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30.4.92 

NO. 1 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P R CARUANA  

Since my Question No. 45 of 1991, will the Government confirm 
that there are no individuals or companies working in 
Gibraltar who have been exempted from income tax or from the 
obligations imposed by the PAYE regime established under the 
Income Tax Ordinance? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY  

Mr Speaker, I am not sure whether it is intentional, but the 
question now posed is framed in somewhat different terms to 
Question No. 45 of 1991 which limited itself to exemption from 
tax not otherwise provided for under statute law. The question 
now posed does not have that limitation. 

The principal area of exemption from income tax is provided 
for in the Companies (Taxation and Concessions) Ordinance 
whereby a company may be granted a tax exemption certificate. 
Such exemptions can and do relate to companies carrying on 
work of an offshore nature but which are nevertheless based in 
Gibraltar. For example, 'B' Licence banks are generally tax 
exempt. 

Similarly, the directors of such companies are exempted from 
tax provided they do not carry out work in Gibraltar for more 
than thirty days per year. 

One other area of exemption that perhaps I should mention is 
that specifically provided for under Section 66 of the Income 
Tax Ordinance by which companies or individuals are acting as 
consultants, but providing the service from outside Gibraltar. 
They may be relieved from tax under these circumstances if the 
Commissioner of Income Tax is satisfied that they are bearing 
tax in their jurisidiction of residence. 

Since Question No. 45 of 1991 was tabled there has been no new 
criteria of any sort introduced to exempt any individuals or 
companies from payment of tax or PAYE. Where this may have 
happened in the intervening period it has only happened under 
the provisions of the law as established for many years. There 
are no plans to alter this. 
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2. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 1 OF 1992  

HON P R CARUANA: 

In reply to the Hon Financial and Development Secretary, 
do I take it from his answer then that with the exception 
of the situation that he has described under the Companies 
(Taxation and Concessions) Ordinance (of course, my question 
would more probably have been limited to exclude that, it 
is obviousl that there are, in fact, no persons working in 
Gibraltar and no companies that are exempt from the PAYE 
regime, either in its application or by subsequent remission 
to tax pay? 

HON FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY: 

That is correct, Mr Speaker. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 3 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P R CARUANA  

How much money does the Government intend or estimate that it 
will need to borrow during the year ending 31st March, 1993? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY  

Mr Speaker, details of Government's expenditure and financing 
plans for the year 1992/93 are given in the Estimates that I 
have tabled today and which will be subject to subsequent 
debate by the House. 

However, I can say that it is currently envisaged that there 
will be a need to take up the remaining provision for debt 
within the E100m statutory ceiling in the course of 1992/93. 
At the present time, Government does not believe that it will 
need to borrow beyond the E100m limit in the course of 
1992/93. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 4 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P R CARUANA  

How much did the Government collect in tax from companies 
under Sections 6, 40 and 44 of the Income Tax Ordinance during 
each of the years ending 31st March, 1991 and 1992, and of 
those figures how much has been paid into the Gibraltar 
Investment Fund? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY 

Mr Speaker, I am assuming in responding to this question that 
in referring to the collection of tax from companies the Hon 
Member does not have in mind PAYE deducted by those companies 
and passed on to the Commissioner of Income Tax. I am also 
assuming that the reference to Section 44 of the Income Tax 
Ordinance is in error and that what the Hon Member is 
referring to is Section 41 which deals with Income Tax borne 
by qualifying companies. 

On these assumptions, the amount of tax collected and paid 
over to the Investment Fund in the two years in question are 
as follows: 

1990/91 - £6,707,455 

1991/92 - £7,602,966 

The accounts for 1991/92 are not yet closed and the figures 
for that year are therefore provisional. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 4 OF 1992  

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, in respect of those monies, is the Hon Financial 
and Development Secretary totally satisfied that he is able to 
discharge his duties under Section (3) of the Public Finance 
(Control and Audit) Ordinance to ensure that full account 
thereof is made to the House? 

HON FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY: 

Mr Speaker, in making these transfers I am perfectly satisfied 
that I am acting within the provisions of the law. 
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HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, the answer that the Hon Financial and Development 
Secretary has just given me, of course, assumes that he has 
taken into account Section 63 of the Gibraltar Constitution 
Order. Will the Hon Financial and Development Secretary 
confirm that the effect of monies, referred to in his answer, 
being paid into the Gibraltar Investment Fund and not into the 
Consolidated Fund, is that they may subsequently be spent by 
the Government without the need of an Appropriation Ordinance 
of this House? 

HON FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY: 

Mr Speaker, I understand that there is a subsequent question 
that deals with this matter and that the Hon Chief Minister 
will be dealing with it in that context. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 6 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO  

Given its answer to Question No. 46 of 1991, has the 
Government now any plans or intentions to privatise any 
Government Department and, if so, which? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY  

Mr Speaker, the position remains as given in my response to 
Question No. 46 of 1991 -. There are a number of areas that are 
subject to review and discussion but about which firm 
decisions have yet to be taken. 

I think I should point out to Hon Members, however, that in 
the course of supplementaries to Question No. 46 of 1991 I was 
invited to give my own initial perception and impression of 
the results of deploying some of the audit of Government's 
accounts to the private sector. I indicated that whilst 
experience appeared to be patchy I felt that there were some 
positive signs for the future. The Principal Auditor has 
subsequently indicated to me/ based on his own review of audit 
reports submitted to himi that he is less sanguine about the 
results of this exercise. It is not yet clear whether some of 
the negative results that he perceives are fundamental or 
simply the result of teething problems, but he has been asked 
to submit his views which will be taken into account in 
developing policy in this area. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 6 OF 1992  

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, in supplementaries to Question No. 46 of 1991, the 
Hon Financial and Development Secretary specifically mentioned 
as those areas being considered, first is the Treasury and 
secondly the Companies Registry. Has any progress been made in 
those specific areas? Are we nearing any decisions being taken 
or is it still nebulous, as the answer was theni that the areas 
were being looked at generally? 

HON FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY: 

Mr Speaker, those two areas still are very much under 
consideration. A lot of work has been done in considering 
options but at this stage firm decisions have not yet been 
taken. 

8 8 8



9 9 9



30.4.92 

NO. 7 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO  

Is Government aware that the printed Laws of Gibraltar have 
become practically unusable given the large amount of new 
legislation and amendments and will Government commission a 
re-print on a loose leaf page basis? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL  

Answered together with Question No. 8 of 1992. 
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HON ATTORNEY-GENERAL: 

I am not sure about the cost of re-printing, Mr Speaker, 
because estimates have not been obtained. I can say, however, 
that if we take Bermuda, which has recently completed the 
computerisation of its laws. It had its primary legislation 
and its subsidiary legislation all computerised. It had 
also its judgement both in civil cases and criminal cases 
computerised over the past twenty years, I believe it is, 
and the total cost in effecting that was US$ 423,000. On 
the present rate of exchange that represents approximately 
£1/4m. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, speaking personally, I certainly welcome the 
concept because as for someone trying to carry out his duties 
from this side of the House, I am sure Members opposite 
will appreciate the difficulties that are sometimes 
experienced in keeping up-to-date on our current law books 
and it would therefore obviously make our job, as an 
Opposition, very much easier if this were to be carried 
out. In that sense, speaking personally, and I think also 
on behalf of my colleagues, I would hope that the Government 
gives favourable consideration to such an option and that 
we see something coming into practice very soon. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, that the answer that the Learned Attorney-General 
has given does not provide any sort of reassurance to the 
practitioners that have to make regular use of the laws 
of Gibraltar. He has indicated that the Government is looking 
into the idea of completely recomputerising the laws. 
would point out to the Learned Attorney-General Mr Speaker, 
that the laws were designed in such a way that they were 
put together in loose leaf bound editions. The idea being 
that annual updates would be printed and since 1984, Mr 
Speaker, only one single annual update has been made, as 
a result of which, the present volumes of the laws are 
completely outdated and almost unusable. The question that 
I would like to put to the Attorney-General, Mr Speaker, 
is why the Attorney-General's Chambers have not kept up 
to date the annual updates of the laws and what plans he 
has in this respect pending these thoughts about 
computerisation that apparently they are making in respect 
of which no plans have yet been made. 

HON ATTORNEY-GENERAL: 

A most interesting Supplementary Question, Mr Speaker, and 
I agree with the views expressed by the Honourable Member 
that the laws are in an absolute mess at the moment. The 
Traffic Ordinance and the Income Tax Ordinance, in particular, 
to quote only two examples are almost impossible to follow 
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and I, as much as anyone, have had the greatest difficulty 
in being called upon day to day to advise Government Ministers 
and Government Departments what the law is in certain 
particular fields and I have written to and I have nagged 
at the Gibraltar Chronicle on numerous occasions. 
threatened, I bulldozed, I have endeavoured to persuade, I 
have used every tactic at my disposal, but they are subject 
to constraints and my department is subject to constraints. 
I would happily take a large number of additional employees 
tomorrow if Government was able to make them available to 
me and I would set them to work in that particular field, 
but it is pie in the sky, Mr Speaker, as the Honourable Member 
well knows and it is quite true that what was intended to 
happen when the laws were reprinted in 1984 has not happened. 
That is a fact which cannot be disputed and that is precisely 
why Government now, I am happy to say, is considering the 
question of computerisation. It is not for me to say whether 
it will go ahead. That is for Government to decide after 
all information has been considered but I personally hope 
that computerisation will be proceeded with to the fullest 
possible extent. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, the Learned Attorney-General has described the 
position which I am sure the Members opposite will agree is 
unacceptable that the laws of Gibraltar are in a complete 
mess. I am glad he has referred to the Income Tax Ordinance 
because that is the one that I had in mind as a law which 
is now mainly contained in subsidiary legislation, the 
Ordinance having been effectively emptied of most of its 
contents of substance. In the meantime, therefore, so that 
the citizens and foreign investors in this community may 
themselves know with certainty what the law is, will the 
Government in the meantime at least consider publishing an 
index of regulations. I am certain that at least the 
Honourable Attorney-General's Department will have been able 
to keep up with the plethora of regulations emanating from 
the Government so they, at least, should be in a position 
to provide an index be it a manually produced index of 
regulations currently in force under the headings perhaps 
of the Ordinance so that people at least know the existence 
of some of these regulations? 

HON ATTORNEY-GENERAL: 

Mr Speaker, I am sure there is a massive amount more subsidiary 
legislation in, for example, the United Kingdom and indeed 
in many other jurisdictions and I am not aware of any index 
existing there. I certainly know that indices of subsidiary 
legislation do not exist in other large Commonwealth 
jurisdictions, such as Australia, New Zealand and more 
particularly, Canada. I am certainly not prepared to advise 
the Government to consider preparing an index at this stage 
if there is any possibility, and there is a possibility, of 
course, as I have endeavoured to explain, that computerisation 
will go ahead. I think that will be a totally unnecessary 
expense. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 12 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON L H FRANCIS  

How many students left the Comprehensive Schools at the age of 
15 in each of the last three years? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR EDUCATION, CULTURE AND 
YOUTH AFFAIRS  

Sir, the figures for students leaving the Comprehensive 
Schools at the age of 15 are as follows:- 

1988/89 - 68 students 

1989/90 - 40 students 

1990/91 - 47 students 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 12 OF 1992  

HON L H FRANCIS: 

Mr Speaker, does Government have any plans to raise the 
minimum school leaving age? 

HON J L MOSS: 

No, Sir. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 13 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON L H FRANCIS  

Is Government satisfied that the seriously deteriorated 
condition of the building housing St Bernard's School is not 
detrimental to the potential for academic achievement of its 
pupils and is Government prepared to refurbish or resite the 
School? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR EDUCATION, CULTURE AND  
YOUTH AFFAIRS  

Sir, the Government has been undertaking a programme to 
refurbish schools since 1988. The results are there for all to 
see. Within this programme in the region of £50,000 has been 
spent on St Bernard's and a further amount is planned this 
year. There is no site available within the catchment area to 
resite the School. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 13 OF 1992  

HON L H FRANCIS: 

Mr Speaker, we are pleased to learn that there is more money 
to be spent on St Bernard's School as we had received notices 
of concern from parents. Thank you. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 14 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON L H FRANCIS  

Will the Government increase the schools' capitation allowance 
by sufficient to reverse the freeze of the last two years and 
restore the purchasing power of the capitation to at least its 
level of two years ago? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR EDUCATION, CULTURE AND 
YOUTH AFFAIRS  

Mr Speaker, the schools' capitation allowance has not been 
frozen for the last two years, or at any point since the GSLP 
took office. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 14 OF 1992  

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, whilst I am delighted to hear the answer, the Hon 
Minister should understand that the information on which this 
question is based has been given publicity by a senior member 
of the teaching profession as Deputy Headmaster and I can only 
therefore assume that the person is mistaken or that the 
question has been formulated in a way that allows the Hon 
Member to answer that. The point of the question being, Mr 
Speaker, that the sums of money now available for the schools 
to spend, as they see fit, per head of pupil has not been 
increased in line with inflation over the last three years. 
That is what I understand the question to which the Hon Member 
has answered in the negative and I am delighted that he has 
been able to answer it in the negative. 

HON J L MOSS: 

Mr Speaker, it proves that Deputy Headteachers like Leaders of 
the Opposition can get their facts wrong. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 15 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON L H FRANCIS  

Following Government's answer to Question No. 56 of 1991, are 
Gibraltarians now eligible to apply for United Kingdom Access 
Funds in place of the old Housing Benefit paid by the United 
Kingdom Government which is no longer available to Gibraltar 
students and, if not, has Government created a separate Access 
Fund for local students who experience particular 
difficulties? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR EDUCATION, CULTURE AND 
YOUTH AFFAIRS 

Mr Speaker, a reply from the Foreign and Commonwealth Office 
on whether Gibraltarian students are eligible to apply to 
Access Funds within the United Kingdom is expected. 
Arrangements are already in place to create a separate Access 
Fund for local students should this reply prove to be 
negative. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 15 OF 1992  

HON L H FRANCIS: 

Mr Speaker, I welcome the Hon Minister for Education's reply 
in the positive. But could he give an indication of the 
timescale involved since every month that goes by involves 
extra hardship for those students who indeed qualify for such 
Access Funds? 

HON J L MOSS: 

Yes, since a reply is expected in the not too distant future, 
the separate Access Funds will be in place by the following 
academic year, ie September, 1992. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 21 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P R CARUANA  

Will the Government confirm that there are no individuals or 
companies working in Gibraltar who have been exempted from 
liability to make their full contributions under the Gibraltar 
Development Corporation (Employers Insolvency) Regulations 
1991? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR EDUCATION, CULTURE AND  
YOUTH AFFAIRS 

Yes, Sir. 
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30 4 92 

NO. 22 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON F VASQUEZ  

Has Government made any decision as to the future use of 
the facilities previously used by Gun Wharf and, if not, 
what is Government's preferred or intended use for that 
facility? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR EDUCATION, CULTURE AND YOUTH AFFAIRS  

Mr Speaker, parts of the Gun Wharf area is presently being 
used both by companies in which Government has a shareholding 
or which were operating from the site. There are no further 
plans at the moment. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 22 OF 1992  

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, will the Minister be so kind to identify what 
those companies are and what use has been made of the Gun 
Wharf facilities? 

HON J L MOSS: 

Mr Speaker, would you remind the Honourable Member that 
I am not answerable in this House for the business of Gun 
Wharf. I have chosen to answer his original question but 
I really do not see the point in detailing all the companies 
that do work from there. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, I am glad to hear that the Minister feels that 
he can wash Government's hands of what is, after all, a 
valuable asset in the infrastructural set-up of this 
community. 

HON J L MOSS: 

What is the question, Mr Speaker? I have heard a little 
speech. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

I have not finiShed yet, Mr Speaker. What we want to know 
is, Mr Speaker, what plans Government has for the use of 
this important infrastructural asset. We have heard time 
and again the importance that Government attaches to the 
infrastructural development of this community. Well there 
we have an important infrastructural asset. Gibraltar as 
you are aware, Mr Speaker, as the Minister will be aware 
have had a history of involvement in yacht and ship-repair 
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30.4.92 

NO. 23 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO  

Will Government help to improve the quality of life and 
welfare of the residents of Mount Alvernia by improving the, 
financial situation of the John Mackintosh Homes by wholly or 
partially subsidising their liabilities in respect of water 
and/or electricity? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR AND SOCIAL SECURITY  

Mr Speaker, the position is as has already been expressed 
during the course of the motion in this House on 23rd October, 
1990. 

The Government is continuing to provide the financial 
assistance required to Mount Alvernia. It is not a question of 
subsidising their liabilities in respect of water and 
electricity but of providing a general subsidy. The increased 
subsidy for this financial year will be reflected in the 
Estimates. 

The Government is working in close consultation with the 
Management Committee and we are satisfied that the Home will 
continue to function normally. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 23 OF 1992  

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, I am aware, obviously, of the general subsidy and 
I am also aware, as indeed the Hon Minister will be, of the 
reticence of Government to increase, or financial reasons to 
increase, the subsidy to a level that makes it unnecessary for 
the Board of Management to have to draw on the capital left by 
John Mackintosh in order to meet the recurrent expenditure of 
the Home. It would seem to me, Mr Speaker, and would the 
Minister agree with my point, that this would be a way of 
effectively increasing the money available to Mount Alvernia 
but not at the total cost to Government because, in fact, in 
real terms it will only cost Government the cost of the fuel 
rather than the total cost of the electricity, for example? 
But indeed in the cost of water would the Government consider 
approaching Lyonnaise and possibly coming to some arrangement 
whereby Lyonnaise could bear some of the costs of the 
subsidy? 
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HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Mr Speaker, the Hon Member's assumptions are incorrect. The 
Government, as the Minister has said, in close consultation 
with the Management Committee of Mount Alvernia, has put in 
place the necessary support to enable the financial stability 
to be maintained and the subsidy is being increased by 15% per 
annum and that will be sufficient. The projections that have 
been made shows that this will be sufficient. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, with great respect to the Hon Chief Minister, I 
disagree. I have information from meetings that I have held 
with the Board of Management that the current subsidy is not 
sufficient to run the Home without having to draw from the 
capital left by the late John Mackintosh . That is happening 
today and it is something that I am assured by the Board of 
Management, so therefore the subsidy cannot be sufficient. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Well then, Mr Speaker, the Hon Member has to decide whether 
the information I provide him with in this House is correct or 
the one he gets privately from the Board of Management is 
correct. That is his problem. He is asking for information and 
I am giving it to him. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 24 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON H CORBY 

Is Government aware that there are committed volunteers who 
are prepared to undertake Drug Rehabilitation and counselling 
under medical supervision in Gibraltar and, if so, is 
Government prepared to provide adequate premises for such 
purpose? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR AND SOCIAL SECURITY  

Mr Speaker, the Government is looking at the issue of drug 
rehabilitation and counselling under medical supervision in 
Gibraltar in close consultation with the organisers who are 
running Camp Emmanuel and it is in this context that the 
question of premises is being considered. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 24 OF 1992  

HON H CORBY: 

Mr Speaker, can I make a statement before I am shot down by 
the Hon Members opposite as not being a question? 

MR SPEAKER: 

Well, as long as you keep it short. 

HON H CORBY: 

It is very short, Mr Speaker. I must state here that when I 
joined the GSD I resigned as Chairman of the Drug 
Rehabilitation United Group and I am here on the assumption 
that I am speaking for the people of Gibraltar and not flag 
waving on my own account. Having said that, Mr Speaker, let me 
say that drug taking and drug offences have escalated in 
Gibraltar and the Minister must agree with me, and I have the 
statistics here from the Gibraltar Government for 1990 which 
states that drug offences in 1981 were 126 and I have the 
figure for 1991 which is 529. This makes an increase within 
ten years of drug offences to 419.84%. This is what it has 
risen to, Mr Speaker. Having said that, this is only the tip 
of the iceberg because there are a lot of people who have been 
caught by the Police. Imagine what is under the peak of that 
iceberg. So in essence, the people of Gibraltar need this 
Centre to be a facility here in Gibraltar for drug 
rehabilitation. I urge the Minister in question to give it 
utmost priority. What is only needed, Mr Speaker, is an MOD 
property subsidised with medical services attached to it and I 
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do not think that that would be a great cost to the Gibraltar 
Government as such. The question is, Mr Speaker, will the 
Government do this as urgently as possible and, if possible, I 
would be very glad to consult the Hon Minister, Mr Mor, on 
this venture? 

HON R MOR: 

Mr Speaker, as I have already explained in my answer to the 
question, which was dealing primarily with the premises which 
is what concerns the Hon Member, we are discussing this with 
the people who are running Camp Emmanuel and in this context 
we will be looking at what the Hon Member is saying. 

HON H CORBY: 

Mr Speaker, I have for the perusal of Hon Members opposite a 
video which won an award in Gibraltar for the best documentary 
of the year. I have it available. That will give them an 
insight of what was being done in Gibraltar if they are 
willing to look at it. 

HON R MOR: 

We are very grateful, Mr Speaker, for the offer from the Hon 
Member. 

HON L H FRANCIS: 

Mr Speaker, will the Minister say or can he say at this stage 
whether the facility will be provided in Gibraltar or at Camp 
Emmanuel? 

HON R MOR: 

Within Gibraltar, Mr Speaker. 

HON H CORBY: 

Mr Speaker, the answer has not come back inasfar as I could be 
involved with the Minister as far as this venture is 
concerned. 

HON R MOR: 

Well, Mr Speaker, if we find that there is a need for the Hon 
Member to be consulted, we will do that. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 
NO. 26 OF 1992 ORAL  

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO  

As at the 31st March, 1992, what was the level of unemployment 
in Gibraltar of - 

(a) Gibraltarians 

(b) non-Gibraltarians 

subdivided into under and over 25 years old age groups? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR AND SOCIAL SECURITY  

Mr Speaker, the information requested is as follows:- 

Under 25 Over 25  

(a) Gibraltarians 192 298 

(b) non-Gibraltarians 8 303 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 26 OF 1992  

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

I thank the Hon Minister for the information, Mr Speaker, and 
we welcome on this side of the House the indication that the 
figures are lower than they were when they were last requested 
in the previous question. 

HON R MOR: 

Slightly lower, Mr Speaker. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 28 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON H CORBY 

What financial support is provided from public funds to a 
person who is unemployed for a period longer than thirteen 
weeks? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR AND SOCIAL SECURITY 

Answered together with Question Nos. 29 and 32 of 1992. 

48 48 48



30.4.92 

NO. 29 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON H CORBY  

Will Government explain the system of non-contributory or 
supplementary benefits, and give details of current levels of 
payment and to what categories of persons they are available? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR AND SOCIAL SECURITY  

Answered together with Question Nos. 28 and 32 of 1992. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 30 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO 

Will Government consider changing the qualifying criteria 
for receipt of Family Support Benefits (formerly Family 
Allowance payments) which disqualifies a family if one 
parent's income is even marginally in excess of £20,000 
per annum but does not do so if the combined incomes of 
both parents is well in excess of this figure? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR AND SOCIAL SECURITY  

Mr Speaker, the position is as stated previously in this 
House. 

The Government considers that if both parents' incomes, 
instead of the higher one, was taken into account it would 
act as a disincentive to married women continuing in employ-
ment. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 30 Of 1992  

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Will the Minister like to explain, Mr Speaker, the logic 
of that? 

HON R MOR: 

Mr Speaker, it is self-evident, I will repeat it if he 
wants it. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

I do not want it repeated, I want it explained. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Well, does the Hon Minister admit that it operates an 
injustice to people in that category? The point of, the 
question is what the combined purchasing power of the house-
hold is, not what the higher of the two earns. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

The answer is no. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 32 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON H CORBY  

What financial benefits are available to single parents 
from Government or from other public funds or from funds 
which receive monies directly or indirectly from Government 
or other public funds? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR AND SOCIAL SECURITY  

Mr Speaker, there is no statutory financial support from 
public funds for persons unemployed for a period of more 
than thirteen weeks. Non-statutory social assistance is 
provided to persons who have no income and this is based 
on a means test. The same criteria applies in the case 
of single parents. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NOS. 28, 29 AND 32 OF 1992  

HON H CORBY: 

Mr Speaker, will the Minister not agree that whereas 
individual cases are probably the subject of secrecy, the 
overall general policy must be known openly and be debated 
in the House? 

HON R MOR: 

No, Mr Speaker, that is not the case. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, on what basis does the Government justify that 
in this community people should not know as a matter of 
rules available for all to examine whether they are, or 
who is and on what terms, entitled to social assistance? 
We have had arguments over the last four years about why 
there is a need to be a degree of reticence on, for example, 
pensions. But why is this extended to areas of social 
security to which the same considerations of interests 
of state cannot be extended? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Mr Speaker, the Hon Member was not here, in fact, throughout 
the last four years to which he refers and he may not have 
been here at the time when it was made clear to the House 
that the same considerations in protecting Gibraltar's 
position against possible extensions of Community Law apply 
to the whole range of non-statutory benefits. 
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HON P R CARUANA: 

So is the Hon the Chief Minister's position that we may 
not know what the regime is in relation to any aspect of 
social assistance in case Community Law should be extended 
in the future in relation to that? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Mr Speaker, if the Hon Member loses his place in the House 
and becomes so impoverished as a lawyer that he requires 
social assistance he will be able to find out what he is 
entitled to. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Yes, exactly, so the Hon the Chief Minister in his own 
imitable manner confirms the point of the question. That 
the purpose of keeping the community in the dark as to 
who is entitled to what, why and when, is kept secret in 
case some future European Community Law change should render 
that unhelpful to the interest of Gibraltar. Well, that 
principle, with the greatest of respect to the Hon Members 
opposite, could be extended to every aspect of Government 
revenue raising and payments and expenditure. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

I am grateful for his suggestion. We will look as to what 
other areas we can extend it to. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 33 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON H CORBY  

What provisions exist for the giving of financial assistance 
to Old Age Pensioners in relation to the cost to them of 
water, electricity and rates? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR AND SOCIAL SECURITY  

Mr Speaker, it would not make sense to make provision for 
financial assistance for water, electricity and rates which 
would be totally unmanageable given the different circum-
stances of pensioners. 

Community Care has been providing assistance with household 
costs since 1988. This is a matter for which I do not have 
Ministerial responsibility since the organisation is not 
a Government body. If the Member wishes to have information 
on these payments I will approach the organisation and 
seek to obtain the details for him on a confidential basis. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 33 OF 1992  

HON H CORBY: 

Mr Speaker, would the Minister agree with me that a minimum 
subsidised consumption might be the answer to pensioners 
who live alone and are in need of financial assistance? 

HON R MOR: 

No, Mr Speaker, the Government is not prepared to restrict 
everything on water and electricity and rates. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, are we therefore to understand that this body 
called Community Care dispenses assistance, for example, 
for water and electricity and other things, to such persons 
as it considers are suitable recipients on the basis of 
unpublished criteria on a perfectly arbitrary basis? 

HON R MOR: 

No, Mr Speaker. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

The Hon Minister has said that assistance is provided with 
household expenses to people by Community Care on perfectly 
arbitrary rules which are unpublished and which the Minister 
will not describe in this House. 
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HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

No, Mr Speaker, as my colleague has mentioned, perfectly 
arbitrary rules are on the Member opposite. The Minister 
has said that there is assistance provided and if the Hon 
Member opposite wants to have the information on a 
confidential basis he can have it and then he can see 
whether they are arbitrary or not. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

The Hon Member does not want the information on a private 
basis. What the Hon Member wants, but now knows he will 
not get, is a system as exists everywhere else whereby 
people know what they are entitled to and what they are 
not entitled to and in what circumstances they can get 
it and why somebody does not get it and somebody else does 
or why he gets it and somebody else does not. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Mr Speaker, the Hon Member has already been given an answer 
by me on that question. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 36 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P CUMMING 

Has there been any progress in obtaining UK and EEC 
recognition of local nursing registration? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR MEDICAL SERVICES AND SPORT 

Yes, Mr Speaker, a process leading to UKCC registration and 
consequently EEC recognition has already started for locally 
registered nurses, and in fact the initial three months local 
adaptation course concludes on the 1st May, 1992. It is 
programmed to have all non-UKCC registered nurses adapted 
within a two year period. A further two adaptation programmes 
are already planned for this year. 

These programmes have been planned in conjunction with the 
Sheffield and North Trent College of Nursing and a visit 
of external assessors from the College has been arranged 
for week commencing 3rd May, 1992, to coincide with the 
conclusion of the first adaptation and the commencement of 
the second course. A third course is scheduled to commence 
in September. 

The student nurse intakes currently in training are on a 
modular scheme which meet with all UKCC and EEC requirements. 
Registration would then become automatic. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 36 OF 1992  

HON P CUMMING: 

Mr Speaker, the need for an adaptation course surely does 
not represent progress when prior to 1988 there was no need 
for adaptation courses. People were being registered on 
individual basis with UKCC without need for an adaptation 
course. Surely that implies deterioration rather than 
progress? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

No, Mr Speaker, I am given to understand that the adaptation 
courses at the time had to be taken in the UK. 

HON P CUMMING: 

Mr Speaker, if we go back far enough, in my own case I 
registered locally and registered with the United Kingdom 
Nurse Registration Council automatically. The fact now that 
we need an adaptation course surely implies lack of progress, 
not progress. 
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HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

Well, Mr Speaker, that is not the information that I have 
been given. The fact that the UKCC told us that we need to 
be able to have the adaptation courses adapted in Gibraltar 
and we took steps to remedy the situation, I think, that 
is progress enough. 

HON P CUMMING: 

Mr Speaker, if as the Hon Minister says registration will 
become automatic in a short period, will it then automatically 
follow that the EEC will give recognition because in the 
past there have been students trained locally, registered 
in the UK and consequently denied EEC registration because 
the Central Council has claimed that we are outside the EEC. 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

Yes, Mr Speaker, the EEC will give us recognition. 

HON P CUMMING: 

Thank you. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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NO. 37 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P CUMMING 

Is it the Government's intention when considering applications 
for new contracts for Consultants to recruit persons who 
will not undertake private practice even if this results 
in attracting only Junior Registrars? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR MEDICAL SERVICES AND SPORT  

Mr Speaker, the question is in two parts and I will answer 
each section in turn. 

Government is recruiting Consultants who do not undertake 
private practice. However, the Member is incorrect in saying 
that this results in attracting junior registrars. The 
Health Authority has received no applications from junior 
registrars and therefore the question does not arise. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 37 OF 1992  

HON P CUMMING: 

Mr Speaker, it has been my information that, in fact, several 
times in the past, and in the most recent occasions, the 
people who have been appointed consultants here, although 
qualified, did not have sufficient years cf experience in 
both grades in UK of junior registrar and senior registrar 
and some have had consultancy posts in the third world, 
but not in the UK. 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

Mr Speaker, the Member is incorrect. The consultants or 
the applicants who have applied to the Health Authority 
have had experience in the UK. They have been practicing 
in the UK and they are consultants, Mr Speaker. We have 
received no application, as I have said in my original answer 
to this question, from junior registrars. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, the Honourable Minister said that they are 
recruiting consultants who do not undertake private practice. 
Will the Minister confirm that that means "cannot" under 
the terms of their contract as opposed tc simply choose 
not to? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

Cannot, Mr Speaker. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Under the terms of their contract? 
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30.4.92 

NO. 38 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P CUMMING  

Where will the new Health Centre be sited, and when is it 
expected to be operational? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR MEDICAL SERVICES AND SPORT  

Mr Speaker, as I have already publicly stated it will be 
sited in the north area of Gibraltar. However, Government 
is considering a number of sites and until a decision is 
taken, I am not in a position to make a statement. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 38 OF 1992  

HON P CUMMING: 

Mr Speaker, does the Hon Minister agree with me that the 
present overcrowding of the Health Centre makes working 
conditions there very unpleasant for patients, for staff 
and, in fact, are bordering on the unhygienic? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

Mr Speaker, the Government is already considering interim 
measures. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, the Hon Minister refers to the north area. Is 
she in a position to say whether the Government is considering 
a site adjacent to St Martin's School? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

Mr Speaker, I have said that the Government is considering 
a number of sites and until a decision is taken I am not 
prepared to give a statement on the matter. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Is the Minister refusing to say whether it is considering 
a site adjacent to St Martin's School? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

That might be one of the sites, Mr Speaker. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 39 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P CUMMING  

Is the Government satisfied that the premises of the blood 
bank at St Bernard's Hospital is in a hygienic state and 
is it adequately equipped to provide a safe service? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR MEDICAL SERVICES AND SPORT  

Mr Speaker, the Government has not received any information 
to the contrary and has been assured by the persons 
responsible for the blood bank at St Bernard's Hospital that 
it is in a hygienic state and adequately equipped to provide 
a safe service. The Government is therefore satisfied with 
the assurances it has received. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 39 OF 1992  

HON P CUMMING: 

Mr Speaker, the blood used for transfusions in UK is AIDS 
tested prior to giving and also heat treated in order to 
render it safe. Up to 1988 in Gibraltar, tests were only 
carried out on donors - AIDS testing on donors - and the 
blood was not treated because there was no equipment available 
to do this. Has this now been corrected? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

I am given to understand that this is the case, Mr Speaker. 

HON P CUMMING: 

That blood is being heat treated? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

That is the information I have received, Mr Speaker. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 40 OF 1992 ORAL  

THE HON P CUMMING  

Will Government provide adequate waiting facilities for family 
of patients who may be - 

(a) in a critical condition in ITU 

(b) undergoing surgery in operating theatre 

(c) during labour in Maternity Ward 

to avoid, often distraught family members to stand in hospital 
corridors sometimes for long periods of time? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR MEDICAL SERVICES AND SPORT  

Mr Speaker, within the resources available to the Health 
Authority, priority continues to be given to the refurbishment 
of wards as these are considered to be more important than 
waiting facilities. There are only two wards left to refurbish 
at St Bernard's and it is intended therefore soon after to 
look at other areas, including the one the Hon Member has 
mentioned. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 40 OF 1992  

HON P CUMMING: 

Mr Speaker, in the meantime, could the Minister request that 
a sofa be retained in the little lobby outside the Maternity 
Department, at the top of the slope as there used to be? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

I will need to ask the Management to look at the situation, Mr 
Speaker, at his request. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

Mr Speaker, I am told that the levanter has nothing to do 
with it but I am sure that if the indications were alarming 
I would have been told by the professionals. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, will the Hon Lady Minister agree to compile or 
have compiled on her behalf statistics relating to mortality 
rates and the incidence rates of the various types of cancer 
in Gibraltar? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

Mr Speaker, as I have said before I think that if there was 
any indication that there was a rise in incidence of cancer 
in Gibraltar I would have already been contacted by the 
professionals in Gibraltar. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

With the greatest respect, Mr Speaker, she cannot know if 
there is any rise unless you compile the statistics and then 
compare them from one year to the other. I think that it 
is self-evident in this community that the incidence of cancer 
is very great. Now whether it is greater than in other towns 
of 28,000 people requires the compilation of statistics, 
so that three years from now we shall know whether it is 
any greater. If we do not start compiling these statistics 
we shall never know. 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

Perhaps, Mr Speaker, I did not explain myself properly but 
the Health Authority does have statistics of the number of 
people who die and the case of the death and that is therefore 
why I was harbouring on the argument that if those statistics 
were alarming I would have already been informed. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Those statistics, Mr Speaker, do they exist in relation to 
cancer specifically, death from cancer and the various types 
of cancer? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

Yes, Mr Speaker, they refer to all types of death and that 
is why I was telling the Opposition that if there was any 
information which the professionals thought were alarming 
I would have already been informed or the Government would 
have been informed. 
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HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

No, in exchange for us providing the same facilities for 
them, Mr Speaker. I have been assured by the MOD that 
civilians will be able to use the facilities on the same 
basis that Naval Ground No. 1 was being used previously. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, with the greatest of respect, it seems a very 
tenuous and irrelevant distinction to make. The question 
is not what was given in exchange. The question is what was 
received and what the Gibraltar Government received was sports 
facilities. Now even subject to the same tenuous distinction 
that the Hon Minister has made, are there any other sports 
facilities that fall into that category? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

Not to my knowledge, Mr Speaker. 

HON L H FRANCIS: 

Mr Speaker, is the Hon Minister aware that one of the sites 
in particular that she has mentioned is going to be handed 
over, the squash courts and badminton complex at South 
Barracks, is being heavily vandalised, I am given to under-
stand? Can nothing be done to prevent damage prior to its 
actual handing over? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

I can assure the Hon Member that it was being vandalised 
but at the moment it is being refurbished by the MOD before 
they release it to the Government. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, is the Government still under an obligation to 
reprovide Naval Ground No. 2? 

HON MISS M I MONTEGRIFFO: 

It has been reprovided already, Mr Speaker. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Yes, Mr Speaker, I hesitate to base the question on rumour, 
but is there any truth in the rumour that, in fact, the Navy 
may have no intention of using that reprovided area as a 
sports facility at all? 
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people, some of which I have raised myself. There will 
be even changes made to the billing so that there is no 
muddle like there is at present as to what is the monthly 
payment as opposed to the arrears one which is what the 
Honourable Member has lastly referred to. So I accept that 
there are teething problems and I accept that certain problems 
have been put to me but I do not accept the suggestion of 
the Honourable Member that it is chaos which is what he 
has suggested. I have certainly only seen two letters in 
the press. I pass there every morning and I do not see 
the queues that the Honourable .Member has seen. On occasions 
there were certain queues because, as a result of the postal 
strike, there were three and four bills which have been 
received together and that created the problem as well and 
it coincided with the take-over of Lyonnaise from the 
Collection. I have been satisfied by the company, that certain 
corrective actions are to be taken on the bill itself and 
I have made sure that they have satisfied all the customers 
that have come to me with complaints. I am confident that 
no other problems will arise in the future. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, I am sure the Honourable Member will accept 
the usual reticence of Gibraltarians to write letters in 
the press (unless of course they happen to be members of 
the GSLP in the lead up to an election) but the fact that 
he has seen only two letters in the press is not indicative 
of the feeling out in the street. But having said that, 
I hope he will accept that I understand from his explanation 
that he is in fact agreeing with the general spirit of what 
I have said. I welcome the fact that he has taken steps 
to approach Lyonnaise to try to correct, what he calls, 
teething troubles and which I hope are teething troubles 
and which we will nevertheless monitor to ensure that they 
are teething troubles. But having said all that, will he 
also give us an indication, Mr Speaker, whether he will 
tackle a particular bone of contention with the public in 
general on the issue of receipts that Lyonnaise appear not 
to be want to agree to and possibly change the system so 
that receipts are issued for payments by post by cheques? 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Let me first say that I do not agree with what the Honourable 
Member has said. Secondly, that it is obvious that now 
the perception of how many letters can go to the press, 
according to the Honourable Member, allows the Honourable 
Member to say has he seen the number of letters in the press. 
When I tell him that there are two, then he says that it 
is the perception that he has of how many people would have 
written if they had thought that writing a letter could 
have made a difference. On the question of the receipts, 
the answer is, no, I have not made representations to 
Lyonnaise about people, who pay their bill by cheque and 
by post receiving receipts because those who want a receipt 
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HON J C PEREZ: 

It is taking all the refuse of Gibraltar. Whether it works 
to full capacity in that it works for longer hours than 
we in Gibraltar need it is a different issue. It will work 
to full capacity when it 'is producing water and electricity 
'and then refuse in Gibraltar would need to be supplemented 
by coal. At the moment, it is not working to full capacity 
only because of that.' But it can take all our refuse and 
all our wood and it meets all our requirements already. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, by implication then the residue is being taken 
slowly because it cannot meet more demand at the moment 
than it needs. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

No, the residue is part of the contract that there was with 
the previous company. We used to dispose of it in Los 
Barrios. We have already informed that company that if 
it wishes to, the incinerator can take on that residue and 
it need not carry it to Los Barrios. But it has got 
contractural obligations with Los Barrios which it has to 
meet. So unfortunately that refuse might have to be taken 
to Los Barrios anyway. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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far as I know and I shall assist the management of the company 
in any way if they think that by my intervention it can 
come about but unfortunately I think it would have a 
detrimental turn if the press reports emanating from the 
Ayuntamipnto of La Linea are anything to go by. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, the Honourable-Minister will be aware of many 
press reports emanating from Spain casting doubt on the 
technical adequacy of that incinerator. Can we take this 
opportunity to have it publicly confirmed that those 
criticisms are technically without foundation? 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, those criticism are technically without 
foundation. The Environmental Groups that have bothered 
to come and see the incinerator and take the specifications 
of the incinerator away with them across the border have 
been satisfied that what I am saying is true and it is only 
political parties in La Linea who have not bothered to do 
this, that are claiming that the incinerator is an 
environmental hazard. But even those Environmental 
Associations from Algeciras and further afar that have come 
to see the incinerator have been quite impressed, have taken 
the specifications the company has given them and have been 
assured that it is not only not an environmental hazard 
but would be a vast improvement, were these installed in 
Spain, to the methods prevailing in most areas in Andalucia. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 49 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO  

Why is the cost of a telephone call from Gibraltar to the 
United Kingdom higher than the cost of a comparative call 
from UK to Gibraltar? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES  

Mr Speaker, neither the European Community nor the Inter-
national Telecommunications Union have standardised charges 
because it is widely known and recognised that the customer 
base, usage and investment are what eventually - determine 
the charges one is able to offer ones own customers. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 49 OF 1992  

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, does the Minister recollect that at the initial 
stages of the Nynex operation there was speculation in the 
media reports that, due to the increased traffic being 
envisaged both from the new company and because of the 
expansion of the Finance Centre and because of the more modern 
equipment then being installed, charges would drop in the 
short to medium term? 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, I do not think that the Hon Member knows what 
he is talking about. Nynex has nothing to do with inter-
national communications. It is Gibtel that has to do with 
it and therefore the rumours emanating at the time of Nynex 
cannot be perceived to affect the operations of Gibtel. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, it must be the time of day and the heat and the 
fact that I am still wearing my jacket. Of course, I meant 
Gibtel and not Nynex. I am sorry if it has confused the 
Minister. Perhaps he could answer the spirit of the question. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Yes. When Gibtel came into power the Party that was in power 
is the Party that the Hon Member belonged to, so he should 
know. 
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HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, the Party might have been in power but I was 
not part of the people who were in power as the Minister 
will know. So I do not know the answer to the question. Does 
the Minister recollect the speculation and is he in a position 
now to bring pressure to bear so that charges can be lowered? 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, the answer that I have given the Hon Member is 
that what determines the charges are not the prices charged 
by other administrations but your own investment, your own 
customer base and the usage that your customers make of that 
particular capital expenditure. Therefore, the prices that 
we charge are based on that and our customer base is very 
small as compared to the United Kingdom. Therefore, we have 
more capacity than what we really need and we have to pay 
for it if we want more telecommunications. The situation 
has been the same for the last ten years where charges in 
Gibraltar have not moved either up or down. Charges in UK 
have fluctuated during that period but has not affected the 
charges that we have put. In fact, in the United Kingdom 
there is VAT on charges which we do not impose. If you add 
together the VAT and the charges in the UK it is not as far 
away as seems to be the case in normal circumstances other 
than the cheap rate, of course. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, it is not quite correct to say that the charges 
have not changed. If we go back far enough telephones were 
free  

HON J C PEREZ: 

What is the question the Hon Member is making? 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

The question is whether the Government is in a position under 
the terms of the contract to bring any pressure to bear on 
Gibtel to lower if possible the charges. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

International calls have never been free. The question the 
Hon Member made is why the disparity between UK and Gibraltar. 
I have told him why the disparity and now he says can Gibtel 
decrease. Well, that is a business decision that the Board 
of Gibtel will have to take given the circumstances prevailing 
at the time. I cannot guarantee that the Hon Member will 
get the desired results because it is a business judgement 
taken by a company as on any other issue. 
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HON P R CARUANA: 

Yes, Mr Speaker, the fact of the matter remains that in other 
countries, for example, in the United Kingdom there are 
regulatory-  authorities to ensure that those that have to 
take business judgements are not looking only at their own 
bottom line. What regulatory regime exists in Gibraltar? 
Perhaps a power reserve to the Government, if it has indeed 
a contract with Gibtel to ensure that the cost of telephone 
calls are not decided only by the Board of Gibtel. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, there is no decision being taken. The same charges 
have existed throughout a ten year period when Cable and 
Wireless was there, when the Telephone Department was there, 
when the AACR was in power, when the GSLP came into power, 
so the situation has not changed whatsoever. The question 
he has asked is why the disparity between the UK and Gibraltar, 
I have informed the Hon Member that the disparity arises 
because decisions on charges are not related to the cost 
to the operator in Gibraltar of providing the service to 
the customer. He has then said that there are regulatory 
controls in the United Kingdom and I am saying that not on 
pricing. They removed them at the time that they liberalised 
telecommunications and allowed Mercury to give a service. 
Therefore, the competition that there is in UK today is the 
one that is pushing prices one way or the other, not the 
regulations of the regulatory authority in the United Kingdom. 
If what the Hon Member is saying is whether the Government 
could ask Gibtel to lower prices then he should have asked 
exactly that question and I would have answered on that basis. 
On what premise is the Opposition asking Gibtel to lower 
prices? 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 51 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO  

Will Government make public the terms of the contract between 
Government and Gibraltar Nynex Communications? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES  

Mr Speaker, when entering into contracts with the Government, 
reputable international companies such as Nynex and Lyonnaise 
include normal clauses of confidentiality which both parties 
are bound to respect. I am therefore unable to make public 
the full terms of the contracts referred to by the Hon Member. 
Needless to say that he already knows this since he himself 
raised the matter at the time of the completion of the Nynex 
contract. Some of the terms of the agreement have already 
been made public, by agreement with the company, at the time 
of the signing of the contract. I would suggest that the 
Hon Member researches to see whether the information he now 
wants is already public. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NOS. 44, 45 AND 51 OF 1992  

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, the Hon Member introduces the word "full" in 
his answer. I have not asked for full details. I am looking 
for what the terms of the contract are in general terms. 
Members on this side of the House have not been here for 
a long time and were certainly not here when that information 
was disclosed. I think it is as well in the public interest 
if that information could be made available in general terms. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, as far as the public is concerned, their interests 
have already been safeguarded since in general terms matters 
have been made public at the time of the signing of the 
contract. It is my view that we are not bound to answer in 
the House for any public information that exists. Mr Speaker, 
since the matter is made public it is open to Hon Members 
to look for it and get it however they want. There have been 
press statements. It is in Hansard in May 1990 and April 
1991 on both Nynex and Lyonnaise and it is open to anybody 
to research it and look for it. 

90 90 90



2. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Given, Mr Speaker, that these are or were important public 
utilities in the sense that they were owned by the people, 
does the Government consider that it is appropriate then 
that the Government should have agreed to the terms of 
contract containing a confidentiality clause? For whose 
benefit does such a clause exist in a contract which, in 
effect, privatises public assets? 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, it is only at the instigation of the lawyers 
representing these companies such as OESCO, for example, 
that these clauses are being included. I presume that the 
Hon Member has not mentioned lawyers because of one of his 
clients. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

The Hon Member has not mentioned any utilities in his 
supplementaries, he has just referred to it in normal terms. 
But the mischievous purpose of the Minister's comments are 
taken on board. The fact of the matter is, will the Minister 
agree in future to resist, insofar as vicious lawyers acting 
for the utilities, the inclusion of clauses in contracts 
to privatise public assets which then give the Hon Minister 
a pretext for standing up in the House and saying: "I will 
not tell you the terms of the contract in which I have 
privatised your assets"? 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, I have not said that. I have said that I have 
already said so. I have already explained to this House, 
to the general public on television, in the newspapers, every-
where else, what the terms of the contract, in general terms 
are and that has been with agreement with the companies 
concerned. What I am saying to the Hon Member is that he 
cannot expect to come two years later and say "we want the 
Minister to impart the same information again". I do not 
mind boring the House reading Hansard again, if the Hon Member 
wants to, but I think he can do his own research and save 
the House the delays that would have to be encountered if 
I were to read to the Hon Member the Hansard which is avail-
able to him for him to find out in private. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, I am not interested in general terms, I am 
interested in the detailed terms of contracts. We ought to 
have available to any member of the public who wants to know 
the basis and terms upon which its Government has, in effect, 
privatised public assets. I am not interested in the general 
terms or in the selected general terms that the Hon Minister 
may have in the past chosen to publish. 
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HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, I take offence from the term privatisation. It 
has been privatisation on a joint venture basis and the 
Government retains a shareholding in the company and has 
protected the workforce from the viciousness of privatisation 
which the Hon Member supports in his Thatcherite manner. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

It is privatisation to the extent that whereas before I could 
question him in detail about matters of electricity generation 
and water and telephone, now he can come and tell me that 
it is none of my business because it is in the hands of a 
private company. If that is not privatisation it is as near 
as that. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

I had not realised totally the extent to what benefits me. 
I will take it into account in answering other questions 
for the Hon Member. 
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HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Fine, Mr Speaker. Will the Hon Minister agree, that according 
to the Building Regulations and the Standard Code of Practice 
all doors in new apartments with the exception of bathroom 
doors, cupboards and toilets, are required to be 30 minutes 
fire resistant? 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, according to the reply from the Chief Fire Officer 
"Yes" and that is being complied with. In fact, the Hon Member 
asked me, in respect of the Fire Regulations, "I would refer 
you in particular to Building Regulations E15H11 and Table 1 
to Regulation El and to Sections 2(2), 3(2), 1(1), 431 and 432 
of the British Standard Code of Practice Chapter 4, Part 1 
1971". The Chief Fire Officer has said that "Yes", he is 
complying with all the Sections and all the standards 
mentioned by the Hon Member. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Right, Mr Speaker. Can the Hon the Chief Minister tell this 
House on what basis, on what information, on what certificate 
and from whom is the Chief Fire Officer acting on to say that 
these doors are 30 minutes fire resistant? 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, the Hon the Chief Minister may or may not, I 
presume, be able to tell the Hon Member but I am going to tell 
him. Mr Speaker, I have complete confidence in the information 
that I have been given by the Chief Fire Officer and by his 
Deputy. I have put the question that the Hon Member has asked 
to them and they have informed me that "Yes", they are 
complying with all the Regulations quoted. Then I have no need 
to question what they say because I am satisfied that they are 
telling the truth. I am therefore telling the Hon Member that 
as far as the Chief Fire Officer, his Deputy and his staff are 
concerned, their compliance has been given in writing and I 
have it in front of me in answer to a letter from the Hon 
Member to me. If the Hon Member is not satisfied with that he 
can put all the supplementaries that he wishes but unless he 
has facts to be able to suggest that the Chief Fire Officer is 
not telling me the truth I suggest that he keeps quiet. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, yes I will ask further supplementaries. No I am 
not satisfied. Yes there is more information that I require 
before I am satisfied. I suggest that we all keep our cool, Mr 
Speaker, because this is a serious matter because should there 
be a fire lives could be at risk. Mr Speaker, I have 
information, which I will disclose in a moment, which shows 
that the essential part is not quite 100% accurate. I repeat 
the question that I asked a minute ago "Does the Hon Minister 
have the information on what basis is the Chief Fire Officer 
basing himself  
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know what our role is. I have asked the professionals whether 
they are satisfied that the development is in accordance with 
the regulations that the Hon Member has mentioned. Their reply 
is that they are satisfied. I have not told the Hon Member 
that I refuse to show him the certificate. I have not seen the 
certificate. If the Chief Fire Officer is satisfied with the 
information provided sell that then is good enough,for me. 
What I have said and I repeat is that the word of the Chief 
Fire Officer is good enough for me. Let me add, Mr Speaker, 
that the Hon Member is making a big issue about something 
which is without foundation whatsoever because he is talking 
about people being at risk as a result of a fire hazard which 
is totally untrue and the last time that he put his foot in 
it, in this House, he was told to go and see Gibraltar Homes 
and after seeing them agreed with Gibraltar Homes that he 
would come back to the House and make an apology for the 
innuendos that he had made about the state of the houses. He 
has not done so and he is falling into the same trap again by 
creating innuendos about the safety of the flats which the 
Chief Fire Officer and all his staff say that does not exist. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, I would ask the Hon Member to withdraw what he has 
just said. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, I shall not withdraw one word. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, I was not told to go anywhere, I accepted an 
invitation from the developers in order to relieve some of the 
worries that I had. Some worries were relieved and others were 
not and I certainly gave no undertaking to anybody to come 
back to this House and say anything. If the Hon Minister is 
saying that I did then that is a total fabrication of the 
truth. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, I believe the developers and not the Hon Member. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, I have been accused of fabrication and innuendos 
but I have here a report from the UK Timber Research and 
Development Associations  Mr Speaker, the biggest fire testing 
organisation in the UK and the one that tests to established 
British Standards in UK. Before I proceed, Mr Speaker, will 
the Hon Minister accept that if there are facts in this report 
that are contrary to what he has said then there is legitimate 
cause for me to raise this in this House and he has no right 
to say what he just said? 
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HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, I have every right to say what I have said and i 
will restate what I said that I have every confidence in the 
Chief Fire Officer and his staff. If they say that the doors 
at Westside comply with the safety standards as specified by 
the Hon Member then I believe them. If the Hon Member does 
not, well then that is his problem and the onus is on him to 
try and prove the contrary. If the Hon Member fails to prove 
that then an apology is owed to those people. 

MR SPEAKER: 

This is now turning into a debate and I will allow the Hon 
Member one more supplementary. After that if the Hon Member 
wishes to pursue the matter he should bring a substantive 
motion or ask for the matter to be dealt with on the 
adjournment. What is certain is that he is not going to 
resolve the matter with more questions. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

If necessary I will take the matter up on the adjournment but 
I would ask the Hon Minister that although I realise that he 
must accept the advise of his professionals would he accept 
political responsibility after I read the conclusion of this 
Report about part of a door from Westside which has been sent 
to UK to this leading testing agency. I will not read the 
whole Report but the conclusion states "as stated; and there 
are seven conclusions, "as stated it is our opinion that a 
full sized door set to the details submitted, if subjected to 
a BS476 Part 22 1987 fire resistance test would fail to 
achieve an integrity performance of 30 minutes". Now, Mr 
Speaker, this is not me inventing anything, this is the 
biggest testing agency in the UK. It is the one that tests all 
doors manufactured in the UK to British Standards and they are 
saying, amongst a number of other things, that the door will 
not stand up to 30 minutes fire resistance. Mr Speaker, will 
the Hon Minister also accept that this Report also says that 
"the hinges are made of a metal that is likely to melt in 
about 10 minutes, that the hinges have plastic or nylon bushes 
which are also likely to melt in that sort of time and that 
therefore the door would not stand up to the 30 minutes test 
but would collapse as a result of the hinges burning"? This, 
Mr Speaker, is too important because lives are at stake and I 
would ask the Minister whether an investigation needs to be 
carried out to establish whether the facts contained in this 
Report are true? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

No, Mr Speaker. We do not accept political responsibility for 
a development which is not being carried out by the 
Government. The development is being carried out by a private 
developer and like every other development in Gibraltar has to 
be tested by professionals who have to satisfy themselves that 
they meet the required standards. The political responsibility 
that we will have to accept would be to discipline the people 
in the Fire Brigade if, in fact, they have failed to carry out 
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their jobs correctly which is the allegation that the Hon 
Member opposite is making. That, Mr Speaker, is the part that 
we will have to investigate, whether the allegations of 
unprofessional conduct on the part of the City Fire Brigade 
are justified or not. Certainly what, I think, the Hon Member 
ought to have the guts to do is to repeat what he has said in 
this House without the protection of parliamentary privilege 
so that Gibraltar Homes can sue him for the damages that he 
may be doing to their sales if it is proved that he does not 
know what he is talking about. So what I would invite him to 
do, Mr Speaker, if he is so confident of his grounds, is to 
repeat without parliamentary protection what he has said. 
Because commercially he is sing something which is very, 
very serious. What we havejto satisfy ourselves is that the 
professionals that we employ in the Brigade know their job. We 
have no reason to doubt that because whenever our people from 
the Fire Brigade go to the UK they always come out with flying 
colours in competition with any other Fire Brigade, I do not 
think that the Hon Member is suggesting that these people are 
being somehow influenced to give unprofessional decisions. So 
it can only be incompetence in giving unprofessional 
decisions. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, our intention in raising this matter is because it 
is our duty to bring this matter to the attention of the House 
and give it maximum effect to safeguard the lives of the 
people concerned. I have no intention of casting aspersions on 
anybody my concern is that I am told in a report that the 
doors are not 30 minutes fire resistant. My question to the 
Hon Minister is what action will he take to act on this 
Report? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

No, Mr Speaker, I have already told the Hon Member the degree 
of our political responsibility. We do not know who has sent 
the door, we do not even know if the stuff that has been sent 
to the UK is a door from Westside. Presumably the people in UK 
have tested a piece of material that has arrived through the 
post and they do not know that that is a door at Vestside. I 
imagine that the difference between the test carried out on 
the wood in England and the test done by the Fire Brigade here 
is that the Fire Brigade have gone actually down to the 
Estate. I do not know but I can tell the Hon Member one thing. 
If it is a purchaser who has obtained that information then it 
is up to that purchaser to take the matter up with the seller 
of the property. All that we have to do in the light of the 
doubts that the Hon Member has cast on whether the Department 
is doing its work properly is to go back to the Department. If 
the Hon Member wishes to take the matter further he must do so 
with the people who are building and selling the houses that 
are shoddy and a health hazard as the Hon Member is trying to 
make out they are. 

• 
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30.4.92 

NO. 54 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON L H FRANCIS  

Has Government studied the possibility of introducing a 
recycling scheme into the collection and disposal process of 
household waste in Gibraltar? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES  

Mr Speaker, Government has received a number of proposals from 
different parties for the recycling of part of the refuse 
disposed of in Gibraltar. We have studied these and have our 
ideas on the matter. None of the schemes looked at have proved 
to be either practical or economical. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 54 OF 1992  

HON L H FRANCIS: 

Mr Speaker, I would urge the Government to continue or to 
still have an open mind on the matter because in this day and 
age we all have to do our part within the environment and if 
we want to take our place as a modern society  

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, the Government has an open mind on the matter but 
if it is very costly we will not do it. One of the things that 
we were planning to do was to have glass banks here but the 
vehicles that collect in the surrounding area refuse to come 
in and collect our own because of the problems encountered in 
the Customs and because of the narrowness of our streets. 
Anybody who would do it locally would first have to find an 
outlet for the material being collected and a site in which to 
deposit it. Sites in Gibraltar are so valuable and because the 
land is at a premium it is not a feasible business for anybody 
in Gibraltar. On the other side, the wood and carton part of 
the business is one which we do not want to promote because 
that is of a very high calorific value which we need for our 
own incinerator to mix with the humidity element of the refuse 
that we collect in Gibraltar generally. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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HON J C PEREZ: 

No, that was the  

HON P R CARUANA: 

The £400,000 that we voted on was a vote to GBC and not 
a vote to any local production company. That came later 
and in private. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

I explained at the time, if he cares to look at Hansard, 
that it was a loan for GBC and that GBC would be buying 
the equipment and loaning it to the company which would 
be repaying the £400,000 over a ten-year period. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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NO. 57 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P CUMMING  

When will Calpe House start to function on a permanent basis 
as accommodation for local patients who go to the UK for 
medical treatment and will Government explain the reasons for 
the delay in achieving this? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES  

Mr Speaker, Government has been and continues to be in 
constant communication with the trustees over the delays 
encountered by them with the Westminster Council in London in 
respect of repairs which are being carried out to the property 
in question. The surveyor employed by the trustees initially 
advised them wrongly and as a result works being carried out 
to the building have had to be stopped whilst negotiations 
have been taking place between representatives of the trustees 
and the Council over certain conditions that the Council 
insist need to be met before the works can proceed. These are 
of a planning nature but in the meantime the amount of 
scaffolding around the building and the incomplete works to 
part of the extension makes the building uninhabitable. The 
latest position put to the Council by the trustees is that 
after a meeting last week the matter is again in the Agenda of 
the Council for the next meeting in which the legal 
representatives and quantity surveyors engaged by the Calpe 
House Trust believe everything will have been clarified and 
works allowed to proceed. 

Mr Speaker, having noticed a reluctance on the part of the 
Westminster Council to clear matters expeditiously, I have 
been in constant touch with the Deputy Governor who in turn 
has been raising it with the Foreign Office to see whether 
they could 'explain more clearly' to the powers that be the 
great need that exists for the Calpe House to be in operation 
and the many people who could have used it, were it not for 
the delay, and who are encountering unnecessary hardship as a 
result. Mr Nick Carter from the Foreign Office was, in fact, 
present at last week's meeting to reiterate the position. 

Mr Speaker, I would like to take this opportunity to praise 
the trustees for the hard work they are continuing to put in 
to see Calpe House realised and disassociate the Government 
from any aspersions cast upon them by the manner in which 
Opposition Members raised the matter publicly recently. 

Government continues to support the trustees of Calpe House in 
doing everything possible so that it commences operation and 
is available to sponsored patients who may want to make use of 
it. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 57 OF 1992  

HON P CUMMING: 

Mr Speaker, is the Hon Member satisfied that the Government, 
before investing so much public money in this venture, had 
done its homework properly to have prevented this sort of 
thing happening? 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Yes, Sir. 

HON P CUMMING: 

It seems to me, Mr Speaker, that the Minister is very easily 
satisfied. It seems to me that buying a listed building, even 
to a total amateur in such matters like myself would know that 
it is flawed with difficulties and to go bashing around a 
listed building in the centre of London they were asking for 
trouble. Now we cannot blame Madrid or the MOD or Brussels or 
anybody, we ourselves got into this and yet the Minister is 
satisfied that  

HON J C PEREZ: 

Not only the Minister, the whole House was satisfied when it 
voted the money. Everybody voted in favour of it with the 
details that we had at the time. We were all satisfied so at 
the time there were fiteen Members satisfied. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, I am the only Member of the then Opposition who 
voted in favour at the time. One of the things why we voted in 
favour of, when it came up on the 29th May, 1990, was because 
of the assurance that we had from the Hon Minister who said, 
amongst other things: "It is in very good condition and the 
Government itself authorised expenditure to undertake a survey 
before we committed ourselves with the money and the only 
thing pending is approval from Westminster Council", and that 
is a straight quote from Hansard, Mr Speaker, of the 29th May, 
1990. On that assurance and  

HON J C PEREZ: 

I can assure the Hon Member that the only thing still pending 
is the authority from the Westminster Council. The situation 
has not changed, that is the problem. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Will the Hon Member confirm that the problem arises from the 
fact .that unauthorised works were commenced on a listed 
building? 
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who went to London. We believe that the fact that there was 
this extra external interest brought into the decision making 
process has not endeared the project to the Westminster 
Council who, as a consequence (we believe, we do not know 
whether this is true or not) are being unnecessarily 
obstructive. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, I am grateful to the Hon Chief Minister for what 
he has said. Is it not then a case that substantial amounts of 
taxpayers' money, in addition to all the money that was 
collected by public contribution, were invested in the 
purchase of the property which could not lawfully be used for 
the purposes for which it was required, namely, this was the 
fund for the acquisition of a home for visiting Gibraltarians, 
and it could not lawfully be used for that purpose without the 
consent of the Westminster Council and that that consent had 
not been obtained before we were committed to the purchase. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Mr Speaker, the only thing that the Hon Member is interested 
in doing is standing up and saying that we are to blame for 
whatever has gone wrong. Then I will cease trying to give him 
information and he can go away satisfied that he has put the 
blame on us and that can be the end of the story because, at 
the end of the day, it is not a question that money was 
unlawfully used for anything, this was money  

HON P R CARUANA: 

I have not said that money was unlawfully used. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

This was money that was used with the authority of an 
Appropriation Ordinance which will no doubt at least keep him 
happy on that count. And having done it with an Appropriation 
Ordinance it was money used to buy a business not whether 
public money was being used to do something that was not 
authorised. It was public money being used to buy a property 
which on the basis of the information available at the time, 
was authorised. It was only because we insisted that any 
changes subsequently should go through the proper procedures 
irrespective of whether other people were properly following 
those procedures or not, precisely because there was public 
money invested and it is Crown property, that we started 
having the problems. The first problem we had was that the 
Westminster Council questions the fact that the Government of 
Gibraltar is the Crown. Now, if one is going to say: "Well, 
because there is a doubt in the mind of the Westminster 
Council whether the Government of Gibraltar is the Crown" 
because if it is Crown property, let me say none of the 
arguments of the Westminster Council apply because the Crown 
does not need to apply for permission. So that is one of the 
areas which immediately was in dispute which we have, in fact, 
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referred to the legal advisers in the Foreign Office because 
as far as we are concerned the property is in the name of His 
Excellency the Governor and as Crown property, in fact, we can 
do the alterations and inform the Council. The Hon Member 
cannot say he is surprised because I am giving him information 
to demonstrate that the conclusion which he just asked me to 
confirm is incorrect because at the time that we did it nobody 
was questioning that the Government of Gibraltar represented 
the Crown. Nobody was questioning that it was Crown property. 
Nobody was questioning the fact that the Crown can develop a 
property without requiring the permission of the local 
authority and that the local authority needs to be informed 
and does not have the right. So it was money that was invested 
in a project which everybody in the House agreed was a very 
good thing to support. It was a unanimous decision because we 
were all in favour of supporting it. It was on the basis of 
the information available at the time, that it was possible to 
do everything that we wanted to do at the time and we are 
saying, in fact, today that we believe that none of the 
problems that we have encountered should have been 
encountered. That is what I am telling the Hon Member. So it 
is not that somebody made a mistake, it is that we feel there 
has been unnecessary obstacles placed in the path for a 
variety of reasons. 

MR SPEAKER: 

I think the question asked for an explanation and the reasons 
for the delay and that has been given and we cannot depart 
from that issue. Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 58 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P CUMMING  

In view of the recent tragic and fatal accident on the road 
crossing the runway apparently caused as a result of a 
motorcycle's wheels becoming entrapped in a gutter, what steps 
has Government taken to prevent recurrence? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES  

Mr Speaker, the questioner is pre-supposing that the accident 
was caused as a result of the motorcycle having entrapped its 
wheels in the gutter of the runway. I am informed by the 
Police that if this were true, the motorcycle should not have 
been in that area given that the gutter in question is outside 
the road markings painted by the MOD designating the road on 
the runway. I am also informed that the markings are deemed 
satisfactory by the traffic authorities. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 58 OF 1992  

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, may I reply to the Hon Minister that the gutter in 
question is approximately two inches from the edge of the road 
and in my opinion and in the opinion of anyone on this side of 
the House represents a substantial road hazard and is this not 
a question that concerns the Minister? 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, it could be a precipice, for all we care. If it 
had been a precipice the person in question would have fallen 
down from the precipice. The road markings are there. People, 
according to the law and according to the Police, are required 
to keep within those road markings. If they go out of the road 
markings it is not the. responsibility of the traffic 
authorities. They should not be going out of the road 
markings. It is not that there is a road with a gutter through 
it. It is that there is a gutter adjacent to the road and the 
person should not be in a gutter. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, are we to understand that the Hon Minister is 
concerned only with the Road Traffic Ordinance and not with 
the safety of the citizens of this community? Does he 
understand that what he is saying is that because anyone that 
encounters that danger must perforce have caused a breach of 
the Road Traffic Ordinance, that therefore he does not care 
the fate that they  
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HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, the Hon Member is trying to  

HON P R CARUANA: 

That is exactly what the Hoh Member has said. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, there is an accident. A person dies from it and 
the Hon Member is trying to pin the blame on the Government 
for a person having died. This is incredible. This kind of 
Opposition is what leads, Mr Speaker, to non-constructive 
contributions in the House and to a disregard for proper 
conduct of democracy. Mr Speaker, let me say that I take the 
opinion of the Police and of the traffic authorities and this 
is what I have come to the House to respond to. They are 
saying that there is a probability that the wheels were 
entrapped in the gutter and that if this were true what are we 
going to do about it? Well, first of all, they have not 
established that that is the case and, secondly, the traffic 
authorities are satisfied that the people in question should 
be within the markings and the gutter in question is outside 
the markings. I do not think that there is anything further to 
discuss on this matter. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

So, Mr Speaker, if there were a road adjacent to a cliff at a 
bend this Government would not follow the practice of 
Governments anywhere in the world of having barriers round the 
outside edge because after all if somebody goes off the road 
and falls over the edge of the cliff they must necessarily 
have been driving without due care and attention and whatever 
fate they meet thereafter is their fault. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

If the traffic authorities recommend it, yes, but I doubt that 
a fence across the runway would do the trick, Mr Speaker. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, I think the point at issue here is this. One 
person has already been killed as a result of the 
purely  

HON J C PEREZ: 

No, Mr Speaker, a person has not been killed because of that. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Order, order. Let the Hon Member ask a question. 
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HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, there is a gutter not inches from the edge of a 
road in an unlit road which has already been proved to be 
exceedingly dangerous and the purpose of the question is to 
ask the Minister whether he recognises that he has a 
responsibility to try and ensure that that sort of accident 
does n'ot reoccur. Does the Minister 'feel he has that 
responsibility? 

HON J C PEREZ: 

On top of it all it is MOD land. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

The responsibility for the welfare of the local community does 
not rest with the MOD unless there has been a drastic change 
in the philosophy of the Members opposite, it rests with the 
Government. All that it would require is for the Minister to 
have said, for example, that that gutter ought to be covered 
over with some sort of grill but we know now  

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, I am sorry, I take my advice from the 
professionals. We are back to the same thing. If professionals 
that the Government of Gibraltar employs say that they are 
satisfied with the conditions, I am satisfied with that, Mr 
Speaker. I do not see the danger that Hon Members see and it 
has not been proven yet that the fatal accident occurred, as 
Hon Members think it should have occurred. In any case, Mr 
Speaker, the manner in which Hon Members are raising the issue 
is deplorable. The kind of Opposition we have now, Mr Speaker, 
certainly reflects the amount of votes that they got. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

The approach of Hon Members opposite, namely, us, on this 
issue, reflects the attitude of the Hon Minister in answering 
what is a perfectly simple, civilised question. But as he 
interprets everything as a a personal attack and defends 
himself on that basis, he ought not to be surprised that 
tempers are raised. But they are raised by him and not by us. 

HON P CUMMING: 

Mr Speaker, months before the accident happened there were 
already complaints in a letter to the press - I know the Hon 
Mr Perez is not very keen on letters to the press - but there 
was a letter to the press complaining about that very gutter. 
The gutter goes deeper and deeper, if you get out of it 
quickly enough you are alright but when it gets too deep you 
fall. I was lucky to get out just on time. But there have been 
many complaints. All you have to do is drive a motorbike and 
you will see how dangerous it is. 
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HON P R CARUANA: 

I think the attitude of the Hon Gentlemen opposite is quite 
clear. They believe that you should not be driving in the 
gutter and if you do and get killed, well, that is your 
problem. I think that is the comment that has just come from 
the other side. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

We believe Members opposite are engaging in gutter politics, 
Mr Speaker. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

One final point, Mr Speaker, if I may. Would the Minister, who 
I know does not ride a motorcycle, accept that driving a 
motorcycle in that area under certain wind conditions can be 
fairly hazardous. The wind will push a motorcyclist sideways 
ten or twelve feet off the road and, in fact, I have seen a 
whole group of motorcycles pushed in front of oncoming traffic 
and there have been accidents averted or caused through no 
fault of anybody driving. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Sp we will have a safety net in case it is windy? 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

The point I am making is that that is one of the problems with 
the gutter. However safely people drive it is very easy to go 
into the gutter unintentionally. 

MR SPEAKER: 

And the question is? 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

The question is, back to what we were saying, will the 
Minister accept that there is a need to at least think about 
doing something about it instead of raising the 
temperatures  

HON J C PEREZ: 

No, Sir. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 59 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO  

Following an incident earlier this year of a fire in a car in 
the frontier queue, has Government made any plans to make the 
area safer for the occupants of cars trapped in "the loop" 
should a similar incident re-occur and what funds have been 
earmarked for this? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES  

Mr Speaker, as I have explained once before already, the 
emergency exits distributed around the loop and the 
continuous Police presence in the area, is thought by the 
Police to be sufficient adequate safeguards which will allow 
them to respond expeditiously were there to be a similar 
incident to the one mentioned by the Hon Member. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 59 OF 1992  

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, will the Hon Minister accept that what he has just 
said goes totally contrary to what the Chief Fire Officer said 
in a media interview where he said that the conditions for 
exist from 'the loop' are not totally satisfactory, with which 
I would agree because they are fairly well spaced out, and 
that a study had been made and that there were intentions to 
modify to make the area safer? What I am asking is what those 
plans are. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Mr Speaker, I have not heard what the Chief Fire Officer has 
said but the people I asked to see whether they could get to 
the car immediately and out of 'the loop' are the Police and 
the Police seem to be satisfied that they can do it. 
Notwithstanding that, I know that there are plans for 
extending the loop and if those go ahead there will be better 
safeguards. That does not mean that the system that there is 
today is not sufficiently adequate for the Police to respond 
to the incident. The fact that you can make it better is 
something that has been taken on board in reviewing what is 
going to happen to the loop, whether it is going to be 
extended or not. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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NO. 60 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITT° 

What practical arrangements is Government making to alleviate 
the traffic chaos that will occur during peak periods this 
summer if car drivers approaching the toll paying entry point 
to the Nature Reserve realise the level of the entry fees, 
decide not to pay and attempt to turn round in the narrow 
confines of Engineer Road to drive back down towards Europa 
Road? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TOURISM  

Answered together with Question No. 102 of 1992. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 61 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO 

Is Government aware of the danger to motorists, motorcyclists 
and cyclists due to the slippery surface of the road in the 
area of the Sun Dial roundabout and will it say what remedial 
action will be taken? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES  

Mr Speaker, Government is aware that the area referred to by 
the Hon Member is starting to become slippery and Police 
notices warning motorists of the fact have been put up. 
Because the area is constantly in use a new method of 
resurfacing has been identified so that the road may be 
repaired overnight, thus inconveniencing motorists as little 
as possible and ensuring a continuous traffic flow. 

The area is earmarked for this coming year's roadworks 
programme and should be done shortly after the House has voted 
funds for this purpose as part of the Appropriation Bill. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 63 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO  

Is the eastern side of Corral Road between the Public Markets 
and Smith Dorrien Bridge a paying car park and, if it is not, 
why were there traffic signs in this area indicating that it 
is and that appropriate tickets must. be  purChased from 
non-existent machines? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES  

Mr Speaker, the area referred to by the Hon Member was 
designated as a paying car park until some two months ago. 
When the infrastructural works on the upper side of Corral 
Road was completed, the paying car park area was moved to that 
side and the ticket machines removed from the eastern side. 
The Road Section of the Department of Trade and Industry have 
now been notified that the notices need to be removed and the 
lines on the road, washed away. There has been a slight delay 
in doing this because the Traffic Commission is considering 
the re-routing of the buses and might want different road 
markings in the area. 

Indeed, Sir, I believe that work has already started in the 
area in question. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 63 OF 1992  

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

I almost withdrew the question, Mr Speaker, but I thought I 
would leave it. I thank the Hon Minister for his information. 
It may interest him to know that having placed the question 
last week I was very interested to see that in the early part 
of this week all the signs had disappeared. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

Not the road markings because we have not implemented the 
system yet. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

The road markings are still there but the signs disappeared. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

I might give the Hon Member a job in the Efficiency 
Committee. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 70 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON F VASQUEZ  

Has the Government succeeded in obtaining any firm commitment 
for the establishment of any light industrial activity in the 
New Harbours in respect of a business not already established 
in Gibraltar and which will therefore be a fresh source of 
employment for the local economy and, if so, which? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TRADE AND INDUSTRY  

Mr Speaker, it would be commercially improper to state in the 
House matters concerning any negotiations being undertaken in 
respect of new businesses desiring to set up in the Industrial 
Park until such time as these have been completed and the 
interested party desires to make it public. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 70 OF 1992  

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, is the Minister saying that, in fact, to date 
there have been no firm commitment for the establishment of 
any fresh light industrial activity in the New Harbours area? 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

No, that is not what- I have,  said. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Well, Mr Speaker, what he has said.is that he is not prepared 
to give that .  information until that company has established 
itself. So as the question is "has any firm commitment been 
made by any fresh light industry concerned", obviously one has 
to assume that there has been that firm commitment. 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

-Mr Speaker, I think the Hon Member opposite can assume what he 
likes on what I have said but I think I have made it quite 
clear that it would be improper to state what is happening in 
respect of new businesses moving to the Industrial Park 
because we consider it to be commercially improper to do so 
and until such time as those things are completed and the 
interested parties themselves wish to announce that they have 
moved to the Industrial Park, it will be very much up to them. 
It is not up to the Government. 
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HON M A FEETHAM: 

This man, obviously, believes in instant miracles but this is 
not the reality of commercial  

HON F VASQUEZ: 

I am asking for an answer. 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

Mr Speaker, I am answering the Hon Member. He was asking for 
more details than just an indication and I have said that I am 
not prepared to disclose commercial negotiations in this 
House. It is up to the company that wants to move in if it 
wants to make it public at the time that it decides to set up 
in Gibraltar. On top of that, I have already said to the 
Leader of the Opposition that by the way I have replied to 
that, that there are interested parties that want to set up 
and there are on-going discussions and let us hope, for the 
sake of Gibraltar, that it does result in being successful and 
we do get new businesses and we do get new jobs, Mr Speaker. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 72 OF 1992 ORAL  

THE HON P R CARUANA  

Mr Speaker, the answer to this question, of course, is 
implicit in the previous one and' here is one question which 
could legitimately have been answered together with the 
previous one. 

Is the Government considering moving the Supreme Court to 
Europort or elsewhere? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TRADE AND INDUSTRY  

No, Sir. I am sure to the delight of the Judiciary, Heritage 
and everybody else. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 72 OF 1992  

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, if I could ask a supplementary which is really 
relevant to the last question. The question I would like to 
put to the Minister is this. Has Government at any time 
ventured into any undertaking to the developers of Europort 
that Government will take all steps necessary or try and 
ensure  

MR SPEAKER: 

This is a different question altogether. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

No, it refers to Europort. 

MR SPEAKER: 

You cannot now, that question has passed. We are talking now 
about the moving of the Supreme Court. 

131 131 131



132 132 132



133 133 133



134 134 134



2. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, is the Hon Minister for Trade and Industry aware 
that the Spanish Government has issued instructions to all its 
visa issuing authorities to the effect that they should not 
issue visas for crew transitting Spanish territories to or 
from Gibraltar and although I knew this before, I can tell you 
that I have myself been the victim of it within the last  

MR SPEAKER: 

I must warn the Leader of the Opposition that in asking 
supplementaries he cannot include something that was not 
contained in the original question. I will allow it this time 
because I think it is of general interest but please will 
questioners bear that in mind. I have been extremely lenient 
today but will you please bear that in mind for the future 
because gradually I shall have to restrict it to the contents 
of the original question. We cannot just wonder away. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, I am always grateful to Mr Speaker for his laxity 
and generosity. The question that I am going to put could not 
be more connected with the aspect of the business and 
development of the Port and I am certain that when Mr Speaker 
hears the question that I am going to put he will agree. 

MR SPEAKER: 

That is why I have allowed it. But remember we are talking now 
about what it says here "contribution to Gibraltar's overall 
economic performance and, if so, what are those plans?" The 
question asks: "Does the Government have any plans to develop 
the Port...." but we are talking now about foreign affairs. 
Please go ahead. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Is the Hon Minister aware that the Spanish authorities will 
not grant visas either for crew disembarking in Gibraltar and 
transitting to Malaga airport or crew arriving at Malaga 
airport and Madrid to transit overland to Gibraltar and that 
therefore that has serious and great potential to diminish the 
visits of ships to Gibraltar? I do not say this by way of 
criticism of the Government but simply by way of information 
because I have, in the last 48 hours, tried to repatriate the 
crew of an arrested ship from Gibraltar and they have been 
refused visas. Would the Government agree that such steps, if 
not rectified by the authorities which are not the Gibraltar 
Government in this case, would have the potential to decrease 
the number of ships that visit Gibraltar since they tend to 
visit for crew changes and other things? 
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30.4.92 

NO. 75 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO  

What steps, if any, is Government taking to give greater 
protection to boats berthed at Western Beach and will 
Government consider favourably the request of the boat owners 
concerned for their berths to be relocated at a safer and more 
suitable location? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TRADE AND INDUSTRY  

Mr Speaker, Government has done what it could reasonably do to 
assist. 

The Committee at Western Beach are fully aware of the facts. 

Insofar as further relocation is concerned, if the Member 
opposite has any suggestions, I will consider them. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 75 OF 1992  

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, in view of the considerable losses to some of the 
owners that have been suffered and in view, I understand, that 
the situation is likely to become worse because insurance 
companies are now refusing to provide cover to boats berthed 
at Western Beach, I would suggest that the Minister might 
agree with me that the matter deserves slightly more serious 
consideration than merely trying to bat it back across the 
floor. It is meant to be a serious question whether 
alternatives can be found or if not, whether the present 
berths can be better protected? 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

Mr Speaker, I think this matter has been aired in the past on 
a number of occasions. This was a situation when we came into 
office in 1988. The Camber had been disposed of by the 
previous administration in an agreement with Taylor Woodrow 
and it was left up to us to find a solution. We have looked at 
every possible conceivable place where we could put 
approximately 500 small boats. We also had the Montagu Basin 
to relocate, but we found two areas. One was alongside 
Waterport and the other one was Western Beach. Having 
identified that area as being the area, we then had to get 
clearance from the RAF, the Foreign Office and everybody else. 
Having got clearance we had to spend a considerable sum of 
money, after having done two separate Survey Reports by 
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hydraulic experts, to establish how we had to construct the 
groins that would protect the boats in there. We have done 
everything that is possible at great public expense. 
Historically, the boat owners have been paying a very low fee. 
Some of them have got very big boats that ought to be better 
in private marinas but we have accepted that and at the end of 
the, day the return that the Government is getting is peanuts 
for the investment we have had to make. Gibraltar is very 
small and if the Member opposite can tell me where else we can 
put the boats then, of course, I will be only too happy to 
look at it. Let me tell you that one of the suggestions was 
Rosia Bay. Having surveyed Rosia Bay and having looked at the 
expense of protecting just the arm that is there, without 
actually closing the very wide opening, that turned out to be 
over £2m. So really it is a problem that we have had to face 
because I think I have probably had about 70 meetings with 
different boat owners and Associations over the last two 
years. We have done what we could reasonably do. The problems 
are, I think, more to do with the winds than of actual 
protection. I have done, as the Minister responsible, 
everything that is humanly possible to do. And what I have now 
said to them as a matter of public information, is "Look, 
instead of giving us the fees for the boats, keep the fee and 
help yourselves as a cooperative to maintain your boats and 
cover your costs in that way". So instead of us getting the 
£30,000 or £40,000 a year that we may be getting out of that, 
it will go to them and they will need to enhance that. That is 
all I can reasonably do and I am quite happy that I have done 
everything possible, Mr Speaker. 

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, I appreciate the difficulties and the explanation. 
Talking of alternative sites - and let me say I have no 
interest myself personally or expert knowledge to bring into 
the matter - one possible site that was suggested was the area 
within the Port where the Rowing Clubs are going to be 
reallocated. Is that totally unsuitable? 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

First of all, it is MOD waters. We are talking about having 
HMS Rooke adjacent to the boats. That is MOD waters. That is 
where the special boats squadron is housed and where the Royal 
Yacht Club is as well. But apart from that let me tell you 
that the long-term planning of the MOD is not to release that 
area. It is to concentrate in that area and move out of other 
parts. So it is not possible. Let me give you my undertaking 
that I have really looked at that problem from top to bottom 
and I cannot do more than what I have done. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 78 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON M RAMAGGE  

Will Government provide a full list of all MOD properties that 
have been transferred to the Government of Gibraltar since 
March, 1988? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TRADE AND INDUSTRY  

Sir, most of the properties have been transferred in recent 
times, as against 1988, and are as follows:- 

WIT Station 
Transport Lane 
49 Europa Road 
Sergeants' Mess 
Gibraltar Regiment Officers' Mess 
Raglan Battery 
19 Town Range 
13 Town Range 
Elliots Battery 
Buena Vista Barracks 
1-6 Europa Pass 
1-10 Buena Vista Flats 
16 Library Street 
Brewery Crusher 
Boat Squadron - New Camp 
1-4 Rosia Cottages 
Part of Governor's Cottage Camp 
1-3 Hospital Ramp 
Four Corners Guardroom 
317 Main Street 
Queen's Street 
21 Town Range 
Bayview 1-2 - 49 Line Wall Road 
Cumberland Buildings 
Tower Buildings 
BFBS 
8 Rodger's Road 
South Barracks 
Europa Road Hockey Pitch 
St George's School 
British Lines 
Peppertree Cottage 
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that public consultation has the capacity to tie developments 
up in knots? Would Members opposite consider using the 
development of this site experimentally and allow public 
consultation when it comes to proposals before they are 
approved? 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

Well, what is happening is, in fact, that the Heritage Trust 
is looking at it with General Sir William Jackson and the 
Tourist Agency and everybody who is involved on the official 
side to see what we can come up with and what use we can make 
of it. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, whilst we all value greatly the work done by the 
Heritage Trust, I think it is incorrect to assume that only 
the Heritage Trust have an interest, as far as the public 
interest is concerned, in expressing their views. The Hon 
Minister knows - and we have debated this in this House before 
and I do not wish to go into that now - in other places all 
members of the public including their Environmental and 
Heritage Societies get a limited period of time - 1 week, 2 
weeks, 3 weeks - in which to be able to inspect the proposals 
and write a letter and make representations and that is all I 
ask in this case. Will the Hon Members opposite experiment 
with an opening of the planning process in Gibraltar in the 
case of this important site by agreeing to make proposals 
before they are approved, open to the public at large for 
comment? 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

What I can do is, since the Heritage Trust are leading on it 
because in our opinion they do have the support of a wide 
cross section of the community and different consolation 
elements within; point this out to them and trust that they 
themselves may want to come out with something public in due 
course. I have no quarrel with that. So long as you do not 
lead me to something else. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, will the Hon Minister accept that, although I am 
certain that they have been extremely efficient at saving 
money in the steps that they have taken with the abolition of 
the old Consumer Protection Unit, the reality of it is that 
the consumer in Gibraltar now feels much less protected than 
they used to before? 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

Excuse me, Mr Speaker, that may be his perception. The point 
that I am making  

HON H CORBY: 

The word has stuck. 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

Yes, of course, because that is the perception you are 
continuing to create. You talk about things and you never come 
in with any evidence whatsoever. As far as I am concerned, the 
proof of the pudding is in the eating. We have brought in 
major legislation and directives on consumer protection. 
Everything is now up-to-date. We have improved on that score. 
What we are saying is that none of the existing legislation 
has been touched so people can have recourse. We have not 
touched any of that. We may have got rid of bodies that were 
costing too much money and writing too many letters and doing 
nothing at the end of the day. We may have done that and you 
may think that that is a mistake but we do not think so. What 
we are saying is that the next stage of evolution of consumer 
protection is that we are looking at a small courts procedure 
so that if somebody complains to the Customs and by friendly 
persuasion the matter cannot be resolved, at least we are 
going to provide a machinery that will expedite the nature of 
the complaint and come to a decision. What is happening now is 
that if somebody wants to take it to the next stage he has to 
go to a lawyer, then the Magistrates' Court and it never ever 
gets heard. At least give us credit that if we do go and 
introduce a small courts procedure it is a hell of a step 
forward in the policy of consumer protection. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, I try not to be ungenerous in these things but if 
the Hon Member oppsite actually expects us to congratulate 
them on their achievements on the matter of consumer 
protection I regret to say that, in this case, I cannot accede 
to his request. It is self evident, is it not, that there is 
grave discontent in this community about the extent of cover 
that exists on consumer protection? Will the Hon Minister 
accept that having accused me of coming to this House without 
evidence, not that it is a Court of Law but still, that that 
is not the case? I have said that there is evidence. It is 
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self-evident in the figures. The Minister says that there were 
five complaints per month during 1991 and I tell you, although 
I have seen heads shaking on the other side, that our 
information is that until the abolition of the Consumer 
Protection Unit it used to be 120 a month. It is self-evident 
that the difference between 120 and 5 is 115 and that 
therefore there are either no complaints or people do not 
think that they have got anywhere that they can go and 
complain to. 

HON H CORBY: 

Mr Speaker, will the Hon Minister be so kind as to give me the 
EEC directives and also would it be possible for the Minister 
to relocate the office to a central point in town, if 
possible? 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

In the light of what we are doing about possible legislation, 
those are the things that we are likely to be looking at. And 
I said very clearly at the beginning that it was not going to 
be a permanent place. We were just moving out of a particular 
area as a result of shifting resources around and it was not 
going to be the final objective to leave them down there. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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HON P CUMMING: 

Who should I direct my complaints to? 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

To the Safety Officer in the Department of Trade and 
Industry. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, will the Honourable Minister accept that 
it is inherently dangerous that the public should be 
passing freely underneath a building site or underneath 
a scaffolding that is being worked on. We do not have 
to wait for accidents to happen to know that certain 
events, certain practices are inherently unsafe. For 
example, if there is a road work in Irish Town - and 
I say Irish Town because I pass there frequently, and 
there are building works in Irish Town and there are 
scaffoldings up the walls of some buildings and there 
are men working up, erecting the scaffolding, handling 
nuts and bolts or whatever it is you fit it with - and 
there are people walking immediately below that 
scaffolding, all that is required is for a man to drop 
something, his screw driver or his bolt or his pole 
or his hammer and it will fall on whoever happens to 
be passing underneath and that that is inherently an 
unsafe practice. 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

I am not a professional in the field. We have people 
employed and construction companies by law have to have 
Safety Officers in place and it is really up to those 
people and the authorities concerned to ensure that 
the public are protected. Short of closing down Irish 
Town and not allowing any movement at all, which maybe 
something that could be looked at, I do not know what 
the traders would think about that, but short of that, 
I do not think we can do anything else, so long as I 
am advised. Remember that I do not take political 
responsibilities for matters which are taken by people 
who are employed to do a particular job. I take advise. 
My advise is that they are reasonably contented and 
if there are any deficiencies those deficiencies are 
looked at and I have already said to the Member opposite 
that we are, in fact, looking at this section in 
particular to see in what way we can actually improve 
upon it. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, I would ask the Honourable Minister to accept 
that in Gibraltar, pedestrians are protected more by 
the- grace of God than they are by any efficient 
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application of any safety regulations in respect of 
accidents of the kind that I have described. Happily 
the grace of God has been very effective up to now but 
it is literally fortuitous whether or not something 
falls from the building site. 

HON M A FEETHAM: 

No. No. I will go further than that. I know that 
somebody up there that loves us so much that he 
constantly gets us out of many, many problems that we 
have in a very wide range of matters. I think that 
we are blessed in many respects. 

160 160 160



161 161 161



ORAL 

NO. 87 OF 1992 30 4 92 

THE HON M RAMAGGE  

Mr Speaker, how much will the so-called 50/50 Scheme 
cost the Government in respect of the Westside project 
if every purchaser in Westside who has not yet completed 
opts for the Scheme on a 50/50 basis? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR HOUSING  

Mr Speaker, the estimated level of investment in both 
projects on the assumption that all purchasers opt for 
the 50/50 scheme is of the order of £28m. 
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HON J L BALDACHINO: 

I have to bring to the notice of the Honourable Member 
that that 'is my policy and the policy of the GSLP, even 
though once we move those residents who are there we 
might still need to use that to allocate to people who 
will be buying in Westside because otherwise if we leave 
it vacant we will get squatters and then it will be very 
difficult to flatten it out like the Honourable Member 
suggests. 
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NO. 89 OF 1992 30 4 92 

THE HON M RAMAGGE  

Mr Speaker, have all the houses at Elliott's Battery 
been allocated and what in general terms are the main , 
conditions of the leases? 

ANSWER  

TEH HON THE MINISTER FOR HOUSING  

Mr Speaker, all the flats at Elliott's Battery have now 
been allocated. The general terms are on the basis of 
20 year self repairing leases which provide the standard 
conditions already in existence on such types of leases. 

HON M RAMAGGE: 

Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
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ORAL 

NO. 90 OF 1992 30 4 92 

THE HON M RAMAGGE  

Mr Speaker, will Government say whether it is its policy 
to allocate ex-MOD houses as soon as possible and, if 
so, will Government explain the delay in allocating the 
units at Transport Lane and Rock WST Station? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR HOUSING  

Mr Speaker, yes Sir. It is the policy to allocate as 
soon as possible. 

HON M RAMAGGE: 

What has been the delay in the allocation of these two 
Sir. 

HON J L BALDACHINO: 

Because as my Honourable colleague and friend the Minister 
for Trade and Industry said in a previous question 
Transport Lane and the Rock WST Station have recently 
been transferred. Before the transfer we had to carry 
out a survey to ensure that they were in good structural 
condition and now that we are satisfied we will start 
the allocation of those dwellings. 

HON M RAMAGGE: 

Is it not correct to say that during the time that you 
had been trying to check whether the buildings were 
structurally sound, the places had been vandalised and 
probably gutted out and it is now more expensive to put 
right than had you done the survey with probably tenants 
living in there? 

HON J L BALDACHINO: 

No, Mr Speaker. I would agree on the first part of the 
Honourable Member's question and that is that the places 
have been vandalised up to a certain extent and therefore 
it might be that there is an additional cost for the 
repair of the houses now but in view of the level of 
the structural survey that we had to carry out it could 
have been unwise, in my opinion, to have allocated them 
before carrying out that survey. 

HON M RAMAGGE: 

Thank you. 
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HON M A FEETHAM: 

No, I can say that those houses will now be allocated 
rand my colleague has already said they will now be 
`allocated for housing. 

HON L F FRANCIS: 

Mr Speaker, will the Honourable Minister for Housing 
please take note of the vandalism that is taking place, 
not only in some housing properties handed over by the 
MOD, but also in the sporting facilities which we were 
talking about this morning. Is there no way that 
properties handed over will be protected in the future 
so that we do not get a recurrence of this problem? 

HON J L BALDACHINO: 

I am grateful to the Honourable Member for asking this 
question because he gives me the opportunity to tell 
them that, especially in Transport Lane, even before 
the official transfer was made to my Honourable colleague, 
my department boarded them up. It did not work and they 
have been boarded up at least three times but it does 
not work. It is just that people do go in and vandalise. 
Unless you have somebody there permanently looking after 
the property; and in many cases that does not even work; 
it is difficult to keep track. 
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ORAL 

NO. 91 OF 1992 30 4 92 

THE HON M RAMAGGE  

Mr Speaker, what was the starting date of the improvement 
works to the balconies and exterior of MacMillan House, 
Tank Ramp and what has been the total cost to date of 
these works? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR HOUSING  

Mr Speaker, improvement works to the balconies and 
exterior of MacMillan House started on 1 August 1990. 
The total cost to date is £209,000. 

HON M RAMAGGE: 

Does not the Minister think that it is unduly long to 
repair that House and also unduly expensive? 

HON J L BALDACHINO: 

I am sure that if I explain to the Honourable Member 
because of his profession he can understand it better 
than the other Members on that side. The balconies at 
MacMilland House were suspended balconies and when we 
tried to repair them we had to do a different type of 
balcony construction which needed foundations. When 
we tried to do the foundations we hit solid rock and 
therefore that delayed us and was more expensive. Apart 
from that, the tenants in MacMillan House had used the 
balconies as an extended additional part of the kitchen 
and therefore they had electrical and other appliances 
inside those balconies which we had to reprovide into 
the original kitchen. We tried to bring down expenses 
by doing the concrete on site because it is a very 
difficult site to take 'ready-mixed' vehicles to. When 
the test was done on the concrete it failed and therefore 
we had to remove it because the structural engineer was 
not convinced. Then we had to buy from Readymix but 
manhandle the concrete in vehicles to take it up there. 
We have encountered certain problems like that but we 
had to repair the balconies. The cost has proved to 
be higher and we have had many delays. The existing 
balconies had to be removed and we had no option but 
to carry on. 

HON M RAMAGGE: 

I agree with the Hon Minister's explanation as to the 
cost and the difficulty of the site, but I still maintain 
that perhaps the job is taking too long. Two years to 
build a number of balconies is a bit too long even in 
that area which is, I agree,„„a very difficult site. 
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HON J L BALDACHINO: 

No. No. The work that has been done in MacMillan House 
is not only to the balconies. We have done certain other 
repairs to the building itself during that period. For 
example, the gutters which run through the balconies 
had to be removed. That did not coincide with the manhole 
cover. The manhole cover had to be moved. We have done 
certain repairs to the roof and in a couple of weeks, 
we are starting to paint the building. So there has 
been work done to the building apart from the balconies, 
to prepare it for painting. So it is not correct to 
think that the money and the time that has been spent 
up there is just on the balconies. 

HON M RAMAGGE: 

Thank you very much. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 92 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON F VASQUEZ  

What is Government's strategy for the tourist industry in 
Gibraltar? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TOURISM 

Answered together with Question No. 93 of 1992. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 93 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON F VASQUEZ  

Given the practically non-existent nature of the overnight and 
long-stay holiday tourist industry in Gibraltar, what strategy 
does 'the Government have for this sector of the tourist 
industry in Gibraltar and how does it intend to implement that 
strategy? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TOURISM  

Mr Speaker, the Government's strategy for the tourist industry 
has been explained by me in this House since inception in late 
1988. This medium to long-term policy has not changed and is 
aimed at converting Gibraltar into a high profile destination 
which provides an upmarket base from which to visit or link up 
with the nearby countries or regions. The overnight market 
produces the basis for tourist industry in Gibraltar but 
tourism in its global definition is also concerned with the 
day excursionist market which provides a substantial basis for 
commerce in Gibraltar. Within the limited resources available 
to this sector of Government responsibilities, the Government 
has been able to tackle the three areas which form the basis 
of this policy, ie improvement of the product, international 
marketing and public relations. 

During 1990 and 1991 and as a result of the Gulf crisis in the 
first instance, which caused the downfall of Air Europe and 
Intasun, and the general worldwide recession which has 
affected the United Kingdom in particular, many destinations 
have suffered from decreasing number of tourists. This 
affected Gibraltar at a time in its growth as a different 
tourist destination when we had relied on the volume business 
provided by the major tour operators and were concentrating in 
attracting the more discerning client prepared to pay more to 
visit Gibraltar. Intasun's collapse precipitated this even 
more since some of the hotels were still dependent on this 
market. 

During 1991 and the early part of this year, the Government, 
has in close consultation with the industry, sought to redress 
the situation in the short-term, by attracting to Gibraltar 
major players in the tour operator field and at the same time 
helping those established already. 

I must stress that the Government continues to believe that 
the only way forward for tourism is in creating a more 
upmarket destination in keeping to Gibraltar's expanding 
prestige as an international finance centre. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NOS. 92 AND 93 OF 1992  

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, I am delighted to hear again the usual 
reassurances that my predecessor on this side of the House, Mr 
Mascarenhas, who used to shadow tourism, used to receive 
meeting after meeting from the Hon Minister for Tourism. Does 
the Minister accept that this so-called policy of trying to 
make Gibraltar a more upmarket destination has been singularly 
unsuccessful and that due to the Government's total lack of 
activity in the field of tourism the hotel industry in 
Gibraltar faces a crisis unprecedented in its history and is 
facing occupancy levels never before seen of approximately 
35%, as we understand, at current levels? Will the Minister 
accept that to blame the Gulf crisis, has he has, time and 
time again over the last twelve months is now beginning to 
wear a little thin? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

No, Sir, to the first part; no, Sir, to the second part; and 
no, Sir, to the third part of that statement. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Is the Hon Minister for Tourism telling this House, Mr 
Speaker, that he is satisfied with the present levels of 
occupancy and that he attaches no responsibility to himself 
for the present state of the industry in Gibraltar? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

No, Sir, to the first part. The Minister obviously is not 
satisfied with the hotel occupancy, the Minister has explained 
in his answer the reasons which I believe and which the 
industry believes are part of the problems facing Gibraltar, 
Mr Speaker, and obviously, as I have mentioned, over the last 
six months we have already, with the people concerned, tried 
to put short-term mechanisms in play to bring volume back. 
This is something that the hotel industry needs in the 
short-term and we have done this successfully over the last 
nine months. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Will the Minister make up his mind as to whether the policy, 
which is all we are trying to determine by these questions, Mr 
Speaker, what is the policy? Is it a short-term policy to try 
and attract low cost holidaymakers or is it a. long-term policy 
to attract the upmarket tourist that the Hon Member has 
mentioned time and again? 
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HON J E PILCHER: 

Mr Speaker, perhaps I can read the whole answer again. If it 
is helpful I will. The medium to long-term policy remains the 
same. The short-term policy, as a result of the Gulf crisis 
and as a result of recession partiqularly in the UK, is to try 
in the short-term to attract some volume through 'major tour 
operators to try and keep the hotels bouyant whilst we 
continue on the medium to long-term policy. It is quite 
simple,. Mr Speaker. I do not expect the Hon Member to agree 
but what I have said is quite simple and straightforward. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Could the Hon Member explain the results to date of the 
short-term policy to attract the high volume low cost 
holidaymaker? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Yes, Mr Speaker, I can and if the Hon Member opposite looked 
at all the operators that we have attracted over the last nine 
months - Travel Scene, Cosmos, Crestas, Ultimate Holidays, 
Thomas Cook, we have attracted which are now featuring 
Gibraltar. Some started in winter, some are starting in April 
and, obviously, we hope that this will bring volume back, Mr 
Speaker. So we have been successful, not directly ourselves 
but directly with the industry. Also through the UK Gibraltar 
Tourism Association we also have helped the local trade and 
helped to create another brochure for the people established 
in Gibraltar, like Cadogan, Gibraltar Travel in order to try 
and generate their market as well. So we have been doing 
various things in the short-term that does not affect our 
medium to long-term plans, Mr Speaker. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 94 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON F VASQUEZ  

How much money does Government intend to allocate to the 
promotion in the United Kingdom of tourism, in Gibraltar for 
the summer season of 1992 and the winter season 1992/93? When 
will this money be allocated and what company will be retained 
to carry out the marketing exercise? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TOURISM 

Mr Speaker, the money that it is intended to allocate is 
included in the Estimates for the current financial year and 
when the Estimates are discussed, an explanation will be 
given. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 94 OF 1992  

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Since the Minister is not prepared to give me, as it were, a 
little resume and a foretaste of what is in the Estimates and 
actually having received them only this morning I have not 
been able to study them yet. Could I remind the Minister that 
he has been quoted in the past as saying that his Government 
is the one that has spent most in marketing Gibraltar in the 
past and he has also claimed that the UK Association of 
Gibraltar Travel Agents has had nothing but praise for the way 
that the Government has gone about the business of promoting 
Gibraltar in the United Kingdom and in the light of that, and 
I have the relevant quotes from Hansard, the Hon Minister 
quoted on 26th March last year: "with the Association of UK 
Travel Agents and they have had nothing but praise about what 
we are trying to do here". I would like to quote certain 
statements made by the Chairman of the UK and Gibraltar 
Tourism Association to the Gibraltar Chronicle on the 11th 
April where he is quoted as saying: "I believe that due to the 
lack of all the necessary promotional activities in the UK to 
stimulate tourism to Gibraltar it falls far behind its 
competitors. That although the Gibraltar Information Bureau 
have now been given the role of promoting the destination, the 
fact that they still have no budget for the forthcoming 
promotional activities, meant that they had once again missed 
the boat. Whilst other Tourist Offices completed their summer 
activities at the end of March, Gibraltar is unlikely to start 
their summer campaign until at least May or early June this 
most definitely is far too late and it will be money thrown 
away. I emphasise that if tourism takes a nose dive this 
summer or next winter, the Information Bureau will be held in 
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the main responsible for this". And he carries on: "I do not 
know who is to blame but I have never experienced a situation 
where the world stops and tourism dies for months because 
nobody can make a decision on a budget which has major 
bearings for many people. Tourism benefits hotel trade, 
restaurants, shops, taxis and helps employment. Without a 
budget all this is being neglected". Will the Minister accept' 
that if he is waiting for the allocation of funds to spend on 
the marketing of Gibraltar for the summer 1992 and winter 
1992/93 season, it is far too late? He has already missed the 
boat. These are not my words, they are the words of the 
professional, ie the Chairman of the Gibraltar/UK Tourism 
Association and he is the one that is saying it. What is the 
Hon Minister's comment on that? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Mr Speaker, I do not really know what all that has to do with 
the question. Let me say it is a long statement and it is 
difficult for me, at Question Time, as opposed to a debate 
because I do not take notes of what Hon Members are saying. 
However let me say in the first instance that the article in 
the Chronicle, I think it was Golt In Print, in fact, is 
something that I have taken up with the UK/Gibraltar Tourism 
Association because I do not believe that what the Hon Member 
has quoted is a reflection of what the UK/Gibraltar Tourism 
Association believes. Hopefully by the time that we discuss 
the Estimates we will have a situation where I can shed light 
on those statements which run totally contrary, Mr Speaker, to 
everything that I have been told by the UK/GTA. If the Hon 
Member has bothered to read the whole article then he must 
have found out that it does say in the article that I have 
virtually joined them at every single meeting. As I say, Mr 
Speaker, the article does not reflect the feedback that I am 
getting. So I am in the process of clearing up the matter with 
the UK/GTA and then I will be replying to the Hon Member. That 
article, Mr Speaker, is fraught with lies and innuendos and I 
can tell the House that in one of those paragraphs I think it 
says, I do not have it in front of me, it says that the UK/GTA 
has spent £26,000 in promoting Gibraltar. However, Mr Speaker, 
what it does not say is that the Government has also spent 
£13,000 out of the £26,000 because we had an agreement with 
the UK/GTA that we would back them up pound for pound. So out 
of those £26,000, £13,000 has come directly from the Tourism 
Agency. Not the Government but the Tourism Agency who was 
marketing that. I am prepared, Mr Speaker, to answer every 
single one of those points in that article. However, before I 
do so I want to clear my lines of communication with the 
UK/GTA. 

MR SPEAKER: 

I cannot allow this to develop into a debate. I think we have 
aired the question sufficiently now. Hon Members will have 
another opportunity at Estimates time. Next question. 
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HON J E PILCHER: 

Well, I missed the part about flights to the Far East. Mr 
Speaker, that is again another of the innuendos which are so 
typical of the Opposition and to which my Hon friend and 
colleague Mr Juan Carlos Perez has referred to. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

It is not an innuendo. It is a question, Mr Speaker. 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Mr Speaker, first of all, when I read the question it showed, 
firstly that obviously Mr Vasquez had not done his homework 
because in 1988/89 I explained the policy of marketing tourism 
and how the Agency was going to be responsible for that. 
Therefore when I read the question I said to myself the 
Government has not spent any money because I explained quite 
clearly and in detail, in the House, in late 1988/89 how we 
were going to be handling that. Secondly, Mr Speaker, if the 
answer had been "How much money has the Agency spent in 
promoting tourism?", the answer would have been "£1.9m" 
because everything that the Agency does is done to promote 
tourism. The essence of the Tourism Agency is, in fact, to 
promote tourism. If I repair St Michael's Cave then obviously 
I am promoting tourism because I am doing something to improve 
the product in order to market it better. The marketing budget 
which is what I have answered in the hope of helping the 
Member opposite is the budget which is purely what he terms 
"promotion", ie all costs for advertising, brochures in the 
UK, that is the marketing budget and the marketing budget, as 
I said, ending 31st March, 191, was £485,000 and ending 31st 
March, 1992, £380,000. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, the Hon Minister has heard the views of the expert 
that my colleague quoted from that article in answer to a 
previous question. Given that his colleague has spent much of 
today claiming that they are so advised by experts and who are 
they to doubt the words of experts, has he noticed that he is 
the only Minister today who has expressed a desire or a 
willingness to disagree with the view of an expert? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Mr Speaker, first of all, I have in fact in a previous answer 
mentioned the fact that I do pay a lot of attention to what 
experts say. In answer to question on traffic I said that as 
far as r am concerned the public service vehicles and the Taxi 
Association  

178 178 178



HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, but let not the Hon Minister misunderstand me, I 
am saying that the Hon Member ought to be congratulated  

HON J E PILCHER: 

What I am saying is that the follow-up to that, Mr Speaker, is 
that obviously there are other experts, other professionals in 
the field and I listen to every single professional in the 
field. What I then do is look at what vested interests that 
professional in the field has when he advises me, Mr Speaker. 
Mr Gary David apart from being the Chairman of the UK/GTA is 
also Managing Director of an operator and he also has certain 
vested interests. I have not said that I disagree with him at 
this stage. What I said was that the article was fraught with 
innuendos and lies. I said to the Hon Member opposite that I 
will personally check with the UK/GTA to find out whether the 
Association believes what their Chairman of has said in that 
article. Once I have done that I will inform the Hon Member 
when we debate the Estimates. I am prepared to answer every 
single point raised in that article, Mr Speaker. 

MR SPEAKER: 

We cannot revive that subject again. We must wait for the 
Estimates. Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 96 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON F VASQUEZ  

What steps has the Government taken to attract tourist traffic 
to Gibraltar during Expo '92 in Seville? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TOURISM 

Mr Speaker, the Government intends to build on the success of 
last year's advertising campaign and repeat the exercise 
particularly targetted at the Seville area in order to attract 
tourist traffic during Expo '92. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 96 OF 1992  

HON P R CARUANA: 

We will see how successful your targetting is but in principle 
what you have announced is what you should have been doing. 

HON J E PILCHER: 

He has just killed his supplementary. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 97 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON F VASQUEZ  

Will Government make a statement of policy in respect of the 
future, if any, of the Gibraltar Tourism Agency? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TOURISM 

Mr Speaker, in April this year, as stated in our election 
manifesto, the Government has passed the international 
marketing responsibility to the Gibraltar Information Bureau. 
As a consequence of this the Tourism Agency is looking at all 
aspects of its business with a view of utilising better its 
manpower and the achievement of its commitments. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 97 OF 1992  

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, could the Minister then confirm, just to be 
absolutely clear about this, that in future, as of whenever 
this arrangement was made, the Gibraltar Tourism Agency is not 
going to be involved at all in the marketing of Gibraltar as a 
tourist resort? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Yes, Mr Speaker, that is why the answer to Question No. 94 is 
different to the answer to Question No. 95 because up to the 
31st March, 1992, the Agency was responsible for it, and after 
that date the Gibraltar Information Bureau became responsible 
for it. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, does not the Hon Minister regret that having had a 
Gibraltarian brought back to Gibraltar, especially to fulfil 
the very role he has just outlined, that we should lose an 
individual with that sort of talent to fall back again on 
outside expert advice as Yet undefined? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Mr Speaker, when I am talking about outside professional 
support I am talking outside the Agency and not outside 
Gibraltar. We will continue to have professional support from 
within Gibraltar. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, given that I understand that there is a contract 
with this organisation, is it likely to cost the public funds 
anything to terminate that arrangement? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

No, Sir. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, could the Minister please identify exactly from 
where within the community this expert and care for the apes 
is going to be found? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

I prefer at this stage not to have to do that. I can tell the 
Hon Member that, for example, the veterinary support is coming 
from the inhouse local veterinarian that we now have. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

From the RSPCA? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Yes, from the RSPCA. The professional advise at this stage is 
riot something that I am absolutely sure of but we have various 
mechanisms which we can use and all those are inhouse, ie 
inhouse Gibraltar and not outside professional advise. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

If I may be allowed to persevere, Mr Speaker. But are these 
not the very bodies and the very individuals that only a year 
ago were being highlighted as actually insufficient to carry 
out the service that was properly required for the protection 
and maintenance of the apes? 
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MR SPEAKER: 

Could the Hon Member put the question again because I do not 
think it has been heard. 

HON J C PEREZ: 

The answer is no, Mr Speaker. 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Obviously it has been taken in the jest. I do not think it 
deserved an answer. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 100 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON F VASQUEZ  

Is Government satisfied that Gibraltar's Tourist sites are 
maintained in a presentable and attractive state, likely to 
enhance the touristic 'appeal of Gibraltar? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TOURISM 

Yes, Sir. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 100 OF 1992  

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, I wonder if the Hon Minister has paid a visit 
recently to the Upper Galleries and seen the state of those 
delightful exhibits there that are now growing mushrooms 
instead of shedding light on our history. I wonder if the 
Minister, for example, has managed over the last couple of 
weeks to step outside into the Piazza and seen the state of 
the fountain, examined the state of the lavatory there and 
other such matters, in particular the Upper Galleries? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Mr Speaker, the Hon the Minister for Tourism does go round the 
sites two or three times a week, which is more than can be 
said for the Hon Member opposite, because if he had he would 
have known, before he put the question, that the Upper 
Galleries has been closed now for the last three weeks for 
refurbishment. He would have noticed that if he had bothered 
to check. I think, Mr Speaker, that he only bothers at 
Question Time. This was the only site that we had not 
refurbished. St Michael's Cave, the Apes' Den, the Nature 
Reserve, the Museum have all been done and only the Upper 
Galleries remained. We are looking at th that now. As to the 
question of the famous fountain, Mr Speaker. Well, believe it 
or not this is a matter that has racked not only my brains but 
other Members have also been looking at it. Over the next week 
or two that fountain, unfortunately, will have to be converted 
into a small garden. It will be a beautiful garden with 
railings. We have been looking at the possibility of restoring 
the fountain but the cost of changing the whole of the piping 
system, Mr Speaker, is prohibitive and in any case we feel 
that it is not assured that if we did have that fountain 
working again that we would not continue to have it vandalised 
again. I will not mention the toilets, Mr Speaker, because the 
Hon Member has a question on that. 
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HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, I am delighted to hear of the developments in 
relation to the fountain. As regards the Upper Galleries, 
again I am delighted to hear that at last the refurbishment is 
being undertaken but I do not think it exonerates the Hon 
Minister,' Mr Speaker, from the responsibility of having had 
those Upper Galleries for the last two or three years in a 
shocking state of neglect and a source of constant 
embarrassment to visitors to Gibraltar. 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Mr Speaker, this is really not part of the supplementary but 
the Hon Member thanks me on the one hand and then he stabs me 
on the back. I think all Shadow Ministers of Tourism tend to 
do this. If I may take back the Hon Member opposite to my 
answer to Question No. 93 which said: "Within the limited 
resources available to this sector of Government 
responsibilities" that, Mr Speaker, is the truth of the 
matter. We would like to have money to refurbish everything. 
We had a three-year programme and we have with the Upper 
Galleries completed the refurbishment and completed that 
three-year programme, Mr Speaker. 

HON H CORBY: 

Mr Speaker, can I ask the Minister if the refurbishment of the 
Upper Galleries, and I move in Gibraltar very much myself, was 
undertaken because of the Rock Tour by the Taxi Association 
and the exhibits were pointed out to the Minister there and 
then? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Mr Speaker, like his Hon colleague, the Hon Member knows the 
answer to that question so I will not bother to give him the 
answer. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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that it is not just a question of providing a toilet, but that 
there are no sewage connections in the Upper Rock and to 
provide toilet facilities at the Apes' Den is not the cost of 
building the toilet but the cost of the infrastructure 
required. It would be a tremendous cost to put the necessary 
infrastructure. I am however satisfied, Mr Speaker, that in 
the Nature Reserve there are sufficient facilities and if you 
take a Rock Tour there are enough facilities. In the Upper 
Galleries we suffer the same problem, Mr Speaker, about the 
necessary infrastructure but during the refurbishment I am 
advised that the Tourism Agency is looking at the possibility 
of utilising an old well to try and see whether we can provide 
a toilet although that is not, in my estimation, the most 
hygienic of facilities because obviously, Mr Speaker, we then 
need to have a system to remove the sewage. As regards the 
toilets round Gibraltar, I can assure Members, Mr Speaker, 
that we have a maintenance contract which cleans the toilets 
two or three times a week. We have spent a lot of money 
refurbishing toilets and when I have said that the Coach Park 
and the Piazza toilets, in particular, are maintained whenever 
possible, Mr Speaker, it is because they suffer tremendously, 
like many other areas in Gibraltar, unfortunately, from acts 
of pure vandalism. We have had to close the Piazza men's 
toilet some three weeks ago because after refurbishing the 
toilets for a second time all the urinals were ripped out and 
thrown all over the place. We have now closed it to refurbish 
it again, Mr Speaker, and we are adjusting our policy and we 
will have people manning that toilet but I assure the House 
that at the end of the day even when toilets are manned we 
suffer certain vandalism in the toilets because obviously the 
attendant cannot follow people into the areas. I assure you, 
Mr Speaker, it is something which I am conscious of and 
improvements are being tried and it is a question of adjusting 
and continuing to spend money to try and maintain them in a 
fit and proper manner. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, we understand that the problems of vandalism 
cannot be laid at the Hon Minister or his Department or any of 
his colleagues. But by the same token I would invite him to 
accept that the fact that the problem is caused by vandalism 
is not an explanation that can be offered to visitors to 
Gibraltar and therefore as a community we have to pay whatever 
price we have to pay for the fact that we have vandals in our 
midst. 

HON J E PILCHER: 

Mr Speaker, I assure the Hon Member opposite that we are 
paying dearly for having vandals in our community. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 103 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON LT-COL E M BRITTO  

Will Government make public the terms of the contract between 
Government and Kvaerner and will it say whether it has taken 
any steps to try to ensure that Gibraltarians are given 
priority of employment? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TOURISM 

Mr Speaker, no, Sir. The detailed contract between a private 
company, in this instance, Kvaerner, and the Government is 
a matter which is commercially in confidence and it is not 
our intention to make it public. The overall terms were made 
available to the general public at a Press Conference held 
with Kvaerner when the contracts were finalised. 

Agreement was arrived at between the Transport and General 
Workers Union and Kvaerner that priority of interview would 
be given to ex-GSL employees. Other than this the same 
conditions for employment applies to Kvaerner as to any other 
private company in Gibraltar, in accordance with EC law. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 103 OF 1992  

HON LT-COL E M BRITTO: 

Mr Speaker, will the Minister say whether as a result of 
the priority of interviews, this has de facto resulted in 
priority of employment? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

In practice it has, Mr Speaker. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 104 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P R CARUANA  

Will the Government lay before the House the accounts of 
GSL to 31st December, 1991? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE MINISTER FOR TOURISM  

No, Sir. As was stated by me in the House on 9th July, 1991, 
GSL accounts will no longer be tabled at the House. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 104 OF 1992  

HON P R CARUANA: 

Will the Hon Minister, Mr Speaker, explain why? I know the 
Government has no longer an obligation to do so having 
repealed the Ordinance with indecent haste, but what is the 
reason why the Government will not do so? 

HON J E PILCHER: 

No, Sir, I will not explain it now because I explained it 
on the 9th July and all the Hon Member has to do is go back 
and read the Hansard. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 105 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON H CORBY  

When will Government be in a position to provide information 
to the people of Gibraltar about the future of the Old Age 
Pension Scheme and the final solution of the so-called Spanish 
Pensions problem? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE CHIEF MINISTER  

When the information is available it will be provided. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 105 OF 1992  

HON H CORBY: 

Mr Speaker, the Hon the Chief Minister must agree with me 
that we are now in the second quarter of 1992. There are 
very worrying thoughts in the minds of the people of Gibraltar 
as to this very important issue. The people of Gibraltar 
also seem to think that the solution to the Spanish problem 
has also taken place. So I urge the Hon the Chief Minister 
to make a statement as soon as possible. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

I agree with the Hon Member that we are in the second quarter 
of 1992, Mr Speaker. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 107 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON F VASQUEZ  

Who is responsible for establishing the policy of the 
Gibraltar Information Bureaux?,  

ANSWER 

THE HON THE CHIEF MINISTER  

The Government, Mr Speaker. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 107 OF 1992  

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, I was surprised, I must say, only a few minutes 
ago to hear the Hon Minister for Tourism say that one of the 
reasons he took objection to the article and the interview of 
the Chairman of the UK/Gibraltar Tourist Association was that 
he considered that this individual had a vested interest 
because as well as being the Chairman of the Association he 
happened also to be, I think, a director of Cadogan Travel. In 
that context, could the Hon Chief Minister give us a 
reassurance that the individual tasked with the running of the 
GIB Office in London, Mr Albert Poggio, whose task now is not 
only the running of the Information Bureau in London but 
handling all decisions relating to the marketing of Gibraltar, 
can he reassure us that that individual does not have his own 
vested interest that might cloud his judgement in issues of 
this nature? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

I can assure the Hon Member opposite that in my judgement Mr 
Poggio is more capable of keeping his private interest 
differentiated from his duties in the GIB than the Member 
opposite is in keeping his private interest as a lawyer 
differentiated from his role as Member of the House. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

I must say, Mr Speaker, I am delighted to hear again that sort 
of allegation made against me. It is something I suppose that 
I am going to have to learn to live with. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Mr Speaker, I have not made any allegation. I have said that 
in my judgement I am confident that Mr Poggio is more capable 
than he is. If he is very capable he should have nothing to 
worry about. 
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HON F VASQUEZ: 

I am very grateful for the Hon Chief Minister's generous 
judgement. What I would like to know then is, does the Hon 
Chief Minister think that Mr Poggio's position had any bearing 
at all on what I considered, and I said so publicly that I 
considered and found it a rather extraordinary decision' to 
withdraw the Cadogan Travel Brochure from the GIB Offices, a 
decision which I understand was subsequently overturned by the 
Government of Gibraltar. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Mr Speaker, the question is about the policy of the Gibraltar 
Information Bureaux and it was not the Gibraltar Information 
Bureaux that withdrew all the Cadogan Travel Brochure. That 
decision, in fact, was something discussed with that gentleman 
in that particular organisation in January this year and when 
it came to my attention I was surprised that between January 
and the recent statement there had been no attempt to bring 
this matter to the attention of the Government. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

I do not understand that answer, Mr Speaker. Could the Hon 
Chief Minister say who initially took the decision to withdraw 
the Cadogan Travel Brochure from the GIB Offices? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

There was no decision to withdraw anything because there was 
nothing there to be withdrawn. The decision not to accept it 
for distribution in January, before the General Election, was 
a decision which was not something that somebody sat down and 
took a policy decision on but a consequence of a policy that 
had been there for a very long time and when the Gibraltar 
Information Bureau in London was asked whether they would 
distribute this particular brochure they communicated to the 
Association what was the standard policy. The gentleman 
concerned, at the time or in between the beginning of January 
and the date when the public statements were made, made no 
attempt to make representations about the decision that had 
been communicated to him, as an established long-term policy, 
which had nothing to do with the Gibraltar Information Bureau 
policy as such, but what had been there for a very long time. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 108 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P R CARUANA  

Given the Gibraltar Information Bureaux's access to public 
funds, who is responsible for the financial administration of 
the Gibraltar Information Bureaux, what financial control 
systems are in operation in that organisation and does it 
produce accounts and will they be laid before the House? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE CHIEF MINISTER  

Mr Speaker, the Gibraltar Information Bureaux does not have 
any more access to public funds than any other company which 
is contracted by the Government to carry out a task. It has 
the same controls as any other such company and produces 
audited accounts which are not laid before the House. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 108 OF 1992  

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, is the Gibraltar Information Bureaux not funded 
from Government resources and is it not now to have 
transferred to it the budget previously placed with the 
Gibraltar Tourism Agency? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Mr Speaker, just like the Gibraltar Tourism Agency previously 
was, in fact, contracted by the Government to carry out 
certain functions, operated the same as any other private 
company, had the same controls as any other company and 
produced accounts which were not laid before the House. So it 
is not that it has access to funds, it has a contract and a 
condition attached to that contract which it has to fulfil in 
order to get paid a certain sum of money. That is no different 
from any other contractor. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Yes, Mr Speaker, and a difference in view that the Member in 
January tried to persude people in Gibraltar to accept as an 
aspersion on the commitment and the integrity of the 
Government .that had been adopting this policy for four years 
and the result of that was that he managed to convince so few 
people that he is the Leader of the Opposition with the lowest 
vote in the history of the House of Assembly. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

I do not recall making any reference to this matter but still 
the point had to be made at some stage and it might as well be 
now. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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not in a particular area. Of course, as the Hon Member 
opposite knows, I have visited Hanoi and the Government 
is interested in promoting greater trade between Vietnam 
and Gibraltar and therefore anything that we can do to 
encourage Gibraltar businessmen to do this we will do. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Perhaps if I could rephrase my question the Hon the Chief 
Minister will have less difficulty in answering it. 
Is the Hon the Chief Minister prepared to say whether 
Government has invested public monies in the purchase 
of shares or otherwise in any company that has investments 
in that place? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Mr Speaker, the Government has got an Investment Fund 
which owns substantial shareholdings and within that 
there may well be a company that may or may not have 
such investments. I do not know and, frankly, I do not 
intend to seek to find out in order to tell the Hon Member 
because if I knew I would not tell him. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

So if public funds, Mr Speaker, had been used to purchase 
shares in a company that had investments in Vietnam the 
Hon the Chief Minister does not know? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

No, what I am saying is that we have got investments 
in the Investment Fund in a range of companies and I 
cannot tell the Hon Member whether any one of those 
companies or all of them or none of them have made any 
investments in Vietnam. I know that there are companies 
interested in promoting trade with Vietnam but whether 
that includes investing or not I am not 100% sure. But 
in any case, as far as I am concerned, it is not something 
we intend to debate or answer on in the House because, 
in fact, as far as we are concerned, the investment of 
the Government is in the shares of the parent company 
and therefore that is as far as we have got to reflect 
it in the Accounts of the Government. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 113 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P R CARUANA  

What are presently the assets of the Gibraltar Development 
Corporation? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE CHIEF MINISTER  

Answered together with Question Nos. 112, 114 and 115 of 
1992. 
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NO. 114 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P R CARUANA  

Who were the Auditors of the Gibraltar Development Corporation 
during the financial year ended 31st March, 1992? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE CHIEF MINISTER  

Answered together with Question Nos. 112, 113 and 115 of 
1992. 
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HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Well, I do not know when the Hon Member means that 
'receives' means 'literally receives' but if the Hon 
Member is saying that the accounts should be laid before 
the 'House because it receives money then I have to assume 
that he is using the word '

,
receive' on the basis that 

it would be income shown in the accounts. Well, the 
income is not in the accounts of the Corporation; as 
the Hon Member has already been told in answer to a 
previous question by the Minister for Education; because 
it goes into the Insolvency Fund or it goes into the 
administrative costs of the Employment and Training Unit 
and therefore the money is not being received by the 
Corporation and if the Corporation were to show its 
accounts in the House it would not show receipts of the 
sums. So I have to assume that he meant that the money 
was being received by the Corporation as income otherwise 
the reference to the accounts is meaningless. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Well, Mr Speaker, obviously we believe that we have done it 
lawfully but we will go back and check the position in view of 
what the Hon Member has said and if, in fact, there is a 
contradiction between the law and the policy of the Government 
the law will be changed. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Given that the sum in relation to the next year is E17m or 
that it was that in the forecast outturn, does the Hon Member 
not think that this is a matter in which the Government might 
have taken a little bit more care to act within the ambit of 
the law? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Mr Speaker, I have not accepted that the Hon Member is 
correct. I have said that we will look at it again in case he 
might be because it is not impossible that he should be 
occasionally right. I expect him to be wrong but nevertheless 
I will give him the benefit of the doubt and I will check. It 
is a matter that is reflected in the Estimates which have been 
tabled today and I will be able to give him any further 
explanation he wants when the Estimates are debated. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, I have no doubt that a piece of green paper will 
be rushing its way around this House to the Opposition Members 
to amend the Import and Export Ordinance  

HON ATTORNEY-GENERAL: 

Mr Speaker, can I take a point of order on this and refer the 
House to paragraphs (5) and (6) of Clause 16 of Standing 
Orders and perhaps this practice of arguing about the law in 
this form can be put to an end because I think it should be. 
"A Member may put a supplementary question or questions for 
the purpose of further elucidating any matter of fact" and 
perhaps the Hon Member can take note of this and the emphasis 
which is placed upon the word 'fact' "arising out of an oral 
answer given provided that the Speaker shall disallow any 
supplementary question if, in his opinion, it infringes any of 
these Orders relating to the admissibility of questions and in 
that case the supplementary question shall not appear in the 
Minutes or in any report of its proceedings". And secondly: "A 
supplementary question must not introduce matter not included 
in the original question". And (6) states: "A question must 
not be made a pretext for a debate". 

HON P R CARUANA: 

As to the last part of that, Mr Speaker, I think he is bolting 
the door after the horse has bolted because this is what we 
have been doing all day. And as to the first part, with the 
greatest of respect, I do not accept that that means that the 
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Leader of the Opposition cannot comment in this House about 
the possibility that the Government had unlawfully paid 
substantial sums of public money into the wrong Fund. I do not 
accept that nor do I accept that it is a legal debate. 

MR SPEAKER: 

The ruling is made by me. I am fully conscious of the Rules 
and the Opposition is also, I believe, because they have had a 
chat with me and they know perfectly well what the Rules are. 
However, one has to be flexible as this Chair has always been 
flexible right from the beginning of this House when the 
Constitution started operating here and it is the intention to 
be so if, in the opinion of the Speaker, he thinks that the 
matter that is going to be aired is of enough public interest. 
The Rules are there, as I see it, to control the House rather 
than to stifle freedom of speech. It is with that spirit that 
I allow Members to go on and now and again, of course, as they 
know perfectly well, I put a stop to it. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Yes, Mr Speaker, speaking for this side of the House, I can 
say and I do say that we are grateful for the latitude that Mr 
Speaker allows on the question of supplementaries and that we 
recognise the reason why Mr Speaker does it and that we think 
it is a laudible reason. 

MR SPEAKER: 

Next question. 
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borrowing, I do not see what is the relevance of a totally 
separate issue as to whether companies should borrow 
or not and the answer must be that if companies borrowed 
money for expanding their business, then it is not public 
debt and does not need the approval of the Loans 
Empowering Ordinance. That is obvious. ,  

HON P R CARUANA: 

And therefore the answer presumably is yes, at least 
in theory. The fact of the matter is, Mr Speaker, that 
I have gone through the trouble of conducting a search 
at the Land Titles Registry and I have seen that 
practically all, I have not checked it off against the 
list, the Government housing estates and properties have 
been transferred or leased to one of the two companies 
that I have mentioned in my question and that alright, 
they have been leased back in terms that I have not yet 
been able to establish, because the documents are away 
at the binders, but it raises the spectre of what is 
the business of GRP Investments Company Limited that 
would justify exposing to creditors, housing stock which 
was public housing stock until the Government transferred 
it to a company? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

First of all, Mr Speaker, the Hon Member did not need 
to do a search, he just needed to have a good memory 
because he asked me a question on that subject and I 
answered it and, in fact, I told him at the time that 
I was giving the explanation in the House for the fifth 
time but that the four previous times he had not been 
a Member of the House and I assumed that since he had 
so very little interest in politics before, he had not 
even bothered to tune into the radio to find out the 
explanation. But I did give him the explanation a fifth 
time so he did not need to search. All he needed to 
do was to remember. The second thing is I have not said 
that it has happened, the question is 'will I give a 
guarantee that it will not happen?' and I am saying that 
I will not give a guarantee. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, I would like to put one simple question. 
Did the Government of Gibraltar receive any consideration 
for the transfer of all of these Government housing stocks 
out of Government ownership, going to the ownership of 
GRP Investments Company Limited and Gibraltar Residential 
Property Company Limited? Did any consideration pass 
from these companies to the Government of Gibraltar? 
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30.4.92 

NO. 121 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P R CARUANA  

Will the Government make a statement outlining the proposed 
functions of Gibraltar Procurement Limited and will the 
Government say whether that company and its employees will 
have access to taxpayers' files and confidential information? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE CHIEF MINISTER  

Mr Speaker, Gibraltar Procurement Ltd has been engaged to 
collect bad debts which had been previously dormant. As 
regards income tax this consists of arrears of PAYE collected 
by employers from their workforce but not remitted to the Tax 
Office as required by the provisions of th Income Tax 
Ordinance. The company will be provided, subject to 
confidentiality, with the information it requires to pursue 
each particular case that it is asked to act upon. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 121 OF 1992  

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, do I understand the explanation that really the 
company is acting as a debt collecting agency for the 
Commissioner of Income Tax? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

That is correct, Mr Speaker. 

HON F VASQUEZ: 

Mr Speaker, in that function as a debt collecting agency, is 
it only collecting arrears of tax or is it involved also in 
collecting tax owed now? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

No, it is collecting arrears of tax which had been virtually 
given up for lost. At the moment it is tackling 1988/89. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

Mr Speaker, of course I accept that that is the position as 
the Hon Chief Minister says it. But can I then ask him why it 
was necessary to delegate to this company all the powers of 
the Commissioner of Income Tax for collection under Part 5 of 
the Income Tax Ordinance, which are large and wide and which 
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are not limited to the collection of tax arrears, in order to 
collect tax as agents for the Commissioner of Income Tax on a 
debt collecting basis? I do not think that Gibraltar 
Procurement Ltd needs this in the same way as a lawyer 
instructed by the Commissioner of Income Tax would not have 
needed powers to be delegated to them. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

I agree with the Hon Member opposite but my advisers did not 
agree with him or with me and therefore they told me that to 
be on the safe side against a possible attack from the Hon 
Member opposite the thing to do was to put the notice in the 
Gazette that was put. 

HON P R CARUANA: 

The problem that arises from that, Mr Speaker, is that, of 
course, on the basis of the Regulations to be passed on the 
basis of the delegation, Gibraltar Procurement Ltd could 
substantially extend its sphere of activity, beyond the 
perfectly innocent point that the Hon the Chief Minister has 
explained and which I accept is the position today, without 
further instrument necessary or further publicity of any kind. 
That seems an excessive measure to take when the delegation of 
power could have been limited in the terms the Hon the Chief 
Minister has explained. 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

Well, Mr Speaker, I, in my innocence, assumed, when I wanted 
to contract Gibraltar Procurement Ltd, that I would in fact be 
able to do it without having to do anything else other than 
give it a contract but I was told that in pursuing through the 
Courts a recalcitrant payer, the authority of the company 
might be challengeable. That was the best way to protect it (I 
did not really mean what I said that they were protecting me 
against him, I do not think I need protection against him, but 
they were seeking to protect Procurement Ltd) against a 
challenge by the defaulting taxpayer. Whether it was necessary 
or not, I am not frankly qualified to say but if I am told 
that we might go through a long procedure and finish up losing 
the case because the lawyer defending the other side might be 
able to challenge, then I have to accept that it is better to 
be safe than sorry. But we have no plans to go beyond what I 
have said in the answer. 

MR SPEAKER: 

We cannot go into the Iegal '-Merits of that now.. Next 
question. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 124 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P R CARUANA  

What has been the estimated Gross Domestic Product in the year 
ended 31st March, 1992, and what part of that GDP is estimated 
to have been contributed by the property and infrastructure 
development sector and what does the Government forecast GDP 
will be in the year to 31st March, 1993? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE CHIEF MINISTER  

Mr Speaker, the information is not yet available. 

When the Estimates for the current financial year are 
considered by this House I will, as is normal, give an 
indication of the targets for economic growth on which the 
Estimates are based. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 125 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON P R CARUANA  

Does Government consider that the UK Government has a moral 
obligation, given the severe dislocation to our economy of her 
run down of military spending in Gibraltar, to provide 
Gibraltar with financial assistance to replace the lost 
economic activity and in particular to assist with labour 
retraining, business start-up and job creation schemes and has 
the Government sought such assistance from the British 
Government? 

ANSWER 

THE HON THE CHIEF MINISTER  

Mr Speaker, the Gibraltar Government does consider that the UK 
Government has such a moral obligation but the UK Government 
does not appear to hold the same view. Nonetheless the 
Gibraltar Government is pursuing the matter jointly with the 
TGWU and in the context of technical assistance for retraining 
programmes. 
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30.4.92 

NO. 128 OF 1992 ORAL 

THE HON H CORBY  

Will Government make a statement in relation to the 
allegations contained in the Joint Council for the Welfare of 
Immigrants Report entitled "Between a Rock and a Hard Place", 
and what action, if any, does it intend to take as a result of 
this Report? 

ANSWER  

THE HON THE CHIEF MINISTER  

Mr Speaker, as I made clear at the Official Opening of the 
House, the basic contention in the Report is that Moroccan 
workers and by implication any other non-EEC workers, should 
be given the right of permanent residence with the implication 
this has of being able to be joined by their extended 
families. 

If there is a requirement under international law for this 
then such immigrant workers will only be able to remain in 
Gibraltar if the UK accepts the financial responsibility for 
such rights. Given the possibility of litigation by the 
authors of the Report involving the UK Government and possibly 
the Gibraltar Government, it is not in the public interest to 
comment directly on specific allegations except to say that 
many can be refuted and will be if the matter is raised in a 
court case. 

Apart from that the Government continues to be committed to 
trying to protect those Moroccans who arrived prior to 1985 
from the increased competition they are facing in the labour 
market. To a large extent success on this depends on how 
successful we are in providing enough jobs for our own 
people. 

SUPPLEMENTARY TO QUESTION NO. 128 OF 1992  

HON H CORBY: 

Mr Speaker, is the Hon Chief Minister saying that he will not 
improve anything inasfar as the Moroccan workers are 
concerned? That things that needed improvement like Government 
hostel accommodation, etc will not be dealt with at all? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

No, Mr Speaker, if the Hon Member cares to look at the 
Estimates for last year he will find that one of the items of 
expenditure, no longer the result of an Appropriation Bill, is 
the upkeep of the Hostels and we took that out of the budget 
because, in fact, in our discussions with them we told them 
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what we thought was the only way we could ensure that they 
were getting a better return on the money that they themselves 
are paying. The reality of it is that if we look at the state 
of those Hostels, it is incredible that they should be in such 
a bad state and yet something like over Elm a year is 
collected in rent from the people who live in the Hostels. It 
is all spent and the Government has put money on top to 
subsidise it. So, in fact, it produces no return at all. The 
building is free and all the money is used but nevertheless 
the place is not properly maintained. We believe that the only 
way we are going to be able to knock that into shape; because, 
in fact, previous Governments have attempted to spend more 
money on it within the public sector to try and bring it up to 
standard and it never works; is to involve the residents of 
the Hostel themselves in the management of it and we would, in 
fact, redeploy the Government workers to other Government 
jobs. For this purpose we set up a Special Fund to deal with 
the Hostels, last year, following discussions with them and 
although, regrettably, very little progress has been made in 
that direction, we are still committed to doing that. I am 
pointing out that we did this a year before the Report was 
written so it is not that we are responding to the Report but 
we already recognised that there was a need to tackle that 
area. 

HON H CORBY: 

Mr Speaker, will the Hon Chief Minister also state whether he 
is prepared to give equal opportunities to Moroccan workers as 
workers who have been here, as he said, prior to 1985, in 
equal terms with EEC workers? 

HON CHIEF MINISTER: 

No, Mr Speaker, we cannot do that. The position is that in 
looking at the position of immigrant workers prior to our 
entry into the European Community in 1973, we had a situation 
where the Laws of Gibraltar said "you can give priority of 
employment to a Gibraltarian over every other nationality 
including a UK citizen". We had to change that in 1973 to say 
"all Community Nationals are equal to Gibraltarians", so there 
is no way we could give priority to Gibraltarians which we 
have been asked to do in other questions in this House. We 
have been asked "Can you give priority to Gibraltarians in 
Kvaerner?" Well, the answer is "we have to do it under 
Community Law". If you give equality to non-Community 
nationals with Community nationals then by definition you 
cannot give priority to Gibraltarians. The only way that you 
can give priority to Gibraltarians and still protect the 
Moroccans, who have been here a long time, if we want to, 
frankly, is by administrative procedures which is what 
everybody does everywhere in the Community and the less said 
about those the better. 

HON H CORBY: 

Thank you very much. 
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