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The Government condemns Opposition member Mr F Picardo for making 
false and unwarranted insinuations of corruption against the Chief Minister 
without first even having sought to establish whether the facts of the matter 
gave any cause for such concern. 
 
Mr Picardo gave notice of a question in Parliament asking whether the 
Government is satisfied that there is no conflict of interest or good governance 
issues arising in the grant by the Government of the right to operate 
concessions at the Leisure Centre to entities or parties related to the entities 
or parties that have recently announced the purchase of property at 181 Main 
Street in which the Chief Minister has an interest. 
 
That question was properly disallowed by the Speaker as being in breach of a 
Rule of Parliament that forbids the making of such inferences in parliamentary 
questions.  The Government makes no further comment on Mr Picardo’s 
petulant and disrespectful public reaction to Mr Speaker’s ruling. 
 
Mr Picardo’s question refers to the concession to operate the bowling alley in 
the Leisure Centre, granted to family interests of Mr Nicholas Russo.  Mr 
Russo’s family interests were also the buyers of 181 Main Street (the building 
opposite Parliament which used to house, amongst other things, C.Caruana 
Ltd the family clothes shop business), in which building the Chief Minister had 
a personal interest of just under 10%.  The Chief Minster’s interest in that 
property is declared in the register of members interests in Parliament. 
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Since there can be no other possibility of conflict of interest between a public 
and private transaction, the question was clearly intended to insinuate that the 
Government’s decision to grant the bowling alley franchise to Mr Russo’s 
company might somehow have been linked to, or worse still, intended to 
secure a personal benefit for the Chief Minister through the property 
purchase.  This would constitute corruption in public office. 
 
It is an irresponsible act of political bad faith and lack of principle for Mr 
Picardo to even insinuate this possibility without first attempting or seeking to 
ascertain the facts about the tender awards (as his colleague Mr Licudi has 
done in other questions). 
 
The reality of the matter is as follows: - 
 

1. The tender of Mr Russo’s family company for the bowling alley was the 
highest and best offer received in the tender, by a very wide margin.  
They offered an upfront premium of £100,000.  No other bidder offered 
any premium payment.  In addition to this premium they also offered 
the Government the highest annual payment, namely, between 10% 
and 15% of turnover.  In contrast, the next highest bidder offered 6% of 
annual turnover. 

2. The Government’s assessment of the tenders and its decision to award 
the bowling alley to Mr Russo’s Company was taken in early June 
2007, long before any contact or issue of the possible purchase by him 
of the extended Caruana family owned property was even first 
mentioned by or discussed with Mr Russo or anyone representing him.  
Mr Russo was simply not even on the scene as a possible purchaser of 
the property at the time that the Government chose his bid for the 
bowling alley in June 2007. 

3. Even if neither of the above were the case, for there to be any 
impropriety of the sort insinuated by Mr Picardo,  Mr Russo would have 
had to offer the property sellers some disguised advantage that was 
not available to them from another purchaser of the property.  This is 
not the case either.  There was another party wishing to purchase the 
property at the price paid by Mr Russo.  Accordingly, neither the act of 
purchasing the property, nor the price paid by Mr Russo represented 
any gain or advantage to the Chief Minister or his family as property 
sellers. 

 
Accordingly, the insinuation of impropriety that Mr Picardo has sought to 
create and leave in the air (rather like graffiti painters on La Linea walls) is 
wholly unfounded and totally without actual or even potential justification.   
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