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The Gibraltar Parliament

The Parliament met at 3.00 p.m.

[MR SPEAKER: Hon. A J Canepa GMH OBE in the Chair]

[ACTING CLERK TO THE PARLIAMENT: Paul E Martinez Esq in attendance]

GOVERNMENT MOTIONS

Standing Orders suspended to proceed with Government motion –
Motion carried

Acting Clerk: Meeting of Parliament, Friday 24th January, 2014.
Government Motions – the Hon. the Chief Minister.

Chief Minister (Hon. F R Picardo): Mr Speaker, I beg to move, under Standing Order 7(3), to suspend
Standing Order 7(1) in order to proceed with a Government motion.5

Mr Speaker: I now put the question in the terms of the motion proposed by the Hon. the Chief… no, I
think the Chief Minister has to formally… If he looks at the crib, he will see that he should read out the
motion.

10

Hon. Chief Minister: The crib that I have has the vote before the motion, Mr Speaker.

Acting Clerk: No, you should have had this one.

Hon. Chief Minister: I have not had it. I am quite happy to do it that way.15

Thank you, Mr Speaker. So I should read this motion, Mr Speaker, which is:

‘That this House approve, pursuant to Standing Order 59, the suspension of Standing Order 19 but only
to the extent that at least five days, exclusive of Saturdays, Sundays and public holidays, notice is
required of the motion notified by the Hon. the Chief Minister on 23rd January 2014, and circulated by
the Clerk on 23rd January, 2014.’

Mr Speaker: I now put the question in the terms of the motion proposed by the Hon. the Chief
Minister. Those in favour? (Members: Aye.) Those against?20

Vote of confidence in Mr Speaker –
Motion carried unanimously

Acting Clerk: The Hon. the Chief Minister.

Chief Minister (Hon. F R Picardo): Mr Speaker, I have the honour to move the motion standing in my
name, which reads as follows:

25

‘This House has full confidence in Mr Speaker, the Hon. Adolfo Canepa GMH OBE MP.’

Mr Speaker, it is a little bit like groundhog day to have to start again the session of Parliament at
3.00 p.m. with moving those motions, for the reasons that everyone is aware of.

I think, Mr Speaker, with all due respect to you, it is fair to say that nobody who has held the position of
Speaker in the history of this Parliament has had the experience that you have had before you have taken
the Chair. Nobody has ever been better qualified for the post of Speaker than you have been when you have30

arrived in it.
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You have presided over a period of change in this Parliament, when the Government has been changing
the mechanisms in which Parliament meets and the timing through which Government meets, there are
many more meetings for Questions. Therefore you have wanted to change the way that Members of the
Parliament behave during the course of Question Time and you have constantly been encouraging people35

on either side, Members on either side to raise issues in debate on motions, rather than trying to extend
Question Time into debate.

Yesterday, Mr Speaker, your fairness was called into question by the Leader of the Opposition because
you had called his attention to something that had been said during the course of a first answer, and during
the course of his intervention the Leader of the Opposition said that he felt that you had been unfair to him40

yesterday, that you had been unfair to him last month and that you had been unfair before then.
Well, Mr Speaker, I do not know whether fairness and unfairness is exactly the best way to raise these

issues, but of course in the cut and thrust of debate, those of us who are putting a point might always feel
that we are right and we want to put our point across. I consider that putting one’s point across vehemently
during the course of a debate or even during the course of wanting to put a question or answer a question at45

Question Time is part of the cut and thrust and the proper cut and thrust of debate, as I am sure all of us in
this Chamber believe and I am sure you believed, Mr Speaker, when you were also a Member on one of the
sides of this House.

Therefore, Mr Speaker, a little bit like football players playing each for their team, when one is called
up on one of those occasions when the referee might think that one is committing a foul, players usually50

feel that that is unfair, that they are not committing a foul, that the foul was the other fellow. But,
Mr Speaker, much as in that hypothetical football match the referee’s decision is final, well, of course, the
Speaker’s decision is final in a Parliament. Those are the rules at Westminster and of course they are also
the rules here.

Standing Order 51 giving you responsibility for order is much in the identical terms to the rule at55

Westminster, which says:

‘The Speaker in Parliament’

– and I am reading ours –

‘and the Chairman in any Committee shall be responsible for the observance of the rules of order in the Parliament and Committee
respectively and their decision upon any Point of Order shall not be open to appeal and shall not be reviewed by the Parliament
except upon a substantive motion made after notice.’

Mr Speaker, in the context of your rulings, despite the fact that there is no appeal, you of course allow
Members to put their point of view. But, Mr Speaker, to see a repeated questioning of your fairness, I think
is not something which is edifying and I do not think that it is good for the workings of this Parliament.60

That is why yesterday, Mr Speaker, I said during the course of the morning that I felt it was appropriate
that whatever parties on either side might think about a particular decision that we should all, all of us, say,
‘Well, we have full confidence in the Speaker’, even though some of us might have wanted to express a
lack of fairness evident in some ruling or another, and that is the purpose of the Government bringing this
motion. It is important, Mr Speaker, I think for our community to understand that every Member of this65

Parliament has full confidence in the Speaker, even though there may have been instances when we might
have felt hard done by, by one of your decisions.

Mr Speaker, I think as democrats – those who want to play by the rules of the Westminster
parliamentary system that we have adopted in this community of ours – our democratic credentials are
actually most tested when you are ruling against us and that is when we have to demonstrate that we accept70

your rulings, whether we agree with them or not and that we have confidence in you as Speaker, whether it
is that you are pulling us up on a particular issue or you are not pulling us up on a particular issue or you are
pulling up a colleague on a particular issue and if we are seeking to remonstrate with you. We are never
suggesting that you are being partisan in any way.

Mr Speaker, it is for all of us in this Parliament, whatever post we hold within it, whether one leads the75

House, whether one leads the Government, whether one leads the Opposition, it is for all of us to
understand that in the Parliament, yours is the final word. I am reminded of a parliamentary sketch by Ann
Treneman that I read in The Times about a month ago, where she was referring to the relationship between
the present Prime Minister of the United Kingdom and the present Speaker of the Westminster Parliament
who, according to that particular columnist, apparently do not get on and do not see eye to eye, despite the80

fact that they are of the same political party. Miss Treneman put it this way, she said,

‘The most powerful man in the Commons looked at the most powerful man in Britain and they did not like what each of them
saw.’

85



GIBRALTAR PARLIAMENT, FRIDAY, 24th JANUARY 2014

________________________________________________________________________
5

Mr Speaker, I put it to you that this community should understand that in exactly the same way as
Mr Speaker was referred to, in respect of the Westminster Parliament, as the most powerful man in
Westminster when compared to the Prime Minister, the most powerful man in the United Kingdom, people
in this community need to understand that the Speaker of this Parliament is the most powerful person in this
Parliament because the Parliament has asked him to take responsibility for its Rules and that he should be90

their enforcer, that he should be their arbiter, he should be their referee.
Mr Speaker, I do not think there is more to say, other than to ask all Members of the Parliament to

confirm their full confidence in your discharging of your functions as Speaker.

Mr Speaker: I now propose the question in the terms of the motion moved by the Hon. the Chief95

Minister. Does any Member wish to contribute?

Hon. D A Feetham: Mr Speaker, the Opposition will be supporting the motion, but I have to say that on
this side of the House, certainly we take the view that this is the most shameful device and political
opportunist device that actually does the contrary of what the motion seeks to do, because what it does is100

actually create the impression with the public at large that somebody in this House has sought to question
the confidence or integrity of the Speaker or the House’s confidence in him, which no one at any stage did
yesterday (A Member: Hear, hear.)

Indeed, to continue the Hon. the Leader of the House’s analogy about football matches, the best referees
are the ones that go through games not being noticed. What this motion does is actually place the referee at105

the centre of the game, because all that people are going to be talking about is the referee and not in fact
what we ought to be doing, which is getting on with the business of the politics of this community and the
running of this community and the holding of the Government to account for the running of the affairs of
this community in this Parliament.

Mr Speaker, no one at any stage yesterday sought to question your integrity or sought to question the110

confidence of the House in Mr Speaker. No one criticised Mr Speaker on the grounds of, as the hon.
Gentleman has put it today, partisanship. I have never accused, nor anybody on this side of the House, that
the Speaker was partisan; but, of course, I am entitled as Leader of the Opposition, when I feel that the
Opposition has not been treated fairly in any particular instance, to say so. I believe it is also my duty to say
so and I need to explain to the public so that the public understands what happened yesterday.115

The Hon. Minister for Financial Services, Minister Isola had provided information to an original
question, saying that the bank would be housed in a Government-owned building. I was not asking in my
supplementary about whether the bank would be housed in a Government-owned building. I asked where it
is going to be housed – in other words, the location of that Government-owned building – and it is obvious
to anybody who heard the debate yesterday that Mr Speaker had misunderstood the nature of the question120

that I had asked.
Now, in those circumstances I believe that I am perfectly entitled to stand up on behalf of my colleagues

and myself and say, ‘No, Mr Speaker has got it wrong. That is not the supplementary that I am asking. It
has not been answered previously and it is clear to anybody in this House that it was not.’ In those
circumstances I am entitled and I would be lacking in my duty as Leader of the Opposition if I did not point125

out that Mr Speaker had got it wrong. I believe that I am entitled to be heard on that.
Mr Speaker, I refer to my speech that I gave on the occasion of the setting up of the Committee on

Parliamentary Reform, and I said this in June of last year, and I quote:

‘We cannot always collectively get it right’

– I include us and the Chair in that –

‘…but there has to be some flexibility in order to allow us to do our job I hope that when a point is taken about the
appropriateness of a supplementary, for whatever reasons that we are allowed the floor to explain why we believe it was an
appropriate supplementary or why we should be allowed to continue with a particular line of questioning . When we are told
“You do not have the floor”, we will abide by it but we are entitled to be heard as to where we are going with a particular line of
questioning that we think is actually being quite effective.’

That is what I said last time and I stand by every single word, and if it happens again… if in the future130

Mr Speaker intervenes in circumstances where he has obviously got it wrong, in my view, I think that I
have the right to say so. If Mr Speaker rules on a Point of Order, that is the end of the matter and I accept
that; but if Mr Speaker is intervening and he has got it wrong, I believe that I have got a right to be heard.
That is all I ask for, a right to be heard. A right to express the view as to why Mr Speaker has got it wrong.

And I believe that if the Leader of the Opposition of this community does not get the right to express135

why Mr Speaker has got it wrong in any particular instance, well, look, I think it does a disservice to
democracy. This is the heart of our democracy. I ought to be allowed. There is nothing sinister, nothing
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wrong in the Leader of the Opposition expressing that view without being told, ‘Sit down, sit down’, or not
being allowed to express his views.

Mr Speaker, of course one also has to take into account… one focuses on supplementary questions, but140

of course supplementary questions also arise from the nature of the answers provided by the Government. If
the Opposition get evasive answers to questions, the Opposition are perfectly entitled to press the
Government to have clear answers to clear questions.

May I remind Members of this House that when I asked in July of last year whether the Government
had provided indirect financial assistance to the owners of the Sunborn, the answer was no when the145

Government had indeed, through a Government-owned company run by directors, provided assistance to
the owners of the Sunborn. The answer was no. On many occasions on this side of the House we are faced
with evasive, shifty answers, in my view, and we ought to have – (Interjection) That ought to be factored
into the equation in terms of any leeway that the Opposition is afforded.

Mr Speaker yesterday made – and I have to congratulate him – a moving intervention and I feel for Mr150

Speaker. I know he has a difficult job and he said that he often prays – and perhaps I am paraphrasing him –
for the strength to do his job. Look, I do not like to talk about these things, because they are private matters,
but I pray every single day. But I pray for the strength… not for any kind of victory. I pray for the strength
to be able to do my job fearlessly and to the best of my ability and this is not an easy job to do as Leader of
the Opposition.155

Tony Blair once said that the worst day in Government is always better than the best day in Opposition.
The hon. the backbencher, when I took over from him, gave me some very sound advice. He said
something that will always stay in my mind, that being Leader of the Opposition is like running a marathon
race where you run in all kinds of weather and it is a question of just simply continuing until there is better
weather at the end of the race.160

Look, I have a difficult job, but I have a duty to my parliamentary colleagues. I have a duty to 40%,
according to the last by-election, of the electorate, who are supporters of my party in Opposition, to stand
up, and if I feel that the Opposition has in a particular instance not been treated fairly, to say so. That does
not question the systemic integrity or the confidence of this House or my party in the Speaker or anybody
else. But all I ask – and I think that I am entitled to – is to be able to explain why I believe a particular165

intervention was not right and why I believe that a particular line of questioning is apposite and we ought to
be allowed to continue with it. (Banging on desks)

Mr Speaker: Does any other hon. Member wish to speak on the motion?
170

Hon. Sir P R Caruana: Yes, Mr Speaker, I would like to speak on the motion.
Mr Speaker, I have full confidence in you. I have the same confidence in you today as I had when I first

invited you to be Speaker many years ago, which you had to decline for personal reasons, and the same
confidence that I had when I supported, as Leader of the Opposition, your appointment as Speaker by the
present House. That confidence does not depend… it does not fluctuate and does not increase or wane175

depending on whether you give rulings that are fair to the Opposition or unfair to the Opposition, or fair to
the Government or unfair to the Government. Confidence – and this is really why I have been motivated to
rise as I had not intended to – is something quite different, in my opinion, from the obligation of people in
this House to accept the ruling of the Speaker. One has nothing to do with the other.

We are obliged to accept the Speaker’s ruling as a matter of the Standing Orders of this House, whether180

or not we have confidence in the Speaker. To suggest that we should have confidence in the Speaker
because we are obliged to effect his rulings is a non sequitur. It is not therefore like the referee in a football
match because of course the referee’s decision in a football match is final.

How many times have we met on a Monday morning when I was at Number 6 and you came in when
Arsenal had lost as a result of a refereeing decision (A Member: Manchester United!) or Manchester185

United? (Laughter) Of course, the referee’s decision had to be accepted, it did not stop you from being
highly critical of the referee. There is all the difference in the… and indeed you may have lacked
confidence in that referee. So the next time he referees an Arsenal match, you are not certain whether
Arsenal is going to get… what is going to happen?

Confidence is different to subscription to the obligation to accept rulings tested this way. If I did not190

have confidence in you, would I be any less obliged to accept your ruling as final? Answer, no. Your ruling
is final, because it is final regardless of confidence, and I think actually, reflecting on the Chief Minister’s
opening presentation, it is not appropriate. It is not right to focus this question of confidence in the Speaker
and the importance that it should exist on any analogy to do with finality or obligation to accept the finality
of rulings. I do not know, because in this House we have always been different to Westminster in terms of195

these things… I mean, I do not know whether in the House of Commons Members are entitled to banter or
do banter… not ‘banter’, it is the wrong word… exchange, have exchanges with the Speaker in making a
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point or whether the Speaker simply speaks and then nobody else is allowed to engage. You know, with
Question Time is the only bit of Parliament that I see, it does not happen of course.

But, of course, the Speaker, whatever might be the Rule about whether Members can forcefully put their200

views to the Speaker, and I do not know what the answer to that is, but even if it were the case that
Members are allowed to do that, certainly when the Speaker says, ‘Enough. I rule A, B, C’, at that point that
is it. I understand the parliamentary practice is that if Members then persist, the Speaker stands up in some
form of notional final warning… sort of a yellow card in football analogy and thereafter the red card is that
you are named, but that is to do with the finality of the ruling, it is not to do with the question of205

confidence.
The last point that I will make whilst I am on my feet is this, and I heard the incident in the morning on

the radio… it is true that I was not in the House. I really do wish the Chief Minister would resist the
temptation every time he gets annoyed with me to tell everybody in Gibraltar whether I was in Parliament
or not at the time. It seems...210

Hon. Chief Minister: It is entirely up to me.

Hon. Sir P R Caruana: Of course it is entirely up to you, that is why I said, if it were not up to you it
would not be a matter of wish on my part. But nevertheless, but nevertheless it has to be said that I consider215

this motion to be entirely unnecessary. Or is it that the Opposition, and are we now…
Does the confidence, does the Speaker’s ability to do his job and to have the respect that he deserves,

and which I think he enjoys, now depend and is for all time going to depend on there being an immediate
motion of confidence whenever somebody strays across a line in this House which impugns the possibility
that the confidence in the Speaker may have been put into question? Well, look, Mr Speaker, the respect220

and the stature and the standing of the Speaker has to be more robust and more resilient than that or it is
nothing. I think that this motion does much more damage to the standing and stature of the Speaker than
any good that might come from it. My personal instinct therefore would have been for that reason – having
said that I have every confidence in you, Mr Speaker – would have been to abstain on this motion, not
thereby showing any degree of ambivalence as to the degree of confidence that I have in you, but simply to225

signal that I do not think that your standing and status in this Parliament depends on whether this House
passes this motion or does not.

But I will vote in favour of the motion, because that is what this parliamentary group has decided that it
wishes to do and I do not wish to do anything different. But I want to have it recorded that my personal
instinct, and for the reasons that I have explained, would have been to abstain and not to vote in favour.230

(Banging on desks)

Mr Speaker: Before I ask the mover to reply, does any other Member wish to speak on the motion?
The Hon. Joseph Bossano.

235

Minister for Enterprise, Training, Employment and Health & Safety (Hon. J J Bossano): I feel I
have no choice, Mr Speaker, but to contribute to this debate, having heard how onerous it is to be the
Leader of the Opposition. I suppose I have broken all world records in running marathons in all weathers,
having done it for 32 years. (Laughter and banging on desks.) I think the hon. Member opposite, if he ever
gets into Government, is going to have a very tough time indeed if he thinks that being over there is tough240

(Laughter)
The latest contribution from the hon. backbencher has focused on the semantics of what the issue before

us is, and he argues that whether you have confidence or you do not have confidence, you have to accept
the rulings of the Speaker, and that is true for as long as the Standing Orders say that that is what happens.
So therefore accepting the ruling is no evidence of confidence in the Speaker any more than rejecting the245

rulings is evidence of lack of confidence. (Interjection)
But of course there is something that has changed in the way the discontent with the ruling was

expressed yesterday and that has been expressed today by the Leader of the Opposition, something which I
think is implicit and has been acknowledged by the contributor who described it as when someone strays
across the line. So we can take it that he agrees that the Leader of the Opposition strayed across the line,250

because if he did not (Laughter) then there is no relevance between whether one is straying across the line
or the motion is justified by straying across the line. So having strayed across the line, to what degree did he
stray across the line? Well, when he was challenging the ruling of Mr Speaker, which was not really a
ruling. It was just advice saying to the hon. Member, ‘If you paid more attention to the original answer you
would realise that the question that you are asking has already been answered’. Now, it may well be that in255

making that judgement, Mr Speaker, in fact, was mistaken, as the hon. Member is saying today; but the
hon. Member did not stand up yesterday and say, ‘Excuse me, sir, but you have got it wrong because you
have made a mistake’. What he said was that he was being unfairly treated, and when Mr Speaker said,
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‘Well, look, if you think I am not doing my job properly, which is to be fair to both sides of the House,
move a motion of no confidence’, and then the Hon. Leader of the Opposition says, ‘Well, I will not move a260

vote of no confidence in you, Mr Speaker, because it is not systemic. Your bias against me is not systemic.’
That is to say you have done it today and you did it a few meetings back.

So what is the difference, because he then went on to say, ‘If it was systemic, I would move a motion of
no confidence in you’? So it is… well, Mr Speaker, the hon. Member was not in here yesterday, he can
shake his head, but he can actually either go back and watch it or read it. He said it was not systemic, but if265

it were, I would have no problem in bringing a motion of no confidence. So therefore what the hon.
Member was saying yesterday was that in fact you were not being fair, that is you were not showing the
neutrality that you should be showing, but that you did not do this consistently. It was not systemic. It was
sporadic, and as long it was sporadic, as long as you treated him well on some occasions and badly on
others, he would not bring a motion of no confidence; but if it happened consistently, he would have done270

it.
Well, let me tell him something about what happened to me when I was in the Opposition, because if it

had happened to him, he would have had to bring a vote of no confidence in every meeting of the House.
(Laughter) The previous Speaker that was here ruled that the Opposition could only put two
supplementaries – period. They were not allowed to put any more. As a concession, as Leader of the275

Opposition, I was allowed three (Laughter) and that none of the supplementaries could refer to anything in
the answer – it was limited to something in the question that had not been answered. That ruling was
systemic. That is, it was not sporadic. It was permanent. (Interjection)

Well, by the definition of the hon. Member of systemic bias, of constrain on his ability to express his
mind and to question whether things are being done properly, he would have needed to bring a motion of no280

confidence in the Speaker in every single meeting of the House. If what he is facing now is a marathon, I
would say he would have fallen by the wayside in the first hundred yards of the marathon in that context.

I think that perhaps in the heat of the moment he expressed himself in a way which he should not have
done and I think that now that he has had the opportunity of reflecting on what he said, he has tried to
retract from the position that he adopted yesterday. But there is no doubt in my mind that what he was285

saying to the Parliament was that the only reason why he was not questioning the neutrality of Mr Speaker,
and consequently expressing lack of confidence in him, was because the treatment that was being accorded
to the Opposition in the freedom that they have to put questions and supplementaries was not something
that happened on every single occasion, that it only happened once or twice, and that to him it had
happened on this occasion and on a previous occasion.290

Indeed, the clearest evidence that that was the essence of the issue and not a question of understanding –
(Interjection) – No, Mr Speaker, I will not give way – that that was the understanding of what was going
on, was the fact that you yourself pointed out that how could somebody in the Opposition argue that you
were not being sufficiently lenient or sufficiently liberal in allowing questions when one single question as
to how many Health and Safety inspectors or how many Labour Inspectors there are, took 15 minutes… 15295

pages and 45 minutes in order to try and satisfy the curiosity of the Hon. Mr Bossino, whose [inaudible]
was as good as me.

Therefore it was clearly about the opportunity, the opportunity that is given to the Opposition to ask
questions and the reality of it is that on many, many occasions they ask the questions, notwithstanding the
fact that in our judgement the answer they have got is the only answer they are going to get, because as any300

of the Members on the opposite side will remember – if they still remember how they behaved when they
were in Government – people in Government have the right to answer questions in the way they choose to
answer it, and that is it. In the Opposition you can say you do not like the answer, but what you cannot do is
insist that the answer that you get in Opposition is the one you would like to get in order to get the greatest
political advantage out of it.305

Therefore if there was any question that in future in the judgement of the Leader of the Opposition, your
behaviour moved from being sporadic to being systemic, then I would hope that the result of this vote of
confidence will not lead to the forceful statement made that he would not shy away from bringing a motion
of no confidence against you Mr Speaker.

On this basis, I am happy to support the motion.310

Hon. D A Feetham: Mr Speaker, may I ask for the indulgence of the Speaker to respond very briefly to
some of the points that the hon. Gentleman has made?

Mr Speaker: It is not allowed for in the Rules, but I will allow you.315

Hon. D A Feetham: Well, I am very grateful.
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Mr Speaker, I think it is important and I am very grateful to Mr Speaker. I think that it is important that
hon. Gentlemen understand the distinction that I am drawing, which I think has been mischaracterised by
the hon. the father of the House.320

Yesterday, what I was questioning was whether it was fair. Indeed, I was saying it was unfair for the
Speaker to characterise my intervention in the way that he characterised it. It is not talking about bias or
anything else, and I am entitled to say, Mr Speaker, I do not believe that you are being fair on this occasion.
Now, the point that I made yesterday, and I think it was in response to some of the points that were being
made from across the floor, or Mr Speaker, was that if I felt that Mr Speaker was being unfair systemically325

over a long period of time or that he was showing any kind of bias, then I would say so, but that was not the
case.

But what I was saying was you are being unfair on this particular occasion, because the question has not
been asked previously and has not been answered. I think it is unfair for Mr Speaker to characterise my
intervention as not having been careful enough and not having listened to the answers carefully on such an330

important matter, because I believe, genuinely, that anybody listening to that would think, well, the
Opposition is not doing their job properly. The Opposition is asking questions when the answer has been
received and the Opposition does not know what it is talking about, and that is unfair. It was unfair because
the Opposition… because I had not asked the question before the information had not been provided, and in
that kind of situation I am perfectly entitled to say so, that Mr Speaker had not made a ruling. If Mr Speaker335

had made a ruling on a Point of Order and said, ‘This is my ruling’, I am bound by it. I sit down and that is
the end of the matter, but he did not make a ruling. What he was doing was giving me advice on the basis
that was, in my view, on the wrong premise, because I had not received that information and that is the
point.

I have said, and the point that I made during the course of my speech is that I have made that point340

before. It is not questioning the integrity of the Speaker. Nobody has done so. It is not accusing the Speaker
of bias. Nobody has done so and it is not a good enough reason to effectively place Mr Speaker at the centre
now of this particular process and effectively be making him the item of news and not what we ought to be
doing, which is getting on with the business of this House.

345

Hon. Chief Minister: Well, Mr Speaker, it is incredible that yesterday we could have dealt with this
matter in a moment, but because we wanted to be sticklers following the Rules, we have had to adjourn
Parliament for a day to be able to continue. Yet today, the Hon. the Leader of the Opposition says there is
absolutely no need for this and that this is just putting you at the centre of the political debate when it is
unnecessary.350

Well, look, the first thing that the Hon. the Leader of the Opposition says when he gets up is that this is
a shameful device and a politically opportunistic device being taken by the Government. Mr Speaker, that is
– and everybody in Gibraltar who was watching will have seen – a politician wriggling on the end of a hook
that he made for himself yesterday with his absolutely shameful behaviour before lunch.

We have heard a lot, Mr Speaker, from both Members opposite who have spoken about how nobody355

was impugning your integrity and how there is absolutely no need for this vote of confidence. We have
heard a lot about how accepting the finality of the Speaker’s rulings is nothing to do with confidence in the
Speaker. Of course, Mr Speaker, what they are trying to do is to make the general public forget how all
those things were conflated by the Leader of the Opposition yesterday.

Let us remind ourselves what exactly it is that the Leader of the Opposition said. I do not think he wants360

to be reminded, but Hansard… now there, Mr Speaker, there is a useful device, Hansard, because it tells us
the truth of what happened yesterday.

Now let us look at the shameful things that the Leader of the Opposition said yesterday. He was not
wanting to hear what you were saying to him about listening to first answers, and he said this to you, Mr
Speaker, and this is a quote Mr Speaker:365

‘Well, I certainly do not like the way that the Hon. Mr Speaker has made interventions last time, has made an intervention now,
and implied that somehow I do not know, as Leader of the Opposition, the answer that has been provided by the Hon. Minister.’

‘I do not like the way that you are talking to me, Mr Speaker…’ How dare any Member of a Parliament370

say to a Speaker, ‘I do not like the way you are talking to me, Mr Speaker’? That sort of petulance, that sort
of remarkable attempt to pretend that he can be the arbiter of how the final arbiter addresses us all is but a
mere indication of what was to come.

After your next intervention, where you were saying:
375

‘What is wrong with that, that I should give you such guidance? (Interjection) What is wrong with that? What is unreasonable
about that?’
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The Hon. Leader of the Opposition says:
380

‘Because you are suggesting, and with respect Mr Speaker, it is not the first time – he has intervened in the past, as well, in a
manner that we’

– all of them –
385

‘we, do not believe is fair…’

And he goes on and says:

‘Mr Speaker has chosen to intervene, as he has chosen to intervene the last time, and indeed in previous months as well’390

– systemically.

Now, last month, in previous months as well, there is the system that is being implied.
You then say to him later, Mr Speaker:395

‘The Hon. the Leader of the Opposition is accusing me of treating the Opposition unfairly –’

Well, this is remarkable, Mr Speaker, and it is going to be difficult for people at home to understand. If I
just remind the public that I read a sentence where the Hon. the Leader of the Opposition said this:400

‘…it is not the first time – you havde intervened in the past, as well, in a manner that we do not believe is fair –’

He said:
405

‘…we do not believe is fair –’

You say, Mr Speaker:

‘… the Opposition is accusing me of treating them unfairly –410

He says:

‘No, I am not saying that…’
415

(Laughter)

‘and I do not want the public’

– then he realises that people are going to see what a fool he has made of himself –420

‘and I do not want the public to go away with the impression that I am suggesting that the Hon. the Speaker is inherently treating
the Opposition unfairly.’

He has just said a moment ago, Mr Speaker, you are not fair to the Opposition, today, last month, or in425

previous months, but he has realised what he has done, Mr Speaker, and now he wants to row back, just as
he has during the course of this intervention.

He goes on:

‘I believe that the Hon. Mr Speaker has been unfair in the comments that he has made today…’430

– remember that in just the sentence before he had said he was not suggesting that you were inherently
treating the Opposition unfairly, although you had done it three times previously –

‘I believe that the Hon. Mr Speaker has been unfair in the comments that he has made today, as indeed he was unfair last time435

round in the comments that he made about the Public Service Commission.’

‘Now, having taken that position, I think it is incumbent upon me to say that we are… that is a comment not unfair. That is not
being discourteous to the Chair or to anybody else.’

440

‘Who do you think you are to talk to me that way, Mr Speaker? You are being unfair to me, but I am not
saying that you are being unfair to me. You have done it three times already, Mr Speaker, but I am not
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saying that you have done it systematically. I am not being discourteous to you, Mr Speaker, by saying,
“How dare you speak to me that way, Mr Speaker?”’ Well, I am just calling a spade a spade. Mr Speaker. I
commend this transcript to Mr Cleese and Mr Gillingham, who have now got to come up with a script for445

their new Monty Python reunion. (Laughter)

‘I am not suggesting, for the record, Mr Speaker, that I believe Mr Speaker has some kind of, either, you know, a campaign
against the Opposition – I am not. But the comments that Mr Speaker has made today, as indeed last time round, are not in my
view fair to the Opposition.’450

So he says you have got a campaign by saying that you have done it three times. He impugns fairness.
He does not say, ‘I think that you are interpreting this Rule in the wrong way’. It is not Rule 51 in this way
or Standing Order 29. No, Mr Speaker, this is fairness and in imputing fairness or unfairness to you, what is
being impugned is confidence in you.455

Well, look Mr Speaker, that is what the Hansard tells us happened yesterday. That is why the
Government decided that there was an urgent necessity to raise the issue of confidence and invited all
Members to express confidence in you, including the Member who said that you were unfair to him this
month, you were unfair to him last month, you were unfair to him before then, but he is not questioning
your fairness and that he does not say there is a campaign.460

Well, Mr Speaker, I think at least what this does is to demonstrate the level of incoherence in the
arguments that the Hon. the Leader of the Opposition puts, not just in respect of this matter, but in respect
of everything else, and we do it by looking at the record of Hansard; but, Mr Speaker, that is a hook that he
made for himself and it is there for the whole community to be reminded of.

Of course the Hon. the Leader of the Opposition has a right to be heard, Mr Speaker, and that is why we465

are here. I am calling a meeting of this Parliament every month. He has a right to be heard every month. Of
course he has the right when you raise an issue of order, if you raise an issue of order, to be heard by you in
respect of those issues, although you are the final arbiter and decision maker. Mr Speaker, you have shown
yourself to be open to hear each side’s interpretation of a particular Rule before you make a ruling – all
Speakers have, Mr Speaker. You have shown yourself prepared to listen to any of us, who might be slightly470

aggrieved by a ruling you may have made, later in your Chamber to make us understand why you felt it was
appropriate to make that.

So what is the Hon. the Leader of the Opposition doing getting up and saying today that he will be
heard, as if he were having to become a champion of free speech, as if somebody were trying to shut him
up? Mr Speaker, we do not only hear him and today, you have allowed him to speak even when the Rules475

do not allow him to speak. Yesterday, you allowed him to put all the arguments that he wanted. Of course
he can be heard, but when in being heard he says things as incoherently as he said them and he questions
fairness, then he has to understand what he is doing and how he is impugning confidence.

Look, Mr Speaker, but I suppose that in the context of this debate you are having to get used to the sort
of thing that I am having to get used to, which is that the Leader of the Opposition repeatedly says things480

that he is then not prepared to defend. He said about this business of evasive and shifty answers about
financial assistance to the Sunborn. He constantly says that, Mr Speaker. I have invited him publicly. If he
wants to talk about that issue, to bring a motion, and let us debate what was said and what was not said. I
said to him to put up or shut up, but he does not, Mr Speaker. He does not want to have an argument where
we look at exactly what was said and when because he knows that he is wrong. He just wants to repeat485

things that are wrong, over and over again, hoping that by repeating them they might somehow become a
reality. He thinks, Mr Speaker, that the politics of repetition is somehow the politics of what becomes
reality.

But the speech that I have been treated to today, Mr Speaker, by the Hon. the Leader of the Opposition,
really made me think that we were not considering what happened yesterday and whether we should have490

confidence in you. As usual with Mr Feetham, Mr Speaker, it was all about him. It was all about him. It was
all about, ‘I will defend my right to be heard’ and ‘I will call a spade a spade’. Well, Mr Speaker, he can
bring his bucket and he can bring his spade if he likes and we will hear him call them everything he likes,
but what we will not do, Mr Speaker, is think that what happened yesterday did not happen. We will not be
persuaded by talk of spades to forget the talk of fairness and unfairness that there was yesterday, and all he495

was doing, Mr Speaker, was trying to make people forget that boorish behaviour yesterday.
The hon. the backbencher may not like the analogy of the referee, and of course it is the right analogy in

relation to the finality of your rulings, but this is the player who turns around and remonstrates with the
referee and goes into the referee’s face and says, ‘You are unfair to my team’, whilst the match is ongoing,
and rightly the referee has the right to show the red or the yellow card, whichever he thinks is appropriate.500

That sort of remonstration that all of us who are watching a match believe that players should just not
engage in and get on with playing, whether or not they think the foul was properly awarded or not.
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So there is no need, Mr Speaker, for the hon. the backbencher – although I acknowledge that he is these
days unfortunately repeatedly called upon by his party to get on the white charger and bail out the new
incumbent from the trouble that he is getting them into (Laughing) – to pretend that somehow we have505

confused the concepts of the finality of your rulings under Standing Order 51 and confidence in you. There
is no confusion, Mr Speaker. There is absolutely no confusion and he will now understand that it was in his
absence that the Hon. the new Leader of the Opposition was impugning fairness and therefore confidence
and that is why the issue had to be dealt with.

I will say this, Mr Speaker, now that I am mentioning his absence, that it is absolutely up to me and to510

any Member of this House on either side to point out the absence of other Members. Of course it is
absolutely right and proper for Members not to be here if they have other business and the House is not
dealing with business for which they are responsible – that was always the case. It was the case when I was
in Opposition and I might not be here for a reason and he used to repeatedly get up and say, ‘Well, I do not
know where Picardo is today (Laughter) but he is not here to earn his keep’. (Laughter, interjections and515

banging on desks) Well, Mr Speaker, I have to say I will not tire of pointing out to this community that they
are paying £25,000 at least for the hon. Member these days to occupy a chair he is not often seen in, unless
obviously watching it on television or hearing it on the radio he realises he has got to turn up quick, because
the whippersnapper he left in charge of the party is taking it to the dogs. (Laughter)

Mr Speaker, it is a real pity, in my view, having made this intervention in reply, that the Opposition520

have wanted to take this debate to where they have taken it and I have had to reply to these points. The fact
is that your fairness having been impugned (Interjection) – Mr Speaker if I may be allowed – your fairness
having been impugned, it is for that reason that I got up yesterday as Leader of the House, and I said
specifically that I was getting up as Leader of House and not as Chief Minister, to simply ask that all
Members express their confidence in you. I expected when I came back after lunch that we would do that in525

a moment. That I would get up and read the motion expressing confidence in you. I would make little of no
speech. We would have all have voted and have got on.

The Hon. the Leader of the Opposition says this is a device because you are today the central political
feature and we are not talking about the issues that really matter. Well, Mr Speaker, that must be because he
wants it to be that way because all that had to happen was that yesterday we could have dealt with this at530

three o’clock. We could have all voted confidence in you at one minute past three and we could have got on
with Chief Minister’s Question Time immediately thereafter. So if things have been delayed, they have
been delayed because the Opposition wants to be sticklers with the Rules when they are in their favour, or
they believe them to be in their favour, but do not think that it is fair to apply the Rules to them when it
might not be in their favour.535

In that context, Mr Speaker, I have nothing more to say other than we should all support this motion and
express our confidence in you. (Banging on desks)

Hon. Sir P R Caruana: May I raise a Point of Order, Mr Speaker?
I am not interested in contributing further to the debate on the motion, but rather in the same way that I540

feel, and I said earlier, that Mr Speaker’s reputation does not turn on expressions of confidence following
individual incidents in this House. So I think I am in the happy position that my own reputation, for those
who approve of it and for those who do not, in both cases, does not depend on insulting little observations
that the Chief Minister may choose from time to time to aim at me; but at the very least he should seek
accuracy when he does so.545

The statement that my presence in this House costs the taxpayer £25,000 is to his knowledge untrue. He
must know that if I was not in this House, I would be earning a pension from my Chief Ministerial and
parliamentary career which would cost the taxpayer more than the £25,000 that I am earning for being an
MP (Interjection) and that as a result of occupying this seat I am not collecting that higher pension. So far
from my presence in this House costing the taxpayer £25,000, it is saving the taxpayer the difference550

between £25,000 and my slightly, albeit slightly higher pension.
So I do not mind the Chief Minister taking pot shots at me, but at least he should have the respect for

this House and the respect for the community that he is addressing through the GBC microphones, to tell
them the truth and not to mislead them.

555

Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, I wish to respond to that point, because first of all I do not believe
that is a Point of Order; it was an issue relating to fact, and as you ruled last time – I think the hon. the
backbencher was not here then either, not earning either his salary or his pension – you ruled that points of
order were points which relate to the Rules and the interpretation of them, not to facts.

560

Mr Speaker: The Hon. the Chief Minister is quite right, but there is also provision in the Rules, and we
could look at the relevant section, when an hon. Member wishes to make a personal statement and that is
the way that I interpreted what the Hon. Sir Peter Caruana wished to say. (Laughter and interjections)
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Right! I now put the question in the terms of the motion proposed by the Hon. the Chief Minister. Those
in favour? (Members: Aye.) Those against? Carried.565

Questions for Oral Answer (continued)
570

CHIEF MINISTER

Q104/2014
Relocation of GBC –

Current stage in process

Acting Clerk: Answer to Oral Questions continued. We shall now continue with the Chief Minister’s
questions.575

Question 104, the Hon. Mrs I M Ellul-Hammond.

Hon. Mrs I M Ellul-Hammond: Mr Speaker, can Government say what the plans are for the relocation
of GBC to the town area and at what stage they are in this process?

580

Acting Clerk: Answer, the Hon. the Chief Minister.

Chief Minister (Hon. F R Picardo): Mr Speaker, the Government is progressing the establishment of
office and studio space for the Gibraltar Broadcasting Corporation in the town area. Discussions are
ongoing with the CEO of GBC about how best to achieve this move, in keeping with the needs of the GBC585

and the professionals who work within it.

Hon. Mrs I M Ellul-Hammond: Mr Speaker, are the plans still to locate to the Ince’s Hall complex?

Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, because there is discussion ongoing with the CEO of GBC about590

how the best way to achieve this, I do not want to be drawn further at this stage. An announcement will be
made.

595

Q105/2014
Spanish fishermen –

Changes to legislation

Clerk: Question 105 the Hon. D A Feetham.

Hon. D A Feetham: Mr Speaker, can the Chief Minister state whether Spanish fishermen who are
existing members of the Cofradias of Algeciras and La Línea at the date any legislation is enacted will have600

to apply for a Licence in Gibraltar in order to fish in British Gibraltar Territorial Waters with nets, as
opposed to being automatically licenced to fish by virtue of their membership of their respective Cofradias?

Acting Clerk: Answer, the Hon. the Chief Minister.
605

Chief Minister (Hon. F R Picardo): Mr Speaker, the position will be set out in the relevant legislation
when it is published.

Hon. D A Feetham: Yes, Mr Speaker, what a surprise. I have to say that I am not surprised by the
answer because the Government is very reluctant to provide us with an answer to this particular question. I610

have asked it in the media, not in this House, but can I ask the Government this: has the Government made
a decision in relation to the question? I am not asking what the decision is, but has it made a decision in
relation to this particular matter?
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Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, the Government makes decisions every day about many matters.615

This is one we have made a decision about and he will see what the decision is when the legislation is
published.

Hon. D A Feetham: But hang on a minute, what you are effectively saying is you have made a decision
in relation to this, but you refuse to say to this House whether Spanish fishermen will have to apply for a620

licence in Gibraltar. That is correct, isn’t it?

Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, what I am telling the House is that the Government makes
announcements when it considers it is appropriate to make them, not when the Leader of the Opposition
decides that he wants us to make them.625

Hon. D A Feetham: Mr Speaker, I am sorry, but the Hon. the Chief Minister is accountable, as is his
Government, to this House and this is a matter of public interest, whether Spanish fishermen will have to
apply for a licence in Gibraltar in order to fish with nets.

Now can I ask a different question? What does the Chief Minister say that the Government has achieved630

in the last two years since it tore up the 1999 Agreement to land us in a position where effectively Spanish
fishermen… the law has now been changed in order to allow Spanish fishermen to fish in British Gibraltar
Territorial Waters? You know I am entitled to draw the inference that the Hon. the Chief Minister’s
reluctance to provide me with an answer to this particular question is because they are not even going to
have to apply for a licence here in Gibraltar in order to fish in our waters.635

Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, he can draw whatever inference he likes. I am accountable to this
Parliament and I am accountable to this community. I do not think anybody will think that I am not being
accountable, simply because I am saying, when the law is published you will have the answer to that
question.640

I am not suggesting this is something that is going to be done without the community knowing how it is
going to be done. It is going to be done because a law is going to be published for that purpose and the hon.
the now backbencher taught us all the lesson of saying that the Government will make an announcement
when the Government is ready to make an announcement. That is not to impugn accountability; that is
simply not to accept that the agenda and timetable of Government announcements is run by the Leader of645

the Opposition.
Now he wants me to say what has been achieved… something which I think is really to propose a

debate by what has been done in the last two years. Well, look, Mr Speaker, I will tell him what has been
achieved. We have finally, finally re-established the rule of law that went out of the window in 1999 when
the illegal agreement was entered into. I have said so on a number of occasions. If he wants to set himself650

up for me to tell him that his party was responsible for creating a problem with the rule of law in Gibraltar, I
will tell him again.

An illegal agreement was entered into that allowed certain people to break the laws of Gibraltar and
others were subjected to it. So we have re-established the rule of law. We have re-established the rule of
law and that is what has been achieved in the last two years by what we have done. Quite right that we have655

done it, Mr Speaker, and I am delighted to have been the Head of Government in Gibraltar in order to be
able to bring about exactly that re-establishment of the rule of law, exactly as set out in our manifesto we
would do.

Hon. D A Feetham: Well, I am afraid that is not true, but I do not want to be drawn in relation to a660

debate about the legality or otherwise of the 1999 Agreement. We have had a debate about this in this
House in the past.

But you see the 1999 Agreement was torn up by an infelicitous announcement on Facebook by the Hon.
the Minister for the Environment, Minister Cortes, in March 2012 – so nearly two years ago – and in those
two years we have seen a record number of incursions, not only by Spanish State vessels, but equally as665

important, Spanish fishermen accompanied by Spanish State vessels, something that had never happened in
the past. (Interjection)

Why has it taken so long for the Government to make a decision to change the law and still for the
Government not to be able to announce whether those same Spanish fishermen are now going to have to
apply for a licence to fish in British Gibraltar Territorial Waters? Is it because effectively the Chief Minister670

wants to delay the day in which the entirety of this community will have found out that despite all his
robust statements that he has made about the rule of law and our British Gibraltar Territorial Waters. He is
going to be lowering his trousers all the way down to his ankles.
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Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, I do not think that is a very parliamentary expression to use about675

lowering trousers all the way down to the ankles. I must tell him, I am not that sort of politician (Laughter)
and if I were, Mr Speaker, if I was going to do a U-turn then, because I am slightly better tactically than he
is, I would have done it as quickly as possible before the next General Election. I would not be delaying it
to do the U-turn and lower the trousers, as he suggests, closer to the General Election. I think the hon.
Member thinks that we are all as bad at our jobs as he is.680

We have not made an announcement about changing the law. There is absolutely no question of this
Government doing a U-turn on anything. He needs to go back and look at what we have been saying from
the very beginning and again, Mr Speaker, this business of the politics of repetition, whatever the truth may
be in order to make things which may not be true, true. There is no question of the notorious 1999 illegal
Fishing Agreement having been torn up on Facebook, but he says it so often, Mr Speaker, that he wants685

people to believe it.
There was a manifesto commitment saying that the 1999 illegal Fishing Agreement would not be abided

by, by this Government, because we do not believe in illegal agreements that break the rule of law. But Mr
Feetham gets up in this House, and outside it, Mr Speaker, and repeatedly says the same thing because he
wants people through repetition to believe that is the truth: something torn up on Facebook.690

Well, Mr Speaker, look it just does not make any sense. You cannot tear things up on Facebook; it is
digital. (Laughter) You just write in, ‘We are complying with our manifesto commitments and ensuring that
the 1999 Fishing Agreement is no longer being adhered to because it is an illegal Agreement, contrary to
the rule of law’.

Have we had more incursions? Yes. Mr Speaker, were they about fishing? Mr Speaker, even the Hon.695

the Leader of the Opposition cannot believe that the incursion by States vessels have anything to do with
fishing because the hon. the backbencher, when he was Chief Minister, addressed the nation in a ministerial
statement and talked about the increasing number of incursions then, and it was all about the SAC declared
by Spain and the numbers are going up, and we must all be against it. Have there been more ‘incursions’ of
fishing boats? Well, Mr Speaker, those were never counted as incursions before 2012 because they were700

allowed.
Nobody went out and counted how many Spanish fishing vessels there were before 2012 because

between 1999 and 2012 they were not classed as an incursion. So if there are two Spanish fishing boats here
today, they are counted as two people who are here who should not be here, but if there were 10 in 2005,
they were not counted as an incursion because they allowed them. This is a case, Mr Speaker, of them705

behaving like the dog trainer that sees the dog sit down and when the dog is sitting down, they say, ‘Sit.
You see how he does what I say?’ Our seas were full of Spanish fishing boats between 1999 and 2011 and
nobody counted them.

Now that we count them he says, perish the thought the number of incursions that we have by Spanish
fishing boats and he says that things have got worse. They come with Spanish State vessels. Well, things710

have not got as bad as Spanish State vessels being beached in Gibraltar with Spanish State actors coming
ashore with their handguns drawn – that did not happen in my time. It did not happen in my time. Neither,
Mr Speaker, have I been pushed to say, if you are interfered with, ‘Oh, Gibraltarian pleasure craft owner, go
for your handgun…’ sorry, ‘your flare gun and discharge it into the air’. A real low point, Mr Speaker,
which could have led us into even more dangerous ground.715

But, Mr Speaker, his position on the issue of Spain is well known. His position on a number of matters
is now becoming clearer and clearer, especially after the meeting yesterday, Mr Speaker. He is against the
Bank. He is against my speech at the United Nations and yesterday, Mr Speaker, he was even against you.
Who is he for? Daniel Feetham.

720

Hon. D A Feetham: That is the most self-serving answer I have heard yet from the Hon. the Leader of
the House and the Chief Minister.

I will repeat the point about the 1999 Agreement being torn up on Facebook for as long as the hon.
Gentleman repeats that the 1999 Agreement was illegal and ultra vires because he sins from the very same
thing that he accuses me of – (Interjection) I have not given way. (Interjection) He sins from the very same725

thing… Do you now want to be Speaker as well as Chief Minister? (Interjection) He sins from the very
same thing that he accuses – (Interjections)

Mr Speaker: Will the Leader of the Opposition continue with the preamble to the supplementary
question which I am sure he is going to ask shortly.730

Hon. D A Feetham: Thank you very much, Mr Speaker.
He sins from the very thing that he accuses me of and indeed there are more fishermen fishing in British

Gibraltar Territorial Waters now than there were in the past and we see them every single day in the bay,
for all his talk about the rule of law.735
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But still, Mr Speaker, he has not answered the supplementary that I asked him. Why has it taken him
two years effectively, or just under two years, to introduce the changes to the law to allow Spanish
fishermen to fish with nets, but why is it still taking even longer to announce whether those Spanish
fishermen will have to apply for a licence in British Gibraltar Territorial Waters? It is not difficult. It is not
rocket science. The hon. Gentleman even commissioned an expert report on fishing. An expert report –740

Mr Speaker: Why do you not allow the Chief Minister to answer that supplementary question.

Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, I am going to talk about making statements in this House or
elsewhere when the Government thinks it is ready to do so, without having to have regard to when the745

Leader of the Opposition wants us to do so, as long as the Leader of the Opposition insists in asking us
questions of why we do not do things according to his timetable.

But let us look at something which is very apposite. He says it has taken you two years from being
elected to making this law, which we have not yet made, to allow fishing with nets, as he interprets the law
will be. Well, Mr Speaker, it took them 12 years to do an Agreement, that I call an illegal Agreement and750

not to change the law to simply reflect in the law what the Agreement provided for. They could have done it
immediately. They could have said, Mr Speaker, ‘We have done this Agreement whilst we change the law
and will tolerate this breaching of the law by some and enforcement of it against others for a short period
whilst we change the law’. They had 12 years to do it and he has the gall to ask me why we have taken two.

755

Hon. D A Feetham: Mr Speaker, changing the law two years ago may or may not have prevented much
of what has transpired later, but it certainly in my view would have prevented much of the uncertainty.

Mr Speaker, can I ask him a simple question: did the expert’s report that he commissioned – they now
have the report – did the expert report recommend to the Government that the law be changed to allow
Spanish fishermen to fish with nets?760

Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, there is one thing that he said before that I have not answered yet
which I will answer first. He said there are more fishermen now. Mr Speaker, that is patently nonsense.

Hon. D A Feetham: That is not the question I asked.765

Hon. Chief Minister: That is patently nonsense because –

Hon. D A Feetham: Mr Speaker –
770

Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, I have said that before I answer his second question I will deal with
this point.

Mr Speaker: Yes.
775

Hon. D A Feetham: Mr Speaker, a Point of Order.
He is entitled to answer the question that I have asked if he has missed in a speech that he has given in

answer to my previous question. If he has missed the point that he should have made last time round, well
he ought to have made it in answer to my question (Laughter and interjections)

780

Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, I am afraid that the hon. Gentleman is not going to be the arbiter of
what I say in answer to his questions.

Mr Speaker: May I ask the hon. Members really to come to order, avoid the temptation to debate, and
let us get on with short supplementary questions, short answers? Let us see if we can make progress on that785

basis.

Hon. Chief Minister: Thank you very much indeed, Mr Speaker.
As I was saying, what I was going to say in relation to what he said before his latest supplementary was

this: he said before that there are more fishermen. Well, Mr Speaker, that is patently nonsense. The issue is790

this, and I am going to explain it to him again in case he has not understood it… I would actually like to
think that he has not understood it because otherwise he is being mendacious in the way that he is
pretending not to have understood it.

There was no count of how many fishermen there were before 2011… before 2012. So for 1999 for
2000, for 2001, for 2002, for 2003, for 2004, for 2005, for 2006, for 2007, for 2008, for 2009, for 2010 and795

for 2011 there is no figure for him to compare with 2012 and 2013 and what has gone of 2014. So therefore,
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Mr Speaker, it is not possible for him to say there are more Spanish fishermen coming now than there were
then. So when he makes remarks like that, as you rightly said to him last time, Mr Speaker, he needs to be
responsible for his statements.

Secondly, did the experts report recommend that we change the law? Mr Speaker, I am afraid I am800

going to tell him that the expert’s report is a public document. He can read it himself and make up his mind.

Hon. D A Feetham: Mr Speaker, yes, I have read it and in the light of the fact that the expert report
does not recommend that the law be changed in order to allow Spanish fishermen to fish with nets, why is it
that the Government has taken this decision to change the law in order to allow Spanish fishermen to fish805

with nets? Yes, the decision has been taken. The only issue that remains pending that is not in the public
domain is whether Spanish fishermen will have to apply for a licence in Gibraltar or not; not whether they
will be allowed to fish in British Gibraltar Territorial Waters.

It took nearly a year, I think, for the report, for the full report certainly to be made public, the fishing
report to be made public. Now, that does not recommend that the law be changed, on the contrary it actually810

congratulates the legislation in Gibraltar for its resilience. Why is it that the Government in the light of that
ignores the recommendations of its own report and effectively is embarking upon the changing of the law in
order to allow Spanish fishermen to fish?

Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, it appears from his second answer that he asked a question that he815

knew was related to something that was in the public domain. A report that he had read and he had made up
his mind about the answer to the question that he was asking. I thought the rules were very clear. We should
not be asking questions about things that are in the public domain and the Hon. the Leader of the
Opposition knew that he was.

Well, he is making all sorts of assumptions. He has made an assumption as to what the law I have told820

him is to be published is going to do and how it is going to do it, and he has decided that he knows what it
is that that is going to be. Mr Speaker, I must say I am delighted to continue to have this debate with him
because this is what this has become. This is a question about the manner of application for licences by
members of Cofradias in Spain and we are now at ‘What does the report say? Why are you doing it?’ etc.
Delighted to have the debate. He can put the motion or he can wait and see what the legislation says.825

Hon. D A Feetham: But I have to say that he is still not answering –

Mr Speaker: I am going to allow the Leader of the Opposition another supplementary, but we have
now been dealing with this particular question for well over 20 minutes, which, important as it is, I think it830

is enough because there are other important questions on the Agenda. I will allow him the most important
supplementary question that he feels he should ask and give the opportunity to do so now.

Hon. D A Feetham: Mr Speaker, he now appears to be suggesting in his answers… I mean he is
shifting from one side to the other and he now appears to be suggesting or he has indicated to members of835

the public and I do not know how he is going to get out of it when the legislation is finally published, but
we have all understood, even reporters that sit in this Parliament today, that the Government’s intention is
to allow Spanish fishermen to fish in British Gibraltar Territorial Waters with nets.

Is it, or is it not the Government’s intention to allow Spanish fishermen to fish in British Gibraltar
Territorial Waters with nets – a step backwards from the question that I asked in the Order Paper – because840

he seems to be placing that in doubt?

Hon. Chief Minister: Mr Speaker, the only shifty thing about this afternoon are the questions from the
Hon. the Leader of the Opposition. One must be left with the impression that he has a dodgy recollection
about everything. The Government has made the statements that it has made in this House and publicly on845

this issue. He is now asking me to repeat them. I am not going to do so. They are already in the public
domain. What we have said we have said, and what we will say, we will say.

Q106/2014
Private companies with links to Government –

Directorship details

Mr Speaker: Next question.850

Acting Clerk: Question 106, the Hon. D A Feetham.



GIBRALTAR PARLIAMENT, FRIDAY, 24th JANUARY 2014

________________________________________________________________________
18

Hon. D A Feetham: Mr Speaker, the question contains a typographical error. I will read it without the
error.

Can the Chief Minister name each public servant who is a director of a private company not owned,855

directly or indirectly, by the Government, but which either has a registered address at a Government office
or the benefit of a contract from Government?

Acting Clerk: Answer, the Hon. the Chief Minister.
860

Chief Minister (Hon. F R Picardo): Mr Speaker, there are none.

Q107/2014
Government-owned companies –

Directorship details

Acting Clerk: Question 107, the Hon. D A Feetham.

Hon. D A Feetham: Mr Speaker, can the Chief Minister state which individuals are presently directors
of companies owned directly or indirectly by Government, providing the names of the companies865

concerned, the names of the individuals, whether they are civil servants or GDC employees, and if annual
remuneration is provided for such directorships, the amounts?

Acting Clerk: Answer, the Hon. the Chief Minister.
870

Chief Minister (Hon. F R Picardo): Mr Speaker, I hand the hon. Member a full list of the directors of
the Government-owned companies. No remuneration is provided for such directorships.

Mr Speaker: The schedule is four pages long. Could I suggest to the Leader of the Opposition we
proceed with the next question and then I will allow him to come back again if he feels a need to ask any875

supplementary arising from Question 107?

Hon. D A Feetham: Yes, Mr Speaker.



GIBRALTAR PARLIAMENT, FRIDAY, 24th JANUARY 2014 

19 

GIBRALTAR PARLIAMENT, FRIDAY, 24th JANUARY 2014

________________________________________________________________________

19



GIBRALTAR PARLIAMENT, FRIDAY, 24th JANUARY 2014 

20 

GIBRALTAR PARLIAMENT, FRIDAY, 24th JANUARY 2014

________________________________________________________________________

20



GIBRALTAR PARLIAMENT, FRIDAY, 24th JANUARY 2014 

21 

GIBRALTAR PARLIAMENT, FRIDAY, 24th JANUARY 2014

________________________________________________________________________

21




































































