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Heathrow Air Route — Restoration —
Question by Mr Singer

Question 1. The hon.member for
(Mr Singer) to ask the Chief Minister:

Ramsey

What progress have you made in attempting to
restore the e of Man/Heathrow air route?

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

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

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

Mr Corkill:  Mr Speaker, the question appears to
be based on dalse premise. Itpresumegshat we are
attempting to restore the former BA Isle of
Man/Heathrowservice,but nothing in ourdiscussions
with British Airways has indicated that restoration is an
option. The circumstances at Heathroare such at
present that securing areplacement service from
Heathrow tothe Isle of Man is unlikely. However,

circumstances may change and we would be keen to see

a new Heathrovservice ifthat were atall possible. In
the meantime we continu® work with the existing
carriers to try to ensure a sufficient networksefvices
from the Island to various parts of thimited Kingdom
for the benefit of the travelling public.

The Speaker: Hon. member for
Mr Singer.

Ramsey,

Mr Singer: | thank the ChiefMinister for his
answer. Is the Chief Minister from hisyswertherefore
satisfied with the present position fas asthe Island’s
air services to London aoencerned and ibe accepting
the BA decision tcabandorthe Heathrowslots merely
as a justified business decisieven though théoss of
that route isdetrimental to the Island’s business
community and the £75 Gatwick flight is not a
suitable alternative to many?

The Speaker:Chief Minister to reply.

Mr Corkill: 1 think it is well known, Mr
Speaker, that weare concerned athe loss of the
Heathrow route, particularly for business on tsland.
I would also say that the more we flag it @pd the
more we talk about it, the modamaging itmight be.
We have towork with the operatorsand limit the
damagethat has occurred. Certainly there is some
positive feedback aswell as negativity about the
decision, so lam loath toacceptwhat hashappened,
but | think most hon. members wilppreciatehat the
decision in all of this is a policy issue at tHeathrow
end ofthings, not at thisend, and therefore wehave
reluctantly had to accept the reality of life.

The Speaker: Hon. menber for Onchan,
Mr Karran.
Mr Karran: Vainstyr Loayreyder, would the

Chief Minister notagreethat this issueaised onthis
order paper is just another example of his
administration’sdoormatmentality asfar as looking
after the interests of the people of the Isle of Man first
instead of just doing what it is told by big business on
this Island?

The Speaker:Chief Minister to reply.

Mr Corkill: | look forward to the hon.
member’s solution to the problem, Mr Speaker.

The Speaker: Hon. member for
Mr Singer.

Ramsey,

Mr Singer: Is the Chief Ministeraware of a
joint Channelislands delegatiothat is meeting with
the Department of Transport, local governmam the
regionsattended byGwyneth Dunwoodythe Chair of
the Houseof CommonsTransport Select Comittee,
to try andpersuadehe UK Governmenthat anumber
of take-off slots should bering-fencedand available to
and from the Channel Islands?

The Speaker:Chief Minister to reply.

Mr Corkill: Mr Speaker, lthink we should be
clearthat this situation has nabme as @olt out of
the blue, it is a position that thisland has been
dealingwith for many years. Théleathrowslot has
beenunderthreat for along time. Yes, | amaware of
the Jersey and Guernsey delegation; | sso aware of
Guernsey’slegal battle,rememberingthat Jersey and
Guernsey, of coursdost their Heathrowslots some
years ago now and they are still battling. My
information is that if the Isle of Mawere tomount a
legal challenge orthe BA decisionthen the best that
we could hope for is that thogarticularslots that we
have lost wouldyo backinto the pool. Thdikelihood
of them beingreallocated tothe Isle ofMan, having
gone intothe pool, would be negligible, because the
Heathrow policy is tesecure slotdor long-haulflights
and Ronaldsway isnot a long-haul destinationfrom
Heathrow. Soyes, | amaware ofthe activity of the
other islands; | am alsawarethat the Minister for
Transport, MrShimmin, is infact going down to
London shortly to investigate thehole situation on a
legal basis as well. So to baccused ofdoormat
mentality. 1 find insulting. We are looking for
solutions, but | think weshould be honestvith
ourselves and realise that it is not likely to change.

The Speaker: Hon. member for
Mr Singer.

Ramsey,

Mr Singer: Can | make itclear to the Chief
Minister thatcertainly |did not associatanyself with
that particular comment. But inrecalling that the
House ofCommonsTransport SelecCommittee has
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previously supported slot access toHeathrow for
outlying communities ofthe British Isles,does the
Chief Minister not considerthat a similarapproach
from the Isle of Man, aBom the Channelislands, and
seeking the support of theord Chancellor inthis

matter is a bettedeathan sitting back and accepting
the British Airwaysdecision adinal? And does he not
also acceptthat such a meetingvould be seeking
access telots, notnecessarily fothe use of BA but
possibly for the use of another carrier?

The Speaker: Chief Minister to reply.

Mr Corkill: 1 think there is adelicatebalance to
be struck here, Mr Speakdrecause we ddave to
work with British Airways in terms of thenetwork of
services that they provide to the Island, and in tlaete
is a marketing initiativdo make themost ofwhat we
have, so it is very important that we do walkngside
the carrier that provides mostaidir services andot be
seen to be particularly hostile to them.

With regard to the parliamentary grouping at
Westminster which isupporting, as thewould call
it, the regions - although | do natescribethe Isle of
Man as a region in thatspect, but frona routespoint
of view | can seéhow the operators wouldegard the
Isle of Man as aegion - Ithink their comment$iave
been publicised inthe past, but infact what has
happened particularly at Heathrow, isthat all the
regional slots over a period of time, whether it be
Inverness, Jersey, Guernsey or the Isle of Man, have all
shrunk in thatperiod of time. Theseare commercial
decisionsthat are being takerandthey arealso policy
decisions at HeathrovAirport. | would propose to
enact anything almost in the Isle of Man scenario if we
thought we could exestome controbver thesituation
but, as Ihave saidwe have tolive with the situation
to an extent but thatloesnot mean that weare not
trying to still find ways to improve the situation.

Now, the hon.member forRamsey, MrSinger,
has raised the issue of lobbyingand representation
through thisparliamentarygroup at Westminster, and
that is certainly something that the Minister for
Transport and myself can look atdsee whethethere
is any wayforward to perhapgoin forceswith Jersey
and Guernsey in this particularea. | have no problem
in looking at the situation but | do not want give
members falséope inthis situation,because think,
if you look at the situatiorin the Channelslands, it
hasbeengoing onfor someyearsand they have not
got their slot back.

The Speaker: Hon. member for
Mr Karran.

Onchan,

Mr Karran: Thank you - Ihave caught youeye,
Vainstyr Loayreyder. Wouldthe Chief Minister not
agree that this hon. member has put suggestions up in
the past when he wasumber two in theprevious
administration and, if he wants to delegate his
responsibilityaway from giving it to big business to
the otherhon. member forOnchan adar ashis duties
as Chief Minister, lam happy to do so? Will he not

agreethat the situation is that it i®ecause of the
reactive stance ofhis administrationthat we always
seem tofind out that weend upbeing secondbest?
When are wegoing to see a proactive instead of a
reactive administration within this hon. House?

The Speaker: Before | call on the Chief
Minister, let memake it absolutelyclear to the hon.
member: it is a matter for me when | call members and
if I call members. Hon. Chief Minister to reply.

Mr Corkill: | reiterate, MrSpeaker. | anhappy
to hear solutions frorany memberjncluding thehon.
member for Onchan, Mr Karran.

Mr Karran:
past.

Well, you have had them in the

The Speaker: Hon. member for
Mr Singer.

Ramsey,

Mr Singer: Can | thank the Chief Minister for
saying that hewill, with the hon. Minister for
Transport, lookinto the lobbying. ltcertainly means
that we are not sitting back, weare naking every
attempt,and |thank himfor that. Butcan | ask him
why he should make the comment that we should not
be hostile to BritishAirways asfar astheir routes are
concernedvhen, | think most merberswould agree,
the waythat they have treated us in reoving our
routesand the problem that hasome upwith the
Dublin route since then is being hostile to the business
on this Island?

The Speaker:Chief Minister to reply.

Mr Corkill: What | said, Mr Speaker, was that
there is a balance to ltruckand I certainly want to
see groactive,co-operativeworking relationshipwith
British Airways on all of the routes. It is in the
Island’s interests toencouragethe number ofseats
available travelling to and frothe Island fora number
of purposeswhether it befinancial servicesfourism
or for the services ofour indigenouspopulation, so
there are anumber ofreasonswhy we shouldwork
closely with British Airways,and certainly there are
not least, the employment opportunities that that
company provides on the Island. Therefore we do need a
working relationship with thembut nonetheless we
can do aghe hon.member has suggested, which is to
lobby through the right processes to see ifoarhave
some change of policy &teathrowAirport. Can | say
that it is notjust a British Airways decision; the
Heathrow slot was always atrisk by the previous
company. When it was known as Manx Airlintegre
was always thethreat of the Heathrow slot having
gone. So this is not amew situation that haseen
necessarily just brought about by British Airways.

KQ 171



HOUSE OF KEYS, TUESDAY, 14TH MAY 2002

Manx National Heritage — Sources of
Funding — Question by Mrs Hannan

Question 2. The honmember for Peel (Mrs
Hannan) to ask Keys member for thilanx Museum
and National Trust:

For each of the past five years, what amount of
funding is provided for the operation of Manx National
Heritage by:

(@) Government; and

2 private:
@ business;
(b) trustees, and
© friends?

The Speaker: | call on the hon.member for
Peel, Mrs Hannan.

Mrs Hannan: Vainstyr Loayreyder, Ibeg leave
to ask the question standing in my name.

The Speaker: | call on the hon.member for
Rushen, Mr Gill,member for the ManMuseum and
National Trust.

Mr Gill: Thank you,Vainstyr Loayreyder.This
question lends itself to aanswer inlist form. | would
ask the honmember forPeel for her agreement to
circulatecopies of therelevantlists, which | feel will
offer the easiest method of appreciating the answer.

The Speaker:Carry on, hon. member.

Mr Gill: Thank you, MrSpeaker.For each of
the past fiveyears the gross amount offunding
provided bygovernment is apublished in thebudget
approved by Tynwald for each die years inquestion,
with the exception of the additional contribution
towards the purchase &ushenAbbey by government
in 1998-1999 and additional Cregneash property
purchases in 1999-2000.

For the government category listed in this
question, Iwill provide the figures for theactual
expenditureincurred utilising governmentfunding in
the operation of Manx Nation#leritage, athe Manx
Museum and National Trust is popularly known.

With regard to the categorieslisted under the
heading‘private’ in the question, it should baoted
that for all the years in question most of private
businessdonationshave primarily beenmadethrough
the Friends of Mnx NationalHeritage, whichfunding
has then been made available to Mnx National
Heritagewith additional charitable support from the
Friends ofManx National Heritage charitablegfunds.
The public appeal toassist with the RusheAbbey
development is one example of this.

In addition, ManxXNational Heritagehave benefited
in recent yearérom a number ofprivate business ‘in
kind' supportprogrammesnvolving large numbers of

staff undertaking work programmes at MNdHes over
several daysThis kind of invaluable support has not
been costed as part of the answer to the question.

Other elements of busine$imancial support are
containedwithin the figures Iwill provide in relation
to the earnedhcome of MNH foreach ofthe lastfive
years. This includes, farxample,funding provided for
the private hire incommercialuse of various MNH
sites. As youcan see fothe years1997-1998 through
to 2001-2002, theelevantfigures are listed and they
are under théneadings: ‘Governmer@€apital Funding’;
‘GovernmentNet Revenud-unding’; ‘Earnedincome’;
‘Trustees of MNHCharitable Fund€ontribution’ and
the ‘Friends of MNH Charitable Funds Contributed'.

Finally, hon. members,dm sureyou would have
noted. in the figures haveprovided in the answer to
this question, the tremendous contributinade by the
Friends of Manx NationdHeritage. Thesignificance of
their financial contribution isclear, but this does not
revealthe extent of all the otheareas ofactivity and
support which the-riends contribute to the work of
MNH. As one of, if not, the largest subscription
groups inthe Island, this represents, togethevrith the
visits of over 350,000people ayear to MNHsites, a
significant vote of community suppofor the work
that MNH undertakes throughout the Island.

| would conclude by remindingon. menbers that
if they are not currently enrolled in the Friends of
MNH but would like to offer their support, 1 can
ensurethat application formsare circulatedwithout
delay.(Laughter)

The details of funding as circulated to members ae
set out in Table 1 (KQ 175) below.

The Speaker: Hon. menber for Peel,
Mrs Hannan.

Mrs Hannan: Could | thank therepresentative
on the Manx Museumand National Trustfor his
response, butould | ask him why heconsiders it is
almost impossible for Manx Nationgleritage - Manx
Museum and National Trust - to recognise the part that
government plays ifunding?Could | ask him why it
is so difficult for the Manx Museumand National
Trust to recognise the very important part that
governmeniplays in funding the Manx Museum and
National Trust, or ‘MNH’, as theyprefer to becalled
now? The mver haswould henot accept,made great
play of the part that thériends and th&rustees of the
Manx Museumand National Trusthave played, but
would he not alsoacceptthat over thelast 20 years
funding from government hagcreased by some 560
per cent andhe 20yearsprior to that, it increased by
280 per cent? So would hewot accept that the
commitment fromgovernmentto the Manx Museum
andNational Trustis overthat supplied to otheareas
of support by government?

The Speaker: Hon. menber for Rushen, Mr
Gill.
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Mr Gill: Vainstyr Loayreyder, | amnot in a
position to corpare funding for Mnx National
Heritage with any other part of government, but
certainly | would acceptthe figure of 560 per cent

increase in real terms over the period she describes and |

would reiteratethat Manx NationalHeritage is no
different to any other part ofovernment inthat they
areliable tothe submissionand budgetaryprovisions
of all other departments.Certainly as a Keys
representativeand | amsure the other trusteagould
firmly support meand the staffof National Heritage
would support me in saying that theyre extremely
appreciative of Tynwald’s support over the past years.

Members: Hear, hear.

The Speaker: Hon. member for Onchan,
Mr Karran.
Mr Karran: Vainstyr Loayreyder, would the

member not agree it is greatshamethat weended up
spending£200,000 mordor the purchase ofRushen
Abbey with the government’s lack oSupport to my
motion the purchase ofRushenAbbey and also it
would have brought the ownership of tter park into
that unit -?

The Speaker: Hon. member, if Ican just state
the question isquite specific: it does not go into
specificissues of items opurchase by MNH or the
government,and | would ask you to restrict your
question, if you could, in linevith the question on the
order paper without broadening it out too far, please.

Mr Karran: Vainstyr Loayreyder, inreply to the
circular that we have just received, we hged here in
1998-1999 that thgovernment’'s capitafunding for
Rushen Abbey is £495,081. If you do not want me to
ask that question, that is fair enough with me -

The Speaker: Hon. member, please, i$ not a
matter whether lwant you to ask the question, the
point is you are not asking a question, yara making
a statement about your views against diéermination
that wasmade.Now, if you have a specific question,
you have the right, and I will ensure you use that right
and protect that right for you to ask a question.

Mr Karran: Vainstyr Loayreyder, it was matter
of the issue of the raising of tlextra£200,000 that it
cost fornot taking theaction whenthis hon.member
asked them to do it.

The second supplementahat | would like to ask
the hon.memberis, would the membenot agreethat
the issue of trying to blur the issue & as the
National Trust or Manx National Heritagedencerned,
I think, is a bit rich when you see government
departmentstalking about private sector initiatives
when therewas no private sectdnitiative as we had
with the recent situation over the purchase of the
Nunnery? Wouldthe hon.member forthe trust not
agreethat the situation is that its wrongto try and
single out Manx NationaHeritagewhensome of our

governmentdepartmentsare alot less inaccurate in
their statements over their funding?

The Speaker: Can | justmake it clear to the
hon. member who is responding to the questama, to
the memberwho has asked aquestion which has
absolutely nothingwhatsoever to dowith Manx
National Heritagebut is in relation to theNunnery,
that therefore the memberwho is answering the
question isnot in a position torespond to that
question. Hon. member Mr Gill.

Mr Gill: Yes, thank you, Vainstyr Loayreyder.
Mr Karran: Sorry, that is not right.

Mr Gill: In regard tothe first point that the
questionerraisesabout Rushen Abbey, thairedates
my time on the trust so | am sorry, | am not in a
position to give a definitiveccount ofthat. | note his
contention that there &n excesdigure paid for that; |
do not know the basis of that contention butvill
undertake toraise that with the Director of Manx
National Heritage and to circulate a response to him.

On the second issue, far from blurring the issue as
he suggests, hope that in the form that have
circulatedthe answer Ilwas trying toadd clarity to it
and | am at doss toseehow muchclearer Icould be
both in the written answer 1 circulated and the
subsequent answehnd certainly asyou say, Vainstyr
Loayreyder, the purchase tife Nunnery isnothing to
do with Manx National Heritage and it is not a matter |
would choose to comment on.

The Speaker: Hon. menber for Peel, Mrs
Hannan.

Mrs Hannan: Thank you, Vainstyr Loayreyder.
Could | ask the representative of the Keys on the Manx
National Heritage where the earnedincome comes
from? Inthis document we set#hat earnedincome is
quite steady over thgears, it isroundabout £600,000
give or take dew thousandpounds. Could | ask him
where that income comes from, what hegninvested
or where that sum arises from?

The Speaker: Hon. menber for Rushen, Mr
Gill.

Mr Gill: Thank you,Vainstyr Loayreyder. | am
not in a position to give detailedbreakdown ofthose
figures, but certainly | willcausethem to becirculated
to the hon.memberand to any other members who
would wish for that information.

The Speaker: Right, hon. members, that
concludes the questions for oral answer.

| would just advisehon. menbersfor information
- and I quotefrom standingorder 45(3) —that ‘If the
answer idengthy, thepersonquestionednay circulate
a written answer to bereceived by meltwers of the
House at least 24 houpgfore thesitting of the House
at whichthe questiorwill be asked.'That, of course,
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doesthen enablesupplementary questions to lsked
and it would in a way enablevhat the hon.member
has done this morning tme done ima slightly different
way.
Hon. members, we now move on to itenwRich
is Questionsfor Written Answer,and they will be
circulated in compliance with standing orders.

Housing — Sites for Development —
Question by Mr Quine for Written
Answer

Question 1. The hon.member for Ayre
(Mr Quine) to ask the Chief Minister:

What are the locations of the 40-plus sites being
conddered for housing development (if unable to be
site-specific, in which local authority aress are they
located)? In respect of each site, what isthe:

oy acreage;

2 estimated unit capacity; and

3 which are presently zoned for housing
development?

Answer

The Department ofLocal Governmentand the
Environment is activelyarryingout initial design or
feasibility studies on57 parcels ofland. The studies
are identifying where the first-time buyer and public
sectorrentedhomes mightbe provided over thenext
five years and beyond.

Theland is in some casesalready owned by the
government or locahuthorities but in othecases by
developers and private individuals.

Acreage is difficult toassess but thdepartment is
able to estimate what thenit capacitymight be for
first-time buyer and public sector rented homes.

Developersare also in theprocess ofproviding
information on theirplannedproduction of first-time
buyer and more expensivdhomesover the next five

years. They are also providing estimates of the amount

of homes theycould build each year if land isnade
available.

At this stage it is not envisaged that the
governmentwill have to purchasall the parcels of
land that have been identifiedPartnershipbetween

Government and the private sector is being promoted to

encourage developers taroduce alarger number of
lower priced housing on their own land. Tiesponse

from developershas, to date, been encouraging but

actual results will be closely monitored.

Not all the land is zonedfor housing and the
departmentvill therefore bebringing a smallnumber
of sites broughtforward for planning permission in

accordancewith the resolutionpassed by Tynwald in
January 2002.

For commercial reasonthe departmentdoes not
wish to identify individual sites at this stage. The

attached list does, however, indicate how many sites are

being considered ineachlocal authorityarea,whether
they are zonedor residentialpurposes onot, and the
approximate number of affordable hontbkat might be
provided.

Hon. menbers should alsmote that supporting
the production of first-time buyer and public sector
rentedhomes has substantibldget inplications for
the governmentThe numbepnf propertiesincluded on
this list is thereforenot only dependent orobtaining
planningapprovalsbut on government beingble to
provide funding in the relevant years. Some othis
funding is already identified in the government and
local authority capitabrogrammesand some will be
allocated from the £20m housingund. Additional
funding would, however, have to beallocated in the
latter half of thefive-yearprogrammeand in the years
beyond if this number ofaffordablehomes is to be
delivered and sustained.

[See KQ 176,177 (Tables 2 and 3) for answer]
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Table 1
In 1997-98
£
Government capital funding was 681,831
Government net revenue funding provided was 2,899,021
Earned income was valued at 617,728
The Trustees of MNH's charitable funds contributed 5,000
The Friends of MNH's charitable funds contributed 2,405
In 1998-99
£
Government capital funding was (plus additional government 495,081
contribution for purchase of Rushen Abbey @ £768,530)
Government net revenue funding provided was 3,268,853
Earned income was valued at 622,681
The Trustees of MNH's charitable funds contributed 195,684
The Friends of MNH'’s charitable funds contributed 161,643
In 1999-2000
£
Government capital funding was 1,001,825
Government net revenue funding provided was 3,514,205
Earned income was value at 582,338
The Trustees of MNH's charitable funds contributed 66,056
The Friends of MNH's charitable funds contributed 102,467
In 2000-01
£
Government capital funding was 512,359
Government net revenue funding provided was 3,855,361
Earned income was valued at 619,185
The Trustees of MNH's charitable funds contributed 9,350
The Friends of MNH'’s charitable funds contributed 49,570
In 2001-02
£
Government capital funding was 563,777
Government net revenue funding provided was 3,992,424
Earned income was value at 627,834
The Trustees of MNH's charitable funds contributed 50,000
The Friends of MNH's charitable funds contributed 34,510
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Table 2
POTENTIAL SITES FOR AFFORDABLE HOMES
L.A. Zoned Not zoned
No. Sites FTB Rent No. Sites FTB Rent

Bride - - - 2 16 4
Andreas - - - 2 48 -
Jurby 1 40 - - - -
Lezayre 1 - 3 - -
Ballaugh - - - - - -
Ramsey 9 162 40 - - -
Maughold - - - 1 8 4
Lonan - - - - - -
Laxey - - - - - -
Michael 1 20 - - - -
Braddan 4 100 10 1 50 30
Onchan 4 32 33 - - -
Douglas 9 75 168 3 125 20
Marown - - - 1 20 -
German - - - 3 6 23
Peel 4 85 4 1 - 20
Patrick 2 30 - - - -
Malew 1 40 40 1 6 -
Santon - - - - - -
Rushen - - - 1 12 -
Arbory - - - - - -
Port Erin 1 15 - - - -
Port St May 1 - 8 - - -
Castletown 3 90 30 - - -

Total 41 649 336 16 291 101

Note: Figures exclude schemes currently on site or programmed to start before April 2003

(FTB

261 and Public Rented = 316 see attached schedule).
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Table 3

DEPARTMENT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND THE ENVIRONMENT

CURRENT HOUSING PROJECTS

Schemes on site or programmed to start in

Public Sector

First-Time Buyers

2002-03 Rent
Springfield/Harcroft, Douglas 55
Cronk Grianagh Phase |l 9 33
Leodest Road, Andreas 20 14
Archallagan, Foxdale 2 35
Jurby (inclusive plots for sale) 3 13
Crossag Farm 40
Westmoreland Road, Urban Regeneration Area Phase | 18
(HA)
Colby (Maddrell) Land 8 6
Glen Road, Laxey 3
Church Close, Lonan 14
Bemahague, Onchan 32
Peel 12
Kirk Michael 14
Mill Street/Malew Street Phase Il 4
Lower Pulrose Phase | 40
Lower Pulrose I 56
Lower Pulrose lll 44
Ramsey Triangle 18
29-35 Clagh Vane, Ballasalla (Replacement Housing) 8
Queens Street/Lord Street, Douglas 15
Snugborough Phase |l 13
Infill Plot, Ballakilley, Port Erin 2
Cronk Grianagh Phase Il (HA) 20
Rifle Club Site, Andreas 2
Creggan Aashen, Glen Maye 6
5 & 6 Waverley Road, Ramsey 4
Willaston Douglas 14

Total 316 261

In addition, over 4G0sites are being consideredor developmentitherthrough direct purchase or inpartnershipwith

developers.
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