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PARLIAMENT OF SOLOMON ISLANDS

DAILY HANSARD

TUESDAY 8TH APRIL 2008

SEVENTH MEETING

EIGHTH PARLIAMENT

SUGGESTED CORRECTIONS MUST BE MADE 
AND RETURNED TO HANSARD OFFICE
(ISSUED SUBJECT TO CORRECTION UPON REVISION)
MONDAY 7 APRIL 2008

The Speaker, Sir Peter Kenilorea took the Chair at 10.33 a.m.

Prayers

ATTENDANCE

At prayers, all were present with the exception of the Minister for Foreign Affairs & External Trade, Environment, Conservation and Meteorology and the members for West New Georgia/Vona Vona, West Guadalcanal, East Honiara, South Vella La Vella, North Guadalcanal, Shortlands, North West Guadalcanal and South New Georgia/Rendova/Tetepare.

Mr Speaker:  Honorable Members of Parliament, I am privileged to make this announcement and make a statement under Order 13 this morning.  This is in relation to a training workshop for Members of Parliament on the role of parliamentary committees.


Before we proceed with today’s business, I would like to inform Honourable Members that upon my request, the Centre for Democratic Institutions in conjunction with the National Parliament Office and the UNDP Parliamentary Strengthening Project is organizing a two days training workshop for Members of Parliament to be held on the 16th and the 17th April 2008.

The focus of the training is on the role of parliamentary committees with emphasis on engaging the community through committee work.  The aim of the workshop is to assist the National Parliament in ensuring its parliamentary committees continue to improve their performance.  Members will gain greater appreciation of the value of parliamentary committees as a means of taking Parliament to the people, thus enabling Members to be better informed about community views or providing a bridge between Members constituents’ concerns and broader community interest for promoting public debate and scrutinizing the executive and contributing towards better governments through a more informed administration and policy making process.


The workshop will be facilitated by distinguished presenters with extensive parliamentary experience including Senator Kay Patterson, Senator for Victoria Parliament of Australia and Honourable Moses Maladina, Member for Isala Open and Chair, Parliament and Select Committee on the Ombudsman’s Commission, National Parliament of Papua New Guinea.


Senator Patterson has held a number of positions on senate committees including chairing the Environment, Communications and Arts Committee.  In 1998 she was appointed Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Immigration, and in addition was appointed Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Foreign Affairs in 2000.  In 2001 she was appointed to Cabinet as Minister for Health and Aging, and in 2003 as Minister for Family and Community Services and Minister Assisting the Prime Minister for Women’s Issues.  She resigned from the Ministry in 2006 and will retire from the senate in June this year.

Honourable Moses Maladina is currently Chairman of the Parliamentary Select Committee on the Ombudsman’s Commission of the National Parliament of Papua New Guinea.  Having served previously as Deputy Prime Minister, Minister for Agriculture and Minister for National Planning, Mr Maladina is a qualified agriculturalist and has practiced as a barrister and solicitor.  Before joining Parliament, Mr Maladina also served as Managing Director of Air New Guinea and was PNG’s High Commissioner to New Zealand.


I request all Ministers and Members to make themselves available to attend this very important workshop that will contribute towards strengthening this Parliament for the betterment of our people.  To assist Members, I have allotted the workshop days as sitting days and the usual sitting day arrangements will be in place in terms of assistance and entitlements.


Thank you once again, honourable Members.
BILLS

Bills – Committee of Supply
The 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008

Mr Speaker:  Honourable Members in accordance with the adjournment of the proceedings of the Committee of Supply on Friday the 4th April, the House will now resolve into Committee of Supply to continue and conclude with its consideration of the 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008.

(Committee of Supply resumes)

Mr Chairman:  Honorable Members, this is our last day to consider the 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008 in the Committee of Supply.  As such, we must complete our business on the Bill before we adjourn for the day.  We made good progress last week and so I encourage Members to be brief and straight to the point.

While on that subject, I will keep a close eye on the clock and by afternoon we are not going too slowly, I will exercise my discretion under Standing Order 63(3) and put a time limit on each commitment.  That is if I find we are going a little bit too slow.  When we get to the clauses in the bill we will deal with the three amendments that appear on today’s Order Paper.  The first and the easiest of these proposed amendments are simply typographical errors.  Previously, I was to deal with this using Standing Order 58(2) prior to the Third Reading but since we are all aware of these small mistakes, we might as well deal with them formally as amendments in Committee.  This is why the three proposed amendments are now on today’s order paper as per Standing Order 51(2).  I will call on the Minister to move at the appropriate time.  
Again during our deliberation today, please be mindful of the rules sir, relating to debates of heads under Standing Order 64(3) so that we can refrain from debate and ask direct questions.
Development Estimates (continues)

Head 480 – Ministry of Forestry and Research
Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, sub item 0686 funded by ROC Strategic support to reforestation.  For the benefit of the House, can the Minister just brief Parliament as to how the government will implement this project?

Hon Kemakeza:  Mr Chairman, for the benefit of the House I have given instructions to my staff to issue what we called the Operational Manual for all Members of Parliament, and this shall be provided in your pigeonholes.

Mr Waipora:  Mr Chairman, before we go further into this book, I did not see what I was going to ask today.  But what is the word “non appropriated funds?”  When you look through this book, Mr Chairman, on the left side is consolidated funds and on the right side is non appropriated fund.  
In my own interpretation, Mr Chairman, and this has to be made clear to me, when we come to this appropriation bill, we are going through the schedule and these two books came in with no appropriated funds and now we are going to appropriate them, which means we are going to approve them.  But on my left side is consolidated and so it means they are asking us to approve them and then on my right is ‘non-appropriated funds’.  Are we going to pass this heads but they will still be non-appropriated?  That is my question.
Hon Rini:  Mr Chairman, appropriated funds are funds that we vote for and we have control over, and which also comes to our consolidated fund.  We called it consolidated funds because that is what we vote for.  Non-consolidated funds are not controlled by us and are not voted for by Parliament.  That is the difference.
Mr Soalaoi:  Mr Chairman, my question is on strategic support to reforestation.  I want to ask our good Minister to assure the House because in the past the absence of administrative mechanisms in project funds has led to misappropriation or allocating funds for one purpose to another.  I want my good Minister for Forestry to assure the House that these project funds for reforestation will not be used for other purposes.  
I am asking this question because we have had experienced this in the past where project funds ended up being used for other purposes that are not in the budget.  I just want assurance from our good Minister for Forestry on this $8 million for reforestation.

Hon Kemakeza:  Mr Chairman, this is reforestation and we need somebody to help us make sure we plant the trees for the best value.  Somebody must show us how to plant trees.  For that reason some of the money under this development estimate will go to staffs who are already in the provinces whom we called ‘extension officers’ and ‘forestry officers’ to assist tree growers to make sure they use the right seeds, make proper nurseries so that they are planted it gives us the best value.  It is part and parcel of this project.  It is not just throwing seeds in the bush so that they grow.  There has to be logistics for extension officers and forestry officers seconded to the provinces to assist farmers for this purpose. 

Hon Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, just a general comment on the question raised by the Member for West Makira.  Although we do not have control over the projects implemented by the development partners in the country, these projects are actually implemented in Solomon Islands.  The fact that it appears as memorandum in the Budget shows we have some vested interest on them as Parliament.  And I was wondering whether there are any reporting systems available for the government to know exactly what aid donors are doing at the various sectors on behalf of the government.
Sir Kemakeza:  Mr Chairman, the point raised by the Leader of the Opposition is quite important, and this is the direction that not only Forestry but other Departments are also taking to discuss with development partners to come onboard.  
If you look at the Forestry Management Project Phase two, we are negotiating with the first three, which is exactly what the Leader of the Opposition is trying to ask aid donors that would like to assist us to plant trees.  It is enough of research work and writing of reports and TAs.  This is an issue my Ministry is starting to negotiate with the various aid donors or development partners that are more interested to assist us in our reforestation programs in the country.  

Mr Agovaka:  There has been mention of our forest or logs depleted of various species.  I am looking at strategic support to forestry - down streaming processing.  Can the Minister inform the House if there is any legislation now in place to support the down stream processing of logs to limit the sale of round logs?  
Secondly, is there any legislation to protect the kauri species of tree in the Temotu VATTU Constituency?  As you know, last year when we went there, we were told of a logging company harvesting kauri trees there.  Can the Minister inform us if there is any legislation to protect that tree as well as to police that legislation? 

Sir Kemakeza:  Thank you Member for Central Guadalcanal.  The law is there already that certain species are restricted and their round logs cannot be exported like vitex, liki and kauri is one of them.  That is catered for under the present law of the forestry.


However, we are now reviewing the 1996 Forestry Act to take care of the very important point raised by the Member for Guadalcanal.  And at the moment, as I said, there is legislation that takes care of the point raised by the Leader of Independent.  .

Head 480 - $12,000,000 - agreed to.

Head 481 - Office of the Prime Minister and Cabinet.

Mr Sogavare:  May be for the benefit of the House, sub item 5799.  Can the Prime Minister just brief Parliament what is that project for?  

Hon Sikua:  This allocation covers the operational costs of the Constitutional Reform Program.  It is being projectized to allow the government to better monitor the progress of planned activities and to make intervention as and when necessary to fast track the completion of the constitutional reform program within the timeframe expected by the CINURA Government and all of us in this Parliament.  
The item caters for allowances such as stipends for the Constitutional Congress, allowances for members of the Eminent Persons Advisory Council and allowances for the Theme Committees.  (Remember we have seven theme committees).  This is for their sitting allowances, subsistence allowance, transport, accommodation, travel, venue hire and meals, and it also caters for provincial nominee tours and consultation.  That is what that provision is for.    

Mr Sogavare:  Sorry, Mr Chairman, I was actually referring to the next one, which is sub item 1222-5799. 

Hon Sikua:  This capacity building and strengthening project in the Office of the Prime Minister and Cabinet is to support the planned capacity building in the office of the Prime Minister and Cabinet.  We have it projectised to see that progress in our activities go according to our plans, and to allow for donors to partner with the office of the Prime Minister and Cabinet to build our capacity and capability.

What this project ought to do is we want to carry out a review of the existing capacity of the Office of Prime Minister and Cabinet and mechanisms across a range of core functions of the Office of Prime Minister and Cabinet to identify gaps, weaknesses that require strengthening. 
Mr Chairman, it is also to formulate a capacity development plan and coordination and management strategies that will provide sound framework for the strengthening of Office of the Prime Minister and Cabinet operations and performances across a core range of functions. 
Building on the constitutionally assigned responsibilities and functions of the Office of the Prime Minister and Cabinet, the Policy Statements and the translations of the CNURA Government, it would assist in the drafting of a coordination management strategy for the office and the management of government machinery including the corporate plan, annual management strategy and the capacity resource plan. 

Mr Chairman, we also want to review the organizational structure of the Office of the Prime Minister and Cabinet for better flow of work within the Office.  
Finally, it is to identify a program for possible technical assistance and other support for the office of the Prime Minister and Cabinet, such as a graduate employment scheme.  
On the main, those are the areas we want to address in this particular project.  

Mr Sogavare:  Thank you very much for that explanation.  Has the government identified anyone to carry out the review?

Hon Sikua:  At the moment, not yet.

Mr Waipora:  Thank you Honorable Prime Minister for your explanation on the Constitutional Reform.  People who live far in the provinces are not like us in Honiara who feel and understand what is going on.  What programs do you have in mind to inform, especially people who are very interested on state government?
Hon Sikua:  Media programs will be formulated by our Communication’s Unit but as the person responsible for broadcasting, I really want to see us improve the facilities of the SIBC, not only here in Honiara, but also in the provinces, particularly Temotu Province where we have the SIBC to be back in operation there and also as the Western Province.  Once the SIBC is strengthened our programs of awareness and information of our people in the Provinces can be formulated and carried out by the Government Communications Unit.  

Mr Agovaka:  Going back to capacity building and strengthening of the Office of the Prime Minister and Cabinet.  In our discussions of the Recurrent Estimates, I was looking at whether there are plans and programs to strengthen these two offices - the Leadership Code Commission and the Ombudsman.  Can the Prime Minister inform the House whether there are any plans for these two very important institutions?  

Hon Sikua:  Yes, I have on my desk some proposals to improve the work of the Office of the Ombudsman.  We will be looking at that proposal on how to move it forward as well as strengthening of the Office of the Leadership Code Commission.  Proposals are there and we will work on them as time goes on.

Mr Soalaoi:   Just a general question on constitutional reform.  How does the government see the involvement of politicians or legislators for that matter in the process of formulating our state government constitutions?  

My question came about because of the absence of legislators in the Constitutional Congress and other bodies.  Sitting Members of Parliament are not represented in those bodies.  

Whilst I know that it will come through Cabinet and eventually to Parliament when we politicians will have a say in the formulation of our Constitution, my concern is how the government sees the involvement of lawmakers in the initial process of formulating our Constitution.  That is just a general question on constitutional reform.  

Hon Sikua:  Before the Draft Federal Constitution comes into Cabinet, there will be a national convention where I would hope that all Members of Parliament will have the opportunity to make comments on the Draft Federal Constitution.  As well as that, there will be other forums that will be organized, and I would hope that a forum of all Members of Parliament can be convened to have a look at it before it finally gets to Cabinet and then onto Parliament as a bill.  
I have no doubt in my mind that there will be ample opportunity for us Members of Parliament to put our contribution on the Draft Federal Constitution.  

Head 481 - $5,318,000 agreed to.

Head 483 - Ministry of Police and National Security
Mr Oti:  There are two things here.  One is Police Post and another one is Police Station.  Project No. 483-1125-5799 – Buala Police Post.  Buala already has a police station, and so what is this.  There is a difference between a Police Station and a Police Post.  Is there another Police Post in that Police Station?
Hon Manetoali:  This Police Post at Buala is provision for renovation of Police houses and offices.  It is not for any new Police Post.  It is the same Police Station for improvement and building of houses, improving officers’ houses as well as renovating the office that they are currently occupying.

Mr Nuaiasi:   I just want to get some clarification on the second last item, which is Auki Police Housing.  Does this also include the maintenance and repair of Maka Police Station as well?

Hon Manetoali:  This Auki Police Housing is to build 10 new houses in 2008 and 10 new houses in 2009.  The current houses have sewerage problem as the land is swampy and water logged.  

Mr Usa:  On Page 23 there is community policing but there is no allocation for it in this year’s estimates.  I understand that in the recurrent estimates there is $20,000 for community policing.  If we look at some of the crimes that are on the rise in the community, can the Minister explain that he does not see community policing as very important?  .

Hon Manetoali:  You will not see any amount for community policing in the development estimates because community policing funds are not accessed by the Ministry although they appeared in previous development budgets of 2007 and 2006.  Because of that no community policing fund is allocated in 2008 because funds were not utilized previously.

Mr Wale:  I want to thank the Minister and the government for the important work on police housing as that contributes greatly to the morale of our police officers.  The question of Auki Police Housing, I just want to ask whether that also includes relocation because the current site of the police housing is flooded.  

Hon Manetoali:  Sir, yes.

Mr Usa:  Mr Chairman, still on community policing.  I would like to thank the Minister to say that they are the hidden budgets for that.  When you look at community policing, the only thing here is that logistics is very poor.  I want to tell the Minister to properly look into that and other community posts.  I think it needs very strong support in terms of logistic. 

I can give an example for us at the Kakabona Post.  The Post there lacks consistency, and most of the time people needing police assistance would have to come down to the Central Police Station or may be the White River Post.  
But as we all know there is an increase of marijuana, and homebrew in the community.  So, please Minister, take note of that so that whenever you disburse the funds for the community policing posts, please, a place like Kakabona is very important for you to pay very strong attention on because it is the doorway to Honiara.  People and youths living in those areas have increased the activities that are happening here in Honiara.  

Hon Manetoali:  Thank you for that.  I take note of that.  There are some funds in the recurrent budget to take care of that.
Sir Kemakeza:  Mr Chairman, I want us to really understand community policing.  Community policing belongs to the community.  The community must come forward to assist the police.  There should be a committee that is directly responsible for a community assisting the Police.  We must support the committee because we requested it.  
The Police can also have area constables placed around the Province to assist the Police.  I ask us to assist them.  I understand that area constables are quite different from a police post or police station.  Community policing belongs to the community and the community is to participate more.  We must help them. 

Church people, the chiefs, the elders, even Members of Parliament and Provincial Members are involved because it is a community initiated arrangement for us to help the Police to enforce law and order in our areas.  That is my profession and so that is what I understand about community policing.   

Mr Oti:  Mr Chairman, I was going to ask the same question but the Minister responsible for Forestry has assisted the Minister for Police.  In that regard, there is only an allocation of $40,000 in the recurrent estimates for community policing.  

For the previous year $3million was allocated under the development estimates.  Now with the explanation given that it belongs to the community, what component of community policing would the government be able to assist in so far as that resource allocation of $40,000 is concerned?  And if it was previously seen as a government initiative, it may be a new policy shift and the Prime Minister could explain that it no longer requires government intervention on community policing.  We need to get clarification on that.  

Now it is seen as community initiative or community policing, hence the absence of any allocation in the budget of substantial provision to assist community policing, because of this simple fact that last year’s $3 million allocation was not used.  Now because it becomes community-based, community-owned, community-driven, it is no longer required.  We need to get confirmation from the government on that.  That is the first question 
The second question is directly to the Minister concerned.  I understand that tender was awarded last year for rehabilitation of police housing in Lata, but up until now that project is yet to be implemented.  Under what allocation in this year’s budget is Lata Police Housing repair because it is not inside this year’s estimates?  It is a project that is ongoing.  Where will you source money for the contractors to do rehabilitation of Lata Police Housing, which was already awarded and they are waiting for Parliament to pass this Budget before they can go to work.  But here they do not have any allocation.  Can the Minister confirm where you will get money amongst the provisions inside the estimates for that project?  

Hon Manetoali:  In regards to the second question about Lata Police Housing, the money that will help out in Lata Police Station is taken of under Police Housing.  

Mr Usa:  I would like to make additional comments on community policing in relation to the statement I made earlier on today.  

The initiative of communities in trying to assist and police their communities is beside the point, I am raising.  The logistical support given to the Police Post so as to assist the local committee in the communities to drive community policing, is what I am trying to mention here.  Because at this stage it is too early for communities to really assist the Police Posts because we would not expect it like manna falling down from heaven to the community so that it does down well with everyone.
Unless the community policing committee established within a community settles down, with the community understanding the whole community policing benefits, it would be slow to go out from our original thinking..  

What I am trying to say here is that we must support the community police posts so that they in turn will support and assist the community policing committee, which we in here already have the committees.  
When you come to the last resort in solving any issues in the community, you cannot go to the committee but you have to go to the police posts.  What I want is for us to support the police posts.  

Hon Manetoali:  Mr Chairman, the points raised by the Honorable Member are points that the Police and the government will look at.  

Mr Maelanga:  Mr Chairman, I would like to talk on community policing, especially for our areas in East Malaita Constituency.  I can see community policing lacking in that area.  

I would like the Minister to concentrate more on community policing, especially in the rural areas where you will find a lot of criminal activities taking place but there is lack of police presence.  

As a former Police Officer I know that in the past Police always did patrols to the rural areas but today I can see that is lacking.  There is no Police presence in the rural areas.  Can the Minister put more efforts into community policing in our rural areas?  

Hon Manetoali:  If we look at the Police Force at the moment since the ethnic tension, the morale of the Police is very low.  Now we are starting to rebuild that morale again.  

First of all, the government has to look at infrastructures, especially houses so that Police Officers live in good houses, also the Police Stations must be in good conditions so that they have good offices to work inside and so forth.  When that is taken care of, we will then later move on to other areas like community policing, area constables that we used to have before.

But the priority of the government is to build infrastructures for strengthening of the Police Force.  .

Mr Ne’e:  I just want to ask about the Police Post at King George.  I thank the Minister that there is allocation for the Police Force at King George.  I just want to ask, when is work going to start.  We can hear on the radio that crime in that particular area is on the increase.  I want us to quickly work on this Police Post.  
I would also like to know whether logistics such as vehicles, housing etc, for the Police is included in the development budget?  

Hon Manetoali:   Thank you for the question.  The Police Post will be built straight after this meeting, as well as all the other projects.  

The Police Post at King George is a very important one.  What we are going to do is to construct a new police station to look after the Ranadi Industrial estate, Burns Creek, Panatina, Baranaba and those other areas.  

Mr Wale:  I would like ask about this last line at the bottom on fire fighting equipment, logistics and infrastructure.  The first question is whether there is some assessment on the adequacy of the fire service.  My second question is whether this line item is only for Honiara or it covers Auki as well as other centers that this service is present.  

Hon Manetoali:  This provision is for Auki and Gizo Fire Stations.  It is for construction of a fire station and procurement of equipment logistics.  

Mr Sogavare:  This is just a general question on the overall delivery of security services in the country looking at the participation of development partners and the Solomon Islands Government. 
Going back to the statement made by the Minister, and I fully agree with him.  The Force has actually demoralized, as a result of the ethnic crisis and it is important that we rehabilitate that Force.  

Sir, we argue over meager resource that is allocated to this particular sector by the Solomon Islands Government.  If you look at the other side of the page, almost $847million is provided by our development partners and $759million of that is actually tied up in technical assistance, in other words, human beings who are here.  

Mr Chairman, what is the government’s plan on this.  In fact, that amount if properly used can build Police Posts and Stations throughout the country.  I think all it needs now is for government to sit down with our friends to see where we can start to shift this assistance to address issues that really matter. 

Infrastructure, housing, police station, logistics are the things listed by the Minister.  I just want to find out from the Minister whether such talks are happening now with our friends so that we can put these resources to where they really matters and wind down on the existence of people who are just riding around vehicles in the Honiara roads with guns.

Hon Manetoali:  Mr Chairman, those are the areas the government is to look into with our friends who come into this area.  

The first point by the Honorable Leader of the Opposition is Project 0621, which is AusAID assistance to PPF for PPF emoluments and conditions of engagement in assisting the Solomon Islands Police Force in police work and capacity building.  

The second Project 0631 is New Zealand Police Assistance to RAMSI, which is nil at the moment, and the reason is unclear.  May be the Ministry of National Planning would be in a position to explain this.  The other two goes to National Judiciary - 0621 and 0631, and the last one is assistance to RAMSI Strengthened Assistance Criminal Justice Prisons for funds to build new prisons in four provinces of Auki, Gizo, Kirakira and Lata, and then funds to build housing for prison officers as buffer around the vicinity of new prisons, and lastly funds to fund expatriates in the Law and Justice Program - Prison Sector.  Thank you.

Hon Sikua:  Mr Chairman, just to add onto what the Minister has said in relation to the question raised by the Honorable Leader of Opposition.  

The draft partnership framework to look at areas of linkages and areas where we want RAMSI to be looking at is already available and will be discussed by all Permanent Secretaries in a meeting to be convened soon.  This is to look at this draft propose SIG RAMSI partnership framework.  It is something that we would want to see happen and completed before the next meeting of the Forum Ministerial Standing Committee on RAMSI in June.  Thank you.

Mr Waipora:  Mr Chairman, I just want to follow up on the question raised by the Honorable Member for Central Honiara, and that is about the King George VI Police Station.

I want to thank the government for putting provision in the budget for this project.  I thank the Minister of Police for having talks with the Republic of China and now we see money is available.

I just want to impress on the government, especially the Ministry of Youth and the Ministry of Home Affairs that have the responsibility.  The Ministry of Police has done its part.  All the criminals there are youths.  Mostly the youths are involved.  I would therefore like the Ministry of Youth and the Ministry of Home Affairs to work together.  The Ministry of Home must liaise with the Churches to work in trying to address criminal activities, and not just going to the Governor General asking him to convene Parliament Meeting.   

Mr Kwanairara:  Point or order.  Can you tell the MP to ask his question please?
Mr Chairman:  Could the MP ask the question, and could he ask it at the proper time, and the proper time is when we come to the heads of Home Affairs.  

Mr Waipora:  Mr Chairman, I think I am making a comment.  But I think you thought it is a debate.  

Mr Chairman:  You are allowed to ask your question.  What is the question? 

Mr Waipora:  My question is, if there are any plans for youths because as I know the SSEC Central Church has already started to go up and take afternoon services there.  What about the Ministry of Youth?  You should organize and rally something there because the Ministry of Police has already done its part.  That is my question.  

Hon Manetoali:  First of all, I would like to register the acknowledgement by the MP for West Makira.

Secondly, when we come to the Ministry of Youth or Home Affairs before you can ask your second question.  

Mr Nuiasi:  Mr Chairman, I just want to come back to the allocation for police houses.  Maka is the only Police Station in the southern region, and if you go there now you will see the Police using an old clinic as office and their staff houses are really run down.  

Can the Minister assure me that included in this police housing is provision for Maka Police Station too?  

Hon Manetoali:  I take note of the point raised by the Honorable MP for West Are Are.

Head 483 - $20,077,016 agreed to

Head 484 – Ministry of Provincial Government and Institutional Strengthening 
Mr Oti:  Mr Chairman, Project No. 7169-5799 -Reestablishment of the Guadalcanal Provincial Headquarters.  It is zero this year.  Is this project further pursued elsewhere or is it already completed or what is the government and the Guadalcanal Province plans on this particular project.

Hon Pacha:  All these projects will come under a newly established program called the PGSP.  

Mr Kengava:  The two projects on the Choiseul township development.  First, I am pleased to see an increase in that budget to $1million.  The point I want to raise before asking my question is that this particular has been budgeted for during the time of the Kemakeza Government, even last year and now this year.  

Can the Minister inform this House what is the latest progress on the project because in my view this project is progressing very slowly?  The perpetual title holders who offered to sell three square kilometers of the land site to the government for this township are getting inpatient now.  I want to know the reason for the slow progress of this development and what is the latest development.  

Hon Pacha:  Mr Chairman, we are currently liaising with the Choiseul Provincial Government on the status of this project.  We do not forget Choiseul, and it is also included in this PGSP project.  Thank you.

Mr Wale:  Mr Chairman, this PGSP covers a number of provinces including new township developments for Guadalcanal Headquarters and Choiseul.  Is there any other listed inside?  That’s my first question.  
Subsequent to that question is that the amount of $5.4million is allocated this year for PGSP is far less than $6.5million and $1.5million for Choiseul and Guadalcanal last year.  I wonder whether that is adequate for the purposes that the PGSP is established.  

Hon Pacha:  Mr Chairman, $10million has allocated to Guadalcanal Province last year.  Only for Choiseul is a bit slow, but for the other provinces we will work on them
This PGSP is a new program where we will work with the Provincial Governments in their programs.

Hon Sikua:  Mr Chairman, much of this project is on the non appropriated side where you see the AusAID, the European Union and the UNDP involved in this project.  I think much of it is covered under the AusAID allocation of $19million.  

Mr Oti:  I am seeking further clarification for the first question I raised, and I would like the Minister responsible to clarify to me.

He said that this particular project - the reestablishment of the Guadalcanal Provincial Headquarters will be pursued through PGSP Projects that appears on page 26, which currently three are there.  One is EU under the EDF, other one is UNDP and the Australian Bilateral.  

Which specific one of those will address this specific project of the Guadalcanal Province?  Is it all of them together or just one of them, and which one?  

Hon Lilo:  The Minister just sits next to me, and so I might just assist him on this particular question.  

The provision under the non appropriated segment on this development budget on Provincial Government is to do with technical assistance of capacity building on the provinces.  The counter parting funding that is required of the government is on page 25, and we will start to look at infrastructure developments.  That is how these two programs were conceived.  

For the Guadalcanal Province, and the specific question asked by the MP for Nende, last year we have already paid about $10million to the Guadalcanal Province, and $5million of that is to initially acquire a building in Honiara to establish its provincial headquarters.  

As you know, infrastructure development is not something that can be conceived overnight so that we can do them.  

Hon Sikua:  Mr Chairman, those projects are ongoing and we would have to wait for them to request further assistance before we are in a position to know what amounts can be fitted in there.  Those can be taken care of in supplementary appropriation.

Mr Wale:  Mr Chairman, what would be helpful would be for the Minister for Provincial Government to provide or breakdown of this $5.4 million in the PGSP showing how much each province will get, the total projection and how much of the total outstanding has been picked up under the non appropriated funds.  I think that would clarify all the issues raised on the floor.

Mr Chairman:  Honorable Minister, do you have any response to that?  Provide your explanation in the pigeonholes or what.

Hon Pacha:  Yes, Chairman, that would seem to be the situation.  They will pick it up in the pigeonholes. 

Mr Kengava:  Mr Chairman, although I heard the Minister saying that they will not forget Choiseul on this particular project – Choiseul Bay Township Development, my concern is because this township is within my constituency and so I am the host.  
I want to make sure otherwise it fails again this year where nothing happens and it will come back again in next year’s budget.  This is a perpetual title which is different from customary land where we will have to negotiate and so it is ready for development at anytime.  But the point I would like to put to the Minister is, why is this project very slow to take place?  Every time I visited that place nothing is happening on mainland Choiseul Bay.


Mr Chairman, in my view, there must be confusion on this particular project on who should be playing the leading role in coordinating this project to actually make it take off the ground.  The idea was after a survey of the land site is made, valuation of the land and then negotiation with the perpetual title holders for purchasing of this site for actual feasibility study and work on the township should begin.  
The most important thing is, and I would like to urge the Ministry or the Minister, if this project is under the Ministry of Provincial Government then it should set up a unit within the Ministry to coordinate this particular project or any projects that come directly under the Ministry.  The Project Development Unit or something like should coordinate the work directly down to the ground level.


In my view, Mr Chairman, the Provincial Government does not know what to do right now.  They are confused about this project.  They are very slow because they do not have the right technical people, civil engineers and that kind of people.  The government must take over this project and take control of it otherwise the landowners lost their patience and they will decide to withdraw the MOU signed 10 years ago and Choiseul will have a problem in preparation for state government.

Hon Pacha:  Mr Chairman, I am only three months old in that office and I am also trying to understand why it is slow.  I would like to ask the Member for North West Choiseul and Deputy Speaker to give me some more time to understand why it is slow.  But I think the good thing is that we have not neglected Choiseul Province.  There is $1million for this province in the Budget.

Head 484$6,400,000 agreed to.

Head 485 – Ministry of Lands, Housing and Survey
Mr Oti:  Mr Chairman, this is just for the Minister to explain the second project on page 27 - Land Reform Project - Provincial Centres with an allocation of $2million.  What will the Ministry engage this money on in the provincial centres?

Mr Maga:  Mr Chairman, I will start with the statement I made in Parliament during the Budget debate.  It is the government’s policy to set up land reform centres (offices) in the nine provinces.  This requires substantial amount of money with the total of $35 million.  The Budget Unit did not accept that but it only agreed to give us $2million.  This $2 million plus $6 million in the Recurrent Budget will enable us to start building land centres on Guadalcanal and Malaita.  This $2 million is not enough but we will add the one in the recurrent budget, to come to a total of $8 million and this will make my Ministry to start build the first land reform offices in the two provinces.  We will seek additional funds for the rest of the provinces in the June meeting.

Mr Tosika:  Mr Chairman, Item 5799 Land Reform Project - registration of occupied land in Honiara (TOL).  

Mr Chairman, this is a problem in town that a lot of people are occupying land that they do not have title on them, and it is good that the government has put this inside the budget.  
A lot of lands that people are occupying are lands that other people have registered but have not used for quite sometimes, some of them more than two years or 18 months as required by law, and even fifteen years in some of the lands.  A lot of Solomon Islanders are occupying lands that have been registered under certain companies or certain organizations.  
When you go around demarcating or registering the lands for reallocation to the people, are you going to consider the people living in those registered lands too? 

Hon Magga:  Mr Chairman, this allocation is for TOL land.  My Ministry will start to register the TOL lands so that right land rentals can be derived for the government.  
In regards to the other question you raised, the Ministry is now working to take back land that were allocated to companies and people and have not developed within the specified period of time under law.  We are starting to work on that now.  We will definitely consider those who are living on land that was given out but was not developed, land that people just go in and settle on them.  
I think one of such land is the land taken by Tongs in West Honiara and land taken over by Robert Goh.  This is a very big land allocated to one single person.  It is very big.  We are starting to take that back.  I know what the Member for West Honiara is asking because some of his voters are settling there.  We will allocate those lands to them. 

Mr Sitai:  Mr Chairman, on the issue of land reform, I have two questions for the Minister.  The first question is does the Ministry have the manpower to carry out these programs, not only in Honiara but the expansion he mentioned means these offices will be located in the provinces.  The first question is on manpower.


Secondly, what sort of qualifications should these people have in order for the Ministry to recruit them to carry out land reform?

Hon Magga:  Mr Chairman, at the moment the Ministry is short of staff.  In regards to land reform we have requested the Ministry of Public Service to fill a total post of 32 posts within the land reform.  
With the ongoing work in Honiara, we have staff to work, especially the TOL land.  Immediately after the Budget we will start to work on the TOL land.  In regards to manpower, as I have said, we are short and we have requested the Public Service to fill up some of the posts that are still vacant in the Ministry.

Mr Tosika:  Mr Chairman, I raised this point because for national interest, and not for my voters in West Honiara because this is happening everywhere in town.  People squatter everywhere in town and live on TOL land.  
The point I raised is not for my constituents in West Honiara but it is a national interest because our people have been unfairly treated.  They live in the back ways, the valleys and we did not give them the opportunity to live on prime sites.  The very people we would like to support are not living in prime sites.  

Mind you, if this is what we are going to do we will find it very hard for law and order to improve because people will see themselves as being depressed and suppressed by the laws of their own country.  Because of that they will apply their rights, and during the nights they will go and steal those people living in the high hills, and it is the foreigners who are living in high hills.  

I am thankful that you recognize this for fair distribution so that we have equal opportunities.


What I am trying to get at is justice.  Give opportunity for Solomon Islanders to live in such places so that there is harmonious living and peaceful coexistence.  

Mr Boseto:  Mr Chairman, I can see that this is not really addressing decentralization and capacity building.  I question this because $6 million was allocated in the recurrent budget for land reform plus $2 million in the development budget, which is only $8 million.  
When you look at how the funds would be spend under the total of non appropriated funds and consolidated funds, only $453,250 is budgeted for capital.  I questioned that because I hope the CNURA Government will bring in the very important bill, the Tribes and Customary Lands Titles Bill.  This bill will help us open up about 80% of the customary land.  It is not good to register the land and later on ask for return.  
My question is, is this $8 million enough for the whole reform to open up the nine provinces so that all of them work together?  Or how are you going to cover all the provinces.  My understanding is that the nine provinces will simultaneously open up to carry out the urgency of recording their customary land.  

Hon Magga:  Mr Chairman, as much as all of us would like all these land reform centres to be opened up in the nine provinces, all of us want that, but money is the answer.  What the Ministry of Finance allocated is the amount we are going to start off for Malaita and Guadalcanal.  
What the honorable Member raised is very true.  All of us want the offices to start simultaneously, but money is the problem.  With the little funds that Finance has given us we will begin first with Malaita and Guadalcanal.

Head 485 - $4,454,940 agreed to.

Ministry of Development Planning and Aid Coordination 

Mr Sogavare:   Mr Chairman, these two projects – Item 1229-5799 and item 7345-5799, particularly the same narration and one is phase 1 and the other one is phase 2.  Simultaneously we are going to fund these two projects this year.  Can the Minister explain the time frame of their implementation phases and what do these phases involve?

Hon Abana:  Mr Chairman, institutional capacity building and provincial planning has phase 1 and phase 2.  This is an ongoing program of the provinces.  This is to assist provinces in strengthening their capacity in terms of equipment and also the development plans of provinces.


You will see that in the 2007 estimates we spent at least more than a million, and the actual for 2007 is $461,000 and the remaining was carried forward to $634,000 for 2008.


We anticipate using this money by June when we will have phase 2, which is $500,000 coming on.  And I am expecting that money to be used again also this year for the nine provinces.  
It is ongoing and when we see there is need we will come back and ask for more.  You may see that last year we started giving out laptops and computing equipments for our provinces.

Mr Agovaka:  Mr Chairman, just the first part of Institutional Capacity Building.  Can the Minister inform the House whether this is a same program that those in the Ministry of Provincial Government are doing?  I am talking about capacity building and strengthening under the various UNDP programs.  Are these the same types of programs?

Hon Abana:  Mr Chairman, what has been transferred to the Ministry of Development Planning is basically the planning and capacity of the provinces.  There are nine provinces altogether, and you would also see the need within the Provincial Government Ministry to also come up and take the responsibility in capacity building too.  This funding here is very small.  Our provinces need a lot so we all share in that same approach.  

Mr Wale:  Mr Chairman, just a clarification from the Minister.  There seems to be lack of integration in planning and may be activities at the constituency level, provincial level and the national level.  Does the Ministry processes in place or has intention to look at harnessing these a little bit more.  We are talking about the same people, may be at different levels, but that there is a more integrated approach that covers the three levels.

Hon Abana:  Mr Chairman, last year under the leadership of the former Prime Minister, we were trying to take onboard the constituency development officers to look at integrating the whole process of planning from the constituency level, to the province and then to the government.  This is all the reason why we have the constituency development officers onboard.

Mr Boseto:  Mr Chairman, the Minister for Coordination, in my understanding is not only to coordinate at the national level but also at the provincial level and the constituency level.  How can you provide the mechanism or machinery to coordinate this fragmentation or polarization of donor projects?  How?  That is where I see that needs some consultation with the provinces and the constituencies with some prioritising.  My question is, how do you really coordinate at that level?  
Hon Abana:  It is what we always anticipate through funding from our donors.  Let me assure Parliament that we are working now on a paper with the Attorney General to look at various areas where we could have legislation to coordinate donors’ input into the economy and the budget at large, and get our donors to spend their money well on the policies and the priorities of the government, which I appreciate some of the sentiments and facts made by the Leader of Opposition in regards to this.  Those facts do not fall on deaf ears but we are working on that.

Mr Wale:  Mr Chairman, I want clarification under non-appropriated funds on mid-term development strategy which has an allocation of $700,000 by ANZAID bilateral.  Mid term development strategy lays the basis for a national development plan.  I just want to ask about the progress of that particular work.
Hon Abana:  Donors have met and they came up with ANZ Aid to lead the organization and coordination of all things with the Ministry of Development Planning.  We are just about to recruit a TA who will be coordinating the MTDS, and we are anticipating June to have that document ready.

Just a clarification on the posting of the ROC Constituency Micro project fund and the ROC millennium Constituency Development Fund.  If you look at the estimate actuals in 2007 you would see the figures of $29.7 million under the ROC Micro, which is only $10million for 2007.  I just want to make it clear to Parliament that those two postings were posted wrongly as they should be on the opposite sub item.  
What I meant to say here is the ROC Millennium Constituency Development fund should have the actual estimates for 2007 at $29.7 million and $4.9 million should appear on the ROC Constituency Micro Development Fund.  Thank you.

Head 486 –$21,134,748- agreed to

Head 487 – Ministry of Culture and Tourism 
Mr Sogavare:  Item 1231-5799 - Anuha Tourist Project.  What will the Ministry do with this allocation?
Hon Gukuna:  As I said in my presentation during the debate on the budget, one of the things we are going to do is to shift our emphasis on developing tourism products.  We have conducted a report last year on IVS, which is International Visitors Survey that identifies a lot of products that tourists come here looking for but are not there.  

We are going to move into that.  After this is launched next week I am going to give copies to each MP so that they can see and identify potentials in their areas. Based on that identification we will come up with the system of how to deal with project submissions.

Mr Waipora:  Mr Chairman, sub-head on Provincial Tourism Development.  Where is this subhead shifted to?  Or are we not going to have any provincial tourism development?
Hon Gukuna:  At the moment we do not have any plans but we just want to finish what we wanted to do with that head last year and all the reports are in the office.  At the moment there are no plans to do anything on that head this year.  

Head 487 –$11,950,000 agreed to

Head 488 – Ministry of Commerce, Industries & Employment
Mr Tosika:  I refer to my question that I have asked the Minister earlier in the Recurrent Budget, and this is concerning Suava Bay that he has visited.  I did not find any allocation in both budgets on Suava Bay. 
Hon Hilly:  I would like to thank the Honourable Member for asking that very important question.  Sir, somehow Suava Bay was left out in the final draft of the estimates but that does not stop the Ministry from carrying out the proposed intention at Suava Bay.  

Mr Chairman, what we are planning to do for purposes of complying with the laws, we are hoping to establish a sub-head for Suava Bay or either move money within the Ministry or ask the Minister of Finance for a contingent. 

Mr Chairman, to further substantiate the seriousness of the government in developing the Suava Bay, a team of expertise are travelling to Suava Bay today to finalise the sighting of the wharf in which all other developments of Suava Bay are based.  

I want to thank the questioner for his concern but I would like to assure him that the government is taking this matter very seriously.  Despite of the absence of Suava Bay in the Budget, we will continue to work as I earlier stated whether to create a head and vire money to it or ask the Minister to give us funds under contingent.  

Hon Sikua:  With specific reference to tuna law and factories, they are for Suava Bay and under Fisheries on page 37.

Mr Sogavare:  Thank you for those explanations.  When I look at these allocations, very important projects are either zeroed, reduced substantially or are delayed.  

One is the business skills training under subhead 2243-0686 funds funded by ROC last year, and if you look on the other side on non-appropriated allocations the financial literacy program, a very important has been zeroed this year, and the improving business environment funded by ADB is delayed until next year.  What is the problem?  How did the government see the importance of these very important programs?  

Hon Hilly:  On business skills training, as far as the Ministry is concerned there was no appropriating of this sum last year.  How the $345,000 was put in here as the actual is not really known to us in the Ministry.  In actual fact we want this project, which comes under ROC to be carried on this year.

Mr Chairman, our original submission is a lot more than what appears in the Budget.  I think the reason to cut our requests is based on what is available in our development budget from the Ministry of Finance and Development Planning.  The fact that these subheads are inside, shows our seriousness.  At anyone time this year if there is money available, they would be put inside the Budget. 
Mr Agovaka:  Just on no appropriated funds on page 34 -companies registry.  I understand that every registration is done in the Ministry of Lands & Survey.  Last year we made a decision to move all the registration of companies, titles etc, to the Ministry of Commerce because the Ministry of Commerce has all the Acts – Company Acts and Trustees Acts.  Is there still the plan to move all these to Ministry of Commerce.

Hon Hilly:  Yes, Mr Chairman, it has been agreed that business registry should be separated from the Registrar General’s Office, and that is being pursued.
Head 488 –$10,250,000agreed to
Head 489 – Ministry of Communication and Aviation 

Mr Oti:  The first project on that page on airfield upgrade and tar sealing.  Which airfield is this?

Hon Lonamei:  I think the first airfield to be tar sealed is Seghe, and any other airfields we will submit to Cabinet for its approval on which airfield will be tar sealed.  

Mr Waipora:  Provincial airfields.  Is the Makira/Ulawa Province airfield to be located in West Makira included in this $3 million?  Can you include us? 
Hon Lonamei:  I think that is not yet.  Out of 100 airfields we want tar sealed, or were submitted to my Ministry, the Ministry will have to submit to the Cabinet to choose the first three airports that are going to be built this year.  

Mr Waipora:  The airfield I am talking about was already approved by the last Government.  This is the document showing the approval if you want me to give it to you.  If you require this then I can give it to you.  I only want to know whether it is included this year for funding or not?  

Hon Lonamei:  May be you should give me that document so that I can look at it and forward to Cabinet because we do not know about it.

Mr Tosika:  Mr Chairman, I am not happy with that comment because any budget brought in here must reflect the desire and aspirations of the government on which airfields you are going to tar seal before it is put in the budget.  If you say you are going to bring it before Cabinet again, then I think that is not right.  When you budget for things you foresee what you would like to be budgeted.  
I do not agree with that kind of comment.  Let us be honest and answer questions properly.  

Mr Chairman:  I thought I heard the Minister was saying that they will start this year and then thereafter the priorities would be set by the Cabinet.

Mr Oti:  Mr Chairman, sub item 7647-5799 on replacement of navigational equipment at the airport with a cost of $17.3million.  

I would like to ask the Minister, and of course the Minister of Finance and Minister for Development Planning that this equipment is pertinent to the income that comes under special funds, and normally it is this kind of projects that takes priority in aviation special funds because those monies accrue by virtue of these equipments. 

I am just wondering and ask for clarification from the government as to why we are not committing this project under the special funds because of the relevance of this equipment to that particular issue of money coming in because of the monitoring of our airspace?  Why are we not committing this money under the special fund?
Hon Lonamei:  There are some equipment we are going to take under special funds.  Also these navigational equipments are very expensive and so we cannot get them under one head and that is why we come here.  Some of the equipments cost us AUD$20million.  We are going to get some first depending on the availability of funds.
Mr Oti:  This DME is only one equipment, and so it is not a number of many small pieces of equipment.  It is only the non directional beacon that is guiding aircraft to the airport.  It is only one equipment, and that is the equipment that almost outlived its usefulness, and the importance of replacing this equipment is what I am raising.  
Of course, as the Minister said, this equipment is very expensive and therefore may be the accruals from the special aviation fund are not sufficient for this particular purpose.  I am only asking whether it can be funded in stages if it is very expensive.  

Hon Lonamei:  That is what we are doing on this one.

Hon Abana:  Mr Chairman, if I can assist a bit.  I think the importance the government is giving to this equipment which has outlived its usefulness at the Henderson Airport is the fact that the government is taking the responsibility of footing this $17.3million to ensure that equipment is in place this year.  Because once that equipment is out of place there will no planes landing at the Henderson airport.  


In regards to the special fund I think the Ministry of Aviation has other plans and programs within the Ministry for that fund.  

Mr Wale:  Mr Chairman, I would like to ask a question in regards to communication.  

What is the intention of the government in deregulating the telecommunication industry removing the monopoly from Telekom?  The implications that, that policy intention would have on the ownership and the access to telecommunication infrastructure throughout our country, but I cannot see anything reflected in here on that and there was nothing in the recurrent estimates as well.

I would like to know from the Minister whether the Ministry has plans as to how it will handle the ownership of infrastructure and access to that infrastructure once the industry is deregulated. 
Hon Lonamei:  Work on that is underway at this time sponsored by the World Bank. 
Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, this is a general policy question on communication, and especially the objective of reducing cost of communication in Solomon Islands.  Could the Minister inform Parliament on the progress made by the Ministry in establishing the viability of the South Pacific Islands Network Project that Cabinet has already approved?
Hon Lonamei:  Mr Chairman, the piece of legislation that will be tabled in Parliament may be at the June/July Meeting involves the South Pacific Islands Network.  We are trying to get the same system applied in Vanuatu and Samoa.  We are trying to put every together so that we have a similar kind of law or whatever in here as well.

Mr Agovaka:  On page 35 - Western Province International Airfield with a sum of $1million in the estimates.  Can the Minister inform the House whether this is for a terminal or is it for the upgrade of the field, tar sealing and equipment?  And if it is so, I think the amount is far too small if we consider infrastructures and facilities to comply with Aviation regulations and rules.  

Hon Lonamei:  Mr Chairman, this $1million for Munda airport is for extension of the runway and for three layers tar sealing of the runway to handle heavy planes.  At the moment the runway can only handle twin otters.  

Head 489 - $24,300,000 agreed to

Head 490 – Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources
Mr Oti:  Mr Chairman, page 37, sub item 1238-5799 - dolphin assessments.  Can the Minister explain what kind of assessment for dolphins is this allocation for?  

Hon Leni:  We have some disagreements with the NGOs on our dolphin export.  This project is purposely to provide some understanding on the status on the number of dolphins we have in the country.  
I would like to say this.  Even though people talk about dolphins throughout the world in the media, nobody has the correct data to clearly tell us the number of dolphins inside the Solomon waters.  

This provision is for carrying out survey in our seas just to give us estimation on how much stock of dolphins we have in Solomon Islands.  That is one part of it.

The next part is we want to talk with our local communities that catch dolphins and get data on how many dolphins they normally catch in one year, and since when so that we can confirm we have been harvesting these many dolphins throughout these many years and our stock level still remains at this level, and that is whether it goes down or not.

The question we are trying to disprove here is that some people believe catching of dolphins in Solomon Islands is reducing the number, in which case it cannot be proved.  Because of this thinking that we wanted to make this survey.  It is just to give us a firm position to tell everybody else who are trying argue about the depletion of dolphin population in Solomon Islands that the dolphin population is not depleting, as believed by some people or we can prove them right by saying yes to their thinking that harvesting of dolphins is reducing the number of dolphins in Solomon Islands.  That is the survey to be undertaken through this project.  We believe this survey will promote Solomon Islands position on this particular resource we have in our country.  
Mr Oti:  Further clarification upon the Minister’s explanation.  The assessment here and the concern that have been raised, is it on the number of dolphins killed and eaten or number of dolphins caught and sent out alive.  Which one of these are they concerned about?
Hon Leni:  Mr Chairman, it is on both, and I will explain it this way.  The belief of a lot of people that these two activities lessen the number of dolphins we have.  We want to disprove that or prove them correct.  Both of them come inside.  Taking these two numbers together and prove yes, we have been killing this, we have been exporting this much, but put them together they do not have any effect on the population of dolphins we have in the country. 
Mr Oti:  Mr Chairman, I can see the rationale for any concerns on the depletion of the dolphin stock through killing and eating it than catching and exporting it alive.  They are alive.  What is the main concern on the dolphins being caught and are alive but go to a different place?  What is the concern?

Hon Leni:  Me too I am asking, what is the concern.  Besides that we do not really know what their concern is.  But this study will also help us to develop a management plan for our activities whether it is for export or for food.   Those are issues that we need to set in place so that under CTES, the Minister of Environment and Conservation and my Ministry will work together to set up regulations on issues in place, so that they too believe us and trust us and at the same time they recognize the activities we are doing in Solomon Islands.  

But right now the focus of the whole world is on Solomon Islands on this particular marine resource, Mr Chairman.

Mr Ne’e:   I just want to ask the Minister how many export licenses have you given out?  Is it one or many more?
Hon Leni:  My Ministry has given out about three licenses so far.  We were of the opinion to give licenses to those who have been harvesting dolphin for a long time now.  

We restricted it to community base.  If you know that you have not been harvesting dolphin since Adam and Eve were created then we are not going to give you any license.

Mr Oti:  Project 1241-5799 - pump boats.  This project or program was hot potato for the Minister last year and still he has not see the urgency of implementing this project this year hence the allocation of zero.  But it probably would get going in 2009.  Can the Minister explain what is slowing down his Ministry’s program on this particular project?  This is the issue of pump boats for rural fishermen.

Hon Leni:  The story of pump boats is like this.  Three pump boats have already arrived in the country and are in Noro.  A pilot project on these pump boats will be carried out during the course of this year.  If the pilot project proves successful it should appear in the budget next year.  The submission for allocation next year was already made under contingency warrant to the Ministry of Finance and Treasury so that upon proven to be successful we are going to place orders this year so that the purchase is done next year because it will take time for the company to build the boats.  
If we have any supplementary appropriation bill this year, we will use it to get some money and purchase the boats in installment so that some boats are paid first and built and later on next year we will complete the payments so that we see the boats arrive in Solomon Islands.

Mr Oti:  I thank the Minister for explaining the progress of this particular project.  It is always the case that anything new everyone jumps for it.  Because of what the Minister has stated that the possibility of this project being pursued next year, or if not at the earliest this year as soon as the three pilot boats that are already here are trialed out, is there any program the Ministry has already put in place as to who and what conditions would communities or individuals or businesses will be qualified to be given consideration for pump boats?

Hon Leni:  The Ministry is still working on the criteria for anyone getting the pump boats, but certainly it will not be automatic.  There are conditions that apply.  It is going to be a business and so you must register yourself as a business entity and you must also have management capacities and abilities so that you can manage your own business.  
We will also proceed to the small business loan scheme from the commercial banks where you apply and the government will guarantee under the facility the government has already put in place for you to get money and buy the boats. 

It is the financial ability of an individual or a group of individuals or an association or a constituency that determines the position of the Ministry giving you the pump boats.  But we want to make sure that people in the rural areas get the pump boats and not people in Honiara because most of our projects have been eaten up by people in Honiara and the urban centres.  

This pump boat is focusing more on people in the rural areas.  Our view is to perhaps try and get all rural constituencies to have the pleasure of perhaps getting one boat if there are funds available later this year.  Those are the programs of the Ministry on pump boats.  

The bits and pieces of information required to be put inside the application will be done and put in place before the middle of this year, and it will be circulated to all Members of Parliament and the public on how to acquire the boats once they are available.  

Mr Sitai:  Just two quick questions to the Minister.  Can the Minister inform Parliament as to the cost of the pump boats we are talking about?  Perhaps one unit, the current cost, may be next year the cost will change, but just an indication for the information of Parliament.  

The second question is on dolphins.  The question is, are we doing this survey because this country is under pressure from outside not to kill the dolphins?  Were there repercussions on Solomon Islands from the export of the dolphins that had been made last year?  Can this be clarified to Parliament?  

Hon Leni:   The second question is a very good one.  But let me go back to the first question on pump boat.  The estimated cost of one pump boat is about US$50,000.  I don’t the present rate this morning but you convert that to Solomon Dollar and you will know the cost.  But perhaps it is about between SI$150 – $200,000, I suppose.  That is the cost of the boat itself.  
You would also need operational funds, seed money, to start operating to catch the first tonnage of fish.  So you will be looking at perhaps half a million or between $300,000 and $500,000 per boat.  That is $250,000 per boat and another balance as money to pay for crew, fuel, food, fishing equipment and so forth.  
Calculating the cost, in our view, if you do it properly on a monthly basis, it will take you about six months to recover your costs.  It is a very good business.  The reason is because you are not catching skipjack, you are not catching island bonito, but you are catching yellow fin tuna that is marketable and is very lucrative in the world market.  


The second question, Mr Chairman is, we are not under pressure on this dolphin issue and that is why we put up this project.  We want to be the first in the world to have proper data on dolphin because nobody in the world has done it, and so we want to be the first.  

Just for information, we have support for this all over the world, especially, the United States and countries in Asia who are very supportive of what we are doing because they too do not have data.  If this is done properly, I know benefits will come and that benefit will allow us to continue to export our dolphins.  


For the information of Parliament, I am going to defend our position in Geneva next week.  Before I go we have already won the case.  It is a something to do with somebody trying to push dolphin from Appendix two of the CTES Convention to Appendix one.  Appendix one classifies animals and mammals that are endangered species.  It means it might go extinct.  Appendix two is not endangered species.  It means population is still better and we can harvest but we must be careful so that we manage how to harvest them. 

But the CTES Convention, although you are in Appendix one or Appendix 2, does not stop anyone from killing to eat it or to export it.  That is what some NGOs are trying to put in that when it is on Appendix 1 it stops you from doing it or Appendix 2 it stops you from killing.  That does not fall in line with the Convention.
What the Convention is saying is you harvest, you manage so that it is not extinct.  That is the answer I can give.  

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, still on the dolphin issue.  Who will be appointed to conduct the assessment?  That is a very important consideration because we have different parties debating over that issue and the selection of the person to do the assessment is very important.  How is the Ministry going to select the person, if the Ministry has already selected the person?

The other issue is that we heard from the Minister that three licenses have been issued for dolphin.  I was wondering, because we still have to establish very important questions on that issue, and I guess those positions will be established by this assessment.  I want to get the views of the Minister whether the moves are a bit fast to issue licenses when we are yet to establish a very fundamental question as to the stock of dolphin in Solomon Islands.  

Hon Leni:  That is a very good question.  On the question of who is to conduct the survey, we now have an applicant.  I think I mentioned in my Budget Speech that there is a renowned professor from the University of San Diego, California applying and we are going to discuss with the Ministry of Education and Human Resources on this person.  There is a Cabinet paper coming in for the government to endorse on this research.  It will also involve officials in the Ministry of Fisheries. 

We are also looking at having the research not done by only one person.  There is need to have more than one so that there are different views on the issue.  If we have one he is subject to criticism and things like that.  These people we are going to engage are well-respected people in the world who are marine biologists.  
Some times we hear someone saying they are big man from the NGOs and animal health care centres but some of them do not have qualifications.  That I can prove to you.  In many instances, people who do not have qualifications become leaders and directors of NGOs that pretend to be protecting the mammals, plants and all these things.  We have done our research and I can assure the House that we will do all we can because this is for the good of Solomon Islands.  
If along the road we find it is not good, we will also inform Parliament that we get stuck here.  But we are looking into that.  There is already an applicant but we want two so that we have two sides of the coin presenting their report to the government of Solomon Islands.  

On license, Mr Chairman, this is restricted to communities because the people catching the dolphins do not catch them using net.  They do it on their own way or style like calling of the dolphins, which I do not know about but they catch dolphins without net.  That is the most important thing. 

We want to tell the world that we do not use drift nets, gill nets or whatever form of nets to catch dolphins.  If we can prove to the world that we are catching dolphins without nets then it would put us in a good position to argue anywhere in the world that we harvest dolphin in a sustainable way.  That is why we give licenses to communities that hunted dolphins from long before.  
Mr Waipora:  Mr Chairman, we are talking about dolphin and the other thing is whaling.  If we try to involve in these two things we involve with the international community and any arguments we argue with them.  Dolphin has become an issue since there is argument in throughout the world on it, and whaling too is another issue.  

I just want to ask the Minister on whaling because at one time I read on the Solomon Star a headline that says “Leni disputes Prime Minister’s Claim on Whaling”.  What is happening here?   

Hon Leni:  Mr Chairman, this is outside of the Budget.  But I reserve the right to answer that question now.  I will do that in my motion of sine die, explaining the position of dolphin and whaling.
Mr Maelanga:  Item 0686.  I would like the Minister to explain support to rural fishers as there is zero provision in the 2008 estimates. 

Hon Leni:  Mr Chairman, support to rural fishers.  Last year it was there but it has been shifted and included inside item 5799 - Rural Fisheries Enterprises.  Previously, it was termed as support to rural fishers.  We have now changed the name to rural fisheries enterprises, which is the same thing.

Mr Wale:  Item 5799 on Rural Fisheries Enterprises.  Can the Minister clarify how this is going to be administered or implemented?
One key issue the Minister referred to earlier, which also touches the pump boat too is that some people who benefited from these schemes are not fishermen themselves and therefore, people who are actually doing fishing in the rural areas for some time are finding it hard to access these schemes.  The criteria used are important in terms of allocation under these schemes.  Can I have some clarifications from the Minister on this?

Hon Leni:  That is a good question.  This is the small micro project given to rural people in regards to fishing equipment.  Last year we have given out about $6 million to rural fishermen.  We had problems.  You would see it in the Solomon Star and other media write about this one.  We have done some improvements with the appropriate forms in place.  What will happen now is that it is not a walk-in like before.  Every application form will be endorsed and approved by the Provincial Fisheries Office and then it must go through the Provincial Assembly Executive.  When the Provincial Assembly Executive endorses and approves it, it will come to the Ministry Headquarters and then the Ministry will put it through to Caucus or Cabinet and through to Treasury for payment.


We are also thinking it is better not to give money or cash to these people.  You just pay for the items and then they will come and collect them that way it is easy.  We have learnt some good lessons last year and that has taught us some good lessons too to improve the situation.  So that is going to be the criteria now.  Every application will not go direct to the Ministry.  You have to submit your applications to your respective provinces in the provincial fisheries officer whereby it is short-listed and if it is rejected then it is taken out.  If it is passed it will go through the Provincial Assembly Executive and if the Provincial Assembly Executive scrutinizes it and say, oh yes, this person is qualified to take this, then it will be put to the Ministry and we will advice Cabinet, and from then on we will advice Treasury to raise payments to the applicants who have put in their submissions.  That is the likely process that we will go through, Mr Chairman.

Mr Agovaka:  Mr Chairman, page 38 line item on non appropriated funds first line item – rural pearl farming.  We are interested too, to do pearl farming in Lunga/Tenaru.  Is pearl farming not viable and hence the reason for the decreasing for the allocation for 2008.  In your discussions with the bilateral partners, EU in particular, have they found that pearl farming is not viable thus the reduction of the estimate for 2008?  And then they have estimates for 2009 and 2010.  Can you inform the house what is happening with the pearl farming project?

Hon Leni:  Mr Chairman, this pearl farming is conducted as a nationwide survey in 2007.  This estimate here is just to help the Ministry and World Peace, the two will work together to continue with this survey.  But actually some good results have come out already.  There is good prospect for pearl farming in Solomon Islands and it is also a good project for rural communities. 


We have established that black pearl and coloring is good in Solomon Islands, but then our problem is that the technical knowledge for breeding.  Those people living by the coastal will know this.  You must take something like pros pollination inside these pearls so that you have the round pearls.  Normally pearls are not round, some are oval and some have corners.  So this survey is for technical know-how to make them round.  These are the areas that we have not yet reached them properly. 

In the meantime we have one expertise from Japan who is in Solomon Islands now and he is working with World Peace to try and look into this properly and come up with know-how that teaches people of Solomon Islands to go ahead with this project.  The Ministry and World Peace will work together this year with this amount of $426,000.


We hope that by the end of this year we will be in a position to be able to know our approach in this industry.  If we can achieve that level in next year’s budget it will increase for the continuation of this project.  By that time too, we should be able to come out clearly tell communities to start doing pearl farming with the assistance of the Ministry and our expertise from World Peace to help communities to continue with pearl farming in Solomon Islands.  It is a good and also a big industry for Solomon Islands.  We are trying to capture it now, and we hope too with the blessing of the Almighty will help us progress in these areas.

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, two questions on Project 1239-5799 - Tuna Loin Factories in Suava Bay and Tenaru.  Which aspects of the project will that allocation fund?  Secondly, with regard to the first project 1515-5799, as we know our participation in the exporting sector is predominantly tuna and very little on reef fish.  Can the Minister inform Parliament whether the government has any plans to encourage local fishermen to participate in exporting reef fish under the rural advancement program?  

Hon Leni:  Mr Chairman, that is a good question.  The allocation for tuna loin factories on these two places is only for groundwork, consultation with landowners and talks with provinces.  There are certain things that we will discuss with them in regards to the government’s policy, and if there are investments provinces must take part in it; may be shares or whatever.  
It is small but it is just to start it off this year.  If things go well with this project then next year we will see an increase in our contribution to the development of these sites and the loin factories in these two places.  

We have already communicated with the two investors and they will put in their bit.  Ours is only a small contribution at that level for consultation with the provinces.  The major part of the development will be borne by investors themselves, which when it comes, we will inform all of us.  That is the small amount of $1.5million for Suava and Tenaru.


The other question, Mr Chairman, is reef fish.  Yes, if you look at our recurrent budget there is an inshore fishery.  This is to look into reef fish and the 30 miles limit in our coastal.  And as soon as our officials do their management surveys which we have already started last year to look into the types of fishes that are available in Solomon Islands.  We have plenty of good fishes on reef fish.  The market is another area.  Market on reef fish is very good.  The one we actually talked with is in New Zealand who links up with this bilateral partner that we have with New Zealand.  They are also interested in reef fish.  Our problem is because we do not have this division that looks after inshore previously that is why we are slow.  We have somebody in place now where they will research into the possibility of developing reef fish in Solomon Islands.


There is market.  Market of reef fish in New Zealand is very high because of the very high population of islanders in New Zealand so the market is available.  There are also some people who are ready to buy fish from us but we do not have the infrastructures yet.  The infrastructure I mean we do not have proper cold storage for storage and to have proper people in health to regulate what kind of product we sell.  Although we have the benefit Mr Chairman, of this public laboratory at Kukum, it is a good we have that in place to help us to look into the quality of our fish to export overseas. 


Market is also good in the Middle East because they do not have fish so we can export fish to them.  Also in some countries like Vanuatu they too want reef fish.  There is no problem with markets.  The problem is with the quality and the hygienic system that we do not have.  Our plan is if we can find some land somewhere in Honiara so that we set up a proper cold storage facility that would store the quality of reef fish that we have in Solomon Islands when fishermen bring them.


If the cold storage is in place then we will see how we are going to export them.  There are twenty nine fisheries centres out in the provinces.  OFCF is rehabilitating them at this time and as soon as they are in order we will go into making proper and good cold storages where perhaps we may have a freezing point of minus twenty, twenty five or even one hundred so that it can hold this temperature to keep the quality of our fish fresh to allow us export to overseas markets.


The preservation of quality is our problem at this time and also the infrastructure to store the fish and send overseas.  We are looking at it at this period in time.  We have one concern that provincial fisheries must have a regulation on this arrangement.  Some provinces have it and some do not.  If these areas are put together we will need sometime to do this work and with the recruitment of some new officials in the Ministry of Fisheries, we hope that by end of this year we should be able to reach a level whereby next year we can tell all of us that, okay we are progressing in this direction.  At the moment, Mr Chairman, we are working on ground work and focus on policies of the Ministry to enhance the export of reef fish to markets overseas.

Head 490 – $8,645,000 agreed to.

Head 491 – Ministry of Public Service 

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, can the Minister inform the House, what aspect of the project is this allocation going to fund?

Hon Tozaka:  Can the Leader of Opposition repeat the question?

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, there is one project there – 7230 sub item 5799 New Office Block.  We have a big allocation there and in 2009 we will see big work happening.  The question is, what aspect of the project are we going to fund this year?

Hon Tozaka:  This particular project has been on the waiting queue in the last couple of years.  The allocation has eventually appeared in this year’s estimates basically because of the importance of having an office for the Public Service.  Public Service at the moment is renting accommodation, which is quite costly, about $139,273 this year.  Previously, RAMSI has kindly helped us in renting that accommodation.


To answer the question, this is for the preparation of the office site development and architectural design.  The idea is to move the Public Service Department between the Ministry of Finance and the Prime Minister’s Office because of the relationship of the work of the Public Service with those two Ministries to address the issues that most of you have raised in regards to the payroll.  

Head 491 – $1,048,286 agreed to.

Head 492:  Ministry of Justice and Legal Affairs 

Mr Tosika:  Mr Chairman, looking at the allocation I see that this land is for SIPEU, and SIPEU represents all the workers of Public Service, about 10,000 of them.  And this land is situated in one of the prime sites in town and SIPEU has been going through a lot of difficulties for acquiring this land and thy have got the title.  

My view is that we should leave that land for SIPEU to develop and rent the blocks out to increase the contribution of members.  Whilst we want to see SIPEU come up then we want to acquire the land back from them, it is like government getting back the land from government.  They are government’s workers and you want to take the land back from them.  The social justice and social security in NPF does not show in here.  We are denying their rights and this is morally wrong.  We are denying the rights of the members of SIPEU on the land that they should develop and we should assist them to develop it and then rent them out to government departments or so.  In my view, if we do it then there will no future of the members.  So the question is, have the SIPEU members been consulted before this amount was allocated in this budget?

Hon Kaua:  Mr Chairman, I want to thank the Member for asking this very important question but also I would like to take this opportunity to say that this land, in the first instance was earmarked for this building.  It is catered for judicial and legal services offices to accommodate the Director of Public Prosecution office, the Attorney General’s Chambers and these three parties who should occupy that land.  Unfortunately, during the cause of time when the land was properly allocated at that time, it was taken may be without knowing that this land was already earmarked for those buildings.


At the moment the three sectors of judiciary are under rental premises.  Whilst I appreciate the fact that land should be for SIPEU, at the same time our land in Honiara this time is really scarce.  This is the only prime site that we think is important and it should be reallocated back to the original intention of having that land at the first place.  In that way it will also help to reduce the cost of renting judiciary sectors because at the moment the sectors in judiciary are renting private buildings.  The intention is to revert back to the original intention to build this block so that it houses the sectors of judiciary on one place on an area that was ideally earmarked in the first place for that purpose.

Mr Tosika:  Mr Chairman, if you reacquire this land back, is there any opportunity that you will give to SIPEU or identify new sites and reallocate the sites maybe to look after their properties because on the basis that properties in town are occupied by foreigners but SIPEU at this point in time does not have any property in town.  Can you assist them to find any alternative land if you acquire this land back from them?

Hon Kaua:  Mr Chairman, that kind of arrangement can be dealt with, with the appropriate Ministry, which is the Ministry of Lands.  But at the moment the decision of the Ministry is to reallocate these premises for the purposes of its intention in the first place.  But certainly this is something that the Ministry of Lands can look into the importance of finding a place where it is more preferential to allocate SIPEU Office.

 Head 492 –$1,500,000 agreed to.
Head 493:  Ministry of Home Affairs - $600,000 agreed to
Head 494:  Ministry of Ministry of National Unity, Reconciliation and Peace

Mr Agovaka:  Mr Chairman, just on the first line item – Establishment of a National Peace and Integrity Council with an allocation $906,000.  Can the Minister confirm whether the Truth and Reconciliation Commission is separate from the National Peace and Integrity Council or are they one and the same thing?   If they are not one and the same thing, why do we not start this Truth and Reconciliation Committee to look into the affairs of the National Peace and Integrity Council?

Hon Iduri:  Mr Chairman, no they are different.  This is Peace and Integrity Council.  The Truth and Reconciliation Commission comes under the recurrent budget.  The Ministry has deferred the Integrity Council so that we make good assessment on the report of the Steering Committee before this body is established.  This $90,000 will be used for our programs.
Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, this Ministry is a very, very important Ministry as it deals with a very important subject, and that is to get the country back to normalcy, to get every citizen see each other eye to eye, tolerate each other and to ensure the country has lasting peace.  And the government is saying the right things in its policy statements.  
This is regard to item 7597-5799, I just want to get clarification from the Minister that this is only addressing reconciliation program.  Can we get that confirmation from the Minister?  The rehabilitation part of it, to rehabilitate some very important groups which also appeared in the policy statement of the government, and we would like to know.  Can the Minister inform Parliament as to how the government is going to handle this because it does not appear in the budget?
Hon Iduri:  The $5million you can see in this allocation is for the programs of national reconciliation and peace.

The breakdown is as follows:

(1) Advance and continue the Truth and Reconciliation Process - $3,350,000. 

(2) Promotion of National Unity and Peace – $700,000

(3) Building the capacity of leaders to deal with conflict and prevention of violence - $500,000.  This is to coordinate and facilitate capacity building programs for leaders and peace building stakeholders; training workshops and seminars, and promote activities to strengthen traditional and community leadership program.  
(4) Promotion of peace building and partnerships and networks - $450,000.  This is to identify other peace stakeholders and coordinate, training seminars/workshops; establish and coordinate mechanisms that will involve stakeholders’ active participation in peace and reconciliation processes; establish monitoring system for the analysis of emerging issues and to provide early warning on potential conflicts.

In my speech I said that rehabilitation will be done in the following ways. We are going to assess if there is an appropriate rehabilitation package, which will be adopted with the aim of providing opportunities for affected persons to be reintegrated into communities to have productive lives.  Funds are allocated as a sign of rehabilitation package by the Government’s Coordinating Committee.  


There are funds under other line Ministries.  If our boys who were involved in the tension are serious enough they can also seek assistance from other line ministries as well.  
Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, I think the Deputy Prime Minister can clarify this again.  The government made very expressed statement in its policy statements, and we want to be clear as to how it wants to handle the rehabilitation of ex-combatants as stated in the statement.  It has to be made clear so that they understand it.  I think communication with them is very, very important.  Do not leave this as it is and all of a sudden they take the law into their own hands.  I was expressing that during the budget speech so may be the Prime Minister or the Deputy Prime Minister could further explain how you are going to handle this issue with the ex-combatants.

Hon Fono:  Mr Chairman, thank you for the concern raised by the Leader of Opposition for the mere fact that it is under the policy statement of CNURA Government.  It shows the commitment that the government is pursuing the rehabilitation package.  At the moment there are no funds provided for this under this current budget because negotiations are still going on with our development partners.  After confirmation on a package is made before we will include it in the budget may be in the middle of this year, in the supplementary budget or the budget for next year.  But it is a commitment the government has already established and there is communication or dialogues between the various groups and at the same time our development partners.

Mr Agovaka:  Mr Chairman, I think reconciliation is a very important aspect of the lives of Solomon Islanders.  There are two groups that were involved in the ethnic tension – Malaita and Guadalcanal.


The Ministry in its dealing with reconciliation, and I will give you an example, the reconciliation that was done in South Guadalcanal is a bit wrong.  It is wrong because it started from the top going downwards.  These guys who were supposed to reconcile are still in the prison.  Only the chiefs in South Guadalcanal reconciled by hugging each other with tears and kissing of each other.  But the guys who were involved in the ethnic affairs are still at the Rove Prison.  
I hope this message must come out clear so that when you do reconciliation, for example for us in Central Guadalcanal, it must involve the people who were actually involved in the atrocities and fighting, and not the chiefs who just stood behind and after the ethnic tension is over they came out.


Are we going to achieve the reconciliation between Malaita and Guadalcanal this year?  That is the first question.  And second, what is the plan for reconciliation by those of us in Guadalcanal and those in Malaita before these two groups come together?

Hon Iduri:  The Ministry is doing dialogue at this time, and it is up to the people to come together and reconcile with each other.  The Ministry is only to facilitate and guide…. After the reconciliation with Malaita and Guadalcanal they meet during the consultation talks which the Ministry plans to hold on the 29th May 2008, which that is next month.  The national reconciliation depends very much on the outcome of those talks between these two groups.

There are also plans to reconcile the (inaudible)....  I think last year (inaudible) this works out for Malaita.  We have already identified those people who are going to reconcile, for example …(inaudible)… reconciliation has been identified. 


For here on Guadalcanal, reconciliation for the militants depends on how they will do it (inaudible)..will come up with but it will be in .....(inaudible)......

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, just a general policy question on still on rehabilitation  Following the confirmation by the Commission of Inquiry into the April Riots on the monetary value of loss suffered by the victims, I think they placed it about $179 million, I just want to get the government to inform the House how the government is handling that particular issue, since the amount has been actually confirmed by the Commission of Inquiry, on the loss incurred by the people who lost their properties in Chinatown.

Hon Fono:  Mr Chairman, we will come to that when we cross the bridge.  That report has not reached Cabinet as yet.

Head 494 – $5,906,630 agreed to.

Proceedings of the Committee of Supply suspended under order 10(5) until 2:45 pm for lunch break
Proceedings of the Committee of Supply resume

Head 495:  Ministry of Mines, Energy and Rural Electrification

Mr. Sogavare:  Just for the information of the Parliament, can the Minister explain how the project will be implemented in the rural areas.

Hon. Huniehu: Can the Leader of Opposition state again which head he is referring to, please?

Mr Sogavare:  Thank you Mr Chairman, Sub-head item 3551-5799 funded by SIG, renewable rural electricity – it is a $3million allocation.  For the information of the House, can the Minister explain how that project will be implemented in rural areas?

Hon Huniehu:  Yes, Mr Chairman, there are two allocations for renewable rural electricity under the Ministry.  And the Ministry has identified the importance of carrying out studies on Bio Fuel, Windmill, and Hydro Power for promotion in the country.  And also the other allocation is to start the process of building various Schools in the country and Clinics to have Solar Power facilities.  

Mr Oti:  Thank you, Mr Chairman, also on the same page the last item on Rural Electricity on phase 1, I just want to seek clarification from the Minister.  Is this for capital equipment or would consideration for training as such will be covered under this project?

Hon Huniehu:  Yes, thank you Chairman, whilst this allocation is specifically for Provincial Centres hospitals and schools, the Ministry will be looking at specific projects where members of Parliament have established their own program and which was lacking training packages.  So, I think this allocation will cover that kind of arrangement.

Mr Agovaka:  Thank you, Chair, page 47 line item Gold ridge Relocation Scheme.  Can the Minister inform the House of the $1million estimate for 2008 Budget Estimate, what will it used for in terms of relocation scheme?  Is it to pay the consultants or to build houses or to purchase land?  What is it for?

Hon Huniehu:  Thank you Mr Chairman, this allocation of $1million is specifically for relocation of the people in the village to a new site.  So, it has connections with the purchase of land for resettlement.

Mr Agovaka:  As you know the SIEA, Solomon Islands Electricity Authority is now had about what they can supply with the populace of Honiara and hence, the Ministry’s endeavor to do the hydro schemes up at Ngalibiu.  Now, just a question on this Hydro project, can the Minister inform us how they go about giving license?  Is it that the hydro license provide electricity going to be held with SIEA or is it going to be held by the Ministry or is it going to be held by the company providing the hydro scheme?

Hon. Huniehu:  As far as the Tina or Ngalibiu Hydro project is concerned, the government, SIEA and the World Bank are working closely to identify a model which can be implemented in the development of this very important project.

As you know, Mr Chairman, there are many parties who are interested or have vested interest on this project, therefore the Ministry is working out the finer details as to how to develop this project and to take into consideration the specific interest needs of those who will be involved, thank you.

Mr Oti:  Mr Chairman, I thank you and I thank the Minister for his response to the earlier question I raised, also the question raised by the Leader of Opposition in regards to the renewable rural electricity and rural electrification as contained on page 47. 

I note also on page 48, these are not non appropriate funds but they could well compliment in fact their allocations is big.  I just want to know from the Minister to what extent these programs are seen to be reinforcing each other, in so far as reaching out to the rural sector is concerned that’s the first question.

The second question – I would also like to know from the Minster whether he’s aware of the government of India’s pledge in 2006 and 2007 of USD$100,000 per annum.  Now, it is already two years of that contribution which has not seem to be effected anyway in here.  Whether the Minister is aware of that program?  That is the second question?

Hon Huniehu:  I am not aware of that USD$100,000 pledge, so I will assure the Member of Parliament that I will try to find out whether that pledge had been made, and whether such kind of information can be made available to the Member asking the question, through a letter from the Ministry or through the pigeonhole.
Head 495 – $9,885,000 agreed to.

Head 496:  National Judiciary- $2,188,183 agreed to.
Head 497 -  Ministry of Women, Youth and Children’s Affairs 

Mr Sogavare:  The very first project item 7748 Sub-item 5799 Policy and Planning Project – it is a huge allocation of $1.3million.  Can the Minister explain the coverage of that program and who fund the national planning or is it a Nation wide planning?  Can the Minister explain the coverage of the planning process?

Hon Tom:  This funding is to cater for the major program activities in the three divisions of the Ministry.  

(1)
Women’s Division – 

(i) National Women’s Policy;

(ii) Convention on the Elimination of all forms of Discrimination against Women – Reporting;

(2)
Youth Division


(i)
National Youth Policy and Plan of Action Review 



2002, 2007 Review and Review of the National Youth 



Congress;


(ii)
National Youth Parliament and Provincial Youth 



Assembly;


(iii)
National Youth Award

(3)
Children Division


(i)
Children Rights Bill National Wide Consultation


(ii)
Solomon Islands United Nation (Rights of a Child – 



Reports to Geneva)

(iii) Children’s Policy and Plan of Action 

(iv) Provincial Advisory Committee Establishment

(v) Provincial Policy Action Framework.

Mr Agovaka:  On that same page, the last line item –National Centre for Women, Youth and Children.  Can the Minister inform the House whether there is land allocated for this purpose, and if there is land allocated for this purpose, will this centre also cater for the handicapped children?

Hon Tom:  We have not catered for handicapped children yet but we have plans to make provision for that.

Mr Agovaka:  Mr Chairman, the Minister has not answered the first part of my question.  Has there been land identified and allocated for this centre or not?  And if there is any, the other part has already been answered?

Hon Sikua:  Mr Chairman, Sir, the provisions for Children with special needs it comes under the Ministry of Health because it is a very specialized area, so the provisions for children with disabilities and other special needs are under the Ministry of Health and Medical Services.  

Head 497 – $2,820,000 agreed to.

Head 498:  Ministry of Rural Development and Indigenous Business Affairs 

Mr Oti:  I would like to pay tribute to the Minister for Rural Development and the Deputy Prime Minister for the big increase of the new project of the Rural Constituency Livelihood Fund.  I also note, Mr Chairman that it is one of the ministries as yet on the non appropriate funds by donors is still blank.  

However, Mr Chairman, just a general policy question because in the Ministry of Development Planning and Aid Coordination that we already disposed off last week, there is reference to the new rural development program.  My expectation was that this donors’ support to the rural sector as rural development through this Ministry should come through this ministry to be administered by the Ministry of Rural Development as oppose to the Ministry of Development Planning and Aid Coordination.

I note that in the Ministry of National Development Planning and Aid Coordination the total of $45million was committed by three specific donors – EU 27,000,000, World Bank just over 27,000,000, World Bank is 8.7million and AusAid (RAMSI) another 10.5million.  They are targeted at this particular program, which by definition the use of the name rural development.  

I am just wondering why it is not brought under the Ministry of Rural Development because it will go a long way to strengthening the programs that was funded by SIG alone under the budget.  This is just general question for the Minister.

Hon Fono:  In fact that is the way forward as we try to allow the Ministry of Rural Development to coordinate all rural development aspect and will certainly be liaising with our development partners so that these programs will come under the new ministry.  

But I mean the Ministry was set up under the previous administration, which we took it over and try to rearrange the functions.  The Paper is now before Cabinet to look at that so that National Planning is only responsible for the overall development planning and aid coordination.  Whilst the rural development is coordinating all rural development aspects, not only locally funded programs but also aid funded programs as highlighted by the MP under development planning, since the programs were carried out last year under development planning ministry.  

But that’s the intention of government, as long as the Cabinet suctioning that Cabinet Paper will certainly pursue the negotiations with the donor community.  Thank you, Mr Chairman.

Mr Agovaka:  Just on the Rural Constituency Livelihood Fund.  How do you anticipate disbursing?  How will you distribute this fund?  Do you apply for it or do you give it to the Members of Parliament or what is the process here?

Hon Fono:  I expect the Caucus and Cabinet will be deliberating on the guidelines this week.  There after I will circulate the guidelines to all Members of Parliament so that we try and understand how we will implement this new rural livelihood project.  Information will certainly be distributed to all Members of Parliament before the close of this current meeting.  

Mr Kengava:  Mr Chairman, now that we have the Ministry that looks after the RCDF and Macro funds I noted that the Ministry of Development Planning or Finance looks after the Millennium fund.  

The point is this is – the disbursement of these funds to the constituency is my concern.  Sometime we do not know when the RCDF is given out and Macro and Millennium fund.  And sometimes the amount is different.  So I think there must be some consistency on when to disburse the funds, exact amount disburse whether quarterly, annually or how much is it $100,000 or $80,000.  Last few weeks I think the amount was $30,000 and etc.

So it creates a bit of confusion in the constituency on accounting and recording and all these.  So I think the Ministry must look into this arrangement and come up with a standard system so Members will know when to receive RCDF and know exactly how much, so that our recording and accounting for reporting back to the Ministry can be consistence.  I think that is the concern I would like to raise.  

This year it is a bit confusing and also last year it was confusing. Before that I think we have RCDF of $100,000 on quarterly basis but now we tend to serve one amount or another, and this can happen because two or three ministries look after the funds for the Constituencies.  So the ministry need to look further on this to straighten it properly so that we know exactly when to receive those funds.  Sometime I heard stories, oh fund go in today, which one, oh Millennium, how much, $30,000, and this is confusing.  So I think this ministry must take control and sort out this particular problem.  

Hon Fono:  Thank you, Mr Chairman and I thank the Deputy Speaker and also the former Minister for Rural Development under the last government.  

Whilst we want the disbursement to go according to what we want we must understand that funds under ROC funding they have their criteria, because submissions have to be made to their government before they approve and then we disburse it.  

But the weaknesses in the system, Mr Chairman, sir, will certainly be taken on board this year, so that the disbursement is done properly, timely and efficient.  

At the same time I call on all of us to prepare reports.  It is not proper to accept that money but we fail to retire the money because these are other people’s tax payers’ money let alone the government is ours too.  So the responsibility of the Members of Parliament that we must produce reports on retirement of these funds on a timely basis so that further disbursements can be made.  

Head 498 – $80,000,000 agreed to.

Head 499: Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Meteorology

Mr Oti:  Two questions for clarification.  Well first of all I thank the new Ministry for the relocation of the Lata Meteorological Station.  I think since Telekom has expanded and taken over facilities of the former P&T, the Meteorological services are operating on a makeshift basis for quite some time now.  So having this should go a long way, I’m not sure if this $150,000 will be sufficient for Lata because they actually lost the building and whether the $150,000 would be sufficient to build a new construction to house the Meteorological station.  

The second question is in relation to the project item 1254-5799 – Buala and Lake Tegano meteorological stations.  Can the Minister explain the basis of the criteria upon which the meteorological observatory or stations are allocated?  What is the basis for determining where the Meteorological stations should be?

Hon Lilo:  Chairman, in relation to Lata Meteorological Station our understanding is that we are going to find a temporary location just next to the airport.  There will be some minor renovation work that will have to be carried out in that particular building just to relocate the office of the Meteorological Service on a temporary basis.  


In terms of the selection of Buala and Lake Tegano, Mr Chairman, there are two things that we put into consideration.  One is the safety of our aviation industry – air travel.  We found that the only two airfields that are not close to or are being serviced by any meteorological stations are Buala and Lake Tegano.  And these are areas that are also vulnerable to natural disaster, the changes in climate and are being conscious of the safety of our traveling public in terms of our aviation industry, we felt that to fully cover the whole nation with the meteorological services is only logical that we have to construct these stations that will be based on Buala and Lake Tegano.  So these are the only two remaining ones to be serviced by way of meteorological services.  

Mr Agovaka:  On page 55 on the last item – Environmental Issues associated with mining.  As you know, plan environment needs to be managed.  Can the Minister inform the House whether there is a Environmental Management Plan in place to protect our Environment and Land in regards to mining activities through out the country?

Hon. Lilo:  Yes, this is one of the very important requirements of the Environment Act that there ought to be a public environment report to be carried out on all major development or investment that are to be land based, terrestrial or on the sea.  And we hope that there are continuous monitoring of the situation on Gold Ridge, we will be able to clearly identify what are the risks that is associated with that kind of a scale, the mining scale that is happening up there and what are alternative land management arrangements that we could offer to the Developer to implement and to ensure that we do not really cause so much damages to our environment and the Land Lord areas is concern.


Mr Chairman, let me say this, we have so far carried out various public environment report in major development that are now or have been endorsed by the government in various sectors, for instance the Auluta Oil Palm currently are carrying out by the initial public and environment assessment on Malaita.  In Vangunu we have also revisited the public environment report that was previously made, and even on other mining prospecting areas like in New Georgia and also in Mount Maitabe on Choiseul.  There are on going work there to ensure that we comply with the public environment requirements.  The only one that we will have to carry out some of the work is on palm oil on East Choiseul, and the Leader of Opposition is looking very close interest on that particular development there.  

We will have to carry out some kind of environmental impact on that particular project too.  So these are requirements that we have to be enforced to ensure that we comply with the requirements of the law and at the same time, work towards greater outcome that we wanted to achieve in this sector.  Thank you, Mr Chairman.

Mr Agovaka:  The outlying islands – Ontong Java, Lord Howe, Sikaiana (Stewart Islands) are in danger of rising sea level.  As you know global warming is happening, the level of sea is rising and it is making the living of people in these outer islands very dangerous or risky.  
Can the Minister inform the House whether there are plans to assist the people of Ontong Java and all Stewart Islands, Sikaiana for relocation to assist them with the rising sea level phenomena?

Hon Lilo:  This is the second time this question is asked.  Yes, we will do that in the context of the National Adaptation Plan.  The discussion of the National Adaptation Plan is going on right now to look at the options we have for the low lying atoll islands, whether we can build some kind of infrastructure there to mitigate the effects of climate change, rising of sea level and so forth or do to look at the option of relocating.  The option of relocations of some of these low lying islands seems to be very feasible right now that we need to look into.  Whilst at the same time there could be an opportunity for us to look into some benefits that can go to our people, and if they are to be relocated what are we going to do with those atolls?  Turn them into major conservation that interested researchers and others that are interested in conservation can pay some kind of a fee or royalty to them and will benefit the communities and provincial governments that they will be relocated too.  

These are the options that we will have to consider in the context of these national adaptation plans.  As I have already said, it is not us that cause the effects of this climate change that is happening, we are very low in meters of carbon but we need to adapt to the climate change that is beyond right now.  

So these are the mechanisms that have been put in place and well canvass in all these development corporation globally that we are part of, like the United Nations framework convention on climate change and so forth so lets make use of this avenue to help our people.  

Mr Sogavare:  Just the opposite page – the Non Appropriated Funds the very first project – Can the Minister just brief Parliament of the coverage of that project and what it really entails?

Hon. Lilo:  What is it on?

Mr Sogavare:  In the opposite page the item is 7654-1910 – funded by Global Environment Fund (GEF) $1million.  Can the Minister inform or brief the House on the coverage of that project and what they really do? 

Hon Lilo:  The only area of land base on terrestrial development that is not covered is on conservation or conservation of any unique and endangered species we have, protection of flora and fauna and so forth.  But this sustainable land management is to deal with land base industrial activity like the agricultural activity or forestry activity or tourism development.  

So what is envisaged in here is to map out the country, what is the potential or prospective in the land area in the country that is good for a particular development for instance, in Agriculture and then try to offer if in agricultural development in that area will mean it could lead to total degradation on land, erosion of land that could cause major environmental damage, then what is envisaged here is to provide some kind of alternative.  Instead of agricultural maybe you move into tourism or some other environmentally friendly kind of development but still at the same time guarantee the kind of return on income of the people and also in the country too.  So that is what is being envisaged here.  Thank you, Mr Chairman.  

Head 499 – $3,150,000 agreed to.

The sum of $380,494,592 as the total of the Development Estimates agreed to. 
The sum of $1,444,323,490 as the total expenditures for the Recurrent and Development Budgets agreed to.  

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, can we get some procedures right here before we put the question to vote.  There are discrepancies, which I want to highlight, which may affect the totals.  Can I ……

Mr Chairman:  Could I clarify one point first?  There was an earlier point under Head – Public Service when we were dealing with $22million instead of $16million, that is under our procedure to be corrected after we have gone through this because we were talking about re-committal, so the Bill will come back for purposes of Head 291, I think it is, for formally accepting the proper figure because we’ve already passed it before the honourable Minister and the Leader of Opposition allegedly touched it.  We will come back under re-committal procedure, but maybe I will listen to the honourable Leader of Opposition for some other things.  

Mr Sogavare:  Thank you.  The figure that was quoted to us on Friday was $16,562,509 – that in fact should be the right figure if you add that, it would total to $938,538,592.  If the figure now is $16,616,000 the total will increase by $53,963, Mr Chairman, so we just need to reconcile these two figures that we have supported.  One was if we actually changed those figures and one on Friday and the new Public Service total now should be $16,562,509.  That will not change the total.  But you will see the new figure is now $16 million.  There is an increase of $53,963, if that could be sorted out? 

Hon Rini:  The difference of $16,616,472 and $16,462,509 is $53,963 as the statutory expenditure, which is not in the appropriation so the net is in the appropriation.

Mr Chairman:  So the correct figure is still $16,616,472.  If we come for the re-committal we will formalize that.  That figure is the proper figure.  Are you happy with that figure, Leader of Opposition?

Mr Sogavare:  Yes, just to alleviate with the explanation given on the note, this appropriation bill does not include that amount for $225 million appropriated through statutory expenditures including – we take it that the statutory expenditures are not included, so we should only be taking the net.  That amount leads to 53.  You do not include the statutory expenditure because we do not vote.

Mr Chairman:  That is right, sir.

Mr Oti:  Just for clarification perhaps from you, Mr Chairman.  We have just asked to vote for the total and that is the recurrent plus the development.  Are we going to vote again for an amendment because the figure here will change that, therefore the total will be affected or will it not, Mr Chairman?

Mr Chairman:  No.  The figure will not be affected, as we heard from the Finance Minister on Thursday.  We have heard from him that the figure that was added for the total we voted on was correct, and the $22 million whatever that the Printery included as a mistake does not affect the total which the government is working on which we have already voted on, so the Printery figure is immaterial. 

We will come back to that particular issue to formalize it, and hence, I’m talking about a little late that will come back here again – the re-committal of this particular head for formalization.

Second Schedule agreed to.

Mr Chairman:  Let us go back to the language of the Bill, proper.

Clause 1

Mr Chairman:  I remind honorable Members that various amendments suggested, three of them, appear in our order paper today.

Clause 1 agreed to.

Clause 2  

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, some of us have the original bill so we still have matters to raise to the Minister.  The ninth word, second line second clause ‘5’, the total amount appropriated is $1,444,323,290.  The word in second clause according to the bill is that the version that we are holding is the sum of $1,445,323,290 so the word “five” should be “four”.  Is that right?

Mr Oti:  Mr Chairman, what we are saying is that while the total of schedule 1 and schedule 2 is $1,444,323,290, in clause 2 it says $1,445?

Mr Chairman:  It should be 44.

Hon Rini:  Mr Chairman, that is another typographical error.  It should be “4” and not “5”

Mr Chairman:  We will accept it as typographical error and it should be “4”.  Thank you very much Leader of the Opposition.  That has been accepted as typographical error.

Clause 2 agreed to.

Clause 3

Mr Oti:  Mr Chairman, just a point of procedure.  Are we not going to move an amendment?  Unfortunately, it was not identified like what has been done on the order paper.  Aren’t we going to move any amendment to the section two of the bill to take care of the change or we assume that we have amended?  There are clauses to be amended as previously identified.  We just came up with this so is it going to be moved through an amendment by the Minister or we just dispose of it away that you have ruled?

Mr Chairman:  We can move it as an amendment but I thought the typographical error was mentioned so I assume that as typographical error.

Mr Oti:  Some of these are typographical errors too like this one.
Mr Chairman: Yes, and the other ones.  What do we do now?

Hon Sikua:  Mr Chairman, I just want to, with your permission, get the advice from the Attorney General on this question, so that we will all be clear about it.  

Attorney General:  Mr Chairman, such error can be corrected by a consequential amendment pursuant to standing order 64(6) by a portion without notice by the Minister responsible.  It has to be treated as a consequential amendment because that has to be done to be consistent with the figures on the schedule.  

Mr Chairman:   Now, that we are actually dealing with amendments may be we should make a formal amendment of the language of it.

Mr Oti:  Mr Chairman, we suspend the standing order so that we allow the amendment to be moved without notice like ………..

Mr Chairman:  Yes, sure

Hon Lilo:  Mr Chairman, I think there is an intention as such that we can only qualify that it is a typographical error.  Because the figures have actually stated $144,000,000, where is in the other cases it is only wording, so you require an amendment but in here, there is a good spirit there to show that it is just a typographical error.  Because the numbers have matched up properly with the intension, I mean the wording here will have to reflect what the addition here shows.  

The aggregate sum here shows “1,444” so the effect of that is that the meaning of the amount in word “5” should be “4”, there is no big deal about it where as in others it is wording.

Mr Oti:  I think it is more substantial than the Minister for Environment has mentioned, because we identified typographical error in the amendment No.3, typographical error too “inn” as a typographical error.  And therefore because of that to be corrected it moves through to the appropriate notice.  What we are saying now is we can also move with this by suspending the standing order requirement on this so that it brings through the normal process of amendment under the Committee of Supply.  So it is just a matter of suspending the standing order, moved and included as part of the Bill.

Hon. Lilo:  Chairman, the difference between that is the amendment say for instance Clause 5 (3) is word and word, it is ‘inn’ and ‘in’, where as the missing out words in Clause 2, number is there – the aggregate number shows $1,444,000,000 so that too should be reflected in there.  That is what I’m saying so the number fits in with that word.

Mr Chairman:  May be the Chair, will try to clarify.  The various amendments that now appear on the order paper have for some to be blamed.  Originally, I was supposed to correct it under 58 (2) just before the third reading, there is provision for this typographical error and mistakes to be raised, but because it is obvious in the Bill and we will be going through, I suggested that it erased as amendments, so that we deal with them tidily and so to be consistent with that, I would accept a motion of amendment without notice for the other one so that we be consistent.  So, may be the Honourable Minister of Finance just raise a motion without notice to amend the word ‘five’ to ‘four’ and I’m sure there is no need for further debate because we all understand it synchronize with the figure.

Hon Rini:  Okay, Chairman, I beg to move that the amount in words in Clause 2 to insert ‘four’ instead of the word ‘five’ it should be ‘four’ so it reads that the sum of one thousand four hundred and forty four million, three hundred and twenty three thousand, two hundred and ninety dollars to be applied to the service of the year ending 31st December 2008. 

Clause 2 with amendments agreed to.

Hon Rini: Chairman, I move that Clause 3 of the 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008, be amended by omitting the word “The” where first appearing in Line 1.

Clause 3 with amendments agreed to.

Clause 4 agreed to.

Clause 5

Hon Rini:  Mr Chairman, I move that Clause 5(2) of the 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008 be amended by omitting the word “The” at the beginning of the sentence and inserting instead the word “No”.  

Mr Chairman, allow me to explain this proposed amendment since it is immaterial in character.  In its present form Clause 5(2) appears to allow borrowing from the Development Rehabilitation and Loans except in accordance with the prerequisites agreement entered into before 31st December 2008.  This is exact opposite of what we intended when the Bill was drafted.  This sub-clause is supposed to prevent any borrowing at all unless it is done in accordance within agreement with the donor.  The amendment proposed will rectify the error and ensure that the sub-clause does what is suppose to do accordingly, Mr Chairman, I beg to move.

Clause 5(2) with amendments agreed to.

Hon Rini:  Mr Chairman, I moved that clause 5(3) of the 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008 be amended by omitting the “inn” from Line 3 and inserting instead “in”.

Clause 5(3) with amendments agreed to.

Clause 6 agreed to.

Clause 7 agreed to.

The Preamble agreed to.

Parliament resumes
Hon Rini:  Mr Speaker, I beg to report that the 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008 has passed through the Committee of Supply with amendments.

Mr Speaker:  I have been informed as we have already heard that a further amendment is required and therefore it is now necessary for the bill to be recommitted to the Committee of Supply.

Hon Rini:  Mr Speaker, I move that the 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008 be recommitted to the Committee of Supply in respect of Head 291 of the First Schedule.


Mr Speaker, as I informed the house on Thursday last week, there is a correction required to Head 291 due to a printing error.  Unfortunately this error was drawn to my attention after the Committee of Supply had already dealt with and passed that head.  Therefore to comply with the standing orders and the correct procedure of the Committee of Supply in relation to dealing with amendments, it is necessary for re-committal to occur to amend Head 291.

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Speaker, can we be allowed now to discuss figures.  

Mr Speaker:  We allowed the motion to recommit on this particular head for reconsideration at the Committee of Supply.

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Speaker, we have no objection to that motion.  We support it.

Hon Tozaka:  Mr Speaker, as this particular head is in respect of my Ministry, I would like to confirm that I am happy and the amended amount, sir, is that we voted for so there is no argument but I really support it.
Mr Speaker:  The 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008 be recommitted in respect of Head 291 of the First Schedule. 

The Bill was agreed to and recommitted to the house into a Committee of Supply to reconsider the Bill in respect of Head 291 of the First Schedule.  

Committee of Supply

Mr Chairman:  Honorable Members this is perhaps the first time an appropriation bill is recommitted and that it is indicative of the fact that our Parliament has indeed developed in terms of its procedures over the past few years to a stage where Members make use of the procedures established by the Standing Orders but which were hardly used in the 80s and 90s.


We will now proceed to reconsider the bill in respect of Head 291 of the First Schedule.  We will reconsider this in that order.  We are looking at Head 291 in the recurrent expenditures to correct the particular head.  

Honorable Members as you can see on today’s order paper, there is a proposed amendment to this head brought under Standing Order 53(2).  We will deal with that first before we return to the proposed amendment.  


The proposed amendment is brought on the recommendation of the Cabinet signified by the Minister of Finance and Treasury.  I am satisfied that this proposed amendment is in order and so we will proceed on to it in accordance with Standing Order 65.

Hon Rini:  Mr Chairman, I move that Head 291 of the First Schedule be amended by omitting the figure “$22,824,553” and inserting instead the figure “$16,462,509”.  
This proposed amendment is simply a formality following discussions of the House on Thursday 3rd April 2008.  On that day I informed the House that due to a technical error when the bill was printed, a wrong figure was printed as the total for Head 291, and therefore necessary to amend the Head and insert the correct figure.


In other words, this amendment will do more than put the correct figure into the schedule, the same figure that was scrutinized by the Public Accounts Committee prior to this meeting.  
Mr Chairman:  The floor now is open for comments if any one wants to further debate and comment in relation to that amendment?

Mr Oti:  Mr Chairman, just a question.  May be I have a hearing problem.  The figure that the Minister mentioned is somewhat different from what is on the paper here.  Is it $616 or $415?  Which one is this?
Hon Rini:  Mr Chairman, this is a further amendment to what appeared on the order paper today.  The amount should be $16,462,509.

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Chairman, the Minister got the right figure now and we have no further comment on that.  That is the figure you need to balance this budget.  Thank you very much, Mr Chairman, and we support it.

Hon Fono:  Mr Chairman, the original bill has that amount but it is the Printery that may be is not up to modern technology, otherwise they should have just scanned the whole bill and with very little errors.  I suppose the technology is not yet updated and they retyped it and so human error came in and that is why we are experiencing differences on the figures.

Mr Chairman:  Head 291 of the First Schedule be amended by omitting the figure $22,824,553 and inserting instead the figure $16,462,509.

Head 291 of the First Schedule amended by omitting figures agreed to.

Mr Chairman:  That is the only head that we have to consider.  We have already passed all other heads and have resolved that both schedules as well as all clauses stand part of the bill.  That brings us to the end of this committal proceeding.  The Committee of Supply is thus concluded.

(Parliament resumes)

Hon Rini:  Mr Speaker, I beg to report that on re-committal the 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008 was reconsidered by the Committee of Supply which has made a further amendment to the bill.

BILLS

Bills – Third Reading

The 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008

Hon Rini:  Mr Speaker, I moved that the 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008 as amended be now read the third time and do pass.

The bill is carried.

MOTIONS

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

The House adjourned at 4.08 p.m.
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