform the Associations concerned, to whom I will send copies of 
this debate as early as possible, because there have been accusations 
that the Opposition have done nothing about this, despite our debates. 
People do not get to know what happens in this House, but this time I 
shall make it a point of sending the Hansard of this to the various 
Associations concerned, so that they know what happens in this House 
and what the Honourable Members opposite are saying. 

I thank you for keeping the House for another 17 minutes more than usual, 
Mr Speaker, and I commend the motion to the House. 

Mr Speaker then put the questien and on a division being taken, the 
following Honourable Members voted in favour: 

O 

The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable  

Miss C Anes 
L Devicenzi 
W M Isola 
Major R J Peliza 
M D Xiberras 

The following Honourable Members voted against: 

O 

0 

The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 

A J Canepa 
M K Featherstone 
Sir Joshua Hassan 
Lt Col J L Hoare 
A P Montegriffo 
A W Sefaty 

0 
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The Honourable H J Zammitt 
The Honourable J K Havers 
The Honourable A Collings 

The following' onourable Members were absent frort.the Chamber: 

The Honourable I Abecasis 
The Honourable J Bossano 
The Honourable P J Isola 

The motion was accordingly defeated. 

PM. SPEAKER 

We will now recess until 3.15 this afternoon. 

The House recessed at 1.10 p.m. 

The House resumed at 3.25 p.m. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

Mr Speaker, in pursuance of my statement this morning that I was 
prepared, so long as the work of the House was not interrupted, to 
adjust the order of business in such a way that members who were • 
particularly interested were here, there are two matters in which 
the Leader of the Opposition told me Mr Peter Isola was interested 
in, and he was not available: one is the Committee Stage and Third 
Reading of the Housing (Special Powers) Bill; and the other one 
was the question of the Select Committee on Air Communications. 

In view of that, and in view of the fact that the Honourable 
Mr Bossano had got two motions in his name which were on the order 
paper when we started these proceedings, I would be quite happy if 
he could proceed with those so, that we can gain time. If by the time 
these motions have been dealt with Mr Isola is here, then fair enough, 
we cant ake it, if not we can take at least one to carry on with the 
business until a reasonable hour as usual. 

MR SPEAKER 

I will then put the question which is that in accordance with the 
provisions of Standing Order 7(3) the two motions standing in the Order 
Paper in the name of the Honourable J Bossano, should now be taken. 
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HON MAJOR R J PELIZA 

May I say a few words in the absence of the Leader of the Opposition. 
I think we obviously go with that, except that I am not at all happy 
with what the Chief Minister said at the end, I think if by reason 
of the professional duty of my colleague it so happened that the 
business still has continued — I think it has been the practice of this 
House that when such a situation arises normally when the time is known, 
time is given to members to be away from the House and I do hope that 
this consideration will be'borne in' mind. 

MR SPEAKER 

Well, we will wait and see what happens. 

HON MAJOR R J PELIZA 

T Exactly, but I think that neither through retisence or by agreeing 
with the first part of the Chief Minister's suggestion that it means 
that I am in full agreement with the statement of the Chief Minister, 
and I therefore reserve my right to put our case if this should arise. 

FIR SPEAKER 

May I say in fairness to the Chief Minister that whatever is being 
done now is being done to meet the requirements to the Opposition, and 
if what the Honourable Member is saying is that unless the full 
requirements are going to be met he will vote against this particular 
notion, then he is entitled to do so. I cannot read it in any other 
way. 

HON MAJOR R J PELIZA 

I have no objection to the first part. 

MR SPEAKER 

It is not a question of objection, with due respect, because it is 
not the Chief Minister's wish that the Order of the Day should be 
disrupted, it is the Opposition's wish. 

HON MAJOR R J PELIZA 

Yes, I know, but if I understood him rightly, I may have misunderstood 
him or I did not hear him clearly, he said that if at a certain stage 
the motions were over and we. had to go on to the business in which my 
colleague has an interest we would then carry on. 

3 
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MR SPEAKER 

I think what the Chief Minister has implied is that he is not prepared 
to adjourn or recess the House because Members cannot attend through 
personal reasons, that whilst there is work to be done he is prepared 
to re-adjust the Order Paper. That is one thing and the other thing 
is to adjourn the House because one particular Member cannot attend. • , 

HON MAJOR R J PELIZA 

I fully agree, Mr Speaker, I am not suggesting that, although I think 
on some occasions, if I may say so, for reasons which perhaps were not 
professional, but purely social, this House has'been adjourned before 
the normal time, and therefore, what I an saying, Mr Speaker, is that 
if the occasion should arise, we have not come to it yet, where not for 
personal but for professional reasons, professional reasons have been 
respected in this House, more than any other I do not know why but it 
has been, I think that principle and that attitude should continue even 
today. This is all I am saying. I know it is his prerogative to 
carry on if he wants to and we cannot stop it, and we know from 
experience that he does carry it the way he wants it, I am still 
expressing my view. 

MR SPEAKER 

Right, I will now call upon the Honourable Mr Bossano,to move his first 
motion. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Mr -Speaker, I beg to move that this House is shocked at the callous 
lack of concern shown by the Government for the fate of the Moroccan 
worker who contracted cancer in Gibraltar following an injury at work 
and the unwarranted delay in sending the relevant medical records to 
UK to facilitate his treatment. 

Mr Speaker, the case which my motion deals with is one which has been 
well publicised in Gibraltar and all Members are aware of the fact that 
the Moroccan worker in question is at the moment in the United Kingdom 
receiving medical treatment, and that he has been able to go to the 
United Kingdom due to the magnificent response of the people of Gibraltar 
who have answered the appeal of the Transport and General Workers Union 
to raise funds, and indeed the continuing donations that are being made 
by workers through the organisation of the Union, the collections are 
taking place in workshops and so on. But what the House must.4be 
concerned about is the event that led up to this taking place. 

The worker in question had an accident at work which was not properly 
documented when it happened. It was a slight accident, he cut his ear, 
not much importance was attached to it and because of the strict 
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regulations regarding accidents at work, he in fact is 
not covered by the terms of employers liability, and is 
not in .a position to make any claim off his employer 
because it was not recorded as en industrial injury at 
the time that it happened. This is an example indeed 
which will perhaps bring home to many workers the 
importance that there is in properly recording accidents 
at work which sometimes is neglected and the full 
implications of the accident sustained do not come to 
light until much later. 

So, the worker in, question received treatment in our 
local hospital, had to return on subsequent occasions 
for treatment and eventually, to cut a. long story short, 
eventually he was told that he had now developed e 
inalignant growth in the same place' as the cut from the 
accident .had .been on his ear, and that it was impossible 
to give him adequate medical treatment in Gibraltar. He 
was told that the situation was extremely serious, it 
could cost him his life, and his chance of survival 
depended on his being able to. get radiotherapy for which 
he would have to gu to the United Kingdom. One can well 
imagine the reaction of this poor man on being given this- 
news. The medical authorities told him that they would 
investigate whether it was possible for him to go to U7 
as a sponsored patient and Government found that under 
the terms of the reciprocal agreement which exists between 
Gibraltar and the United Kingdom he could not be sent. 
The matter was considered by the medical authorities to be 
urgent and, therefore, the man came to the Union for help. 
We started investigating what it might cost to send him 
as a private patient to the United Kingdom and we found 
that within the resources of the Unions Hardship Fund 
it was impossible to fund this. The Union's Hardship 
Fund depends on a very small proportion of the local 
contribution and the. cost could not be borne by union 
funds. Therefore it was decided that the Union should 
launch an appeal to try and save this man's life. 

I would like to record in the House, and I hope that it. 
will be repOrted publicly, that the most tagnifident 
uesture in response to this appeal came from His Lordship 
the Bishop, who .immediately made a very significant 
donation, which without a doubt put the whole project of 
sending the Moroccan worker to the United Kingdom on a 
viable footing. The contribution of His Lordship the 
Bishop enabled us to take immediate steps to arrange for 
his visit to the UK, for his passage to UK and to be able 
to meet the initial costs on arrival there, for accommo-
dation and so on, and we were able to use this wonderful 
example of the Church in showing concern fora worker 



314 

regardless of his origin, creed or religion, as something 
to encourage others to donate.'  

I think that it is regrettable that the response of the 
Gibraltar Government in fact was not the same because I 
think it should have been the Gibraltar Government who 
should have immediately come to the rescue of this: man. 
He has been here for a number of years in Gibraltar, he 
is separated from his family, he has lot nobody to turn 
to and he suffered an accident whilst earning his living 
in Gibraltar. 

.The employer of course would normally have been considered 
responsible, but unfortunately, as I say, the 
technicalities of the thing'prevented that from being 
done, but, nevertheless, I also think that the host 
community, which is Gibraltar, does owe something to 
people who come here to work. And I would remind the 
House that I mentioned yesterday, when another matter 
was being discussed, that the United Kingdom as a 
signatory nation of the Helsinki Agreement has got certain 
responsibilities in the way immigrant workers are treated. 
I think we also have a responsibility. All too often we 
think of workers who come from outside and who live in 
Gibraltar under really terrible conditions, we think of 
them as simply coming here and that we are doing them a 
favour by providing them with a job and , a livelihood. 
3ut it is not just a question of us, the community, dein,- 
.them a good turn because we are providing'them'with work, 
it is a situation of mutual convenience: we need them 
here, that is why we have them. And if we need them 
here then we must accept some responsibility for them, 
and the level at which we pitch our responsibility can be 
to our credit or discredit as a community in the eyes of 
the rest of the world. 

I am not saying that we should be concerned to hell) cases 
like this, I think this is in fact a unique case, I can 
hardly visualise this sort of thing happening very 
frequently because we ourselves in the Union are on top 
of the situation and we have, whenever an accident at 
work, however slight it might be comes to the notice of 
one of our shop' stewards, we ourselves go out of the way 
to ensure that it is properly recorded because if it had 
been properly recorded of course then the man in questien 
would not have needed help. He would not have needed 
help because the Union would have taken legal action 
against the employer to ensure that all the expenses of 
his treatment were met by the employer. But it is a 
unique case and I am not saying that we should be 
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concerned about his case in order to acquire a good 
name. That is one of the things that will result if 
we disregard basic human rights in our immigrant 
population, then we will acquire a bad name, and if we 
are concerned about the welfare of immigrant workers 
then we will acquire a good name. But the reason why 
we should do it is not in order to give ourselves a good 
or a bad image, the reason why we should do it is 
because when it comes, to something as serious as this, 
then human life must be considered sacrosanct, and it 
should make no difference at all to us that the man is 
in fact an employee of the Ministry of Defence or of the 
Gibraltar Government or that the man is an immigrant 
worker or a local worker, because that man's life 
having been put in danger as a result of his being in 
Gibraltar is something that we must accept as part of 
the responsibilities of Gibraltar because we have 
accepted his being here. And if - we cannot look 
properly after immigrant workers then what we should do, 
Mr Speaker, is to restrict their numbers and suffer the 
consequences. If it means that as a community we can 
produce less and get less things done, because we cannot 
properly house or properly look after immigrant workers, 
then that is the penalty that we should impose on our- 
selves. -"le are doing these workers a disservice if we 
lot them come in and then we just use their skills - 
they get paid of course for the work that they do - hut 
nevertheless we are using their skill and we cannot just 
use them and then when they are no longer capable of 
giving a service discard them as if they were simple tools. 

We must recognise that in spite of all the barriers that 
there are, because they come from a different culture 
and there are barriers between the Moroccans and the 
Gibraltarians because of language and habits and so on, 
we must recognise that for a man to be in this situation 
and have nobody to turn to is an absolutely horrifying 
fat, it is an absolutely horrifying position in which to 
find oneself in and we only have to think of how we 
would feel if one of our own people were caught in that 
situation. If one of our own workers from Gibraltar had 
to leave Gibraltar because there was unemployment here, 
had to leave his family behind him, was taken ill or had 
an accident in a foreign country and was left to rot or 
was left to his own devices. As I say, I think it is to 
the credit of the community that it has responded as 
magnificiently as it has done. Indeed, as it does when- 
ever an appeal is launched for help, because Gibraltar, 
when there is somebody in need, Gibraltar responds again 
and again. But I think it reflects sadly on the 
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Government, I think the Government should have with-
out any prompting as soon as it heard of what the 
situation was of this man, end it had all the information 
available because the man was being treated from the 
beginning in St Bernard's Hospital, all the information 
was available to Government and indeed the represent-
atiVes of the Union made direct contact with the 
Minister to elicit help. I think the Government itself, 
without any prompting, should have come forward and 
should have said, "This is a case that cannot be allowed 
to be delayed, it is a case that needs immediate treat-
ment, and we will'send this man to UK for treatment).ond 
then if we cannot do it through the reciprocal scheme 
we will do it through another way", and if necessary to 
have come to the House of Assembly as was done indeed 
over the fate of the GPJ. Because after all if the 
GovernMent feels that it cannot let the GFA die, and that, 
therefore,,it,is worthy of being kept alive by having ern 
injection of £3,000 or £6,000, surely one Moroccan life, 
even if it is a Moroccan one, is worth as much as the 
life of an organisation, which, after all it is only 
paper thin, there is nothing to stop the GFA folding up 
and another Association being born in its place, whereas 
if this man's life had been lost, his widow and his 
children would have nobody to look after them. I think 
that that gesture was something that should have been the 
natural, the instinctive and the human reaction to have 
expected from the Government, and the Government I think 
could have looked to the House for support. They would 
certainly have my support of course, but I think they 
could have looked to the House for support and it could 
have looked to the people of Gibraltar for support in 
this. 

No doubt there would have been the odd person who would 
have said why should we spend public money on a Moroccnn, 
he is not one of ours, let him stew in their own juice, 
there are people like that, there would have been the 
odd person to say this, but the way that the business 
community has responded, that the Church has responded, 
and that the workers have responded in the workshop in 
making contributions, and there are people making 
contributions who can ill afford them, people who are 
labourers who are getting £25 - £30 a week and have rot 
a family to support and still come every Friday and nut 
El in the kitty for this man's medical treatment. That 
shows that the people would have been behind the 
Government if the Government had assumed the resnonsibilit-
ies because of the special circumstances of the case, and 
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because it was in a position. to establish that this was 
indeed what had happened. The information is available, 
the record of the treatment that he has had in the' 
hospital is available, how long he has been going to the 
hospital,. what the assessment of the hospital was on 
different occasions,-and how they came to discover what 
was wrong with this man after he had been seen by 'a 
specialist. 

And so, Mr . Speaker, I ap.moving e,mr)tion-  because I. am 
shocked'. at• the lack of concern of the Gov.ertiment and'I • 
think.that .the House will share my shock to see that . 
regrettably on so many other occasions the Gibraltar. 
Government instead of leading is at the tail end. I 
wish it were different. I must also say, Mr Speaker, 
as the second part of my motion says, that after the 
man arrived in the United Kingdom he was told initially 
here that he would not need his medical records because 
i\iir Shaw had seen him in Gibraltar and Mr Shaw was going 
to see him in the UK and was fully familiar with the 
details of his case. When he got to the United . Kingdom 
he was told there that he could not be treated until his 
medical records had arrived. It would have been of 
course a relatively easy thing for him to have taken the, 
medical records with him because ,he was being:.accomi*44d 
by a trade union representative_ in order-  to. arrange for 
his stay in UK and so on since Mr Buchan's command of 
English is very meagre. It would have been -possible 
to have taken the medical records in the first instance 
had they been provided. But in Tact they were not 
provided and. the news was communicated to Gibraltar that 
as a matter of urgency they .had to be _sent Over. 

This was brought to the attention of the Minister whe 
told the representative of the Union, the Chairman of the 
MOD .Section of the Union-Mr Perez was, told that the 
Minister himself would take a personal interest: in the 
matter and expedite it at the shortest.possible notice. 
In fact I would have thought that in a case as urgent ns 
this this is something that should have bebn done 
Lamediately; either by using 'pilot in BEA, using what-.  
ever was needed because we are talking about' somebody why`  
was sent to UK because he was dying of cancer. You crn-
not leave a man there suffering, not knowing whether he 
is going to survive or not while we are going round in 
circles in Gibraltar deciding how we are going to get the 
medical records to UK. This is scandalous, Mr Speaker. 
But the poor man was there waiting and then after some 
more time passed, he phoned up the Union crying, sayinj 
that they still had not done anything to him. He hod 
been there I do not know how many days and we hod been 
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footing the bill at an enormous cost while the man was not being seen 
in hospital because the medical records had not yet arrived. And 
then as a result of the second phone call the Union again started 
investigating what had happened, and this time the records were got 
to the UK and now fortunately I believe the treatment has started, 
he is being seen by specialists, and we are optimistic that he will 
be back cured, able to go back to work, and able to be reunited with 
his family. 

I have not got any late information on the position because we have 
had other pressures locally to be able to contact the United Kingdom 
in the last few days to find out what progress has been made, but 
the latest that we heard was that things were going well and we are 
very optimistic that when Mr Buchan comes back it will all be 
resolved satisfactorily. But we do not know how much longer he will 
need to be there, or what the final cost of the operations will be, 
and I would hope that the Government will not miss this opportunity to 
make some amends for their past omissions by meeting any shortfall 
that there might be between the money that is raised by donations and 
the final bill. 

Mr Speaker, I commend the motion to the House. 

Mr Speaker then proposed the question. 

HON A P MONTEGRIFFO 

Mr Speaker, I appreciate this is an emotive issue as the Honourable 
Member started by saying, before he went on to talk about the GFA 
which I think lowered the standard of what I considered to be, and 
which he also considers to be a matter that should give rise to 
concern to all right thinking persons. But when he started kicking 
the ball about I think he belittled himself. 

I shall prove as I go along, Sir, that there is no callousness on 
the part of the medical authorities in Gibraltar, that we are doing 
our share in looking after the community of Moroccans here, and those 
who are not here, that we are concerned about basic rights, but we 
have also got to be aware of the basic repercussions of any 
precedents that might be established as a result of any particular 
case that we send over to the UK, be it Moroccan, Indian or whatever 
it may be. It is not a question of discrimination or nationality. 
It is well known that reciprocal agreement or no reciprocal agreement, 
even within the Common marketl you cannot, if you are in Germany, go 
for treatment to Britain, you just would not be treated. You can only 
receive treatment in another member state in cases of emergency and no 
more. Now we were caught in the position 
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I am not trying to blame anybody at all, I cannot. As a 
Minister I take complete and total responsibility for 
whatever may or may not have happened. I can only say 
that I came in round about the 16th or 17th of May, and 
with your leave, sir, I hope you will allow me to read 
from copious notes because this involves quite a number 
.of events and dates. 

If one establishes the principle, and this is what it 
is all about, that anyone who resides and works in 
Gibraltar can go aver to the UK for treatment that 
cannot be given in Gibraltar then we will be opening ourselves 
to very great problems, financially and otherwise. I 
accept that in principle millions of pounds - could be 
spent in order to save not two lives but just one life, 
but one must be practical and pragmatic and try as a result 
of this particular case - and this we were trying to do at 
the time as you will see when I go through my notes - 
to find a formula whereby at least for those who are 
rendering a service, with the cooperation of their own 
Government, can on matters of life and death, be 
treated adequately in the UK, because even ourselves 
under the reciprocal agreement do not get something for 
nothing. Patients are treated in Britain in return for 
treatment given to UK citizens in Gibraltar. If we were to 
establish the principle that anybody who works in Gibraltar, 
or is paying insurance in Gibraltar and satisfies a 4ualiy.lang 
period of say two years or so, I am thinking on thoGe terms - 
we have at the moment an American in the hospital whom we know 
will not be cured either here or in Britain, but who needs to be 
admitted to a very specialised hospital practically for life. 
Now, if that principle had been established as a result of the 
Moroccan, as a result of this human being - I hate to single 
him out by nationality - this man who not even the American 
authorities want to know about could have been landed with us 
for keeps. Mental cases, the same thing; a man with leprosy; 
people in the Costa who when they feel sick, despite all the 
wonderful services that they have there, come here and 
settle in Gibraltar within five or six or seven months. what 
do we do, send them over at their expense? 

I think the House should know that not even my colleague 
here on my right are entitled to be sent to the UK at the 
expense of the Gibraltar Government. These gentlemen who 
are sometimes criticized because they get inducement allowance 
and so on, they are not entitled. And they are not entitled 
because every community is trying to protect its own nationals. 

But having said that, the Government, with the cooperation of 
my colleagues who have been working at this very hard even 
whilst we were looking into the matter, even when the thing 
was going on with one Union official was seeing me and other 
Union Officials seeing other officials, which in a way put 
the cat among the pigeons, we were trying to devise some 
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formula so that in cases of life or death involving 
people of certain nationalities, with whose 
Governments we could come to terms, and provided 
they have been in Gibraltar for a specific period, 
they could be treated in cooperation with the 
government to which this national belongs. I 
think it is only fair that they should also make 
a contribution in the same way as we make a 
contribution in return for the contribution Britain 
makes in looking after our own patients, and in the 
same way as other common Market countries contribute 
to other member states. 

We are looking into that, restricting it so that we do 
not get abuse, and we are already suffering from such 
abuse, but as far as we are concerned we are prepared to 
carry en playing the good samaritan even for people who 
are.not even residing in Gibraltar. we are already doing 
this humanitarian work. 

• Now, sir, I think that Mr Bossano was Perfectly entitled 
to bring this motion to the House, and'at least if it has 
no other effect than to be defeated, it has had the effect 
of giving me the opportunity of informing him and the-
House what the Government thinking is on this particular 
ease. And as-far as that is concerned, he will have 
achieved something in at least in brining us out, which 
in any case I was going to do with the statement I had 
prepared. 

But what is heartbreaking to me is that vox should publish 
such an irresponsible story, in the best traditions of the 
Henwood fiasco:: The story was distorted and the impression 
was given that the hospital staff gloated over and enjoyed 
seeing patients suffering unduly. sir, on Thursday the 27th 
of May, I was Lphoned by Mr Perez requesting me to ask 
the Director of Medical and Health Services to forward the 
patient's notes to the specialist in London. Unfortunately 
I was sick on Friday - the 27th of May was a Thursday -
unfortunately I was sick on Friday; in fact I had been sick 
for the whole month of May and it so happened that on that 
particular Friday I was pretty low, believeit or not. 
Because of this I was only able to pass on the message to 
the Director of Medical and Health Services on the Monday 
afternoon of the following week. That is, two days later. 
The Director told me he would get the note off to UK on 
Tuesday morning, and I left it at that because this was 
rather late on Monday afternoon and the Records Office 
was closed. I went especially to the hospital to do just 
that. On the Tuesday I attended the meeting of Gibraltar 
Council, and in addition other commitments prevented me 
from going to my office that day; on Wednesday, the Director 
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was operating as he usually does that day; on Thursday 
.morning the Director explained to me that he would have 
wished that Mr Shaw had written direct to him about this; 
and expressed surprise that since Mr Shaw had himself 
seen the patient in Gibraltar he should have already 
been aware of what was wrong with the patient. He was, 
therefore, beginning to wonder whether in fact all that 
he wanted was the scamty note he had left behind, and he 
had a hunch that something was wrong somewhere. 

My reaction was, "Well, send him the note, however 
scamty, for that is all Mr Perez is asking for." I will 
stress the word "notes", because at the end of the day 
it was not the note he wanted as I shall show later. 

The letter was sent on Friday the 4th of June. The 
Director's hunch proved right. On the llth of June, 
eighteen days after the patient had left Gibraltar, 
Mr Shaw telegraphed the Pathology Department of St 
Bernard's Hospital — and he could have telegraphed much 
sooner — requesting that the bioptic slides should be 
sent to him urgently before the operation took place. 
So here was Mr Shaw asking for the note, and apparently 
it was not only the note he wanted, he wanted the bioptic 
slides. These were sent immediately, but it took as I 
said before Mr Shaw or whoever sent for it — because I am 
coming later to something else — eighteen days to ask for 
the slides. so apparently he wanted more than just the 
notes that he had asked Mr Perez to be sent to him . 
to the hospital. 

It should be noted that' the slides had been previously 
referred by Mr Shaw to a Pathologist consultant in 
London to confirm the opinion already expressed by our own 
Pathologist. A copy of the Consultant's report was sent 
to us and it was appatently on the basis of this report 
that Mr Shaw decided to operate in the UK. To add to the 
confusion another request for the slides was made to Mr 
Toomey by another surgeon but as Mr Toomey was away from 
Gibraltar he did not receive this request until the 21st 
of June, by which time the slides had already been sent. 

To sumwrise one can only assume that Mr Shaw was in full 
possession of all the facts about thiSpatient as he had 
examined him on several occasions in Gibraltar and was in 
possession of the consultant's opinion on the slides 
otherwise why should he have recommended taking the patient 
to the UK. There seem to have been some strange things 
happening at the other end as well as laCk of communication. 
I would have thought that in the case of an emergency 
the usual procedure, as he did with the slides, would have 
been to place a phone call which would have settled the 
problem once and for all. He did it with the slides so he 
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could.have done it for anything else. It is clear that 
any delay in the treatment of the patient since he arrived 
in the UK cannot therefore be attributed to W. 

On .Saturday the .12th June - I think that was the 
Queen's: Birthday - I was rang up by Mr Netto and asked 
whether in fact the nate had been sent. Everything is 
possible in life! even in hospital! I told him I 
was almost sure they had been sent but that I would like 
to confirm this and that would do so on Tuesday because the 
Records Office was closed aver-the week-end and Monday was a 
Bank Holiday. I also urged hint to phone me at My house 
before I left for work at 9.15 on Tuesday but he never did. 
Nevertheless, I got in touch with the Records Office 
and I was informed that the letter had in fact been sent 
on the 4th of June. I immediately rang up the TGWU office, 
and as Mr Netto happened to be away on business, I 
specifically urged the telephonist to take down the message 
and pass it on to Mr Netto as soon as possible. 

Then at 1.30 of the same day Mr Perez rang me up at home 
and I explained I had left the message at the TGWU.  offices 
for Mr Nett() but that if there was anything else I could 
do for him he should not heSitate to approach me. To 
accuse me, therefore, in that paper called vox that I had 
taken three days to confirm that the letter had been sent 
on the 4th of June is uncalled for and malicious, as 
with a weekend and a Bank holiday in between there was 
nothing that I could do about it. 

I would also like to point out that on the 13th of May 
I. told either .Mr Perez or Mr Netto, I cannot remember 
whom, that I was taking it upon my own shoulders -
at that time no one has told us that thepatient was 
being sent privately - to write to the:Foreign'and 
Commonwealth Office to explore the possibility that on 
humanitarian grounds it might be possible to make an 
exeption and take this patient to Britain far treatment 
within the provisions of the reciprocal agreement, and I 
was asking for a quick reply. 

Now, Sir, with your leave I will read the letter and I 
will then explain what happened after that. 

"Dear Mr Lewis, 

I am sorry to trouble you with a problem which has arisen 
recently in connection with the medical treatment of a 
Moroccan national who has been working in Gibraltar 
for a nuaber of years. This worker has been operated 
on for carcinoma of the right ear, and acceding to a 
specialist requires to be given radiotherapy treatment 
which cannot be provided in Gibraltar and perhaps a 
further operation,. Under normal circumstances were this 
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patient a Gibraltarian it would be possible for us to make 
the necessary arrangements under the provisions of the 
reciprocal health agreement for treatment to be given in 
Britain, but owing to the fact that he is not a 
Gibraltarian he is specifically excluded from any 
such agreement. This case is being largely commented on 
in Gibraltar and the TGWU, to which he belongs, is 
applying pressure for this man to be sponsored for 
treatment. 

Because of those circumstances nd on humanitarian 
grounds I wonder whether you would lodk.into this 
question and let me know as quickly as possible whether 
an exception can be made in this case and we can 
send this patient to Britain for treatment within 
the provisions of this agreement." 

This was the letter that I. intended to send on the 
13th of May. But it so happened, sir, as happens 
many times with the Union,.that too many officials go 
to see too many officials, and while I was trying to 
do this over the head of the Foreign and Commonwealth 
Office in Gibraltar, someone went to see the Director of 
Medical and Health Services, the Director of Medical and 
Health Services got in touch with let us call it the FOO 
office in Gibraltar, and immediately he was told that 
as this was a non-defined domestic matter and a 
foreign national was involved, nothing could be done 
except through their office, and therefore the most that 
I could do was to send this letter to that particular 
office. And this is what I did, while they at the 
same time were exploring the attitude of the Moroccan 
Government in these matters or whether in fact they had 
any facilities there for radio therapy. 

ETOM the above it will be seen that there was no undue or 
deliberate delay in forwarding notes or anything else to 
Mr Shaw, except that we were in some doubt as to what he 
actually wanted. And even to this day we are still 
wondering why a second doctor asked for the slide that 
Mr Shaw asked for and had been sent to him on the 11th. 
This man wrote later asking for the same slides. A lot 
of time could have been saved if Mr Shaw had given Mr Perez 
a letter to bring over to the Director as is usual in 
medical procedure. 

I would also like to mention that all the time we were 
under the impression that what the Union wanted was that 
the patient should be sponsored by us, and although we 
pointed out that there was little likelihood that this 
would happen we were leaving no stone unturned. Then 
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suddenly on Sunday May the 22nd at a moment's notice - 
at.least it was the first time the Chief Minister and I 
had heard about it - we were told by Mr Perez that 
the patient was going privately to Britain the following 
Monday. And there and then, there and then, in an 
effort to help, I rang up the Director of Medical and 
Health services and told him that he had better be at the 
hospital early the. following day, because he had to 
fill some form for a patient to be put on the plane, 
and unless those forms were signed he would never be 
able to get on that plane. But there was more, Sir. 
On that same Sunday and at the'same time, the Chief 
Minister and I met Mr Netto and Mr Perez and informed 
them that if at the end of the day they found themselves 
out of pocket the Government would make an ex-gratia payment 
of anything from z200-£400: we also told them that. All 
this distorted publicity and confusion is therefore very 
galling and frustrating and here I come to the question 
of whether we treat people like tools or not. we don't, 
we may find difficulties in sending someone to the UK 
because he is not entitled, but we do not treat people 
like tools. And as fdr as Gibraltar is concerned we 
are proud of what we' are doing, not only for Moroccans 
but for anybody, for persons whom I would call the 
"Non-entitledu persons. It is therefore frustrating to 
members of the staff of the Medical. Department, to 
nurses and whatnot, who on a good Samaritan basis have been 
treating and operating on Moroccans who are neither working 
nor residing in Gibraltar. 'For eye.deceases - eye deceases, 
yes, despite the fact that we are supposed to make everybody 
blind in hospital - twisted limbs and even Gynaecology, 
apart from seeing a few at the Health Centre on humanitarian 
grounds. I am saying this to prove that we do not, we do not 
just brush aside human beings as tools. There are 
difficulties at times and we cannot cope with what we would 
like to do. This Mr Netto very well knows, and only a 
few days ago a baby was seen at the Health Centre and 
referred to the hospital where we are also looking ater him 
as well as if he were an entitled person. And we are not 
only feeding the baby but we are also looking after and '; 
feeding the mother too. And to nnke the thing nicer we 
are now landed with another mother and another baby. We 
try and do what we can and we try and do whatever is 
possible to help on humanitarian grounds. 

The doctors, who are entitled to charge fees for such 
patients, charge no fee at all. And in return what do they 
get? Vituperative statements in the press and nothing else, 
not even thank you. This is extremely frustrating, as I have 
said, and though one is tempted to close the doors and apply 
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the rules rigidly we are not going to descend to the depth 
other people do, we shall carry on as far as possible 
acting as the good samaritan, within limitations, 
because as the House will agree with me, we do not want the 
trickle to become a flood. And as regards those who we 
cannot treat in Gibraltar and is a question of life or death, 
again we must open the door cautiously without in any way 
depriving anybody of their human rights, but without 
allowing other people who haven't got such a human claim to 
be treated in the same way as those who render a particular 
service to the community. we are looking into that and 
although of course the House will be dissolved within a few 
days I hope that even before the term of office of this 
Government is over something will be done so that the 
situation in which this Moroccan has found himself shall 
not be repeated, provided we can find a suitable formula 
to deal with this kind of case. 

HON MAJOR R J Pi LILA: 

Mr Speaker, I think two good things have come out of this 
motion. The first one is to hear that the patient is 
apparently mpking good progress and this I am sure is news 
that this House is very pleased to hear. 

The second one is that the Minister is going to try and see 
what can be done so that exceptional cases of this nature 
can be dealt with. 

And so we should be in a way grateful once again that my 
Honourable Friend Joe Bossano found it proper to bring this 
to the notice of the House. 

The wording of the motion: I think the Minister mainly 
objected, from what I have heard, to the use of the words "callous" and 
"shocked," I think that they are really not out of place if one 
is goitlg to create the impression that the case merits. If this 
had been padded with nice words I doubt whether even the Minister 
himself would have been moved so quickly into action. 

HON A P MONTEGRIFFO: 

It was because of the motion that I was not allowed to make a 
statements 

HON MAJOR R J PiLIZA: 

It is usually the same thing, something was going to be done 
that very morning, that very day, the day before, all that sort 
of thing, but the fact remains - and perhaps I will come later 
to explain - that there was a lack of sense of urgency right 
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the way through. And after the Minister has spoken 
the evidence of this is so clear that I for one would 
not blame the press in Gibraltir, whatever the colour 
of the newspaper, whatever the name of the newspaper, I 
would not blame the paper for making this a very important 
and devious'public issue which has even got international 

connotations. Yes, it has international connotations. 

I am not'going to divert because I am going to explain 
that slowly and clearly so that there is no mistake. 
Here we have inAdbraltar a community 2,500, I think, 
immigrant workers from Morocco who were called in at a 
stage when Gibraltar -needed them badly. There was no 
hesitation, they did come forward, and I think they 
have done in the years they have been here, excellent 
work for the people of Gibraltar. I would have thought 
that in that period of time people responsible for their 
welfare and health would have had some kind of an 
emergency plan to deal with the exceptional cases that 
were bound to arise from such a number of workers in 
Gibraltar. If one looks at the problem of the medical 
service in Gibraltar one realises that this is a difficult 
one. And not only in Gibraltar, it is the same thing in 
any nation. In England people are worried because of 
the abuse of the Health services, of foreigners going 
there and being operated free on the National Health. 
Gibraltar is not an exception in that respect. This 
is happening today in any developed advanced communities.  
But notwithstanding that I 'am sure that every advanced 
developed community must have a system to cope with the 
genuine cases. A case of this nature and I think everybody 
agrees - even the Minister himself with hindsight -
.cannot be dealt as someone who is malingering, or as 
someone who is trying to abuse'the facilities in Gibraltar. 
He cannot. And whilst one knows that there must be, and 
no one is objecting to that, there must be restrictions 
to stop abuse, Surely there must also be that kind of body, 
organisation, authority or Minister himelf, who should 
have the right initiative and goodwill to tackle these 
exceptional cases. And of course if the system does 
not provide for that then thank God that the proper 
organisations in a free society like Gibraltar are there 
to take the matter up. One of those bodies, organisation, 
in this modern age, in this new society, are the Trade 
Unions, who having won many rights, such as to strike, and 
having improved the conditions of work  

MR SPLA.litial: 

I am afraid I must bring you down to earth. You are not 
going to use the excuse of this motion about the work of the 
Trade Unions. 
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HON. MAJOR R J PELILA: 

Mr speaker, I was leading to the fact that thanks to 
those bodies - because the Minister says thiS is 
impossible, he was telling us about red tape.- I am 
Saying that thank God that there are organisations 
which can break through that red Tape. And one of 
those organisations are the Trade Unions Who are now 
not just looking with the working conditions of the 
worker but also after their general' welfare and having 
an influence in politics generally. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Yes, but the motion is directly concerned at the 
shock of the House about the treatment of this worker 
by the Government and nothing else. 

HON MAJOR R J ?ELIZA: 

Yes, Mr Speaker, the Minister I think has a polemic, if I 
understood it rightly, about what the Union Aid; what 
the Government did, what the newspaper did and- this is 
what I am coming to. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Not for the past twenty minutes. 

HON MAJOR R J 

Mr Speaker, alright. It is difficult. I would like to 
do tbat just by referring to this worker, I could do it, 
but I think it is going to take much more time. whilst 
if I make a general statement of the approach then I 
think I can come down to the case. 

And so, Mr Speaker, the Trade Unions had to come 
forward in this particular case to find assistance. And 
not only did they try to get the Government to move, 
but they went ahead and made a general appedl to 
the public of Gibraltar. And if the Minister was in 
any doubts as to what public opinion is with regard to 
cases of this nature, then, Mr speaker, the answer came 
from the generous donation of the public at large. And 
this was not just empty words, this was in cash. And no 
one can doubt that the general feeling of Gibraltar is -
and I am saying this because I think thib should in future 
direct the policy of any Government that takes over - 
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that public money if necessary should be spent 
on cases of this nature. If one also realises 
that all these Moroccan workers are contributing 
very directly, through their taxes and other 
contributions, to the welfare state in Gibraltar, 
I think it is only fair to say that it is not giving 
away too much in assisting cases of this nature. 

I do believe, therefore, that without any doubt 
whatsoever, and with the greatest possible 
expediency, something should be worked out to deal 
with similar cases in the future, although I hope there 
will be no more. 

As to an attack on a local paper for bringing this' 
to the notice of the public, whether this was sensational 

.or not, I think it is neither here nor there. I 
personally have always welcomed a strong press. 

MR SP.rJAK&R: 

No, no, the Minister has complained at the fact 
that according to him it was inaccurate 
reporting, and he is entitled to say that. But we 
mustn't take that as an excuse to defend the 
freedom of the press. we are not now discussing 
under this motion the freedom of the press. You: 
follow what I mean? Otherwise anything can be done 
because someone mentioned a particular subject. 

HON MAJOR R J PELIZA: 

I am just saying, Mr Speaker, that I think the press 
is just as much subject to what is said in this House 
as everybody else. And if there are attacks on 
the press by the Government the last thing that I 
want to see is that this House, especially the 
Opposition, is siding with them in that respect. 
whether it is a part of the press that supports the 
Government or supports the Opposition is neither here 
nor there, the essential thing is  

MR SPEAKER: 

But you are talking about the press; and that is what 
I am objecting to. 

HON MAJOR R J PhLIZA: 

Mr Speaker, I do not want the press to be inhibited by 
anything . . . . 
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MR SPEAKER: 

Yes, but then bring a motion about it. You are free 
to do so but you cannot discuss it that is all 
I am saying. 

HON DaJOR R J HULA: 

Mr Speaker, then, with all due respect, we shall never 
finish in this House, because if every time that we go 
into a subject that is being discussed in this House 
we are going to produce a motion then it will be 365 
'days. Anyway I won't spenk about the press. 

Let us come now, Mr Speaker, to the manner of sending a 
case to the United Kingdom. I don't know how or 
what happens when a case is sent urgently to the 
United Kingdom, But I would have thought that when 
this takes place all the relevant information on 
the case should go with it. To me that is absolute 
common sense. I would have never have expected a 
surgeon to take a decision purely and simply from 
memory, particularly on very sophisticated treatment 
of this nature. And I cannot understand why the 
relevant department, the people who knew something 
about the case, did not automatically react in such 
a way that the papers were sent with the patient. 

I don't know whether this is the custom, but personally 
pure common sense tells me that this should be the case. 
I have never heard of a piece of equipment, let alone a 
human being, being sent back to a factory to be repaired 
without first of all saying what is wrong, and also I 
think without information being provided as to the 
possible cause of the problem and suggested solutions. 
I have never heard of thatvand I doubt whether it is 
customary. I certainly have my doubts whether. 
it is customary for a patient to go to the. United 
Kingdom without the relevant information accompanying 
him. If it is not it is now clear that in future 
this should be the case. I think in future every 
patient who goes to the United Kingdom, if this is not 
now the practice, should carry all the relevant papers 
so that when the patient:arrives there, without any 
loss of time whatsoever,'Whoever is going to undertake 
the cure can start looking at the information and 
opinions already provided. 

In this case this didn't happen. And what do we have? 
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Complete confusion. People wondering whether it is 
the bit of paper on which the specialist wrote something. 
Again I would have thought there was a special form where 
a doctor records this and it is filed away in the proper 
place and is the sort of history of the patient's malady. I 
would have thought that would the case. But if what 
we are having in this hospital is scribbling on bits of 
papers, then there is going to be complete confusion. well 
I heard a bit of paper. 

HON A P MONUMIFFO: 

"Scanty notes" I said. 

HON MAJOR R J 

well, scanty notes, I thought I heard it was a bit of paper. 
I would have thought that recorded medical opinion would 
have been perhaps more and I would not have confused myself. 
But with the use of the phrase 'scanty notes' i thought the 
Minister was referring to a piece of paper. I apologise 
if this is not the case. 

But the scanty notes, which I propose are recorded in a 
proper form, the standard form, I suppose obviously that 
would have gone with the slides. I would have thought 
those two things would automatically have gone possibly 
with the patient hire elf to make sure it wouldn't get lost 
in the way. This to me is the common sense thing to do. 
So what do we get after that. we get the Union again 
coming up asking for the form or the slide, and no one 
knowing whether it is a slide or a form. And because of 
that a long delay of a few days. surely, I mean, in a 
matter of such urgency you don't start asking whether it 
is the form or the slide: what you do is that you send the 
form and the slide! 

MR SPEAUR: 

I think the Member is confused. They asked for the medical 
history, they got a telegram to ask for the slides. There 
was no confusion. According to what the Minister has said, 
they originally asked for the medical history, there was 
some delay in sending the medical history, and about 16 days 
after they cabled from England for the slides. It was not 
said there was confusion as to whether they should send the 
slides or not. 

HON MAJOR R J PELIZA: 

I apologise for that, but anyway I personally would have thought 
that having asked for information; immediately, without any 

1 
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second thoughts, and I could say this is very simple, 
-pick up the slides put them in an envelope and off 

go. That is what I do not• understand. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

It has not been our fault. 

HON MAJOR R J PELIZA: 

Well, with all due respect to the Chief Minister I have 
said that even if they had not been asked for they 
should have gone, but I will not go through all that 
again, Mr Speaker because I am sure you would 
pull me up for repetition, and, therefore, even the 
rules do not allow me to repeat the matter for the 
Chief Minister. 

HON CHILE MINIaTLR: 

I heard him. 

HON MAJOR R J PELIZA: 

Well, I don't know I said it again. 

Anyway, then we come to the real problem: the big 
difficulty of finding the records because they were on 
holiday. And because it was a weekend holiday it was 
impossible to get to the record. Now I am very 
confused. I don't know whether the Minister was referring 
to the slides or to the formp,*  but the fact remains that 
that could not be got because people were on holiday. 
I don't know how far they can get away in Gibraltar, 
but as far as I am concerned Gibraltar is only 2* square 
miles and there are plenty of telephones, and I would 
imagine there must be a system here whereby when there is 
an emergency, whether it is a holiday or not, someone is 
called, goes to the records, produces the form and gets 
on with the case. 

Now if this can be done for a local emergency - I hope 
there is a system - surely, this be done in any case. 
Because I presume that all the records are kept in the 
same place. And I presume that there is a special 
office for that, and I presume that there is a special clerk to 
deal with them. Perhaps more than one. Now, why, and this 
is what I cannot understand, why, during a weekend when it is 
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a holiday this cannot be done and they had to wait 
a few days before this was got at. surely, the 
Minister must agree that somehow the wiles get 
crossed along the way, there was some misunderstanding, 
but there is no doubt that this is sbooking, that some 
people would interpret the whole case as callous 
treatment, and of this there is no doubt whatsoever. 

I do not in any way disagree with my friend, but I do 
hope that this has brought to the attention of the medical 
authorities in Gibraltar - and I am not referring to the 
Minister, say this, the medical authorities in 
Gibraltar is More than just the Minister. I know he 
has taken responsibilities but this is more than just 
the Minister, this is the organisation in which lots of 
people play a part, and I think no one in that 
organisation - I am sure of this - was deliberately 
putting this off in any way. Obviously everyone, and I 
have no doubt of this, wanted to be as hasteful as possible, 
but something is wrong with the organisation. Like a 
committee, it is the responsibility of everybody and of 
nobody. so  I think one can say that this case was not 
treated, first of all, I think; with the consideration 
that is merited, and I am glad to say that now the Minister 
is well aware and I am sure there will be no repetition, 
nor I think with the efficiency that the medical authorities 
should be capable of. And I know for sure it is capable of 
doing so because we know from their excellent history here in 
Gibraltar, which if I riAay say so the Minister has every 
right to take credit too, that they have proved time and 
again that they are capable, but not*ithstanding all that, 
following the principle of true democracy and the proper 
way of dealing with these cases in the ostminster system 
of.Parliament, as this one is I support my friend. First 
of all I think it is right he brought the motion in this 
House, secondly, I support it one hundred per cent. 

HON . I ABECAS IS: 

Sir, I think that one of the last few words used by the 
Honourable and Gallant Member opposite were that there 
was something wrong in the organisation. And I think 
he is right, but it has nothing to do with the local 
organisation, although perhaps it has to do with the UK 
orga6isation. Because after all if the doctor in England 
thought that it was necessary to have the records of this 
patient he should have used other means to contact the local 
authorities rather than through the Union, whether it was 
Mr Perez, Mr Netto or somebody else. surely, the request for 
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the records should have come straight.from the hospital 
in the UK to our own hospital in Gibraltar, and not the 
way it was done. Furthermore, as we have heard from 
the Minister for Medical services, the very same man 
who in England was asking for the notes, srappy notes 
or paper or whatever you want to call it, was the very 
same man to had seen the patient in Gibraltar and had 
decided he required specialiSed treatment in the United 
Kingdom. Therefore, this man- had all the information 
he wanted because it was he himself who had seen the patient 
in Gibraltar. 

we have also seen, from what my Honourable Friend on my 
left said in reply to the motion, that there is no 
discrimination against the Moroccan. Moroccans are being 
looked after in our hospitals whether they are entitled or 
non—entitled person, as a matter of charity or emergency. 

But one point has come out very clearly to me, Sir, 
throughout the interventions of the Honourable Mr Bossano 
and the Honourable and Gallant Major Peliza, and that is 
that whenever a Minister gets involved he is criticised, 
and if he is not fully involved he is also criticised. 
when_I was the Minister for Housing I came under fire on 
many occasions on the debate on the adjournment, on 
motions of censure because I got too involved with the 
people. I should have kept myself aloof, apart from 
the people. The Minister should not get involved in 
detail, he should be above everything else. Only the 
day before yesterday we also had a similar incident 
when debating the grant to the GFA: the Minister of 
Sport was accussed of getting himself too involved. There 
again there was an insinuation that the Minister should keep 
aloof. Now, although the Minister for Medical services got 
himgelf involved, it seems to the Opposition that he did 
not involve himself sufficiently, that he should have gone 
to the Records Office, that he should have rang the lady on 
duty . 

HON MAJOR R J PELIZA: 

I didn't say that at all. I blamed the organisation, 
if you will remember, I was not blaming him for not 
picking up the phone, but I said it should be possible, 
because Gibraltar is a small place, to get the telephone and 
for the records to hate been found. I never said that he 
should have done it. 

U 
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HON I ABECASIS: 

I accept that, but still the insinuation was there. If he 
did not say this the insinuation was there in what Mr 
Bossano said before, the insinuation was there that 
the Minister was fully responsible and he should have 
got:himself more involved than what he did. And I say 
that you cannot have it. both ways. Either yoU accept 
the involvement of -the Minister. or you don't:.  You cannot 
on the one hand criticise the Minister because he gets too 
involved ma 'a particular subject, and on the other 
hand if he does not get involved as much as the Opposition 
would like him to be involved he is. criticised. You cannot 
just have it both ways. 

Thank you, sir. 

HON L 

Mr speaker, it was nice to hear the Honourable Mr I Abecasis 
say a few words in this session. 

I would just like to point out a few things. When I 
heard the Honourable Mr Montegriffo saying that he had 
been called by someone from the Union, Mr Perez I think 
he mentioned, and he was ill on that particular Friday, 
and then he went on to explain how it took him until Monday or 
Tuesday before something effective could be done, the only 
thing I could think of when I was listening was - couldn't 
he had telephoned the hospital and passed on the message which 
had been passed on to him from whatever quarter it was? 
Surely, he did not have to wait until the Monday to take 
the first steps in such a serious matter! 

Now, in answer to the Honourable Mr Isaac Abecasis, 
the Minister for Information, may I say that although 
he has been trying to defend the Honourable Mr Montegriffo in 
the sense that we have accused the Minister for Sport for 
intervening too muchi- and we have also accused him of 
getting too much involved with the people, surely, Mr speaker, 
in the case of the Minister for Sport, that was a long 
drawn affair and there was no urgency. In his own case again 
if he got involved with the people, that is his business but 
again that was a long drawn out affair of-three or four 
years. But in this particular case, if the Minister chose 
to get involved in my view it would be perfectly justified, 
because since it was a semi-emergency it would be proper 
for the Minister to involve himself very actively 
in the case. There is a very distinct difference 
between the two cases he has put forWard. 
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HON MISS 0 ANES: 

Mr Speaker, : am just going to say that apart from talking 
on the motion, I found that Mr Abecasis was really extolling 
the Minister for Medical services rather than discussing 
the merits or demerits of the motion which is being 
presented. I do not know much about the medical 
history of this particular case we are talking about; 
I don't know whether the man really had this malignant 
tumour already and the accident accelerated its 
development, or whether it was caused by the accident. 
But to me what seems to be wrong in the whole history 
of this case is the unnecessary delay that was caused 
in trying to find a cure, or at least to give some 
medical help to this man. 

If the doctor concerned had already stated that the 
man needed specialised treatment in the United Kingdom, 
and because he knew of his medical history there was no 
need to send any records, I think it was wrong of this 
doctor in the United KingdoM not to try and give this 
man the medical help that he required immediately he 
arrived there, but to delay this on the premise that 
the medical history was not available. If he already 
knew the patient and knew that the case was in front of 
him, he should have started medical treatment, although 
he may of course have had to ask for the medical 
history of this man to be sent over to England. He should 
not have delayed the treatment because he had no papers 
with him, had no record, no X.-Rays or whatever it is 
that the doctor required. 

The humanitarian aspect of this: just because the mEln was a 
Moroccan, or whatever the man may have been, he was a 
person who needed medical treatment of a specialised 
kind which could not be given in Gibraltar, and, therefore, 
had to be.given in the United Kingdom; that had been 
agreed to here in Gibraltar already one way or the other, 
whoever was responsible to send this man, it had been agreed 
that this man should go over and be given this treatment 
there, and I think that the delay was just dilly dallying on 
somebody's part, and I think it was really, as the Honourable 
Mr Abecasis said, more in the United Kingdom than locally. 

As to the point that no one in the hospital has 
accessibility to the Records OffiCe other than the officers 
working there I find that hard to believe because surely 
there are nurses and medical officers on duty even on holiday 

• 
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who may require the records of a particular patient, 
and if the office is kept locked then there must be 
keys available to them to open these offices and 
enable them to have access to the files and then send 
it to the doctor or whoever requires them. They can 
then of course inform the officer:in charge of that 
office that that particular file has had to be 
removed because they were not there and had had to be 
done in an emergency. There must be ways and means 
of doing it. Therefore, Hr Speaker, I find that the 
delay in trying to give speedy Medical help to this 
man is to be deplored, whether he will eventually be 
cured we do not know only the Almighty can decide whether 
the treatment will have any effect or not. In all 
fairness I do commend this motion to the House. 

MR SPLii.KER: 

well if there are no other contributors I will 
call on Mr Bossano to reply. 

HON J BOSSkNO: 

Mr Speaker, I would just like to answer the points oado 
by the Honourable Minister for Information before I go 
on to deal with the motion itself as regards what I would 
have liked the Government to do at this stage, and that 
is the point that the Honourable Member made about the 
involvement of Ministers. He said that I appeared to 
be criticising the Minister for Medical Services for 
insufficient involvement, personal involvement in this 
case. I am not in fact accusing him of insufficient 
involvement, I am accusing him of lack of concern, 
and the involvement depends on the concern that he 
feels for the case. That is what I am accusing him 
of and that •is what the motion says. 

But in case he thinks that there is a link between 
this and' criticism of him in the past, and my 
criticism of the Honourable Member the Minister for 
Housing who switched places with him, let me say 
that there is a very easy distinction:to be drawn. I 
think the Honourable Member made a terrible mistake in 
his time as Minister of gousing, not because of his 
personal interest but beCause he promised too many people 
too many houses. And I told him the Varyl Begg was going 
to sink at the rate he was promising people houses, and I 
would expect the Minister to take a lot of personal 
involvement'in the sense, for example, of going to the 
department and demanding from the people in the 
department that they are satisfying him when he hears 
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that there is something wrong. That sort of personal 
interest and involvement is to be expected of a 
Minister. And in the case of the Honourable Member, 
the Minister for Sport, Vie distinction to be drawn 
was not that he was being-criticised for his personal 
involvement in sport. If he wanted to involve 
himself personally, as a private:  individUal, in 
arranging the fixture for the GFA I would not 
object at all, provided he didn't expect- be 
as a taxpayer to foot the bill if he made a mistake. 
So there are distinctions to be drawn. 

If the Honourable Minister - for Medical services had 
decided to arrange himself privately, as a private 
individual, to have Mr Buchan.seen privately, he could 
hardly have then come to the House and asked the House 
to pay the bill: if he.had done privately. But if 
as the Minister for Medical Services he receives a 
telephone call from a representative of a Union, and 
he said: "Leave it to me,• I mill make sure that the 
records gets there" then he either makes sure or he 
doesn't. I mean, he could have quite easily have 
told the person who phoned him up, "1°4, I am sorry, 
I think the proper person to. phone up is Dr Murchison, 
or Mr po and so," I do not think it is a thing that 
the Minister should do, and then nobody would have had 
any reason to bring him into this. :He accepted the 
responsibility because in fact he went further than he was 
being asked: he expressed concern.  at .the time and he said, 
"Leave it to me." And of course it waS - left.to him. On 
Thursday the 27th of May. And .on Friday he was sick, and 
presumably on. saturday he was sick, and on Sunday he was 
sick, and on Monday he told the Director and on Tuesday 
morning the papers went to UK. 

well in fact given the concern he expressed and the 
*personal interest he said he was going to take in 
the matter, I would have expected him after having put 
the phone down to pick up the phone again within 
seconds and find out whoever needed to be found 
and have got the records on, Thursday and had them flown 
out on Friday morning. That is what I would have expected as a 
natural conseqUence.of his reaction to the telephone call on 
Thursday. And that didn't happen, so if he is being 
criticised now it is.because he raised the expectations of 
the people to whom he expressed the concern. And certainly 
when I heard from Mr Perez that he had been in touch with 
the Honourable Member, and that the Honourable Member 
had told him to leave it in his hands and that he would make 
personally sure that the records went to UK, I expected that 
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by the time I got to hear of it the records were half 
way there. That is what I expected. so I think 
the Honourable Member in justice must admit that perhaps 
people were expecting too much of him. But he led them 
to believe that they could expect that much of him and, 
therefore, if he raises people's expectations and then 
does not measure up to them, then he must. be opening 
himself to criticism. If he found that he had too uLny 
commitments, too many other things, or wasn't feeling well, 
I think it would have been better if he had said at the time 
he was approached, ',Look, I am sorry, I cannot take it 
personally upon my shoulders to do this, but you must go and 
see so and so."" And then of course it would have been 
different, and probably in that case my motion would have 
been phrased differently. But I think he has given 
the impression of lack of concern in the delay that there 
has been in this, and I also think, Mr speaker, that 
regardless of the episode of the records, regardless of 
that, the immediate reaction of the Honourable Member was, 
as he had said, to write a letter to see if an exception 
could be made in this case. But when a man is supposed to 
be dying, and when we know how long it takes for letters to 
be written and for letters to be answered 7  after all, 
Mr Speaker, I have had occasion in the past in the House 
to bring motions about discrimination against Gibraltarians 
and a number of other issues, and the Honourable and Learned 
Chief Minister has written letters to the Foreign Office about 
serious matters, and I have had to ask him months later whether 
he has had a reply, and he has had a reply the week that I 
have asked him. And I could well imagine myself coming here - 
well I wouldn't have been able to in fact - because 
the House was running out of time - but I mean I could 
well imagine myself in a situation where the Honourable 
Member, full of concern was writing letters, and I, full 
of concern was asking him questions about when he was 
going.to get an answer. And the poor Moroccan 
concerned was dying! 

Now I am afraid, Mr Speaker, that when time passed and 
we still bad no answer, the Union decided that the thing 
was too serious, that we couldn't let this poor man. He 
was coming to the Union everyday and he looked sicker and 
monaworried every day, and we just had to organise something 
ourselves. Try and appeal to everybody and we startod. 
appealing to organisations, institutions, the Church, Clubs, 
the Chamber of commerce, and workers to see if somebody 
amongst all the people we contacted would come up with the 
idea that it was better to provide cash than to write letters. 
And in fact that was the reaction of everybody except the 
Government. 
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The Government at the end told the Union, as the Honourable 
Member has said, that they would meet any shortfall in 
the amount needed. My information was that the commitment 
given then was without any ceiling put on it; a ceiling has 
been put on it today in the House, and in fact I have made it 
a point of bringing it up in the House because I wanted the 
commitment to be made in the House After all if there is a 
commitment to supply that moneyji is not going to be paid 
presumably under any vote that already exists, as eventually 
the House will have to vote the money for this specific purpose 
presumably. There is certainly nothing intended for this 
type of help at the moment, 30 eventually, presumably, it will 
need to come to the House and it is a good thing that it is 
mentioned here because if nobody who is here now objects to that 
money being used at least we have an indication that members of 
the House sympathise with the idea of the help being given. 

As I said, Mr Speaker, we do not know whether there will be any 
money required or not, it depends I think basically on how 
much longer Mr Buchan requires to be in the United Kingdom. There 
is I believe still sufficient money to cover his expenses to date 
and I hope that Mr Buchan will come back completely recovered. And 
I trust that as a result of thiS'regrettable experience some 
method will be found so that if we get another case with the 
same sort of exceptional circumstances - I don't think we can 
expect the Government to take on an open ended commitment for all 
Moroccan workers or for all innigrant workers. As. I was saying 
the other day they are a third of our working population and in 
.terms of the strain that poses on social services there isn't any 
community in Europe that has that proportion of immigrant workers. 

In. the United Kingdom they have a working population of 24 million 
and they have around one million immigrant workers, so they have got 
as you can see a very small problem compared to ours and I don't 
think an open ended commitment can be given, but I think guide lines 
could be produced to decide which are the criteria that would merit 
extra special treatuent because of extra special circumstances. 

I think the circumstances surrounding this case are clearly the 
sort of criteria that can form the basis of guidelines for the 
future, and I hope that now that the Government has had this 
regrettable experience - I am sure they cannot have enjoyed being 
faced with this problem any more than we have in the Trade 
Union, it is a terrible situation to see somebody in that 
predicament, and to try and help him and not to be sure whether 
you are going to succeed or not, and to know that if you fail 
it can cost a man's life. 

So all I can do, Mr speaker, is commend my motion to the House and hope 
that as a result of the thing having been heard here there will not be a 
repetition of these circumstances. 
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Mr Speaker then put the question and on a vote being taken the 
following Hon Members voted in favour: 

The Hon Miss C Anes 
The Hon J Bossano 
The Hon L Devincenzi 
The Hon P J Isola 
The Hon w M Isola 
The Hon Major R J Peliza 
The Hon M xiberras 

The following Hon Members voted against: 

The Hon I Abecasis 
The Hon A J Canepa 
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 serfaty 
The Hon H J Zammitt 
The Hon J K Havers 
The Hon A Collings 

The motion was accordingly defeated. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Mr Speaker, we return now to the normal Agenda without any motions. 

MR SPEAKER: 

we can, yes. so we will now move ourselves into committee, if the 
Attorney - General would like to do that. 

HON ATTORNEY GENERaL: 

Mr Speaker, I beg to move that this House do now resolve itself into 
committee to consider the Housing (Special Powers) (amendment) Bill, 
1976, clause by claUse.. 

This was agreed to and the House went into Committee. 

The House in Committee. 

The Housing (Special Powers) (Amendment) Bill, 1976. 

Clauses 1 and 2 were agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

Clause 3  
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HON ATTORNEY GENERAL: 

Mr Chairman, I had in fact given notice of an amendment I 
propose to move: I do not now propose to move that amendment 
but I propose to move an amendment to the Rules which are 
conse.luent upon this particular Bill which will have the same 
effect. 

MR SPEAKER: 

In other words this will be an amendment to the motion you are 
going to move later on. 

HON ATTORNEY GENERAL: 

Yes, sir. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Is there anyone who wishes to say anything on clause 3? 

HON P J ISOLA: 

As far as this section is concerned, if we look at the Housing 
(Special Powers) Ordinance, the existing section 4 of the 
principal Ordinance states that anybody who has been in personal 
occupation of premises is entitled to remain in those 
premises. The amendment hero, clause 3(2) says: add at the 
end of the section "for not less than 270 days in 
every year." Now it seems to me that that means that 
anybody who proves he was 270 days in a particular premises 
shall be entitled to possession of the premises under the agreement 
relating to such premises six long as, but only so long as he 
personally occupies the premises comprising such agreement. 

Now the amendment says: " for not less than 270 days in every 
year." Now, that means that this clause would seem to me to be 
inconsistent with the next clause that comes along in the new 
Bill under which, if the Housing Manager has reason to believe 
that a tenant will not be able to be in personal occupation for 
270 or more days in any year, then he can terminate the tenancy, 
when clause 4 says that if he is in personal occupation for 
270 days he is entitled to be in occupation. So how can one 
clause say that he is entitled to occupation and then the next 
clause takes away that entitlement because the Housing 
Manager thinks that, person may be away for the next 270 days. 

It seems to me that that is a clear contradiction between 
one section and the other. I mean, if he gives notice the tenant 
will then go to.Court and says, "Look here, under section 4 I am 
entitled to be here, I have been here the last 270 days. Now 
because I have ,been away a month and the Housing Manager swears 
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to you that he thinks I am going to be away for 270 days, 
he says he can chuck me out. But under section 4 I am 
entitled to stay here.". I think there is an 
inconsistency there, Mr Speaker, which requires amendment. 
Otherwise the law frankly makes a-bit of nonsense. 

Now, I have thought out an amendment; it is not a very 
satisfactory amendment, I agree, but I think it is 
more satisfactory than what is in here, which is going 
to land us in no end of trouble, this question of 
limiting 270 days and having the need to get permission 
from the Housing Manager if you are going to sleep away 
and he decides whether you can or you cannot, and all this 
business. 

My idea is that Section 4 of the principal Ordinance should 
be amended as follows:- (i) "By deleting subsection (ii) and 
(iii) and substituting therefor a new subsection (ii) to 
read as follows: 

(ii) for the purposes of this Ordinance "personal 
occupation" means occupation by a tenant of the 
premises as his home and in considering whether 
the premises are occupied by the tenant as his home, 
the court shall take into account any substantial 
absences of the tenant from his home for reasons 
other than those of sickness, reasonable leave of 
absence on holiday, courses of studying or on duty, 
which would lead the court to believe or consider 
that the tenant has another abode or second home, 
and in such circumstances and on the court 
reaching a conclusion that the tenant has a second 
home or place of abode, the tenant shall not be deemed 
to be in personal occupation of the premises as his 
hone." 

I think as I understand the situation here the main anxiety of 
the Housing Department is to be able to have the right to get 
somebody out of his home, a -tenant, assuming nobody is living 
.there, because obviously if any entitled person is living 
there they would presumably give the tenancy to the entitled 
perSon, as they Put it here, but if the tenant is not living 
there, and he and his family are living in another home, then they 
will be able to get them out. And I think the question of 
what that is done by surely must still remain squarely in a court, 
it is a matter of common sense. Is this place the home of this 
man or not? If it is the home of this man we are protecting him: 
if it is not his home and it is clearly not his home because he 
is away from. Gibraltar in the costa del Sol for 8 or 9 months in 
the year he should give it up. You cannot have a home locked up and 
empty. This. is the purpose of this amendment. 
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I personally think, Mr Speaker, very frankly, that 
the Government should seriously consider withdrawing 
the whole Bill really and thinking about it and let 
the nea Government to tackle this, because I think 
this contains ao many infringements into the liberty 
of the subject, so many infringements into the rights that 
have been given by a tenant that really I think to 
bring this at the end of a Government's life, without 
really considering it carefully is a mistake. But if it 
is the intention to carry on I would move, Mr Speaker, 
that this clause be amended as I have proposed. 

3 

3 

I would just like to say that if one puts in this 
amendment then of course you would do away with the new 
clause 4 and the new clause 5 and then you leave in the 
6 and 7. Those would be consequential amendments. 

HON H J ZAMMITT: 

Mr Speaker, sir, I am afraid that I cannot accept, and I 
don't think members on this side of the House can 
accept the Honourable Mr Peter Isola's amendment for 
the logical reason, sir, that what he is intending to 
insert in the Ordinance is exactly the difficulty 
that the Housing Unit has been faced with. For example, 
sir, how can you now say that a person is not entitled 
'to have a holiday lasting eleven months in a year. A  person 
could 'Well have another home in the Costa del Sol. This would 
work if the person concerned had a private duelling in 
Gibraltar and then you would be able to say that he was not 
occupying his Government tenancy. But I am afraid, Mr 
Speaker , that the whole object of this Bill before us sir, 
is to enable the Housing Allocation conuittee, the Housing 
Manager, and then Government ultimately, to recoup the 
vacant tenancies that we have in Gibraltar. 

I think I omitted to say in the second reading of the Bill, 
sir, a few daYS ago, that I think we all agree that there is 
a fundamental basic problem in Housing, and we find all 
too often, I think I was quoted as mentioning people 
in the Costa del Sol. Well, I suppose there is a case 
or two in that category, but what we do find, Mr speaker, 
is that several people vacate their dwellings totally, go 
looking for fortune in the UK or elsewhere, get some 
relatives to pay their rents for them here, and I have had 
occasions of up to and including a 3 year period. 

The whole object, Mr speaker, is that it is extremely 
difficult for us today to be able to define with clarity 
a person is on holiday, when a person is away sick, and, 
the whole object behind this Bill, is to give Government 
power to obtain those very much needed vacant flats that 
in Glbraltar even at this present moment, Mr Speaker. 

0 
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HON ATTORNEY GENERAL 

Mr Speaker, may I say in all good faith that I am grateful to my 
friend the Honourable and Learned Mr Peter Isola for the 
consideration he has given to this mater, but I think with 
the greatest possible respect his proposed amendment doesn't 
reach the solution, and I think would be not readily 
workable. It would seem that the criterion of this 
amendment would be that if a person is deemed to have a 
second home or a place of abode, then he is not personally 
occupying for the purposes of this Ordinance. But let us 
suppose a person goes shall we say on a world tour, going 
from place to place, perhaps to Europe, to the United States, 
he could not possibly be said to have,a second home, he is 
peripatetic, he is moving all the time and no court would hold 
in those circilmFltances that he had a second hone or place of 
abode. 

Again, hay, is a court to interpret "substantial", how is 
it to interpret "reasonable". And let us suppose again 
a person has-family, supposing he has got family in again, 
family in the United Kingdom, if he goes to visit then and stays, 
he has got no tenancy he has got no right in the premises to which 
he goes: is he to be deemed to have a second home; the court 
would say no. 

I think, again with the greatest possible respect, this would lead 
to even more confusion, and it is not an amendment which the 
Government can accept. 

HON P J lbOLA: 

Mr Speaker, I shall not burden the House with mord talk on this. 
My only comment on what has been said is that in fact this to .a3r 
mind is much simpler and will have in fact less problems that 
the ones that are proposed. I do not think either is ideal 
at all, but at least in this case it is a court that is going 
to decide what happens and the normal rules of evidence are 
going to apply. 

In the next two clauses one sees the problems that are 4 
going to arise: the burden of proof on the tenant to show 
that he was sleeping in his own home and so forth. I think 
these are very objectionable features in the legislation 
and that is why I think it is something that should be given 
wore thought to. But it is no use my trying 'to persuade the 
House -to change its mind. It is going on this course, well, 
let it be; but I don't think the proposed solution is a good 
one at all. 
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Mr speaker then put the question and on a vote being 
taken the following Hon Members voted in favour:- 

D
The Hon Miss c Anes 
The Hon J Boss,Ino 
The Hon L Devincenzi 
The Hon P J Isola 
The Hon  W  M Isola 

D The Hon Major R J Peliza 

The following Hon Members voted against:- 

The Hon I Abecasis 
The Hon A J Canepa 
The Hon M K Featherstone 
The Hon sir Joshua Hassan 
The Hon Lt Col J 4 Hoare 
The Hon A P Montegriffo 
The Hon A w Serfaty 
The Hon H J Zarnmitt 

11) The Hon J K Havers 
The Hon A Collings 

The amendment was accordingly defeated. 

Clause 3  stood part of the Bill. 

clause 4 

Mr Speaker put the Question and ono. vote being taken the 
follo.ing Hon Members voted in favour:- 

The Hon I Abecasis 
The Hon A J Canepa 
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 tid  Serfaty 
The Hon H J zammitt 
The Hon J K Havers 
The Hon A Collings 

0 

0 

0 
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The following Hon Members voted against:- 

The Hon Miss C fines 
The Hon J Bossano 
The Hon L Devincenzi 
The Hon P J Isola 
The Hon g M Isola 
The Hon Major R J 
The Hon X xiberras. 

laasPA stood part of the Bill. 

Qlause 5  

HON P J ISOLA: 

Now in clause 5, Mr Speaker, I move that the last sentence be 
deleted. 

MR SPEAKER: 4 

Now, the last sentence of clause 5 youmean clause 5 subclaue (2)? 

HON P J ISOLA: 

The last sentence of clause 5, yes. 

HON AT GENERAL: 

what the Honourable Member is saying is the last sentence of 
the new subsection introduced by clause 5, that is to 
propose new 6(2). 

EON k J ISOLA: 

The last section in clause 5 of the Bill. That is the 
sentence that reads - "the burden of proof that the tenant was 
in personal occupation for 270 days or wore shall lie upon 
the tenant" I am moving that that is deleted, mi. speaker. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Do you want me to propose it or to put the question? 

HON P J ISOLa: 

If you would propose it, Mr Speaker, I would like to say something. 
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The reason why I ask that that be deleted, kr Chairman, is 
that this means any Government tenant that is taken to court 
under the Housing (special Powers) Ordinance, on the basis 
that the Housing Manager has made a judgement - because that 
is all it is - the Housing Manager has made a judgement either 
that he hasn't been there or is not going to be there, though 
this part only relates that he hasn't .been there for 270 days, 
all the Housing Manager has to do is issue a summons, take him 
to court and then let the tenant prove that he was there. Let 
the tenant prove that he was in occupation. 

Well, Mr Chairman, that runs a bit counter to the normal 
principles of justice in criminal and civil cases. You are 
taking somebody to court or rather an appeal under this 
section and the tenant would have to prove that he was in 
personal occupation for 270 days. How he does that I do not 
know. I mean, I think the court would consider this with 
all due respect to the Honourable and Learned the Attorney 
ueneral such a bad piece of legislation that I would imagine 

• that the Magistrates or whoever sits would say, "well, do you 
say you have been there 270 days?" and the tenant will say "Yes, 
I do." so, well, he has proved it. that are all Government 
tenants expected to do now, keep a diary of the nights he has 
slept at home? Or get people to testify? This will lead to 
abuse because I am sure tenants will bring their chums and say, 
"Look, these people want to chuck me out, will you go and swear 
that you saw me going to that house every night." To my mind the 
whole of the Bill is bad, but this is particularly obnoxious. 
An Englishman's home is his castle, well you prove you have been 
sleeping there then, in your castle, 

D I think it is wrong Mr Speaker, and I move the deletion of that 
last sentence. 

Mr Speaker then proposed the question. 

HON H J ZAJAMITT: 

Mr speaker, once again one has to refute such an amendment::..  
purely on the ground of experience. Though I agree with 
the Honourable and Learned Member opposite that the burden 
of proof on the defendant is not all that prevalent in 
English justice I think he will equally agree that in the 
criminal law, of which I know a very small bit about, there 
are instances where the burden of proof rests upon the 
defence and not on the prosecution. 

D 

0 
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However, Mr speaker, in this particular case, the 
question is not as the Honourable Mr Peter Isola 
suggested a whim of the Housing Manager,•it is 
that the neighbours themselves are the first ones to 
let the Housing Unit know that a house is not being 
occupied. In addition to that, Mr Speaker, Housing 
Unit then gets what is known as a flconsumption“ 
report from the relevant, department i.e. water 
consumption, - electricity consumption, and the like. 
I very much doubt, Mr speaker, that anybody being away 
from Gibraltar for - and may I say it would never be 
270 days, it would be 270 after one has received 
the information so it may well be more than a year before 
one could institute proceedings -•I very much doubt 
in all honesty that neigh bours would gang up to 
vouch that somebody had been living there if in fact 
he hasn't been living there. And if neighbours do 
vouch that the person has been living there then of 
course it is because he has been living there. I cannot 
see quite honestly any other way that ere can prove that a 
person has not been away. 

Now, Mr Peter Isola was asking, how dill he be able to prove 
that? Jell, Er Speaker, it isn't that difficult. I -au not 
here to say how one could establish reasonable evidence that 
one has been in occupation, but I can asure you, Mr Speaker, 
that despite the fact that the burden of proof would rest 
upon the defence the prosecution of course have the evidence 
of non-consumption. And as I say . . 6 

MR 'JP.1,611.KiriR: 

It would not be a prosecution, it would be civil 
proceedings . . . 

HON H J 

I am sorry, I do apologise, I meant to say uthe plaintiff! 

HON ATTORNPff Gar6RAL: 

Mr Speaker, I think with great respect to the Honourable and 
Learned Mr,  Peter Isola, he said that placing the burden, of 
proof in this case upon the tenant runs contrary to the 
principles of justice in criminal -nd, and it is, not 
civil cases. He knows I think very well if he would 
address his mind to the point that in natters which are 
within the personal knowledge of, shall we say, the 
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defendant in a criminal case, the burden is on him. 
For example in cases of licences where he has the prime 
knowledge, and in this case it is a similar case: the 
prime knowledge is that of the tenant himself. And so 
it is not unreasonable to place the burden of proof on 
him. 

HON P J I60La: 

How extraordinary, because first we have the Minister 
telling the House how he proves he has.been in the 
home, I don't know, well if he doesn't know how are 
the tenants going to know, Mr chairman. People 
who have got contracts in their homes, the Housing 
Manager must surely make a mistake now and then. Listening 
to the Minister I don't know why we bother to have any 
legislation. we should just say, "if the Housing 
Manager thinks the chap isn't living there, then 
he must go the next day and the court must rubber-stamp 
his order." It would be delightful if it were to be 
like that, but it just doesn't work out like that. Heads 
of Departments, Ministers, everybody makes mistakes, and 
what is absolutely wrong, I think, is to say that a tenant 
has to prove that he has been living in a place for 270 
days, when it is the landlord who is alleging that he hasn't 
been living there for 270 days. 

I am sure the Honourable and Learned Attorney General is well 
aware of the principle that he who affirms must prove. And 
if the Housing Manager says you haven't been there for 270 
days, let him prove it. But I don't mean prove it like a 
criminal case, beyond reasonable doubt, but let him at least 
give to the court some evidence of it, and not just say 
to the tenant, "Now you prove that you have been there 
for 270 days." 

I would like to know how he can convince the court that 
he has been living there for 270 days, I would like an 
answer to my question. Is it the view of the Honourable and 
Learned the Attorney General, is it the view of the Minister, 
that if a tenant comes along and swears he has been living 
there for 270 days, that's it? Because if that is what they 
are saying, well he will get that very quickly in double quick 
time. what is the use of all this then. 

0 

0 

0 
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HON ATTORNLaY GEMRAL: 

The Honourable and Learned aember knows very well, 
going back to the question of a licence, if nxn is. 
charged with shall we say driving a motor vehicle without 
a licence of trading without a licence, all, th-:.t the 
prosecution has to do is to make the allegation: it is 
then up to the defendant to prove he had a licence. - 

Noe in this case, if the burden originally lay on 
the landlord it would encourage almost certainly 
unnecessary snooping, let me put it that way, to take a 
tally ofevery night in which a particular premises were 
occupied. 

Now on this question the burden of proof quite .clearly 
if the tenant were to say, "I swear I have been in 
the premises for more than 270 days," that could be, 
it presumably would be possible for the Housing Manager 
to disprove. Because in the first place he must have 
had some indication that the tenant had not been there, 
otherwise he wouldn't have taken proceedings to terminate 
the tenancy. But it is a difficult point and in view of 
the specific knowledge which the tenant has it is considered 
appropriate to put the burden on hia. 

HON P J 

My question has not really been answered, Mr speaker, 
because in actual fact if the tenant is going to be able to 
say there - this shows that the legislation is unsatisfactory 
legislation, because if a tenant says, "I have been living 
270 days," unless the department has done souesnooping, 
or unless neighbours are prepared to come and give, evidence, 
and they will be lucky if they get them, the Government is 
in a worse position with this than ,ith the previous 
legislation,' because here I should im-gite the court, 
is going to require disprove of the tenant -stating that he 
has been living there 270 days, because I cannot see how a 
tenant can prove he has been there other than just to say, "I 
have been living here for the last 9 months, I have been living 
here for 270 days, this year." I don't know how he can disprove 
that. You can say, "well that night you were seen going to 
Algeciras." "dell alright but I was there the other night." 

I just don't see it, Mr Chairman, but certainly I cannot agree 
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that in an instance such as this, the burden should be 
on the tenant. The instances that the Honourable and 
Learned Attorney General has given are not appropriate 
because in the case of driving without a licence the 
police .doesn't prosecute you... The policeman sees 
my Honourable and Gallant friend Colonel Hoare driving a 
car, they don't send him a summons saying he hasn!t got 
a driving licence, they first ask him if he has got one. 
He is asked to produce it and then he is bound by law to 
produce it within 5 days, or 10 days or -whatever is is. 
Then they prosecute. 

In the Trade Licensing procedure I am sure the Honourable and 
Learned Attorney General must be aliare the Town Revenue 
Inspector goes to a shop and asks them, "where is your 
licence?" What are they going to do in.this, they are 
going to go to a tenant and ask "have you been sleeping 
270 days last year in your home?" It is different, you 
can produce a licence you can produce an insurance, 
but how can you produce 270 days worth of .sleep? Can 
you produce a voucher of some .sort! 

I don't know, Mr speaker, I don't think it is appropriate 
frankly to put the burden on the tenant in these:cases. 

Mr speaker then put the question and on a vote being taken 
the following Hon Members voted in favour:- 

The Hon Miss c Anes 
The Hon J Bossano 
The Hon L Devincenzi 
The Hon . J Isola 
The Hon W  H Isola 
The Hon Major R J Peliza 
The Hon M Xiberras 

The following Hon Members voted against:- 

The Hon I Abecasis 
The Hon A J canepa 
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 Hon H J ZaLmlitt 

The Hon J K 'lavers 
The Hon A Collings 
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The amendment was accordingly defeated. 

Clause  5 stood part of the Bill. 

clauses  6 to 9 were agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

The Long Title was agreed to and stood part of the Bill. 

The House Resumed. 

HON ATTORNEY GENERAL: 

Mr speaker, I beg to report that the Housing (Special. 
Powers) (gmendment) Bill, 1976, has been considered in 
conittee and agreed to without amendment and I move 
that it now be read a third time and do pass. 

Mr speaker then put the question and on a vote being taken 
the follcming Hon Members voted in favour:- 

The Hon I Abecasis 
The Hon A J canepa 
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 Hon H J zammitt 
The Hon J K Havers 
The Hon A ceilings 

The following Hon Members voted against:- 

The Hon Miss c Anes 
The Hon J Bossano 
The Hon L Devincenzi 
The Hon P J Isola 
The Hon W N Isola 
The Hon Major R J Peliza 
The Hon X Xiberras 

The Bill was read a third time. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Ale have got approximately a quarter of an hour, perhaps we can 
tackle the motion. 
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HON ATTORNEY GEN12AL: 

Mr speaker, I beg to move as follows - 

Be it resolved that this House do approve the making by 
the Governor of the following rules - 

• 

1. These Rules may be cited as the 
Housing (Special Powers) Rules, 1976 
and shall come into force on the 1st of July, 
1976. 

2. (1) The tenant shall be deemed to be in 
the personal occupation of the tenancy, 
notwithstanding that he does not .sleep 
on such premises on such day, on any day that 
the reason for his not so sleeping is that - 

(a) he is on Government duty whether 
inside or outside Gibraltar; 

(b) he is on a course, approved by 
Goverment, inside or outside 
Gibraltar; or 

(c) he is prevented from personal 
occupation by circumstances 
beyond his control. 

Title and 
commencement. 

Absence which 
shall not 
render a 
tenant liable 
to have his 
tenancy 
terminated. 

0 

• 

. (2) A-tenant shall be deemed to be in 
personal occupation of premises, notwithstanding 
that he does not sleep on the premises on such 
day, on any day on which a person who is ,alowed 
to reside in the premises under the tenancy 
agreement sleeps therein. 

(3) A tenant shall be deemed to be in 
personal occul.ation of premises, notwithstanding 
that he does not sleep on such premises on s uch 
day, on any day that the Housing Manager has 
approved, in writing, his absence from such 
premises. 

(4).Any perSOn aggrieved by the refusal 
of the Housing Manager to give his approval under 
sub-rule (2) may appeal to the Housing Allocation 
Committee. 

• 

• 
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Persons who 
may occupy 
premises of 
an absent 
tenant. 

Powers on 
appeal. 

3. (1) ghere a tenant is not in personal 
occupation of premises and his absence 
does not render him liable to have his 
tenancy terminated by reasons of such non-
occupation the premises may be occupied - 

(i) as of right by any person who would be 
an entitled tenant under section 2 of 
the Ordinance if the tenant were 
deceased;.or 

(ii) by any other person approved by the 
Housing Manager. 

(2) Any person aggrieved by the refusal of 
the Housing Manager to give his approval under 
sub-rule (1) (ii) may appeal to the Housing 
allocation Committee. 

4. (1) where a person appeals to the Housing 
Allocation Committee under rule 2 or 3 the 
Committee may dismiss the appeal or allow it in 
whole or in part subject to such conditions as 
it may see fit. 

(2) Where an appeal against to refuse 
of approval of the Housing Manager has been 
allowed the effect of such allowance shall be 
deemed to be approval by the Housing Manager. if 

Mr speaker, it is these Rules, which give what I might call, 
I won't say the let out, but mitigate the normal 
provisions of the Ordinance. It is they which confer on 
tenants firstly rights to be absent from the premises and 
yet not to be deemed to be out of occupation, and they fall 
into two groups: first is:  in rule 2 sub-rule (1), duty, on 
a course, or prevented by circumstances beyond his control. 
That will of course be a matter for the court to decide, 
but quite clearly if a person goes shall we say to the 
United Kingdom and is taken ill, then that is beyond his 
control and it would not prejudice him in so far as his 
tenancy is concerned. 

The second category of case is where the tenant  himsell is 
away, but a person who is entitled to reside in those 
premises, because of the tenancy agreement sleeps in 
the premises: In that case once again the tenant is not 
deemed to be out of occupation. ,o the husband who is the 
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tenant goes off perhaps on a holiday, possibly 
leaving his wife and children and goes away: as long as 
those persons continue to occupy then the tenant is himself 
not prejudiced. 

There is the third type of case which is not as of right but 
in the discretion of the Housing Manager he may at any 
•time authorise a tenant not.to sleep in the premises. 

There is an appeal against any refusal of his to the Housing 
Allocation Committee. 

Now the'next rule to which I would draw attention is rule 3 
which gives a right .which does not exist at the moment, a 
right to certain people to reside in the premises when the 
tenant is not, there himself. 

Members will recall that I explained when I spoke on the 
second reading of the pill: that for the first time we 
have conferred on certain people.a. right to take over a 
tenancy on the death of a tenant.-  wife or a husband, 
depending.pn who is the tenant, and the children. They 
have now an absolute right to take over 'the tenancy. paad 
they also have the right to occupy the premises when the 
tenant hijaself is away for,a proper purpose.. 

Lastly rule 4 .which deals with the ri:;hts'of the Housing 
Allocation committee on an appeal, what they can do and w-nat 
they cannot. • 

Mr Speaker, I commend the motion to the House. 

MR.SP.tKLIR 

In proposing this motion in the terms moved by the Hon the ,attorney 
General I  would like to say that it is a complex motion to the 
extent that it includes the .regulations. There are several sections 
and sub-sections of these regulations and I am entitled to inform the 
House that if any member wishes we can take a vote on the different 
parts of the regulations or we can take a vote on the whole. Does any 
Hon Member wish to speak on it? 

C) HON P J ISOLA 

I think we will just comment on the motion merely to say that it seems 
to us unfair and unjust that anybody who doesn't sleep in premises and 
the reasons for not sleeping there is that he is on Government duty, 
whether inside or outside Gibraltar that if he is on his employers duty 
he is not exLmpt so therefore it gives an advantage to the person 
employed in the Government over any other citizen of Gibraltar. We 
don't see why that should be the case in Government housing built for 
the people mainly from British Government funds administered for the 
people, we don't see why a person who is in Government duty away from' 
his flat should be treated differently from a person who is on duty 
for Shell, Blands or any other employer in Gibraltar. It is patently 
unjust, it is patently unfair and discriminatory. A person who is on a 
course, we don't see why that course should be approved by the Governmen 
If a person who is on a course in his business or on his employer's 
business we don't see why he should go to the Housing • . 
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Vianager to get his approval of tie cause. 
This is all dietatorial Govermient, this is 
the sort of thing that people have been 
fighting against for eenturies. 

And then that thing is meant to cover by 
circumstances beyond his control. Well, I 
thjnk again, Mr Speaker, that any court which 
has to deal with this would be very inclined 
to say tha.twarly every circumstance is beyond 
the control of tenants, because it is such 
an nrfrii and discriminatory piece of 
legislation. An-d then the tenants of the 
Government should have to go running along 
to the Lousing Manager to get his approval 
for not sleeping at their own home. Frankly, 
kr Speaker, and all these problems arise 
from the legislation, he mentioned it, we 
have  repeated it, the Minister gives us 
his explanation, he cannot do otherwise —
I think he can do otherwise, with a little 
thought, hut again it appears that all 
Government tenants in-their own interest, 
whenever they go or holiday or go away 
from Gibraltar should run along to the 
Housing Manager and get his approval if he 
wants to be on the safe side. And I would 
strongly advise anybody who came to me to 
do this. Ferhaps .if we can get 2,000 
cueueing up in the summer months outside 
the Housing Manager's office, the Government 
will give a. sort of general absolution!! 
Or a general waiver for months in 
the summer, I don't know. This is what 
appears they must do, if they want to 
be in a position to prove to the court 
tht they haven't been away from their 
home, that they have been sleeping there 
solidly for 270 days, in the year. 

The proposed. amendment really does away 
with the need of most of these rules, 
because a tenant can be away and so long as 

0 
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somebody N7ho is entitled under the 
agretment to sleep in the house, there's 
no problem, so at least those tenants who 
leave a wife behind or something needn't go 
along to the Housing Manager's office, 
and we are all very relieved about that. 

But, Mr Speaker, really why there Should be 
a need for this legislation in this form, 
riding rough shod over individuals' 
rights to their homes. Why should it be 
necessary: because Government has 
Oifficul:Lies in. one or .two cases and 
because it had difficulties in a case 
in E; court. It is always said that bad 
eases make bad law. Here we have got' a very 
big example of that, the Government has 
lost, in one case in the.courtS1  has not 
appealed or whatever it is, and as a result 
the Government tenants of Gibraltar are now 
saddled with increased number of duties, 
responsibilities, and in some cases sheer 
discrimination. 

Yr Speaker then put the euestion End on a 
vote being taken the following Ron Members.  
voted in fEvour:- 

I 

The:Ren 
The Hon 

.Theql.on 
The,Hon 
The, Hon 
The Hon 
The Hon 
The Non 
The Hon 
The Ron. 

Abecasi,s 
A J Canepa 
M K PejA4ex.sfbne 
Sir JpshUa Hassan 
Lt Col J L hoar° 
A P Montegriffo 
A W Serfaty 
H J Zammitt 
J Ravers 
A Collings 

The following Ron Members voted against:- 

T? e Ron Miss C Anes 
The Eon L Levinconzi 
The Hon F J Isola. 
The Ron W M Isola 
The Hon Major H J Ieliza 
The Hon M Xiberras 

• 

• 

• 
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Th following Bon. Member was absent from 
the Chamber: 

The Hon J Bossato 

The motion. was accordingly carried. 

MR SPEALER: 

I think it would now be a convenient time 
to recesF. until Monday morning Lt 10.20. 

The House recessed at 6.15 p.m. 

MONDAY TtlEi 5TU JULY, 1976 

The 'louse resumed £:.t 10.20 a.m. 

MR STEALER: 

If my memory doesn't fail me I think 
we are still in the Order of. the Day 
with Government busines'S.  and we are 
going to start Select Committee motions. 
I don't know for sure wich• is the first 
of the two that is going to be  moved now. 

HON A V SLRFPTY: 

Sir, can I s-tErt with the motion on 
air communications? 

NR SILALER: 

Mowt certainly. 

HC/` A Till SL:PATY: 

Sir, my motion is that this house 4.ccepts 
the recommendations of the Select Committee 
on Air CommunicLtionS. 

Now, Sir, this Select Committee wi-s i4pointod 

• 
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it October 1972 and was composed of 
the Honourable Mr Featherstone, and the 
hon'H J Zammit, on this side of the house, 
and the Isola brothers on that side, with 
myself as Chairman. We have gone thoroughly 
into the  whole cuestion of air communications 
.but Frouldliht to say at this moment of time 
that we were unabie-to hear the evidence 
of any representative of British Airways, 
&nd this in a way inhibited our study of 
the problem, though eventually we carried 
on and took. whEt I. think were very wise 
decisions to recommend to this house. 

Among those recomE,endations which we 
arc n;tking is the establishment of an 
Air Transport Licensing Authority. Sir, 
we all know this cuestion of air communications 
is not a defined domestic matter, but it is 
vital, absolutely vital, not only on 
economic grounds but on social and political 
grounds that air communications with 
GibraljEr should be as wide and ample as 
possible, and that is why the committee 
thought that. it was vital at this moment of 
time that we. should have.L.n Air Transport 
Licensing. Authority, with the Deputy 
Governer as Chairman., this not being a 
defined domestic matter, with two Ministers, 
two members of the Opposition, the Air 
Officer Commanding, and thougn without 
a vote, the .Director • of Tourism, who is 
very mueh concerned with all this ciuestion 
of air communication, 

A number of the recommendations which I 
would. .like to highlight here is that 
GibrEltar should support genuine applications 
for charter and. also applications for scheduled 
flights, as refl'as chtrter flights, from . 
Voints other, thin London in the United Kingdom. 
have mentioned here several times I believe 

that our tourism industry in Gibraltar is inhibited 
by the fact that people from Scotland., the West of 
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England, the North of England and the 
Midlands have to fly to Reathrow and perhaps 
spend the night there before they take their 
fircl flight to Gibraltar. We also recommended 
that we should support apidications for the 
charters and scheduled flights from Countries 
other than the United Kingdom. 

There is no doubt that. there is a future, 
a groat future, for tourism in Gibraltar, 
if we only -Llk of tourism, for nationals 
ef other countries lik Germany Holland, wcandinavia, and as have reason -uo 
know having undertaken a research of the 
situation in Europe as far as tourism to 
Gibraltar is concerned, the great stumbling 
block has been the euestion of air communictions 
between places such as Frankfurt or Amsterdam 
to Gibraltar. I knot it is not an easy matter 
to get these flights off the ground on 
economic grounds but it should be possible 
and I do hope that we shall get them sooner 

,rEther than later. 

We are also.recormending special fares for 
students, business people,- and Gibraltarians 
other.  than the bloke who goes on package 
holidays to Gibraltar. And I do .hope 
that this new fare structure which the 
airlines have been asked by the Civil 
Aviation Authority to . submit to the authority 
before November, will include some special 
fares for children and others. We arc also 
recam, ending that though it is a good thing that 
one company alone should handle aircraft 
and baggage at the airport, airlines or their 
representatives should be able .to .handle their 
own passengers. There are many reasons for 
that. 

And finally, we are asking the Government, the 
next Government, to keep an open mind on the 
(uestion of aceuiring an interest in airline 
operations to and from the United Kingdom. I 
not talking of nationalisation, in fact the 
Honourable Mr Bossano was not in the Select 
Committee, but I have and we all have in the 
Select Committee this idea behind our minds that it 
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would be E.. good thing for the Government 
of Gibraltar to become involved economically 
ton in airline operations to and from the 
United KingdOm. 

To finalise I would. like to say that we are very 
thankful, this of course is a unanimous 
report, we arc very thankful to the Director 
of Tourism, and to Mr Paul Garbarino, both . 
of whom have rendered very valuable service 
in the Select Committee... 

I move that this motion be passed. 

Mr Speaker then  proposed the cuestion;' 

HON .J.BCSSANO: 

Mr Speaker, before I go into the specific 
motion, there is something that I would 
like to obtain clarification on because I 
am not very sure precisely -what the 
implications are of the house accepting 
this report. 

There cre two motions with two reports on 
two Select Committees, and in fact I am 
not clear whether accepting the report 
means that all—these recomp.,endations of 
the reports are automatically accepted by 
the house i:nd. that therefore it could be 
.said that any members of the House that form 
part of a future house are more or less 
committed to try and implement what the 
report recommends. I do not know if that 
is what the motion means or not? Because 
if it does mean that then I think my 
attitude would tend to be coloured by 
precisely what the implicitions are of the 
House accepting the recommendations cf the 
report. 

I wonder whether the honourable Member would 
like to interrupt me and explain. 
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HOT A W Si.,RFATY: 

I undcrstrnd that the report can be.  
accepted . in whole or in part, so if.  
any Eoneurtble Members- does not agree 
with any particular recormendation . . 

MR SEEAKER: 

May I perhaps, for the purpbses of 
explaining to the-house what we are 

. trYing to do now, I - cannot do better than 
to read from Erskine May, the latest' 
editier, and I don't think that this 
motion in itself will commit this 
Government cr any future Government to 
haveto implement the recommendations, 
but just the same I think all that the 
House would be doing by voting in favour 
is, giving it its beneplacito. But anyway 
I will read Nirt Erskine May says on the 
.Matter. It says: "  on the 
vonsidertion of a 'report." In other.  
'words, the first paragraph explains that 
the House-can go into the report, and it 
says "In considertAion of the report 
motion may be made expressing the agreement 
or the disagreement of the house with the 
report as a whole or with certain paragraphs 
thereof or for agreeing to the recommendation 
Contained. in the report generally or with 
certain exccptins, or motions may be made 
which are founded upon . or enforce the 
resolution. to the committee or are otherwise 
relevant to the subject matter of the 
report of.Cle business of the committee. In 
some instances the House may resolve .4 
itself 4nto .committee to consider the report 
of a Select Committee. Motions may also.  be  
made upon consideration of the report of 
a Select Committee for the recomittal- 
of the report." That goes beyond. In other.. 
words, I think the operative words should be, 
"to agreeing to the recommendations contained in 
the report generally, or with certain exceptions, 

• 
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or motions may be made which are 
founded upon or enfcrce'resolution 
to the4ommittee.'i That shows that 
you ca beyond what you are doing 
today. not making a motion 
to enfEree a 'resolution of the 
eommittee but to accept: the recommendations. 
That I think would mean that further consider— ' 
ation would have t,e be. giveh to the recommend— 
ations in order to come to a' conclusion that 
.tny particular cne'of.them or all of them 
would be enforced by,legislation. Now, that 

• is 'the way I read.it but of course Her Majesty's 
Attorney—General may perhaps express a view 
OD that one too. 

HON ATTORNEY—GENERAL:.  

Mi Speaker, I concur with what you have said, with 
respect. 

MR SFEALER: 

So, I don't think the house will be committed, 
or the future house will be coMMiited to having 
to pass legislation tc put in forCe the 
recomMendations. 

HON J .OSSANO: 

I am making this, Mr Speaker, because 
think. thLt a report. which' is. the result of 

th.e work.. of a Select CoMmittee of the 
House which was taken since the 5th of 
October, 1972, and which the House has had 
to something like a week can hardly. be  done 
justice to in a week, and even if I feel 
that at this stEge allthLt.we'cap do is to 
accept the recommendations, as.tilE,  motion 
says, in the sense that obviously -Members of 
the House. recommending things as a:resUlt of 
four years of study, are likely to be in a 
better position of.  course to .have made a judgment 
op what should be done in respect of air 
communications than the House as a whole. I feel that 
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ccrtfinly the house as a whole would need 
to give more detrilcd considerations to the 
report before Lnythirg could be implemented, 
and, therefore, elthough-I am supporting the 
motion at this stage I want to make it quite 
clear that I haven't really done justice 
to the report. I haven't had time to study 
it, but, if in fact what we are doing ati 
this stage is not committing ourselveste 
the future without having had the chanoe'to 
lock thoroughly into the matter then I 
think that is perfectly right and then one 
in -fact can speak more openly in support 
of the motion. 

I think Mr Speaker, the difficulty of the 
problem of Gibraltar having a say in its own_ 
air communications its clearly indicated by 
the length of time that the Select Committee 
has spent on the matter, and I think if I 

recall previous occasions when this hds been 
debated in the Fouse, certainly at one stage 
in the proceedings of the Select Committee one 
major. stumbling block was the lack of cooperation 
from - the airlines, when I believe the aelect 
Committee had approached the Foreign Office for 
information on fares and so on and have had 
to wait a very long time. .And I believe it 
vas only really about tae time taut the 
Trade's Council went to the UK that things 
started being speeded up when the airlines 
were forced to divulge economic facts about 
their operations which they were very reluctant 
te do. .1  think that the episode of the .  
contribution that the Gibraltar Trades council 
made in this matter'shewS clearly tht When 
something as vital - as air communication is 
the subject of dispute between the interests of 
Gibraltar and perhaps the interests of a.  
nationalised airline that can pull a lot of 
strings in Alio UK, then we have to rope in 
imiGibraltar every organisation. There arc 
things on which we must make an absedutely united 
Stand, and.this business -q• air communications is 
one of them. 
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I have reservations about the composition of the 
proposed Aviation Authority because in fact the 
Gibraltar Trades Council is not mentioned as a 
possible body which could send a representative, - it 
is represented almost everywhere else nowadays, Mr 
Speaker, and it would be a pity to leave it out of the 
Aviation Authority, and in fact it has made a 
contribution in respect of civil aviation, it 
sends representatives to the CAA in UK, and it made I 
think a very strong case there for being a body 
concerned with one particular aspect of air traffic, 
and that is the interests of Gibraltarian consumers 

._who are interested in an opportunity to escape from t. 
Gibraltar and take a holiday in the United Kingdoi or 
elsewhere in Europe, and who do so through the United 
Kingdom. I think this point was taken and this is a 
point that is vitally important because, Mr Speaker, 
in air communication, as we all know, the political 
aspect is one which has been with us ever since the 
frontier closed. 

when the frontier closed the air links with the outside 
world acquired an importance that it didn't previously 
have. And the need for Gibraltar to have a say in how 

- this link is operated so that it is operated in Gibraltar's 
interest and not in the interests of anybody else, is 
something that must be more obvious to us at this point in 
time than it has ever been before, when the need to defend 
Gibraltar's interests openly, regardless of who we upset 
in the process, has been brought home to us by the recent 
declarations of the British Government as to their 
intentions on Gibraltar's future. 

Mr Speaker, I think in this context we must look at the position 
of Gibair, and the dominant interests of British Airways in 
Gibair. And I think that the autonomy of Gibair for example 
as the committee says by supporting their having their 
own flight designations, the strengthening. of the position 
of Gibair in our present situation, is one which the House must 
look at, not just in:the light of what has been happening in 
the past, but in the light of what is happening now and what is 
likely to happen in the future. If we have got a 
service from Gibraltar to the United Kingdom 

0 
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which is operated by a company whose interests are 
clerly,identified with the interests of Gibraltar, 
then I think we can, for no other reasons than for reasons 
of self interest, Mr Speaker, if- we look no further than 
self interest, then we can look to a greater commitment 
than if we find ourselves perhaps .dependant entirely on 
an airline which has got a great deal of traffic to 
Spain, and where Spain can do the sort of deals that 
tend to get done unfortunately everywhere in the 
world where parties agree behind closed doors to 
scratch each others backs, and the poor consumer, 
or the third party that is going to be .affected by 
the deal.that has been done, is presented with a fait 
acompli not given the real reason for it and finds 
himself in a position to do virtually nothing to alter 
this. 

This is one important aspect I think of the hold 
that s,e have over our links with the outside world, 
and it is an aspect that now at this point in time, 
has acquired an importance which we have always really 
been conscious of but which has been highlighted, I 
think, by other events. And, therefore, Mr Speaker, 
I support the motion accepting the recommendations of the 
Select Committee confident, without having been able 
to spend the necessary time to study them in!detail, 
confident that the approach of the select Committee will 
have been in that direction, but conscious that events since 
the committee came to its conclusion have if anything added 
a sense of urgency to the situation and made it necessary 
perhaps for some of its recommendations to be couched 
in stronger terms. 

HON J L4LA: 

• 
Mr Speaker, one would hope that the House would unreservedly 
accept the recommendations Of the select committee on 
Air Communications precisely because of the importance 
this has to the wellbeing of the people of Gibralt-r. 
And I say one would hope that the House would accept the 
recommendations fully because this is a subject that is not 
an easy matter to resolve, and not an easy matter to 
resolve because there are parties involved in it over whom 
ae do not have any control. It is no use sayingwe must 
have it, we just don't have it. And that is why I 
think it is important that this House should send out a message 
of unreserved support if it doesn't you are beaten at the first 
jump because we know that the main recommendation of the select 
Committee is the setting up of the Air Transport Licensing Authority. 
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We all knew th t without such an authority 
it is impossible to exercise muda influence 
or centre):  on'the air like operations to and 
from Gibrz'atar We can say thngs, te can. 
shout in this houSc - after all we have been 
talking about air cOMmunications in this. 
House on and off, on I would think:on about 
3 meetings every year. For whateverye say 
here just does not have any effect unletSs, 
we can exerf,ise some control. And th t 'i=s 
why it is important in my view that the 
Select Committee's recommendatiOn'on 
the setting up of an Air Transport Licensing 
Authority should be unreservedly accepted by 
the House. 

Now,.as far as the composition of that 
Committee is concerned I think I also told 
Honourable'Members that the Select • 
Committee has been very conscious of the'fact 
that cir communications is in fact a nen-
defined domestic matter. Whether- we like it 
or not, this is the situation; and of course 
everts since the report was put in has; I. 
think, ifilothing else indicated to us that 
there are a number of different interests, 
some of which we control and some of which 
we do not control. And no manner' of pushing 
or shouting or screaming or whatever you. world 
like to *all it, can alter us the basic facts, 
legal, constitutionall.and so forth. And, 
therefore, we are conscious of the fact that 
an Air Transport Licensing Authority thLt is 
set up must,conform not just with our wishes 
but-with the wishes of other people interested 
in-thcmatter. We have a legitimate and a 
legal interest the.matter and control. 

Thtt is why, Mr Seeaker, contrary to what has 
•normally happened :here, the Committee has 
suggeSted that the Deputy Governor. should be 
Chairman of the Air Transport Licensing Authority. 
I.think.that is a change from the normal rune •. 
of events in Gibraltar-in-which Ministers usually 
chair authbrities of committees, But., this wasn't 
done out of love for the Deputy Governor, nor 
out of love of the office or so forth,.. it was done 
out of recognition of the fact that this is a non-
defined. domestic matter, and it was done with 

• 

• 

• 
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the.intention of reassuring, if such. 
reasrurarco is noccsscry, the British 
ifovornment thc,t we do recognise this 
act. And again the reason why two members 

of Abe Government and two members of the 
Olposition were scicctcd to sit on.  the Air 
Lfiensirg Authority was to accentuate or to 
stress the importance the CemmiNtee and I am 
sure the House. gives tc this subject of air 
communiectiens. The .reason why we said tie 
of eachl. which again, is contrary to the 
normal run of events, because you would 
expect the Government to have a Majority, 
Was agtin to highlight the fact t4tt we do 
esmsider that the (,uestion of air communication 
is not just a cuestion of tourism but is a 
cuestion affecting the whole broad issues of 
the social, political and economic well being 
of the people of Gibraltar, and that we 
should try and. hav6'an'authority that is 
balanced and that by its very nature will 
produce results which recognise tie interests 
of all the people of Gibraltar, as represented 
through the dovernment and through the Opposition, 
as well as accepting the interests of her 
Majesty's Government. 

It is a fairly high powered commi4tee 
that is proposed: the• Deputy Governer, the 
Air Officer Comandirg, 'and the Direetor.ef 
Tourism is put in the Committee, and we think 
that this sort of Committee should be 
oho that would beiaceeptable, I would say, 
te us the people of Gibraltar, as represented 
through their electee reFresentatives, we 
still have a democracy here: it should be 
accettable to the British' Government in so 
far as we. make their representative' in :  
Gibraltar the Chairman, the Deputy Governor: 
and it should be accepted by the Ministry 
of Defence in so far as we suggest that. the 
Aik Off-leer Commanding Gibraltar, who after al) 
controls the airfield, is also a member of the 
Air Transport Licensing Committee. And I would 
assure the Honourable Mr Bossano in recommending 
this we have been trying to recommend something 
that is practical .and something that can be 
defended. in the areas where this will be 
discussed.. 
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I think this is very important, because 

AU 411 ,oritv.et  anup41 we g AirdWi mit sNtee9il
ot 

 
to 
tset i 
griPs'rit'l the very complex 'problems 

that,Gibraltar is .faced with and that air 
communications prodUce. 

The. committee has been sitting for four 
years, and in fact there was a committee 
in. the last House of Assembly that sati I 
think for 'a year and a halfl 'and. the 
committee has recognised the complexities 
of air travel and we have tried to 
produce a report that Should enable all 
the parties interested in this very 
important p,rea, of activity, as far as 
Gibralta'r is concerned, all the parties 
interested be get together and try and 
try and pull together fcr a fairer deal for 
all parties interested in air communications: 
the airlines., the local airlines, the local 
travel agents, I think everybody there will 
see that the committee has tried to be very 
objective in its attitude to air communications 
and has tried to produce a report that bears 
very much in mind the interAts of all those 
connected with air communications. 

Sir, I hope thit the House will give its firm 
support 'to this because once this report is 
apTroved we can then move on to implementation 
of it, which will be no easy matter but wtlich 
has no hope of implementation if the House 
doesn't give it its unreserved support, 

HON J i kUTLGaIFFO: 

There is no doubt, as the Honourable and. Learned 
Member who has just spoken has said, the euestien 
of Air Communications is a difficult problem, but 
one which vitally affects the lifO of Gibraltar in 
the particular situation we are living in. 
Nonetheless we hope that the enthusiasm and 
optimism shown by all members of the House will • 
get us there, or at least part of the way. The 
Government of course unreservedly gives its 
support to the recommendations and we hope that 
perhaps between the interregnum between now 
and the next general elections, we might be ale to 
push ahead if net with all, at least with part of •
the recommendations. 

• 

Th 
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FON M ?CIBLRRAS: 

Mr Speaker, the'words "of vital interest" 
are used in thiS House rather frequently, 
and their connotation, their meaning, 
becomes diluted in the process. I think all 
members will agree that the subject matter of 
this Committee's deliberations can be properly 
described as being of vital interest to 
Gibraltar. .The line of communication is by 
far the most important one, even more 
important than our sea lanes in the present 
circumstances, and, therefore, the 
deliberetions , the recommendations of this 
committee, arc matters cf the greatest 
interest End of vital importance. 

The two main recommendations of the committee 
are numberS 1 and 6, namely, the setting up 
of the Gibraltr Air Transport Licensing 
Authority and the flight designation of the 
existing Gibraltar Airline. 

I have not the slightest doubt, Mr Speaker, 
that in the Tlimate of opinion which I have 
assessed at first hand in a recent visit to 
Londonl  this particular area needs to be 
guarded because it is the centre of any future 
talks on the future of Gibraltar, and perhaps in 
practical terms the Most important,point to 
guard. The Spanish pressure on the airport 
has becrOsomething we have experienced over a 
good number cf years now, wita the air ban 
and the consucuent restrictions on our • 
communications, and it is absolutely essential 
for us in GibrEltar that these communications 
should be in safe hands. C 

Of the operators available it is Gibraltar 
Airways undoubtedly that has the closer pf the 

'two interests in maintaining Gibraltar's.  interests.  
I think it is important that this. airline, 
Gibraltar Airways, should not have an empty 4 
right to the root and therefore flight 
designetion .for Gibraltar Airways is of the 
utmost importance in the circumstances. 

4 
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I think this is very important, because 
ilnW re get an Air,TrfrnsPort,Lieensing 

ti LOT?, uy set up uen lain4 can get 
to 5 with the very complex problems 
th!--A Gibri:lttr is faced with and that air 
communications produce. 

The committee has be,:n sitting for four 
years, and in - fact there was a committee 
in the last House of Assembly that sat, I 
think for a year and a half', and the 
committee has recognised the complexities 
of air travel and we have tried to 
produce a report that should enable all 
the parties interested in this, very. 
importeilt,area of activity, as far as 
Gibraltar is concerned, al] the parties 
interested be get together and try and 
try and pull, together for a fairer deal for 
all parties interested. in air communications: 
the airlines, the local airlines, the local 
travel agents, I- think everybody there will 
sec that the committee has tried to be very 
.objectiveein its attitude to air communications 
and has. tried to produce a „report that bears 
very much in mind the interests of all those 
connected with air communications. 

Sir, I hope thtt the house will give•its firm 
support to this because once this report is 
avroved we can then move on to implementation 
of it, which will be no easy matter but which 
has no hope of implementation if the House 
doesn't give it its unreserved support. 

HON fi F MUTE,GaIFFO: 

There is no doubt, as the honourable'Lnd Learned 
Member who has just spoken has said, the euestien 
of Air Communications is a difficult problem, but 
one which vitally affects the life of Gibraltar in 
laze particular situation we are living in. 
Nonethelss we hope that the enthusiasm and 
optimism shcwn by all members of the Fouse will 
get us there, or at least part of the way. The 
Government of course unreservedly gives its 
support to the recommendations and we hope thet 
perhaps between the interregnum between now 
and the next general elections, we might be able to 
push ahead if net with all, at least with part of 
the recommendations. 
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FON M XIBERRAS: 

Mr Speaker, the words "of 'vital interest" 
are used in this House rather frequently, 
and their connotation, their Meaning;  
beComes diluted in the process. I.think all 
'members will agree. that the subject matter of 
this Ccmniittee's deliberations can be properly 
described as being of vital interest to 
Gibraltar. The line of communication is by 
far the most important one, even more 
important than our. sea lanes in the present 
circumstances; and, therefore, the 
deliberations , the recommendations of this 
committee, arc matters cf the greatest 
.interest End of vital importance. 

tro'main recommendations of the committee 
arc numbers 1 and 6, namely, the setting up 
of the Gibralttr Air Transport Licensing 

- Authority and the flight designation of the 
existing Gibraltar Airline. 

I have riot the slightest doubt, Mr Speaker, 
that in the climate of opinion which I have 
assessed at first hand in a recent visit to 
London;  this particular area needs to be 
guarded, because it is the-centre of any future 
talks on the future of Gibraltar y  and perhaps in 
practical terms the most important.point to 
guard. The Spanish pressure on the airport 
has been something we have experienced over a 
good number of years'pow, with the air ban 
and the consecuent restrictions on our 
communications, and it is absolutely essential 
for us in GibrEltar that these communications 
Should be in safe hands. 

Of the operators available it is Gibraltar 
Airways undoubtedly that has the closer of the 
two interests in maintaining Gibraltar's interests. 
I think it is important that thisivairline, 
Gibraltar Airways,, should not have an empty 
right to the root—and therefore flight 
designation for•Gibraltar Airways is of the 
utmost importance in the circumstances. 

4 
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The Honourable Mr Bossano has mentioned the 
"you scratch me and I'll scratch you 
syndrene, and all Honourable Members who have 
been involved in one way or another in the 
cuestion of air communications must recognise 
that' even despite what friends we may have on 
the Boards of theseinternational companies, 
there does come a- .Mement when the international 
obligations and, interest of these comptanies 
are put in the.commertiq balance with 
theivcbligations l .or'even her1kdajestys 
GovernMent's obligations to a small territory 
like Gibraltar, And, therefore, Mr S,peaker, 
in the same wayas in' one time, it Used to be 
argued by_Honomrable Members on this side there 
should be:another operator' in the'fOrm of the 
other airlines, British Caledoniansimilarly 
I think it is-  important that the second operator 
with the direct Gibraltar connection sh6uld be 
supported, and I am glad tht_Honourable,Members 
working'in the Select Committee havb come to 
this conclusion: 

Mr Speaker, if I had ever any reservations 
about having a Gibraltar Air Transport' 
Licensing Autlerity, those reservations 
have disappeared now. I Would have preferred 
that these recommendations,'especially this one, 
the first and the most important, had come in 
different context of time, a timo-when it' would 
have been known tc Honoprable.Membors that the 
linksbetwe(n' uibm ltar ana Dritain were in 
the Process of being strengthened, and that 
the requests for a Gibraltar Air Transport 
licensing Autiority in no way detracted or 
undermined the firmness of these links. 
Honourable Members are aware the setting up 
of such an authority does have certain 
constitutional connotations, and it has been my view 
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that proposals of! this nature should be 
counter balanced by the opposite—type-of 
development,- namely the closing up 
of links betreen. Gibraltar and-Britain. 
Despite this I : have no reservations 
because I:feel that the climate, the 
international climate and the climate in 
London, is such as to warrant a very',  
determined effort., by the people of 
Gibraltar.to, assure their vital.  ' 
interest in so , far e:sit is, possible for 
them to do so, and to do this by having 
a direct say in these Vital areas- such 
es air communications. 

Mien the Honourable Mr Bossano asked 
to what extent..this report was binding our 
Members of the.Bouse i he might well have 
had other things in mind, I have in; mind 
particularly these tyre recommendations, Nos 
1 end 6, because I. feel that we.  Must have 
a direct say in this 'area, especially in 
the coming years, in the next year, or the 
next two years. I am sure that the :.Gibraltar 
operators of Gibc4r.must feel pleased with 
the reCo=endations of the Committee not 
purely because of a financial interest, 
but also because they above all must see the. 
approaching'situation with some trepidation, 
With some concern. 

Mr Speaker, the Committee makes a recommendation 
that the Government — as -paragraph 9 of 
the recommendation should keep,an open 
,mind on the possibility of acquiring an 
interest in airline operations to ..nd from 
the United Kingdom; Even though I'have the 
greatest respects certainly for my Honourable 
Colleague, Mr Peter Isola, whose work on 
behalf of Fir communications has been 
outstanding in the course of this House, I 
do not know whether Honourable Members in 
the committee appreciated fully the value of 
this recommendation. I say this not in order, 
to diminish the intelligence and the foreslgn-L 
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of Honourable Members t .but because I am sure 
that.if there were to be any attempt at a foreign 
power moving into the area of air communications, 
this particular recomiLendation, which advocates 
tnet the Government ShOuld take >a more direct 

.hand in. •Lir communications, yould'be of very 
great value to .Gibraltar. And if honourable 
Members on the Committee were aware of this 
possibility, I compliment them on its inclusion 
in the report; if they were not I can say 
that it has been a stroke of. luck that it has 
been included; 

I accept the report unreservedly, I give it my 
full support. It is signed by two honourable 
Members from this side of the house, and in 
so fax as I em concerned, it will be honoured. 

As regards the other recomendations, perhaps 
before I say something about them, I should 
speak about the Deputy Governor as the 
Chairman of the Authority. 

Mr Speaker, in the absence of the strengthening 
of the links I was-talking about a- moment 
ago, I think it is both wise constitutionally 
and prudent politically, to have the Deputy 
Governor as the head cf this Authority. To 
have done otherwise might have suggested, 
again in the absence of the strengthening of 
this link, something ciuite different which 
would have been imprudent politically. 

Mr Speaker, I know honourable Members are well 
disposed to this report, it will be for a 
future Government to try to establish it 
and. I do hope that this process will begin 
early in the life of the new GoverAMent and 
that the new Government acts strongly in 
this matter because it is of vital importance. 

The other matters, I think, express a general 
indication of the way fares and so forth 
should be developed. I appreciate that one 
cannot be specific about these things because . 
the problem to be met are subject to a changing 
pattern, but broadly speaking, if I may say so 
with great respect, I think that they are right, 
that the mix may be changed, but the ingredients are 

U 
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correct. 

The interests cf the Gibraltar Government in 
airline operatins: when "and if it becomes 
necessary to give concrete expressions by 
participLtion, should apply to a number of 
recommndatioris listed on pages 13 and 14. 
The first one I would imagine would be. the 
Air Terminal itself, which .should 'remain 
in GibrLltrian hands and be subject 
primarily to Gibraltarian interests. It has 
taken the Committee four. years to produce this 
report,,  I compliment the Members of the 
Committee who have produced it and urge the 
House to bear it very much in mind in the 
developing pnlitical climate. 

hON LT COL J L iiOARE 

Mr Speaker, Iam going to be brief. I support 
and accept. the. report of the Select Committee 
unreservedlSr. This is a subject which has 
obviously been gone into very very thoroughly 
since it has .so many conflicting facets, and 
I would like to Oongratulate first of all 
the members who produced such an,excellent 
report. 

I have.jUst. ene little disappointment which 
I feel I must- express. The report has clearly 
gone very de.eply into the question of the 
movement cf Gibraltarians from Gibraltar to 
the United Kingdom and back, quite rightly, 
but I.cannot sec' from the report, I may be 
wrong, tha-Cthey,haVe not given the same 
amount of:considerkAion to the very many 
Gibrcltarians who live in the UK and want to 
coma and see their families:here.in Gibraltar, 
who also do not want to get involved in 
package tours but want to come and: live with 
t!)eir relatives. I think that when the 
Authority, is setup they will take this into 
consideration. There is a very large Gibraltarian 
population living in Britain who want to come home 
regularly every year to their own folks, 
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their ern kith and kin. 

HON 1Y. M ISOLA: 

Mr Speaker, I fully associate myself with what 
the Minister for Tourism, Trade and. Economic 
Development has said and with my brother, 
both of whom arc members of this Committee. 

I do not wish to repeat what they have said 
but there is one point in the report which 
I think needs to bear out a little more, 
.and. that is the summary recommendations number 
3, in which we recommend tht we would seriously 
reconsider charter operations coming into 
Gibraltar, and in this connection I am glad to 
see that one charter is now operating from 
Dublin to Gibraltar apart from that run by the 
Gibraltar Group. This in—itself is very 
encouraging at present and we hope that it 
will go from strength to strength. 

On the sad note, Mr Speaker, at page 6, 
we stated that in order to fill existing 
number. of hotel beds in Gibraltar and to 
allow for. expansion and increasing bed 
occupancy in Gibraltar, which plays a very 
.important• part in our economy, we considered 
that we needed something like 26,000 air 
seats per annum, which the House will 
see is quite a substantial number of seats 
which we require' at this present time, in 
order to fill our beds in Gibraltar and to 
allow for expansion and increasing bed 
occupancy. 

Now that, Mr :Speaker, is a hurdle which we 
will have to surmount if we' wish tourism 
to proceed at an increase. and not at a 
decrease. Therefore,'Mr Speaker, I am more 
than pleased to see this new plane charter from 
Dublin coming to Gibraltar. 

Of course being a member of the Committee I 
wholeheartedly recommend this report to the 
House and. of course I -would like to associate 
myself once again with what the other members of 
the Select Committee have so far said to this house. 

• 

• 

• 
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HON L DEVINCLNZI 

Mr SpeEker, I will be briefer than the 
Ponourable and Gallant Colonel hoate.. 
I 1,7,culd like to' make one point which I 
think is a vrqid point, especially after 
the latest memorandum of the British 
Government,. and that is that whiCheVer 
Government comes into power after the 
next elections — if we have them —
they should urge the British GovernMent to 
come out openly and sincerely as to whether 
there are 'any chancess Gibtltar being 
allowed to establish en Air Transport 
Licensing Authority and what help if any con 
be expected from the British Government, 
because after all they and their views and their 
stand iv Tact will be the ultimate authority 
on .this. 

Now, Mr Speaker, what I want to say 
'most emphatically is that w6 should be told 
plainly and in a straight forward manner 
what we con expect, and I repeat, Mi Speaker, 
and I think it is worthwhile repeating, 
that I urge any future Government of 
Gibralter to ask.for plain speaking from 
`the British Government and let us be told 
now,not in two or three years time, what is at 
stake for us. 

MR SPEAKER: 

This is vis a vis air communications? 

HON L DLVIINCENH: 

Air communications, and whilst they are 
about it, anything else. 

HON MISS C ANTES: 

Mr Speaker, on the point here in the report about 
trying to increase the operations in 1977, I believe 
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there have been representations made to 
these agents - to also try to get flights 
from Gibraltar to Ireland bUtino • 
replies have bein received. I believe one 

trying to find' out. My knowledge of the 
of the travel agents in Gibraltar hag been 

situation is that Martins Travel do' pring 
over toUristsjr-om' Ireland' on package tours 
but they do net 'take any tourists from Gibraltar 
wishing to visit Ireland, and I Wonder whether 0 
this committee or anybody who comes in after 
the next'elections would be looking into this 
situation 'of also providing a flight from 
Gibraltar to Ireland through this agency. 
Has the Minister any knowledge of any 
representations made to Martins Travels about 
this? 

MR SPEAbER: 
. ' • 

You exercise your right to reply if no one 
else wishes to speak on the report. 

HON MISS C AMES: 

Later on will do, Mr Speaker. 

iVR SIEAKER: 

Right, then 'T will call'On-the.:mover to reply 
unleSs.no one in the Opposition has got the 
right anyway. 

• HON A T SERFATY: 

In exercising my right- to reply: I will say that 
I am delighted - with the words of the different 
Honourable Members who have spoken. 

• I take the point of the Honourable Colonel 
Hoare on the cuestion of facilities for 
Gibraltarians living in the United Kingdom to 
come and spend their holidays with their families .  
It is not actually mentioned in this report 
but I am sure that any future Government or 

• whoever is going to try and implement this 
report, and. I agree with what the Honourable 
Mr Montegriffo has said, that this Government 
should try and get this report or at least part of 
it, implemented in the interim period, I am 

• 
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sure that the point raised by 
Colonel Hoare will be taken note of. 

In answer to the honourable Miss Anes I 
must say that I am not aware that there have 
been any sugrestion from the local travel 
agents for Gibraltarians to travel on 
package holidays to Dublin, but I will 
look into. this matter. We have, in 
cur study ef the possibility scheduled 
charter flight's to other' parts of Europe, 
bcrne.this very 'much in 'Mind, and I will 
go into these mL.tters as' a separate issue. 
Thank. you. 

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

The motion was accordingly carried. 

HON. A I" N,ONTEG2IFFO: 

Sir, with your leave I beg to move that 
under' Standing Order 7(3) leave be 
granted to lay on the Table the Report, 
of the Select Committee on Broadcasting, 
out of the regular line of business. 
Sir, the reason why this was not done 
before is because the report only 
came to hand. this morning and I hope the 
House has nc objection to this. 

MR 

I will then propose tlie (uestion which is 
tht under Standing Order 7(3) the 
Tteport of the Select Committee on Broadcasting 
should be laid en the table. This was agreed to. 

0 
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NH SPEAKER 

Right, so I will then order that the Select Committee 
Report on Broadcasting be laid on the table, and that 
in due course it will be considered, and that it should 
of course be printed, which in our terminology means 
stencilled. je will continue with the motions now. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

HON A W SERPATY 

sir, I have the honour to move that this House accepts 
the recommendations•of the Report of the Select 
committee appointed' to consider the Trade Licensing 
Ordinance 1972. 

ago 

The House will recall that as loqglas the end of 1972 
the Trade Licensing Ordinance was passed. And they 
will recall too that this Ordinande, 'even in the 
opinion of• the Government, was necessary as a 
result of Gibraltar's entry into the European Economic 
Community. The Opposition wasn't Very happy about 
this Ordinance and neither was the Government, but it 
was, as I remember having said then that it was a 
necessary evil if we were going to protect Gibraltarians 
against a possible 250 million competitors. so  in January 
1973, 32 years ago, a select Committee was appointed and 
the composition of that select Committee was the 
Honourable Messrs Featherstone, Zammitt, Peter Isola, 
and Joe Bossano, with myself as Chairman. 

Now, this is a knotty problem, this question of trade 
licensing, and the committee has taken 3z years to 
finalise its deliberations. And I do not want to say 
what I am going to say as an excuse, but we were 
rather .inhibited by the opinion of the Foreign and Commonwealth 
Office during quite a long period of time. I remember 
the Honourable hr Peter Isola and myself talking to 
experts in the Foreign and Commonwealth Office in 
London as to the validity of this Trade Licensing Ordinance, 
and we were then 'told that they had reservations. But 
happily, quite recently, the Foreign and Commonwealth Office 
experts have come with the opinion 'that this Ordinance is 
not ultra vires to EEC  regulations as long as it does not 
discriminate between a Gibraltarian and an EEC national. 
So this made the work of the select Committee far easier 
and this enabled the Select Committee to report to this 
House in time for me to stand up and propose that the report 
be accepted. 

• 
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Now, there is one important recommendation of this 
report which alters the present set up of trade 
licensing. At present that the Trade Licensing 
Committee decides whether a licence ought to be 
granted or should not be granted, and it is up to 
them to decide whether subsection 14(i)(f), I believe 
it is, where the need of the community generally if the trade 
or business is to be carriedare adequately provided for, 
it is for this Committee to decide whether that particular 
trade is adequately provided for or not. 

This Committee, as this Honourable House knows, is 
composed of a number of representatives of the Unions, 
the Chamber of commerce, and a number of independents - 
I will come to the committee in a moment. But the 
mcst important recommendation is that in future it should be 
this House by resolution, on a proposal by whoever is 
the Minister for Trade, that should decide which 
trades are adequately provided for and no further 
licences should be granted. And these resolutions can 
be changed at the suggestion of the Minister for Trade, and 
if the House agrees, from time to time. we have 
mentioned in this Select committee a period of one year but 
it could be less or more. 

Another recommendation of the Select Committee is that the 
Trade Licensing committee should be abolished and should be 
replaced by a panel of 3 officers of the Government, the 
Crown Counsel, who would be the Chairman, the Consumer 
Protection Officer, and the Finance Officer. I would say 
straight away that the Honourable Mr Bossano has reservations 
on this particular recommendation. I would rather say so 
myself than have Mr Bossano stand up and say that I have 
misled this House. so these are the two major recommendations. 

Other suggestions of course are being made and I will mention 
two or three, but the main recommendation. is that the 
Trade Licensing Ordinance should carry on existing, and if 
I may say so, as the architect of the original Ordinance, maybe 

may I be allowed to say that this in a way vindicates my 
thinking on December, 1972. 

C 
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There are other recommendations, as I said, because one of 
thesections• of the Ordinance now states that businesses 
and trades in new development projects should be 
exempt from the Ordinance, but the suggestion of the 
Trade Licensing Select Committee is that the Development 
and Planning Commission should have powers to impose 
conditions, on planning grounds of course, on the use of 
these premises in new development projects as to the 
type of trade. And of course as 'a result of that there is 
a recommendation that a trade, a business which has been 
allowed in a new development project, should not automatically 
be transferrable outside the development project.. Furthermore 
is a business is allowed in one part of Gibraltar 
because there are not enough businesses of that kind in 
that particular part of Gibraltar, the Select Committee 
recommends that that businesS cannot be transferred to 
another part of Gibraltar without the permission 
of the coMmittee. And of course the reason for this 
recommendation is obvious, because whereas the new 
proposed Trade Licensing committee will authorise 
a certain type of business in one part of Gibraltar 
because in that part of Gibraltar that particular trade is 
not adequately provided for, it is fair that that paricular 
businessman should not be able freely to move to another 
part of Gibraltar where the tr,:.de is adequately provided 
for. 

tie are also mentioning as a recommendation of the select 
Committee that other kinds of businesses which do 
not now come under the umbrella of the Trade Licensing 
Ordinance and which are authorised under other Ordinances 
for example, bars, tobacco and things like that - should 
also be authorised, in the first instance, by this new 
Trade Licenbing Committee. 

Another recommendation is - and I will finalise with 
that - that there will be, if this House accepts the 
recommendations, a further appeal to the supreme Court should 
the Appellant not get satisfaction in the stipendiary 
Magistrates Court. And here again I would'like to thank 
once again Mr Paul Garbarino, who worked with us throughout 
47 meetings, and Mr Joseph pabre, the cooperation of both 

O
of whom has been very valuable. 

I recommend the motion to this House. 

0 
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HON P J ISOLA 

Mr Speaker, we support the motion. 

The recommendations of the Trade Licensing Select 
Committee were not unfortunately as easy to arrive 
at as those on air communication. The House will see 
that we had a vast number of meetings and that 
really it was a problem and whether we have satisfactorily 
solved it or not I don't think members of the 
Select Committee can be sure. But I think that the 
main decision we have to make is whether there should be 
a Trade Licensing Ordinance at all in Gibraltar. This was 
something where there were pros and cons either way, 
and it was- a very very firm and balanced decision that came 
in the end when we thought that on balance there was a need 
to have some. sort of regulation in the interests of trade as 
a whole, and, therefore, we have made these recommendations. 

These recommendations are recommendations which certainly 
a new Government will have to chew quite considerably. ue 
have taken the unusual step on this committee in suggesting 
that all the evidence that was put before the committee 
should be made available to a new Minister of Trade because we 
have a. wealth of evidence, a wealth of statistics, and it would 
be a great pity that any person who looks at the report and 
tries to implement it should not have access to these 
important pieces of evidence that were made available. 

As the Minister for Trade has rightly pointed out there 
are two main recommendations: one is that it should be 
the House that should decide between conflicting interests 
in Gibraltar as to whether the needs of the community are 
adequately provided for in any particular field of commercial 
activities. That it should be the House that does this. 
The reason why we have done, this is because we find it is 
very very difficult in a small place like Gibraltar, that any 
Committee that we set up would be able to decide these 
matters fairly without in some way or another having an 
interest or an indirect interest in the results of its 
deliberations, and somehow or other being subject to 
influences by the very nature of the composition of the 
Committee in any particular decision under Section 14(i)(f). 
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we have thought it desirable that this should be 
done in the-House so that it should be an open 
decision, that people who wish to have .decisions 
changed have a full opportunity•of lobbying if 
necessary members of the House, and also that the 
deliberations on this very important aspect of 
trade licensing should be in public in this 
House. 

Having taken away from the Committee possibly 
its main functions, which is considering Whether 
the needs of the community are adequately catered 
for, we pumped, unfortunately by a majority, 
for the idea of having a smaller Trade, Licensing 
Committee to deal with questions of applications 
composed, as the Minister has said, of the Crown 
Counsel as independant Chairman, and then the 
Consumer Protection Officer, to think of consumers, 
and the Finance Officer to think on matters relating 
to trade licensing in which the Financial and 
Development secretary's department is intimately 
connected, 

we have recommended Of course that anybody 
should be entitled to object before that committee 
either representatives of commerce, trade unions or 
what you will, but that the couJittee's deliberations 
which should be held in public, again in public, 
should be open to argument by the conflicting 
interest, we think this-  is' likely' to be a more 
satisfactory way of dealing with what is a highly 
contentious matter than having a committee, represented 
oLdifferent interest, sitting behind closed doors and 
deciding possibly because of the perbonalities of members 
in the comMittee itself, one way or .another on 
applications that affect individuals, affect the 
community:and affects consumers. 

up 
BY providing for appeal/to the supreme Court we think we are 
putting forward a structure that would seen to be fairer 
to the general public and will ensure that the main 
responsibility for decisions on what the needs of the 
community are should be placed squarely on the members of 
the House rather than on indivals, however representative 
they may be, rather than on individuals sitting under the 
pressure of people pleading for a particular licence or a 

• 
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particular occasion. We feel it is a matter which 
should be dealt with more broadly in this House. 

so, although we had 47 meetings, and although 
we have produced recommendations to the House, 
I think it is fair to say that although we hope the 
recommendations will prove practical and produce 
a fairer system of trade licensing, we are not 
altogether convinced that they will do. I think 
this is a matter which will have to be reviewed from 
time to time as it is an extremely difficult subject. 

HON J 

Mr speaker the length of tine that it has taken the 
Select Committee to come up with any recommendations 
of the Trade Licensing Ordinance, and the number of 
meetings it has had, is an indication of the 
reservations that there are both on the fundamental 
issue of whether trade should be controlled or free, 
and secondly on the best way to go about it if it is 
decided. The decision, in fact to limit the freedom 
of private enterprise is a move towards a planned 
economy, although I am not sure that this has been 
solely the motivation of the members of the Select 
Committee. But the Select committee has without a 
doubt been seriously hampered by the conflicting 
advice it has had from the Honourable and Learned 
the Attorney-General, and I think this should be 
plainly said, Mr Speaker, because I don't believe in 
mincing words. 

The Honourable and Learned Attorney-General was responsible 
for drafting the original legislation which was opposed 
vigorously in the House. subsequently at one 
stage in the life of the select Committee, he strongly 
advised the Select comittee to recommend to the House 
the removal of section 14(1)(f),  which is in fact the 
section that is used almost exclusively but not quite, 
but certainly the question that is used predominantly 
to decide whether a licence should be granted or not granted, 
namely whether the needs of the community are adequately 
catered for or not: It is the section in which the whole 
edift4a. of the restriction of trade rests. 

The Honourable and Learned the Attorney-General advised the 
committee at one stage that there was no doubt that the law ,ts it 
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stood 'was ultra vires and that an amendment 
should be put. This was resisted. by 
the .Slit. Committee and supported I 
understand by the Gibraltar Council 
where the hOleUrable Chairman of the 
Committee,- Par Serfaty, took the matter to 
the highest level and the, stLInd of the 
Select Committee was supported. 

I am glad that this happened because in 
fact it transpired that the Eenourable 
Attorney-General had been given wrong advice 
and in turn had advised the Select Committee 
wrongly. There is no conflict between 
14(1)(f) end. the Treaty' of Rome, but of 
course had we simply accepted the advice 
passively end gone ahead with it then 
probably the damage would have been done. And 
I think it is important to note that the 
Trade Licensing Committee itself felt so 
strongly on the-  matter that they asked for 
a meeting with the Select Committer to say 
that. as far as they were ecncerned if 14(1)(f) 
disappezmi they Would be virtually rubber 
stamping applications. And in fact minutes 
cf the Trade Licensing Committee were made 
available to the Select Committee, net I 
regret to say When the, Select Committee 
had originally asked for them but when it 
suited the Trade Licensing Committee to make 
them available to us, but they were made 
available to us and they showed.' that on 
ocetsions the Trade Licensing Committee 
had been virtually brew beaten by official 
advisers on the committee into-granting 
licences which they had wanted to reject under 
14(1)(f); And I think  ' • - 

iMR SPEAKER 

But I do not want to -interrupt yeti here, but 
nothing wc.s mentioned in the report, and what 
'we are considering is not what has transpired on 
the preparation Of the report but as to whether 
the report.as reported tb the House should be 
accepted. 

• 
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Do ycu fellow what I mean? 

I am givirg you a fair amount of latitude 
because it is- only fair that a.momker of the 
committee should give vent to some of his 
feolirgs, but lot us net go beyond that. 

HCI. J HOSSANO 

Well, Mr Speaker, thank you very much for 
that, but I think really that if we 
are going to bring a report to the House of 
Assembly which counts with the number of 
pages that this does and consists of the 
work of 47 meetings, then really we 
&re asking the house of Assembly to accept 
something, and I don't believe in asking 
the House to accept something without 
offering explanzAions of why we have arrived 
at what we `have arrived in this report. 

MR SILAKER 

But the committee did not consider it expedient 
to mention in the Report any of the matters 
that you. have mentioned that is the only 
thing I am saying. What we arc considering 
here now is a matter exclusively as to 
whether we should accept the actual recomnendatins 
made in the report. Do ycu follow what I 
mean? 

Yon are free to mention other;  things I 
know what you are going to tell me, if the 
motion was worded differently, or if there is 
a motion brought in connection with the 
behaviour of any particularbody,then that is 
another matter. In the context of this 
particular Motion, again a..s I say I don't want to 
be sticky. You cLn:go a. .bit further if YOU 
want to but yeu mustn't,- 
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HON J BOSSANO 

The rilevanee of what I was just saying, in 
fact,abeut'theattitude of officials in 
the Trade Licensing Committee, is very 
pertinent to to the recommendations on page 3, 
where it says that section .23 should be 
.mended- so. that the new Trade Licensing 
Committee should be composed exclusively of 
officials. In fact had they been 
composed exclusively of officials in the 
past we know that there would have been no 
rebellion againSt the advice of the honourable 
and Learned theAttorney—General. The 
people who rebelled were the lay members 
appointed to represent-  organisations. 

MR SI-EAKER 

No, I have directed. my  words as to the 
assistance viven th; the Select Committee by 
individuals, not by what has transpired in 
committee meetings of. the Trade Licensing 
Committee in the grEnting of licences. That 
is the difference between one and the other. 
but any way do cortinue. 

HON J BOSSANO 

But I think, lvr Speaker, that the importance of 
what I am saying is.  that in fact we cannot 
expect a strong reaction-to advise which 
may be incorrect froM officials. 

MR SPEARER 

Fair enough. 

HON J BOSSANO 

That is the point.  that has to be borne in mind. 
The Government with the responsibility of 
,implementing,the ,recemmendations cf the report 
has to decide whether to have a committee composed 
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exclusively of officials or not as the 
Select Committee has recommended and as 
I h&ve said is something over which I 
have reservations. 

I think also, Mr Speaker, that the amount 
cf time we spent en this, and our 
desire in the Select Committee to be 
absolutely within the requirements of cur 
obligations to the EEC, is sianething 
which has beon an inhibiting factor, and 
I think that perhaps'we ought to take a 
hard leek at. the'situation and. consider 
whether we ought to be so conscious of our 
responsibilities tcwLrds the EEC for as 
long as the responsibilities of the EEC 
towards us are as unclear as they are at the 
moment. 

I think the question cf the future of trade 
in Gibraltar as indeed the question of the 
future of every other sector of the 
community, has been put in doubt recently, 
and I think the attitude of members of the 
'House, and certainly my attitude towards 
anything in which I have participated 
so fart  is going to be seriously conditioned 
from new on by the attitude of Britain and 
the attitude of EEC towards Gibraltar and its 
future. 

I don't think, Mr Speaker, that' the cooperation 
that has existee up to now should be taken for 
granted as something that will be there 
and will continue tc be there. The situation 
has taken a dramatic turn in the last few 
days, and what has happened in. the last few days 
has happened after in faot the house had spent 
a long time on the Trade Licensing Ordinance and 
cn many other matters where we saw the future 
within a certain context, and everything that 
we have decided and agreed and planned to take 
plate within that context becomes valueless if 
the. context is changed. And, therefore, Mr 
Speaker, I think that point ought to go home in 
the upprcpriate quarters, because if it doesn't go 
home some people arc going to be in for a nasty 
surprise. 

a 
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MR SIEARER 

I will then call on the mover to reply. 

HON A W SERFATY 

Sir, I would only like to mention that 
whilst  

HON M D XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, I would like to say a few words 
on this. 

. I was glad to give my unreserved support 
to - the precious report which we have just 
debated but I regret to say that I will not 
be able to do the same for this one, 

jt is, as I am sure Honourable Members on 
the .Committee will agree, the best solution that 
it was possible to arrive at after very long 
deliberations,  in the circumstances, and I feel 
that it is apposite. to record that when the 
Attorney—General introduced: legislation in 
respect of land, labour, trade, and Control 
of labour I think it was, four Bills that were 
introduced by the Honourable and Learned the 
Attorney—General, we had a considerable discussion 
as. to what were tivar precise obligationsunder 
the Treaty of Rome. 

The problem was debated in this house on 
another occasion when representatives of tie 
CPA Regional Conference were here as well, at 
which a:number of these representations 
felt that they had not been advised strictly 
as regards their obligations under the Treaty of 
Rome and the subsecuent negotiations.. I had the 
honour tomeet someone who was very directly 
connected with those negotiations on Wednesday 
of last week and he clarified the picture even 
further for me. And Honourable Members will recall 

• 
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that on that occasion I felt that the 
Attorney—General had made greater:allowance in 
respect df trade than he had in respect of 
other matters, notably,  labourl .and the 
debate in the House resulted, as Loneurable 
Members will recall, in the  inlpsion 
of certain safeguards, extra_ safeguards, in 
the Ordinance rhich amended the Control of 
Employment Ordinance, to protect workers in 
Government employment. 

Mr STeaker, the ,listory oi this piece of 
legislation on which f/sie Select Committee is 
reporting is a most .unhappy one. It is not 
•because'there was adivisin in the house as 
reFLrds the protection of local business 
'interests, or bedause 'there was any lack 
of''concern as regards the possible dangers 
that might present themselves unless there 
was protective legislation to replace the 
leeislatieln that existed. I think all 
meMbers the House wer.o concerned with 
obtaining for Gibraltar the greatest degree of 
protection which the Treaty .of Rome would 

and - I'myself recall making some very 
strong' statements as regards what' 
Gibrtjtarian'businessmen in my submiSsien 
"Should do to protect themselves. However, we 
have not obtained,either in respect of trade or 
in resprect of other matters with which we had to 
conform en our entrance into EEC with Britain, 
the decree of protection which most honourable 
Members I feel Gibraltar as.a small place is 
entitled to. And the problems the Select 
Committee has had to contend withr  arc twofold. 
One, theproblems arising out of the 
legislEtion as.  presented tc this. house, which  as 
amended has continued to operate during the 
time that the Select Committee has been 
deliberat and secondly, the more substntial 
problems cfprinciple which to my mind have only 
partly been resolved, and that is being liberal 
in my views, by the Select Committee in their 
recommendation. 

• 
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Mr Speaker, I am not satisfied myself, 
neither is a substantial body of opinion 
in Gibraltar, that we have dole all that we 
could do in respect of protection, not only 
for trade but also for labour. I feel that on 
the basis'ef•-the recommendation of the 
committee we should go even further, and I 
have suggested to one interested group 
that if the Government of Gibraltar does nct 
go even further then perhaps they should. 
I am talking about some sort of direct 
ccrtact with the authorities in Brussels, 
under of course the aegis of her Majesty's 
Government who is responsible for our foreign 
affairs, to examine the possibilities which 
are open to small places like Gibraltar in 
these circumstances, and about these subjects. 

I hope that Honourable Members of the Committee 
see these statements of mine as a furtherance 
of their own feelings and their own purpose in 
prbducing the report, and that any future 
Government will take a stronger initiative than 
even that taken by the Select-Committee. 

I am fully aware Mr Speaker, that the 
Attorney—General is working at least once 
remeyed from the place where the decisions are 
made or. these matters — or shculd I say too 
removed. — and that her Majesty's Government in London 
has to represent these things to Brussels and 
try te get special concessions, for Gibrahar if 
my suggestion is to be followed. I think it is 
worth trying not only because of the present 
situation but because of the situaticn which 
Might very well develop. 

It was said in the course of the debate on 
these laws which had tc do with our entry into 
EEC with Britain, that the dani;ers would. be  
much greater if Spain herself at one time 
became a member of the Common Market. That day 
is no longer, even with the worse possible 

C) interpretation of the events in Spain, no longer 
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as far into the future as it was when 
the committee was set up and • 
less so than when we were debating the 
Trade Licensing Ordinance. We now know 
that subject to certain conditions being 
fulfilled there would be considerable support 
for Spe.ir joining the ELC, and as, eur 
immediate and very powerful neighboUr I 
have no doubt that the ch4llenge& that 
would be presented to Gibraltarian trade 
would be almost overpowering in the absence of 
strong legislation to safeE,uard lOcal 
interests and avoid a major dislobation 
of here in Gibraltar, whose 
implications could be essentially political. 
Honourable Members I think should therefore 
see this the report as simply the best that 
could be arrived at in the circumstances, and 
a report arrived at without, as the honourable 
Mr .Bossanc said, a member of the committee, 
without the very real and imminent possibility 
the Spain can become now in the foreseeable 
future a .member of EEC, wAlst remaining of 
course a very powerful trading company, 
besides whose concern is private companies, 
let alone Government companies, Gibraltar 

. commercial entities are quite negligible. 

Mr Speaker, I feel that Eenourable Members of 
this House, short of the law courts, arc tile 
most competent people to decide on these very 
delicate matters of setting up of businesses 
here in Gibralttr. We have had experience in 
this House of certain businesses from abroad, 
not from Spain hut from another neighbouring 
country, and we know the sort .of problems 
these attempts to establish businesses in 
Gibraltar can lead to. In connection with 
the airlines I already alluded to the possible 
dangers'that confronted us from possible Spanish 
pressures in that area. These pressures should be 
generalised. and,magnified: generalised because 
undoubtedly ir, a situation whore the restrictions 
no longer applied there would be great incentive 
for Spanish firms to come here to Gibraltar and 
establish themselves and there might or might not be 
Gibrclt;riar cooperators in these ventures; magnified 



a 

393 

because Spain is just across the border, 
and tie area surroLnding us is both' • 
economically at a low ebb, and alSo of 
special interest to the Spanish Government• 
anC the recipient of considerable subsidies. 

Mr Speaker, the House should be aware that 
these very grave considerations which I 
am bringing to the House are net these which I 
have invented et'enes which I alone -CJink 
possible. The Maxwell—Stamp Report, which 
suggeststhe economic integration of Gibraltar with 
Spain  

• 
MR-SIEAKER 

I''am very conscious•  of the fact that I- have given 
you at least the last quqrter of an hour 
speaking on a Very wide area, but I must now 
bring you back again :to what you are trying 
tc do. 

FON M D XIBERRAS 

I am most grateful, Mr Speaker., for your 
liberElity:: I do think that these 
considerations are important. May I• just finish 
my sentence en the Maxwell .Stamp Iberplan 
Report, and that is that this powerful 
report which has already begun to be cuoted in 
documents such as NATO documents is a matter 
of great concern and, therefore, it is a very 
important obligation of members of this Rouse 
to ensure that the strongest possible legislation 
is obtained for the protection of trade and 
labour and anything in Gibraltar. 

Mr Speaker, I said that it was right and proper 
that this house stiould decide on these matters. 
I think it is important, however, that honourable 
Members cf this house khould proceed much more 
cuickly on what I understand was common ground, 
but I do net know whether it is common ground any 
more, on a declaration of members' interest in 
this House, because.... 

9 
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MR SIIALER 

) 
No, no, chat is completely and utterly out of 
order, I will not allow you to go on with it. 
•1, am afraid it has nothing to do with 
the recommendations of the Report. I don't think 
that by any stretch of the imagination I could 
sell tlat to•::!nyone! 

hON D XIBERLAS 

May I say, Mr Speaker, without attempting to 
sell anything to anyone.... 

MR SIEAEIR 

No, but I do, you see, I have to interpret the 
rules End wAilst I am liborl there is a line 
on which I am net allowing any transmission. 

I have used. th.e word 'sell' deliberately 
because it is the Trade Licensing Ordinance whicL1 
we arc dealing with!! 

HON M D XIBERRAS.: 

Of course. 

Mr Speaker, my only, point is, that if we are to 
be judges here as the report recommends of 
what businesses have enough representation in 
Gibraltar or not, and the nature of things 
in Gibraltar where often a line of businesses. 
limited tr five or six business 

MR SEEAKER 

Yes, but there are obligations under our 
Standing Orders which recuire members tc 
declare en interest. 

C 
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HOE! N D XIBERRAS 

I am absolutely certain about this, 
Mr Speaker. I just think that re should 
gc beyond that, but I am not suggesting 
for c moment that we should do so now. 

Mr Speaker I think that that is an important 
aspect of it. 

Sc Mr Speaker, it is in the hope that the 
report of the committee will form a basis of 
fighting for further rights of protection 
for Gibralt!rian trade, along of course with 
Gibraltarian labour, that I will support, 
this time net undeservedly but with some 
reservations aimed at setting a better 
position, the motion. 

MR SIEAKLR 

Does the mover wish to reply? 

HON A VT SERFPTY 

The Honourcble Leader of the Opposition 
has mentioned the Maxwell Stamp Iberplan Report. 
I hope it has net escaped his nctice that this 
report, which I have read too, is mainly 
based and only considers the economic aspects 
of the problem and has 11,A, gone into 
the political, social.... 

MR SFEAKER 

Per goodness sake , let us net open a discussion on 
the Stamp Repert. 

HON A W SERFATY 

The more I listen to the Honourable the Leader of 
the Opposition, the more I am convinced that tile 
Trade Restriction Ordinance should remain in force, 
and I tell you why, Mr Speaker. And that is that 
whereas before I said that we had 250 million competitors 
who would be competing with us, I didn't say what the 
exact position is. The exact_position is that because 

• 
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anybody in the world can set up a coupany in 
any Ex country and the company be considered as 
an EEC national, ue would have had 2,000 million 
people competing with 20,000 Gibraltarians. And 
that is why I am more than ever convinced that this 
Trade Licensing Ordinance must remain in. 
our Statute Book until we'can find somethingbetter. 
I hope, therefore, that everybody in this Honourable 
House will vote in favour of accepting the 
'recoumendations. 

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

4 
The motion was accordingly carried. 

MR SPEAKER 

we now come to Private 1 eubers' Motions. There is 
one in the Order Paper in the name of the. Honourable .gr 4 
J Bossano. 

HON M D iiIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, when does the Goverment propose to take the 
Broadcasting Report? 

MR SPEAKER 

I have received notice from the Chief minister telling Lie 
that he intends to suspend standing Orders to enable Lieubers 
to discuss the report some time this afternoon. I 
propose it will be done this afternoon. lie will 
now continue with the Private Members' Motions: 

PRIVATE MEkBERSI MOTIONS 

HON J BOSSANO 4 

Mr Speaker, I beg to- move that this House is most concerned 
at the inadequate facilities that exist for the care of 
senior citizens and calls upon the Government to take 
immediate steps to put matters right. 

Mr Speaker, the group of people that I am referring to is 
that sector of our communit7 which is at the moment in practice 
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totally neglected. I have had a number of people 
approaching ue in the last few weeks and they 
have brought to my notice a situation of which I 
was totally ignorant and I au sure other uembers 
in the House were totally ignorant. And the group 
that I am referring to consists of people who are on 
their own and who have nobody to look after them. 

we have got a number of denominational Old Peoples 
Homes the larges of which is Mount klvernia, which 
were set up as a result of funds created by the 
late John Mackintosh, and these ioues have permitted; 
I think, the Government to neglect its responsibility 
towards old people. The Homes in question have in 
fact been for some time now requesting aid from 
the Government in order to be able to fulfja.  their role, 
their function, and this is something that I have brought 
to the notice of the House in the past, but it would 
appear from the evidence that has been brought to my 
notice, that the situation is not simply that they have 
great difficulty in coping with the work of looking after 
old people, but that there is a selection process 
going on over which there seems to be no control. 

It would appear that for example for an .elderly 
person to be admitted into Mount Alvernia,a number 
of things-  are required which in theory do not exist; 
In theory there are no specified criteria which have 
to be met, but in practice, and I have had this 
information from a number of unnonnected sources 
so there is no question of somebody coming in with a 
story and it not being corroborated, I have macI it 
my business in the last three weeks, Mr Speaker, to 
check this up very thoroughly, and almost that everybody 
I have spoken to that has had anything to do with 
the Homes, or has had anything to do with old people 
wanting to go into the Homes, has coue.up with•the &aide 

O explanation of how the system operates. Now I think 
that because the Home is:there and because it is a 
modern building and it appears to be well equipped, it is 
all too easy for the Government to say, "well, there is an 
Old Peciple's Home there, there is no problem," and the 
Old People's Home is run. on the basis that perhaps those who 

0 need it most are excluded. Because it would appear that 
certainly the financial circumstances of the potential 
inmates are looked at, and it would also appear that the 
state of health of the potential inmates are looked at. And it 

0 
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would also appear, Mr Speaker, that contrary to what one 
might expect, it isn't a necessary asset, there is no 
direct co-relation between the degree of ill heath 
and the smallness of one's source of income that counts 
most for being taken in. One would have expected in 
fact that it would be the neediest people that would be 
at the top of the list. I understand in fact that there is 
a waiting list to get admitted which is very long, I have 
been told that there are as many as 100 persons on it, but 
that in fact it is possible, depending on how isalthy and 
how wealthy one is, not to have to join the bottom of the 
queue. If this situation is so, and I have been told this 
by so many different people that it would be peculiar that 
this should not be so, the Government should make an immediate 
investigation into this matter and ensure that the people who 
really need care and protection are being looked after. And if 
in fact the Government cannot intervene directly because 
these Homes are run independently of Government in view of the 
fact that the Homes are in need of funds, the Government should 
seriously think of taking over, running the show properly and then 
providing the money that is needed to provide the service that 
people are entitled to look for. 

I think it is absolutely criminal that somebody should at the end 
of their working life be simply thrown on one side because they 
havO. given what they could give and are no use to anybody any 
more. In some cases the biggest culprits are the children of the 
elderly persons, who when they can see no further use for their 
parents they just don't care a damn .about them, Mr Speaker, they 
don't care whether they live or die or where they live or where they 
are. That is so in some cases. But in other cases of course it so 
happens that the children die before the parents. This is also an 
important circumstance. In others of course you have got elderly 
people who never get married and who have been living with their own 
parents and their own parents die. So we have got one area where 
the major source of neglect is inclesputably the immorality of the 
children, and I think I said this once before, Mr Speaker, when I was 
talking about the need for the Government to be concerned about the 
welfare of children, that I myself believe that the state, the 
community, has got an ultimate responsibility for every member in 
the community. A child doesn't choose his parents and his parents do 
not choose his child. They don't know how they are going to turn out 
and if the child is a bad son or a bad daughter then the rest of the 
community in my view are also the sons and daughters of our senior 
citizens. Therefore, we must step in, we must step in and s:iare the 
load for supporting our old people in their elderly age, in their last 
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few years of life, and making their lives as 
pleasant and as comfortable as we can afford to. 

ge are not doing that, Mr Speaker, we are not doing that, 
because the Homes that are in existence at the moment do 
not in fact cope with the problem. I have heard stories of 
retired old men who are living on their own in sheds, who 

got just the small income provided by supplementary 
Benefits because they are they have been working in the 
private sector and they do not have an occupational 
pension, who are in need of medical attention and who have 
great difficulty in being admitted into hospital because in 
hospital we also lack the necessary geriatic facilities. 
This is an area where the problem, Mr Speaker, I think 
is absolutely shocking and the reason why I have brought it 
to the House at this late stage and not earlier is quite 
frankly because I was totally unaware until a few weeks 
ago of the magnitude of the problem. The stories that I have 
heard of Col people being refused admittance into the 
hospital because it isn't treatment that they need, it is care 
that they need, and of old people being refused admittance into 
Mount Alvernia because there is a waiting list of 100, is a 
situation which cannot be allowed to continue. And although I 
think we have got a fundamental problem facing Gibraltar which is 
putting the whole question of our continued existence as a 
community in doubt, for as long as the community survives I think 
an absolute priority must be given to the care the protection 
and the comfort of our senior citizens. Because whatever 
Gibraltar is now, we owe to the generations that preceded us. 
That debt must be repaid, and if we do not repay it, Mr Speaker, 
we shall reap the benefits when it comes to be our turn, we shall 
get exactly the same treatment as we mete out. •Therefore, 
Mr Speaker, I urge the House to support my motion by speaking 
in its favour as well as by voting, and I urge the Government to 
take immediate steps to investigate -the natter fully and do 
whatever they can to ,sake amends. 

Mr Speaker then invited discussion on the motion. 

HON A Y MONMGRIF20 

Mr Speaker, nothing that the Honourable Member has said is in 
conflict with my thinking. My responsibility as Minister. for 
Medical services includes the provision of treatment for the 
geriatics in hospital, and I will say that because of the troubles 
of the Mackintosh Home, the hospital nowadays is ohocablook • with 
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geriatics. Geriatics is a very wide team, because 
most of the geriatics we have got in hospital today 
are really social cases, and of course it is a serkpfl,,. 
of social cases which are taking up bed3which are there 
for acute cases which are in greater need of these beds. 
we are nevertheless conscious of the geriatic problem in the true 
sense of the word, and the Honourable Member will be very 
glad to hear that I would have very much have liked to 
have made a statement at the time of the Budget but 
got side tracked by the debate on scamp, that when 
the modernisation of the hospital is finished the number 
of geriatic beds will be practically doubled and will be 
in consonance with the number of beds a community of this 
size requires for geriatics.. 

I would urge the Honourable Nember, since NIL, is so interested 
in the subject, to visit the present Geriatic Ward which 
has recently been reconditioned and which was handed over 
to us 3 or 4 days ago. It is not yet occupied by 
the patients who have been looked after in another 
place because of the modernisation, but I think I can say 
that it is now one of the best Geriatic Wards that you can 
find anywhere in the world. I am not exaggerating and any 
member who wants to go and visit it is welcome to do so. If they 
will let me know I will gladly take them round. 

It is not simply a ward into which you put old folks but 
provides all the facilities that the old folk need. 
The equipment is specially, designed for the care of the 
aged. It has cost alot of money to have all this 
equipment, some has been provided by generous donors, a lot 
of it by the Government. I can assure you that in that 
respect we are doing everything that'is expected from us 
because I have a soft spot for/aged. 

• the 
As regards the Mackintosh House I am very glad that this 
Matter has been raised. They may have their own problems 
but they certailly create problems for us too, because whereas 
they have got very strict rules as to how and who gets in, 
they have no qualms in passing patients over to. 9 i .

0r
n 

hospitals, and once they are in hospital it is noyus to 
decide whether the patient is fit to go back to Mount 1 lvernia, 
it happens to be the holy nuns. So we sometimes find 
ourselves in great difficulties. And I could not agree 
more with Mr Bossano that if we are going to give 
money, as we shall certainly have to in the future, we 
should take the necessary steps to see that whether we run 
the Homes ourselves or whether we run them jointly with thou, 
there must be rules and regulations that will satisfy the 
Government, if only because public funds will be invested in 
the Homes. 

4 
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Sir, we have no hesitation in accepting the 
Motion with one qualification: whether we can 
take immediate steps to put all these things right or 
not is another matter. we shall certainly do everything 
that is possible quickly to see that the anomalies that 
exists today are done away with as soon as possible. 

HON MISS C AMES 

I also support. the motion. 

I recall that when I was Minister for Medical 
services a lady approached me at Eastern Beach 
with a request that I should order Dr Montegriffo, 
the Doctor in charge of the Mental Home, to admit into 
this hospital an elderly aunt she and her niece were 
looking after. They did not wish to carry on looking 
after this particular lady not becasOe she was 
not because she was mentally unbalanced, but because she 
was elderly and they didn't want to have the burden of 
looking after her. The nuns would not admit her into 
Mount Alvernia, she could not get into the Geriatic Ward 
in the hospital, and therefore, she wanted Dr Montegriffo 
to admit her into the mental home, I gave this lady a 
piece of my mind on what I thought of her and her cousin 
for trying to get rid of that person who was not mentally 
ill at all. Certainly, even if I had had to power to 
order Dr Montegriffo to admit this person into the mental 
home I wouldn't have done so because to me this is cruel; 
it is immoral: I could not understand how a person could want 
to get rid of an elderly person or of the fact that she would 
want to be rid of her to be free to go out at night and did 
not want to look after her. The lady was not even 
paralysed: she was just simply 75 years old, and because 
she was that age she was a burden to this family, and 
because they could not do.anything with her they wanted to 
send her to a:. mental home. 

This is the kind of thing that has been happening here in 
r Gibraltar, where children themselves or relatives have been 

trying to get rid .of their elderly parents and aunts, and 
uncles, for the mere fact that they happen to be elderly, 
unable to perhaps look after themselves properly, are 
interfering with their freedom and therefore they want to 
get rid of them. In this respect I fully support the 

• motion of Mr Bossano. 
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HON A J GANEEA 

Mr Speaker, the Honourable Mr Bossano in moving 
the motion has chosen by and large to direct his 
comments at the situation of the John Mackintosh 
Homes. The care of senior citizens is of 
course a matter which we shouldn't be concerned with 
only in so.. far as the John Mackintosh Home is 
concerned, we should also be concerned to do 
.the 'utmost possible so that senior citizens who 
prefer to live in the independence of their own 
home are able to look after themselves as well as 
possible, should be aided by the welfare services, 
both medical and family care, whenever such 
assistance is required, and also in addition aided 
by the back—up Tacilities which can be afforded by 
voluntary organisations. If there is a waiting 
list of 100 elderly folks wishing to gain admittance 
into John Mackintosh Home, I dare say that there is 
a list just as long if not longer of elderly people 
who do not wish to be admitted into the Mackintosh 
Home, of elderlygfolks we do not wish, and who are in 
a way resentful of any interference from officials 
of the Welfare Section of My Department. It is an 
unfortunate but true attitude of mind amongst very 
many elderly folks that leads to outright resentment 
of what to them is prying into their affairs. 

I wonder whether the Honourable Leader of the• 
Opposition has got direct experience of that from the days 
when he was the Minister for Labour and Social 
Security. There is an awareness of this attitude in 
my Department. 

Prior to 1974, Mr Speaker, when the Family care Unit was 
set up, the contact which the Department of Labour and 
Social Security had with elderly people in their homes 
was mainly directed through the Visiting Officers, who 
under the suPplementary Benefits scheme visited the 
home of elderly persons primarily, let it be said, to 
ensure that the circumstances which had been advanced in 
favour of a claim for supplementary Benefits had or had not 
changed in any period of time. And, therefore, a systaa 
of regular inspection, annuals or twice a year, wao adopted by 
the Department. It had the benefit I think of bringing to the 
notice of the Department the conditions under which a number 
of elderly folks Were living, and I know myself from direct 
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experience of 2 or 3 very sad cases, where the 
Department could not persuade elderly folks to 
leave their homes and to be admitted into Mount 
Alvernia. 

Luckily, as I say, in 1974 the Family care Unit 
was set up with welfare assistants who are in 
a better position because they are not connected 

D with the Supplementary Benefits scheme, to take on 
this work. The Family care Unit, Mr Speaker, 
at present is fully staffed, but all the meubers of 
that unit are not yet trained. some of them are 
training now in UK and others are due to train next 
year. But it is the policy in the Department that 
when all the members of the Unit have been trained 
and have returned to Gibraltar so that the Unit is 
fully staffed, through their efZort to enlist and 
coordinate the work of voluntary associations to 
render the greatest possible assistance to people 
wishing to stay on in their homes. 

It is not just enough in my view, Mr Speaker, 
but the voluntary association, who do tremendous 
good work, it isn't just enough that this should be 
directed at Christmas time in providing gifts or 
assistance in hind to elderly folks. I think there 
must be a definite cogmitment-  and work needs to be 
coordinated by people with some'expertise in this field. 

Members of voluntary organisations are in a happier 
position to what to elderly folks might appear to be 
an unwelcome intrusion into their homes from the civil 
servants, is not a case where a member of i voluntary 
organisation is concerned. So they can do particularly 
good work to overcome this prevalent attitude. What one 
wants, Mr Speaker, is over and above the work that has been 
done in the past, a more coordinated and a more definite 
commitment. 

As regards the Home at Mount Alvernia, when the Goverment took 
the decision just before estimates time to nake the 
grant of £20,000, I think it was, we considered a 
report that had been prepared by the Board of Governors, in 
which the Principal Auditor of the Government was also 
involved, a report that had been prepared into the coatings 
and into the operation of the Home. And if the Government 
is to commit itself, in the future to regular assistance in 
the running of the Home, regular financial assistance, both the 
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Director of Labour and myself have already made it clear 
that the Director should be empowered, should be asked by 
Government, to look into the whole procedure for the 
admittance of elderly folks into the Home. so whilst 
we nay not take over the Homes, at this stage it isn't 
contemplated that Government should take over the 
Hone, nevertheless, if Government is going to take onto 
itself regular annual assistance, financial assistance in 
the running of the Hone, there is no doubt that the Director 
of Labour, who is the person most closely involved with the 
problem, will have to look into a system of admission. And if 
there are any aspects of it that he is not satisfied with 
Government will want this to be put right. 

The only thing that I am not very happy about,the motion, 
Mr Speaker, is that we are being asked to take immediate 
steps. If imediate steps are in connection with the 
admissions procedure in the Home, then, yes, this can be done. 
If it is with regard to the other matters that I have mentioned 
which we would like to do in connection with helping 
elderly persons at their homes, as I have said, it is a case of 
having the Family Care Unit fully staffed, getting the 
trainees back in Gibraltar so that we can be in a position 
to really be able to undertake what we would like to do. 

HON M D XIBERBAS 

Mr Speaker, there is some evidence which I can bear witness to 
as to the attitude of some senior citizens when approached by 
Government Departments. some do not like it and consider it to be 
an interference, but I do not, if I judge the Honourable Member's 
emphasis correctly, I myself mould met give it such 
a feeling of strength as he appears to do. I think 
that there have been certain conotations with any kind of 
Government Officers visits and so forth, ..hich I hope are 
gradually disappearing. For instance the test for 
Supplementary Benefits was one which was dreaded by old people 
since this was their main source of income, and since the test for 
Supplementary Benefits said that if they had a television sot in 
the house they would have to justify how they had come by the 
television set before they were-eligible for supplementary Benefits 
and so forth. This sort of prying, which was very important before 
as the regulations stood, was the main cause of this resentment. 

(7) 
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I think that the Minister would agree that it is 
precisely in the humanisation of these contacts between 
Government Agencies and senior citizens that the solution 
lies and the prejudice•- if such it can be called, can be 
eradicated. On the other hand I have also some evidence of 
the old school of thought ,idgich would couch its 
argument if we start giving certain facilities thust 
to old people then we shall veakon the family ties, 
the obligations which membe43.of the family themselves 
have towards these senior citizens. It is not a' 
school of thought I am a member of I feel that the world 
and social relation are developing in a certain way and it 
is very difficult to halt these tendencies in Gibraltar. 
If we feel that we can do so but do not succeed 
in doing so and do not help out in the circumstances then 
we are not doing our duty to a generation or two generations of 
elderly people. 

The Thayer Report, as the Minister knows, which eventually 
resulted in the setting up of the Family Care Unit, 
clearly accepts the obligations of Government in 
this respect, and here I entirely agree with what the 
Minister has said that the emphasis on senior citizens 
not in any of the Mackintosh Homes is a useful one in this 
situation. It would be wrong to imaine, as I think it 
has been the tendency in the past, certainly before the 
setting up of the Family Care Unit, that the senior citizens 
of Gibraltar were concentrated in these Homes, and outside 
these Homes there was not much of a problem because they were 
being looked after properly. This is not the case. With the 
leave of the House I mould like to raise very quickly one case: 
a couple, the wife an invalid, the man a very old person now 
and not capable of looking properly after his wife but who 
wanted to look carefully after his wife, living in Devil's Gap 
Steps, with a very serious housing problem which did not allow 
him to bring his wife out in a wheel chair and so forth. 
I think the Minister for Housing may know something about the case. 
Now, in these circumstances the problem of caring for senior 
citizens outside the Mackintosh Homes is in fact a bigger one than 
caring for those inside the Homes. Those who are lucky to get in, 
that is. 

0 
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I would like to see a coordination - in my tine I attempted it 
of the agencies whose services which do devote tine to 
senior citizens. The Honourable Mr Canepa will be aware 
of my efforts to rationalise the Social Welfare Committee, I 
believe it is called, and to try and get them to tackle the 
problem broadly at any particular time rather than deal with 
individual cases. There was such an attack on the drugs 
problem here and I think the result had been fairly good, 
because it was an even more serious problem at one time than 
it is now. I would like to see a coordination of these 
services and agencies in Fpspect of senior citizens where the 
left hand did not know what the right hand was doing I 
think as regards expenditure we might find that resources 
that are put by Government to this end might be more 
profitably utilised if this were the case and if there 
were real findings on this we would see that we could do 
much more for senior citizens even with the report which we 
now dedicate than we do now. 

I am thinking also of some of the jealousies that arise in 
respect of one department, in respect of another, of one 
organisation, charitable organisation, in respect of another. 
I think there is tremendous fund of good will in Gibraltar, 
as the collections and so forth demonstrate, for the care of our 
senior citizens, but I do not think that there has been enough 
coordination on'the part of past Governments in the use of these 
resources. I, therefore, urge that the committee I was talkie; about 
or any other committee which has representation both from 
Government and from voluntary organisations, should be 
remodelled, if this hasn't happened yet, and that they 
should produce some sort of information as to the problem. 
How many people do we have outside the Government Hostels; 
what is the real delfland to get into the John Mackintosh 
Home; do need to plan for an extension of these homes; how are 
we going to deal with these problems. 

I think this is absolutely fundamental: otherwise we miLht spend 
money in one direction and see the need growing in another. For 
instance, in respect of Mount Alvernia, if it is true as I am sure 
it is, the Honourable Mr Montegriff o has said that the GovernLent 
shall have to spend money on Mount Alvernia, the present fina:Lcial 
situation there, it is not just a question of getting control or a say 
in these Homes, it is also a question as to how much money should be 
put into that at the expense of the development of our services for 
senior citizens in their homes. 
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There is of course the very obvious points of pensions, 
these need to be raised and the Suppleuentary Benefits, 
to my mind, the rules must be revised to ensure 
that the Department of Labour and Social security 
is not regarded with any hostility by people visiting. 
I am sure that the general intention of visitors is a.good 
one, but they are hamstrung by the rules which they 
have to operate. I think it is a rather pageish 
attitude on the part of Government to say, "Look, 
you must justify absolutely every piece of furniture 
that you have hem.before we can give you any kind of 
supplementation." This in social cost is a tremendous 
loss to Gibraltar. I believe that the simple 
phrase "Senior citizen" which we owe to the Hon 
Bossano, has done a lot to ,change attitudes in the 
pensions fields and so forth. It is a more tasteful 
name than the one that we used to have before. 

To give one further illustration, I wonder what the 
response was in these holidays abroad for elderly 
persons, whether we got more people for Mount Alvernia 
than we got from people living with their families or 
on their own. The- Christmas bonus given to Mount 
Alvernia is another example. we tend to give that to 
people who are there, whom we can identify as being there, 
but we tend to forget about other people. 

And lastly I urge the Housing Authorities - I knoll they are 
under strength and so forth - but then there is a case for 
transfer of accommodation, to regard these older folks, 
the senior citizens, I wouldn't say specially because we all 
have problems, but to be aware of the needs of these older 
persons, especially those living on their own, and where there 
has been medical certification that they have a problem. 

Now, as to implementation, I think the HoUse is full of 
concern for this problem and perhaps so much full of concern 
in the past that we have tended to do these things 
piecemeal here and there and we should attempt to 
coordinate these efforts. I was saying, as 
regards implementation of th.s, I do not agree that these 
matters should await a future Government, I think very 
valuable work can be done. Certainly what the • 
Minister says is correct, that they could revise the 
procedure for admission to Mount Alvernia and try and see what 
the real deuand is there, but also I would urge hill to put 
to the Social Welfare Committee, or any other relevant 
organisation, that they start now preparing the ground, 
preparing some sort of inforAation for any future 
Government. 
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I think a simple listing of the services available and 
the amount of money spent and who are the recipient of 
these services, would be of great benefit to the 
next Government of Gibraltar so that not only 
a good deal can be done for the senior citizens but a 

9-:4comprehensive one. One on which not only the next 
Government but future Governments can themselves build. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

Mr Speaker, because of a professional interest in 
one aspect of the question of the running of the Mackintosh 
Homes I have some information which might be helpful 
to the House. I may have an indirect interest in 
what is happening in Mount Alvernia but once I declare 
that, I think I am entitled to say what I want. And I 
think it is only fair because I understand that the great 
difficulty that has arisen more recently has been the 
stringency with which people are allowed into the Homes, 
particularly Mount Alvernia. This arises as a result of 
the escalating cost of running the Home which are not met 
by theamount that the Mackintosh Trust has devoted to it, 
and I can say that the Governors for whom my firm has 
acted in the past and is acting now, are urging the 
Trustees,in fact have an application before the Court, to 
devote more of the money of the Trust to the main Trust of 
the Mackintosh Will, which is the Homes for aged people. 
That is the main trust of the Mackintosh will, and to devote 
more money to it to make their lives easier. In the meantime 
they have had naturally like anybody who is in need, recourse to 
Government money, which is public money, and there was this 
immediate grant to relieve a certain situation. But the 
Government feel that the question of the application 
to the Governors should be heard to see how much more money 
can be devoted out of the Mackintosh Fund. For the time 
being there is a substantial sum which will come in due course 
on the death of the daughter of the late John Mackintosh, 
but that could take another 15 or 20 years and that would not 
relieve the situation. 

I know that that is one of the main difficulties and I entirely 
agree with what my colleaue has said. There has also been a 
committee appointed to see whether the administration is sensible 
or not, and whatever the result if in the end public funds 
are to be spent in the running of mount Alvernia, much as we owe 
to the John Mackintosh Tryst and to the late John. Mackintosh for 
having these Homes, if we are going to pay substantial sums in 
order that these Homes are run in a satisfactory manner and that the 
criterion of admission is made much easier for more people to be 
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able to go there, then of course it is only proper 
that the Government should have a say in how the money 
is spent 'generally. 

HON L DEVINGENZI 

Mr speaker, from what the Honourable. and Learned the 
Chief Minister has said it appears to me that he favours 
the status quo vis a vis the management and the running 
of the Homes the only thing is that Government would get 
more involved  

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

If the Honourable Member will give way. I said that if the 
Government is going to spend money towards the Home we should 
have a say how the money is spent. 

HON L DVINCLNZI 

Yes. Mr speaker, the word there "if Government is to spend 
money," that is why I took it that the Chief Minister 
accepts that the Homes should be run as they are now, 
except that Government could contribute whenever needed and 
then.... 

MR SAilKiIR 

Ijion't think the Chief Minister has got authority to do away 
with the Trust or the•assets of the Trust as it exists. 

HON L DEVINCENZI 

No. Mr Speaker, he hasn't. The only thing, Mr Speaker, 
is that whether it is this Chief Minister or the next Chief 
Minister, what I an trying to say, Mr Speaker, is that it is 
Government's responsibility to look after the welfare of the senior 
citizens and that there should be full involvement. Now, 
the involvement of the John Mackintosh Trust should be perhaps 
incidental. Whether it is a major or a minor contribution 
is I think inmaterial, Government perhaps should try, and I am 
sure they would get the support of the Mackintosh Trust, in 
getting maximum support from this Trust which as the Chief 
Minister said himself, is in a way designed to help 
the senior citizens, but it is Government's responsibility. This 
is my main point. 

• 

• 

• 
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Mr Speaker, as the management exists today I think that 
the nuns and the workers there are no doubt doing an 
excellent work, but by their very nature they are 
probably conservative in attitude, and even 
in mentality, and that added to the fact that all 
the cash needed'is not there, help bring about the 
situation which is about now and which has necessitated 
calling upon Government for help. I think, Mr speaker, 
most close observers of this set-up will agree that 
whilst perhaps at the higher levels all these 
organisations are very well meaning and socialistic in 
attitude, when it comes down.to the day to day running, 
the conservative attitude doem..come to the fore and 
there is bound to be selection and what have you, 
which as the Honourable Mr Bossano said tends to discriminate 
perhaps against those who need it most. 

Mr Speaker it is ten minutes past one now and we have had 
several speakers on this subject. All I would add is to urge 
any future Government to• take _whatever steps are necessary 
and to do so as quickly as possible. To involve themselves 
fully with the care of senior citizens and then get as much 
money as possible from the John Mackintosh Trust to help in 
the running of it. Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

MR SPEAKER 

I will call on the mover to reply then, if there are no other 
contributors. 

HON J BOS8ANO 

Mr speaker, I am glad that all members of the House have expressed the 
sentiments that they have done and the support for the motion and for 
what it seeks to do, which is to rectify a situation which I 
describe, Mr Speaker, as really as a blot on our community, and one 
certainly which I was unaware of until the last few weeks, wac as 
bad as it appeared to be. There are two points which I would like to 
make absolutely clear what is the intention behind the motion: one is 
that I accept that there has to be a long term solution to the 
problem which cannot be done immediately but which a Government Dust 
frame in an awareness of the extent of the problem, and the short-
coming of the present facilities. Otherwise whatever long term 
solution they come up with will also fall short. The 
second thing is that now, straight away 
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that now the Government must accept responsibility for 
those people that are shunned by the Homes and shunned 
by the Hospital. That must be put right, Mr Speaker, 
because those old people.are now et the receiving end 
end there'are 6 nambbr of individual cases which I bring 
to the attention of the Minister for Labour and Social 
Security and I hope that the Honourable Member will take 
a personal interest in following them up and seeing that 
the Department does what it can with its present 
inadequate resources to make their lives easier in their 
circumstances - that is one immediate thing that I would 
like to see the Government doing - the other immediate 
thing that I would like the Government to do would be- to 
tell the Board of Management of the Homes that the renorts 
that there are of the selection procedures give rise to 
misgivings in Government's mind but Government has already 
put money and therefore Government already has an interest 
in the matter and that it is unacceptable to Government 
that whether a person is admitted to Mount Uvernia or ri-)t 
admitted to Mount Uvernia, for example, should be decided 
not in accordance with known guidelines but in accordance 
with value judgments which perhaps as I say instead of 
being correlated with poverty and ill health, enpear to be 
correlated with good health and wealth, and that, Mr Speaker, 
seems to be a negation of what the Home is supposed to be 
doing. I commend the Motion to the House. 

Mr Speaker then put the question in the terms of the 
Honourable J Bossano's motion which was resolved in the 

0 affirmative and the motion was accordingly passed. 

The House recessed at 1.15 p.m. 

0 The House resumed at 3.15 p.m. 

IJR SPEATCER 

We are still on Private Members' Motions and the next matter 
on the Agenda is the motion of which the Honourable, the, 
Leader of the Opposition gave notice five days ago. 

HON M XIB7aRAS 

Could I enquire before moving my motion what the Government 
intend to dOzAith the report of the Select Committee on 
Broadcasting,phether they are prepared to take this now? 

0 

0 

0 

5 

0 
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0 
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HON CHIEF MINISTER 

1 have given you notice, Mr Speaker, that I propose at a 
later stage to 'Illove suspension of Standing Orders to deal 
with the report. 

HON M XIBERR1IS 

Is the Honourable Chief Minister not prepared to move that 
particular motion now? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

I think it is fair that all Members should have as much 
time as possible before it is discussed. 

ER SPEAKER 

I have also received notice from the Leader of the Opposition 
that he is going to raise on the adjournment certain 
representations made to the Honourable Fembers by Yr Peter 
Lock. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, I have the Honour to move that this House 
deplores the inconsistency, inaction, incompetence and weak-
ness of the present Government elected in June 1972. 
Lr Speaker, the present Government took office from 2 years 
8 or 9 months after the closure of the frontier end after 
the first non-AACR government ever in Gibraltar, and in the 
midst of very considerable controversy surrounding certain 
flatters which affected Gibraltar in all its respects. The 
words that have been put into the motion are quite deliberate. 
Those of inconsistency, inaction and incompetence are words 
which the Government hove heard before from me, the added 
word of weakness is rather more topical but I shall come to 
that later. Mr Speaker, to try to deal with n11 the aspects 
which have come before this House, which have a bearing on 
the terms of my motion, would be quite impossible even if I. 
were to speak for 3 hours which I do not intend to do. But 
I think it is fitting, particularly with the present Leader' 
of the House listening in, that I should move this motion 
in the House because Honourable Members on this side hove 
always given a great deal of importance to the deliberations 
of the House and have always been concerned that the public 
in so far as it is possible end practical, should look to the 
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House of Assembly as the place where the important issues 
of Gibraltar are concerned.. ' It is 'perhaps one of the 
failings of the present Government that they have 
attempted to draw ettent.ian away from. this House of 
1,ssembly, Perhaps out of a fear of being bested in debate, 
perhaps because they have to be responsible for what they 
say and en answer can be given to what they say. The 
„aeetings of the House of Assembly used to take place when 
our Government was in office usually late in the evening, 
when people could attend and people could find out what 
was happening. The present Leader of the House chose 
with his usual panache. for avoiding questions and avoiding 
a public confrontation of his attitudes, started the 
practice of -havin6 the major part of meetings when people, 
especially working people, were unable to attend the meet- 
ings of the House. It is a fact, Mr Speaker, that in the 
four years of this ".L.CR government except for the frequent 
occasions 'on which the Government has been directly 
confronting a goodly sector of the community, meetings of 
the House have been as ill attended, may I say with n11 due 
respect to the faithful few who do attend, as it is now. 
I mention this in opening, Mr Speaker, begliALew. I feel that . 
this House and nowhere else is the place where Honourable 
I, embers ere responsible for what they say, can be picked 
up on what they say, can be criticised constructively and 
policies which are: of benefit to the community generally 
can be worked out in full view of members of the public. 
It is in this House where members of the public can see 
Honourable Members debating points and see who has the 
policies, the measures, which are of benefit to Gibraltar. 
Because leadership is not about drifting with the tide, 
leadership is not about taking the line of least resistance, 
leadership does not, lie imoolitical onportunio, leader-
ship is not merely a question of making statements on 
television with nobody to question them except an interviewer 
who very rarely attends the functions of this House for 
reasons which are perfectly understandable end who can there-
fore not really be expected to draw out the cardinal issues 
and the main lines on which parties are committed. The 
present Government took office with a mandate of rest ring 
sanity to Gibraltar, of ending chaos. And they were not 
es eloquent or as definite as I intend to be, they were out 
to create a united Gibraltar through the reconciliation 
of the various interests and to the good of Gibraltar as a 
whole. I have not mentioned the adjective British Gibraltar 
because Honourable Members on the other side drape this 
aspect of things down very much in their manifestos. How-
ever, I am prepared to concede that if they had had the fore-
siLht to look over their next four years in office, they 
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alight have very well included a categorical statement in 
relation to the adjective I have just used. But so many 
t.e.ings, so many views have changed in these four years as 
regards the election manifesto and the election campaign. 
of Honourable Members opposite. Mr Speaker, the first of 
these major changes only became known to this House almost 
half way throw;h the term of office of this Government and 
I refer the visit of the Chief.14nigter end myself toi?ewYor,in 
vocomper,-1tit4, snertly before the visit or tho Honourable the chief minister 
and :35r.s&ID o New iork, it became knoLn _Stor a great. doal of precollag 
by Honourable.  Members on this side of the House and by 
the press in general that the Chief Minister had had secret 
talks with Spanish representative's in Brussels. Honourable 
Members will recall that the question of the. attitude of 
the two -earties to talks was one of cardinal issues at the 
last election. The Chief Minister in a recent communique 
hos attempted to draw Honourable I\rembers on this side of 
the House into further dispute about the events surrounding 
1972. If it has to be done of course we will accept this 
challenge and I have full authority from the then Chief 
Minister before 1972 to publish certain communications 
which will not tend to prove conclusively one side or 
another but could 1:ye a. good indication of the events of e-4  
those months prior to June 1972. However, it is not on 
this part of the history, such as it is, of the present 
government that I intend to dwell, it is more on the 
development of Government and Opposition and the inter- 
play between the two in the time between the meeting on 
the Gibraltarian view in 1972 and the passing of the motion 
of talks with Spain at the beginning of 1975. Yr Speaker; 
the great division which Gibraltar suffered in 1972 in the 
election which resulted in the narrowest of victories for 
Honourable Members opposite by a matter on the last seats 
of less than 200 votes with eight seats to one side and 
seven to another, the great division was hardly np7plauded 
by one side or the other of the public that voted. Neither 
do I think was it applauded or welcomed by the many people 
who abstained at that time. There was deep and personal 
injury done in the course of those meetings and that 
election campaign and I hold myself responsible for trying 
to heal those wounds and trying to arrive at a position 
which Gibraltar as a whole could support. It became clear, 
Mr Speaker, that times were about to change and that the 
attitude of the Chief Minister and Honourable Members 
opposite as regards the desirability of beginning talks 
with Spain was going to lead us into very dark trouble. 
wren though France had not died it was clear for all to see 
that his days would not be long and it was clear that S-aain's 
needs would lead her towards Common Larket and NATO inter- _ 
Lerntion end that as a prerequisite for such integration 
they would have to be major changes in Spain. Although 
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nobody could have wished a longer rei gn to the nEetzgHend 
of State for what he had done to us the people of Gibraltar,' 
it was clear for all to see that the changes towards n 
more democratic Spain would give rise' to oertein dangers 
for the people of Gibraltar and certain question marks 
would arise in the minds of certain people in the 
United Kingdom as to the real future of Gibraltar. 
need not, Mr Speaker, quote to Honourable Members their 
attitude at that time, all Honourable Members made it quite 
clear when I raised the matter of the Chief Minister's 
meetings in Brussels, that they thought that "jaw law" was 
better than "war war" and that no harm could come of talking, 
These phrases and similar ones came out of the mouth of 
almost every single member of the Government. And though 
there was deep concern and deep annoyance in the benches 
on this side of the House as to the secret meeting in 
Brussels held at the request of Her Majesty's Government 
as we found out end although whet had transpired at this 
meeting became known in Gibraltar only as a result of 
certain correspondence in the London paper The Times, and 
even though Honourable Members on this side of the House 
hove justification to feel very much aggrieved that these 
meetings had been held in secret and it had not been thought 
fit to consult even the Leader of the Opposition &n. this 
raeeting,and even though it was only 20 months after the event 
that we had information as to this five-hour meeting in 
Brussels with the S-)anish representative, it was my 
instinctive reection in proposing a vote of censure on the 
Chief Minister to move straight away and in the interest 
of Gibraltar another motion which attempted to get a united 
front for Gibraltar even after all this trouble on the issue 
of talks with Spain. Honourable Members will recall that 
although predictably the motion of censure was defeated and 
although on the second motion asking for a common view, for 
nu talks with Spain' for as long as Spain was adamant N4'. 
sovereignty, although on this motion all Honourable aembers 
on the other side of the House expressed the feeling that it 
was better to talk than not to talk end that nothing but 
good  could come of it, I was delighted by the inconsistency 
of the Government and after consultation with the Chief 
Minister we were able to vote a very strong and n very 
powerful motion in this House which all Honourable Members 
supported which if I might 1. araphrase said that talks with 
Spain were not in Gibraltar s interest for as long as Snain 
was adamant on sovereignty and in nny case should not take 

0 ,,lace without prior consultation with the other side of the 
House. It was conceded that Her Majesty's Government in 
the exercise of our foreign affairs was entitled to sugr,est 
and to initiate talks, though it was not conceded that our 
foreign affairs should be purely a matter for Her Majesty's 
Government to judge upon and certainly not that our future 

• 
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was a matter which we entrusted-  te,the exclusion of all-
advice frog Gibraltar to the exclusion, of all legitimate 
end well considered advice from Gibraltar, that we 
conceded this right to Her Majesty's Government. And so, 
Mr Speaker, detpite our differences we had here a cornerstone 
for the formulation of a view which Gibraltar as a whole 
could support, which Honourable Members on both sides of 
the House could support, which the Trade Union movement 
could support and one which would stend us in good stead 
in the developing situation in Spain. Honourable Members 
will recall that Franco died, I think it was in November. 
and that by this time - it was in fact .in October 1973 -
that I had taken steps to start a process towards the 
formulation of a Gibraltarian view in which I may disclose 
the issue of no •telks was a cornerstone, and after November 
there was aosolutely no doubt that Spain would turn towards 
democracy. - I recall seeking clarification of the Chief 
Linister s attitude to the question of talks in a certain 
forum and I was delighted by his reply that in any case 
there was no one to talk to in Spain because Governments 
were changing, or words to that effect. This, Mr Speaker, 
could only rebound in the interests of the community and 
despite the inconsistency of the Government, despite its 
turnabout, I was delighted with that result. At no time 
did - I press the point in public, at no time did •I say: 
"Well, I do not know what the Chief Minister is going to 
do", though I was concerned. Mr Speaker, in July 1973, 
es I said, I wrote to the Governor pointing out the need, 
especially with what had happened with the last Governor, 
Sir Veryl Begg, pointing out the need for a united Gibraltar. 
It was barely a,year, a year and a few months after the 
elections and the great division which had taken place. Ind 
I submitted this letter, candidly, without excluding any of 
my thoughts,:  to the Chief Minister, with the Governor's 
agreement, 6t, least without his objection, and from then 
on I continued to press for a Constitutional Conference to 
be called and a Constitution Committee to be set UD. 
Honourable Members are aware of this whether or not they 
were informed of this by the Chief Minister and because 
the attempt to form a Constitution Committee became public 
knowledge as a result of my questions in the House. The 
Chief Minister in answer to my questions made the provisos 
that he thought that we should be united in our views before 
we sought a Constitutional Conference because otherwise if 
there were divisionsthere was, in his view and in mine 
expressed to him before he answered that question, no chance 
of obtaining a Constitutional Conference. I gladly acceded 
to that eoint and we set to work in J.-)nstitutionclonmittee 
to try to formulate a joint view. Mr Speaker, the fete of 
the Oonstitution.aommittee and the constitutional proposels 
if not well known by all in Gibraltar are et least known to 
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to Honourable Members here. They know that.in  the end 
after much discussion for two years there were joint 
views expressed. The Chief Minister hes said that he 
has agreed to my party's proposals in order to reach this 
joint view. The Chief Minister has said that he agreed 
with these proposals in order to make possible a 
Gibraltarian view. On our part we made it quite clear 
in the body of the report that our agreement to the :  
constitution Committee which was the P-ACR proposal had 
the same purpose in mind. In any case, Mr Speaker, we 
stated clgarly in the report that our agreement to the 
constitution :Committee was conditional on other things 
being accepted by Her Majesty's Government and, of course, 
by the A. because we felt that the Committee system 
&bald not ,operate to give but one example, if there were 
no common standards to be aimed at by all members who were 
elected after the next election and- that better than have 
the personal grievances and divisiOns that would arise 
there were no common standards which would have been given 
by the permanent economic link which sets those standards 
at British standards to be progressively achieved, rather 
than have these personal divisions which would make govern- 
ment almost unworkable, we would not have the committee 
system. Mr Speaker, in essence the two,  main proposals 
represented, to Mr Hattersley when he came nine months ago 
when it was felt that we would be able to agree in the 
long run after more deliberation on a common set of 
proposals. Mr Speaker, that set of proposals was 
described by Mr Hattersley as proposals for closer 
integration but I must make clear that at no time did I 
press in committee the word integration nor did I at any 
time insist on giving the relationship that was sought by 
both sides a name. We simply argued out the proposals so 
that everybody could be aware in the committee of.  What the 
shortcomings were. The shoxtcoMilagS from our philosophy 
and the shortcomings on the AACR philosophy and that it Was 
a compromise view taking into account What was best in the 
circumstances for Gibraltar. I remember asking the Chief 
Minister y  once it was clear that we would agree, whether 
he would be prepared to fight for these proposals and he 
assured me that he would be. Mr Speaker, I think I would 
be entitled to accuse Honourable Members of inconsistency 
in agreeing to these proposals. 

MR SPEAKER 

May I say that I have been very liberal because I was hoping 
you would come to the substance and that all you have said. 
must of necessity be a preliminary to'the accusations that 
you are making against Government, So far you have given 

• 
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a history of what has transoired. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

Jr Speaker, I am actually talking about the inconsistency 
I have described the inconsistency as regards talks with 
Spain. This I have made clear and I have now broached • 
the question of the constitution Committee. Mr Speakr,' 
these views were joint views and I have net chided the - 
Government up to now until What happened in London with 
inconsistency or whose side the proposals favoured. .116W-
ever, I did expect the Chief Minister to defend the 
proposals in London as.what they were, a joint view, a 
Gibraltar view, - a view in which both sides had amalgamated 
their constitutional thinking and had produced something 
which they thought was of immediate benefit to Gibraltar 
end should be taken to the Secretary of State at the time 
that it was. I am not going to d-,Tell on this business of 
who said what in London other than to take up the Chief 
Minister's own public words in Gibraltar that of course I 
defended my proposals.and he defended his-proposals or I 
defended my proposals more and he defended his pr000sals 
more, with greater vigour. I do not think that even if 
he were accurate in his representation of what hap-oened at 
that meeting, that that is what the public understands by 
defending a joint view. I stand .by what I have 'said in 
respect of what happened at the meeting but I do not think 
that the public expects a.  set of joint proposals to be 
fought for harder by one side and less hard by another side 
if these proposals are joint, if these proposals have been 
discussed over two years, if they represent a Gibraltarian 
view. Because, to take an example, what would happen, 
Er Speaker, if the leaders of Gibraltar. were to go on 
joint set of proposals in some Cature event. for talks.with 
Spain and one leader were to stress one side more than the 
other side? Would not the Spanish government, let alone 
Mr Hattersley, the 1,1inister, take. advantage of one side 
being prepared to fight the harder for one set of proposals 
than another because they happen to .have contributed it? 
Is this what the public understand by a common view or 
Gibraltar view and is.this what they are to understand. by 
a common view in the future in matters where the vital 
interests of Gibraltar are at stake? I do not think so, 
Mr Speaker. But, there it is, the Chief Minister has 
already commented to the press on the London meeting and I 
feel that whet he has had to say and what his party has had 
to say more than illustrates the point that on the-basic 
proposals, on whet Andrew Walker of BBC called a couple of 
days after the meeting, called the more important proposals, 
namely, UK citizenship and the permanent economic relatiOn,- 
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ship, Her Majesty's Government has not agreed and Andrew 
Walker carried on saying in the Spanish service of the BBC 
that Britain had indicated eto the Gibraltrurians where their 
future lay if the Gibraltarians could see it. This is n 
view of an iMpOrtont newspaperman, a commentator in the • 
United Kingdom, but I think it illustrates at least why 
the London meeting developed from the seeking of the 
Constitution Conference by both leaders of Gibraltar, 
Government and Opposition leaders, into something mUclia 
broader an indication of the way that Her Majesty's 
Government wasthinkin,-; as regards the future. It is this 
rather than the failure of the Chief Minister to defend the 
Proposals as a whole, which concerns me. It concerns me, 
Mr Speaker, because having seen the record of inconsistency 
of the Chief Minister on this important issue and allied 
ones, I am much concerned about the future of Gibraltar 
es I hinted to the House in two motions taken this morning. 
Mr Speaker, perhaps the Chief Minister could give us in 
this House, in reply, his assessment as he has given it to 
members of the information services so that the people of 
Gibraltar will know to what extent he feels that there is a 
danger or to what extent he is being even more inconsistent 
with the statement he made at the AACR conference as 
justification for his standing for election, that there 
were subtle dangers facing Gibraltar with the democratic:  
situation in Spain arid this was the main reason why he 
wanted to be there, he wanted to be present, at any future 
talks. Because if he wants to be present and he wants the 
people of Gibraltar to elect him to be present, then he has 
an obligation to assess the situation and inform the 
people of Gibraltar as to what his position is. Mr Speaker, 
I hope that after'the statement the Chief Minister had med(19 
the latest one in Blanco y Negro, widely reported, about . 
sovereignty and about the general firm line which he took 
in Blanco y Negro he can still stand by. I am sure that 
he will say, yes. I a.m.-certain that he will repeat pledges 
but the reason why I ask him to do this, to give his analysis 
of the developing' ,situation in Spain, not to Spanish , 
journalists, not to members of the press, but to Honourable 
Members here in the House, is because I do hot think that 
his attitude to what Mr Hattersley had to tell us not simply 
in respect of the proposals but on the wider issues, on the 
rights of the people of Gibraltar, I would like to think 
that I would not have to condemn him too on inconsistency 
on that. 

I have made clear that I have said that the Chief Minister's 
attitude was accommodating at this meeting and .1 stand by 
this view. Let me give an illustration, Mr Speaker. In 
respect of United Kingdom citizenship I understand that 
the AACR communique states that the AACR is satisfied with 
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the reply of Mr.  Hattersley. Yr Hattersley's reply was 
that nationality laws were being considered for revision, 
treat it was eX';51oratory at this stage and that, the people 
of Gibraltar would be no worse off in respect of entry 
into Britain, ,ice thoy ar© now. 7.01d 
the Chief Minister said thank you for that, assurance and 
obviously accepted it. And what went on at the meeting, 
Mr Speaker, what the Chief Minister said went on at the 
meeting, perhaps is neither here nor there. But what is 
important is that the AACR says now and what the AWR says 
now is that they are satisfied for the time being with 
this assurance. I would call this, Mr Speaker, an 
accommodating attitude in itself. And this is not some- 
thing which I hove invented the Chief Minister said, I P171 
talking about the AACR communique as stated. Now, 
Mr Speaker; is there not an inconsistency between the 
leaders of Gibraltar going and asking for United Kingdom 
citizenship with all its attributes as a constitutional 
change as possibly the most important proposal in our 
constitutional proposals agreed to by the Chief Minister 
in 1970, repeated now in 1976 in the context of a possible 
revision - of nationality legislation, and this attitude of 
the AACR communique that they are satisfied with what 
Andrew Walker called "mere guarantees"? Is this showing 
a consistent attitude throughout on this most important 
matter or was it not the duty of the leaders of Gibraltar 
at that meeting having agreed to this to press for much 
!More than that? Lest night Mr Speaker, _I was thinking , 
these things over and I said to myself: "How colad the 
British Government fail to give us a guarantee that if 
nationality lbws were changed in Britain the people of 
Gibraltar would have the same nationality, the same citizen-
ship, as the eeople in the United Kingdom? How was it 
possible to stop short at that position? How was it • 
possible in view of the preamble to the Constitution? 
Mr Hattersley totally unaware of the doubts that this would 
obviously conjure up with the people of Gibraltar here. 
Was the Chief Minister not. aware of this? Surely, 
Mr Speaker, Mr Hattersley knew the essence of our 
representation on this particular matter for 9 monthS. 
Surely he knew the importance we attach to it. Surely, 
Franco had died already and he knew exactly what the 
import and the purport of our representations were and how 
could he fall short of giving us that assurance. How 
could it enter his mind that the British Government would 
be allowed to take up a position on this matter once it 
had come to a head in the present circumstances, could take 
an attitude which it must guarantee us,,that if there were 
changes in British Natienality we would not have the same 
citizenship, the same nationality, as the people of Britain? 
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How can-he conceive. of it end how can the people of 
Gibraltar accept that position now? To accept any- 
thing- less than that assurance and by that I do not- mean 
that we should be given on the spot UK citizenship, I 
mean an assurance that we would never, whatever happened 
in Britain, we would never have a different nationality 
from the -Deople.Of Britain or a .different citizenship. 
We who-are in the Common Market, what worth is the 
assurance about entry, if the right of entry .might 
legitimately 'Declaimed by us as members of.the Common 
Market. And this we got unfortunately not from. Her 
Majesty's Government directly but by virtue of Her 
Majesty's Government intergretion into SDrope. It is 
indeed, Mr.Speaker, an accommodating attitude to adopt 
to accept anything less than that assurance. Mr Speaker, 
I will not go through all the proposals but I think that 
the inconsistency of the Chief Minister in his attitude, 
in his will to fight, in his mood to defend, and in his 
plqdges to ,his colleagues, display this inconsistency to 
a very.high degree. I go no further than the word 
inconsistency,. Mr Speaker. Mr Speaker, for two years- 
now the OppositiOn has been conscious of its role in 
Constitution Committee, its behaviour has been one of 
constructive criticism. Constructive, Yr Speaker, in 
series of events which I now turn my attention to, namely, 
the pay reviews and the relationship with the Union. This 
Government in 1972 was faced with a pay review, Mr Speaker, 
were faced with a. financial situation left by the.previous 
administration after two years and eight months, perhaps 
among the toughest that Gibraltar has had to face follow- 
ing the closure of the frontier. And they got into 
power, as the Honourable Mr Canepa often says, and facinfT 
this pay review their general attitude and the speCific 
statement of the Chief Minister was that the previous 
administration had left ho money to meet that - pay review 
even, I believe, the offer that was tabled by officials to 
cover the interim period of 40p or so, that they would have 
a deficit even with 40p on the table. I need not, of 
course, elaborate on what was eventually got by the unions 
but I do want to point out again the inconsistency of the 
Government in this that having stated publicly on 
television that there would be no money, after a-very. 
very unsubtle attempt to boost up expenditure and depreciate 
revenue the pay review was met and some very long time. after-
wards in the course of events in.  this House we found that 
there was a surplus. But, Mr Speaker, that was only after 
considerable turmoil even on that occasion, though of 
course by no means comparable of what happened on another 
occasion. The Chief Minister blatantly accused the last 
administration of leaving no money. He used. a political 
argument in order to defeat an industrial claim. And he 
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was -proved wrongoh'edonomic grbunds as was so wonderfully 
done by Mr Joe BossanO. in a very long speech that he made 
and circulated to MemberS of the press es he reviewed.the 
economic performance of the Government. What a. morass 
of inconsistency and of incompetence, the history of the.  
industrial relations of this Gov.ernment. What shame to 
government to have to adopt 1,000 different postures, 

public and otherwise, to mis-state the figures, because 
the previous administration had not committed the . 
Government to anything aore. And yet when from the: , 
Opiosition Major' Peliza said £5 Honourable Members' 
opoosite despite their complete misreading of the financial 
situation, jumped so high.that they almost hit the ceiling 
of this-House, what an inconsistency to have to face a 
certain sector of the community with the level of wage 
settlement which this Government had had to accept. The 
1972. negotiations, if such they can be called, should have 
been a lesson to the people of Gibraltar that the 
Government had no views on salaries. The Honourable 

Montegriffo has before the election been reported. as 
saying that the object of. the Government was to keep,  wares 
steady, to keep them low. What an inconsistency, 
Er Speaker, now, four years later, what incom'oetence in 
the furtherance of the Government aims and what weakness 
in respect of their stated aims. 

Ir Speaker, came the 1974 review and came the motion on 
parity moved I believed it was by the Honourable and 

And what supe rs td. rsr e  Gallant Major Peliza. he Chief 
Minister made in relation to ,parity of wages in this House. 
How well he excited his sense of ridicule and poured it on 
Honourable Members on this side of the House, how he 
referred with greet weight and authority to MncMehon, this 
unemployed gentleman quoted in Newsweek somewhere around 
Newcastle. Of course Honourable Members smile, I think 
it is indicative of the standards which public life have 
reached, Mr Speaker. I am vary grateful, Mr Speaker, for 
their attention, no doubt they have something to learn but 
1 do not think anything I could tell them would make them 
learn anything if they have not learned from their bitter 
experiences in the past - this is the point which I intend 
to make later - I do not think they have learnt et all. 
But this is en argument which belongs more to Mr Bossano 
then to me. Mr Speaker, came this' motion and of course 
this concept of parity of wages was out; the Government 
could not contemplate it, it was the boight of the absurd 
for anybody to come here and propose parity of wages with 
simply the power of reasoning end the power of'nrgument and 
the power of logic and figures and concern. It was too 
much to ask, Mr Speaker, that the Chief Minister and his 
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colleagues should be convinced by the power of logic, 
that they should be convinced in a civilised and democratic 
manner about these things. The motion was not only 
rejected, Mr Speaker, it was not even considered. And 
yet when the Gibraltar Trades Council put in their 
submission for parity of wages things began to take on 
different colour, a different complexion. It is true 
that the Chief Minister resisted the idea. One of our 
arguments in the course of the motion on parity had been 
that we could get industrial pence this way, that our 
responsibilities would come to the measure of our power. 
Mr Speaker, the Chief Minister is not paying any attention 
at all to this but as the GTC campaign got under way we 
had the Chief Minister at his most inconsistent and, if 
I may say, incompetent. Deliberate inaction, Mr Speaker, 
that was his policy - not doing anything. Let the Union 
or Unions crash, let them get nowhere, masterly inaction 
by the most ex)erienced exponent of the art. Do. nothing, 
even go to the United Nations if necessary but do nothing 
about the claim. Who will fOrget, Mr Speaker, in Gibraltar, 
the address of the Chief Minister on the 4th of October, 
I think it was, 1974? Who will forget his flat and 
uncharacteristic denial that any responsible government, not 
just his but any responsible government, would ever 
contemplate not only parity but a link in wages and salaries 
between Gibraltar and Britain. The Chief Minister shakas 
his head, but perhaps he could refer to the Chronicle of 
the 5th of October 1974, and at the bottom of the right 
hand column he will find a quotation which I will. not bore 
him with at this time. I will leave that matter because 
the Chief Minister shakes his heed for the sake of effect 
and I shall have great pleasure in quoting it in toto to hie, 
when I exercise my right of reply. Mr Speaker, but it was 
not only that he felt that no responsible government should 
ever accept this wages link, it was more than this. It 
was a serious and most un-Hossanlike statement of the 
consequences that would come to Gibraltar if this was 
accepted. There was a categorical enumeration of what 
would happen, there was a working out of figures of how much 
electricity would have to go up, by how much rates would 
have to go up, of the great harm that this would do to our 
case in Gibraltar, of what advantage they could take of 
these circumstances. What R. bleak picture, Mr Speaker, 
the Honourable Member painted. What a clear stand for 
leader to take and not in this House but publicly on 
television and with the Gibraltar Chronicle giving it full 
coverage in the front page at e time of great concern, and 
what a meak and mild Chief Minister we had after the event. 
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KR SPEAKER . 

I have not interrupted you for an hour but I would like 
to remind the Honourable Member that this is not a vote of 
censure against the Chief Minister, .this is a vote of 
censure against the Government, for its policies and its 
incompetence, according to the Opposition, in the work 
done in this House in furtherance of their policies, I 
imagine. So far I have only heard matters relating to 
the Chief Minister and I think I am entitled to say that 
you are using this opportunity to make on attack on the 
deportment and the demeanour of the Chief Minister and not 

the Government. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

I bow to your ruling and I would hove said'it was obvious 
that I am not attacking the Chief Minister or making 
accusations on the Chief Minister as a person. when a 
person is Chief Minister he carries with him the 
responsibility of the Government . .  

KR SPEAKER 

Order. Even though he carries the responsibility of 
Government you can bring a vote of censure against the 
Chief Minister. However, you have chosen, to bring n vote 
of censure against the Government and that is where you 
should direct your remarks. 

HON M XIB-1RRAS 

I have come to that and what I am saying is that the 
Chief Minister in certain areas clearly is speaking for 
the Government, but if it would be more in order I will say 
the Chief Mjnister representing the Government every time I 
made an allusion. These are not accusations, Yr Speninr. 
If they are what I consider to be statements of fact and 
the Chief Minister can laugh end that also is a statement 
of fact, Mr Speaker, that he always laughs when he' has no 
other reply to make. Mr Speaker, I am glad that I am 
putting' everybody to sleep I am glad that I am putting 
Honourable Members of the Government to sleep because I' -
think it is a sleeping; matter, Mr Speaker, that Gibraltar 
should have been sub3ected to 13 weeks of industrial strife. 
I .think it is a sleeping matter, Mr Speaker, that the Chief 
Minister on behalf of the Government should tell the people 
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of Gibraltar to take a certain step would practically 
end in their ruin as a people and if that is a sleeping- 
matter, Mr Speaker, I do not know when I shall wake up, 
or the Chief Minister. I do not know. I just put it 
as a matter of-great inconsistency, a matter on which 
the Government could have resigned but after 13 weeks, 
Mr Speaker, with talks going on between Government and 
Opposition with a possibility of getting a united 
Gibraltar - end I do not know whether I shall ever live 
this down with a certain sector of the community, 
Mr Speaker but with the people shouting outside end 
throwing bricks through the window and the Chief Minister 
inconsistently pale and harassed because usually he is 
very jaunty and laughing es he is now and crowded around 
these windows to see what was happening and cowering 
there in the ante room of the House of Assembly . . . • 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

Mr Speaker, I. object to the word cowering. Everybody hare 
was afraid about what was happening downstairs as much as-
he was because the mob could not be controlled. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

I withdraw the word cowering, Mr Speaker, and I em glad 
the Chief Minister is no longer sleeping. 

MR SPEAKER 

I can vouch for the demeanour and the deportment of every 
single Member of this House on that particular occasion. 
If Members wish me to be completely and utterly explicit 
I can do so but I do not think it is a matter that one has 
to refer to. 

HON E XIBERRAS 

In any case we had the motion which I introduced in this 
House, the eventual talks and the eventual let down, 
Mr Speaker, when everything had been finally agreed with 
the consensus of the Union with the official employers, 
with the effort of all Honourable Members I believe, with 
the exception of Miss Anes who was not present on this sid e  
of the House and Major Peliza, when meetings were held and 
everything was absolutely settled and the Chief Minister 

0 
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told us when I asked whether we were going to have 
another meeting on this he said very inconsistently; 
"No, we want to talk to the people who matter". By 
which he meant the Union, of course, on this occasion. 
The Chief Minister has a habit of talking to the people 
who matter. The interim was settled and Scamp came, the 
representations were made, the United Kingdom link in 
wages and salaries was agreed and the Chief Minister 
came back to the House and he said, very meek and mild 
now,, "Yes, this is the best way we think in the 
circumstances of achieving industrial peace". The Unions 
wanted it. Mr Montegriffo says "I am not intergrnti)nist" 
even though before he had said that a wages link was 
intercsration. And Mr Canepa who had made several final 
offers on television and so forth, not talks very 
eloquently about analogues end so forth, and the people 
,if Gibraltar will carry on their own sweet way because 
they have the money, they have the funds:, they have the 
link in wages and Honourable Members can be proud of their 
performance in these matters, they can be Proud of their 
competence, of their consistency and.of their strength in 
these matters. They.  can be proud of having settled the 
pattern of wages and income for the future in Gibraltar 
for the 'next four years, let us say. They can be proud 
g

rtl
Igis, they can be proud of having conceived the idea 

it over 10 years, delivered it, gained its 
acceptance and seenit work. They can be proud that in 
this fundamental aspect of Government in the bigcest 
problem Gibraltar has had to face in the last four ,years 
until now, they can now be proud of their contribution. 
They can rejoice at their foresight and they can go and 
tell the people at the forthcoming election that they had 
the foresight, the experience and the intelligence to do ,  
all these things. The people probably will not remember. 
They will not remember how things were but the Honourable 

Canepa, as Minister for Labour, will be able to explain 
this and the Honourable Mr Montegriffo who has often 
opposed anything to do with intergration, any idea vaguely 
related sayings "I am not an intergretionist"; he can 
also go around at election time and he can boast about how 
industrial pence aame to Gibraltar. Mr Speaker, when in • 
opposition, the Honourable Mr Serfaty was full of nlans and 
the House is so used to my criticism and my colleagues' 
criticism of Mr Serfaty's performance over the last four 
years that I should not bore you, Mr Speaker, or Honourable 
Members, with any great and elaborate exposition. We 
now about the hotels, we know about the enthusiasm of the lIonuurable 
Imo

but -thit nopartmont afx.amornamt if anot of cuntr*If3a0ortmoo to tile Imo-mono or twdrnnont certainly yno 
measurement of stated objectives egainx reel performance 
is surely the weakest of the very lot. Mr Speaker, how 
inconsistant, how incompetent and how inactive and how weak 
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the Government has been in this respect when a Minister 
who has set himself out to do so many things for 
Gibraltar, so much development to the extent that the 
wholeapproach of Honourable Members opposite when they 
were in opposition, was that the economy had to be 
expended, that we had to , watch our taxation, that we 
were reaching our taxable capacity, that we could not go 
any further, that our wages were almost et the very 
highest point possible and therefore it was necessary 
to create a higher turnover for the economy, a thought 
that no doubt influenced the attitude to talks with Spain. 
That such a key idea in the programme of the LACR in the 
Elections of 1972 should have taken such an ignominious 
trait _in the performance of the Government would not be 
allowed to go uncontested by any sensible electorate. 
Mr Speaker, the Honourable Member has told us in this 
House that up to now the contribution of the Development 
Programme of the Government has been 10 flats re- • 
modernised and 15 flats about to be re-modernised. They 
have finished off Va.ryl Begg Estate and they hove 
criticised Veryl Begg Estate for its siting, for the 
houses and all the rest of it but that is the only housing 
that Gibraltar has had. Honourable Members may very well 
laugh, they may look at their watches, but I have been 
lookik; at my watch for four years, Mr Speaker, seeing 
what is going to happen and it has not happened. The 
Government has finished end still we have nothing and we 
have been waiting and still we have nothing. We have not 
one hotel, Mr Speaker. I beg your pardon, we do have one 
hotel, yes we do, the Minister's plaque is on the Holiday 
Inn. He just managed to do that. No doubt he 
contributed to this but he knows that the major brunt of 
the whole work was done during the last administration, 
and it was not a Government development project. I em 
*talking about the inconsistency of the Minister. I 
imagine that the Minister did not mean that he would b;.:..J_d 
the hotels himself out of Government funds when he used to 
preach to us from those benches. I am saying that 
nothing has happened in Gibraltar in this line for the 
four years that he has been minister for Tourism. 
Mr Speaker, but for housing I could say: Yes, very well, 
the poor man has gone through a. bad time and now we hove 
ahead of us a very good programme for Gibraltar. He has 
not been able to do it, we were not able to build Veryl 
Begg Estate ourselves but we were able to launch it, to aet 
it ready, to have the money there, to have the plans there. 
It took time, yes, but it was there for Honourable Members 
opposite to allocate according to their wishes. Rut the 
Honourable Member opposite has told us he has 35 flats for 
the future in Gibraltar as regards new construction. And 
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onother Honourable Member has told us that there are about 
something like 1,400 families on the waiting list and we 
have heard from the Honourable Member that there is no 
chance of more accommodation except at some future date 
some very limited accommodation Rt Town Range but he 
cannot give a date for that. Mr Speaker, the other great 
achievement of the Government was of course the Sports 
Centre. It is a good job, Yr Speaker, that the Honourable 
ilembers opposite did not have to fight for the money for 
that or we would not have it here today. I think it is 
quite clear that that, too, was a continuation of the last 
Government after having the stadium built in two years -end 
8 months, by far the major of the two tasks and yet 
Honourable Members argue that the IWBP was not interested 
in sport. Let us look around to other areas of 
development. Let us look around to other areas of town 
planning. What a dismal performance the Minister hes put 
up in his four years as town planner, the one Member in 
this House, and I think it is fair to make the point 
because he himself makes the point quite often, who argued, 
because of his profession, that planning was extremely 
important and that it was necessary to be very careful a5out 
this. Jnd yet, planning has never been more controversial 
than now. There have never been so fateful decisions 
taken about town planning, so unpopular decisions taken 
about town planning and decisions so harmful to the develop-
ment of Gibraltar. But of course all these things could 
hove been pardoned to the Minister if in pursuance of the 
"right to our land" philosophy on which the Chief Minister 
told us at Budget time in 1976 grea,t advances were being 
made in order to draw attention away from taxation. The 
Honourable Mr Canepe . says "nonsense" that it has not got to 
do with the right to our land. Well, I sympathise with 
the Honourable Mr Canepa and I must apologise because it 
appears to me that the right to our land does not have to 
do with land, does not have to do with constitution, does 
not have to do with anything except the way people feel. 
That is the pure and simple significance of it. No 
concrete, tangible policy follows that. I am sure 
Mr Canepe feels very much about the right to our land and 
at home he is probably acting very much in accordance with 
this in the privacy of his house or in the privacy of his 
club or in the privacy of wherever he is. But that is 
not relevant to politics, Mr Speaker, I would like to know 
the relevance of the right to our land to concrete policy. 
It seems to me that there is a gross inconsistency in the 
right to our land and certain attitudes that have been 
taken on concrete political problems by Honourable Members 
opposite including Mr Canepa so I fail to see the relevance 
of this except, as I say, to Mr Canepe in his nrivate 
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capacity'or in a. private capacity, I do not know, or 
perhaps even within the AACR context. Perhaps it is an 
idea to keep people together there in the AACR. But I.  
would like to see it expressed in this House and I thought 
that I had in respect to land. But if the acquisition of 
land has nothing to do with the right to our land as I 
heard Mr Canepa say, then .I apologise, it must have to do 
with sotething else. in any event, Mr Speaker, there is 
no land with Mr Serfaty can offer to offset his bungling on 
planning matters over the last four years. Everything 
would have been pardoned, I think, everything would 'have been 
excused if he had got another stretah of land, let us say 
the west side of the seafront. Mr Speaker, we might still 
be in time. As a caretaker Government we might still be in 
time and perhaps the Honourable Member might be able to 
bequeath to the people of Gibraltar that western seafront. 
I know that we had a good proportion of it next to the 
Technical College under negotiation at a particular time anc 
and in four years nothing has happened on that. So, where 
is the consistency, where is the performance, where is the 
competence of Honourable Members opposite, where is the 
strength of Honourable Members opposite on this basic issue? 
Mr Speaker, We'come to something else, the airlines, we had 
this this morning and I will not say very much. But let 
me say that the Minister made a deal here which pre-empted 
his going to the Civil Aviation Authority and then he had 
the Gibraltar Trades Council jump over his head, go to the 
Civil Aviation Authority and get some sort of movement on the 
position. It was not a very big improvement but it was some 
sort of improvement on the position and I am very glad that 
my Honourable and Learned Friend Mr Peter Isola went along 
with him on this last occasion because this was the very first 
time that the Honourable Member came back with something in 
his pocket. We have not had a tremendous increase in the 
number of flights, it is an intractable problemr  I agree. 
But the Honourable Member when he was in opposition spoke 
about charter 'flights as if charter flights would cure every-
thing. Now we see a more balanced, reasoned and reasonable 
view from the Select Committee. Mr Speaker, the Development 
Programme in 1969 had to do with the availability of labour, 
and the present Development Programme also had to do with the 
4vailability of labour because the Honourable Mr Canepa made 
this quite clear as did the Honourable Mr Mackay. They said 
the previous administration had been too ambitious in their 
development programme, we had tried to do too much. And the 
Honourable Mr Mackay when he was.a Member expressed the view 
of the Government on the economic terms that we should not 
accelerate development too much because it would result in 
inflation. And the Honourable Mr Canepa, Minister for Labour, 
said that there were certain labour constraints on the 
Development Programme, that we could not find enough labour 
of a particular sort. I know about labour difficulties, 
Mr Speaker, having confronted them myself but we were shocke( 
to hear the Minister for Labour make use of this argument at 
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a time when the Government was negotiating its Development 
Programme. Obviously Mr Canepa just could not have had a 
clue about what was involved in the Development Programme. 
He had no notion at all how damaging it was to the Gibraltar 
case to say that the labour was not available. How little 
could be done by anybody wishing to have development if the 
Minister for.- abour said that there were constraints on the 
labour situation. And this was an argument which .I am 
sure carried a lot 'of weight at that time because it did in 
1969. There was no labour then as 90% of the operative 
labour had vanished overnight and yet we refused to admit 
that labour was a constraint and the money was there but 
three years later for the Minister of Labour to say that in 
the middle of negotiations on the development programme is 
to cut his own throat and his Government's throat for 
obtaining money. Heaven knows that things are' difficult to 
obtain money because of the situation in Britain, but fop 
the Minister of Labour to argue the British GoVernments 
on this is incomprehensible and I think that the lack of 
performance of the Government on this .matter is due-
unfortunately to what the Minister of Labour had'to say theLl. 
He should have prepared a brief, made out a case, found 
people it he did not have them but-ensured that the mono:,v 
came to Gibraltar. So, Mr, Speaker, we have not had 
development programme, we have had nothing really from this 
Government. And yet we now find unemployment in Gibraltar, 
we now find unemployment of Moroccans, we find unemployment 
amongst our younger people, and,I am not saying that those 
people would be put to work on the Development Programme, 
but I. am not saying that they were skilled labourers or 
skilled people that were required but what ,a tremendous 
lacura , what a tremendous gap is going to be left where 
people who have been working on projects now have moved awry, 
after all the work of 1969 to attract people here with money, 
with accommodation, after all the work we see our skilled 
imported labour force, moving away from Gibraltar. We see 
them moving on the UK projects those who can find the work, 
we see Taylor Woodrow importing the Philipino labour force 
and we would imagine see the Philipino labour force also m 
moving away for lack of work because the Governmdlit' has 
obtained no money and there is not enough work to be done. 
And whilst Her Majesty's Government have been at the southern 
most point building up there in that area a project that 
also approved in our time and which started work in our time, 
Gibraltarian projects are negligible. Mr Speaker, there is 
the inconsistency, there is incompetence and there is not 
being able to realise what one's fundamental job is. I 
have often had words of praise for Mr Canepn ad regards social 
insurance. We have had a good number of bill6 and my only-
criticism is the general criticism which I have made of MLI 
that he could have telescoped these changes somewhat moo 
he could have brought them in rather quicker. But in any 
case I think and I have made it clear that on pensions tie 
Government has a good record and I have explained why it v.'as 
It 



C) 

431 

not possible in our time to do this on the actuarial review 
and the question of the Spanish workers and Moroccan workers 
which required a very deep and thorough study by the actuaries. 
And I will give him credit where credit is due but I have 
told him myself that I think he has neglected very much the 
labour side of things and he should have perhaps have left 
more of these changes in insurance to the people under him 
rather than take such a close hand in them himself. But 
of course, I repeat, this is worthwhile work, this is lasting 
work and I think he has done very well in the question of 
pensions. I hope nonetheless, Mr Speaker, that even in this 
area for the future we shall be able to reach UK standards, 
constitution committee or no constitution committee, that this 
will be possible and that he does not go for his half the 
work in wage formula - I do not know actually how it works 
out - but in any case I do hope that we should have pensions 
not less than that if he is in office, if he is in office 
then we shall certainly raise the pensions to 17T7  standards. 
And so, Mr Speaker, the team working on the development 
programme, the Minister for Labour on the one side and the 
Minister for Development on the other and the Chief iiinister 
again failed very badly and the private sector of tie economy 
which they said they might be supported and so forth in their 
election manifesto has been very hard done by this Government 
in reapect of building and so forth. Movement is very small 
and I do not thing it is going to be very easy to reverse the 
position. Mr Speaker, there is a question of education and 
here again let us give credit where credit is due, in respect 
of scholarships the Minister has done well. There are two 
things I believe where the Government has done well, pensions 
and scholarships. There has been an improvement, unfortunately 
the Minister is not enthusiastic even when he produces some-
thing good for the House but nonetheless I think this is 
appreciated generally appreciated, it is a good move and one 
which is fully supported by Honourable embers on this side and 
where we have simply done our job of tryinE).  to get that little 
bit more, which is our job to do, but it has been a good 
performance. It is also a good performance in the provision 
of books for the various libraries, i.e. Mackintosh Hall, the 
schools and so on even though, of course, we gave him quite a 
drubbing at one particular stage but he has done well in that 
particular area. But, Mr Speaker, the inconsistencies as 
regards the general flow of education have been tremendous over 
the last four years. The Minister's statements over co-
education were quite unbelievable, that without consultation 
when he himself had said that the Comprehensive system needed 
time to settle down, that we had not prepared properly for it 
and he threw the Comprehensive system into turmoil by 
advocating, not only advocating, by announcing the introduction 
of co-education within something like a few months. This, to 
my mind, I do not know what madness overtook the Minister, I do 
not know why he did it, all I know is that very luckily he 
climbed down and Collister came and a whole new angle was put 
into education. But incompetence, inconsistency, surely there 
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was there. What a distasteful row, with the Headmaster 
in the Comprehensive Schodl, what a shift in announced 
policy and we are still reaniA,, the result 'of that 
uncertainty as regards the buildin of the Girls . 
Comprehensive School. As regards Sports, Mr Speaker,' 
I think, as I said very early on in this. House, that the 
Minister would rue the day when he involved himself direc 
ly in the affair of Sport . 

MR SPEAKER 

Yes, but - I will not allow youeto open that issue becauso 
that would be repetition. -.We-have already ventilated 
sport on two different occasions. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, I am not going to say very much. I will just 
say that I hope that if by some chance the Yinister is 
still Sports Minister after.  the next election I hope ho 
has learnt his lesson beCause the incompetence, rr Speaker, 
the incompetence the Minister .has displayed in this 
particular issue of the P,6,000 and of the ventur GE", 
is quite colossal. As regards housing allocation, 
Mr Speaker, we have had one very definite shift in policy. 
ie had the Honourable Mr Abecasis end his personal approach 
being replaced by the Honourable Yr Zammitt. The 
Honourable Mr Abecasis whose quarrel with the Committee, who 
got themselves into very serious.  trouble, into very hot 
water and eventually resigned, a factor which I think he 
said I was hypocritical in saying it or something like that. 
yell, he is not Minister for Housing any more so he can turn 
e deaf ear to it. But the change from the Yinister's 
announced policy to Mr Zammitt 's announced policy that he 
would stick to the Housing Allocation Committee was again 
on inconsistency which pleased us.. It was s . coming back 
to what we had said we should have been doing all the time, 
And perhaps the Honourable Mr Abecasis would have been 
lau6hing all the time if ; he had stuck to that policy, but he 
did not. Now in the neighbourhood of the elections I see 
a certain waverin6 in the Honourable Mr Zammitt, because of 
his statement at his Party Conference. I hope that he does 
not waver because, for what it is worth, my advice to' nny 
Minister of Housing that might take over from Mr Zemmitt is 
that he must ba in this above all things he must he consistent 
And he must be strict and he must follow the Housing 
Allocation Committee he must gi've it strength and authorityc 
Mr Speaker, there is so much more and I have been speaking 
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for 14 hours - which I could say but let me try to put 
some sense into the general drift of what I am saying. 
This Government, Mr Speaker, is token by the people of 
Gibraltar as representing an experienced Government, a 
strong Government - I have not dealt, of course, with the 
Minister for Public Works - but perhaps somebody else can 
say something about that. 

MR LPRIIIMR 

As the mover has taken it upon himself to review, all the 
inconsistencies I am not going to have repetition of all 
the inconsistencies by each Member again. Of that I can 
assure the House. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

The Government as a whole was taken as a strong Government, 
a united Government, a Government of experience, a 
Government that knew its mind, a Government that would go 
to London and would be seen there with great respect and 
would be welcomed particularly because of the great 
experience of the Chief Minister and it would be a strong; 
Government for Gibraltar. I imagine that is why P_I'XR 
au'oporters and those who voted for. this Government did so. 
We, admittedly, in the IVTBP had gone rather fast, we had 
introduced a good number of changes and the Chief Minister 
and his Government were going to bring sanity to Gibraltar. 
And for sanity there had to be firmness end the hand of 
friendship. There had to be reconciliation and advance- 
ment. Mr Speaker, I ask the Honourable Members of this 
House and the people of Gibraltar to look back over the 
lest four years, to look beck and to point out and to 
exercise their vote when it comes on the basis of whet this 
Government has done out of its own initiative, out of its 
own conviction, that it is going to benefit Gibraltar in a 
lasting fashion. I ask them to look around at the buildins 
I ask them to look arAind at industrial relations, I ask 
them to look n11 the way round and, bar pensions and scholar-
ships, which is not sufficient justification for any 
Government on their own, whet have they done, how have they 
governed, what initiative have they token, what can 
Gibraltar be proud of which they owe to them in the last 
four years? Have they shown strength with Her Majesty's 
Government, have they shown foresight, have they left the 
next administration something which they can carry. on with? 
Is what they have left for the next administration comnnr- 
able to that which Honourable Members inherited from the 
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last? Mr Speaker, we are very near the elections, yes, 
we can see that, but there is one issue which will come 
up even before the election. Of these four words, .of 
inconsistency, inaction, incompetence and weakness by far 
the most important one in this particular isue is the weak-
ness or strength of the Government and I refer to. the 
international situation. . I-  hope that even as a caretaker 
Goivernment Honeurable Memberslwill be able to be strong 
Jenouch to present that strong and united front no longer 
of Government and Opposition but of all the representative 
bodies in Gibraltar which the present situation so badly 
requires. I hope they can summon up the courage to look 
a little bit into the future and I hope that we can be 
united on this because I think that the people of Gibraltar 
have had enough of the weakness of this administration and 
they fear for their immediate future because of it. 

- commend this motion to the House. 

MR SPEAKER 

I will then propose the question in the terms of the 
Honourable Mr Xiberras's motion and before I invite any 
other Member to speak on the motion we will recess for tea. 

The House recessed at 5.00 p.m. 

The House resumed at 5.30 p.m. 

MR SPEAKER 

I have proposed the question and the floor is now open to 
any Member who wishes to take part in the debate. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Mr Speaker, it appears that despite the many Members of the 
Government present none of them feel able to stand up and 
defend the Government against the criticisms of the 
Honourable Leader of the Opposition. And since I have 
certain criticisms of my own. to make, Yr Speaker, I might 
as well make them now and perhaps after I have spoken some 
member of the Government will stand up or perhaps the 
Chief Minister will'stand up. I know that he likes to 
stand up .and answer. things rather than give other people 
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the opoortunity to criticise him. Mr Speaker,I am 
,oing to limit myself to what I consider to be the most 
fundamental aseect of the lack of Government, the lack 
of leadership that Gibraltar is suffering from et 'present 
and therefore, I am not going to draw the attention of 
the House to the many shortcomings of the Government in 
office, to the way that it has failed to govern well in 
the last four years. 

I think that has been well covered and I think the most 
important thing that the House should consider is the • 
remarkable contrast' between the determination and spirit 
demonstrated by the Government on internal issues on the 
number of occasions when they have in fact confronted thee-
trede union movement or when they hove confronted me 
across the floor-of the House on measures which I have 
proposed to further the interests of the trade union 
movement of the working class in Gibraltar, this remarkable 
contrast between that and the abject succumbing of the 
Chief Minister to the dictates of the Foreign Office when- 
ever Gibraltar's interest are at stake. To had an example 
not so long ago, Mr Speaker, on my motion of the question 
of discrimination between Gibraltarian and UK based 
employees in UK Deartments where in spite of his fine 
words in the House it was really without e doubt the action 
of the Gibraltar Trades Council that produced results and 
not anything the Chief Minister said because we got an 
answer to the motion passed in the House which was totally 
unsatisfactory. And we have now had, Mr Speaker, a 
situation developingas a result of the Honourable and 
Learned Chief Minister's visit to the United Kingdom where 
his weakness, his failure to defend the interest of.the 
people of Gibraltar has been so clearly manifested that 
they can no lone,er be denied. The British Government has 
told the people of Gibraltar, as I said the other night on 
an interview, Mr Speaker, that they have to choose between 
remainirv, as a British Colony or becoming a Spanish Colony. 
Jlnd those alternatives to me and, I believe, to the majority 
of the people of Gibraltar, are totally unacceptable. They 
may well be acceptable to the Honourable and Learned Chief 
Minister, maybe he does not mind playing games, he does not 
mind having a. sense of power and calling himself Chief 
Minister whether he is the Chief Minister of a British 
Gibraltar or a Spanish Gibraltar. Perhaps the most 
important thing is that he should be the Chief Minister, 
not what he is Chief Minister of. Maybe that is the 
situation, Mr Speaker, maybe that is the explanation. But 
whatever the explanation may be I think that the serious 
position in which we find ourselves in, the crisis that 
faces us, the uncertainty over our future, is only beinit,  

D 

0 



436 • 
made wo'se by, the attempts of the Honourable .and Learned 
the..Chief Minister to. minimise the dangers of our present 
situation. I believe he said in a press conference this 
morning, and perhaps he will repeat it when he. goes en 
television tonight or perhaps he will repent it in the 
House if he thinks that is the sort of thing that will 
reassure the people of Gibraltar, that Mr Hattersley was 
very sympathetic and emotional when proposing a toast 
after a meeting in London. Well, I can tell the Honourable 
and Learned the Chief Minister, that my reaction would have • 
uan after what Mr Hattersley said to the people of 
Gibraltar if I had beea.there to hope that Mr Hattersley 
would choke over the toast not to back that as 
consolation to people who have been snubbed by the British 
Government, who have been told by the British Government in 
no uncertain terms whet is in store for them. Unless in 
my estimation the. end is 'not inevitable,-unless they are 
pre,,Dared to put up a fight and instead of the Honourable 
and Learned the Chief Minister giving leadership, instead 
of joining in the fight he trigs to minimise - the danger. 
That, Mr Speaker, is almost the equivalent of our having 
fifth column in our midst. 

MR SPEAKER 

I will ask you to withdraw your last remark. 

HON J 30SSANO 

I withdraw it, Mr Speaker. I shall -probably have to with-
uraw quite a number of other things before I am through. 

MR SPEAKER ' 

Well, you can have a. go and see if you can get away with it. 

HON J BOSSANd 

It is after all, Mr Speaker, the last time I shall be talk-
in, in the House and of course outside the House I shall not 
have the same limitations. 

MR SPEAKER 

I hope without showing any bias as to what will heanen at 



3 

• 

O 

0 437 

the election that it will not be the last time you speak 
in the House. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Well Mr Speaker, I can assure the Honourable and Learned 
the Chief Minister that if he is not orepared to fight 
to defend the people of Gibraltar there are others who are 
and the fight whatever he may try to do to placate people, 
whatever he may try to do to give them a false sense of 
security, the fight is going to come because the people of 
Gibraltar want to know what is their future. And they 
want to know because.  they are entitled to know, they are 
entitled to demand what is in store for them and what the 
British Government has said is not acceptable and it is a 
sign of weakness on the part of. the Honourable and 
Learned the Chief Minister to give tacit aeproval to what 
the British Government has said by not condemning it. If 
the Honourable and Learned Chief Minister thinks that the 
people of Gibraltar can accept a statement from Her 
hejesty's Government that they are not entitled to ask for 
constitutional change, that they are not entitled to ask 
for constitutional change at the time they think 
constitutional change is appropriate because it might 
offend Spain, then the Honourable and Learned the Chief 
Minister is totally mistaen, is totally out of tuch with 
the spirit of the peOple of Gibraltar and the will of the 
people of Gibraltar to fight for their future. I have 
noted that 'in this morning's Press Conference he, made 
reference to that. Well, if he wants he can go to the 
people of Gibraltar and say to them that he is not prepared 
to fight to secure their future in case the Spaniards do 
not open the frontier. Perhaps in his assessment an 
open frontier and an insecure future is a better choice 
than a closed frontier and the security of knowing that 
our children and grandchildren are going to be able to 
live in a free and deMocratic Gibraltar where we will run 
things. But let me tell him, Mr Speaker, lot me toll 
the Honourable and Learned Chief Minister that this is not 
my judgment of how peaple feel on this matter. And I 
would have said that it was not the sort of thing one 
would have expected from the Honourable and Learned rember 
when he started the Association for the AdvanceMont of 
Civil Rights in the 1940's, but perhaps old age has crept 
up and completely eliminated whatever fire there was in 
the Honourable and Learned Member to fight for the defence 
of the people of Gibraltar end their legitimate rights. 
The thing is, Mr Speaker, of course, that as I say the fire 
is not totally absent when we are debating internal issues. 
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But it seems totally absent when the Honourable and 
Learned Member has to face up 'to the might of the 
Foreign Office. Then he comes back with excuses end 
platitudes and virtually tells the people of Gibraltar 
that they have to accept the dictates of the Foreign 
Office. I can assure the Honourable and Learned Member 
that on this occasion it will not harneen. On this 
occasion the people of Gibraltar are ready to fight and 
the' will fight, and however hard he tries to convince 
them that, there is no battle to be fought he will not 
succeed. Mr Speaker, I would have liked to have seen 
as a result of what took place in London a more united 
and a stronger Gibraltar to face the future. I would 
have liked to have seen that because I think the defeat 
of the proposals of the two political parties in 
Gibraltar — because it was a defeat for the proposals 
that they put forward — could have been turned into a- . 
victory if we had gone to the heart of the matter, if 
they had decided to make a stand as they were advised to 
dp by the Gibraltar Trades Council when representations 
were made to the Constitutional Committee, on the 
fundamental issue of what were the options open to us, 
what lay before us. Let me tell the Honourable and 
Learned Member that it would have been an honourable 
thing to do to say to the British Government there and 
then in London that the people of Gibraltar have got a 
right to seek decolonisation, have pot a right to demand 
it end have got a right to have an, overwhelming voice in 
Low decolonisation should take place. To do otherwise 
is in fact to fail to act as the leader of .e people who 
are colonial subjects, of a people who have no nationality. 
The Spaniards have offered us Spanish nationality, 
Mr Speaker, they have gone further than Yr Hattersley has 
Lone, the only thing is that nobody wants it. But the 
Honourable Member is acting and has acted in the past as 
a puppet of Whitehall, Mr Speaker. 

KR SPEAKER 

I have given you the .same latitude that I gave Mr Xiberras 
before 1 called his attention to one thing and that is 
that the motion before the House is a motion of censure 
against the Government collectively and not against - an 
individual: The motion could have been brought of 
course against the Chief Minister, there is nothing to: stop 
anyone from doing that, but once you,heve got it. off your 
chest, I would like you to bear that in mind. . 
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HON J BOSUN() 

Mr Speaker, I accept that. The Government of course, Mr Speaker 
speaks with one voice. Their most characteristic feature is their 
unity and I have no objection in fact, Mr Speaker, to extending my 
accusation from saying that the Chief Minister is acting as a puppet 
of the British Government to saying that all eight are acting as 
puppets of the British Government, in order to keep.to the spirit of 
the motion. Although I think probably it is more appropriate to say 
that the Chief Minister is himself acting as a puppet end•then 
'controlling everybody else because they dare not; in fact, break the 
discipline even when we are dealing with such a fundamental issue as the 
survival of Gibraltar and its people. I,need not add, of course, 
Mr Speaker, that the position of the Honourable and Learned the Attorney 
General and the Honourable Financial and Development Secretary as 
mouthpiece of Her Majesty's Government in the House.of Assembly is of 
course so well known that no criticism can be levied at them, that is 
what they are here for. 

MR SPEAKER 

They do not have vote an a censure motion like this one. 

HON J BOSSANO 

It is a good thing Mr Speaker, otherwise we know which way they would 
vote. Mr Speaker, I think the Government stands condemned more than 
anything else by what has happened in the last week than by what has 
ha-opened during the last 4 years and I think that without a deubt those 
of us who had hoped that things had taken a turn for the better, that 
we could all act as a team pulling in the same direction to defend the'.  
interests of Gibraltar have had those hopes shattered because the 
Government has shown that it is incapable of making a stand, of showing 
strength instead of weakness, when it is faced with a situation that it 
considers to be one where there is an element of risk involved. .And 
there is an element of risk in the stand that I think needs to be taken 
by the Government. There is a risk that the blunt statement from Her 
Majesty's Government will be folloWed by an even blunter one. But that 
risk in my estimation, Mr Speaker, which may be partly responsible. for 
the weakness. of the Government on this issue, that risk, is only a 
minimal' one. We cannot in fact provoke from the British Government 
whatever we do now an answer that we would not get anyway. The only 
thing we can do is to provoke it now when it suits us rather than getting it 
it when it suits NATO, the EEC, Her Najesty's Government or the Government 
of Spain. I feel, Mr Speaker, that if the British Government bad hoard 
the sort:of sentiments that I have expressed from the Honourable and 
Learned Member in London or if the people of Gibraltar had heard those 
sentiments from the Honourable Member when he returned to Gibraltar, 
then the Chief Minister would have been able to stand up in the House 
today and refute totally any accusation of weakness. As it is he 
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stands condemned by his own inactivity and passivity on this issue and by 
his continuing failure to stand up and be counted amongst these who are 
prepared to defend Gibraltar and its people. Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

Mr Speaker, the sense of justice of Mr Bossano is such that he condemns 
people before listening to them. I Can understand that having regard to 
his sympathies with certain regimes that do not give people a.fair trial. 
7He stands condemned", he says, and he has not heard me. What justice 
cane I expect . . . 

HON J BOSSANO 

If the. Honourable Member will give way. The Honourable and, Learned Chief 
Minister- had an Opportunity. to Speak before I did. I waited:  quite a long 
time; 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

That does not mean that he cant ake the law into his own hands and 
condemn because the order of debate has taken that order. But I will 
return to him in due course. I am going to deal a little more with the 
swansang of the Leader of the Opposition. I can understand after 4 years 
anxious to become Chief Minister of Gibraltar with his desire and ambition 
to become the first politician, with his frustrations at trying to, dictate 
the Government from the opposite benches and not aohievingit, I can under-
stand his great disappointment. I can understand hisgreat - Chw:grin-, I 
can understand his annoyance as was shown in the course of the whole of his 
performance earlier this afternoon. This is-kis last fling before' the 
election, it is an electoral ploy. NOthingthat happens today can alter 
the life of this Government in SO'far as the term is concerned. Because 
it would not be possible to have a resignation now in order that a 
Government that has no House of As's'embly after the 30th of July could 

: govern. In any case who is theLeader-of the.Opposition to talk:abOut 
our stand here when he sees hit party in pieces., First of all the. 
leadership Changed and the leader is.living in England this tojmportant 
debate is such that he cannot break his package one week to come here to 
speak. He cannot wait'for'Oneextra.day'in order to be able totake- part 
in. debate. His home 'is in England and he has to go within 1Jhoyeek, 
119 comes onSunday,.he attends, and if the meetings goenbeyOndthe 
Sunday, to hell with the HoUse of Assembly, he has to go - hack.tohis home, 
that is how he protects his constituents. He comes here, heA.ops not 

.put in a question; he is not in touoh.  When he gets-up he .talks 
completely off the. beam because he ' doesjiot know what'isjiaPpening in: 
Gibraltar: He .does not know the realities of meeting people,. every day. 
That is a. Member that supportsthe Opposition. Then another member went 
to Canada for better luck than here and better horizons. We areglad 
that at least weihave as a result of,that the grace of a lady in..this 
House. But Other than that, Mr Speaker,'what does it say about the. 
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cohesion of the Opposition - as an official Oppesition? Then he has 
another. member who defects because he is no longer an Integrationist, 
he is an Independent Member, and by the way he talks he looks_. to be 
more for independence than anything else. And a few months ago hp was 
there stoically defending the IWBP as Integration, being the, answerto 
Gibraltar. That is the Opposition that.speaks here with. authority 
about what'is to happen to Gibraltar and that is the alternative 
Government that we would be saddled with if there was the misfortune of 
a change of Government. That is the present set-up that we have. 
The Leader of the Opposition speaks patroniscgly telling us that we 
we have done very very-  well in pensions, thank you very much. We 
have done very well in scholarships, thank you very much. How 'nice 
of him to give us at least that little credit, how nice of him; when 
he has been telling us all the time everything that was wrong and he. 
has nothing but disrupt Gibraltar, nothing but pursue an idea that,he 
now sees completely shattered which he should have seen before if.he 
had had any vision because British Governments have successively been 
telling him that Integration is not on and he would not accept it, and 
one of the, difficulties that we had in England is that you had a' 
Minister who had been accused of meddling in Gibraltar politics because 
he said that Her Majesty's GoverLment's view was on the question of 
Integration, against whom there had been demonstrations and so on, 
getting his own back and saying: "What I am telling you now is the 
considered view of the British Government". And I have looked back. 
on the record and there is no Minister who has said anything different, 
the legal position has been explained to us and this is not acceptable 
to the British Government and this,is a reality that the Integration 
With Britain Party has been living with but have wanted to forget - 
completely by burying their heads in the sand, as if nothing was 
happening in Gibraltar. Change your name and be honest and call 
yourselves whatever you want but do not n call.yourselves Integration,  
because intergration is not dead, I said it was.an abortion and I repeat 
it again, if it was an abortion it died the day it was born.. That is 
the Leader of the Opposition trying to. lecture us on the whole field. 
He. mentioned bits and pieces of every Minister, all to himself, 1---T 
hours to himself, wonderful swangsong, record of the Members of the 
House of Assembly. Eight days before the dissOlution of the House. 
Perhaps it is his swansong, time will tell. The way the Government has 
carried out its work has proved that half of the presumptions and 
allegations of the Opposition are completely wrong. Whether we stay 
until.9, whether we stay in the morning, whether we stay whatever time, 
you-just have not got the people interested except: A few, unfortunately, 
to come here and listen, however much the Leader of the Opposition 
addressed the people in the gallery instead of addressing the Chair. 
That is the Leader of the Opposition.. History repeats itself, but I 
will come to that a little more so when we come to the Honourable 
Mr Bossano, 

The Leader of the Opposition spoke about a British Gibraltar and secret 
talks and so on. The point is, Mr Speaker, that we went to the last 
elections with exactly the same kind of threats that are being made now, 
that if we were elected the "Colorados" would be along Main Street and 
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the "Guardia Civil" would be there. Now the fortunate thing for 
Gibraltar was that we were elected because if we had not been 
elected they would now be saying; "If they had been elected they : 
would hare got the "Colorados" into Gibraltar. I do not have to 
express my British4ass every day or sleep around quietly bound up in 
a Union Jack as Major Peliza once said that the people were very 
sleeping tied up in a Union Jack - I think that would be a very 
uncomfortable way of sleeping. We do not have to do that in. order to 
be British and to be proud to be British and to dhallenge anybody 
to have done more to keep a British Gibraltar than I have_done: And 
I can tell the Honourable Mr Bossano aE;4::an incident -s because I will 
come to him - that there is nothing old about me.. 't can assure him 
I am strong and as young as he can be and I dare him - not to fight, I can 
can assure y u - but I dare him t start walking with me and see who 
gives up earlier. I dare him to walk with me miles and see who 
resists more. I dare him to show whether there is strength or there 
is fire or there is no fire. There is too much fire I can.assure 
you. I have never made any apologies for saying,.and I repeat it 
here, that it is better - I forget the phrase. but the Leader of the 
Opposition put it very well better "jaw jaw" than "war war". I 
believe that if we knOw what we want and if we know how to defend it 
we can go anywhere on behalf of Gibraltar. We can stand anywhere 
before anybody - not the British 'Government, I will come to that in 
a minute. Those are supposed to be and are our friends and by God 
if they are not our friends what hope is there for Gibraltar. And 
to see on old Integrationist and a founder of the Integration Party 
belittling the country with which he wanted to be integrated in the 
way he has done today is almost surprising. Who will want to keep 
company with those people if one thought like he does about the British 
Government? God forbid that I should have anything to say about the 
British Government. They know how to defend themselves and I could 
not care two hoots about that. What I want is to keep them on our 
side, that is the mission that 'Gibraltarian politicians have, to keep 
the British Government by their side and to take them by the hand to 
where they must be taken in defence of the rights that we-want to 
preserve. That is the mission of the Gibraltar leaders, that is the 
mission of leadership. The other unfairness that the Honourable 

'Mr Bossano has done is that he has taken for good everything that he has 
:heard from his former colleague and no longer his leader, the Honourable 
the Leader of the Opposition, as to what happened oin London otherwise 
he would not have made these remarks. Let me tell him that.if the 
Minister could have choked after the toast so could the Chief Minister 
and the Leader of the Opposition who replied in suitable. and dignified 
and proper terms whatever may be said about it. Because if it had 
been the Honourable Mr Bossano, in those circumstances he would have 
walked out perhaps before he might not have gone in. That is a matter 
for him. Each one is responsible for his own acts. I am dealing 
still with the remarks of the Leader of the Opposition_and'I would 
like to remind him on the question of citizenship which he has said 
that we have given in, I would like to remind him what the petition in 
the Constitution Committee Report was and the answer that_has been 
given. In sub-paragraph 7 of paragraph 2 of the Constitution Report 
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the request there is: "The Committee reiterates the representations 
made in 1970 and referred to above and asks that consideration be 
given to the special position of the people of Gibraltar, that they 
be regarded as,persons who neither have nor wish to have any other 
citizenship and that they be designated United Kingdom citizens under 
any new law that might be enacted." That was the request we took to' 
London. That we be deisgnated United Kingdom citizens under any new 
law that might be enacted. And the answer to that is; "We have not 
got anything yet ready, we have not got any proposals but we undertake 
solemnly that if there are any proposals that could affect you before 
they are even published you will be consulted." That is what they said 
and that is what I think is the answer-to that part.. In fact that part 
of the Report was fully met by giving us an undertaking. Because there 
is no new law now and if there is going to be a new law then we will be 
consulted and we will be given a prior right to say what we want about 
this. Mr Bossano said that he had no nationality. I heard him say the 
other day that he claims as I claim that he is as much a British Subject, 
Citizen of the United Kingdom and Colonies, as all the British people 
are under the 1948 Nationality Act, 8o I do not see why he should 
consider himself so destitute. He has a British Passport like that and 
I am sure he could even get a UK Passport if he wanted it but as far as 
I am concerned I do not want a UK Passport, I am quite happy with my 
Gibraltar Passport. And, of course, these were joint proposals, of 
course they were joint proposals. We compromised certain things in 
order to have joint proposals. But the report says which are the 
proposals submitted by each Party and we agreed to those proposals 
proposed by the other side on the clear understanding that our proposals, 
which was really an attempt for everybody to participate in Government 
and which gives the lie to the lame accusation of the Honourable 
Mr Bossano that at all cost - he even went to say even under Spanish 
Gibraltar I wanted to be Chief Minister - under those proposals the title 
of Chief Minister may be kept but the 4641,nce of the work is going to be 
shared and it is not going to be a one sided Government, it is going to 
be a sharing of power. Is that the indication of somebody who.  is anxious 
to keep a job, is that the indication of saying that we put Gibraltar first 
and we want everybody to participate in the affairs of Government 8o that 
we do not have seven people on that side frustrated frOm one meeting to 
another trying to find out how many questions they can put in order to make 
life of the other side difficult instead of contributing as they can very 
substantially contribute in a system of Committee. Those are the guide-
lines, those are the principle's upon which our Party was formed and 
continues to fight for. It stood us in good stead I have no hesitation 
in saying. The 1964 Constitution stood us in good stead - the Government 
and Opposition - when we went to the United Nations bebause that would 
look certainly. less colonialistic perhaps in the light of the United 
Nations. But if there are faults in that and they have to be put xight, 
they have to be put right at whoever's expense. It does not matter 
who exercises the, power so long as the power is in the hands of the 
people through their elected representatives and so long as that poWer 
is shared. Now, the point is, having regard to the experience we have 
here of the Leader of the Opposition and his great desire for 
repetitiveness for which the Chair has got to call his attention over and 
over and over again on so many occasions that he repeats himself, one has 
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to take that aspect of his attitude to matters into account to judge 
what happened at the talks with Mr Hattersley. The point is not 
more strongly made because the Same point is made 20 times to an 
intelligent person than if it is made 3 or 4 times in •order to stress 
it. Repeating the- same thing does not take the Twitter further. You-
might finish up being a bore and the fellow who is listening to you says: 
"This fellow has told me the' same thing so long that. I am getting tired. 
What is he going to 'say next time that. he is going to- repeat so many 
times. When are we going to finish." ,So that really the amount of 
strength and the amount of value that au-'4 cussa.on across the table has 
is not judged by the many times you repeat the same proposition. 
It is founded on reason, it is- founded.on clarity of statement, it is 
founded on strength of delivery, not in repetitiveness. And that, 
whatever the Leader -of the Opposition may say, that I did. in my 
estimation to full satisfaction. What I did. not do was bind myself 
to unrealities and I did not have to suffer the disappointment and the 
frustration that the Leader of the Opposition found himself in when he 
was told in simple words of simple syllables that integration was out, 
that the British Government had repeated it over and over and over. 
again, that it was against the legal advice that they had got. These 
are the realities that down-hearted the Leader of the Opposition because 
they were realities that 'he had been trying to put aside to pretend that 
they were a viable Party, to pretend that when Mr Hattersley was here 
what he said he was 'saying for himself and. meddling in local ,politics. 
My God, if they gave us any indication that that was likely and there 
was a demand for it generally and then .they said, no, we 'would tell 
them: "You have led up up the garden path, you have misled us, you 
have never told us that this was not on"-. All that the Leader of 
the Opposition could adduce was a reference to something that Mr 
Mr Wilson had said in America when he was in Opposition and the answer 
to that was; "We have looked at everything and the answer is, 
Integration is out." I can understand the frustration, I can under-
stand how all that coloured the view of the Leader of the Opposition, 
how down-hearted he was with th4P-'rest. I can assure the Honourable 
Members Opposite and Gibraltar as a whole that he showed no enthusiasm 
for supporting the Committee System. He mentioned it much less than 
I mentioned the other one, because I'made a strong stand on the question 
of citizenship, which was one of the - ideas. And last time there was 
the big lie. The big lie that I was going to *ell Gibraltar and the 
"Colorados" were going to come here. Now it is the same electoral ploy. 
But what the Honourable Members opposite do not appreciate is one hard 
reality and that is and. this I say with an introduction because there 
have been so many improper suggestions made that if I do not make the 
introduction it would be quickly taken up as being in agreement. 
Despite the fact, and this was made quite clear and in fairness to the 
Leader of the Opposition he mentioned - it in his remark, when the 
Honourable Mr Bossano was not in the House, I made this clear not in 
Gibraltar, not to a local paper, not to an English paper, but to, a Spanish 
paper. I made it quite clear that the question of sovereignty was not 
negotiable. This is my view of the matter but let nobody mistake him-
self or make any misunderstanding, the bulk of the people of Gibraltar 
want matters with Spain to be settled, I. will not put it any higher than 
that. They do not know how that should be done, they know they cio not 
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went to be Roanish 'but they want matters to be settled. 
That is a fact of'life' and there may be a few ultras,  of • 
both sides of•thosewho want to go over to Spain and a 
few who want nothing to do with .Spain es if it did not 
exist. But the bulk of the people, and that was even 
recognised by 'the Leader of the Opposition recently in 
connection with the reference to the Algecirnb ferry unon 
which he said he had not been consulted, I do not know why 
he should be consulted if there is en enquiry about the 
Algeciras ferry, but he said that so long as the economic 
and other safeguards are made his party had no objection 
to better Communications with Spain. That is a reality 
and a hard fact of. life. Now as to the allegation that 
I was accommodating. Well, let me tell the Honourable 
i\ember as I told him before that my view is, and I made 
it clear at the Press Conference this morning and I say so 
here now, my view is that I do not resign myself to a 
static constitutional position. I say that quite clearly 
and I made that reservation in London. I did not have to 
shout about it because I was talking to intelligent 7o00-nle 
who were taking note of what I was saying. I did not 
have to shout about it or take off my shoe like Kruschev 
and start banging on the desk, I did not have to do that. 
But they took good note of it, I can assure you, that we 
were not preocred to stand static in our constitutional 
progress, that no community that had a dependency en some-
body else could stand static and that if in their criterion 
this was not the time for constitutional talks, which was a 
matter of judgment and they had the last word, I did not 
tell them that but I had that in mind, they had the last 
word, in whether this was a good time or not because they 
are the ones that have to call the Constitutional 
Conference, whether that was the time or not was 8. matter 
of judgment but that I felt myself free et any time even 
without a change of circumstances but certainly with n 
change of circumstances, to come bock and seek changes in 
the Constitution, Ind I do not think I have to adduce 
much evidence in support of that, I have been nt the top of 
the constitutional change over the years in Gibraltar bit 
by bit, pace by pace, and that we hove reached the -stage 
which we have now greatly as the result of the work that 
was done before even the war was finished. I made it quito 
clear that the British Government had no right to chnni=re our 
status as British Subjects without our being consulted be 
because it was affecting us directly. It was something 
we had inherited and we were not prepared to agre to abide 
by that. I am not going to deal with ell the length of 
the angle that the Honourable the Leader of the Opposition 
tack in his speech, , I am going. to devote myself mainly 
to this one wgiCh as the Honourable Mr Bosseno has said is 
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the most important, the most crucial one. Because on 
matters of Scholarships or on matters of Development or 
or on matters of that there can be two views, and if the 
Opposition is not going to oppose the Government what are 
they going to do here? And that is why they do it, of 
course, this is fair, this is what democracy is all about. 
Those things do not really touch me but whet does touch 
me and I can assure the Honourable Member that he is very 
unfair, and I normally give him credit' for being reasonable 
and fair, is to say that I em the puppet of the British 
Government. I deny that categorically and I deny that 
totally. I have never bowed to anything that the 
British Government have tried' to do if I thought it was 
not right. 

But let me equally say in fairness to them because it is 
very nice to be destructive about matters and curry 
popularity with being this - hit at the British because 
they, do not want to give us a Constitutional Conference -
it is very easy to do but never from a position of office, 
1 have never, never in all the time that we have had these 

Thing with Spain, never been_ pressurised Tz- 
Inin6  at all in ()rapier to comply with of 
British Government. The Honourable Member may not 
believe it, that I do not care. The people believed it 
in 1972, they believed it in 1969 when 2 got more votes 
than anybody else and they believed it ever since and I 
can understand the annoyance of Members ooposite that I 
hove been able to hold the poSition for so long and that 
I hope to hold it for at least 4 years more. . after that 
I may apply for my retirement pension to my Honourable 
colleague. But I can understand that despite all the 
propabanda, despite all the innuendos, despite everything, 
the people have faith and if we are to have regard to 
democracy we must respect that at least, we must respect 
that. 'Sven though the Honourable ember may not agree 
with it we must respect it. And I hove given leadership 
in , the past, history knows that I do not have to say so, 
and I will give leadership in the future. But what I am 
not prepared to do for the sake of popularity is to` put 
people in fear of their lives when there is in my judgment 
no danger, that I will not do for the sake of popularity 
,or for the sake of becoming the next Chief Minister. If 
that is the price that has to be paid to become Chief 
Minister then other takers are 'welcome to the Job, I shall 

o home having done my duty properly for Gibraltar. Is 
it suggested that if I had been a little stronger or if I 
hod defended the proposals in a less accommodating form 
that the British Government who had brief on ell the items 
on which we went, is it suggested that if I had pressed or 
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said the same things ten times instead of three or if 
I had ex pressed considerable annoyance - and I do not 
tell you that I did not do it - that they were fding to 
change all their study of the ̀situation, ell their brief, 
all their legal opinion, all their considered judgment? 
Is that that credit that we give to a Government to wham 
we have to look for the defence of our rights? Is that 
the credit we give them bo cause if that were so it is 
worth very little and then we should be frightened to 
see that this is. the mean way in which the people of 
Gibraltar are treated that they will only give you some- 
thing if you shout high enough, whether it is justified 
or not. That is-the point, that is the ooint to be 
considered. The British Government as a result of the 
decisions of the Constitution Committee, were sent the 
report and were asked for a meeting in anticipation of 
a Constitutional Conference. We had a response to the 
request for the. meeting with the Minister and he had some 
of the answers ready. I do not think that the .situation 
has chanced in any substantial way from;the time before 
we went to.  London. •Members may nod their heads . but this: 
is a matter of judgment. Nothing has chanced except • 
that some more facts-have become real precisely beCauSe 
of the limy the matter was handled by the Leader of the 
OppositiOn we were not able in a joint statement to Mr-lk 
all the reservations that we could have made if we had 
done so. Let me say that the Leader of the OToposition 
is not telling the people of Gibraltar the truth when he 
said that he was under pressure in London to sign a 
communique. That is a complete untruth. Because if 
L5oin into a room and discussing matters as friends with 
people with whom we.hsve friendly relations and to whom 
we go to ask for things, say whether there is a 
possibility and when yoU say, no, he says: "Tell, if 
you want I will make all my arrangements different 'to 
give you more time to think about it in the morning." 
And then in the morning you want to raise everything that 
was raised the day before and they say: "N), we are 
prepared to come to terms on a. communique." That was 
never out to the test because the Leader of the Opposition 
in his very short-sighted view thought that by putting his 
name to a communique he was committing himself.. Committ- 
ing himself to what? Committing himself to stating the 
facts es they had been in Dindon and the Gibraltnr view 
having been expressed in that communique. Committing 
himself to what, in order to be free to come here and say-
irk.; what he likes about what happened in order to - mis- 
reresent to the people of Gibraltar what haeoened. That 
is what he has done and I accuse him of it. I accused 
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him on Saturday and I accuse him now. He has misrepresent- 
ed

.,  
the view, he'has done what his predecessor did, to 

bring fear to the .people of Gibraltar by his remarks at 
the Pres6-Conferenee, to put frihgt into the people of 
Gibraltar that once they-again were in danger of being 
sold down the river by the British. That is what he has 
done and that is what-I accuse him of. But I can cive 
him en assurance that the same as his -predecessor' failed 
by calling an election in no time in order to.be able to 
exploit that, in order to see whether he could get 
advantage and give up one year and two months of office 
for another four years'and he thoroughly failed, this 
one though.  we have stood our ground and governed. for . 
four years is not going to do nine any better because the 
people of Gibraltar will see thraugh him, because they 
have not - and I say this will all sincerity - they have 
not seen him as the Leader of a Government in Gibraltar. 
He has not made the grade despite all his verbosity and 
despite all his continuous repetitive interventions in 
the House, he has foiled to make the grade as a leader. 
I may not be the leader tomorrow, I may have a heart 
attack tomorrow, and that does not matter -• North Front 
is full of indispensable people - but he does not make 
the grade as a leader I can tell you that, he does not. 
There are people -in'his side that could make a better 
leader than he can, I can tell you that quite easily, too. 
But it is easy to blame somebody else for one's own 
failures, that is the thing. Now, Mr Bossano said that 
I would be giving the people a false sense of security. 
A matter of judgment again;  he may be given them a false 
sense of fright. Ind I wish him well really well, in 
contacting all the very influential people that support 
the Trade Union movement in England, in contacting 
Mr Jack JoneS, in contacting all the Labour Members that 
he can contact, I wish him well. I wish he went as soon 
as his other duties allow him to go and draw attention to 
the dancers that he sees and I am quite certain that. the 
responsible opinion that he will find is that the British 
Government are staunchly behind the people of Gibraltar 
and will never let them down so long as:  we want them to 
stay with us and despite our differences over this change 
or that change the people of Britain'and the Government.  of 
Britain and the Parliament of Britain-are behind the 
poeple of Gibraltar in order that the people of Gibraltar 
will exercise their own desire to determine their future 
the way they have done and the way they can do in the . 
future.- And' I wish him well in going to these -)eople 
because they will tell him the realities of life, they 
will tell him the facts as I judge them, I am quite sure. 
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If he gets the odd MP who is prepared to put questions 
becaupe there are always people with ideas about matters, 
that is another matter and I wish him well too on that 
because he will get statements from the British 
Government because if the British Government feel as I 
em sure they feel about the people of Gibraltar and the 
assurances are sincere, he will get them from whatever 
quarter he seeks them. Because the British Government 
may have faltered once in not showing at the beginning 
of the restrictions that they were going to stand as 
strongly behind us as they are, as they have stood all 
the. time. That is the great mistake that the British 
Government did in 1966. Because if they had said how 
far they were prepared to go to support the people of 
Gibraltar perhaps there would not have been an increase 
in the restrictions and the escalation of restrictions 
in. Spain because the Spanish Government at the time 
thought that the British Government was weak and if they 
hit hard enough they would give way. • And that was the 
only mistake and I said that to the Prime Minister at 
the time and I say so now. That was the great mistake, 

a sense of lack of importance to the matter and 
trying to shy away as if the problem was not there. '.1Thnt 
was a great mistake but that has been rectified time end 
time again. It was rectified in the Referendum. It 
was rectified in the Referendum, it was rectified in the 
Preamble on the Constitution, it has been rectified now. 
Anybody who puts a wrong interpretation to that Memorandum 
to which we were not able to have any say because it Was. 
a one-sided one, I have obtained explanations and clari-
fication on one point and I knew quite a lot of decent 
honest thinking people in Gibraltar were worried about, 
and that is the fact that they say that any innovation 
now might stop the possibility of a change. That is the 
view of the British Government. I am not saying whether 
I share it or not, I am saying that that is the view of 
the British Government and that is why they said et this 
point in time it would not be prudent to have a 
Constitutional Conference of this nature. 'That is all, 
and now I have had the clarification that under no 
circumstances was that an indication other than that it 
would make our life more. difficult and this is exactly 
what they were trying to do to try and see whether they 
could make our lives much more relieved. The Honourable 
Mr Bossano who was of course not here at the earlier 
part of the proceedings spOkE about as if one was goine- 
to promise people an open frontier. 7°11, that was not 
mentioned in any of the many allegations of the Leader 
of the Opposition in the 1:7- hours during which he 
addressed the House. That is neither here nor there as 
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far as I am concerned. I know that the bulk of the 
.people would like to see that frontier open. And this 
is a fact of life, what effect it would have bn us would 
be a different matter and one hos got to be careful if 
over they want to do that,how it is going to be done in 
order that it is not done at our prejudice but it is 
done for our benefit. What I have. said and I em 
arepared to say at any time is that if by talking from 
a position of strength, because we know exactly where we 
stand, if by talking we can convince people that what they 
are doin=g to the people of Gibraltar is wrong then, by 
God, let us talk, let us talk, There is nothing wrong 
in that if you know where you stand. There is wrong, 
of course, if you show weakness. I think what I said 
to a Spanish journalist in "Blanco y Negro" was 
sufficiently publicised here to show that my views on 
this matter are constant and the same all the time. But 
I would like to stress something that I read in another 
paper which was published on the 18th June, one of six 
articles on Gibraltar. "The question is that for us this 
is Spanish territory," says thee Spanish journalist, and 
I said, "but you cannot ignore the fact that there is 
history and treaty and above all rights. The right of 
the people of Gibraltar as respectable, as worthy of 
resoect as of the people of any other place." And then 
he said; "What really would have no sense in this united 
Europe would be the presence of a country like 7n7land 
maintaining a colony within the continent". I said; 
'When you never dreamt of the most minimum of democratic 
rights we here were already going.to the polls. And I 
will tell you more, the democratic rights we enjoy from a 
long time ago in Gibraltar we are not prepared to lose 
for the simple reason that these have not been given to 
us es a present, we have struggled for them. I have 
been the first one who before the second world war had 
finished, I started to struggle so that there would be 
representative institutions in Gibraltar and. I assure you 
that above everything else this was a simple colony with 
nothing like a situation which could remotely look as the 
autonomy that we have today in internal matters. 
that despite the fact that somebody would believe that 
the British Government had given this to us as a 
present. We have had to gain it step by step day by day 
with certain difficulties". 

IVIR SPEAKER 

Where is the article from? 
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HON CHIEF MINISTER 

From "Pueblo". One of the headings of my quotations 
are: "Thanks to the Blockade the Gibraltarians have 
found their own identi::y." That is how I spolik to 
Spanish journalists and that is how.I spook to everybody. 
But I believe in speaking and I believe that now these 
ideas are getting into the people who have to start 
thinking for their own future and as I said: "You put 
your house in order, we have ours already in order. You 
put your house in order when you are ready and have it 
in order then we will talk about it, if you are a 
demoeracy and you can do that." So that, Mr Speaker, 
the,people of "Gibraltar need have no fear. They do 
not have to sleep with their Union, Jacks wrapped around 
them in order to maintain their Britishness. What they 
have to do is to have a s,  se of proportion and a sense 
of purpose, to be strong in standing up' to the difficulties 
es they have been. And the Leader of the Opposition has 
praised the people and so did Mr'Hattersley praise .the 
people for the stand that they had taken. That is not 
the attitude of people who want to sell us down the river,. 
who say: "You have stood well your restrictions and I 
admire the people of Gibraltar for standing um to so many 
restrictions which we want to save you from". So that 
really the question of what is to happen in the future 
is a matter of judgment. I am convinced and I would be 
insincere and it would go • contrary to the principles 
that I have always observed in 30 odd years of public' 
life in not stating the views in matters of this import- 
ance as I feel them. If I had the least possible doubt 
that the British Government was reneging of its commit-
ments in Gibraltar, that the British Government was.F,OinP 
to sell us down the river, I would be the firdt one to 
call the alarm of the :people of Gibraltar to it. I may 
1?e wron. I was told that I was wrong in,  the 1960's, 
that Britain woe gain; to let us down but I was proved 
right. Britain did not let us down and I am not wrong 
in my judgment, in my very considered judgment, I am' not 
wrong now. The British.Government have no intention of 
letting us down. We may have our differences, good 
friends have differences but the lest thing we want to 
do is to make them our enemies because we have no other 
friend. Thank you;  Mr Speaker. 

HON P J 'Sauk 

Nr Sppaker, I do not know his war' we are discussing the 
Motion before the House. I know that the points that 
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are being touched are of extreme importance . . . . 

MR SPEAKER 

May I say that the things that have been said in reply have been in 
order. 

HON P J ISOLA 

I am not doubting that. I did not have the good fortune of listening 
to the Honourable Mr Joe Bossano in what he said. I, personally, on 
this particular issue that has been raised about the recent visit to 
London of Gibraltar representatives, I would if possible not like to 
put any more coals in the fire at the moment, Mr Speaker, but I think 
I would express the view or the hope that the proposals of the 
Constitution Committee that were worked out over a period of two years 
by Gibraltar's two political parties in Gibraltar and the only people 
elected by the people to carry out those responsibilities of those 
proposals that were arrived at by discussion, by compromise and, I 
think, in a general spirit on both sides of the House to put forward 
some proposals that would in our judgment ensure for Gibraltar and its 
people the security and the prosperity that we obviously all want for 
them. One would hope that those proposals would not be lightly 
discarded by anbyody and we hope that the fact that they have been 
rejected by the British Government in present circumstances would not 
deter the political parties from seeking to honour an agreement that 
they signed and sent on to the British Government. There is not going 
to be a question as between the elected leaders of Gibraltar of decrying 
the proposals, one part of the proposals by one side and the other part 
of the proposals by the other. Clearly,these proposals were come to 
after very serious consideration. The two main proposals were in fact 
put to the Minister of State as far back as September, 1975, and I think 
it is very much a matter for regret that the British Government did not 
see it advisable or proper to have given a reply to those proposals 
earlier than during a full blown visit of Gibraltar's representatives. 
And that of course is a rebuff not just to the people's representatives 
but to the people of Gibraltar and something which I think we must 
regret, but I would agree, and I am sure it is not the intention of any 
person in the IWBP to start now a campaign of hatred for the British 
Government. I do not think that can be said of us because we are seek—
ing closer links with Britain and I think the net result from what one 
can see is that the British Government have said: "We do not want any 
change at the moment, we do not want independence, we do not want to 
move to free association, we do not want a move closer to Britain" 
obviously because the international situation as they judge it. We, 
of course, are perfectly free to consider that the British Government 
is mistaken in this view. I think we are free to consider that the 
British Government is possibly wrong in thinking that it is going to 
achieve a solution to the Gibraltar question by putting out the sort of 
statement that they put out as far as Spain is concerned. Such a 
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statement can only encourage the Spanish Government to believe and to 
think that they can get Gibraltar at less cost than they thought likely 
before the British Government made its statement. that, is unfortunate 
and as has happened'on other occasions the Spanish GoVernment will have: 
to learn possibly the hard way that the British Government, and I am 
sure we all on this side of the Housepubscribe to this view, that the 
British GoVernmett is firm in the way it stands by the people of 
Gibraltar. But, Mr Speaker, I think it is very hard on the people of 
Gibraltar, it is very hard, to deny them their aspirations, to deny 
them their right to progress towards an honourable situation, an 
honourable feeling of more decolenisation. than we have today. I think 
it is-wrong to have shrunk away from their responsibility.to the people 
of Gibraltar, to give them the institutions they desire and the help 
that they need purely because of international considerations. But 
then I suppose we have to consider that we are dealing with a 
Government that has quite a long experience in diplomatic activity, a 
Government that has traditionally been slow on the uptake, a Government 
that gives you the wrong impression very often. But, Mr Speaker, there 
is equally no doubt that unless we are'prepared to push them and carry 
on pushing theM, unless we. are prepared to go on and on we are not going 
to get very far because the British Government has a habit of tryingJ:o 
get away with the least possible. What we do in the present circum- 
stanCes is a matter for us to consider but certainly one thing is : 
absolutely certain and that is that the people of Gibraltar are entitled 
to expect from their leaders a full blooded performance as far as British 
Government is concerned. I think that whet ever the Honotrable and 
Learned the Ohief Minister may have said about the Leader of the 
Opposition, one thing I am sure we can all be certain of and that is that 
in London he struggled and struggled: and fought and would not take no 
for an answer. Nor do we hear on this side of the House, I do not 
think for one minute that we can accept the'arguments of Mr Hattersley 
that this form or that form is out, Mr Hatteruley appears to be 
-particularly prejudiced against integration, Mr Speaker. I must 
confess I do not like the pan because I feel that it has not been fair 
beaduse if he said at the London conference, that integration was out, 
free association was out and independence was out, he should have had 
the guts to put it th the communique.and not point to integration and 
independence.. • But when all is said and done the London visit has been 
very unfortunate from the point of view of the people of Gibraltar. It 
has been demoralising for the people of Gibraltar. Where the blame 
for.th:1° lies I would say fundamentally it Must lie with the British 
Government and fundamentally, too, perhaps the Chief Minister did riot put 
up the performance that we would haVe 'expected from a joint communique 
signed by both sides. The impression one gets now is that one side 
fought more on one particular aspect and the other fought more on the 
other. I am sure that my friend put the case for Gibraltar very fully 
and my Honourable Friend seems to.feel that the Honourable and Learned 
Chief Minister did less 'than justice to the Gibraltar catse: in.Loridon 
And there cf;-course on this sideof the House we must accept without 
question this particular. poirit because we know that what we put forward, 
the movement towards closer links to Bri'lain*in the permanent economic 
relationship and the UK citizenship which is. something that on this side 



454 

of the House we passionately believe and we expect with-
out question that the Honourable Mr Xiberres, for the 
Integration Party, fought for this es hard as he could. 
I think it is most unfortunate that a similar performanc.e 
was not forthcoming from the other side. But he that.ns 
it may .I hope that the appropriate Government Minister 
will say in the course of this debate however irrelevant•  
it might be to the terms of the motion, will say that 
the political party on the other side still subscribe to 
the principles to the Constitution Committee Report and .  
still considers that these are aims agreed around the 
table between the two political parties as desirable for 
Gibraltar and which will be implemented in the fullnos 
of time. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

If the Honourable Member will give way. I think he 
'mows that the putting into moth balls of the Constitution 
Committee was not the making of this side of the House: 

HON P J ISOLA 

Well, Mr Speaker, the question of putting into moth balls 
was obviously the question of, what do you do next, I 
think it is fair to say that confidence between both sides 
has been seriously impaired as a result of the nerformance• 
on the part of the Chief Minister in the London visit. But 
the report there,has been signed, has been subscribed to by 
both political parties as being in the interests of Gibraltar 
and I think this is something to which both parties should 
continue to subscribe. But, Mr Soeaker, as .I said before, 
the motion reviews the performance of the Government.  since 
1972 and the Honourable Mr Xiberras has,I think,gone at 
some length into this performance. I think at the end of 
the day these four years will bp looked back on as years of 
drift, as years of inactivity, as years of a Government 
being led rather than leading, RS years in which develonmont 
has come to a slow grinding halt. Mr Speaker;  we have had 
four years of AACR Government and at the end of those four 
years we find that there are no future development plans, 
we find e.g., that once the project at Europa is completed 
the3laiiipino workers will be going back to the Philinpines 
on completion of their contract. We find that two of the 
Government contracts, Voryl Begg Estate and British 
Government contracts in Europa are finishing during this 
year. What is happening in the future? What projects 
are there actually on the board to follow them up? Very 
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few, Mr Speaker, and this will involve-surely considerable 
losses in PAYE tax for the Government. As capital 
investment is reduced end has been reducint rapidly over 
the last four years in Gibraltar the economy will be 
affected more and more. We have talk of the Public 
Works Department Workshops being moved. We heard this 
at the -beginning of the life of this Government. The 
Government has come to an end and still there is no sign 
of any activity in this sphere. Then we have the Girls 
Comprehensive School the same position. Mr Speaker, 
we are also waiting for the Gibraltar Plan which under 
the Town Planning Ordinance should have been exhibited 
within two years of the Ordinance being passed. Four 
years have gone by and we are still waiting for the plans 
for Gibraltar. All these factors show e lack of activity 
and a lack of initiative on the part of the Government. 
In Industrial Relations it is not necessary, Mr Speaker, 
to say very much, but merely to point out that throuth-
out these four years far from having responsible lender-
ship and responsible Government we have had chaos, 
pressures and to a certain extent, without being disr. 
respectful, on a number of occasions literally muddlinf:. 
The Government has been pushed.into decisions and has 
been• pushed into reversing decisions. The. Chief Minister 
said that they made it for the four years, yes, but:  at 
what cost and at what expense to the people of Gibraltar? 
What do we have to shovf for -it at the end of the four 
years? I know what politics are, Mr Speaker, I know that 
the other side will make use of all their traditional 
knowledge of the people of Gibraltar to get re-elected 
out as far as Gibraltar is cone 3rned the last four years 
have seen little or no progress in the social and ecrnomic 
life of the community. It has been a period of stagnation, 
it has been a period of Government spending just enough to 
keep going, just enough to keep so and so quiet, that 
section quiet, and the other section quiet.- I think the 
motion describes very accurately the Government of the 
lest four years; inconsistent in so' far as it has turned 
about as and when pressurised into doing so; inaction in-
sofar as it has sat on the fence pretty well right,throuh; 
incompetence, well, we have had plenty of examples of that; 
and weakness, well, that, I think, is generally accepted.. 
The only time we have had action, we have not wanted it. 
'Vhen wells have been put up and pavements have bean built 
and there the action has been remarkably fast. But apart 
from that, Mr Speaker, I think any historian comparincr, the 
period of Government between 1969 and 1972 and 1972 and 
1976 will draw very clear and definite conclusions. He 
only has to look at the .mount spent in development in 1972 
with the amount spent in 1975 to 1976 which was some 2600,000 
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less with inflation, increased wages and so forth durinp 
these years, you only have to look at that to see that 
the period of office of the Government of 1972 to 1976 
was a period of inactivity, for stagnation, and lack of 
erogess. I hope the damage that has been done is not 
permarient•and I hope that it can be remedied by a future 
administration. But I think the House, if it looks at 
the story and history of this Government of the last 
four years, looks et it closely, cannot but agree with 
the motion in the terms moved. Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

HON L DEVICENZI 

Mr Speaker; since the last words spoken I can see that 
no other Member from the Government sides dares to speak. 
The Honourable and Learned the Chief•Minister has. made 
his,.a very elaborate speech, I might even say a good one, 
I might even say a very canny one and, Mr Speaker, his 
canny. speeches we are all used to. If those who listened 
to him were ignorant of the fact6 it might even be 
convincing but if you examine what he has said it is easy 
to detect that the Honourable and Learned the Chief 
Minister is a very good politician but a very bad statesman 
otherwia9- • speaker, he would not be defending whet he 
is supposed to be defending now. If we look across the 
floor of the House, Yr Speaker, we pee the full, teem of 
ten members of the Government, they do not even make e 
football team let alone a good Government. However, 
Mr Speaker, on the Government side we have the Honourable 
end Learned the Attorney General and the HonoUreb'le 
Financial and Development Secretary who are ex-officio 
members of the Government who we shell call for the lack" 
of a better word full backs and are able to stop and very 
cleverly parry any attacks on the Government when they think 
fit to do. so. But I will forget these two gentlemen qn 
the left although they are on the right. For me, they are 
neither here nor there. I am concerned by the start 
taken by the Gibraltar Government led by the Honourable and 
Learned the.Chief Minister on the latest issue which is the 
constitutional talks in London and of course as the motion 
says on the inconsistency and inactivity etc., of the 
Government. The Honourable and Learned the Chiefdvinister 
was offended by the words by my Honourable Friend, Mr Joe 
Bossano, that he was the puppet of the British Government. 
Of course he.hastO do that, 'Mr Speaker. I will not say 
he is the puppet of the British Government, I will say he 
is the little boy of the British Government. When the 
Chief Minister says that they are united in their stand 
let us not forget what we all know to be the hypocrisy 
within the Government. 
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D MR SPEAKER 

I will not have that word in this House. I am sure you 
do not mean to. say it. 

D
HON L DEVICENZI 

Mr Speaker, if I have to withdraw the word I withdraw it. 

MR SPEAKER 

Inconsistency, perhaps. 

D
HON L DEVICENZI 

If I know of a better word meaning the same thing to suit 
It I will ask your guidance. 

MR SPEAKER 

Because otherwise I have to rule you out of order. 

HON .L DEVICENZI 
0 

The differences between them which will lead people 
see the hypocrisy that might exist within the Government 
where we all know, Mr Speaker, that only by sheer 
inconsistency between them have they been able to survive 
these last four years. We all know, Mr Speaker, about 
the Gallant and Honourable Colonel Hoare within the House 
of Assembly and his attitude in the Council of Ministors 
etc., and I commend the Government for having put up with 
his inconsistency. Mr Speaker, the Honourable and 
Learned the Chief Minister did say when he was making his 
defence, and I stand to be corrected, I think he said: 
"and to hell with the House of Assembly". 

MR SPEAKER 

No, no, he did not. He did use the word "hell" and I 
nearly called him to c)ls. 
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HON L DEVICENZI 

I think the Chief Minister has not got the courage to 
face the British Government face to face.. Long ago the 
Chief Minister was given the title by the British 
Government of "our boy in Gibraltar" and since that time 
he has been able to play it in such a way that with his 
canny speeches, and he knows what the people of Gibraltar 
want t) hear, . . 

MR SPEAKER 

I era afraid I am goirm to have to call you to order. You 
are now makirk, a personal attack on the Chief Minister on 
a motion which condemns the activities of the Government. 
I have given you as much latitude as I gave the other 
Members but no more. 

HON L DEVICENZI 

I bow to your ruling, Mr Speaking. Whet I was saying was 
that the Chief Minister does not have the courage to 
confront the British Government on the vital issues as they 
affect Gibraltar. I would ask the Chief Minister to 
answer but as he has already spoken himself perhaps he 
might ask some other member of the Government to explain 
why he has taken six or seven days to speak out and tell 
.the people of . Gibraltar what.happened in London and not to 
await the press conference of the Leader of the Opposition 
and also the appearance of the HonourrPole Mr Joe Bossano 
on television end only then to come out with his own version 
of whet ha opened in London. Mr Speaker, within the frame-
work of the motion, especially on the pert of inconsistency, 
I would say that it is very, very bad and very unconvincin,,  
f)r the leader of the delegation, the leader of the 
Government to wait for so long to come up with a" gimmick, a 
,immick which I dare say in this House in spite of what any 
other Member on my side would say, that if we have received 
any assurances from the British Government as regards the 
memorandum to the effect that they do not mean exactly what 
the memorandum appeared to mean, that it is just another 
way out of a difficult situation which the Chief Minister 
of Gibraltar is prepared to accommodate for another number 
of years. I would, Mr Speaker, say perhaps in my last 
speech in the House of Assembly, to hell with Mr Roy 
Hattersley and the Chief Minister of Gibraltar who . . . . 

4 
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MR SPEAKER 

No, no. Order. 

HON L DEVICENZI 

To hell with Mr Roy Hattersley end to anybody in Gibraltar 
• • . • 

MR SPEAKER 

No, no. You must not be personal. If you say that y-)u 
do not care about somethinc and to hell with it, then it 
is acceptable but you do not send people to 'hell in this 
House. 

call on the mover to reply. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, I wish to make it clear that I stand by all I 
have said in relation to the visit to London with the 
Chief Minister. I should like to answer very briefly 
some of his remarks and I find it easy because he has 
presented a consistent picture, a picture which he has 
developed over the years. He has described me as beiry 
ambitious. I hope that at no time I have any law in 
Gibraltar changed because I consider myself also to be 
indispensable for my particular and private benefit. 

MR SPEAKER, ' 

Are you. making an allegation against someone in this House? 

HON M XIBERRAS 

About what Mr Speaker? 

MR SPEAKER 

About changing the law to suit their own interests. If 

D 
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that is not the case then you may continue. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

Speaker, the attack on my Honourable and Gallant 
Friend Major Peliza is of course greatly resented. If 
he is not here it is perhaps because the Honourable Member 
in pursuance of what he thought was the truth made thincs 
,so uncomfortable for him that in the end something had to 
_ive and for personal reasons he is away. I can assure 
him that if it is at ell possible he will have to face 
him in the next House of Assembly. As to the Honourable 
Mr Bossano end his so-called defection from the IwBP, 
Honourable Members will know that the Chief Minister has 
spared•no effort to obtain his support and Honourable 
Members will know that whatever his inde-)endent.  view the 
Honourable Mr Bossano is not prepared to comnromise with 
the Chief Minister on this particular issue and neither 
am I., The Chief Minister has also said that I have not 
reached the calibre and I am no one to defend myself 
ee,einst that allegation. But I am able to defend my 
good name in the defence of the interests of the neople 
ef Gibraltar and even in the muted terms used by my 
Honourable and Learned Friend Mr Isola I feel and I repent 
that he failed to do justice to his signature on those 
rroposals, that this is not the first time that the 
Honourable Member has displayed his ability es a 
politician to undo whet he has been trying to make people 
believe has been his honest and sincere attitude, and 
that one grows wiser with each experience. Mr Speaker, 
The Honourable and Learned Member has made it appear that 
Mr Hattersley's arguments were prompted by a desire to 
make it clear to me that integration was out. Simple 
reference to the communique will show that as independence 
end integration are out the Chief Minister has made it 
clear first to the GTC then, I believe, in his press 
conference, that free association was also out. But 
can see that the attitude of Mr Hattersley and the attitude 
of the Chief Minister have both to gain by the non 
inclusion of free association and I have accused 
Mr . Hattersley of bad faith in this matter because I made 
an explicit reference to the inclusion, es the Chief 
Minister knows, in the second meeting, to the inclusion 
of free association in that communique because it has boon 
categorically ruled out by the British GoVernment, but no 
doubt the Chief Minister will gain from this omission of 
the British Government which to me is sufficient indication 
of the general accusation that has been made that Her 
Majesty's Government for very obvious reasons would like t) 
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see the Hon and learned Member as Chief Minister of Gibraltar again. 
But there is the rub, Mr Speaker, it is absolutely' clear that the 
Honourable Member beth in 1972, and now, can gain from the attitude 
of the British Minister. It was the Conservative.Minister, Sir Alec 
Douglas Home, at the time and now it is Mr Roy Hattersley. But, 
Mr Speaker, let us bear in mind too that for all his experience the 
Honourable Member can also be taken for a ride by Her Majesty's 
Government when the national interest so demands and it is one thing 
to state in this House categoriCally that he has confidence in the 
attitude of the British Government, it is quite another thing when 
it comes to talking face to face with them and things are said not 
just about integration but even the possibility of the devolution of 
further powers to Gibraltar and the Chief Minister of Gibraltar accepts 
and says: "I will come back some other day, I will come back". We 
are not talking, Mr Speaker, much as the Chief Minister would like it, 
about the ruling out of integration. We are not talking about 
Mr Hattersley calling the proposals Sir Joshua Hassan put his :signature 
to describing them as proposals for closer integration, only to avoid. • 
the question of my Honourable Friend when'he asked him: .."Do you still. 
stand by those proposals?" And I shall give way if he wishes.to stand 
up and say that he does not stand by them, they are still fresh in his 
memory. It is not only a question of giving a death blow to,  
integration, it is a,question, too, of having in the foreseeable future 
all constitutional change stopped. The Chief Minister has called 
integration an abortion, well, the Chief Minister's ideas were aborted 
a very long time ago. The official abortion took place in a CPA 
Conference in London in 1973,  when he told the whole of the Commonwealth 
representatives that he had advocated free association for the people 
of Gibraltar some ten years before and now he believes in a tailor-
made constitution and'he continues to believe in a tailormade 
constitution, Mr Speaker, despite the fact that Her+Majesty's Government 
has told him - and I would imagine that tailormadeconstitution implies.  
some sort of development in some direction in the foreseeable future 
otherwise he should not state it as a belief -- Her Majesty's Government 
has told him in my presence and in the communique that even the chances 
of further devolution to the people of Gibraltar are at this stage 
largely theoretical. Mr Speaker, where is the man's policy and what 
does it stand for except for getting into.pOwer the next time and hoping 
that God will send him.some sort of enlightenment so that he is able. to 
put up a better performance the next time he is confronted with the sort 
of humiliating situation with which both he and I were confronted in the 
UK. I can assure the Chief Minister, and he should know this because 
did defend the right of the people of Gibraltar to .any of the three 
choices, and I questioned the right of the British Government to rule 
out in what he chose to describe as philosophical terms all the options, 
not just the option chosen by my party and subscribed to by him in part 
after years of fighting against integration and whereas he rejoiced in 
the fact that the people of Gibraltar would not have that particular' 
option opened to them, I was sad and disappointed that the other two 
options were ruled out and not only that, that the joint view of the 
leaders of Gibraltar should be turned down, after 9 months premeditation, 
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in such a manner. I defend even Sir Joshua Hassan's right to go 
for free association if that is what the people want, or for 
independence if that is what we want but to be circumscribed by the 
Treaty of Utrecht . . . . 

MR SPEAKER 

I have given enough latitude. You are now exercising your right of 
reply and I think it would be unfair to give you the full latitude 
that I gave you when you moved your motion. 

HON M XIBBRRAS 

Mr Speaker, I am•trying to stick to the points that were made and 
replying to them. It is unfortunate that my long speech before has 
not been followed up in its broad context. The Chief Minister has 
limited himself to'this particular issue and I thinkIshould make a 
few comments on it. May I make it quite clear that I told himin. 
front of Mr Hattersley that I thoughtthat no Gibraltar leader should 
accept it, and this was not a case of defending integration .  
Mr Speaker, on the events of London each can have tde own version.'  
There is one difference, however, with the events of 1972, that this 
time it is not a question of a Gibraltarian view could or could not 
have. been submittedthough as I say I have full authority to publish 
the papers On it, from Major Peliza,, this time Her Maejsty's Government 
has made a categorical statement and I am very glad that as an 
indication of the effect that that piece of paper has had in Gibraltar 
we haVe got already some explanation from Mr Hattersley as regards what 
that statement meant. I would study that piece of paper but it is not 
-only the UAilateral statement that I am concerned with, I am concerned 
with my personal experience,. Mr Speaker,. and it is on that that' I base 
my judgment for the future.. Mr'Speaker, as regards the competenc6:of 
each one I am sure that there are people just as able as me in this 
House and more able and there are three or four who if not more- able 
would be, let up put it in the terms of the motion, less inconsistent 
than the Chief Minibter. .And I have tried to show with respect to. the 
local issues the whOle pattern of inconsistency building up and I would 
not like to See, and Iitold a certain representative of the ITO whq 
came to GibraltafrfWaid not like to have seen this as an electibn 
issue. But I think that contrary to what he says, it is the Chief 
Minister who would like to see this as an electionissue,it is the 
Chief Minister sb that 'he can come out and say: "Have no fear, Hassan. 
is here". That is: the - pUrpose of. .his latest communique, to create a 
need for his socalled indispensability. Well, let tui assure the 
Chief Minister that'my reading of the situation is'not made' with the 
election in mind grid was not made with-that, I was much concerned with 
the trend of events which may very well have been engineered by one Or, 
another party to create that sense of danger which 'is absolutely real, 
which is not just:d figment of the imagination of integrationists but 
which is shared by-a. 'good number of businessmen as well and I have had 
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personal experience of this in a number of people who have come up 
to me and are worried that the British Government should not be able 
to commit itself, for instance, to a permanent economic link because 
they would not like to narrow the options available to Gibraltarians 
if this were done. Mr Speaker, the Chief Minister says that I talk 
too much and maybe he is absolutely right, but one thing, as my 
Honourable and Learned Friend says, he cannot accuse me of not stand-
ing up for my signature and something that I have said I will defend. 
That is something the Honourable Member cannot accuse me of, and if he 
did the people of Gibraltar would not believe him, they would not.  
believe that I had broken faith once I had given my agreement and.  he 
cannot accuse me of that. On UK citizenship I would have been very 
glad if the Chief Minister's performance in London, what he says is his 
way of expressing strenkth, if this had been reflected once he is back 
in Gibraltar. But what sensible Gibraltarian is going to accept that 
as being strength. To accept an assurance of consultation, heavens 
above, if the Chief Minister of Gibraltar had not had come back with 
an assurance of consultation he could have been mobbed, Mr Speaker, 
when he came back. He need not have gone to London to get an, 
assurance of consultation when our citizenship was being di6cussed. 
Mr Speakpr, I said earlier and I maintain that the very least Her 
Majesty's Government could have said in anticipation of a Constitutional 
Conference is: "I assure you that you will not have a different 
.nationality whatever happens in London". And I think it ip a shame 
and a let down'for the people of Gibraltar that this has not been done 
and I do*not care whether the Chief-Minister, whether he is,cin 
Opposition or where, he is, goes back in three months or six months time. 
The failure of the British Government to make: that statement to us now 
when we were asking for real UK citizenship, is a blot  on the British 
Government. Mr Speaker, the Chief Minister comeB.back and he says that 
he is not interested in the UK passport. What do people think that he 
has been fighting for in the United Kingdom? They do not know because 
of course he did not publish the proposals beforehand, he did not agree 
to this. Of course he did not publish the proposals beforehand. Now 
he comes back after having fought for United Kingdom citizenship, he 
comes back to the people of Gibraltar and says:, "Of course I am not 
interested in a UK Passport. I want a Gibraltarian Passport. but I went 
there to fight for real UK citizenship with .all its, attributes 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

If the Honourable Member will give way. I never said that. What I 
said was that I did not consider that there was any difference in the 
citizenship of a Gibraltarian Passport or a British Passport under the 
British Nationality Act, 1948, and I hold that as a matter of Law. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

It is exactly the same argument he used in London when we were 
representing that we should have an assurance that citizenship would 
not be different, he made the totally irrelevant point that at present 
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4 
our citizenship was the same. What defence have our proposals? 
How is the need expressed to the British Government if he says he 
is satisfied and that he is alright now. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

I said it because tt was exactly the same and if there was any change 
in status we'had.to be consulted because it could not be done without 
our Consent. 

R SPEAKER 

Order. I am going to be very strict and I am going to ask you to 
reply in the terms of the motion and nothing else. I think .I am 
entitled at this stage now to bring you up any time you are out of 
order. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, there are certain reasons for moving a motion and I have 
to reply . . . . 4 

MR SPEAKER 

I have on many occasions had to take objection to you for saying that. 
I have been as liberal as,I can with you: and you have'insinuated that 
I consider this matter not to be.important enough to debate it the way 
you would like ,to debate it. I will not have. it.  I have my Standing 
Orders to apply and T will apply-them. . I give way as much as I can 
and then I draleAte line and I am beginning.to draw the line now. Let 

'us leave it at that. 

"HON M XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, may I correct one impression, however, that I have in no way 
said that you do not consider this sufficiently important. What I am 
saying is that in presenting .the motion I opened myself to counter 
arguments and I thought the right of reply enabled me to reply to these 
vaater arguments. 

MR. SPEAKER 

With respect to the Leader of the Opposition, 'it i because due to my 
liberality I allowed you to speak on things which are not completely and 
utterly relevant to the motion that the other Members were entitled to 
speak on it and I am not going to have you/tell me that because the 

now 
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3
other Members have touched upon it in those circumstances that you 
must be given a second bite at the cherry. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

3
With due respect to you, Mr Speaker, what I am saying is that the 
motion has unfortunately come over to this particular, point and I 
dwelt on this amongst others, and there are certain points . . . . 

MR SPEAKER 

You started your reply at 5 minutes past 7 and for the.last 2Q minutes 
you have been speaking on this particular subject. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

It is the only point that has been defended opposite. 

Mr Speaker, on the terms of the toast made by Mr Hattersley I shall 
make very few comments.' I'did not walk out as the Honourable 
Mr Bossano might have done but at no time did I give the impression. 
that I was satisfied. In fact I started my speech by saying that I 
did not mean to be churlish but that these were the things that the 
people of Gibraltar want to see and I referred to the constitutional 
changes that we wanted. On the question of the Passports the Chief 
Minister has offered no clarification at all. As regards power 
sharing in the Constitution Committee I have no doubt that he would not 
mind sharing the power of all his ministers there so.long as he was 
Chief Minister of Gibraltar again, and that is the purpose of the .  
Committee system, that is the thing. Mr Speaker, I made a strong 
stand in Britain for the report as a'whole. As regards the permanent 
economic relationship the Chief Minister said in its defence after 
asking me to intervene that it could not do any harm. That is no 
defence of the joint proposals. On the Algeciras ferry, Mr Speaker, 
of course I would welcome the restoration of normality. But I am not 
going to welcome and I am not going to stand still if the British 
Government puts as an option, however veiled, that the opening of 
communications with Spain must be'achieved at the,  sacrifice of my 
future, my children's fUture,.and my children's children's future. That 
is what I am not prepared to do and that is what I mean by my political 
reservation. Her Majesty's Government has the last word in 
constitutional change and it is going to have it rather easily for as 
long as we have, the Chief Minister that we have, it is going to have it 
rather easily.' What he has not realised, in fact, or does not want to 
realise, or he is playing for'time before he realises, is that the 
situation has: changed in Spain . . . 
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MR SPEAKER 

You have touched on that point before in detail. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, the Chief Minister has been accused of being a puppet 
of the British Government. I think the Chief Minister.  thinks he is 
being very clever and he is using the British Government. He has 
been in that position long enough for it to be understandable that 
he thinks that. But he has never considered the possible position 
that the national interest of Britain at any particular point may 
very well differ from those of Gibraltar and then it will be,that the 
British Government having been used by the Chief Minister, will demand 
its pound of flesh, And I hate to think what would happen in any 
future talks if the Chief Minister were told: "Well, we have got 
the frontier open, that is what you wanted, now the Spanish 
Government is asking that you have no constitutional development, 
that we begin to integrate economically . . . . 

MR SPEAKER 

Order, order. You' are bringing new matters into this question in 
your reply. 

HON.M XIBERRAS 

Yes, Mr Speaker. The Chief Minister said I misrepresented the views 
expressed in London. He has made the same allegation of my 
Honourable and Gallant Friend Major Peliza. I repeat that this time 
the communique is out for people to see and I am very glad that 
Mr Hattersley has made his first correction and I have no doubt that 
he will make other corrections in due course. 

So, Mr Speaker, we have- had this debate which started off and covered 
many different aspects of the Government's incompetence, inconsistency 
and so forth. It is, 1 think, interesting that the HonoFalAy.., 
Mr Bossano and then the Honourable and Learned the Chieft?Iiia'tnE 
Honourable Mr Isola, and the Honourable Mr Devicenzi have all 
concentrated en this particular -point and the other points will no doubt 
1)e.developed in the course of the election campaign,I have no doubt 
about this.. It is unfortunate that this should'happen. I tried to 
avoid that this should happen but it has happened, happened it has, 
And anyone's interpretation of events is justified here, The Chief 
Minister may have his own..' I am not accusing the Chief Minister of 
wishing to surrender sovereignty, I made that quite clear. But what 
I do think is happening and has happened is that the Chief Minister 
has no reply to the trends that have slowly been established and which 
have now come to almost their culmination with the change of 
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Government in Spain. I ask him as a responsible leader to bear these 
things in mind, to bear the trend in mind and to realise that it is 
not without reason that Mr Fattersley had had to make a correcting 
statement so early. and, I am sure, not purely as a result of my press 
conference or as a result of the Honourable Mr Bossano's television 
appearance. There has been one correction already. I disk, him, not 
as Chief Minister any more because he will not be'in effect Chief 
Minister for very long, he will be caretaker Chief Minister, I ask him 
as a=responsibleleader of Gibraltar to realise what the trend is, to 
realise that the argument can be employed again and to subscribe to the 
general view that a stand must be taken now on these matters, because 
the argument can be employed against us again and when it is employed, 
and if the frontier is open, then we will find it very difficult to 
resist it'. That we must go in united on this. If he cannot subscribe 
to this openly, if Gibraltar cannot be united on this matter, then I 
think whichever way things go we are in for a very disagreeable period. 
That was the burden of what my friend Mr. Isola, by trying to pour oil 
on troubled vaters, was trying to say, that there was a basis for 
unity but the Government apparently is not able to say now that they 
subscribe to the proposals . . . . 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

If the Honourable Member will give way. He has just accused me of 
using the committee system in order that I can continue in office and 
so on. If he makes all these allegations of. bad faith how can he, a 
few minutes later ask for unity of purpose when he is the first one 
who is adding fuel to the fire by putting bae motives in other 
people's minds? 

HON M XIBERRAS 

Yes, Mr Speaker, except he called the major part of the report 
integration and he rejoiced in London when that was turned down. That 
is bad faith as well and be failed to defend it. The Chief Minister 
has a choice, either he joins those who would put up a stand now or he 
does not. This is the choice;. I can assure. himthat a lot of people 
are determined and worried about the situation. Either we pUt up a 
stand now or Gibraltar will be divided once again as in 1972. For the 
good of Gibraltar I hope that:the Chief Minister reconsiders this 
position that we put up a stand now. If we should get a rebuff it is 
too bad, let us know what the situation is but do not let him be 
anodyne about it,.,conceal the fact that there is a risk, that the subtle 
dangers are.forgotten and that he, if he is electedChief Minister, will 
be able to deal with all of them because I for one do not believe it and 
I do not think many people in Gibraltar will believe it either. 

MR Speaker then put the Tuestion and ruled that in his opinion the • 
motion was a motion of no confidence and consequently the .ex—officio 
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Members of the House Were precluded from voting in accordance with 
the proviso to Section 44.(I) of the Gibraltar Constitution Order 
1969. 

On a division being taken the following Honourable Members voted in 
favour: 

The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 

Miss C Anes 
J Bossano 
L Devicenzi 
P J Isola 
W M Isola 
M Xiberras 

The following Honourable Members voted against: 

The Honourable • Abecasis 
The Honourable A J Canepa 
The Honourable M K Featherstone 
-The Honourable Sir Joshua:Hassan 
The tionburable Lt Col J L Hoare 
The Honourable A P Montegriffo 
The Honourable A W Serfaty 
The Honourable H J Zammitt 

The motion was accordingly defeated. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

Mr Speaker,. I gave notice earlier on that I would move.  the suspension 
of Standing Order 60 to deal with the recommendationsof.the Select,  
Committee on BroTdoastiug and I move accordingly. 

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

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

Mr Speaker, I now move that the report of the Select Committee on 
Broadc-sting be accepted by the House. Mr Speaker, this is very much 
of an interim report. Unfortunately time will not allow us to finish 
our labours. It is a very complex matter. We have been concerned 
with a number of difficulties and we have made certain recommendations, 
in principle, as a guidance for those who come after us to deal with. 
There has been no difference in principle in the approach to these 
matters and for the benefit, in fairness to ourselves and to those who 
come after us, for the benefit of whatever Government comes in after us, 
we feel that there are one or two aspects further that could be pursued 
unofficially 
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if Members opposite want to cooperate between now and the elections 
in order to make a more complete sutdy of the situation, Generally 
speaking, Mr Speaker, the Committee has recommended, as set out in 
page 3, the introduction of colour teleVisian .to be agreed in 
principle. There appears to be no need for the renewal of the 
management agreement between Gibraltar Broadcasting Corporation and 
Thomson Television once it comes to an end in 1978, that the offer 
destaribed in the report of Cable and Wireless to give us information 
on consultancy and possibly on rental basis be pursued, that independent 
expert advice be obtained on t e qnotations submitted for the 
implementation of colour television and the question of obtaining 
technical assistance also be pursued. The Committee recommend that 
further consideration should be given to the broadcasting of part of the 
proceedings of the House of Assembly - I presume that we shall have to 
be limited. The Committee feels that there should be more discussion. 
programmes of general interest, particularly on radio, and that  
consideration be given to the need of any additional staff required for 
the purpose. That consultations with GBC should be carried out:kiths 
view to having an agreed appeal procedure available to redress grievances 
and the Committee supports the recommendations of the Rickard and Sizer 
Report that an honorarium be paid to the Chairman of GBC in the future 
and that consideration be given to carrying out any amendments that 
might be necessary for the provision of the Gibraltar Broadcasting 
Corporation Ordinance in relation to the directives of the Governor in 
Council to bring them in consonance with the practice between the 
United Kingdom Government and the British Broadcasting Corporation in the 
circumstances of Gibraltar. I move that the Committee's Report be 
accepted. 

Mr Speaker then invited dificussion on the motion. 

HON M XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, 'since the Chief Minister has practically read the report I 
think that Honourable Members who might- have been at a disadvantage if 
they had not read it will not be at a disadvantages  now. Mr Speaker, 
may I say that I fc1.716. tlIc; 3 rlatings of the Select Committee to be just 
scratching the surface of this matter, that the Report contains no 
fundamental innovation and I do not think it will make any great 
contribution to the general situation. It is basically a question of 
whether one spends money or does not spend money on going colour and 
that the various options dre not even now clear to the Committee. So 
therefore, Mr Speaker, even though the Chief Minister said that he would 
try his best to produce a full report, I am sorry that it is so skimpy in 
in nature and that not even all those people who were interested in 
providing'the Service have been interviewed and we have not got beyond 
the stage of having somebody appointed from ODA to loOk at this matter. 
Nonetheless the subject is a very important one involving a very 
substantial amount of money and it is a big decision for Gibraltar and 
one which the longer we delay the more expensive the conversion to 
colour will become, so I think that whatever guidance the report can 
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give should be utilised in this matter but I do not 
think that on the basis of the report it is possible to 
arrive at any conclusion whatsoever in respect of 
colour television, to give one example, except that 
generally we think it is a good thin to haVe it, it 
is a very good thin6 in fact, it is an importnnt thing 
to have on political grounds mostly. On the other 
ontters, the Rickard and Sizer Report, I think was a 
much more thorouZh operation and one thing I would like 
to make clear is my view that it is not a god thing to 
sdend hundreds of thousands°f In coleur to improve 
television if one is not Oin,- to do something about 
the rest of the service. I think the community aspect 
and so on is most important and these are the 
recommendations of Rickard and Sizer so I certainly will 
not agree to one being done without the other sand I am 
very glad that the committee agreed that progress should 
be made on all fronts. Really, Yr S-oeeker, there is 
nothing one can say. I do not know when the ODIC mon is 
t,oint; to be appointed but I do hope that he is appointed 
and we have a recommendation by the time the next 
Government takes office, otherwise the cost may very 
well be one third more than it is now. 

HON J .3OSSANO 

Mr Speaker, I think the most important of the recomend- 
etions of the Select Committee is that concerning the 
question of the relationship between the Government and 
GBC and I think the independence of a broadcasting 
organisation and its ability to criticise imartirlly is 
something that con make a big contribution towards the 
preservation of democracy of Gibraltar. I am not 
suggesting it does not happen now but I think it is • 
important that the independence of GBC should be seen to 
be so in such clear terms that no room should be left for 
doubt in anybody and I Imow. that we are all subject t-) 
the same sort of reaction when one is the object of 
criticism and to think that that criticism is the result 
of the influence of others. But if the GBC was seen to 
be totally independent of any other body as indeed the 
BBC seems to be in the UK, then I think a lot of the 
criticism that we have heard in the past would diseamoar 
and I think this would strengthen our democratic 
institutions in Gibraltar. I also want to associate 
myself fully with the sentiments concerning the use of 
television to enhance the quality of community life in 
Gibraltar. I think TV can play a very important and 
dynamic role in bringing a small community such as ours 
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even more to; ,ether than one would expect it to be 
traditionally and I think we must see TV in Gibraltar not 
as something; we have copied from a bit.,  nation and 
borrowed but as something; that hes a natural role t play 
in our sort of society and perhaps a more vital and 
important role and a more informative role :than it can 
play in a bit, society which is by its very nature 
heterogeneous and composed of different communities which 
cannot be adequately reflected on the screen because 
obviously you would need to have a lot of small broad-
casting stations if you were to do this in a big nation. 
I think in Gibraltar it can play a dominant role in the 
development of the life of the community end I think if 
we have the will to help it to do that it can achieve 
that. It has the people to do it and they are dedicated 
people, they are workinj, under very difficult 
circumstances in the past and I think we should give them 
hic;h aims but we should also help them to provide the 
means of them to be able to achieve it. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER 

Mr Speaker, there was no difficulty whatsoever in arrivini 
at the last decision to which the Honourable Member has 
attached such importance but I would not like to miss 
this opportunity of paying tribute to the members of the 
Board of GBC who are a number of dedicated people all 
doing work on a purely honorary basis under pressure from 
all sides and complaints from all sides and standing their 
own and we are very grateful for the work they have done 
but that does not mean that the situation cannot be bettered 
and make their own lives much easier by having their Powers 
much more clearly defined. But in order to do that `in the 
future it will also need people of calibre because the more 
power you give on an independent body the more calibre those 
who have to exercise the independent power must have and I 
think this was very much in the minds of the members of the 
Select Committee and we hope that further research will be 
made to make sure that the relationship as it says in. the 
circumstances of Gibraltar are as clearly independent as 
the BBC is in England and I think whatever Government, what-
ever opposition at any time so long as we have free 
institutions we must make sure that no one party or set of 
people exercising control over such a media which has such 
a possible effect on thinking and that is why we attach 
lot of - importance to the political aspect of it in the 
broader sense to be able to be a first bastion of defence 
to s-  British Gibraltar. 
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I would like to finish by thanking,  the Clerk of the 
Committee for his quick work in what was rather a 
difficult task over the weekend. 

14r Speakeiv then put the queStion which was resolved in 
the affirmative and the motion was accordingly carried. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Mr Speaker, I beg to move the following motion: 

"This House regrets and views with concern the 
decision by the Admiralty. to remove the tug 
"Robust"-  from her base in Gibraltar and the 
consequent reduction in the capability of HM 
Dockyard, and wishes to express its alarm at 
the precedent created. This House calls on 
the Government, in the interests of Gibraltar, 
to make the strangest re presentations to the 
Admiralty in an endeavour to have them 
reconsider their decision in the light of the 
present situation in Gibraltar." 

Mr Speaker, I will try and not keep Members of the House 
unnecessarily long in debotinc this motion although of 
course I note that there is a reference to the present 
situation in Gibraltar and if Members are not sure what 
the present situation is I might need to spend sme 
time expanding on that. The decision to remove the 
tug frm Gibraltar came completely out of the blue, it 
was communicated to the Trade Union side representing, 
the crew during the visit of Vice Admiral White who 
in charge of Fleet Reserve Services. It was we were 
told), es a result of the decision in the United Kinjd)m, 
not this time but the previous round of defence cuts, 
and the view in the Admiralty was that the work that was 
required in support of the fleet was not sufficiently 
important to be maintained by having the tut; in questi)n 
permanently based in Gibraltar. I should like the House 
to know that the tug "Robust" has not been very long in 
Gibraltar and that when it was brought to Gibraltar as 
replacement for the "Confident" it was seen as a sign of 
the continuing commitment of the British Government to 
make full use of the Dockyard facilities in Gibraltar and, 
inevitably, its withdrawal produces the opposite impression. 
The effect of the removal of the tug is, as the motion 
says, to reduce the capability of Her Majesty's Dockyard. 
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It is in fact the only seagoing vessel and it is the,  
vessel that accompanies ships that require to go over-
seas and are not in a sufficiently good state of repair 
to be able to make the journey safely on their own. 
"Robust" has been used on such missions, to Chatham 
recently, and some three months ago to Malta. It is 
also the only tug caeable of meeting the salvage 
functions which the Admiralty has decided are no loneer 
required. It is also used in target practice involving 
ships of the Royal Navy and there is no indication yet 
how this need is going to be met - I do not know whether 
the defence cuts mean that they have run out of 
ammunition as well as out of other things so they may 
not be engaging in target practice any more, Mr Speaker,-
but if they do intend to have target practice, and one 
hopes so otherwise one never knows if Western defence 
is ever required to be put into action and there has been 
no target practice for a number of years, Heaven help us 
if we do not know where the ammunition is going to land, 
it may land on our doorstep instead of in the enemy's. 
But if they do require to keep up with the target nrnctice 
then my understanding of the situation from the ,members 
of the Deeartment who are members of my union is that 
with the present vessels it would be impossible to meet 
that requirement and there is a great deal of resentment 
at the possibility that a UK based vessel and even 
perhaps the "Robust" itself might be brought out period-
ically from the UK manned by a UK crew to carry out these 
functions. And this, Mr Speaker, is where the precedent 
comes in because if in fact the precedence is created that 
the Dockyard can be run as efficiently from the UK with 
UK personnel, then who knows, the next stage might be to 
have, say, a crew flown out on an RAF transport plane to 
carry out essential repairs on a Leander Class frigate and 
then when the repairs are completed the crew ere flown 
back. That would be no different from having the "Robust" 
sailing out from the UK to do target practice in Gibraltar 
and then sailing back to the UK. So this is where the 
question of the precedence and the alarm et the precedence 
comes into the motion. There is no question about the 
good work that is being done here in the Dockyard. Every 
Service Chief that comes out from UK always stress in the 
meetings with staff side representatives the excellent 
work that is being done, the high quality of rennirs and 
refits and the improvements in efficiency that has taken 
place in the Dockyard since the withdrawal of Spanish 
labour. And, in fact, there is more sophisticated work 
being done in the Dockyard all the time, the pace at which 
it proceeds tends to be determined mainly by the time it 
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takes to acquire the necessary skills to deal with more 
sophisticated. sort of equipment, but the suphisticntion 
of the work in the Dockyard i, being upgraded all the 
time. This is, in fpct, down grading; of the Dockyard 
and it *has to be seen against,the background of the 
importance of the Dockyard to the Gibraltar economy and 
the fact, Mr Speaker, that exert opinion on ,the size of 
the Dockyard is that the manning level of the Docky-Ird 
is now at a minimum consistent with viability, that is, 
that any reduction in the size of the Dockyard and any 
reduction in the complement would make the Dockyard in 
fact totally uneconomic. There is a minimum optimum 
size, thei-e is no doubt that the Dockyard could, nerhaps, 
produce a very, large increase in productivity if it were 
slightly increased in manpower and took no more work, 
that is, the Dockyard has got the potential with perhaps 
a 20% increase in complement to deal with 504 more work 
which would mean o great improvement in productivity, but 
the work is not available. What it des not h ve is the 
capacity to deal with any work at all if there is a 104 
reduction, according to the views of the experts nn the 
management side shall we say. The representatives of 
Her Majesty's Government who come on visits to the 
Dockyard have in fact in answer to my questions in the 
past, told me that any reduction in the Dockyard would 
in fact mean a.  downgrading  , a disap-aeorance of Dockyard 
facilities in Gibraltar and the Dockyard would then merely 
consist of a naval base with a skeleton staff. So we  
must not think that it is possible for the Dockyard to be 
run down. The Dockyard will either be closed down or 
will have to be maintained and anything that apnears to 
endanger the continuance of the Dockyard with its 
importance for the Gibraltar economy and its. impdrtance 
as the major employer must create alarm in Gibraltar and 
particularly so in the present situation as my motion 
says, Mr Speaker. Because the present situation has put 
a question mark over Gibraltar's future which was n-t 
there three or four weeks ago. It was not there in 
fact when the decision to remove the tug  "Robust" was 
canunicated to the Union. And when the decision was 
communicated to the Union, although the Union resisted it, 
it did not react particularly violently t) it because of 
course the situation then was different from the situation 
that there is now and discussions have been held with • 
management in order to minimise the impact of tho tug. We 
tried to make representations to prevent the removal of 
"Robust". 'We were told that the decision was irreversible 
and we then started considering if it was irreversible how 
the work was going to be done and what would be the 
effect of employment in the Port Auxiliary service. In 
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fact, the management has tried to soften the blow by 
suggesting-  proposals as a result of which 11 of the crew 
would go into a reserve pool of labour in PAS and be 
used to meet the needs of the rest of the service in 
absenteeism, leave anal sick leave. Now this, in fact, 
is a suggestion that can be seen either as an attempt 
to maintain employment in the interest of preserving 
the jobs of the people concerned and giving them job 
security or it can be interpreted as an attempt to 
minimise the immediate impact now so that the impact 
will be felt at a less inappropriate time and again we 
come back therefore to the background against which the 
decision is being considered• the situation in which 
Gibraltar finds itself at the present moment, and 
certainly throughout the Dockyard and net just throwh-
out the PAS the reaction to the removal of the "Robust" 
is that it fits in very nicely with the attitude of 
Mr Roy Hattersley. I will not To into a lot of detail 
about Mr Hattersley - and therefore this factor is ne 
which I urge most strongly on the Government in asking  
them to support my motion. The Honourable and. Learned 
the Chief Minister is not worried about the situation. 
Well, I can tell him that if he can get the "Robust" 
to stay in Gibraltar he will do more to convince the 
people in the Dockyard that they have nothing to worry 
about than all the speeches he may make about Hettersley's 
toast in London, Mr Speaker, en TV tonight. So if he 
really is concerned to convince people that there is 
nothing to worry about then I suggest that he devotes all 
his energy which he tells me he still has and, in fact, 
brines me conclusive proof. He might even sail the boat 
back himself to show the stamina thtt he still hes in spi 
spite of his old age. And so, Mr Speaker, I look to the 
Uouse'for-support in a matter which is not just of 
sectional interest, it is not just a question of a few 
men being shifted from one job to another because if that 
wee all that there was to it then in fact I can assure 
the House that the Union would take an attitude where they 
would say to its members that they must keep up with events, 
that they have to accept changes when changes are 
inevitable, that there must be flexibility of approach and 
there must be co-operation in the interest of efficiency; 
If that was all there was to it that would be the line of 
the Union with its members which its members might or 
might not accept. But the situation is that that is not 
how the issue is seen in trade union circles and the 
likeliest outcome of this will be a marked increase in 
militancy in the membership of the union both in the 
Dockyard and outside the Dockyard because people will see 
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this as the red light. Mr Speaker, I look forward to 
the support of all members of the House and I trust that 
the British Government will consider whether the savings 
that there may be in a defence budget of £2,000,000,000 
have to be brought about by this dr whether they could 
perhaps look at other areas as for example the possible 
retention of existing brand new furniture which is now 
tieing; thrown away by Her Majesty's Government et a c-Jst, 
I understand, of over Elm because they have decided that 
the style of the furniture in quarters )f servicemen 
require changing;- I wonder if the British Government 
ciuld consider that as an alternative option. 

Mr Speaker then proposed the question. 

HON A P MONTEGRIFP0 

Mr Speaker, I think the Honourable Mr Bossano did mention 
earlier on in these proceedings that sometimes in 
proposals he brin&s to the Housiohe finds the Government 
:obstructive and intolerant. I /think he is the one 
Member of the House who gets Eillv6y with most things that 
he asks for from the Government and perhaps as a parting 
esture of goodwill, since we are now coming to the 

dissolution, and because in itself the motion has merit, 
the Government has absolutely no hesitation in suloertiar7 
it and making the representations to the Admiralty in the 
context of what he described as "the red light". 7e did' 
not know very much about this particular affair until it 
was brought to our notice by the Honourable Member and 
although I am not goirk to challenge him to run and see 
who can run faster like the Chief Minister did, I can 
assure you that I shall represent to the Chief Minister 
with all my energy the feelings of the House in this 
matter. 

HON M XIBEREAS 

Mr Speaker, we support the motion as well for the obvious 
reasons that it fits into our interpretation of the shape 
of thin6s to come, unfortunately. Vie feel that the 
Government can demonstrate its will to resist the tendencies 
which we have outlined in this particular matter. Per 
their help I offer the f)llowing, that in 1972 Yr Peter 
Kirk said that there was no danger of the running down of 
the Dockyard in.10 years - that would take us up to 1982 
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with a series of refits and so forth. I also entirely 
endorse what Mr Bossano has said because Mr Peter Kirk 
told me at the time that the size of the Dockyard was a 
very important consideration and the Dockyard being a 
most sensitive area it is absolutely essential that we 
do not get any regular running down of the facilities 
because then it would really become uneconomical and then 
the pressure would really be upon us. It may be that in 
Jther broader areas it is hard for people of a particular 
persuasion to put up resistance but on these particular 
localised areas it is absolutely essential that we do n-t 
,et the thin edge of the wedge. And may I say that in 
relation to the defence cuts announced in the recent white 
Paper, I wrote to His Excellency the Governor expressing- 
my cencern. I have an indication of what the cuts will 
mean and I would welcome that those who do know about 
them sh)uld make clear what their extent is and how the 
cuts are to be carried out. I entirely endorse what 
Mr Bossano has said. It is not so much a question 2f 
shifting men from one job to another it is a question of 
the removal of a facility and therefore the scope of the 
Dockyard's activity and.  I think that the Government and 
the Union and we if we can hell, for the time being should 
take every possible step to get the "Robust" back again. 
We Support the motion. 

MR SPEAKER 

Are there any other contributors? 

HON A J CANEPA 

The House will recall that Mr Peter Kirk when he was 
Under Secretary for the Navy in 1972, made tw" visits to 
Gibraltar shortly before we came into office and after 
we came into office and the Leader of the Opposition is 
quite correct in sayin,; that certain assurances were 
0iven by him, assurances to the effect that there would 
be plenty of work for all at the Dockyard well into the mid 
1980's. Those assurances, Yr Speaker, havebeen reiterated 
from time to time whenever the Chief of Fleet 0.snort has 
visited Gibraltar and those are the assurances which the 
HonJurable Mr Bossano spoke about when he also mentioned 
about the satisfaction by successive Services Chiefs at 
the level of output and the quality of the work being d)ne 
at the Gibraltar Dockyard. What is'a little bit 
unfortunate to my mind is that when Vice Admiral White who 
is now the Chief of Support was here recently, I' know. 
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that he called upon the Chief Minister, he did not mention 
anything about what the Admiralty propose to do with 
regard to the tug "RobUst". So the Government has had no 
prior 'consultation and no prior information about this 
other than when the Honourable Ur BoAseno give notice of 
this motion. That is a little bit unfortunate because I 
think we would have made representations immediately but 
in the light, of course, of what has happened perhaps ;cur 
hand is so much stronger now and I can assure Honourable 
Members opposite that the Government will make the 
strongest"possible representations on this vital matter. 

HON L DEVICENZI 

Mr Speaker, I am so glad that in the last motion-of any 
real substance before the House that the Government is in 
favour of voting with the Opposition in the motion brought 
before the House by my colleague the Honourable Mr Joe 
Bossano and I very much hope that in voting in favour the 
Government will also take strong action in a robust manner 
and not in a fickle manner to defend the interests of 
Gibraltar. Thank yiu, Mr Speaker. 

MR SPEAKER 

I now call on the mover to reply. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Mr Speaker there is only one thing that I wish to add .to 
what I said already and that is that I think it is very 
important that the Government should work on this one in 
consultation with the TGWU who will be making represent-
ations themselves on its own channel so that each side 
Knows whet the other one is doing. Perhaps if somebody 
un the Government could indicate that they 'are willing to 
do this then I em confident that more than just passim; a 
motion we will have improved considerably.' 

HON A J CANEPA 

If the Honourable Member will give way. I can Five him 
a categorical assurance that I am making a' note to ask the 
Chief Minister in making his representations to work 
closely with the TGWU in this matter. 

C 
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HON j BOSSANO.  

Thank you, Mr Speaker, I think that then instead of just 
passin6 the motion we will have taken a significant step 
twards making it a success. 

Mr Speaker then put the question and on a division beino: 
taken the followink;• Honourable Members voted in fav-)ur: 

The Honburable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable 
The Honourable  

I Abecasis 
Miss C Anes 
J Bossano 
A J Canepa 
L Devicenzi 
M K Feetherstone 
W M Isola 
A P Montegriffo 
M Xiberras 
H J Zammitt 
A CollinFs 

The followings Honourable Member abstained: 

The Honourable J K Havers 

The following Honourable Members were absent: 

The Honourable Sir Joshua Hassan 
The Honourable Lt Col J L Hoare 
The Honourable P J Isola 
The Honourable Major R J Pelize 
The Honourable A W Serfaty 

The motion was accordingly passed. 

HON A P MONTEGRIFFO 
I now move the adjournment of the House. 
I now propose the question which is that this House adjourn 
sine die end in so doing I will remind the Honourable 
Mr Xiberras that he gave notice that we wished t-.) raise the 
matter of Mr Peter Lock. Do you intend to do that? 
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HON M XIBERRAS 

Yes, Mr Speaker. As is known to Honourable Members 
Mr Peter Lock who is, I bolieve, still a Government 
employee, has made numerous representations to .all 
Members of the House as regards certain matters affect- 
inb  his employment. He has been kind enough to provide 
us with a whole list of the various letters he hes 
written and I am now looking at the list itself and. I 
felt when he came to the Lobby of the House - I think it 
was yesterday or the day before - that in view simply of 
the volume of the representations involved and in view 
of the interest which he takes in affairs generally that 
I should raise the matter in the House. I do so, 
Mr Speaker, because the House could at no future date be 
therefore accused of not having, taken an interest in a 
case which has taken up so much of this person's time 
but I would like any Honourable Member on that side of 
the House to make a statement which clarifies the view 
of the Government on this particular case. I do not 
like the idea of Government cases of this kind being, 
discussed in public but just in case there is some hidden 
snag which has not come to my notice - and I must confess 
that I have not read all the letters as thoroughly as I 
would have liked to - but I would like some Honourable 
Member to make a reply and to say whether the man is in 
the right or is not in the right as regards the various 
issues on which he has represented. I am of course not 
talking; about what he has written on UK citizenship and 
so forth, I am talking on his own particular case, his own 
particular grievance. I also clarified to Mr Lock when 
he came to the Lobby and he had a complaint about this that 
in the absence of` the green card system, Mr Speaker, and 
you are a greater authority than I am on these matters, in 
the absence of a green card system fer seeing Members, it 
was prudent t) ask for a particular Member as he came into 
the Lobby and then I aEmred him that if he asked for my 
name - no longer, of course, because there will be a 
general election - but if he asked for my name or the name 
of any particular Member he way wish to see with whom he 
had contact, I am sure that he would be as well received 
as anybody else in the Lobby. However, I also explained 
to him that there were certain procedures which had to be 
adopted in order to safeguard the independence of Members 
within the ante room because we do not have all the 
facilities that one would like to have so I think that he 
understands the point and I hope that out of this 
adjournment debate as a result of the statement that 
Government Ministers may be able to make on this, that 
Mr Lock will have some sort of satisfaction. I acknowledf-re 
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P think that just for. 
I think it deserves 
is to say that this 
representations. 

this is on exceptional case but I 
pure effort in putting it forward 
some sort of statement even if it 
is not the place in which to make 

HON A J CANEPA 
P 

3 

Mr Speaker, I am very grateful to the Honourable Leader 
of the Opposition for the terms in which he has raised 
the matter. I, toe, agree with him that this is net 
the sort of matter that should be aired publicly in the 
House of Assembly particularly as it is a matter which 
is currently sub judice so I am not in a position to 
make the sort of statement that the Leader of the 
Opposition is perhaps seeking. I also think that it 
is not the sort of matter in which Members of the House 
should get involved in because it is essentially a staff 
matter, one in which certainly the Minister of Labour 
should not be involved in, and the House, Jr those 
Members of the House who have had the latest eoistolory 
exp_stulation circulated to them will note that from the 
schedule of written and verbal representations which 
Mr Lock has made, the matter dates back to August 1970, 
when My Honourable Friend on the other side was himself 
Minister for Labour and he does not know obviously very 
much about this which I think is a rTood thing because 
it shows that he was not involved in the matter.es I 
myself, indeed, have not been involved for the last four 
years. In fact, again from the same missive, Heneurable 
Members will see that it was not until the 8th June 1975, 
that Mr Lock called upon me the very morning, in fact, 
when the Departmental Disciplinary Tribunal was due to 
meet. The basis of Mr Lock's grievances, I think, 
steal from the fact that he would wish the pest of Warden 
of the Hostel at North Pavilion to be a non-industrial 
post and not an industrial post as it is at the moment 
and as are all the other posts of Warden or Caretaker et 
the other Government Hosols. Whether he is right in 
submission er not perhaps the Honourable Mr Bossano mietht 
be able to throw a little more light because I am sure 
that this is a matter which will be the subject of some 
negotiation at JIC in connection with the post-Scamp 
negotiations. As I say, Mr Speaker, Mr Lock did not 
call upon me to air his grievances until the 8th of Juno, 
1976, almost six years after he first mode those 
representations at the Department and it was only from 
him that I actually discovered that there was a 
Departmental Disciplinary Tribunal that morning. 
think, I stand to be corrected, I think the Tribunal 

th 
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was meeting at 10 in the morning, he asked to see me 
and I agreed to do so et 9.50 a.m. and about half an 
hour later the Chairman of the Tribunal knocked at the 
doer of my office and came intto tell me that the 
Tribunal was sitting in another room in the Department 
waiting for Mr Lock to appear before them. Mr Lock, 
as I understand it, was asked to appear before the 
Tribunal because for three months he had not been 
cJllecting accommodation fees at the Hostel as he 0-)n 
considered that to be the duty that should be more 
appropriately be undertaken by a non-industrial end it 
was at the end of those three months that the 
Departmental Tribunal was set up to consider some 
disciplinary proceedings. I understand that the 
decision of the Tribunal as communicated t) the Director 
of Labour was that Mr Lock should be dismissed from the 
Department and he has apDealed against the decision and 
he has appealed to the Establishment Officer and that 
is why the matter is sub judice. So I regret that I 
cannot throw any more light on the case than what I have 
d)ne. 

MR SPEAKER 

Before I put the question for the adjournment of the 
Huse I would like to say that we have come to the end 
of this final meeting of the First Session of the Second 
House 3f Assembly. 

I have had the honour and privilege to sit as Speaker 
during the past four years and, indeed, for some 
considerable time before that. 

I have throughout been very conscious of the great 
respect, tolerance and forebearance shown by all Members, 
at all times, to the Chair. This has made my task and 
the carrying out of my responsibilities that much easier 
and pleasant. 

I thank you all for your help and I feel I would be fail- 
irk)  in my duty if I did not include in my thanks the 
Clark of the House without whose help and unfailing loyal- 
ty the House in 3pneral and I, in particular, could not 
have succeeded. 

Undoubtedly our legislature can boast of being one which 
has upheld the highest traditions expected from a truly 
democratic system of government. It has at all times 
been true to the quotation: 
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"When you have convinced thinkin men that it 
is right, and humane men that it is just," you 
will gain your cause; men lose half of what 
is gained by violence, what is gained by 
argument is gained forever." 

I wish you all, without breaching my impartiality, good 
f rtune in your forthcoming commitments. 

HON A p MONTEGRIFFO 

Mr Speaker, I think you have been more than 7enerous 
with us and I would like to say first of all that we, 
from all sides of the House thank you for your patience 
and forbearance throughout the four years during which 
you have presided over this legislature. Your perfr,r- 
mance, Sir, has commanded the respect and admiration of 
the whole House. As to Honourable Members, generally, 
it has been pleasant, sometimes perhaps not so pleasant, 
t..) cross swords but that is the rule of the game in 
democracy. And I would like to add 2  Sir, that though 
politicians are sometimes a much maligned breed in the 
community, I wish people would realise that we have a 
very difficult task to perform and I am sure that with 
different views all that we are trying t, do is to try 
and serve the people who have elected us a improve the 
s)cial standards in every way that we can. I hope, Sir, 
that if there has been any slip of the tongue during 
debate, any acrimonious remark or any unfriendly word, 
that this will not impair our friendship at a personal 
level and I hope that in leaving this House we leave as 
friends though perhaps with different views in trying to 
serve the community. In the best of sportinc spirit 
may I say in view of what is pendinE in September, may 
the best man win. Good luck to all of you from this side 
of the House. 

HON M -XIBERRAS 

Mr Speaker, perhaps we could make these pronouncements 
mare often. I would like to thank you, Mr Speaker, for 
your work in this House, for your impartiality and for 
your patience and for your ability in running the affairs 
of this House in such a way as to be able to accommodate, 
in the proper sense, the views of all Members and I think 
that this credit which is your due is given to you quite 
freely by all Members of the House who have a great 
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admiration for your ability in the exercise of your office. 
As you are aware you are the only Member of this House 
who is not directly elected by the people of Gibraltar, 
but I think that no Member of this House would desire a 
change in the occupancy of the Chair and I am sure that 
all Members would like to see you in your familiar place 
at the next session of the House. I would like to 
reciprocate what has been said by the acting Leader of 
the House, Mr Montegrefo. Of course at a personal 
level I find it very difficult to be inimical to him 
because as he is often fond of recalling we have lived 
in the same house and our families have been connected 
ever a very long period. But, in essence, a debate is 
about things that one believes in and both sides of the 
House may •have different interpretations and judgement 
and my only fear is that the issues which Gibraltar is 
concerned at this moment of time are going to prove 
extremely divisive. I have expressed the wish that this 
should not be and of course I must express the hope that 
even if the issues do continue into the general election, 
that Honourable Members will all feel that we each see 
the matter in a different perspective and according to 
the best of our judgement and that we are acting in the 
last resort in the interests of people in Gibraltar but 
neat for that should there be less fire, should there be 
less conviction in what we say because otherwise that 
would be the end of the real spirit of democracy. Thank 
you, Mr Speaker and thank you to all Honourable Members 
for their contribution to the work of this House and we 
do hope that whatever we say here, Gibraltar has been 
somewhat better for the efforts of all. 

HON J BOSSANO 

Mr Speaker, as the only other independent Member of the 
House beside yourself I feel I should also openly state 
my appreciation of your guidance to Members, and of your 
tolerance to your more difficult Members in the House. 
I think your place as Speaker of the House of Assembly 
has contributed a great deal to make us act more 
civilised when we have been near to breaking point an I 
am convinced that you have an extremely difficult job in 
occupying the Chair of Speaker in Gibraltar. I think it 
is quite possible that the difficulty of the job will be 
increased es a result of the next election, and I hope 
that that does not deter you from a determination to 
continue doing what I consider to be an invaluable job 
and in fact to continue there because you are, Mr Speaker, 
irreplaceable so it is a good thin6 that you do not have 
to go to an election. 
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HON MISS C ANES 

May I, as the only woman in the House also add my little 
Lrain of salt to thank you all for your patience. 
think therest of the staff must also have our appreciati n 
and thanks. The Usher, the men who have been there 
patiently sitting at the recording machines, the typists, 
the lady who cleans the House, the policeman on duty, I 
think everybody who has most patiently been listening and 
nttendin,,  to our needs here in the House also deserves 
Jur thanks and appreciation. And most of all yourself, 
Sir, for your patience in bearing with us for many 1-1121-s, 
for many arguments. Thank you, Sir. 

MR SPEAKER 

May I thank you all, particularly Miss Anes for showing 
the feminine touch and in thanking all those that have 
cJntributed to the House such as the Usher, the recording,  
staff and the police. Perhaps we should say goodbye f2r 
the time being, too, to our fellow members of the 
information services who after all they do sit there 
patiently as the people who entrusted to put out the 
information that is gathered in the House. 

The adjournment of the House sine die was taken at 8.30 
p.m. on Monday the 5th July 1976. 

S 


