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MR COSTA MISREPRESENTS SOCIAL AFFAIRS FACT 

 
Mr Costa’s regurgitation of false information regarding vulnerable people in 
Gibraltar does him no favours, as he continues to misrepresent the facts of the 
cases mentioned, fails to provide an alternative Opposition policy on the matter 
and persists in distorting the enormous amount of resources and expenditure that 
the GSD Government has consciously dedicated to vulnerable people in 
Gibraltar. 
In relation to the comments made in relation to the 14 year old girl who spent two 
nights in prison because the Magistrate did not have anywhere else to send her, 
Mr Costa knows from previous Government statements, and from being 
personally informed by the Minister for Social Services that the only reason this 
child had “no fixed abode” was because the day before the Court hearing the 
child was taken from the family home by an adult friend without the knowledge or 
consent of the mother.  In fact the current “guardian” happens to be the mother of 
the child’s adult friend.  
This action was without the knowledge or input of Social Services, 
notwithstanding the months of mediation and support to this family.  For Mr 
Costa, to ignore what he already knows of this particular case as informed by the 
Minister, shows a callous disregard for the welfare of the 14 year old child who 
continues to be assisted by Social Services for his own crude party political 
interest at the expense of vulnerable people.  Mr Costa further knows that the 
support Social Services is providing  to this sensitive case is ongoing, and further 
misrepresentation by Mr Costa in the media only serves to undermine the welfare 
of the child and all those involved in this delicate process. 
Again with regard to the KGV patient, Mr Costa conveniently ignores the fact that 
the local psychiatrist had originally made a clinical decision that he did not 
warrant a place  in the KGV hospital.  That was not a Government decision.  She 
later changed her mind after the Minister asked her to consider the risk to the 
public or the man himself if he were to be released on bail and cared for in the 
community.  The Government has helped not hindered the man. A week before 
the bail application, the Psychiatrist had offered this man a place at the KGV 
hospital but at the time he had refused.  Days later he changed his mind and that 



was his prerogative, but a place was offered before Mr Costa felt he should use 
the case to score cheap party political points.  
 
We mustn’t also lose sight of the fact that this gentleman was charged with a 
serious offence.  The Government is not responsible for the fact that the offence 
was so serious as to warrant remand in prison.   
 
What is damming from the Opposition is that they have allowed themselves to 
reduce their performance to the level of malicious gossipers, without aspiring to 
offer the electorate any coherent policies on Social Affairs.  Their statements are 
deliberately silent on how they would address issues of this kind, whether they 
are advocating a bottom-less safety net in Social Affairs and without taking into 
account the complexity or grief around individual cases that impact on their 
families, friends and the wider community.  Mr Costa should stop playing to the 
gallery at the expense of vulnerable people. 
 
Lastly, Mr Costa tries surreptitiously to equate “expenditure with expectations”.  
He should then explain why during 1988-96 the then GSLP Chief Minister, The 
Hon J Bossano rejected the expectations of various representative groups 
because he deemed it to be too expensive.  This happened when members of 
the Board of Governor’s at Mount Alvernia asked for an increase in the 
Government grant in order to open the floors that were closed at Mount Alvernia, 
or when the then ‘Handicapped Society’ asked the then Government to open the 
residential home at Dr Giraldi Home that had been closed for over 2 years 
because according to Mr Bossano employing professional people to run the 
home was too expensive. 
 
The fact remains that the Opposition GSLP/Liberal Alliance are nervous about 
the public knowing the facts in the allocation of funding as a comparison between 
the GSLP Government against the GSD one, so as to show who is more 
compassionate with vulnerable people. 
 
As the table attached to this Press Statement highlights, when in Government the 
GSLP increased the total Social Affairs budget by £1,228,000 or 191.3% , whilst 
the GSD Government has increased the total Social Affairs budget up till March 
2010 by £12,817,620 or 685.4%.  This represents an increase in ‘Real Terms’ by 
the GSLP of 106%, against an increase in ‘Real Terms’ by the GSD of 489.6%.   
 
Given the above, the only conclusion that vulnerable people and the community 
in general can deduce is that the GSD Government has demonstrated in deeds 
that it has an enormously better record in the caring of vulnerable people and in 
the development of services than they had in the past.   
 


