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EIGHTH PARLIAMENT

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

TUESDAY 8TH APRIL 2008

The Deputy Speaker, Hon. Kengava took the Chair at 9.30 am.

Prayer.

ATTENDANCE

At prayers, all were present with the exception of the Ministers for Development Planning & Aid Coordination, Culture & Tourism, Foreign Affairs & External Trade, Commerce, Industries & Employment, Energy, Mines & Rural Electrification, Agriculture and Livestock Development, Lands, Housing and Survey and the Members for West New Georgia/Vona Vona, West Guadalcanal, East Honiara, Central Makira, Ngella, South Vella La Vella, East Makira, Shortlands, North West Guadalcanal, Malaita Outer Islands and South New Georgia/Rendova/Tetepare.
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

AVIATION – VANIKORO AIRPORT

1. Mr OTI to the Minister for Communication and Aviation:

Can the Minister inform Parliament of the following concerning Vanikoro Airport – 

(i) Who won the Tender given out in 2007?

(ii) When will the construction begin?

(iii) Is the Government still committing the Vanikoro project under the Aviation Special Fund?
Hon LONAMEI:  Mr Speaker, first of all I would like to thank the Honourable Member for Temotu/Nende for the question.

(i) The tender was won by the Earth Movers, however, the Earth Movers turned down the offer given to them by the Central Board. 

(ii) There is no date set for the work to begin because there is no contract between the Earth Movers and the government at that time.

(iii) At the moment, no.  However, the government is considering putting an airport in Temotu Province, but Cabinet will decide on the location of that airport.
Mr Oti:  I thank the Minister for his response to the questions.  Obviously question No.2 becomes redundant because of that response to question No1. 


Mr Speaker, can the Minister inform Parliament when did the company that won the tender withdraw its interest in the construction of the Vanikoro airport?

Hon Lonamei:  Mr Speaker, according to my Ministry we just knew that the offer given to them by the Central Tender Board was turned down.  But there is a condition given that Earth Movers is given license to operate at Vanikoro.  Therefore, the Minister of Forestry can enlighten us of the conditions given to the company for the construction of the airport.
Hon KEMAKEZA:  Mr Speaker, I thank the Minister for Aviation.  Mr Speaker, it is part and parcel of the license for the Vanikoro Logging Company that was subcontracted to the Earth Movers.  One of the conditions of that contract is to construct the Vanikoro airport.  

However, Mr Speaker, upon my resumption of office, the license was suspended because it failed to comply with the terms and conditions of the license or the Act, if you like.  That has been rectified and the suspension was lifted by the Commissioner of Forests and the Agreement is still valid, which will form part of the construction of the airport at Vanikoro.  
Mr Oti:  In the Minister for Aviation’s response he said although Vanikoro would no longer be considered for funding under the Special Aviation Fund, there is thinking for an alternative location of another airport for Temotu.  Can the Minister inform Parliament the criteria to determine where an airport should be located?
Hon Lonamei:  Mr Speaker, there are a number of criteria that the Ministry will consider for the construction of an airport.  First, the airport must be located in a place where there are many people living and working, where there are schools and hospitals are also located.  These are criteria the Ministry will look into so that when this infrastructure is constructed there are people who are going to use the infrastructure.  
My Ministry will also take into account the land situation whether it is free from land dispute and so forth.  That is also another contributing factor.  We also take into account contribution from provinces and landowners as well.  All these are taken into account as criteria in determining the location of an airport.
Mr Oti:  Mr Speaker, of all the reasons outlined by the Minister so far, I could not hear one of the paramount reasons for consideration of location of an airport.  This is in relation to air safety.  
As the Minister and the Parliament will know the only airport in Temotu was built in 1970.  And there is no other alternative, hence the urgency of this particular project.  Those reasons did not address the issues that he mentioned.  Those are secondary issues.  
I am just wondering whether the Minister and his technical officials in the Ministry are aware of the aviation requirements of air safety and air navigation for purposes of disaster mitigation.  Vanikoro is located in one of the cyclone prone area that requires the location of that particular infrastructure.  That said any consideration other than technical requirements under aviation would not be acceptable to the people of Temotu because of air safety, as I have said.  
On that note, Mr Speaker, can the Minister confirm that he is aware, because I did not hear him say it, about the need for air safety, security and emergency considerations for which Vanikoro was identified.  Are you aware of that, Mr Minister?

Hon Lonamei:  Mr Speaker, as I have said earlier on, Vanikoro is one of the airports the government will consider in its plan on the three airports that will be constructed first.  There is still chance for it to be resubmitted for the government to consider on where the airports will be located.

Mr AGOVAKA:  Mr Speaker, yesterday we passed the recurrent and development budgets, and in these two documents are a number of infrastructure projects.  My question is in relation to the tender system.  

Is the company, the Earthmovers, a logging company or a civil construction company and that is why it was awarded this tender?  Secondly, what are the criteria used in awarding tender to companies?  It brings a lot of questions on how you accepted companies to do these infrastructures?

Hon KEMAKEZA:  Mr Speaker, because he talked about that company, the Member who has just asked that question was one who approved the tender.  The previous government approved the tender and therefore he should ask himself.

(hear, hear)

He should ask himself what are the criteria he followed for approving that tender before.  This Government only supports the tender that was approved.  The Minister of Forests just enforces what Ministers at that time have done.  Because of the important ingredients mentioned by the Member for Temotu/Nende, I as a Ministers on this side must see through that arrangement to build the Vanikoro airport so that it does not stop funding for other areas in Temotu as well because the intention of this government is to build at least three airports in the provinces within three years.


In terms of why this company was awarded the contract, I believe since it has the machines to construct the airport at Vanikoro, that could be the good intention of the previous government for awarding that offer to this company rather than for the Ministry of Infrastructure moving machines from the Shortlands to go up to Vanikoro, which may be sometimes is not possible.  But since there are machines on the ground at Vanikoro, I must thank and congratulate the previous government 

(hear, hear)

for seeing the merits of awarding the tender to Earth Movers, which the Leader of Independent cannot see, and therefore asking that question to confuse Parliament or he does not know what he is talking about.

Mr Agovaka:  Mr Speaker, supplementary question.  The answer by the Minister for Forestry does not go down well with me.  As Minister for Commerce in the previous government I did not approve the tender.  What the Minister for Forests said is not true.  I want to say that it could be approved by a different Ministry, may be the Ministry of Infrastructure.

Hon Sofu:  Mr Speaker, the situation of the Vanikoro airport is like this.  What happened is that tender was put out last year and the only company that applied was the Earthmovers.  That is all.  No one else besides Earthmovers put its bid to the Central Tender Board.  It is true that the assessment of engineers was $2 million but Earthmovers wanted $3.5 million.  Therefore, negotiations were made between the Central Tender Board and the Earthmovers.  

Mr Soalaoi:  Mr Speaker, supplementary question.  Since this concerns my area, I believe one of the main criteria that should be used in identifying the location for such an important infrastructure is safety as the honourable Member for Temotu/Nende has mentioned.


Mr Speaker, we have passed the budget but I failed to see any allocation for the number of airports the government would like to construct.  My question is, since Vanikoro airport is not considered under the special fund, can the Minister inform the House where is he going to get money to construct that airport?  
As a Member of that area, Mr Speaker, I am very thankful to the government for, at least, indicating that Vanikoro airport will be one of the three airports.  May be the Minister does not want to say it here but I think it would be good for us to tell the truth in here.  
Since Earthmovers wants a much higher bid, and I support the idea of Earthmovers constructing the airport, can the Minister inform the House that apart from where he is going to get money to construct this airport, is the Ministry prepared to talk again with Earthmovers ensuring that the construction of this airport is done this year as one of the three airports Mr Speaker?

Hon Lonamei:  Mr Speaker, the budget was passed yesterday and so I shall be sending my aviation officers with engineers to go and survey the places they want to put the airports on.  Safety that you have been talking about too much is the concern of us at Aviation.  But engineers will be going out to survey the places for airports, now that we have money to go out.  May be next week we will start sending out aviation people to survey the various places that applied to have airports located in their areas to find out the suitability of those areas.  

Mr Oti:  Mr Speaker, I think the Minister is still not addressing the issue, if not he has distorted view of what safety is.  It is not tied to where the location of the airport is or how the airport is going to be constructed.  It is to do with the fact that I was talking about that since 1970 there is no alternative landing in Temotu Province.  
It is a two and a half hours direct flight from Honiara, and you have to have an alternative airport, and governments have not seen this, hence the safety requirement is something that you cannot negotiate for and you cannot wait for, neither can you expect engineers to go and assess it because you see it with your own eyes.  No alternative landing is risk to aviation security.  Hence why this special fund was committed, Mr Speaker, and I will come to the question later, why it is committed under the Aviation Special Fund is because that fund can also be committed by Aviation Authorities to address issues of safety, hence the need to finance this project under the Aviation Special Fund.


Mr Speaker, the supplementary question therefore is, if the intention of the Government now is to make it happen through a logging company, what is the contribution of the government to this project?  How much and how?  
Hon Kemakeza:  Mr Speaker, the point raised by the Member of Parliament for Temotu/Nende is very, very important and this government is taking that very seriously.  I think the Minister for Infrastructure has made it very clear that the government is making a $2 million offer towards the airport.  
The fact that this tender was suspended or put aside is because of one of the conditions.  Therefore, the contribution of the government as assured to us by the Minister of Infrastructure for that tender.  The Minister for Aviation was saying that there is money but the Cabinet is yet to decide on which place and how.  


Mr Speaker, taking into consideration the very valid point raised by the Member of Parliament for Temotu Nende, our government will consider that airport very seriously.  Because it forms part of my Ministry, I want to assure the Member for Temotu Nende that they must construct this airport, as that is one of the conditions.  I can assure him that it will be this year or next year or whatever the time maybe.  

Mr Oti:  Supplementary question, Mr Speaker, perhaps to the Ministers concerned in Infrastructure, Aviation and of course Forestry as a supporter to that industry.  Would it be possible for the government to consider using that original allocation of $2 million to support whatever undertaking will be made to ensure the project progresses?  You can still commit the $2 million as government contribution to that project under this special aviation fund.  Can the government consider those options apart from the options raised by the Minister of Forestry?

Hon SIKUA:  Mr Speaker, as has been mentioned by the Minister for Infrastructure, price negotiation is being negotiated by the Central Tender Board and the Contractor since the Contractor wants $3.5 whilst we would want to negotiate it to $2 million.  I want to assure the questioner, the MP for Temotu Nende that the government is committed to contribute $2 million towards construction work of the airport. 

Mr Oti:  Mr Speaker, I thank the Ministers who have responded to this question.  This is a very, very important project.  It is not a political project.  This is an aviation security requirement and so I hope it is seen in that light.


With those remarks and supplementary questions and those who have contributed to the question, I thank you most sincerely and I thank the Ministers for their responses.

Mr Speaker:  Honorable Members I wish to inform the House that although the Mines and Minerals Amendment Bill 2008 was set down by the Prime Minister to be read first time today, I have been informed by the Attorney General that the Bill is at the printery and is not ready in time for this sitting.  The Bill will therefore be submitted to the Speaker today and will be read the first time tomorrow.
MOTIONS

Motion of Sine Die

Hon SIKUA:  Mr Speaker, I move in line with Standing Orders 8(3) that at the adjournment of Parliament on Friday 11th April 2008, the present meeting shall be concluded and Parliament shall then stand adjourned sine die.


Mr Speaker, at the outset I wish to sincerely thank his Excellency the Governor General for the speech from the throne that he delivered at the beginning of this session.  That speech comprehensively outlined the government’s policies and priorities, and the need for us to respond to the needs and development aspirations of our people. 


Mr Speaker, the government has also taken note of comments that Honorable Members of Parliament have made during the debate on the structure and the length of the speech from the throne and will ensure that such a speech is better prepared in the future.


Mr Speaker, this Sitting of Parliament was purposely to deliberate and adopt the 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008, the first budget of the CNURA Government.  In this regard, Mr Speaker, I wish to sincerely thank the hard working Minister of Finance and Treasury for tabling the Bill.


Mr Speaker, I also wish to thank all Members of Parliament, including the leaders and members of the Opposition and the Independent Group for their useful and constructive criticisms on how the 2008 Budget has been developed, and the importance of the Budget as a tool to implement government policies and programs.

Mr Speaker, the distinguished Leader of the Opposition in particular, has made some very important observations on the Budget, and I thank him for those observations and comments.  He has also made some general and specific remarks outlining his perception or views on how this government is operating under my leadership.  I will respond to these views shortly in my statement.  

Mr Speaker, my overall assessment of this Meeting of Parliament has been that, there is a collective desire by all Members of Parliament to improve the lives of our people.  Both sides of the House made useful contributions during the debate and deliberation on the Budget, reflecting their genuine intention and hope for the Budget to help and benefit our people.  Mr Speaker, I therefore, wish to thank all Members of Parliament for supporting and ensuring that this honorable House adopts the 2008 Budget.  
Mr Speaker, the 2008 Budget, which we adopted or passed yesterday, is a credible Budget.  It is credible because it was done in the context or settings of Solomon Islands taking into account the social and economic needs and development aspirations of our people.  It is also credible because it is based on the six priority areas of the CNURA Government and focuses on improving the lives of our people in particular our rural population.  

Mr Speaker, the 2008 Recurrent Estimates will enable the government to continue to provide and maintain essential social services to our people while the Development Estimates would enable us create further development opportunities. 

Mr Speaker, indeed, the focus on the rural areas is not new.  Successive governments have adopted policies and strategies targeting rural development.  What is new is the CNURA Government’s firm commitment to produce tangible results and move away from the rhetoric of past years.  

The Deputy Prime Minister, Mr Speaker, in his contribution to the debate on the Budget, has clearly articulated the rural development agenda and focus of the CNURA Government and how it is different from the previous government’s bottom up approach.  

Mr Speaker, the gist of this government’s or for that matter any governments rural advancement policies and strategies must be the improvement of the quality of life for our people.  This government is firmly committed to do its best to help our people in realizing their development aspirations within the limited time we have left.  We will continue to work with all stakeholders including the private sector and our development partners, as we strive to develop our country and people.  

At this juncture, Mr Speaker, I wish to profoundly thank our development partners for their contribution and support towards the 2008 Budget.  I would like to assure our development partners and the donor community of the government’s firm commitment to work closely with them on the basis of mutual respect and understanding and with a genuine desire to address the development aspirations and needs of our people.  

Mr Speaker, as I have said on a number of occasions, foreign policy is usually an extension of domestic policy.  Therefore, our relations with the International Community including our neighbors in the region are very important.  The CNURA Government is very clear on how it will approach and deal with its neighbors, and that is through dialogue and consultation that is underpinned by mutual understanding and respect for each other’s sovereignty.  

Mr Speaker, Solomon Islands’ recent experience in the ethnic tension and its effects and our continuing efforts to rebuild the country, will continue to need the support and cooperation of our development partners.  In addition, Mr Speaker, this government is committed to reconciliation and rehabilitation of the parties involved in the ethnic crisis.  We are working on a national reconciliation ceremony to coincide with our 30th Independence Anniversary.  

Furthermore, Mr Speaker, as alluded to by the Minister of National Unity, Peace and Reconciliation yesterday, the government is also working on a proper rehabilitation package.  Once the nature of the package is known and clear policy guidelines are formulated, it will enable us to talk to our donor partners who have had experience in rehabilitating ex-combatants in other parts of the world to help us design a suitable and appropriate rehabilitation package.  

As the Deputy Prime Minister had said yesterday, Mr Speaker, once all this is done and that are everything is in order, all this thinking will be done as and when we cross that bridge.  

Mr Speaker, the CNURA Government, however, is fully cognizant of the need for Solomon Islands to be in the driving seat to set the priorities and direction for our country, hence the call on RAMSI to realign its activities to support the efforts and initiatives of the government of the day.  

Mr Speaker, during my visit to Papua New Guinea, Australia and New Zealand, and indeed Republic of China on Taiwan early this year, I took the opportunity to brief my counterparts of the six priorities of the CNURA Government.  

Australia’s additional bilateral funding support to Solomon Islands announced by Prime Minister Rudd during his recent visit is in response and recognition of these priority sectors and not because of Australia’s own interests.  Therefore, Mr Speaker, perceptions and statements made by distinguished Leader of Opposition that this government is serving the interests of Australia or that this Budget is driven by Australia’s interests, is simply not true.  This Budget, as I have said earlier is a credible budget based on the six (6) priorities of the CNURA Government.  

Furthermore, Mr Speaker, the distinguished Leader of Opposition’s comments that I have since becoming Prime Minister continue to protect Australia’s interest in Solomon Islands even if Australia steps all over our sovereignty is grossly misleading and lacks any substance.  What I have done since becoming Prime Minister, Mr Speaker, was mending relations with Australia and the region that were strained by the Leader of Opposition when he was Prime Minister.  

Mr Speaker, the Leader of Opposition claims to know all about sovereignty and stated that the current government has a shallow understanding of the concept and was willing to sacrifice it at any costs.  Far from the truth, Mr Speaker!  The CNURA Government fully recognizes and understands the importance of state sovereignty as the corner stone of international relations, and this is the basis of our dealings with other sovereign governments and states.  

Mr Speaker, the CNURA Government will never sacrifice the sovereignty of our beloved country, Solomon Islands and its people and in its interactions with other sovereign governments and states.  We will continue to work closely with our friends to restore and strengthen our state security institutions and other government entities affected by the ethnic crisis and ensure that our people have the opportunity to create a better life and future.  

Furthermore, Mr Speaker, the world has become interdependent.  We must continue to work closely with the International Community to address the challenges of globalization, trade liberation, climate change and environmental degradation and international terrorism, to name a few.  
Mr Speaker, the CNURA Government is fully mindful of the need to prevent aid dependency and encourage self help.  Thus this government has increased its contribution to the Development Budget.  While this may not be substantial, compared to the donors’ contribution to the Development Budget, it is symbolic of the government’s commitment and seriousness to address the development needs of our people.  I trust that the government’s contribution will continue to increase in the future as new industries and development projects come into operation and government revenue increases.  

Mr Speaker, on the impact of aid assistance, this is an area that this government is keen to discuss with our donor partners and we will raise it when we have the next SIG donors consultations, which will be when the Medium Term Development Strategy is completed.  Mr Speaker, this will be discussed in the context of donor harmonization and coordination. 

Above all, Mr Speaker, I call on our good people to become more self reliant, independent and more enterprising in taking initiatives to help ourselves.  The government will do its part but we as individual citizens must also play our part and take the lead in improving our livelihoods.  

Mr Speaker, during this Meeting of Parliament we were also able to deliberate on a couple of reports and heard a few statements.  I thank those Ministers who tabled reports or responded to questions and comments on the various reports as well as those who have made statements on issues of national interest.  

Mr Speaker, the report on the Ministry of Agriculture and Lands regarding land dealings in Honiara point to the need for us to effectively deal and address land issues.  I am confident that the measures the Ministry of Lands and Housing will undertake will respond appropriately to the recommendations contained in that report.

Mr Speaker, natural disasters, climate change and sea level rise pose a serious threat to our communities.  The April 2007 Earthquake and Tsunami that hit the Western and Choiseul Provinces reminds us of the vulnerability of our island communities to natural disasters. 

Mr Speaker, the government, as I have said in my statement last Tuesday in commemorating the first anniversary of the April 2007 Earthquake and Tsunami, remains committed to continuing the rehabilitation efforts in the affected areas and will work closely with all stakeholders including Members of Parliament of the two provinces.  

Mr Speaker, I also took the opportunity during this Sitting of Parliament to make a statement on the status of the constitutional reform project.  The CNURA Government is committed to ensure that this process is done properly and that the final product or structure does not only accommodate the political wishes and aspirations of our people but it is also viable, sustainable and maintains the unity of our nation.  

Mr Speaker, the government is equally committed to ensure that the Draft Federal Constitution is tabled before Cabinet by the deadline of July 2009 so that it is brought before this Honorable House at the end of year sitting of Parliament in 2009.  

Mr Speaker, we all know that we need to diversify our economic base to ensure sustainable economic growth and development.  We need to develop among other sectors our tourism industry, the fisheries sector and industry, the agriculture sector as well as the mining and minerals sector.  
The government will be embarking on a number of legislations to facilitate investment in these sectors.  There is need to review and amend a number of our existing legislations which are either out of date or inappropriate to our development endeavors.  In this connection I wish to thank the Minister of Mines and Energy for bringing to Parliament the Mines and Minerals Amendment Bill 2008 to facilitate investment in the Mining sector.  

Furthermore, Mr Speaker, increasing fuel prices is becoming a very heavy burden to our people, thus I encourage the Minister of Mines and Energy to call for a petroleum oil energy conference with the view to interalia understanding what is happening to fuel prices and how all stakeholders can respond as well as to help the government assists rural and remote communities to have reasonably priced fuel to ensure that they can improve their livelihoods, initiatives and help drive economic growth.  Mr Speaker, all in all, a reliable energy source or supply is a vital prerequisite for economic development.  

Mr Speaker, as we read in this morning’s Solomon Star Newspaper, the price of rice is going to increase by approximately 15.5% due in particularly to a number of external reasons or factors.  The government will immediately work on the necessary legislation to remove import tax on rice, thus reduce the price for our consumers.  

Mr Speaker, I acknowledge that a holistic approach and people focused development is critical for our future, and so our human resource remains our most important resource and we need to develop them according to our development needs.  
Mr Speaker, we also need to mold our human resource to become good citizens of our country.  Equally important is infrastructure development including efficient transportation and communication links given the geographical nature of our provinces and islands. 

Mr Speaker, this year we will celebrate our 30th Independence Anniversary.  It is a time to take stock of how far we have come and what we need to do to chart a brighter future for our country.  The main celebrations will be in Honiara, Mr Speaker, but the government however has also made it clear and provided for celebrations to be done in all our provincial centers and in all our 50 constituencies.  I appeal to all our citizens and friends to celebrate in a peaceful and joyous manner embracing national unity and solidarity.  Mr Speaker, I also appeal to all of us parliamentarians to take that opportunity to go back to our constituencies, as we all know the elections are coming up very soon, otherwise we would not be coming back.  

Finally, but not the least, Mr Speaker, this has been a very important Meeting especially being the first budget of the CNURA Government.  I wish therefore to sincerely thank your good self, Sir, the Deputy Clerk and the hard working staff of the National Parliament Office for the excellent arrangements you have done for our meeting including in particular the historic opening ceremony of this meeting where our rich culture and traditions were featured.

Mr Speaker, I am also grateful to you as our Deputy Speaker for ably presiding over our deliberations during the absence of the Speaker.  Indeed, you have done very well and you deserve our commendation.  

Mr Speaker, I also wish to extend my appreciation to Permanent Secretaries and other senior government officials, including those from the Ministry of Finance and Treasury for their hard work in preparing the 2008 Budget.  I also would like to thank the Chairman and Members of the Public Accounts Committee for scrutinizing the Budget before it is deliberated on the floor of this Parliament.  

Mr Speaker, I also would like to take this opportunity to express my profound gratitude and appreciation to the good chiefs and people of my constituency for their patience and understanding.  I have been unable to visit them since I was elected Prime Minister but I am hopeful and confident that I still have their full support and cooperation.  

Finally, Mr Speaker, I wish to assure this Honorable House that this government is committed and determined to deliver.  The 2008 Budget will provide the mechanisms to do this.  I urge all government ministries to do their part in implementing the various programs and projects that the Budget provides for.  

Mr Speaker, indeed this government’s plans and programs are ambitious, but we are firmly committed and will do our best in serving the needs of our people and delivering on their expectations for a better quality of life and a better future - a future that is peaceful, secure, well governed and prosperous.  

Mr Speaker, with all my humble gratitude, I beg to move.

Mr Speaker:  The motion of Sine Die is now open for debate but keep in mind the rules of debate in the Standing Orders and the time factor that Members should speak.  

I know the Motion of Sine Die is free for all to say whatever they want to say but try to give everybody a chance as we have three more days to go before the winding up of this Motion.  I ask all Members to take note of those few reminders.  Thank you.

(The Motion is open for debate)

Mr SOGAVARE:  Thank you very much, Mr Speaker, for giving me the opportunity to open up the debate on the Motion of Sine Die moved by the Prime Minister.  At the outset, I would like to thank him very much Mr Speaker, for the kind words he made when moving the motion in acknowledging the contribution of this side of the House during the deliberation on the Budget and the useful comments and criticisms made by this side of the House on the Budget.  We are just doing the work that we feel we are entrusted to do as a watchdog on the government. 

Mr Speaker, as I said when I contributed to the debate on the Budget, the Budget is not a manifesto, it is a working document and that once it is passed by Parliament it cease to be the private property of the government and it becomes the property of the country, translating government’s policies into figures, and the task that is assigned on the government is to implement the Budget. 


Sir, yes, I need to do the right thing,at the outset, Mr Speaker, by formally congratulating the new Member for Aoke/Langa Langa and the Member for East Malaita who are here with us, and I wish them all the best as they represent their people in this highest decision making body of the land.  They fully deserve their victories in the recent bye-elections, Mr Speaker.  


As rightly pointed out by the Prime Minister, Mr Speaker, the subject of this sitting has been the 2008 Appropriation Bill 2008 or the Budget.

Sir, in congratulating the government for passing its first Budget, I would also like to take this opportunity to remind the government that this is just the beginning of the long and winding road called ‘implementation’.  That is where the real strength of the government is measured.  
Sir, the people of this country are waiting eagerly to see the promises for better life in a united and peaceful Solomon Islands to be delivered by the government that claims to be action-oriented.  This requires the full commitment by government as a whole, including the backbenchers, and of course, the Opposition.  We also address their projects.


Sir, a number of issues need to be highlighted here on implementation, especially on development projects.  I take it from the Prime Minister, Mr Speaker; he made it very clear on the floor of this Parliament, and of course, a number of Ministers who spoke that this government is action-oriented, and that they will deliver.  


I just want to put it to the government, Mr Speaker, that it is a case year by year that projects failed to be implemented, even though we mention a lot of good things about them.  Why?  It is because they got caught up in the complicated bureaucracy.  
I acknowledge the government’s firm stand on ensuring that things are done properly and that we involve a number of stakeholders in the process of application, determination of projects, monitoring and appraisals.  
Whilst I appreciate the government’s determination on that area to tighten up the implementation process by setting up guidelines and involving provincial set ups in the approval processes, Mr Speaker, care must be taken not to over bureaucratized the process that it ends up constipating the implementation process and at the end of the day we deliver nothing.


We have only nine months left for this year.  We experienced that during the Grand Coalition for Change Government.  The processes and procedures are there.  And at that time we only dealt with the government set ups only - the Ministry of Development Planning and those line Ministries that deal with the projects.  Even then we find it hard to move those projects because they got caught up in the bureaucracies.


Key ministries and key personnel in those ministries who are supposed to be attending to applications and project requests are either on overseas trips or are doing something else or are just basically disinterested.  I just want to put this point across to the government that our action oriented determination maybe hot air in Parliament, and you will end up delivering nothing by the end of this year. I want the government to take full note of this.  

I am sure that after this Parliament Meeting there is going to be some serious discussions in Caucus and Cabinet over these issues.  As we said, Mr Speaker, stickability to the things we have been saying in here is serious.  

The Opposition Office would like to be fully informed of any changes the government wants to put across to what it is telling the people in this House on how to implement projects so that when we come in the next meeting in July we do not come argue over saying ‘we told you this but you did something else’.  And I bet you Mr Speaker, that you are going to sweat.  After this Parliament meeting you must be seriously talking about and discuss how to implement those projects.


Mr Speaker, I would suggest that the government rethinks this matter through carefully and may be look at improving the existing process where projects are delivered to the constituency set ups.  
Mr Speaker, the last government was criticized for a number of Ministers handling those projects through constituency set ups, and that was to speed up the process because of the bottle neck, it did not move.  Officers in important Ministries that deal with those projects were basically not moving things.  Ministers come into Cabinet and say ‘some are not moving and so how are we going to do it?’  So we have to do it through the constituency set ups.  Okay, granted that it lacked some control measures and it went out of hand nonetheless people receive something before the end of the year.  I just want to impress this on the government.


On donor funded projects, Mr Speaker, and I would encourage the government to establish a reporting system.  We have been saying this every time.  I took full note of the statement by the Prime Minister this morning that there is going to be some serious talk with aid donors on how they conduct themselves in this country.  I welcome that.  May be inside those talks, when we talk about other issues and the distribution of their aid to this country and the emphasis and the way we should go, I would like us to include in those talks that we should impress on them the need for some reporting system to inform the government on how donor funded programs are progressing, and how they advance the government’s priority areas.  That has been a very difficult area year by year because there is no meeting of minds when it comes to issue of priorities on where we should put aid funds to.


Mr Speaker, the government must also be reminded that the Budget is not without threats, and it is important that the likelihood of these threats becoming reality must always be placed on check.  Responsible Ministers in areas that could pose these threats on the Budget must always be alert and continue to keep the dialogue going. 


The first threat leads to rehabilitation issues.  We are assured on the floor of this Parliament that the government is looking at this issue.  What is important is that, that communication must always go and there must be regular consultations and meetings with people who are affected.


The second threat, Mr Speaker, relates to the vulnerability of the budget to new priorities that could undermine its credibility and its intentions.  We come here to talk about the intentions of the budget.  We say this is what we want to do, and we argue and debate it, Mr Speaker.


Of particular concern, Mr Speaker, are expenditures that have strong political implications like overseas trips and projects connected with politicians.  Threats like, “if you don’t let me go I will cross the floor”.  We are talking from experience, Mr Speaker, and so we are just giving sound advice to the government, and please take it.  
I raised these points because overseas trips are grossly underestimated, and in no way reflects the number of trips that will happen this year.  Not at all.  How much the government would want to say in here “the Cabinet made this decision”, it is still going to be an issue.


Mr Speaker, political pressures can also distort the intentions of the Budget, and in this regard I must again reiterate my call for stickability and respect clear stated government positions on the implementation of the budget by Ministers and backbenchers.


The other area is cost of fully manning government ministries, which is also grossly underestimated.  In fact, apart from the Ministries of Justice, the Public Service, Communication and Aviation, Police and National Security, National Parliament Office, Foreign Affairs and Trade, Education and Human Resources Development and the Auditor General’s Office that have adequate funds to make any realistic recruitment, the government needs an additional $61.9 million to fill all vacancies in government ministries.


This calls for prioritization so that only posts that must be filled are filled.  Otherwise the government must look for additional $61.9 million if it must fill all the posts.  This strikes directly at the ability of key ministries to deliver and it could undermine areas that need adequate staff to implement government intentions.  A perfect example was the one highlighted by the Prime Minister this morning.  The Price Control Unit.  The cost of rice has just gone up by about $20.00 per bag - the cost of one bag of 20kg.  Now it would be almost about $140.00.  And that is after the announcement by the government that goods tax on rice will be removed.  I think the message there is clear, it is very, very clear.  The Price Control Unit must be properly and adequately staffed.  And that may be goes too to other key ministries that will deliver key strategic programs of the government.


On budget presentation, Mr Speaker, it would have saved much time and effort if enough explanations were provided on structural issues, minor structural issues.  The Committee had to wreck its brains to establish the positions with the Ministers.  And to make it worse, some Ministers have no clue whatsoever on a number of simple matters but important to understanding the way the budget is presented.  Sir, this is clearly manifested in the defensive manner they responded to simple questions and the fact that different answers were given on same issues, and in some cases answers provided were simply unrealistic.  


Having said that, however, I am very, very impressed with a number of Ministers who are well versed with what their Ministries are mandated to do, as clearly, clearly demonstrated in the way they confidently responded to questions raised by this side of the House.  It would be remiss of me not to recognize and applaud them for work well done.


Talking about commitment and seriousness, Mr Speaker, there can be no better way of demonstrating that then how Ministers relate to their Ministries.  As a passing, Mr Speaker, if the Prime Minister is thinking about reshuffling he needs not look further for criteria.


As much as I would like to continue on a positive note to commend the present CNURA Government on how it handles some national interests, and I have listened very attentively to the responses by the Honourable Prime Minister, and as much as I would like to continue on the positive note, I think I am obliged to express some concerns over the general attitude of the government towards its responsibility to be committed to stated principles and its duty to protect our sovereignty.  This will continue to be a magic word, a word that will continue to, I guess, inundate this House.


A number of sweeping statements, Mr Speaker, were made by the government during the course of this Meeting in defense of certain questionable actions they took.  This clearly demonstrates that the government could not be bothered for its actions, and we can say whatever we want to say, explain what we want to explain.  That simply does not sink.  It does not make sense.  For example, Mr Speaker, the Deputy Prime Minister said that the removal of the Grand Coalition for Change Government was democracy at work.  Democracy at work!  He must be joking.  I do not understand what kind of democracy is that.  I do not want to venture into any debate on this matter, Mr Speaker, except to say that the removal of the Grand Coalition for Change Government will go down in the history of this country as a political scandal – judging from the reasons tendered on the floor of this Parliament in support of the motion were clearly not convincing.


The government then, Mr Speaker, clearly won the debate but lost on mere numbers.  That is it.  That is not democracy at work.  What kind of democracy is that?  Mr Speaker, when we come to this House and try to make all these defensive statements trying to explain our actions, we must say the right things.  It is very clear in the case of people voting against their conscience because they were influenced.  


The government also claims that it believes in protecting our sovereignty, Mr Speaker.  I find this claim very difficult to reconcile with certain actions of the government.  We can have our own little definitions and understandings of sovereignty.  But the way some of us understand sovereignty is the right to exercise supreme political, for example, legislative, judicial and executive authority over a geographic region, and group of people or oneself, in this case, Solomon Islands.


I acknowledged and listened attentively to what the Prime Minister had stated earlier.  This is a responsibility and a view the present CNURA leadership is taking very, very lightly.  Regardless of how you want to explain it in this House, Mr Speaker, it is simply to please others - foreign powers.  That is very, very clear.  No matter how you want to explain it in this House.  

In fact the very first action, Mr Speaker, of the CNURA Government was to allow our laws to be trampled upon by the Australian Government in the illegal arrest and deportation of the former Attorney General of Solomon Islands.  We will continue to raise it Mr Speaker, because it does not seem to sink.  We allowed those things to happen and we come here and say we are a sovereign country and we believe in that.  You believe in nothing.  

Sir, the Prime Minister’s response to this concern is that the Moti Issue is no longer an issue for the Government.

Hon Fono:  Point of Order, Mr Speaker.  Julian Moti’s case is before the courts, and under relevant sections of the Standing Order that cannot be raised on this floor of Parliament, thank you.

Mr Sogavare:  We will take your ruling on that, Mr Speaker, but since it is raised on the floor of this Parliament, no point of order was raised on them when they raised it.  I am responding to specific statements by the Prime Minister.

Mr Speaker:  I think we must take into consideration the point raised by the Deputy Prime Minister.  The Leader of the Opposition may be just raised a point in general and that is accepted.

Mr Sogavare:  Thank you, Mr Speaker, I know my limits.  I am responding to the statements made by the Prime Minister on the floor of this Parliament.  And he further explained through this Parliament that the action was taken in the best interest of Solomon Islands in accordance with our laws.  That is quoting the Prime Minister, Mr Speaker.  Which laws?  Which laws?  The law of the jungle!  We need to get this clear.  We need to get it very clear because contravening the laws of Solomon Islands to please foreign governments cannot possibly be acting in the best interest of Solomon Islands.  It cannot!  

The government can argue till kingdom comes but it will not convince me that it acted legally.  I rest that case there.  
Sir, I just need to take this opportunity to clarify a popular thinking that is advanced by some people that the leadership of the Grand Coalition for Change Government was busy protecting the former Attorney General.  Who am I?  And what powers do I have to do that?  What power?  

Let it be known that the former Attorney General of Solomon Islands was protected by the laws of Solomon Islands and not the Prime Minister of Solomon Islands, until the CNURA Government took power and decided to break the laws that he no longer has protection in this country.  This action will go down the history of this country as a blatant breach of our sovereignty.  

Sir, the government’s collective responsibility to protect our sovereignty is a constitutional mandate that comes with the duty to protect and uphold our laws, and the legal processes that guide the running of government, the administration of justice and the delivery of services to our people.  

Indeed, this exclusive right that we enjoy as a government under the constitution to be defender and protector of our sovereignty will only remain our exclusive right when that right is exercised and protected.

It is clear in the actions of the government referred to above that it has no intention whatsoever to defend our sovereignty but all intentions to allow that right to be manipulated by foreigners to protect their national interests on our soil.  That adds injury to insult.  It is most irresponsible on the part of the government and amounts to a conspiracy to collude with foreign governments to undermine our exclusive right to exercise political authority over Solomon Islands.  

It also demonstrates that this government is capable of breaking our laws at will to achieve an objective.  And it begins to hurt the Minister of Environment.  You will have your opportunity to speak.  I will not speak until you rule that I will sit, Mr Speaker.  I see no point in the Minister of Environment standing up.

Hon Lilo:  Mr Speaker, I just want to ask the Leader of Opposition to be a little bit show some sense of respect to this Honourable House.  He has made some very serious allegation on this government in stating that this Government is colluding with a foreign government.  I want him to produce to this House some clear written evidence to prove that this Government has colluded with a foreign government.  You know the point he has raised in relation to Julian Moti.

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Speaker, can you rule that Minister to sit down now.

Mr Speaker:  Let the Minister complete his point of order.

Mr Sogavare:  Raise your point of order.

Hon Lilo:  This is the point of order.  It is a serious allegation to this government.  I want him to produce evidence to show that we have colluded with a foreign government.  A general statement like that is misleading the whole country.
Mr Sogavare:  Thank you, Mr Speaker, I got the point.  Can you rule the Minister to sit down now?
Mr Speaker:  I got your point of order.

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Speaker, I do not need to prove to this nation.  It is common knowledge that everybody knows what has been happening.  

Mr Speaker:  Leader of the Opposition, can I make my ruling first.  I think the Minister has made a point that it could be an allegation without evidence.  On that basis may be the Leader of Opposition would make it the best of his judgement not to mention something that needs an evidence to prove that there is.  But general comments in reference to your point of sovereignty are accepted. 

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Speaker, this is the place for talking.  I am pleased that it begins to poke some Ministers, Mr Speaker, and they are now becoming very edgy.  I do not need to stand here and prove because it is common knowledge.  It is in the news that the former Attorney General was removed, was deported, was arrested, and all those actions were not in accordance with the laws of this country.  It is very clear that if somebody is to be deported he has to be given seven clear days to clear that issue.

Hon Lilo:  You have made a ruling.  Causation and any facts.  What are the evidences on that allegation?  You have to link those two.  A general statement that you have allowed, I think you are too sympathetic to the Leader by allowing him the general statement.  The allegation he has made is what we want him to prove to this House because it has a very serious ramification on our foreign relations.  It would have serious ramifications for anybody just to make that kind of statement in this House.  

Mr Speaker:  Thank you Minister.  First I must correct you that there is no sympathetic in my decision.  I think I point very clearly to…

Hon Fono:  Mr Speaker, point of order, I earlier raised that any references made to a case pending at the High Court, in the case of the former Attorney General is not right.  I draw your attention to Section 36(2) of the Standing Orders.  He should not be making reference to that case as it will be a prejudice to that particular case, which is now before the Court. 

Mr Sogavare:  Thank you, Mr Speaker.

Mr Speaker:  Deputy Prime Minister, can I make my point here.

Hon Fono:  It should be the Court that should decide whether it is legal or illegal, and not for the Leader of Opposition.  

Mr Sogavare:  Not the media, and not the Prime Minister either.

Mr Speaker:  Can I make my ruling.  I said that I accept your point that it is pending a ruling from court, and I ask the Leader of Opposition not to make any specific reference to that case.  The Leader of the Opposition must take note of that, otherwise I will ask you to sit down.

Mr Sogavare:  Mr Speaker, I explained earlier on that I was responding to statements made by the Prime Minister on this very floor of Parliament.  Because I have the privilege I have to respond on that matter.  Nothing more or nothing less!  I was responding to all the statements he made here on the floor of Parliament.  And if he is not ruled out for making statements that refer to a case that is pending in court, why are you ruling me, ruling the Leader of the Opposition. 
Anyway I accept your ruling and we leave the case of the former Attorney General.  Let it be cleared by the Court and when it is cleared it will spill all over the government’s face.  
Sir, thank you very much for your ruling and still on this matter of sovereignty, Australia has always argued that RAMSI Arrangement is here to help the Solomon Islands Government regain its right to exercise supreme political authority over Solomon Islands.  We do appreciate that, and we must be thankful for that kind gesture.  But that assistance should not give them the right to forcefully dictate how that authority is to be exercised and how much right the Solomon Islands Government has.  
Sir, under the present RAMSI Arrangement, Australia cannot deny the fact that it has the upper hand over the right to decide on how much right Solomon Islands Government has to exercise authority over its people and government systems.  Sir this is unacceptable, and the longer we continue to allow the Regional Assistance Mission to operate within the present legal framework, we will continue to be subservient to the wish and demand of others.  
Mr Speaker, I will leave that contentious point, and I know we will be listening to Ministers when they respond.  

Sir, I just want to touch briefly on the six priority areas that the Prime Minister raised today.  In fact we have three or four days to debate this motion.  Sir, we have some concerns, with due respect, to the CNURA Government’s reconciliation and rehabilitation program.  
On the face of it, just look at it without really going down and analysing it, the program can be best described as a standalone series of unfocused activities that will not hold.  Why?  And I will explain that it failed miserably to address the issues that cause a breakdown on relationship between the parties in the first place.  This is despite the fact that they are saying the right things on the floor of this Parliament.  
It would also appear that the government does not have any clue about the extent of outstanding issues to be addressed in the interest of sustaining any reconciliation between conflicting parties, and I think the result of the people affected to have the issues resolved before they would agree to any reconciliation.  
We are saying this, Mr Speaker, because we are getting feedbacks from places that reconciliations have been held.  I think the only one that was held is at the Weather Coast.  The responses that have been coming do not sound good and it looks as though that reconciliation was on halt.  And I fully agree with the views expressed by the Leader of Independent that contributed to that as well because there are lots of outstanding issues that need to be addressed.  We can be touched by reconciliations.  
This brings my mind back to the reconciliation that was held at the Arts Gallery area because we were all touched.  We cried too when we saw the chiefs coming to reconcile with the government.  The chiefs from another group and the chiefs from Malaita came and reconciled amongst themselves.  After that reconciliation when we were all touched and cried, Mr Speaker, fighting continued up here.  People were fighting, guns were fired and fighting continued.  
Because people have feelings and so they talk, and so it is important that we listen to them.  Reconciliations affect human beings, not institutions, not a statute thing like a building that can be taken from here and placed over there because it cannot talk but it will sit down there because you put it there.  But this is life, they think and so we must listen to them.  
There are clearly deferring views on how reconciliation is to be undertaken.  There are people who argue that the obligations of the wrong doer can only be addressed when people are reconciled.  After reconciling before we can start talking about issues and losses that we incur.  
Sir, this is a long shot and not practical in the setting of Solomon Islands.  No, it will not work because we have been through a number of reconciliations and we have observed how it holds and not.  In fact it is not the way to resolve differences through this victim-wrong doer relationship in our custom.  
Sir, compensation although is becoming now a dirty words in people’s ear, it is part and parcel of the reconciliation process.  It is part and parcel in the reconciliation process.  What the Government must appreciate is that reconciliation is the end of the line the line.  It is the climax of a peace process during which issues of contention are resolved amicably to the satisfaction of all the conflicting parties.  
You cannot have a workable and lasting reconciliation without addressing the issues that is hurting the wrong party.  You cannot no matter how much you try that reconciliation will not hold.  
This is for a simple reason and it is because reconciliation is a two way thing.  It is the wrong doer has an obligation to ensure that the effects of his wrongful acts are pacified by way of compensation or restitution.  There is a fine difference between these two words.  Sir, the government’s attitude towards reconciliation so far has been very disappointing and thus this concern.  
Sir, if you want peace you must ensure that the people affected by the illegal and wrongful actions of the aggressive parties are properly attended to at the same time.  They are all saying that justice before peace is very relevant here.  
Sir, the way this side of the House sees it, the government uses reconciliation as a panacea for peace on the assumption that somehow people will respect it.  That is how it is seen.  And this is wishful thinking.  What we must remember is that we are dealing with people’s feelings and not some inanimate objects that we can maneuver at will and will not complain, but will just swallow.  No, it is not.  

This leads me to comment on the role of compensation and restitution in the peace process.  There appears to be a total misunderstanding on the part of the people who now condemn compensation and restitution as an evil that we must get rid of in our peace process.  That is irresponsible.  It is not right.  
There are people who are now saying that we are commercializing compensation.  As we know it, it is custom and therefore it is an abuse of custom.  Sir, I can understand this argument if it is to do with a wrong in custom.  Like marital related wrongs, may be killings, and other behaviors that attracted a determined level of compensation in custom.  I can understand that.  But I think we need to get this matter clear in our minds.  What we are talking about here are life time savings of people who have invested in businesses and properties that were destroyed during the crisis because the government was totally incapable of protecting them.  That is what we are concerned about.  And I can see that we can kill so many birds with one stone, for example.  

There are lots of business people that had their business affected on the Guadalcanal Plains.  Assisting these people to come back and stand on their two feet so that they can effectively contribute to the economy again, is what we are saying.  You can kill a lot of birds with one stone on this issue.  That is what we were talking about, not the compensation in custom.  Some people lost their lifetime savings.  It is not them who put matches to their properties and burned them.  No.  It was because of somebody’s negligence that innocent people are affected.  
If compensation is not an issue, the report that we expect to see when it is completed, we only see its progress in the news that the Commission of Inquiry on the April Riot has established some positions on that, and actually called them compensation for loss incurred by people that lost their properties.  

Sir, I do not need to go through this long list here, because I am fully aware the government also has this information.  The list is province by province if we are to go down and list the issues that each province is concerned about.  The Guadalcanal people, for example, the bona fide demands, and the recent submission by the people of Malaita to the government, which I do not need to discuss in detail here. 

Of course, the outstanding issues on the Townsville Peace Agreement are issues that still remain.  There are people who lost properties that we need to compensate them.  
What I am saying here is that if we want to climax any reconciliation program at the upcoming independence celebrations, we have a big, big task to ensure those issues do not trouble the minds of people when we undertake this national reconciliation.  

Sir, I may need to just touch on one area before I sit down.  On national security and foreign relations, Mr Speaker, I will comment on areas highlighted by the government in its policy statements.

On the Solomon Islands Police Force and our internal security and safety, I think everyone of us know that the Solomon Islands Police Force (SIPF) is a primary target of the Intervention based on what is clearly at that point in time, misleading position that it was the rogue Police Officers that started the ethnic crisis and the bringing down of a democratically elected government.  

I want to make it very clear here that this is a very narrow view of the crisis and how that crisis starts.  The truth of the matter, Mr Speaker, is that the SIPF was at its vulnerable point in the months leading up to the ethnic crisis.  Simple things were not addressed that contributed to it, and there are other issues as well like promotions to high positions were made on ‘who you know basis’, and discipline was dwindling.  

In fact, sir, the loyalty of the officers was tested to the brinks in struggling to hold by the time 5th of June 2000 came around.  It is important therefore, Mr Speaker, that whatever we do with the Royal Solomon Islands Police Force, we must appreciate the issues that affects its development to a reliable and effective force that Solomon Islanders can depend on.  

What the Force is currently subjected to is based on the misinformation that what happened to the country on the 5th June 2000 is the working of rogue elements of the Royal Solomon Islands Police Force.  Mr Speaker, this is wrong.  I want to make that position categorically clear.  

Sir, such an erroneous conclusion limits the cause of the ethnic tension and the overthrow of an elected sworn government of Solomon Islands to the workings of some criminal elements and unscrupulous politicians who took advantage of the predicament of the country to advance their narrow political agendas. 

Mr Speaker, in entertaining that line of thinking, we irresponsibly disregard what the people of this country had to put up with since we become an independent nation.  This is a very narrow view of the crisis, and in fact is the basis of the ill-conceived intervention program under the RAMSI Arrangement, which is now an issue we are trying now to grapple.  

Mr Speaker, whilst we must accept the fact that the SIPF desperately needs donor assistance to restore its effectiveness, such assistance must be free from conditions that would undermine the neutrality of the Force and its loyalty to the Solomon Islands Government and the people of this country.


Right now the loyalty of the Force has been seriously undermined.  This is a matter of serious concern, considering the fact that Australia considers it its sole responsibility to assist Solomon Islands develops its internal security capacity.  This is very dangerous.  We are talking about security.  Australia makes it a unilateral rule that all other donors that wish to assist in this area must do so through the supervision and oversight of Australia.  


In fact, Mr Speaker, before the arrival of the Regional Assistance Mission to Solomon Islands, this is done through the auspices of the Defense Cooperation between Solomon Islands and a number of Pacific Island Countries including Solomon Islands.  The question is how long are we going to allow them to be the sole provider of security in the region?  And I have my views on this.  

Sir, we have already established that Australian Aid to the Third World countries is wrapped in the package of advancing Australia’s strategic interests.  It would therefore be true to say the same for the aid assistance intended for defense and internal security of Solomon Islands.  In fact, more so, is as precisely what is happening under the RAMSI Arrangements.  


Sir, on their arrival in 2003, the Australian Government under the RAMSI Arrangement took effective control of the Royal Solomon Islands Police Force under the authority vested by the Facilitation of International Assistance Act 2003 and the International Agreement on the Intervention that allowed the presence of RAMSI in Solomon Islands.  
Sir, in the process they disbanded the Police Field Force, the Rapid Response Unit, the Station and Guarding Unit and the Intelligence Unit.  


Talking about security, this is irresponsible.  And the agenda clearly is to neutralize the SIPF based on this misconception, and to make it fully dependent on outside forces.  This amounts to a perpetual threat on our national security and as leaders we have a duty to be concern. 

In fact, people who have no experience whatsoever in intelligence work were recruited into the NIU.  I stand to be corrected although I am referring to reports that were submitted to me.  In fact, it came to our knowledge that intelligence data collected since 1960s may have been removed elsewhere, Mr Speaker.  

Sir, what does this amount to?  And yet I am surprised that leaders of this country are quite comfortable with that.  We think we are alright.  We can complain, and I guess the same applies to me now, but what I am saying now is that it is very Parliament that gave them that power to do anything because they have total and unreserved control of the Force.  

Sir, what they have effectively done is that in the pretext of addressing corruption and rogue elements in the Force, they neutralized the Arms Section of the Force and incapacitated the country’s ability to collect and analyze important intelligence data to keep the government informed of security issues as a strategy to make the country totally dependent on others for its internal security.  The reports that were submitted to the Prime Minister are just crime statistics of the streets here.  The Prime Minister deserves to know more than that.  
Why am I saying this?  I am concerned about the internal security and safety of our country and our people.  That is the concern here.  To mix that objective with the narrow strategic interest of some people, opens up the Region and subjects our internal security and safety to Australia’s security and safety agenda internationally, Mr Speaker.  I want leaders to seriously think about this.  For example, Mr Speaker, the Iraq and Afganistan style of intervention in Solomon Islands is influenced by Australia’s military agenda internationally.  
Sir, the thought that our internal security and safety is in the hands of others should be a concern to us.  It is now five years since the Mission is here and it is about time that we start to look carefully at these issues.  In fact, Mr Speaker, if indeed the safety and security of Solomon Islands and other Pacific Island Countries was one of the objectives of the Defense Cooperation, then it has certainly failed us in 1999 and 2000, when these people bluntly refused to respond positively to our request for a military intervention to control what was clearly a build up to the break down of law and order in 1998 and 1999, Mr Speaker.  


In fact, Mr Speaker, bilateral arrangements to address break down in law and order would not have been the first of its kind in the Pacific if Australia had agreed to come and intervene in 1999 and 2000 because Papua New Guinea Defense Force attended to Vanuatu’s request to suppress Jimmy Steven’s Rebellion in the early eighties.  In short, they failed us in 1999 and 2000.  


The whole intention of this discussion is to demonstrate that this is what happened when we put our internal security in the hands of a single military power, and worse still, without developing our own first line of defense.  Because they have the monopoly over our security, they can afford to be careless.  These are the issues we are concerned about   
In fact, Australia is so concerned when Pacific Island Countries develop any kind of relationships with other military powers in the region, especially Asian Countries on security, law and order.  Right now Australia is very much concerned about the activities of PRC, ROC and India in the region. 

These are military powers that have the capacity to respond militarily to requests by any small Pacific Island countries.  In fact Australia does not like that because it would be clearly undermining its right to be the policeman of the region and deputy sheriff of the United States of America.  

With that background, Solomon Islanders and more specifically the Solomon Islands Government must now reconsider the wisdom of allowing Australia to have a monopoly over our security need.  

Sir, we are fully justified to raise this concern because when Taiwan offered to train our Police Officers, Australia did everything to frustrate it.  Australia does not mind if it has to undermine our sovereignty and right to have open and unreserved bilateral relationship with our bilateral friends to achieve its objectives.  

As rightly implied in the concern for the country to have an effective Police Force, Mr Speaker, the country and its people are secured only when they are confident that their Police Force is competent, properly resourced and trained and not easily swayed by international and domestic political maneuverings.  In other words, the Force must be independent of outside influences.  
Sir, the current status of the Force that it must depend on foreign powers for its effectiveness and long term survival is a matter of serious concern and we have a duty to graduate it from that status.  

Sir, I would like to submit to the government that the Police Action Plan must now be reviewed to speed up the process of making the Force an independent, competent and effective Force it used to be before it was undermined by the crisis and the intervention and negligence of the Police Administration for years leading to the national revolt.  

I believe the Force can only be seen to be independent and effective if it is properly resourced by government through a healthy budgetary support from the government and aid assistance that is not tied to any interest of the aid donor.  Although it is contentious, Mr Speaker, to reestablish the arm unit to provide the first line of support base for the Police.  

Have good national coverage in terms of police presence throughout the country.  Pursue an aggressive police capability training program in various venues, including Taiwan, PRC, Israel and Europe.  And reprioritize the ill allocation of the more than $847million allocated to the Law and Order sector by the Regional Assistance Mission to see more support for local police including housing, logistics and police stations.  

Sir, I just want to touch on infrastructure development before I sit down.  Sir, the establishment of important infrastructures in the rural area is an important prerequisite to attracting high quality investments into areas that would not normally be attractive to investors.  This policy strikes at the heart of the ongoing problems faced by this country in its attempt to broaden its economic base.  

Investors will only be willing to take risks, Mr Speaker, if they can be assured that the investment would be supported by the existence of important infrastructures in the location.  Solomon Islands, as a country for years has not been able to pursue a credible and comprehensive decentralization policy because it cannot decentralize major economic activities to the rural areas.  

This point is raised because decentralization of political powers without addressing the capacity of the people to support the political structure is making a mockery of the decentralization program, even the state government system we are trying to adopt.  Political structures are only effective, Mr Speaker, when people are capable of supporting it with their taxes.  
This is exactly what happened to the Provincial Government system.  We decentralized political powers and structures to support it, but we did virtually nothing to attract investors into the rural areas to develop the rural economy in order to sustain the political structures, Mr Speaker.  In the end, Mr Speaker, we end up having are political ‘white elephants’ that are completely useless to the people.  And the country paid dearly for this negligence.  

The country is forced to centralize major economic development activities in Honiara and locations accessible by road to Honiara on Guadalcanal and to a certain extent the semi urban centres in the Provincial Headquarters, and with it employment and economic opportunities.  The result is increased urban drift to Honiara and the rest is history.  We are now struggling to recover from the consequences of this negligence.  With that background, Mr Speaker, it is not really clear what the CNURA Government is endeavoring to address in its infrastructure development programs.  

Sir, the Government must appreciate that as a developing country, Solomon Islands needs to be concerned about its competitive advantage if it is to effectively compete in the investment market.  The country must be able to attract foreign capital, genuine foreign capital to improve its capital base.  

That being the case, Mr Speaker, any meaningful infrastructure development programs must have, as its objectives, the attraction of high quality investments to the rural areas, and secondly to facilitate and encourage the active participation of rural populace in economic activity.  
What the government is presenting in its infrastructure development program are series of lose activities that resembles shots from a shotgun barrel, Mr Speaker.  The program consists of standalone projects that are not connected to a development concept.  There may be.  

The government is talking about building roads, bridges, airports including the repair of existing ones and building of new ones in specific locations and developing the country’s shipping problem.  Whilst these are important, Mr Speaker, we must be careful that we do not erect infrastructures that will end up as white elephants. 
The strategy appears to be putting the cart before the horse, in that in the absence of a development concept, the assumption is that infrastructures will somehow become a catalyst of development in the rural areas by influencing the rural populace to respond positively.  This is a long shot and we maybe disappointed.  

Sir, the consideration for a development concept includes the question of delivery channels and how the infrastructure development program relates to the other sectors.  Are we adopting a private sector development approach, aid donor driven or Solomon Islands Government doing it itself through local revenues?  The different approaches require specific inputs by the government and they take time.  
This brings up the issue of integrated development concept, which requires the input and participation of different players mentioned above.  Again, this takes time.  

The point here, Mr Speaker, is that in the absence of a stated development concept by government, what we are seeing here is a prospect of a series of standalone projects with the following aspects uncertain at this point in time. 

Firstly, Mr Speaker, is how these projects will connect with others and what guarantee is there that Solomon Islanders will respond positively to the provision of these infrastructures.  This means that the other ministries must work very hard too with the Minister of Infrastructure if the infrastructures will be used.  

The second point is raised, Mr Speaker, because the reality about the participation of Solomon Islanders and their ability to respond positively to the existence of infrastructures in their immediate environment, is that unless they are encouraged by specific government programs to improve their capacity to involve in viable economic development activities, our assumption that Solomon Islanders will respond maybe a wishful thinking.  

The other important observation about the government’s infrastructure development program is that it totally neglects the needs of high quality investment from abroad.  This clearly demonstrates the standalone character and inadequacy of the government’s infrastructure development programs. 

As a least developing country, Solomon Islands cannot come out of its current status by depending on its own efforts to influence a healthy capital formation.  Our investment strategy must now be focused on attracting high quality investors.  

I am saying this, Mr Speaker, because Solomon Islands remains to be one of the few countries in the region or the world for that matter that continues to advance a very restrictive policy on our quest to lure investors into the country.  

Sir, this is a glaring contradiction in reasoning because whilst we appreciate that the country must attract and continue to sustain the attraction of sizeable foreign capital from abroad to support our development aspirations, we did very little to realign the relevant laws, and of course the governing procedures and systems to be conducive to our intentions.  The reality is that we are forty years behind the rest of the world.  And I will continue to repeat this in our effort to attract the right kind of investors into the country because our investment policies have never gone past the entertainment of investors that are classified as resource-seeking and market-seeking type of foreign direct investment.  This is what we can see in the logging companies.  They use very low quality technology to extract our resources.  


Mr Speaker, this is a great concern considering the fact that the country now depends on its endowment of natural resources for its economic survival, and if we are to maximize the benefit that will accrue to this country, we need to attract high quality investors that use high technology to develop our resources.  

We have to face the reality, Mr Speaker, and be honest about ourselves.  Solomon Islands must resort to an aggressive investment strategy that will improve the capacity of the country to earn foreign exchange to a level capable of sustaining a viable exporting sector if we are to come out of our current status as a least developing country.


In other words, Mr Speaker, we should take an active role in dictating.  We need to dictate the quality of investors that we want to invite into Solomon Islands instead of the passive approach which renders the country vulnerable to the dictates of fly-by-nights who are only interested in making money for themselves and cared nothing about the long term sustainable development of Solomon Islands.


Indeed, Mr Speaker, Solomon Islands must appreciate that countries that are now enjoying favorable economic growth are those countries that appreciate the changing circumstances and adopt development policies that take account of these changes.  We are living in a changing world.  
High quality investors can only come into the country if the right kinds of infrastructures are available in the country.  Right now we are sitting ducks when it comes to this issue.  The country is basically unable to attract the right kind of investors because we lack the appropriate infrastructures in the rural areas.


Mr Speaker, this reality placed a very important responsibility on our shoulders and the shoulders of leaders of this country.  In reality, Mr Speaker, the infrastructure program that we see presented by the government cannot see beyond building specific infrastructures they listed in their policy statements.


Mr Speaker, I will stop here.  I have said so much and I thank you very much for the rulings you made.  I believe that this is the House that we should talk, of course and be guided by rules and that is why we have you on the Chair to guide the deliberations of this House.


I think the point I would like to reiterate again before I sit down here, Mr Speaker, is that the government has spoken loud and clear in its Budget.  They said very clearly that they are action oriented to deliver on the very important promises contained in their policy statements.  
These nine months is where the real test of this new government will be measured.  It needs the cooperation of backbenchers and Ministers, and of course this side of the House to implement the budget so that we deliver the important statements and promises that we made to the people.


In saying that, Mr Speaker, I would like to thank you very much for guiding the deliberations of the House, and also the substantive Speaker, the Office of the Clerk for providing the support services that we need to make life go ahead in this House.  I thank the Ministers, Permanent Secretaries for the work they have put to get the Budget delivered in the House for us to deliberate on.


Mr Speaker, all that is left now is for us after this budget is passed, and it is already passed, to get cracking and work.


Mr Speaker, this side of the House respects the government.  We did not raise properly noticed questions on the floor.  We understand that the government has just taken office and so we did not ask questions.  It would be rather strange to ask questions because a number of Ministers who are actually implementing those things are now on the other side of the House too, and so if we are to ask questions it would be questions that really should be raised to the Members who went to the other side.


It is the intention of this side of the house to see that this government continues, and to deliver the promises that we, both governments, have made.  I say that because a lot of policies of the CNURA Government are continuation of a lot of work we have been done, and of course a lot of work that the previous government led by the Minister of Forest had put in place.  It is in the interest of all of us to ensure that you deliver.


As I have said earlier on, Mr Speaker, if anything happens it will happen to yourself.  This side of the House is a responsible group and we want to make sure that we deliver the very important promises that we made to our people.


In saying that, Mr Speaker, I fully support the motion.

(applause)

Hon Sikua:  Mr Speaker, I move that the debate on the motion of sine die be now adjourned until the next sitting day.

Debate on the Sine Die Motion adjourned for the next sitting day

The House adjourned at 12.00pm
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