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Sellafield — Information re Terrorist
Attacks —
Question by Mr Henderson

Question 1. The hormember forDouglas North
(Mr Henderson) to ask the Chief Minister:

Given youranswer to myquestion inrelation to
the security of Sellafield in this House on 2ZJaduary
2001 whereyou stated:'The Isle ofMan Government
wrote on 10th Decemberlast for clear assurances’ et
cetera andhen you went on tstate:‘As yet wehave
received no substantive reply to our concerns’ -

(1) canyou give acommitment taothis House that
you will disseminateany information the UK
Government mayissue in relation to security
arrangementsfor Sellafield in case of terrorist
attack by land, by infiltration of staff or by air; and

(2) would you agree that we need this information
sooner rather than later, and thitte people othis
Island have aright to know and to have proper
reassurance,and will you be monitoring the
responsetime to ensurethe Island is not kept
waiting for an inordinate length of time?

The Speaker: | call on the hon.member for
Douglas North, Mr Henderson.

Mr Henderson: Thank you, MrSpeaker, | beg
leave to ask the question standing in my name.

The Speaker: | call on the hon.member for
Onchan, Mr Corkill, the Chief Minister.

Mr Corkill: Thank you, MrSpeaker. | have, in
fact, circulated to hon. members the reply thathaee
received. This was received following our pressure for a
response. Ware presently studyingthis reply and
considering whether further questions should be posed.

The Speaker: The hon. member for Douglas
North, Mr Henderson.

Mr Henderson: Thank you, MrSpeaker. Can
the Chief Minister confirm that most of the UK
information supplied in theletter he isreferring to
from the response to a letter that has takearly two
months to getback to us, actually relates togeneral
emergency planning in case of an accident at Sellafield?

The Speaker: The hon. member forOnchan,
Mr Corkill, the Chief Minister.

Mr Corkill: I think it is true that the letter,
Mr Speaker,does describanatters in generalterms.
There arespecific issues. Theresponsehas been
referred tothe Department of LocalGovernment for
their consideration andky the light of further studying

of the response, wavill be contacting the Lord
Chancellor's department again.

The Speaker: The hon.
Mr Quine.

metber for Ayre,

Mr  Quine: Yes, is it not manifestly
unreasonableChief Minister, that the UK should
refuse to releasthe Sellafieldrisk assessmentsarried
out by the Nuclear Inspectorate respect of Sellafield,
and will the ChiefMinister pursue therelease of these
assessments, which have been in being for nyaays,
to the Isle of Man authorities&fter all, if we were a
member statef the EU, that informationvould have
to be made available to us?

The Speaker: The hon. merer for Onchan,
Mr Corkill, the Chief Minister.

Mr Corkill: Mr Speakerthe questiorrefers to
security arrangementwith regard to Sellafield, and
obviously we want toseek asmuch assurance as we
canfrom the United Kingdom authoritiesfor our own
assessment of thatuation. The level of thadetail is
difficult, obviously, to obtain inthe public dorain.
Some of that is obviously going to kenfidential and
should not bediscussed irthe public domain. ould
say that weare atthe early stages of pressing for the
information that we wish to have —

Mr Quine: For 12 years.

Mr Corkill: - andcan |say that we will be
continuing dialogue. This is subject which Iwill be
raising with the Lord Chancellor in London on
Thursday when | visit.

The Speaker: The hon. merer for Douglas
North, Mr Henderson.

Mr Henderson: Thank you, Mr Speaker. thank
the hon. Chief Ministefor his further assurances and
would indeedurge him to ensurethat these issues are
raised atthe Lord Chancellor'smeeting, but will he
confirm thatthe letter that he has in his possession
makes no mention of strengtheningdeffencesagainst
terrorist attack aSellafield, whichis entirely different
andrequirescompletely different measures, whatoes
the Chief Mnister propose to do in thdéight of this
information not being supplied, amibes he agrewith
me that this is just stringing theeople ofthis Island
alongand weshould be bettemformed, especially in
relation to matters of national security?

The Speaker: The hon. merer for Onchan,
Mr Corkill, the Chief Minister, to reply.

Mr Corkill: 1 think | would makethe point,
Mr Speaker,that in theevent of aterrorist attack at
Sellafield, it would not just bethe Isle of Man that
would be atrisk; in fact, wehave asharedcommon
issue withregard tothe United Kingdom and indeed
Ireland for thesafety ofthat operation at Sellafield, so
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it is not just amatter of the Isle of Man. Would be
most surprised ifindeedthe authorities in theéJnited
Kingdom are not looking at from their ownpoint of
view as much as the Isle &lan’s point of view. |
think it is quite important to get sombalance inthat
respect, Mr Speaker. i an issue thatvould affect a
great area of the United Kingdom if there was a
problem. Can | say, | have not got a lot moreadd to
my responsethis morning, but Ihave alreadysaid |
will be raising this with the Lord Chancellor.

The Speaker: The hon. member for Ayre,
Mr Quine.

Mr Quine: Yes, given theneedfor the Isle of
Man authorities to get the information to make the
assessment that weeed,will the Chief Ministerpress
for Isle of Man representation othe NuclearPlanning
Liaison Group which is concerned with nuclear
emergency planning and response? Inthe United
Kingdom representatiorgoes down to local authority
level; surely thelsland can haveparticipation in that
group? And if they had participation, then at least some
of the information we need would be available to us.

The Speaker: The hon. member forOnchan,
Mr Corkill, the Chief Minister.

Mr Corkill:  Mr Speaker, | think theequesthat
the hon. member for Ayrér Quine putsforward is a
very reasonable thing to expect.

The Speaker: The hon. member for Douglas
North, Mr Henderson.

Mr Henderson: Thank you, MrSpeaker. In the
light of the ChiefMinister’'s meeting thisThursday at
the Lord Chancellor's Office,will he be asking for
ground toair missilesto be placed inthe vicinity of
Windscale,such asFrance havelonewith their civil
nuclear installations, asthere are asmany as 200
civilian flights a day which fly within 50 miles of
Sellafield, and scrambling a jet fighter from an lzase
miles away would prove too slow a processtercept
a civil jet airliner, which cartravel at aroun&00 miles
an hour?

The Speaker: The hon. member forOnchan,
Mr Corkill, the Chief Minister to reply.

Mr Corkill: | do not think itwould bewise of
me to discuss anyparticular measurethat the United
Kingdom authorities may behinking of. The hon.
questionerposes aparticular scenario. Ihave not a
comment on that at this stage, Mr Speaker.

Nuclear Power —
Construction of New UK Reactors —
Question by Mr Singer

Question 2. The hon.member for
(Mr Singer) to ask the Chief Minister:

Ramsey

Are you aware that —

(1) whilst a draft report of the UK Cabinet
Performance and Innovation Unit seeks the
phasing out ofhuclearpower production by2050,
there are proposals tobuild several new nuclear
power stations in theUK, somealong thewest
coast of Scotland and north-west coast of England,

(2) The EuropeanParliamenthas recentlygiven the
‘thumbs up’ to nuclear electricity production; and

(3) will you protest abouthe commissioning of new
nuclearreactors inthe UK due to concerns about
radioactive waste, accidents and terrorism?

The Speaker: | call on the hon.member for
Ramsey, Mr Singer.

Mr Singer: Thank you, MrSpeaker, | bedeave
to ask the question standing in my name.

The Speaker: | call on the hon.member for
Onchan, the Chief Minister, Mr Corkill.

Mr Corkill: Thank you, MrSpeaker. | do not
believe that there are any definite proposals for the
construction of newnuclear powerstations in the
United Kingdom, so thethird part of thequestion is
really thenhypothetical.However, in accordancewith
our general approach tevelopments, whichave any
relationship withSellafield, if any specific proposals
were to bemade, wewould certainlylook at them and
form a view on whether or not would beappropriate
to register an objection.

The Speaker: The hon. member forRamsey,
Mr Singer.

Mr Singer: Can | ask theChief Minister, would
he agreewith me thatnuclearsafety of Sellafield is
only one aspect, that we should dcmncernedabout the
safety of other nuclear reactors, aath he tellme what
his government’'spolicy is towards nuclearpower
generatiomnow and inthe future,consideringthat 25
per cent ofthe electricity produced inthe United
Kingdom atthe present is bynuclear nethods?Does
his government oppos@&uclear power or is he for
nuclear power now and in the future?

The Speaker: The hon. merer for Onchan,
Mr Corkill, the Chief Minister, to reply.

Mr Corkill: The current government policy
which hasbeen standing fosome years, MiSpeaker,
hasbeenmorefocused onnuclearwaste reprocessing,
MOX, at theSellafieldinstallation and the expansion
that has occurredndbeen approvedrhat is where the
Isle of Man Governmenhasbeenregisteringits main
objection, along with thelrish Government. The
broaderissue of electricitygenerationfrom nuclear
ways of doing it is a different issue and there islaid-
down policy, as lunderstandt, with regard tothe Isle
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of Man’s view on electricity generatiorfrom nuclear
power, butcan | say again, the honquestioner for
Ramsey, Mr Singertalks aboutother installations,

perhapsthroughout the British Isles, in terms of

nuclearpower. There are anumber of those existing
and it ismost definitely in the interestsof ourselves,
but perhaps evermmore of the United Kingdom, to

make sure that those plants are safe.

The Speaker: The hon.member forRamsey,
Mr Singer.

Mr Singer: In his answerthe Chief Minister
said that he was notaware of new nuclear power
stations beingplanned. Has henot heardthat the
nuclearindustry has plans to build up to 1Buclear
power stationsand the British Government isunder
pressure tomeet its Kyoto targets and also under
pressure to avoidinemployment in thdandustry and
reduction therefore irrconomic benefits®oes he not
believe,therefore that thesafety ofthe public is not
thereforethe priority of theUK Government for its
own people, but thawve should put nuclearsafety as
our priority and therefore weshould saythat quite
publicly and that we should protestmost strongly
against any of these new 15 nuclear reactors Hairlg
at all?

The Speaker: The hon. member forOnchan,
Mr Corkill, the Chief Minister, to reply.

Mr Corkill:  Mr Speaker, | amaware that
Mr Blair, the Prime Minister in thé&nited Kingdom,
has sanctioned a review of enegylicy and obviously
nuclear powemeneration is anmportant element of
that review, and | havenothing further toadd atthis
stage.There are nofirm proposals, MrSpeaker, to
build a newnucleargeneration.There areproposals,
therearediscussions, as understandt, andthere is a
review going on about the policy that thE&nited
Kingdomwish to pursue in thduture. Obviously the
Department of Local Governmeahdthe Environment
and the Isle ofMan Governmenwill be looking at
these developments with interest.

The Speaker: The hon. member forRamsey,
Mr Singer.

Mr Singer: Could | then aslthe ChiefMinister,
if he says thathe UK Governmenthave no specific
policy, why does hebelieve then thatBrian Wilson,
UK Energy Minister, recently said on tl8BC that the
nuclear energy option must remain open?

The Speaker: Hon. member for Onchan,
Mr Corkill, the Chief Minister.

Mr  Corkill:
Mr Speaker.

He was expressinghis view,

The Speaker: The hon. member for Peel,
Mrs Hannan.

Mrs Hannan: Thank you, Vainstyr Loayreyder.
Could | ask the Chief Minister, even if there is not any
expansion in the UK ohuclear powerstations, will
the Chief Minister look athe policy ofany expansion
in the future of nuclear energy imelation to theeffect
that it will have on Sellafieldand keeping Sellafield
alive by thereprocessing processdisat aregoing on
there in that plant so close to us?

The Speaker: The hon. merer for Onchan,
Mr Corkill, the Chief Minister, to reply.

Mr Corkill: | think the hon.member raises a
valid point, thaif the industry expandshroughout the
British Isles there is the potential for increased
reprocessing athe Sellafield site, which obviously
brings it nearer toour shores. So that is an issue that
is obviously something that weould wish to have a
view on if applicationsfor new plants are brought
forward.

Can | also say there was aommentthere about
Mr Brian Wilson - his comment, as understand it,
saidthat the group thabe chairshasbeenset a vital
taskidentifying thelonger-term strategiobjectives of
energy policy for Great Britaiand he went on tsay,
‘We will examine all aspects of energy policy
including how wecan meet thechallenge ofglobal
warming.” Sothere is adebategoing onand that is
something that obviously we need to keep abreast of.

Health — Manx Patients
Treated in UK — Delays —
Question by Mr Singer

Question 3. The hon. mdmar for Ramsey
(Mr Singer) to ask amember ofthe Department of
Health and Social Security:

What length ofdelay inreceiving NHS treatment
is being experienced by Manx patients due tdrdsted
in the UK, as aesult oflengthening waitinglists in
the UK?

The Speaker: | call on the hon.member for
Ramsey, Mr Singer.

Mr Singer: Thank you, MrSpeaker, | bedeave
to ask the question standing in my name.

The Speaker: | call on a member of the
Department of Healthnd Social Security, the member
for Glenfaba, Mr Anderson, to respond.

Mr Anderson: Mr Speaker, Iregret to advise
that thedepartmentioesnot possess theslevantdata
to provide adefinitive reply to the question. Thieon.
member will, | am sureappreciate thadver thecourse
of a yearvery many patientsarereferred tothe United
Kingdom for many differenspecialist treatmentshich
arenot available onthe Island. Approximately 7,000
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trips are made tothe UK by patients annually,
probably double the numbtrat travelled off thdsland
for treatment only 10 years ago.

As | havealreadyindicated,the types oftreatment
are many and varied, waiting times beingdependent
upon the nature of the medical condition and the
workload of the specialist unit to which the patient has
been referred. Aswith waiting time on thelsland,
patients are assessed on fizsis of their clinicaheed,
with those patients requiring urgent medical
intervention being givenpriority over those cases
where clinical considerationsindicate immediate and
urgent treatment may not be necessary.

Finally, Mr Speaker, | should rdmd the hon.
member that the majority of referrals to specialisits
in the United Kingdom fall within the long-standing
reciprocal agreement betwe#me UK and the Island.
Underthe agreementhe Isle of Man patientare not
afforded aspecial priority, all decisions interms of
waiting times being based on clinical considerations.

The Speaker: | call on the hon.member for
Ramsey, Mr Singer.

Mr Singer: | thank the honmember for health
for his answer. Could refer him particularly to the
operations fororthopaedic replacemehtps andknees,
cataractoperations,cardiac operations:does he have
available the number of people whave beemwaiting
for over six months for these operationand, as
waiting timesincrease inthe United Kingdom, can he
assure me that Manx patiemdll not be at theend of
those ever-increasing lists soat the UK Government
treat theirown patients firsandtreat ourswhen they
can?

The Speaker: The hon.member forGlenfaba,
Mr Anderson.

Mr Anderson: Mr Speaker, asndicated in the
answer, the department daast havereadily accessible
data and waiting times d§le of Man patients waiting
for appointments in the UKvithout trawling through
individual patient files. However, indications from
patients transfer data do suggest tnaits wheredelays
may be causingoncern arghe cardiothoracic centrat
Broad Greenandalso such unitas Whiston Hospital,
which provides treatment for non-threatening life
conditions, such agmoval of moles, breaséductions
et cetera. The department istrying to ascertain the
number of people on theéists, butit will take some
time before we arable to give alefinite reply to the
hon. member, but when it Bvailable wewill provide
them.

The Speaker: The hon. member for Douglas
East, Mrs Cannell.

Mrs Cannell: Thank you, MrSpeaker. Is the
hon. member for health, or at least is the department he
is representing today, aware that the UK, in order to get
down their patient waitinglists, are sending their
patients abroad for surgery, particularly in the

orthopaedicarea? Is he aware dhat and could we
benefit from a similasituation, given that we doave
a reciprocal agreement with the United Kingdom?

The Speaker: Hon. member for Glenfaba,
Mr Anderson.

Mr Anderson: Thank you, MrSpeaker. So far
as the UK isconcernedhere is nodoubt, theNational
Health Servicas facing severecriticism. As youwill
be aware, some initiatives have recently been
announcedncluding buying servicesfrom the private
sector,and asmall number of patientBave recently
travelled to Franceunder a pilot scheme forjoint
replacemensurgery. TheUK have set down targets
within their 10-year National Health Service plan,
which contains the followingommentary: ‘Wewiill
progresour objectives on atagedbasis, thepace of
progressheinglinked to the growth instaff. Theplan
will see astaged reduction ofmaximum in-patient
waits from 18 months through 15, 12,déwn to six
and eventually to thremonths, but | must stresthis
is a 10-yearstrategy? | wouldalso like to add that
patients travelling to the UK from tHeland are based
exactly onthe samecriteria asthe UK base their
waiting lists. If we have anurgentproblem theywill
see them urgently, as they will see their own patients.

The Speaker: Hon. member for
Mr Singer.

Ramsey,

Mr Singer: Can | just thank the hon. member
for the way that he haanswerechis questionsfor the
first time onbehalf of his department. Can | suggest to
him that, ratherthan reducingtimes over the 10-year
period going from 180 12, from nineto six, tothree
months at present, we seen to be going from 3 to 6, to
9 to 12 to 18, thapeoplearesuffering in the United
Kingdom and that people are then going to
consequently suffer herandthat the suggestiomade
by the last questioner,the hon. nember for East
Douglas,should belooked atmost closely? Does he
not think that oumpatients shouldn fact, rather than
have towait on theever-increasingists in theUnited
Kingdom, shouldgo to other jurisdictionsvhere they
can get treatmentand have their pain relieved much
sooner than would normally be expected?

The Speaker: Hon. member for Glenfaba,
Mr Anderson.

Mr Anderson: Thank you, Mr Speaker. As |
suggested earlier, weare part of this reciprocal
agreementand we arebound tothat. However, | am
sure ifcertainwaiting lists get to acertainstage,then
the departmentvill have to reassedts position, but
until we have that data | cannot make anyfurther
comment.

The Speaker: The hon.
Mr Quine.

metber for Ayre,

KQ 39



HOUSE OF KEYS, TUESDAY, 5TH FEBRUARY 2002

Mr Quine: Yes, the DHSShave inthe past had
specialinitiatives where they have sent a number of
patientsoff-Island to private hospitals tohave some
certain surgical specialitiesperformed. Arethere any
such initiatives at this timeand, perhapsequally
important, are any planned for the immediate future?

The Speaker: The hon.member forGlenfaba,
Mr Anderson.

Mr Anderson: Yes, Mr Speaker, we will
undoubtedlylook attheselists andthe waiting times
when we havehe informationand, onan assessment
of that information, decisions will benade,but atthis
point in time nothing has been plannedéducing any
of the waitinglists, butwe will have tosee exactly
what thewaiting lists are beforedeciding to prioritise
any.

The Speaker: The hon. member for Douglas
East, Mrs Cannell.

Mrs Cannell: Thank youMr Speaker. Myfinal
supplementary for theon. member - lalso amvery
pleasedwith his response today; itnakes arefreshing
change! Could he please expresghe concern of
members of thifilon. House tdiis minister inrespect
of this and ask her to bring forward a package of
measures, such dseen suggested byhe previous
speaker, to make @ priority to sendour patientsoff-
Island? Andfurther, will he also inform his minister
that we have patients who have lathopaedic surgery
in terms of hip replacement and thlegtve had one side
done andare now being told theyhave towait two or
three yeardeforethey can havethe other side, and
meanwhile thdanvestmentthis Islandhasmade in the
first replacemenhip, is beingruined?Can heexpress
that to her, pleaseand ask her to look at this as a
priority?

The Speaker: The hon.member forGlenfaba,
Mr Anderson.

Mr Anderson: Thank you, MrSpeaker. If any
member has anyndividual concernsregarding any
individual they know, Iwould bepleased tdook into
that and take it forward to the department.

The Speaker The hon. member forRamsey,
Mr Singer.

Mr Singer: Could the hon. member please
explain to me why hidepartment hasot got thislist

of people who are waiting and why he is saying it now

has to beascertained@nd hewill let us havethis list

when it is ready? Why has the department not gadta
that is running althe time,so theyare quite aware of
who needs operations and who does not need
operations? They seem to be working in a vacuum.

The Speaker: The hon.member forGlenfaba,
Mr Anderson.

Mr Anderson: Thank you, MrSpeaker. Our on-
line waiting lists were discussed at recent Health
Service Policy Group. It waglearthat in a number of
specialities weremain along way off therereaching
our targetsand, as far athe UK is concerned, itdoes
take quite alot of discerning to find out this
information, but we are tryintp put a system implace
now through patient transfer that will enable uhéve
thesefactsandfigures, but it is goingto take a few
weeks to work out the system amhcethat system is
in place, hopefully théigures will be availableand we
will be able to bring them back to this hon. House.

Stroke/Dysphasia Support
Services -
Question by Mrs Cannell

Question 4. The hon. mdmar for Douglas East
(Mrs Cannell) to ask anember ofthe Department of
Health and Social Security:

What plansdoes your departmenthave for the
development of strokeervices onthe Island, and in
particular, the developmenbf family and dysphasia
support services?

The Speaker: | call on the hon.member for
Douglas East, Mrs Cannell.

Mrs Cannell: Thank you, MrSpeaker, | beg
leave to ask the question standing in my name.

The Speaker: | call on the hon.member for
Glenfaba, Mr Andersora member ofthe Department
of Health and Social Security.

Mr Anderson: Thank you, Mr Speaker. My
department isalways keen tolook at ways of
improving all aspects ohealthcare,including service
for stroke patients.

In this regard,hospital and community staff are
working closely with theManx Stroke Foundation,
who have submitted port onthe future development
of services, whichcontained anumber of proposals
aimed at enhancing existing family support and
dysphasiasupport services to individualsvho have
suffered strokes. Bids relating tbe additionalresource
requirementstogetherwith bids for increasedherapist
posts, have beenincorporatedinto the department’s
revenue estimates, although these have toohsidered
against many othecompeting bids fromacross the
health service.

| am sure thenon. memberwill be aware that
services have improvesignificantly over recentyears
through the development of stroke rehabilitation
servicesbased aboth Newlandsand Rarsey Cottage
Hospital, and | should like to taklis opportunity to
pay tribute to theamedical, nursing and therapiststaff
for their dedication and commitment towaidgoroving
patient care in this area.

Finally, Mr Speaker, Ican furtheradvisethat the
department is inthe process of completing a
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comprehensive review ofehabilitation services, the
recommendationarising out of which we will use to
develop a business plan outlining the future
developments of the services.

The Speaker: The hon. member for Douglas
East, Mrs Cannell.

Mrs Cannell: Thank you, MrSpeaker. Wilst
being pleasedthat a bid has been made by the
departmenfor such anessential servicesan lask the
hon. member - hereferred tothe report which was
submitted by the Manx Stroke Foundatiaiges he
appreciatethere was also a businessase that was
submitted at the same time as teeortandthat that
was presented to the department following a
presentationthat was given by the UK Stroke
Foundation, wh@ame overandgave apresentation to
the departmentand the minister? That wadack in
1999. Can the homrmemberexplain, therefore why it
is taking so long to actually provide or &mknowledge
or to respond tothe actual businesscasewhich was
presented to the department in 19997

The Speaker: The hon.member forGlenfaba,
Mr Anderson.

Mr Anderson: Thank you, MrSpeaker. | am
not aware ofthat 1999 report, presumethat is what
the department has been talking about recently.
However, things are ithe pipeline things are moving
forward and Iwould like to reassurehe memberthat
we haveactually applied within bids to put further
posts in place but, asshid earlier,these bids come up
against other bids, which are in other people’s ¢yst
as important in thehealth service. Nonetheless,
services are being developed, services are being
improved within existing resources and | think itfagr
to quote the General Medical Service Directorate, which
has commented asfollows: ‘The multi-disciplinary
staff at Newlands arecurrently formulating a stroke
pathway in line with theRoyal Collegeof Physician’s
National Guidelines on Stroke Care. Thisstroke
pathway is aimed at ensuring patients whdadhave
suffered astrokereceive aconstant level otarewhich
is evidence-based. Ayroup of professions is in the
process of beinget up to workowardsachieving the
standard 5 (stroke care) of the National Service
Framework for Older People.

Jane Bridge, senior occupational therapist at
Newlands, is chairperson othe Manx Stroke
Foundation. She halseenworking closely with the
Stroke Foundation in the UK tadevelop aone-day
intensive training course in stroke care for health
assistants across tl#and’s health, sociakervices and
private sector. This rollinggrogramme otraining will
be held at Masham Court anddse tostart shortly. A
further development includes saroke advisory service
for patients, relatives and carers, held at Newlavesy
Tuesday evening.

The Speaker: The hon. member forRamsey,
Mr Singer.

Mr Singer: Thank you, MrSpeaker. Aghe first
few hoursafter astrokearethe most importantours
to gettreatmentto the patient, willthis policy being
developed bythe NewlandsStroke Pathwaynclude a
centre for the first 72 hours urgent treatmeras they
have in Liverpool now, which is avery successful
centre? Is that what we are looking to get onlgfend
here, so that the fird2 hours, the mostritical hours,
will be the time when the patients get themost
intensive treatmentand probably thenhave the best
recovery chances?

The Speaker: The hon. merer for Glenfaba,
Mr Anderson.

Mr Anderson: Mr Speaker,| do not have the
details of the scheme, but when | do get to themilll
pass them on to the hon. member.

The Speaker: The hon. merer for Douglas
East, Mrs Cannell.

Mrs Cannell: Thank you, MrSpeaker, myast
supplementary. Is the hon. member aware that what the
Manx Stroke Foundatiorare actually askingfor in
their businesgase ishelp with the support of part-
time therapistand also a part-time person to do the
administration, that all training would be undertaken by
the UK Stroke Associatioandthat they will provide
the training and the support in thatrespect? And
further, could hepleaseagain go back tchis minister
andsay thatthere ishigh expectationthere washigh
expectation in1999, that theservice towhich he has
alluded this morning would be in placewithin the
period of 12 months maximumand that generally
families who needemotional supportaind victims of
stroke themselvesare feeling very let down by this
departmentandwould he nake surethat his minister
looks at thisand makes it a priorityfor the next
financial year?

The Speaker: Hon. member for Glenfaba,
Mr Anderson.

Mr Anderson: Thank you, Mr Speaker. As | did
refer earlier, bids have bearade in thebidding process
for the next financial yearbut | amsureand | would
just like to confirm thain the eyes of mospeople the
service has improved significantly over the last two
years,andwhat will take place inthe nextyear will
build on what haslreadybeenachieved. lthink | will
take back the comemts the honmember hasnade to
the departmentbut | can assurgou that progress is
being made in this area.

The Speaker: Right, hon. members, that
completes the questions for orainswer on this
morning’s agendaThe other questionare for written
answer and will be circulated in compliance with
standing orders.
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DHSS - Young People
in Care Establishments —
Question by Mr Houghton

for Written Answer

Question 5. The hormember forDouglas North
(Mr Houghton) to ask anember ofthe Department of
Health and Social Security:

(1) How manyyoung peopleare currently residing in
care establishmentsprovided by your department
on the Island;

(2) what is the average weekly cost per person; and

(3) how many care units are being operated within the
Island?

Answer

(1) Thirty-six (including five at the 10M Children’s
Centre whichis not provided by the department
but in respect ofwhich a significantfinancial
contribution ismade.The otherresidentialplaces
are in three departmenproperties (five atPriory
House, five at white Hoe, seven at Leece Lodge) or
in four propertierovided andoperated by Manx
Family Services inrespect ofwhich the places
(14) are fully funded by the department.)

@) c. £2,450

(3) see information above.

DHSS - Young People
in Care Establishments —
Cost Comparison with UK —
Question by Mr Houghton
for Written Answer

Question 6. The hormember forDouglas North
(Mr Houghton) to ask anember ofthe Department of
Health and Social Security:

What is theaverageweekly costfor a young
person residing in a care establishment —

(1) in a department agency-ruhome on thelsland;
and

(2) in a secure establishment in the United Kingdom?
Answer
(1) c. £2,450;

(2) Between £3,000 and £4,500.

DHSS - Successful Care Providers —
Financial Provisions of Tender —
Question by Mr Houghton

for Written Answer

Question 7. The hon. ember forDouglas North
(Mr Houghton) to ask anember ofthe Department of
Health and Social Security:

(1) Is there a difficulty withhe financialprovision set
out in the Successful Care Providers tender to your
departmentfor the operation of the new secure
unit; and

(2) if so, should this facility not be subject to fresh
tenders from appropriate service providers?

Answer

Since the originatenderprocess wagnteredinto,
the departmenthas changedthe specification for the
secureunit andthe way in which it isintended to
operate. As a resulthe costof providing this service
has increased.

Negotiations arestill taking placewith Nugent to
finalise the cost of operating the secure care facility.

Under the circumstances, it is not faltcessary to
re-tender.

E-Habitant Limited —
Creation of Debenture —
Question by Mr Karran

for Written answer

Question 8. The hon. ember for Onchan
(Mr Karran) to askthe Minister for Trade and
Industry:

Will you say why alebenture of £Imillion was
created in favour of your department against E-
Habitant Limited when the comparhas noliability
to your department having not received £1 million?

Answer

As explained inthe department'swritten answer
dated22nd Januarp002 thedebenturenvas created to
provide security for a conditionajuaranteeffered to
the company. This will onlcreate diability against
the company if theffer is activated,andsome or all
of the funds are released.

An invitation has already been extended totba.
member to discuss in privany issues relating to
this matter which may concern him, but so far, he has
chosen not to accept this offer.
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E-Habitant Limited — Beneficial
Owners of Shareholder Companies —
Question by Mr Karran

for Written Answer

Question 9. The hon.member for Onchan

(Mr Karran) to ask the Minister for Trade and Industry:

Who did your departmentunderstandwere the
beneficial owners othe two companies listed as the
shareholders of E-Habitartimited when theffer of a
conditional guarantee for £fillion wasfirst discussed
by your department?

Answer

The departmenthas no interest in the two
companiegeferred to inthe questionand understands
that theywere merely vehiclesused bythe company’s
registration agents to establish legal incorporation.

The department’s offewas made after the date
when the two companiasferred to inthe question as
being the shareholders ofE-Habitant Limited had
transferred their shares to Invisimail (IOM) Limited.

E-Habitant Limited —
Change of Share Ownership —
Question by Mr Karran
for Written Answer

Question 10. The honmember for Onchan

(Mr Karran) to ask the Minister for Trade and Industry:

(1) Will you say why the claimed change of
ownership of shares of E-Habitant Limited
described in your written answer dated 22nd
January 2002 has still not been notified to the
Companies Registry; and

(2) why did this not comi light when themortgage
was registered?

Answer

(1) Companiesare required to notify the General
Registry ofchanges ofhareownership when the

annual return is submitted. It is understood that the

company is activehaddressinghe submission of
the return.

(2) The departmentwas in receipt of copies of
executed share transfer forms prior ttee debenture
being registered.

E-Habitant Limited —
Taxpayers’ Benefits from DTI
Guarantee -
Question by Mr Karran
for Written Answer

Question 11. The hon. mdéer for Onchan
(Mr Karran) to ask the Minister for Trade and Industry:

What are the perceivedbenefits for the Island’s
taxpayers arisingrom the provision of the £Imillion
guarantee to E-Habitant Limited by your department?

Answer

The departmentseeks to encourage econdm
growth and diversification through the establishment
and development ofcommercially viable businesses.
The benefits ofpursuing this policy bringwealth
creation forthe Manxexchequer and diverse range of
employment opportunities for the Island’s workforce.

Benefitswill accrue tothe Island if the company
successfully exploits itproducts inits target markets,
a task whichcanonly be hindered bythe tacticsbeing
pursued bythe hon. member and those who are
prompting him for motives which so far are unclear.

KQ 43



