THURSDAY 18TH JUNE 2009

The Speaker, the Rt Hon Sir Peter Kenilorea took the Chair at 9.48 am.
Prayers.

ATTENDANCE

At prayers, all were present with the exception of the Minister for Planning & Aid Coordination; Culture & Tourism; Foreign Affairs; Mines, Energy & Electrification; National Reconciliation & Peace; Fisheries & Marine Resources; Environment & Conservation; Lands and Survey; Police & Security and Correctional Services; Agriculture & Livestock; Infrastructure & Development; Forestry; Women, Youth & Children and the Members for West New Georgia/Vona Vona, West Guadalcanal, Ngella, North West Choiseul, West Are Are, Temotu Nende, Lau/Mbaelelea, East Malaita, East Makira, Temotu Vattu, Shortlands, Nowrth West Guadalcanal,  Malaita Outer Islands and South New Georgia/Rendova.
BILLS
Bills – First Reading

The Traffic (Amendment) Bill 2009
Bills – Second Reading

The Traffic (Amendment) Bill 2009
Hon. TORA:  Mr Speaker, I move that the Traffic (Amendment) Bill 2009 be now the read the second time.  
Mr Speaker, I move that the Bill to amend the Traffic Act CAP 131 be read the second time.  Mr Speaker, transport is an important part of our daily lives that requires us to move from one area to another and from point A to point B.  With the variety of means and forms of transportation, road transportation through the use of motor vehicles is one of the most common forms of transportation that citizens of this country use, in particular in urban areas.  
Mr Speaker, this government has made a commitment to improve our system of transportation and its infrastructure in order to facilitate social and economic development and wellbeing of this country.  You will note that in the last two sittings of this Parliament, we have passed Acts in relation to civil aviation and maritime transportation.  In addition to that, we have also passed the National Transport Act that will facilitate the much needed funding of our transport infrastructure, development and maintenance.
Mr Speaker, the impetus of this amendment is the improvement of our public service vehicle system and operations and some of the problems associated with the operation of the system and the behavior of drivers and conductors of public service vehicles.

Mr Speaker, the objectives of the Bill are: -
(a) to establish the road Transport Board to take over the regulation of licensing of motor vehicles and drivers but retaining the operational functions to be carried out by existing officers;

(b) to expand the regulation making powers in relation to public service vehicles;

(c) to introduce the on-the-spot fine system;

(d) to deal with the problem of ex-civil servants retaining government vehicles when they leave the Service.

Mr Speaker, the objectives of the Bill will ensure that the functions and powers under that Act are well coordinated, administered and enforced to ensure safety on our roads.  The Amendment Bill will allow for proper administration and better enforcement of our traffic laws, which will include on-the-spot fines, appointment of enforcement officers and undertaking of prosecution in the Magistrates Courts by officers of the Board for minor offences.  This will not take away the overall function of the Police in the enforcement of traffic laws as part of their law enforcement role.  The Board and the Police will coordinate their efforts in order to make our roads safe.


Mr Speaker, the Board will be responsible for carrying out the functions and powers under the Act for the registration and licensing of motor vehicles and licensing of drivers, including formulation of road transport policies for consideration by government.  The Board will delegate its functions and powers to the Principal Licensing Officer, licensing officers, inspectors and examiners who are currently performing those functions and powers.  

Mr Speaker, the preparation of this Bill began last year.  Stakeholders were consulted during the formulation of its policies on the proposed amendments.  Most of the subcommittees agree that our Traffic Act requires amendment.


Mr Speaker, as mentioned above, the impetus of this Bill is the status of our public service vehicle system.  The operations of our public service vehicles need to be improved to the satisfaction of users.  The public service industry has grown enormously in the last few years, evidenced through the big increase in mini-buses and taxis on our roads.  Mr Speaker, the users are our ordinary citizens who deserve better service from those who ply their business in public service vehicles.  Their desire to make money should not be compromised with the convenience and safety of the traveling public.  


Mr Speaker, I understand that some of the current problems in relation to public service vehicles are:
(a) inconsistency in charging of fares;

(b) inspections;

(c) consumption of liquor and other substances;

(d) conduct and dress code of drivers and conductors;

(e) use of standard fares by taxis;

(f) regulation of operators;

(g) use of radios and other devices.

Mr Speaker, there is no doubt that improving the standard of our public service vehicles and further regulating the drivers and conductors would involve cost to the operators.  However, the costs in improvements are necessary to ensure the safety and convenience of the traveling public.


Mr Speaker, when this Bill is enacted and comes into operation, regulations will be made to improve the standard of our public service vehicles, such as regulating fares and conduct of drivers and conductors, which include regulating tinting of taxis and also exploring the use of meters in our taxis.  

Mr Speaker, the on-the-spot fine system will facilitate enforcement of breach of our Act on the roads by drivers.  Mr Speaker, the system allows the offender to admit the offence and pay the fixed penalty fine or to defend the matter in court.  The fixed penalty will be a fixed amount set out in the regulations, and will be not more than one-fifth of the maximum penalty prescribed in the Act.  For example, if the maximum fixed fine in the Act is $1,000, the fixed penalty will be $200.  Mr Speaker, in most cases, these offenders will be caught in the act, such as speeding or drink driving.  An advantage will be the easing of cases in the Magistrate’s Courts.  Mr Speaker, whether or not such notice is to be issued will depend on the type of offence and the seriousness of such offence.  The offence to be subject to this system will also be specified in the regulations. 

Mr Speaker, the enforcement officers will only issue the notice and the offender will then be required to pay the fine in the Magistrate’s Court otherwise the notice will be converted into a summons in court if the offender fails to pay the amount within the period given.


Mr Speaker, with the foregoing explanation, I commend the Traffic (Amendment) Bill 2009 to the House and I beg to move.  

Mr Speaker:  Thank you Honorable Minister, I understand you wish to adjourn the debate on the Bill.

Hon. Tora:  Mr Speaker, to allow the Bills and Legislation Committee time to consider the Bill and to enable the Committee table its report, I move that debate on the Bill be adjourned until the next government day.  Thank you.

The Bill adjourned to the next sitting day 

MOTIONS

Mr Speaker:  Honorable Members, today debate continues on the motion moved by the Honorable Prime Minister on Tuesday this week that Parliament resolve itself into a committee of the Whole House to consider findings, conclusions and recommendations of the report of the Commission of Inquiry into the 18th April 2006, Honiara Civil Unrest.  

I kindly remind all Members who wish to speak to please continue their debate to the general principles of the report and not its detailed contents. 

Mr WAIPORA:  Mr. Speaker, I would like to take the floor this morning to contribute to the debate, which other Members of this House have already contributed to, and I must thank the Honorable Prime Minister for moving this motion.  

Mr. Speaker, in fact the report we are debating today is not the report of the Commission of Inquiry.  It is an extracted version of the report of the Commission of Inquiry established by the executive Government of Solomon Islands.  The actual report of the Commission is not here, but it is an extraction but of the two volumes of books produced by the Commission of Inquiry.  
Mr. Speaker, in saying that, I think somehow successive governments must consider how we are going to deal with reports like that because may be legislation does not allow us and that is why we continue to extract reports of Commissions of Inquiry where only the Cabinet is allowed to look at the proper one and only two or three bones left of it are brought to Parliament. 

Mr. Speaker, I am saying this because I was appointed chairman of one of the Special Select Committees of Parliament in the past.  And having done the job we produced two books called the report of the committee and the other one was called the records of the findings of the committee.  What happened was that because I was not a Member of Parliament at that time I could not debate those reports.  May be they were debated or not but I was not a Member of Parliament at that time and so I do not know what happened at that time as I only produced those two volumes of books.  
Mr. Speaker, I presented those two books during a ceremony that took place over there in the conference room.  The report called ‘the records’, all of us do not know what happened to it because after I submitted it to the Minister, it was submitted to the Commissioner of Police and remained there, and I do not know what happened to it.  But the people of Kwaio came after me and asked for the report. They were asking why the ‘Waipora report’ did not come out for them to know what really happened.  I want to emphasize that because we must find ways of enabling original reports to be available to parliament because many of such reports are still coming.  
The two volumes of reports the Honorable Prime Minister has mentioned is not seen and known by the Parliament of Solomon Islands while foreigners know about the reports.  Yes, they know it.  You would hear information coming from Australia saying this and that.  The news people really know what to say and do 
Mr. Speaker, my main point here is that we must try and find ways to have such reports made available to Parliament.  May be legislation does not allow us to do that and that is why any government of the day that receives reports like this seen to be very sensitive in nature have to be extracted so that only parts of it are taken to Parliament for Members of Parliament to see.  The concern here is that I thought Parliament is the supreme seat of this country and yet it has been deprived of important matters.  That is my view.  

Mr. Speaker, the other thing I want to mention here as well is that last year the Honorable Member for Central Guadalcanal moved a motion asking parliament to deal with land issues and how many people coming in here and all that, but that motion was defeated just because the government thought the motion was very sensitive otherwise other issues might be raised.  
Mr. Speaker, where are we going to sort out sensitive issues of this country?  That is what I want to know.  I would have thought that this Parliament is the highest body on the land to solve sensitive issues like that.  That is how I understand it.   But I am just wondering whether it is possible for the West Makira MP to have access of these two volumes rather than this one because that is what I want to read.  

Hon Fono (interjecting): We will give you.  You will have a copy of it.  

Mr Waipora:  Thank you Deputy Prime Minister because you are going to give me a copy because I would like to see it.  I do not want to see the bone of the report.  I want to see the meat of the report.

Mr Speaker, because I have not seen what those people who were legally appointed to deal with this issue, I did not read their report and so I am not going to support this motion.  I will be alone in opposing this motion because I cannot go along with something that my Parliament has been deprived of; the Parliament of the people of this country and yet foreigners have access to it.  I can tell you this; do not hide it from us and we cannot allow this to go on.  
Mr Speaker, once we allow foreigners heading the security of this country and they boss over the wealth of this country, it does not matter how many laws we have passed in this Parliament those laws would be just powerless.  I want to tell you this. 
I have a heart for my country and that is why I am talking this way, and this is the place I must express what I have in mind.  I would like to warn every one of us running the government that let us not be fooled by Australia.  I must repeat again that let us not be fooled by Australia.  


You see, Mr Speaker, if Taiwan stops giving the RCDF by the end of this month because some MPs did not retire their RCDFs, do you think you will have money?  The aid funding from Australia that we are always proud of is hardly seen.  You would see that the Deputy Prime Minister cannot give us the RCDF and we will be hanging in the air.  Those are the things I am concerned about, and that is why I am going to oppose the motion because I want to see the full report of the Commission of Inquiry.  With those few remarks, Mr Speaker, I oppose the motion.
Hon. FONO:  Mr Speaker, I feel like contributing because some very good statements were made by my colleague, MP for West Makira.

At the outset, Mr Speaker, I would like to thank the Prime Minister for seeing it fit in moving this motion so that Parliament looks at the report.  Mr Speaker, I understand it is the first of its kind for a Commission of Inquiry report to be tabled in this House.  The MP for West Makira was referring to the Standing Select Committee’s report on the findings of 10 Kwaio men who went missing some years back.  I cannot recall whether the report was tabled in the House or not.  But as I have said it is the first of its kind for a public inquiry report to be tabled in the House, and so I give credit to the government for seeing it fit in tabling this report so that we look at the findings, the recommendations, conclusions as provided for in this report.  Similarly, I would also like to thank the current Leader of the Opposition being the Prime Minister then, heading the GCCG government for initiating the public inquiry into the April riots.  Indeed credit must go to the Prime Minister of the GCC Government.


Mr Speaker, much have been said about the report on how it was condensed into this smaller version to be presented here in Parliament.  I believe this is not a skeleton.  The meat referred to by the MP for West Makira is also inside the report because it outlines the terms of references, the findings and recommendations.  Of course, the government has put into the report policy issues that government is trying to put in place to address some of the findings in the report.  So it is not a skeleton as per se, but there is meat to the report.  If my good Members of Parliament including the Deputy Leader of Opposition have read the report carefully, they would have seen the findings and recommendations and policy initiatives that government is trying to put in place to address it.  I for one think that if those two volumes had come to Parliament, I do not think every Member of Parliament would have read them.  Members do not normally read reports and that is why their debates went out of context in most instances.  

Having said that, I believe the report here reflects the findings or even identified some of those groups seen outside on the 18the June of that Black Tuesday.  

Mr Speaker, I will not dwell on the issues or the root causes of what transpired during the April 18th, 19th and 20th but I believe my contribution would bring to light recommendations that this government or any future governments need to look at in order to address the pressing issues so that our nation does not go through another similar situation in the future.  Whilst other Members have dwelt on the findings or what transpired during that period, I will not do so, but I will only make some simple recommendations for the present government and any future governments to address.


Mr Speaker, first on the rearming of the Police.  As a sovereign nation, I think that time is now right for the Government to look at rearming the Police Force, especially the Rapid Response Unit to be able to curb such upheavals if they happen, not only here in Honiara but throughout the nation.  Mr Speaker, I am speaking from my heart in regards to this issue.  
In the past we find that even without RAMSI our police officers are able to address similar incidences in the past, just because they were armed, and when they came on the spot they addressed the situation.  What transpired on the 18th, 19th and 20th, even the burning down of the China Town, our police officers were really in a weak position to address the situation.  Mr Speaker, and mind you that criminal elements or activities have developed to a stage that police officers must be armed to address the ever increasing criminal activities.


Much has been said about rearming of the police force, which the civil society groups, the women groups and others have vehemently opposed.  I am talking here as a member of the Cabinet and Cabinet is yet to decide on that, but that is my recommendation and how I see it if we are to progress forward as a sovereign nation into the future.


The Rapid Response Unit of the Police Force must be strengthened so that any criminal activities happening within the city or outside of our nation or even in rural areas can be promptly and adequately addressed by the Unit when directed.

When we look at similar incidences in the past where rioting, and if we can recall history it is now, but that can be used as an example of how our Police Force, even without the help of foreigners, but armed are able to quell upheavals that happened at that time.  At the moment because they are not armed to be able to address upheavals, criminals look down on our police, they do not respect the enforcers of law and order.  That is my first point as a recommendation.  This government or future government needs to look at rearming of the Police Force, more especially the Rapid Response Unit so that when any similar situation happens, the Unit is called upon to address it.  With the guns, I believe the criminal elements would fear the law enforcers.

My second point is in terms of what transpired during that time which made people perceive the Government of Sir Allan Kemakeza who took office from 2001-2005 as being corrupt.  Mr. Speaker, that perception itself does not warrant labeling a government corrupt if it is not proved in any court of law.  Mr. Speaker, I was part of the Opposition during that term, but towards the end of that term I joined that government.  I believe the charity fund perception made people to think Sir Allan’s Government diverted their money somewhere else and that is why they blame his government as corrupt.  It is the charitable fund where people only bought $200 investment fee and were expecting $1.2million to receive.  My goodness, who on earth could only pay $1.2million for $200 investment.  Not one person in the world, not even an organization that I know of in the world would make such payment.  Because of the ignorance of our people those who are educated really brainwashed them.  And this is still going on.  Some of my relatives came and asked me if the purported money has already come through the government.  I told them to go home and plant cocoa and you will have money.  Do not wait for money someone else is lying about to you.  
Mr. Speaker, if you go around the Anthony Saru building to the charity fund corner, you will find people still brainwashing our poor people, the rural based people who think the government spoilt their money.  This is true because I was Deputy Speaker at that time and somebody told me that the charity fund money has come through the Central Bank.  I told him to go and bring me the documents of the transfer of money, which account in the bank the money came through, which bank in the world sent the money and so he went and never returned to see me.  That is the perception that people have, and it is a bad perception that we leaders need to educate our people.  Even the Central Bank’s warnings on that money scam were not accepted by the people.  So who are they going to accept, may I ask?  
It is that sort of mentally that is giving wrong perception to people that they took the law into their own hands and forced a democratically elected prime minister then, the current Finance Minister, to resign just after 8 days in office.  And that perception is still going around that the government is corrupt.  If anyone knows any Minister is corrupt go and report him or charge him and take him to court so that he loses his seat and goes to prison rather than branding governments and Ministers as corrupt.  That is the perception in the minds of our people and as a government we need to look at ways we could give out information to our people so that they have first hand information and people cannot fool them.  Because mind you, we are coming close to the elections next year and people would certainly brand others as corrupt.  You go around the Anthony Saru Building and you would see people congregating there.  I have wantoks coming back to brief me almost on a daily basis on what people are talking about on the streets labeling some of us here in Parliament as corrupt.  Some even through their own hard work set up their own businesses and are progressing but are also branded as corrupt.  My goodness!  Our people are struggling, and some of us leaders have established business even before we enter Parliament.  And God knows that we are here to govern our people and nation.  I am calling on our good people of Solomon Islands that if you are aware any Minister or MP is corrupt report him to the Police so that he could be investigated.  But do not think that just because a Member has a business undertaking and is progressing and prosperous that he uses the RCDF to prosper his business.  No, Mr. Speaker, not at all, it comes down to the honesty of us leaders.  If you want to dig the honesty of MPs, you dig in to it.  

These are the perceptions that caused people and let alone certain civil society groups that advocate good governance, transparency and accountability that brainwashed our people to go against the government. 


Mr. Speaker, I now come to my third recommendation.  What happened to us is not an isolated case.  Just turn on the TV and you will see that just last month they were riots in PNG against Chinese or Asian businessmen.  Other countries in the world, even our neighbor, the Kingdom of Tonga has its share of riots and burning against businesses not long ago.  
Mr. Speaker, I am of the view that it is high time government looks seriously at establishing a uni-trust so that we ask our Chinese business people to float some of the shares so that our people could participate in economic activities.  I have made that request to the Chamber of Commerce to do a feasibility study or find out if there is a possibility for the government to establish uni-trusts.  Uni-trust for those of you who do not understand is just like a stock market that if certain businesses want to raise their capitals they float shares through the uni-trust.  May be our people have money but they do not know where to invest their money and that is why they go into money scams like the charity fund.  I believe by establishing uni-trusts we can encourage our naturalized citizens and even certain foreigners operating here to float some of the shares of their companies in uni-trusts so that local people can participate in business undertakings provided they do not come asking to borrow money every time.  I think that is the way to go.  
I am seriously looking at the government studying that possibility of establishing a uni-trust so that shares can be floated through market and our people can share in some of those business undertakings so that they feel they are part of the business activities happening in the country because they cannot start their own business.  This will make them feel they are owners of businesses and they will not burn down properties and businesses.  
I see this as way forward and the governments need to look at establishment of a uni-trust and then we ask our business people both naturalized citizens and Solomon Islanders to float some of their shares in the stock market so that our people can buy shares and feel they are part of the ownership of business undertakings that are going on in our country.  That is an area I believe the government needs to look at, whether it be this government or future governments in order to allow our people to participate in business activities.  It shows to me that people can afford it and that is why they joined money scams like the charity fund.  Our people thought those money schemes are worthwhile investments and that is why they bought shares in those money schemes like the charity fund, the AM, the IP and you name them.  Therefore, I think with a uni-trust properly established and registered, people can buy shares in business undertakings.  This is a way forward to preventing disturbances from happening because our people are part owner in business activities in urban centers like Honiara.  


Secondly, Mr. Speaker, land issues which may have triggered that incident covered in the report is also very, very important.  There are Solomon Islanders that have money and would like to go into property development commercial both here in Honiara and other urban centers but land is not acquired and so there needs to be land reform to our land system. 

Fourthly, and my final point, the government with development partners need to address the lack of government services within settlements in Honiara.  Sir, the report identified that settlements within the outskirts of Honiara have grown quite large that government services are not accessible in those settlements.  I am surprised because facilities within the town boundary are quite small that services like feeder roads, improved roads, good water supply system, good sanitation, health services and clinics can be done.  For example, there is no clinic for the whole of East Honiara, the outskirts of Naha and the surrounding settlements there.  If they need medical services they have to come down to Kukum clinic.  I am raising this concern, and it is good that the Honiara MPs are here, and so they could look into this with the Honiara City Council.  May be they should use some of the livelihood funds under the Ministry to build clinics and then ask the Ministry of Health to provide services.  If I can do that in my constituency why can the Members of Parliament here in Honiara not do it?  Build a clinic and get the Ministry of Health to provide medical services.  I did that, I built five clinics and I paid for the Nurse Aides that are providing services under RCD Funds.  Health is very important for our people.  What I suggesting to the Honiara MPs is one way of addressing the lack of services in the outskirts of Honiara.  Some rural based constituencies are quite big in terms of land mass and the population widespread.  But with proper planning and working together with authorities, I believe such services can be easily provided for our people.  

Those are the areas the government needs to look including our current Honiara Members need to look into health services, education facilities and improvement of water supply and sanitation, including the unemployed youths, which is a time bomb to this nation and as a government we need to address that.  

In addressing issues like that, I believe the recommendations in the report and the policy initiatives put in place by the government in the matrix needs to be taken on board, not only by this government but future governments to address so that the livelihoods of our people can be improved and we are seen to be addressing the poverty level that is quite prevalent within our urban centers. 

Sir, as I have said I am not going to dwell so much on the findings or what happened during those days but I am making four important recommendations or points that this government or future governments need to address so that there is not a repeat of what transpired on that Black Tuesday in April 2006.  Mr. Speaker, with these few remarks, I support the motion.

Mr. BOSETO:  Mr. Speaker, thank you for the opportunity for me to make a very brief contribution on the report of the Commission of Inquiry into the 18th April 2006, Honiara Civil Unrest.


First, Mr. Speaker, I thank the Prime Minister for presenting to this honorable Chamber this very important and challenging report with its findings, conclusions and recommendations, although I would have been more happier to have copies of the two original volumes.  

Mr. Speaker, there are a lot of things raised, identified and recommended for positive action within this report.  Mr. Speaker, the key statement in my opinion from this report, which I believe and support is No. 5 under “Past – Neglect” on page 3, and may I quote:  “Governments have consistently neglected urban settlements and urban development in Honiara to the extent that there is now a real need to revitalize basic services including urban land administration, town planning, building regulations, roads, water, sewage, and electricity”.  I think the last speaker mentioned some of these issues, which needs addressing.  “Institutional renovation in Honiara should focus on rethinking service delivery at the local and community government levels to ensure roads are maintained and the delivery of goods, clean drinking water, human waste treatment and the delivery of electrical power.  Key is the empowerment of settlements and communities to develop themselves.  There are unproductive public sector elements that need complete renovation; the Honiara City Council, Department of Lands, Prime Minister’s Office, Treasury, Provincial Government and the Department of Infrastructure.  The mindset of these entities needs changing and they need to be strengthened”, end of quote. 
Mr. Speaker, let me repeat what the last sentence of this key statement says, and that is “the mindset of these entities need changing and they need to be strengthened”, and these entities are the Honiara City Councils, Department of Lands, Prime Minister’s Office, Provincial Government and the Department of Infrastructure.  The mindset of these entities needs changing and they need to be strengthened.  To me, that is a positive. Mr Speaker, I also want to add the Ministry of Education to pay very close attention to this key statement.  

Mr Speaker, in order to dedicate our human resources and wisely commit our financial resources to practically action and administratively implement this key statement, every province must contextualize to focus on this key statement to reach government communities, leadership at wards and constituency levels.  Mr Speaker, we must be together to turn all our growing human resources or growing population into assets, and not into liability, to community, family, constituency, provinces and our nation as a whole.  

Mr Speaker, if our growing population is not turned into assets, we are maintaining and increasing them into liabilities, which will increase our dependence on money mentality or dollar dependency.  Traditionally, our forefathers emphasized in their families education where an individual boy or girl must develop their individual earning capacity so that they individually carry each their loads and bear one another’s burden.  One of the most important and urgent national policies to be implemented is the policy of decentralizing economy and the indigenization of democracy.  This means to take on provincial development plans as a matter of urgency to reduce lius or people doing nothing in Honiara or those who come to Honiara and do not carry their own loads but create more burdens to their relatives and employees in Honiara.  
Mr Speaker, I am grateful that the Choiseul Provincial Government has been trying to do this by producing the Choiseul Province Medium Term Development Plan from 2009 to 2011.  Decentralization of the economy and indigenization and contextualization of democracy is a matter of urgency.  
Mr Speaker, the indigenization of democracy, to me, is to recognize God’s design and order in this disordered world.  We have to start small because small is beautiful, and if any national or provincial plans that we design must recognize this small and diverse contextual identities as a living root, not dead roots as a living human roots of the human base of our parliamentary democracy in order to provide long term solutions to promote sustainable peace with justice, not without justice.  Sustainable peace with justice, the implementation of these national policy of decentralization where the strategies for bottom up and rural development are to embrace each other or kiss each other for the sake of turning our growing population into asset, must be auctioned without further delay.  
Mr Speaker, on my part I will continue, whether I am a Member of Parliament or not to make my contribution to support the implementation of this key statement, Number 5 under “past neglect”, because it is not past but continues to be with us.  
With those few remarks I resume my seat, Mr Speaker, and thank you.  

Sitting Suspended for 15 minutes

Mr Speaker:  Before we continue, I wish to inform the honorable House that the report on the inquiry into the death of the 10 Kwaio men was tabled as National Parliament Paper No.9 of 2004.  Thank you.  Are there any speakers to the motion?  The issue of quorum is not raised and so I do not really know where we go from here, AG.  Shall we wait?  I would like to give a little bit more chance to some more speakers but I am aware that I can adjourn Parliament under Standing Order 10(5).  I now ask the Prime Minister to wind up his speech on this particular motion.  
Hon. Sikua:  Mr Speaker, in winding up debate on this motion, I would like to thank all Members who contributed to the debate.  Mr Speaker, the government has heard the concerns raised by all Members of Parliament who have contributed to the debate and will take cognizance of those concerns.


The government’s decision to table this motion for debate, Mr. Speaker, as we can all acknowledge is indeed a first of its kind and a very noble and brave move as this is done in the best interest of our nation, Solomon Islands in mind.


Mr Speaker, as you are aware Standing Order 18(1) clearly states that when a motion for Parliament to resolve itself into a Committee of the whole House is moved, the debate upon such a motion should be confined to the general principles set forward in the Paper.  It is unfortunate that some Members of Parliament, instead of debating the general principles, sought to seek information which may be are facts or evidence rather than the general principles.

Mr Speaker, the motion clearly seeks consideration of the findings, conclusions and recommendations.  This is where the debate on the general principles should focus.  The matrix in annexure 2 of the Paper contains the Government’s responses to the Commission of Inquiry’s recommendations, conclusions and findings, which I have also asked all Members of Parliament to debate in my opening speech.  However, that has now gone and so allow me time to make brief responses to certain issues raised in the debate by Members, especially the issues raised by the Honorable Leader of Opposition.


Firstly, Mr Speaker, the idea of forming a select committee appointed by Parliament to look at the report is worthy of consideration.  However, the government has taken the decision to deal with the report the way it did because this is what the government thinks is the best way to deal with it. 

I note the comments made by the Honorable Member for West Makira, and the issue he raised was something that was done by a Special Select Committee through a private Member’s Motion, which I think was moved by the then Member for East Kwaio.  As the Member for West Makira explained, the Committee he chaired came up with a report but in the end it was a much shorter version of the findings that was tabled in Parliament in May of 2004.  I do believe that a copy of the report was given to the then Minister for National Unity Reconciliation and Peace, and the report is somewhere in that office.  But a much slimmer version of that report was the one that was tabled in Parliament much like what we have done for the Commission of Inquiry into the April 2006 Honiara Civil Unrest.  I have a copy of the report that was tabled in Parliament with me, and it is also of the same nature that we have also done.  The report contains just the main findings and recommendations.  

I do believe that even if we do have a special select committee to look into these two volumes of the Commission of Inquiry into the April riots 2006 civil unrest in Honiara, which are very, very thick, it would do the same as we have done.  I have those two volumes with me in my hands.  Volume 1 comprises the parts which we have put in the paper we are tabling in Parliament and the chapters which are basically evidences the Commission of Inquiry got from interviews.  The second volume is basically written submissions bounded together to form the second volume.  I believe that even if we get a special select committee to look into these two reports, in the end it would have made the decision the government has made.  The committee would have come up with something that we have in the paper that is before Parliament now and, of course recommendations to the extent that they would call on the government to make up programs and strategies for the government to address issues raised in the report.  Whichever way you might look at it, whether it is through a special select committee or through what we have done, I think the same result would have arisen.  Of course, we all know that the Act itself, the Commission of Inquiry Act does not prescribe the manner the report will be dealt with by the Prime Minister upon receipt of the report from the Committee.  I therefore believe that the government has done what it should have done and as this is the first of its kind, and a very brave and noble move, I hope what we have done is acceptable to Parliament.  

Mr. Speaker, there have been issues and comments made to the extent that the government in coming up with what we have got is trying to hide something.  Is the government trying to hide something?  Or was the report being withheld because of conflict of interest reasons?  Or indeed, as was raised by some colleagues in the House that is Australia behind this?  
Mr. Speaker, the simple and honest answer is no.  The government is not being influenced by any party whether in the country or outside of the country to take the decision it has taken.  I want to dispel any beliefs that we have been unduly influenced by forces whether outside or inside of the country to withhold parts of the report.  As I have already explained, the decision to withhold parts of the report must be viewed in terms of the volatile security concerns that follow immediately the events of Honiara riot of April 2006. 

Sir, in actual fact the three crucial parts of the report are before us and the issues that are covered under each of them are taken directly word of word from the final report of the Commission of Inquiry that was submitted to me.  They are not edited versions of the final report of the Commission of Inquiry.  The only part of the report before us that is not taken from the Commission’s final report is annexure 2, which contains the matrix of the governments’ responses to the Commission of Inquiry’s findings, conclusions and recommendations.  The matrix was formulated by the taskforce we have set up to assist the government in implementing the findings, conclusions and recommendation of the Commission.  I can tell you that what we have is a product of various submissions to Cabinet.  We have thought through this whole thing very, very carefully and the outcome is the paper that is before us. 
We, as a government, fully endorse the idea that the report is an important source of information to aid policy formulation and therefore this has been demonstrated in the matrix in Annexure 2 where it reflects the CNURA’s standing policies in addressing the recommendations, conclusions and findings of the Commission of Inquiry’s report.  

Mr. Speaker, I must admit that there would be gaps and where there are gaps, the government is committed to look into those issues and develop appropriate policy responses as time goes on.  Of course, things will outlive the life of this government and this Parliament, and I hope that succeeding governments will continue to look into these issues and address them in an attempt to put our country back on a good footing and a brighter future.    


On the government’s view that the terms of reference is too broad as contained in the Paper, Mr. Speaker, I would like to say that the government is fully entitled to its views on the report.  Nevertheless as a government that listens we have taken onboard the recommendations and as can be seen from the matrix, the government is addressing all the recommendations.  For instance, on environment issues, the Ministry responsible for environment has already implemented relevant remedial measures as contained in the National Adaptation Program of Action that is currently being handled by my hard working Minister for Environment, Conservation and Meteorology.  The National Adaptation Program of Action has been published recently and we also have the environmental regulations that go with it.  It is therefore incorrect and misleading to say that the government is brushing aside those issues because of the government’s views of the terms of reference is too broad.  In fact we are tackling the issue of environment head on being headed by the hard working Minister for Environment, Conservation and Meteorology.  We hope that future governments will carry on this important work.  Whilst on the issue of the terms of reference, I wish to put the records right that when the honorable Leader of Opposition was saying that the terms of reference which concerns the two Members of Parliament was part of the final terms of reference, I want to point out, and if the Leader could recall that, that particular terms of reference was dropped and therefore did not form part of the final terms of reference for the Commission of Inquiry.  


On the issue that was raised that the government is watering down corruption in terms of what appears in the Paper before us, Mr Speaker, I want to say on the contrary to that belief, we are not watering down the issue that corruption is rife in government and the society.  We as a government recognize that corruption is a problem and as a government we have already put in place what we consider as the appropriate policy response through the establishment of a high level Anti-corruption Taskforce.  The fundamental role of this Taskforce is to develop a national anti-corruption policy framework aimed at forming the basis for long term reform.  It also coordinates the implementation of the CNURA Government’s anti-corruption agenda, which includes the Political Party Integrity Bill to address political corruption and governance, and I hope this Bill will be tabled at this current sitting.  Of course, the other anti-corruption mechanism that we are look at is the National Audit Office to ensure there is government accountability to detect corruption and mal-administration.  We also approved the United Nations Convention Against Corruption, and this is to increase our international profile on anti-corruption efforts and held to attract foreign investment. 
We also as a government are looking at setting up an independent commission against corruption, which will address corruption through prosecution and awareness and the freedom of information to address government accountability and transparency.  Overall, the report that is now before Parliament is looking at the big picture.  We know that we have problems and have issues to address but we must focus on where we want to go and we want our country to be in the future.  


With these few remarks, I once again thank those who have contributed to the debate on this important report and wish to stress that the government will do its best to implement the recommendations of the Commission as contained in the report.  Thank you, Mr Speaker, and I beg to move.  

Hon Sogavare:  Mr Speaker, point of order.  I should have raised this matter when the Prime Minister made reference to the two terms of reference that made specific reference to the two Members of Parliament.  I just need to put the records right that I was prime minister of the country when these terms of reference were a subject of dispute by the legal fraternity and it ended up in court.  And the court ruled that there is nothing wrong with those terms of reference.  I did not officially dropped those two terms of reference from the Commission of Inquiry but there is understanding between the government and the Commission of Inquiry that it is up to them if they decide to pursue that matter.  But there is nothing wrong with those two terms of reference and the court did not rule that they are illegal.  As prime minister of the country then, we did not decide to drop those two terms of reference, but they continue to form part of the terms of reference of the Commission but were not pursued by the Commission.  I just want to put that record right, Mr Speaker. 

Mr Speaker:  Thank you honorable Leader of Opposition.  I will put the question now.  

The motion was passed

Committee of the Whole House

Hon. Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, thank you.  I am not sure but I just want to place before the government whether it is appropriate for us to continue look at this report.  We have a lot to read through and I am not sure whether the Prime Minister could adjourn the deliberations at the Committee to give us time to properly read this report.  All the debates have been on the main principles of the matter but we have not properly read the reports so that we can contribute effectively in the Committee.  I am wondering whether the Prime Minister can be gracious enough to allow this request so that we can read this report properly.  And also the Bills and Legislation Committee, if you decide to proceed I will absent myself to attend the meeting of the Bills and Legislation Committee.  I am just putting that request before Parliament and that is if Parliament wants to continue I will not be here to participate. 

Mr Chairman: Thank you honorable Leader of Opposition.  This morning there was adjournment on the general debate of the Traffic Bill by the Honorable Minister for Police for reasons that time needs to be given to members of the Legislation and Bills Committee, for which apparently you are a member.  The honorable Leader of Opposition is simply asking whether or not we could adjourn debate at the committee of whole house on this Paper.  It is up to the Prime Minister.

Hon. Sikua:  I have no objection to that.

Mr Chairman: The honorable Prime Minister has no objection, and so we shall therefore adjourn the consideration at the committee stage of Paper No.13 until Monday.  
Parliament resumes

Hon. Sikua:  Mr Speaker, I beg to move that Parliament do now adjourn.

The House adjourned at 11.36 am.
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