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The National Anthem was played

(Mr Speaker in the Chair)
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PAPERS LAID

The Prime Minister: Sir, the Papers have been laid on the Table —

Office of the President —

The 36" Annual Report of the Ombudsman for period January to December 2009
(In original).

Ministry of Finance and Economic Development —

(a)  The Annual Report and Audited Statements of Accounts of the Employees
Welfare Fund for 2008-2009 (In original).

(b)  Securities (Acquisition of Shares of Dissenting Shareholders during Takeovers)
Regulations 2010 (Government Notice No. 154 of 2010).

Ministry of Social Security, National Solidarity, Senior Citizens Welfare and
Reforms Institutions —

The Community Service Order (Amendment) Regulations 2010 (Government Notice
No. 153 of 2010).
Ministry of Local Government and Outer Islands —

The Pamplemousses/Riviere du Rempart District Council (Fees for Outline Planning
Permission and Building and Land Use Permit) Regulations 2010 (Government Notice
No.152 of 2010).

Ministry of Civil Service and Administrative Reforms —

(a)  The Civil Establishment (Amendment) Order 2010 (Government Notice No.147
of 2010).

(b)  The Civil Establishment (Rodrigues Regional Assembly) (Amendment) Order
2010 (Government Notice (Rodrigues Regional Assembly) No. 3 of 2010).

Ministry of Business, Enterprise, Cooperatives and Consumer Protection —

(a)  The Consumer Protection (Control of Price of Taxable and Non-Taxable Goods)
(Amendment No. 9) Regulations 2010 (Government Notice No. 148 of 2010).

(b)  The Rodrigues Consumer Protection (Control of Price of Taxable and Non-
Taxable Goods) (Amendment No. 16) Regulations 2010 (Government Notice
No. 149 of 2010).

(c)  The Rodrigues Consumer Protection (Control of Price of Taxable and Non-
Taxable Goods) (Amendment No. 17) Regulations 2010 (Government Notice
No. 150 of 2010).

(d)  The Rodrigues Consumer Protection (Control of Price of Taxable and Non-
Taxable Goods) (Amendment No. 18) Regulations 2010 (Government Notice
No. 151 of 2010).



MOTION
SUSPENSION OF S.0. 10 (2)

The Prime Minister: Mr Speaker, Sir, I beg to move that all the business on today’s

Order Paper be exempted from the provisions of paragraph (2) of Standing Order 10.

The vice-Prime Minister, Minister of Social Integration and Economic

Empowerment (Mr X. L. Duval) rose and seconded.

Question put and agreed to.

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS

MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF PORT LOUIS & BLACK RIVER DISTRICT
COUNCIL CENTRES - ACCESS

The Minister of Local Government and Outer Islands (Mr H. Aimée): Mr Speaker,
Sir, with your permission, I shall make a statement.

I wish to refer to the issue raised by the hon. First Member of GRNW and Port Louis
West at the sitting of 29 June 2010 and pertaining to the complaints made by her constituents to
the effect that access to the municipal centres and centres under the jurisdiction of the Municipal
Council of Port Louis and Black River District Council were denied to them for political reasons.

As indicated earlier, following enquiries I conducted into the matter at the level of the
Municipal Council of Port Louis and Black District Council, I have been informed that at no
point in time any association, club or inhabitant has been refused access to the Municipal

Council or centres of Black River Council on political grounds as alleged.



Nevertheless, I have instructed that a circular letter be issued to all Local Authorities that

application for the use of centres should be considered indiscriminately.

FILM CLASSIFICATION BOARD - “PARADIS AN DEY” FILM

The Minister of Arts and Culture (Mr M. Choonee): Mr Speaker, Sir, I would like to
have your permission to make a statement to inform the House of the role of the Film
Classification Board of my Ministry, especially with regard to the documentary film “Paradis An
Dey”.

The Film Classification Board has been established under the Films Act 2002 and has
replaced the Board of Film Censors. The Films Act 2002 is in force as from 01 October, 2009.

The Films Act 2002 provides, inter-alia, for the classification of films meant for public

exhibition including video films as follows —

U Universal — Suitable for all audiences

PG) Parental Guidance is compulsory for children under the age of

12 [Some scenes may be unsuitable for children under the age of 12]

(15) Suitable for persons of the age of 15 and above
(18) Suitable for all adults
(18R) Subject to specified conditions

[Adult audiences only]

Rejected Not allowed

Under the film classification framework, films are no longer censored. They are just
classified and rejection is also one of the classifications. This is in case the film is not
considered suitable for public exhibition.

The film “Paradis An Dey”, which made the headlines in the media recently, has not been

submitted to the Film Classification Board yet, as required by Section 12 of the Films Act. My
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information is that the film was forwarded to the Film Classification Board by the Police on 07
July 2010, for its views, for the purpose of Police enquiry.

The report (not classification) of the Film Classification Board was submitted to the
Police on 08 July, 2010. It mentions, infer-alia, that the film in question may not be suitable for
general viewing, meaning that it may not be suitable for all audiences.

I am further informed by the Secretary of the Film Classification Board that Mr Jameel
Peerally, who is the producer of the film, came to the office of the Board on Monday 19 July
2010, i.e yesterday, to enquire on the procedures to be followed for the classification of the film
and he was provided with all the relevant information.

However, he has not yet made any application for the classification of the film in
question. Once the application is received at the Film Classification Board, the procedures for

the classification of the film will be initiated.

PUBLIC BILLS

First reading

On motion made and seconded the following Bills were read a first time —

(a) The Arabic-Speaking Union Bill (No. VII of 2010)
(b) The Bhojpuri-Speaking Union Bill (No. VIII of 2010)
(c) The Creole-Speaking Union Bill (No. IX of 2010)

(d) The Mandarin-Speaking Union Bill (No. X of 2010)
(e) The Sanskrit-Speaking Union Bill (No. XI of 2010)
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Second Reading
THE SUPPLEMENTARY APPROPRIATION (2008-2009) (No. 2) BILL
(No. XII of 2010)
Order for Second Reading read.

The vice-Prime Minister, Minister of Finance & Economic Development (Mr P.
Jugnauth): Mr Speaker, Sir, with your permission, I beg to move that the Supplementary
Appropriation (2008-2009) (No. 2) Bill (No. XII of 2010) and the Supplementary Appropriation
(2009) Bill (No. XIII of 2010) be read together a second time.

At the outset, I wish to state that the total amount actually spent during each of the two
financial years is below the total sum appropriated. For 2008-2009 the amount spent was Rs57.9
billion whereas the total sum already appropriated amounted to Rs59.9 billion. For the six
months ended 31 December 2009, the amount spent was Rs31.2 billion and the sum already
appropriated amounted to Rs31.5 billion.

Despite the fact that the total sum spent is below the sum already appropriated, a
Supplementary Appropriation Bill is required where in respect of a programme, the amount spent
exceeds the sum appropriated.

Mr Speaker, Sir, allow me to explain. Prior to the introduction of Programme-Based
Budgeting (PBB) with effect from 01 July 2008, the Appropriation Bill provided estimates
separately for recurrent expenditure and for capital development.

In respect of recurrent expenditure, appropriations were being made by Vote i.e head of
expenditure by Ministry/Department. Transfers of funds from one vote to another vote were not
allowed as a general rule. However, reallocations or virements between items within a vote were
allowed subject to certain limitations and conditions as laid down in the Financial Management
Manual (FMM).

For capital development, a single provision was being made in the Appropriation Bill for
the whole Government whereas in the Capital Budget Estimates, provisions were made in respect
of projects for each Ministry/Department. Virements for capital development from one Ministry

to another was therefore possible.
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The provision for additional funds to a vote was being made through advances from the
Contingencies Fund and covered by a Supplementary Appropriation Bill in accordance with the
Constitution and the Finance and Audit Act. It is to be noted that the provision for
Contingencies Fund was not being appropriated and was not included in the Appropriation Bill.
The Fund was established for the purpose of enabling advances to be made to meet urgent and
unforeseen expenditure as specified in the law.

With the introduction of PBB with effect from 01 July 2008, the Contingencies Fund and
the Capital Fund have been abolished. The Contingencies Fund which was outside the Budget
has been replaced by a Provision for Contingencies within the Budget for the same purpose i.e to
meet urgent and unforeseen expenditure as specified in the law.

Appropriation of estimates of expenditure, whether current expenditure or expenditure
for investment projects by the Assembly is now being made by programmes instead of by vote
i.e head of expenditure. However, where expenditure in respect of a programme is likely to
exceed the amount appropriated under that programme, whilst at the same time savings are going
to accrue in respect of another programme, a virement is allowed from one programme to
another programme within a Ministry or from a programme in a Ministry to a programme in
another Ministry, subject, of course, to limitations and conditions that are laid down in the
Financial Management Manual (FMM). This system of virement is a current feature in the
management of public finance.

Section 105(3) of the Constitution clearly states that where any “head of expenditure”,
now any programme in the context of PBB, requires funds in addition to what have already been
appropriated, such additional funds would require further appropriation by the Assembly through
a Supplementary Appropriation Bill.

The Schedules to the two Bills give the excess amount spent in respect of each
programme whereas the Estimates of Supplementary Expenditure give a summary, by
programmes, of sums appropriated, spent and for supplementary appropriation together with
explanatory notes as well as the details of the programmes, sub-programmes and items of

expenditure.
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The Supplementary Appropriation (2008-2009) (No. 2) Bill provides for the
appropriation of a total sum not exceeding six billion eight hundred and nineteen million four
hundred and seventy-three thousand and four hundred and seventy-three rupees (Rs
6,819,473,473) to meet supplementary expenditure incurred under certain programmes for the
financial year 2008-2009.

I will now briefly outline the main areas where additional expenditure by programmes
were incurred during the financial year 2008-2009 -

e First, an additional amount of Rs668.5 m. was spent under the Police

Department. Out of this amount, Rs540.5 m. was required for the
implementation of the PRB report 2008, Rs51.1 m. for the CCTV surveillance

system project and Rs45.8 m. for fuel and oil.

e Second, an additional amount of Rs197 m. was required for the Ministry of
Rodrigues and Outer Islands. An amount of Rs175 m. was spent to enable the

RRA to implement the PRB report 2008.

e Third, an additional amount of Rs934.3 m. was required for the Ministry of Agro
Industry and Fisheries. Out of this amount Rs760 m. was spent in connection
with the accompanying measures for the sugar industry, the VRS. An amount of
Rs104 m. was meant for the implementation of the 2008 PRB report. An amount
of Rs43.7 m. was required for the purchase of materials for the Livestock Feed

Factory of Richelieu.

e Fourth, an amount of Rs752.7 m. was required under the Ministry of Housing
and Lands. Out of this amount Rs750 m. was transferred to the Social Housing

Development Fund.
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Fifth, an amount of Rs504.3 m. was required under the Ministry of Public
Infrastructure, Land Transport & Shipping. Out of this amount, Rs413.1 m. was
provided as grant to the RDA and Rs37.6 m. was spent for the implementation of
the PRB report. Additionally, Rs34.6 m. was provided as loan to the Mauritius
Shipping Corporation.

Sixth, an amount of Rs1.5 billion was provided to the Ministry of Education and
Human Resource mainly for the implementation of the PRB Report 2008. Only
an amount Rs60 m. was, in fact, used for the construction and upgrading of

primary schools.

Seventh, an amount of Rs767.1 m. was required under the Ministry of Health &
Quality of Life. This comprised mainly of Rs519.1 m. for the implementation of
PRB Report 2008, and Rs225.1 m. for medical supplies and equipment.

Eighth, an amount of Rs385.3 m. was required under the Ministry of Local
Government. Out of this amount Rs330.3 m. was used for the implementation of
the PRB Report 2008 including Local Authorities. An amount of Rs55 m. was

provided for the Pamplemousses Riviere du Rempart District Council.

Ninth, an amount of Rs106.7 m. was required under the Ministry of Tourism,
Leisure and External Communications mainly for the promotion campaign of the

MTPA.

Tenth, an amount of Rs127.1 m. was required under the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs, International Trade & Cooperation. This includes Rs63.5 m. for the
Acquisition of Chanceries in Washington and Rs16.8 m. for the implementation

of the PRB Report 2008 and Rs16.4 m. as donation to Bihar.



The Supplementary Appropriation (2009) Bill provides for the appropriation of a total
sum not exceeding two billion eight hundred and forty three million one hundred and seventy-
nine thousand and six hundred and fifty-four rupees (Rs2,843,179,654) to meet supplementary

expenditure incurred under certain programmes for the period of six months ended 31 December

20009.

Mr Speaker, Sir, allow me briefly to outline the main areas where additional expenditure
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Eleventh, an amount of Rs157.7 m. was required under the Ministry of
Environment and National Development Unit mainly for the Land Drainage

Programme.

Twelfth, an amount of Rs191.3 m. was required under the Ministry of Public
Utilities. Out of this amount, Rs180 m. was provided as loan to CEB in

connection with infrastructure development.

Thirteenth, an amount of Rs 161.4 m. was required under the Ministry of
Industry, Small & Medium Enterprises, Commerce & Cooperation. Out of this
amount Rs150 m. was provided as grant to the Manufacturing Adjustment &

SME Development Fund.

by programmes were incurred during the period of six months ended 31 December 2009 -

First, an additional amount of Rs325.8 m. was spent under Programmes of the
Police Department. Out of this amount Rs 213.7 m. was required for the
purchase of one helicopter and four Automatic Identification System (AIS) for
two Dornier Aircrafts, Rs73.7 m. for Radio Equipment and CCTV Street
Surveillance System and Rs15 m. for the acquisition of 17 Military 4-WD Pick

Up vans;

Second, an additional amount of Rs622.2 m. was required for the Ministry of
Renewable Energy and Public Utilities. Out of this amount, Rs421.7 m. was
required to meet the advance payment for the Plaines Wilhems Sewerage Project

and Rs200 m. for the Maurice Ile Durable Fund;
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Third, an additional amount of Rs375 m. was required by the Ministry of
Tourism, Leisure and External Communications for contribution to Cargo

Handling Corporation and Branding Mauritius.

Fourth, an additional amount of Rs32.9 m. was spent by the Ministry of Finance
and Economic Empowerment for (i) construction of new access Road to La Tour

Koenig and (ii) BPML Freeport Services for its relocation activities;

Fifth, an additional amount of Rs323.9 m. was required by the Ministry of Public
Infrastructure, Land Transport and Shipping for contribution to the Road
Development Authority/Land Transport Authority for Road Decongestion

Programme;

Sixth, an additional amount of Rs55.1 m. was required by the Ministry of
Housing and Lands for the transfer of funds to NHDC in connection with the

Social Housing Development Project;

Seventh, an additional amount of Rs713.7 m. was required by the Ministry of
Local Government, Rodrigues and Outer Islands. Out of this amount, Rs697.2
m. was required for transfer to the Local Infrastructure Fund, Rs10 m. for the
contribution to UNDP for Marine Protected Area Project and for upgrading of
Infrastructure and Rs6.5 m. to enable the Rodrigues Regional Assembly to

implement the PRB Report of 2008;

Eighth, an additional amount of Rs83.2 m. was required by the Ministry of Social
Security, National Solidarity and Senior Citizens Welfare & Reform Institutions.
Out of this amount, Rs17.5 m. was required for refurbishment of the Recreational
Centre at Belle Mare, Rs36.2 m. to meet increase in Social Assistance to
Beneficiaries, Rs20 m. for the payment of salaries and basic operations in favour
of the Sugar Industry Labour Welfare Fund (SILWF) and Rs9.5 m. for the
implementation of the PRB Report of 2008;
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e Ninth, an additional amount of Rs65.4 m. was required under the Ministry of
Agro Industry, Food Production and Security. Out of this amount, Rs60 m. was
required for upgrading of infrastructure and rehabilitation of sugar camps and

Rs5.4 m. for the Grant to the Irrigation Authority;

e Tenth, an additional amount of Rs210.6 m. was required under the Ministry of
Health and Quality of Life. Out of this amount, Rs167.3 m. was required for the
purchase of medicines, drugs and vaccines, Rs24.9 m. for the pandemic outbreak

and Rs17 m. for Grant to the Trust Fund for Specialised Medical Care, and

e Eleventh, an additional amount of Rs9.2 m. was required under the Ministry of
Information and Communication Technology for the upgrading and installation

of software.

Mr Speaker Sir, before I conclude, I wish to inform the House that I propose to bring two

amendments as follows -

. Firstly, on page 33 of the Estimates of Supplementary Expenditure (2008-2009)
(No. 2) of 2010, the amount under ltem 26210 — International Organisations of
Sub-Programme 38201 — Bilateral, Multilateral, International Relations and
Cooperation should read Rs2,833,688 instead of Rs10,393,687 and to insert Item
21110 — Personal Emoluments under Sub-Programme 38202 — Support by

Mauritius Overseas Missions with a provision of Rs7,559,999 and

° Secondly, I wish to bring an amendment to the Schedule to the Supplementary
Appropriation (2008-2009) (No. 2) Bill. Programme Code 653: Youth Services

should read Programme Code 683: Youth Services arising due to a typing error.
Mr Speaker, Sir with your permission, these changes are being circulated.
Mr Speaker, Sir, I now commend the two Bills to the House.

Dr. A. Boolell rose and seconded.
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(11.58 a.m.)

The Leader of the Opposition (Mr P. Bérenger): Mr Speaker, Sir, the coincidence has
it that we are called upon today to approve two Supplementary Appropriation Bills of a total
value of round figure Rs10 billion a few days only after the Director of Audit has produced his
report on the same two periods of time, that is, the financial year 2008-2009 and the last six
months of 2009.

The Director of Audit has made remarks that as we are requested to approve additional
expenditure already effected of Rs10 billion, I believe that this is an occasion to take stock of
what the Director of Audit has had to say once again in terms of mismanagement of public funds,
wastage of public funds and so on. I believe, therefore, that it is my duty to call upon
Government to review the situation as far as the report of the Director of Audit and the reports of
the Public Accounts Committee are concerned. We cannot go on, year after year, with the same
train-train whereas things are getting worse, as pointed out by the Director of Audit.

In that context, before I move to the items of expenditure to which the hon. Minister of
Finance has referred, it is interesting to note that our neighbour, South Africa, member of SADC
like us, has travelled a long way in improving control of expenditure in South Africa. They have
their own Public Accounts Committee, which is much more powerful than ours. But, last year,
they deemed fit to vote a Money Bills Amendment Procedure and Related Matters Act. A brand
new legislation setting up new institutions, including a Standing Committee on Appropriation, to
better control public expenditure, to better get value for money. In fact, they went very far,
because this Standing Committee on Appropriation, not only goes further than the Public
Accounts Committee, but it can even amend the Budget provisions. This piece of legislation was
voted last year, and I repeat: it is called the Money Bills Amendment Procedure and Related
Matters Act, and it sets up a Standing Committee on Appropriation that has started working. I
suggest, at this point in time, when we are asked to approve additional expenditure of Rs10
billion, that we must start travelling down that road of much better control by the Public
Accounts Committee and by the House in general of the way public funds are appropriated and
managed, or mismanaged in many cases, as the Director of Audit has pointed out.

We are considering the two Bills together; one Bill proposing appropriate funds already
spent, Rs7 billion for financial year 2008/2009, and then Rs3 billion for the last six months of

2009. My remarks, Mr Speaker, Sir, will be: why are we not provided with information today on
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why there has been terrible underestimation of what was required and, in certain cases, new
items of expenditure, new projects are brought in that were not in the Appropriation Bill itself?
What the hon. Minister has done is to simply give us the facts; so much additional money was
required. Why?

My point is that, in numerous cases, targets have been missed completely. We were
asked to appropriate so much and, in certain cases, we are asked to appropriate additional funds
more that the original appropriated. Why? We are entitled to explanations. I raised the main
items of expenditure, the main projects where we are asked for additional funds, and I think it is
the duty of the hon. Minister - he has not done at the Second reading stage, and he can do it at
summing up stage - to inform the House not only what additional amount of money we are called
upon to appropriate, but why, especially where targets have been missed completely.

I will first talk on the cases where targets have been missed completely, and second I will
talk about new projects, new items, and the main cases where there has been gross
underestimation of what funds were required. Now, we are asked additional funds already spent.
For the Plaines Wilhems sewerage system, Mr Speaker, Sir, in the Appropriation Bill for the last
six months of 2009, we approved Rs586 m. I am sure that the technicians and the financial
advisers do their best to be on target, as far as possible, before coming with a figure. Of course,
you can’t be 100% on targets. But, in the case of the Plaines Wilhems sewerage project, Mr
Speaker, Sir, we were asked, for the last six months of 2009, to appropriate - and we did
appropriate - Rs586 m. We are now asked for an additional Rs421 m. How can that be? In six
months, we were asked for Rs586 m., and we are now asked for an additional sum of Rs421 m.
We are entitled to an explanation. How can you miss a target like that? What has gone wrong?

If I go to the Road Decongestion Programme, in financial year 2008/2009, we voted Rs14
m. We are now asked for an additional sum of Rs407 m. The original sum voted was Rs14 m.,
and the additional expenditure we are asked to approve is Rs407 m. We are entitled to an
explanation. There might be a technical one, but I am sure you can’t miss the target by that
much. There must be an explanation. Under the same Road Decongestion Programme, for the
last six months of 2009, we appropriated Rs950 m., and we are now asked for an additional sum
of Rs324 m. How can we be off target that much? We are entitled, as I said, to an explanation.

With regard to the police helicopter - that will probably interest the hon. Prime Minister.

He has not come back by helicopter but by plane, but still he will be interested I am sure - in the
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Budget for the last six months of 2009, we voted Rs45 m. for a new helicopter. We are now
asked to vote an additional sum of Rs214 m. Again, we are entitled to an explanation; from
Rs45 m. appropriated to an additional Rs214 m. I could go on and on like that.

As regards medicines, every year it’s the same thing. Are there no planners, specialists,
experts to better target expenditure on drugs, medicines? For the financial year 2008/2009, we
appropriated, at the request of Government, Rs558 m. We are now asked for an additional
Rs225 m; nearly half. For the last six months of 2009, we voted Rs244 m., and we are asked for
an additional Rs167 m. I am not saying that I am against that expenditure; of course, not! But,
year after year, we should get closer to the target. We can’t, year after year, move further from
the target, and we are asked for still bigger additional sums to be appropriated, Mr Speaker, Sir.

It is the same thing - that also will interest the hon. Prime Minister - for the CCTV project
in general. In financial year 2008/2009, we appropriated Rs30 m. We are now asked to approve
an additional Rs51 m; again, nearly double. For the last six months of 2009, we were asked for
and approved Rs19 m., and now we are asked to approve an additional Rs74 m. As I said, I
could go on and on.

With regard to the Chancery in Washington, we were asked to appropriate - and we did -
Rs7 m. We are now asked to appropriate an additional Rs64 m. As regards loan to the CEB, in
terms of underestimation, we were asked to approve a loan, in financial year 2008/2009, of
Rs120 m. Now, we are asked to approve an additional sum of Rs180 m., that is, more than the
loan that we were asked for in the normal Budget. I could go on and on. It can’t go on like that
especially after the Director of Audit’s Report that has just come out. We can’t, year after year,
miss the targets by that much and, I believe, as I said, that the hon. Minister of Finance owes an
explanation to Parliament.

My second comment is on new items. When the Budget of 2008/2009 was presented and
then when the mini Budget six months after the second half of 2009, I am sure the whole
machinery of Government, including the Planning Section, knew what projects should have been
included in the Budget. Now we have a list of new projects. We were not asked to appropriate
any funds in the 2008/2009 Budget or the six months of 2009; we were not asked at all for any
fund and now we are asked to appropriate funds for new projects, for new items of expenditure. I

take a few examples, namely the Local Infrastructure Fund. In the Budget for the last six months
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of 2009, we were not asked for anything and now we are asked to approve Rs697 m. There must
be technical explanations to that, but we want to know as this is a huge amount, Rs697 m.

Concerning the VRS, in financial year 2008/2009, we were not asked anything and now
we are asked for Rs760 m. Again, I believe an explanation is due, Mr Speaker, Sir. It is the same
thing with the Cargo Handling Corporation. In the budget for the last six months of 2009 we
were not asked for any funds to go to the Cargo Handling Corporation. We are now asked to
approve Rs372 m. for the last six months of 2009. It is the same thing with the CNT (National
Transport Corporation). We were not asked for any money and we are now asked to approve
Rs10 m. and it goes on and on like that with the shipping Corporation, the Riviere du Rempart
District Council. It is as if, when the 2008/2009 Budget and the Budget for the last six months of
2009 were presented, Government had no idea that these items would crop up, would come
along, that they were maturing.

As we are asked to approve an additional sum of Rs10 billion in both the Supplementary
Bills, I hope we will get some explanations from Government. I will keep some questions that
I’ll be asking at Committee Stage on Electoral Advisers. I am keen to know what that is and the
additional sums for the Mauritius Broadcasting Corporation, the CEB hardship cases, the
branding Mauritius “Mauritius c¢’est un plaisir’. I will keep that for Committee Stage: the Sugar
camps and the prisons. The coincidence has it that in the case of the prisons we know what the
situation is and what has happened very recently and yet we were asked in the last six months of
2009 for Rs10 m. which we appropriated. Now we are asked for an additional sum of Rs6
billion. But I will come back on these cases.

My main point, Mr Speaker, Sir, is we are asked to approve an additional expenditure of
Rs10 billion for one and a half years and this is taking place a few days after the Director of
Audit has hit very hard on financial control, mismanagement of public funds for the same period
of one and a half years, 2008/2009, and the last six months of 2009. I am sure we can agree all of
us that there is need to change the way public funds are supervised, are spent. There is need to
increase the powers of the Public Accounts Committee and there is need to travel down new
roads like they had done in South Africa. I hope we will get an explanation, how is it that sums
required were underestimated by that much and how is it that new items had to be created that
were not in the original Budgets and that we are asked now to appropriate.

Thank you, Mr Speaker, Sir.
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(12.16 p.m.)

Mr K. Li Kwong Wing (Second Member for Beau Bassin & Petite Riviére): Mr
Speaker, Sir, at the outset, may I take this opportunity, as this is my maiden speech, to
congratulate you on your unanimous election at the Chair of this august Assembly and also to the
Deputy Speaker. I hope that you will bear your wise counsel on me as a new comer to this House
so that we are able to do our job effectively.

The two Bills before us today spell out the additional expenses that we are called to vote.
There is a temptation for us, after the speech of the hon. Leader of the Opposition, to say that the
extent of the mismanagement has been clearly spelt out by these figures which constitute almost
20% of the original appropriation. This is a huge sum and, in order to gain credibility, I think the
whole system of budget preparation and budget estimates should be reviewed because we cannot,
year in year out, keep having such wide variation between an original budget estimate and what
turns out to be spent. The time has come to make the determined choice of revamping the whole
budget process. I know, Mr Speaker, Sir, you gave me the advice that I should not stick to policy
in the course of the speech but if we discuss this Bill, if you take the items that need to be voted,
we might lose sight of the lack of planning and lack of foresight in policy formulation and
budget estimates. However, we have a legacy of these figures put before us which is a result of
imprudent financial planning, not to say fiscal irresponsibility and, therefore, we need to address
these issues while dissecting the different items of expenditure. We have in the different
programmes, different Supplementary Expenditures that have been put before us and I would
like to single out just a couple of these items. Unfortunately, it is a purely quantitative exercise
because the amount that has been earmarked has not been adequate, or because the target that has
been set was not rightly set. So, we are coming up with new figures and we are just looking at
quantitative data. But, I think, more importantly, the non-quantitative aspect is even more
crucial to consider. Because, when we consider the performance of the different agencies that
are called upon to implement these programmes, we need not to address ourselves to these
quantitative measures but also to non-financial information, and to indicators of service levels of

these expenditures; and this is where the shoe pinches. Because Government is carrying on
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business as usual, there keep on going the mismanagement and fiscal profligacy and the
Management Information System is not up to date to ...

Mr Speaker: I am sorry to interrupt the hon. Member! I think he is going a bit too far. I
said that the ESE debates should be confined to the items which have been included in the
Estimates and why the money is being asked for, but we cannot open up on policy issues.

Mr Li Kwong Wing: Mr Speaker, Sir, I am not addressing policy issues. I was just
saying that the Management Information System ....

Mr Speaker: For the guidance of the hon. Member, let me read what has been written in
Erskine May —

“Where a Supplementary Estimate is being considered, debate should be confined
as to why the extra money is being sought.”

That is the only debate we can have.

(Interruptions)

Mr Speaker: Yes, but the Minister will, hopefully, explain when he will reply.

Mr Li Kwong Wing: Thank you, Mr Speaker, Sir. The idea was to show that because of
the inadequacy of the Management Information System, we are forced to resort to itemised
scrutiny of the expenses.

Mr Speaker: The hon. Member will have full opportunity when the Budget will be
presented to say what he has to say on policy.

Mr Li Kwong Wing: Thank you, Mr Speaker, Sir.

So, with regard, therefore, to different items of expenditure, I think the hon. Leader of the
Opposition has covered many of these issues, but I would like just to pick up what may have
been missed out. I am talking, firstly, of the ...

(Interruptions)

Mr Speaker: The hon. Member is making his maiden speech; I think he has the right to
be heard in silence.

Mr Li Kwong Wing: I am talking of the issue of the expenditure concerning the CCTV
street surveillance. I see a lot of emphasis has been laid on security in the different departments.
The question which I would like to put in terms of community safety and security is whether the
provisions for these CCTV street surveillance systems have been clearly worked out. Because

the Supplementary Budget is more than three or four times the original Appropriation that has
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been made. So, the question is whether the CCTV Street Surveillance System is adequate and if
the Appropriation has already trebled, what steps have been taken to ensure that we have a
proper CCTV Street Surveillance System.

The other item which has called my attention is the one on the Land Drainage
Programme which was Rs200 m. in the original Budget for the year 2008-2009, and, now, we
have a Supplementary Appropriation of Rs142.7 m. which requires the vote. We would like to
have some additional information on that Land Drainage Programme because if Members would
recall, there has been a lot of damage caused by heavy rains in different areas. Would this
increase in the expenditure be adequate for a proper Land Drainage System, especially in the
suburban areas? I see also that there has been a new item of expenditure. The hon. Leader of the
Opposition mentioned new items of expenditure. There is one which refers to the setting-up of a
new Ministry for the sum of Rs11.7 m. which is the Ministry of Consumer Protection. So, we
would like to know what has been the evaluation of the need of this new Ministry now that it has
been integrated into another Ministry.

With regard to the MID Fund, there is an additional expenditure of Rs200 m. called for.
We know that this MID Fund has been termed a coquille vide and, in fact, there has not been any
amount budgeted in the year 2009. So, it would be good to know why this amount is being
asked for and for what uses.

The hon. Leader of the Opposition also talked about the software that has been installed
in different departments which have not been properly used. There is a vote asked for in the
Ministry of Information and Communication Technology for Rs9.3 m. The Director of Audit, in
his report, has castigated the Ministry and the Government, in general, for not carrying out
proper studies to determine the software needs of the Government; and for buying equipment
which is outdated. So, it would be useful to know what items of software have now been
earmarked for expenditure under the Supplementary Appropriation 2009.

I would not like to go into other items of mismanagement because these are recurrent
items and the time will come when different Members will ask questions because these
expenditures occur year after year. I have in mind a lot of expenditures in the Ministry of
Agriculture and in the Ministry of Health, but the one thing which comes to mind here, is the
vote for the Ministry of Agriculture for the Tianli or Jin Fei Project and whether we can have

more information as to whether any additional expenditure is being called for, for this project?
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Well, Mr Speaker, Sir, as I said, we will have time to go into details into these items and
as the policy aspect is not put into question and debate, I would like to end here.

Thank you, very much.

(12.30 p.m.)

Mr Jugnauth: Mr Speaker, Sir, let me thank the hon. Leader of the Opposition and the
hon. Member who have intervened on the two Bills before the House. Of course, there have
been some criticisms, but that is the democratic process and that is part of the game, and I take it
like that.

Let me address a few remarks that have been made by the Opposition. First of all, let me
sum up briefly and try to address some of the points that have been raised with regard to the
Performance-Based Budgeting.

As I have mentioned earlier, with the introduction of the Programme-Based Budgeting,
there is, in fact, an element of flexibility that helps different Ministries and Departments to better
achieve their objectives and their outputs as per their targets that have been set with a
combination of effective use of resources. By effective use of resources, I mean more flexibility
in the re-allocation of funds from one programme to another and within programmes also, but
within the established rules. We all know that the PBB has been recently introduced; we are, in
fact, I won’t say at an infant stage, but at the birth stage, because there are other countries like
Singapore which has taken a long time to be able to master and to implement PBB in a correct
and appropriate manner. So we need to gather experience with the implementation of PBB and
these rules, of course, will have to be reviewed and updated. The exercise we are called upon to
undertake today is very simple. When funds are earmarked under a programme and that exceeds
the initial amount that is appropriated, that excess, excluding any savings, in fact, needs to be
appropriated by Parliament ex-post through a Supplementary Appropriation Bill and an Estimate
of Supplementary Expenditure as is provided by the law.

Mr Speaker, Sir, we are, of course, called upon to use our resources even more
judiciously and these are not times for wasteful expenditure, but rather times for expenditure
rationalisation and reprioritisation. Therefore, with the deepening of the PBB, we will, no doubt,

improve our internal processes further with a view to focussing more on delivery of services
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given the resources that we have. Since, the hon. Members of the Opposition have mentioned
the report of the Director of Audit, I must say that this is not new. The report of the Director of
Audit is, in fact, meant to help Government to improve its governance and accountability. I can
tell the House that I have taken good note of the comments that have been made by the Director
of Audit, not only for the July 2008 to December 2009 period, but for the period of 2007 and
2008 also. I will be frank to say that some of the shortcomings that are highlighted are, in fact,
called for concern. Let me say that there is a specific concern with regard to the quality of project
preparation and appraisal that have resulted in poorly designed and improperly cost projects
slipping into the Capital Budget.

The reports that I have gone through highlight the weaknesses in project management and
monitoring that have not, in fact, allowed proper identification of bottlenecks or re-adjustment of
expenditure plan. And, of course, there is the need to have more systematic value engineering
and quality control on the assessments of major capital projects. I may recall that when I was
Minister of Finance during the period 2003-2005, I had set up in 2004, a Project Monitoring Unit
to monitor capital projects from inception till completion. The Unit which comprises of
Economists, Engineers and Architects made a first assessment of capital projects and guided, in
fact, Ministries in limiting cost of new project proposals, restraining cost overrun and reducing
wastages and delays and through the intervention of this Unit, the Ministry of Finance has been
able to reduce, in fact, project cost on a number of projects. I can recall also that we organised a
number of workshops to develop capacity and skills for monitoring of capital projects in the line
Ministries. I am convinced, My Speaker, Sir, that such a unit will need to be set up again at the
level of the Ministry of Finance because the capacity building work will need to continue and,
through the training process, officers of the Ministries will be equipped with skills to have a
better grasp of the complexities of project management which are often the cause of most cost
overruns and delays. The PMU will spearhead all efforts at bettering project management and
setting up institutional arrangements to improve recurrent and capital expenditures and reduce
wastages. It will also provide guidelines as a tool for a better management at all stages of a
project, including a proper evaluation of costs, funding options, risks and tendering procedures.

Allow me also to mention that in the Government Programme 2010/2015, it is

highlighted at paragraph 86, and I quote —
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“Government will continue to promote efficiency and effectiveness in public finance

management by better planning and consolidating the implementation of Performance-

Based Budgeting (PBB). Emphasis will be laid on better accountability and

transparency.”

It has also been announced that —

“Government will also introduce new legislation for Public Finance Management.”

Let me again reassure the House that I will see to it that public funds are judiciously and
efficiently utilised. I have already set the example, in fact, by setting up a number of controls at
the level of the Ministry of Finance and we intend to look at the shortcomings that have been
highlighted. Of course, I do not pretend that I will be able to address all the issues, but with the
help of all colleagues in Government, we will see to it that we are committed to bring the
positive changes in the interest of the country.

Let me respond to some specific remarks that have been made by hon. Members of the
Opposition. First of all, the hon. Leader of the Opposition has mentioned the example of South
Africa where new institutions have been set up to control expenditure, that there is, in fact, a
Standing Committee on Appropriation. I take note. Of course, we are going to look into that,
but let me remind the hon. Leader of the Opposition what he said when he was Minister of
Finance. Let me quote from the Supplementary Appropriation of 1999-2000 (No.III of 2000),
just a parallel - I don’t want to enter into a demagogy. The hon. Leader of the Opposition at that
time reacting to the then Opposition had said —

“Today the Acting Leader of Opposition has the cheek to stand up and asked us after only

five months in Government about the Fiscal Responsibility Act. What a shame, Mr

Speaker, Sir! They wasted five years. But we will come forward with the Fiscal

Responsibility Bill. Give us some time!”

Just to remind the hon. Leader of the Opposition that this is not a new situation. Of
course, when there are criticisms, we should not just come up with new ideas. We should look
and draw lessons from other countries, but we should see to it also what is appropriate for
Mauritius.

Secondly, I grant the new hon. Member for having, in his maiden speech, pointed out a
number of programmes where he wanted clarifications. He is a new Member, I can understand

that. But since we are going to move to the Committee of Supply, the hon. Leader of the
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Opposition will have ample time to ask questions on specific programmes, on the reasons why
there have been underestimates, appropriation or whatever. I don't see the purpose for me to
answer now, when ample opportunities are given for the Members of the Opposition to question
each Minister under each programme.

Thirdly, Mr Speaker, Sir, the targets have been missed and I have just answered the point
concerning why more money have been spent, because we will be moving for the Committee of
Supply. I think the examples should come from the Opposition. The former Member of
Parliament, Mr Jayen Cuttaree, was chairing the PAC and, as I said, what example has been
given. For five years, Mr Speaker, Sir, there has been only one report from the Chair of the PAC
and I can recall that when hon. Duval was chairing the PAC, there have been, at least, four
reports from him.

(Interruptions)

The Opposition is mentioning the report of the Director of Audit, each year there has
been report of Director of Audit. Each year, there could have been, in fact, a report from the
Chair of the PAC. But for five years there has been only one report dated 25 March 2008 and
that is also because probably we were going to election!

A last remark, probably, hon. Li Kwong Wing was going into the system of budget
preparation and estimates and whether this should be reviewed and so on. But, I think he has
been himself Adviser to a former Minister of Finance, and I think this is not new that we have
had budget preparations. We have had Director of Audit’s reports, year in year out, for so many
years and why is it that nothing was done and that there has been no change at that time?

Lastly, Mr Speaker, Sir, just to reply to what has been said. Concerning the report of the
Director of Audit, I have just mentioned that we will take note. Of course, we are going to
address the issues that have been mentioned. There are explanations that can be given in a
number of cases and if there have been omissions, if we need to correct, we will do so. But, this
is not new again, year in year out, under different Governments, there have been omissions on
certain matters that have been pointed out by the Director of Audit. The crucial thing is that we
should not pay lip service to it, but that we should address these matters that have been raised.

This is all, Mr Speaker, Sir.

Question put and agreed to.
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Bill read a second time and committed.

At 12.44 p.m the sitting was suspended.

On resuming at 2.30 p.m with Mr Speaker in the Chair
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COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

(Mr Speaker in the Chair)

THE SUPPLEMENTARY APPROPRIATION (2008-2009) (NO.2) BILL
(NO. XII OF 2010)
The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 011: Office of the Vice-President —Vice-Presidency Affairs (Rs1,598,235)

(b) 031: National Assembly —Parliamentary Affairs (Rs14,591,911)

(c) 041: National Audit Office - External Audit (Rs15,039,278)

(d) 051: Public and Disciplined Forces Services Commission - Public and Disciplined
Forces Service Affairs (Rs4,935,985)

(e) 061: Ombudsman’s Office -Ombudsman’s Services (Rs1,105,923)

(f) 071: Electoral Supervisory Commission and Electoral Boundaries Commission —
Supervision of Electoral Activities and Review of Electoral Boundaries
(Rs1,384,072)

(g) 081: Electoral Commissioner’s Office — Electoral Services (Rs26,018,742)

(h) 101: Local Government Service Commission — Local Government Human
Resources Affairs (Rs2,592,911)

(i) 121:Independent Broadcasting Authority — Supervision of Broadcasting
(Rs1,261,000)

(j) 151: Ombudsperson for Children’s Office - Protection and Promotion of Children’s
Rights and Interests (Rs356,234)

Public Bodies Appeal Tribunal

Programme Code 171: - Determination of Appeals by Public Bodies was called.

Mr Ganoo: Mr Chairperson, I would like to ask the hon. Minister whether he can
provide information as to the number of Members sitting on this Tribunal. Who is the

Chairperson? Has the Tribunal already sat and heard cases? If yes, how many are there so far?
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Mr Baloomoody: Concerning the same item, can I ask the hon. Minister whether he has
received a letter of protest from the SEF regarding the conduct of certain members of this
institution?

The Prime Minister: In fact, Mr Chairperson, there are one Chairperson and two
members. Perhaps the hon. Member wants to know the names as well. The Chairperson is Mr
Mohamud Sadick Namdarkhan and the two other members are Mr Guy Wong So and Mrs
Priscilla Balgobin-Bhoyrul.

The second thing, I think, was the number of cases: 134 cases have been filed and 68
cases have been dealt with. As for the letter of protest — yes, I did receive a letter of protest
yesterday and I am looking into it naturally. The Chairperson is not in Mauritius at the moment.
I don’t want to say why, but he is not in Mauritius at the moment.

Programme Code 171: Determination of Appeals by Public Bodies (Rs1,414,085) was,
on question put, agreed to.

Government Information Service

Programme Code 211: Government Information and Provision of International News
was called.

Mr Bérenger: Before I put my question, can I suggest to the hon. Prime Minister that it
is adding insult to injury to have an item where we are asked to approve a loan to the Mauritius
Broadcasting Corporation under the title Government Information Service. We know that the
MBC is a Government Information Service, but I think we should find a way of putting it
elsewhere pour sauver les apparences au moins. My question is we voted a loan of Rs280 m. for
the building and now we are asked for an additional Rs63 m., can I know why the overrun and
the conditions of the loan?

The Prime Minister: As regards the Government Information Service, it sounds like
former communist regimes...

(Interruptions)

I don’t think we can do anything about this!

(Interruptions)

Mr Chairperson, I want to explain this. It is only a book adjustment. What happens is that

we repay the loan on a yearly basis, therefore, it is on the yearly basis that we know what

amount is spent and, therefore, we do the book adjustment because the loan has to be repaid.



31

That is the reason it is like this. In that project which is to the tune of Rs650 m. — around that
figure — Rs400 m. is being provided by the Government of the People’s Republic of China
through an interest-free loan, I should add this. Therefore no cash transaction is actually
involved; it is only a book adjustment which is made upon receipt of the credit advances from
the Government of the People’s Republic of China.

Therefore, once works are completed by the Beijing Construction Engineering Co. Ltd.,
they ask for the adjustments, and that is the reason. About Rs200 m. is provided by the
Government of Mauritius itself.

Programme Code 211: Government Information and Provisions of International News
(Rs65,708,109) was, on question put, agreed to.

The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 231: Pay Research Bureau - Public Sector Compensation and HRM
Policy and Strategy (Rs2,057,258)
(b) 241: Civil Status Division - Civil Status Affairs (Rs6,166,188).

Police Force

Programme Code 261: Security Policy and Management was called.

Mr Bérenger: If I can go back to the CCTV under item 3/7/22? We had provided Rs30
m., and we are asked to nearly double that sum - additional Supplementary Appropriation Rs51
m. When we will reach the sixth month, it would be the same again. Can I know why the
difference between what we were asked to approve and the additional sum that we are asked to
approve?

The Prime Minister: Mr Chairperson, the project for the installation of the CCTV
Surveillance System and the digital radio communication system are being implemented under
an interest free loan granted by the Government of the People’s Republic of China. The
Government of the People’s Republic of China has entrusted the implementation of the projects
to China International Telecommunications Construction Corporation on a turnkey basis. No
provision was made in the Budget July-December 2009, as the contract agreement between them
and the Mauritius Police Force was not yet signed. The signature was done, I think, in December
2009, hence the provision of the Supplementary Estimates. The projects are expected to be

completed, I think, by August of this year.
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Programme Code 261: Security Policy and Management (Rs90,718,682) was, on
question put, agreed to.

Programme Code 262: Community Safety and Security was called.

Mr Ganoo: I just want to query the hon. Prime Minister on item 26204 — Combating
Drugs. 1 can read that this additional provision is required for the implementation of the PRB
Report of 2008. The question I want to put is: who will, therefore, be paid this sum that is being
appropriated? Is it the ADSU people, Police officers or officers of other Government service
agency?

The Prime Minister: Those who are concerned with combating drugs, including ADSU.

Mrs Labelle: Regarding item 22020 - Fuel and oil, there is a request for Rs40 m., and
there is also transport equipment. May I ask the hon. Prime Minister whether he has information
regarding the number of new vehicles that have been acquired during this financial year and also
the number of vehicles that have been scrapped?

The Prime Minister: With regard to item 22020 - Fuel and oil the hon. Member
mentioned, to me this is basically the increase in cost of consumption of fuel and also because of
the additional fleet of vehicles. Normally, every year or every two or three years, they scrap
some vehicles and then they buy new vehicles. There is an additional provision for transport
equipment because there is a five-year plan for the acquisition of vehicles. It is an ongoing plan,
but Government wanted to buy more at the time. There were questions, in fact, asked by the
Members of the Opposition, but no funds were available for that amount. So, it was kept in
abeyance until nearing the Budget, when more funds were available. There have been savings
also, I must say, Mr Chairperson, on other items. Therefore, additional money has been made
available. As for additional transport, I see here about 30 units motorcycles and 45 units again of
motorcycles. There were also provisions for additional cars, which is ongoing.

Programme Code 262: Community Safety and Security (Rs577,838,688) was, on question
put, agreed to.

The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 281 : Meteorological Services (Rs9,149,400)

(b) 291: Mauritius Prisons Service — Management of Prisons (Rs3,804,457).

Programme Code 292: Maintenance and Rehabilitation of Detainees was called.
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Mr Baloomoody: With regard to item 22010 (b) settlement of arrears on electricity bills
for Richelieu Open Prisons and Prisons’ Garden, Beau Bassin for period December 2004 to
April 2008, can I ask the hon. Prime Minister why is it that we have not paid the electricity bills
from December 2004 to April 20087

The Prime Minister: As I said, there has been an increase in electricity consumption.
But, as for the settlement of arrears, the CEB did not correctly submit its claim. There were
some errors in it, and it had to be relooked at.

Mr Li Kwong Wing: May I ask the hon. Prime Minister why the price of food items has
increased by more than 50%?

The Prime Minister: They are probably eating more.

(Interruptions)

Mrs Labelle: Mr Chairperson, Programme Code 292 is Maintenance of Rehabilitation of
Detainees. May I ask the hon. Prime Minister whether he has the amount that has been spent on
rehabilitation?

The Prime Minister: I don’t have the exact amount that has been spent on rehabilitation,
but it is an ongoing programme. But if the hon. Member needs the actual amount that is spent on
rehabilitation, I will give it to her later.

Programme Code 291: Maintenance and Rehabilitation of Detainees (Rs56,758,940)
was, on question put, agreed to.

The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 301: Ministry of Civil Service and Administrative Reforms —Civil Service Policy

and Management (Rs7,937,332)

(b) 304: Ministry of Civil Service and Administrative Reforms —Civil Service

Administration and HRM (Rs16,253,822).

Ministry of Rodrigues and Outer Islands

Programme Code 311: Rodrigues and Outer Islands Development was called.

Mr Bérenger: Mr Chairperson, under item 26321 Grants - Capital - Additional
provision required for Capital Grant to Rodrigues Regional Assembly in respect of

infrastructural projects, we had approved Rs310 m. I am given to understand that the Rodrigues
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Regional Assembly had been asking for much more than the Rs22 m. that we are asked to add to
the Rs310 m. Can I ask the hon. Prime Minister whether this has been settled?

The Prime Minister: This is being looked at. There were some difficulties in providing
the amount that was being asked and they had a vigorous way of looking at it at the Ministry of
Finance and I know this is being looked at.

Programme Code 311: Rodrigues and Outer Islands Development - (Rs197,036,281)
was, on question put, agreed to.

Ministry of Public Infrastructure, Land Transport and Shipping

Programme Code 321: Policy and Strategy Development for Public Infrastructure, Land
Transport and Maritime Services (Rs10,309,050) was called and agreed to.

Programme Code 322: Construction and Maintenance of Government Buildings and
other assets was called.

Mr Bérenger: Mr Chairperson, under item 26313 - Extra-Budgetary Units Additional
provision required for release of grant to RDA/LTA in connection with the Road Decongestion
Programme, we had approved Rs15 m. and we are asked for a supplementary appropriation of
more than Rs400 m. I suppose it is the Prime Minister who is going to answer. Can we know,
therefore, what is behind that?

Mr Bachoo: Mr Chairperson, it was a period when Mauritius was faced with a series of
floods, starting with the Lola. Therefore, money had to be spent in upgrading and construction of
new drains. At the same time, there were rehabilitation of roads, construction of new roads and
enlargement of roads. And the Road Decongestion Programme that we had started is going on at
an accelerating speed and that explains why an additional sum of money was required for that
Budget.

Programme Code 322: Construction and Maintenance of Government Buildings and
other assets (Rs35,690,864) was, on question put, agreed to.

Programme Code 323: Construction and Maintenance of Roads and Bridges
(Rs413,144,445) was called and agreed to.

Programme Code 324: Land Transport Services was called.

Mr Bérenger: Mr Chairperson, it refers to fresh loans to the National Transport

Corporation. When we approved the 2008-2009 Budget, there was no loan provided to the
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National Transport Corporation. Can we know the conditions of that loan and why the need has
arisen in the meantime?

Mr Bachoo: It was an advance that we had made to the National Transport Corporation.
In the meantime, we are trying to restructure the entire organisation because we know it is
running at a loss. So, they were in dire need of additional support from us and that is why
Government had granted that additional loan.

Programme Code 324: Land Transport Services (Rs10,501,679) was, on question put,

agreed to.

Programme Code 325: Maritime Services was called.

Mr Bérenger: Mr Chairperson, we have just heard that it was not expected that a loan
would be granted to the National Transport Corporation, but because it is making losses, there
was an urgent need to extend financial support. In the case of the Mauritius Shipping
Corporation, again, there was no loan provided for in the 2008-2009 Budget, and now we are
asked to approve a loan of Rs35 m. Is it because the Mauritius Shipping Corporation is also
making a loss?

Mr Bachoo: Mr Chairperson, the first vessel is already very old, above 20 years old.
That is the reason why we needed money for dry docking. Secondly, we have to pay the loan
which we have contracted from the Chinese Government. That explains why we had to borrow
from Government in order to pay the loans.

Mr Bérenger: In terms of financial planning, how come when the Budget was
presented, we did not know we have to pay China and made other payments? That is what we
describe as bad planning. It can’t crop up in the middle of the financial year.

Mr Bachoo: Unfortunately, but the major part goes for the dry docking. Because, as |
had just mentioned, the ship has become very old and that explains it. It was very difficult for us
to forecast how much money that would cost.

Mr Li Kwong Wing: Mr Chairperson, can we know from the hon. Minister what are the
terms and conditions of these loans?

Mr Bachoo: Well, this is a very old loan which was contracted for the second vessel. |
don’t have the details with me.

Programme Code 325 - Maritime Services (Rs34,645,727) was, on question put, agreed

to.
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Vice-Prime Minister’s Office, Ministry of Tourism, Leisure and External
Communications
The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 341: Policy and Management for Tourism and Leisure (Rs1,721,414)
(b) 343: Destination Promotion (Rs104,995,993).

Vice-Prime Minister’s Office and Ministry of Finance and Economic Development

Programme Code 362: Public Financial Management (Rs10,849,312) was called and

agreed to.

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International Trade and Cooperation

Programme Code 381: Foreign Policy and Management (Rs1,434,594) was called and
agreed to.

Programme 382: Foreign Relations was called.

Mr Jugnauth: Sir, I move for the following amendments —

(a) The amount under item 26210 — International Organisations — Programme 382 —
Foreign Relations — Sub-Programme 38201; (page 33)

To delete the amount of Rs10,393,687.

And,
To replace by the figure Rs 2,833,688.

(b) To insert a new item 21110 — Personal Emoluments under Programme 382 —
Foreign Relations — Sub-Programme 38202 — Support by Mauritius Overseas
Missions — with a provision of Rs7,559,999.

The amended version of Page 33 is being circulated. (Appendix I)

Amendment agreed to.

Mr Bérenger: Mr Chairperson, under item 22030 Rent, we are asked to vote a sum of
Rs4 m. to relocate the Ministry’s Headquarters at Newton Tower. Is that done? My question
will go to the Prime Minister and to the Minister concerned. Since independence, if I am not
mistaken, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs was here, in the old building, and for purposes of visits

by Ambassadors and so on, is it correct for the Ministry to be moved in a storey up there like any
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other office? We know that everywhere we have something special like the Commonwealth
Office and the Quai d’Orsay. Can I know whether this can be reviewed?

(Interruptions)

All right, some other Ministries can go to Newton Tower, but does not the hon. Prime Minister
think that — in fact, the office which I occupied, and he occupies, was developed - the ancien
Tresury Building to be our Quai d’Orsay? And now, we have ended up in a building like any
other Ministry. Can this be reconsidered? The money spent on Newton Tower can be put to
good use, but the Ministry of Foreign Affairs should come back to where it has always been.

Dr. A. Boolell: Mr Chairperson, not that I am different from others, but you know the
office was, unfortunately, in a very shamble state. The reason as to why we moved was to bring
everybody under one single roof for the work to be done more diligently and we are full of bliss.
So, we do not disagree in respect of what the Leader of the Opposition has stated. But, that will
be entertained when the time comes.

(Interruptions)

The Chairperson: Can you keep quiet!

(Interruptions)

Mr Bérenger: On the same project, item 31112 — Non Residential Buildings — Additional
provision required for acquisition of Chancery in Washington - 1 raised it earlier on - what kind
of planning is that? We had voted supposedly Rs7 m. for the acquisition of the Chancery in
Washington and we are asked for a massive additional expenditure of Rs74 m.

Dr. A. Boolell: The hon. Leader of the Opposition is at item 311127

Mr Bérenger: Yes.

Dr. A. Boolell: I think that the Leader of the Opposition should realise that this was an
opportunity knock for the Government to acquire property. We have been renting the place.
With the financial crisis, it was a buyers’ market; we grasped the opportunity and now we have
acquired a new building which is enabling us to make savings. So, I think it was a cost-effective
plan.

Programme Code 382: Foreign Relations (Rs122,774,649) was, on question put, agreed

to.
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Programme Code 383: Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International Trade and Cooperation
—International Trade (Rs2,877,278) was called and agreed to.

Ministry of Environment and National Development Unit
The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to —

(a) 403: Uplifting and Embellishment of the Physical Environment (Rs14,420,612).
(b) 405: Land Drainage (Rs143,285,003).

Ministry of Education and Human Resources
The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 422 : Pre-Primary Education (Rs12,682,460)

(b) 423: Primary Education (Rs389,580,130)

(c) 424 : Secondary Education (Rs843,496,091)

(d) 425: Technical and Vocational Education (Rs74,692,431)
(e) 426: Tertiary Education (Rs160,623,448)

(f) 427: Special Education Programmes (Rs22,659,620)

Ministry of Public Utilities

Programme Code 442: Energy Services was called.

Mr Ganoo: Mr Chairperson, under item 25710 — Non-financial Public Corporations —
Additional provision required for granting subsidy to CEB in respect of electricity supply for
hardship cases, can the hon. Minister enlighten the House on the Supplementary Appropriation,
that is, how many hardship cases will be dealt or have already dealt with this money which we
are being asked to vote for?

Since I am on my feet, can I also query the hon. Minister on the next item 32740 — Loans
— Additional provision required for granting loan to CEB in connection with infrastructural
development? Does this infrastructural development include the Jin Fei project?

Mr Bérenger: On the same item of granting subsidy to the CEB in respect of electricity
supply for hardship cases, because there can be abuse there, can I be enlightened how are the
hardship cases identified? How objective is it? Is it a committee which is responsible for

identifying this hardship case and not that one?



39

Dr. Kasenally: As far as item 25710 is concerned, this is payment made to the Central
Electricity Board for 170 cases under the scheme for assisting the needy and poor people who
need access to electricity supply. In 2007, we had 321 cases, in 2008, 154 and in 2009, we had
101 cases. This scheme was introduced in 2006 and it was meant to help the needy to have
access to electricity and there was a sort of income determination, for example, people with an
income of less than Rs5,000 were getting an assistance of Rs65,000; they got, at least, 4 spans of
electricity to bring the electricity from the grid to their home. Those earning Rs5,000 and above,
up to Rs10,000, were having Rs50,000 for 3 spans and those earning between Rs10,000 and
Rs15,000 were having Rs35,000. This is for displacement of poles as well. This scheme was
extended to also include those people who wanted to have the poles displaced. As from March
2010, there was a single assistance scheme with two components — one for extension of
electricity and a second one for displacement of bare wires. More or less the same criteria were
used and it was a uniform income criteria for the two assistance schemes. Assistance was also
given to people for insulation of bare wires, such insulation is a requirement for displacement of
the poles. The scheme took into account that many households were unable to construct or
extend their houses and they were unable to meet the cost of displacement and they were unable
to proceed with the improvement of their buildings.

On top of that, everybody can apply for the scheme and if they qualify for it, all the
applications are processed at the level of the CEB, following a social inquiry income so that we
make sure that only those who are the needy and the poor are getting it. This has had a
tremendous effect in extending electricity to those who otherwise would not have been able to
afford it.

Mr Bérenger: Can I ask the hon. Minister for one precision. So, there are no cases
where a family cannot pay the electricity bill and, therefore, assistance is extended to that for
payment of electricity bill and, if yes, how is it chosen?

Dr. Kasenally: As far as paying electricity bill is concerned, there is no such scheme.
But, as far as possible, we try to give them extra delay instead of disconnecting, we encourage it.
In fact, we started by accepting part of the payment for people who could not afford to pay the
full bill and, in this way we have encouraged people to pay rather than going into a debt trap.

Mr Lesjongard: Under item 32740 regarding loans, the Minister was requested to

clarify what were those infrastructural developments, but he has not clarified them.
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Dr. Kasenally: In fact, as the hon. Member said, this is a loan to the CEB for the purpose
of offsite infrastructural works for the Jin Fei project and ...
(Interruptions)
The Chairperson: Please, address the Chair!
Dr. Kasenally: ... a construction of a substation of 66 KV to 22 KV comprising
transformer capacity 44 MV and also tap-off from Belle Vue, 66 KV line. Part of this loan will
be eventually reimbursed once the project gets under way.

Programme Code 442: Energy Services (Rs190,539,991) was, on question put, agreed to.
Programme Code 445: Radiation Protection (Rs753,506) was called and agreed to.

Ministry of Local Government

Programme Code 461: Policy and Management for Local Government (Rs3,231,621)

was called and agreed to.

Programme Code 462: Facilitation to Local Authorities was called.

Mr Uteem: Mr Chairperson, I would like to know from the hon. Minister, under item
32145, what is the purpose of the loan to the District Council?

Mr Aimée: In view of the financial difficulties, the Pamplemousses/Rivieére du Rempart
District Council has been granted loans by the Ministry of Economic Planning and Development
and a sum of Rs42 m. had been provided to enable the Council to clear bank loan and thus
reduce the high debt service and an amount caters for the cash flow problems. The loan is
payable at 5% interest rate in 20 years. For the loan of Rs42 m., it is in five years and the loan of
Rs13 m., three years’ moratorium on capital has been granted.

Mr Nagalingum: Concerning item 26321, Grant to Local Authorities, can we have
details as to the Municipal Councils and District Councils? May we know what are the projects?

Mr Aimée: Additional provisions have been allocated to Local Authorities to meet
increase in the staff salaries, overtimes, allowances, travelling, passage benefits and pension
resulting from the implementation of PRB report 2008.

Programme Code 462: Facilitation to Local Authorities (Rs382,106,214) was called and

agreed to.
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Ministry of Agro-Industry & Fisheries

Programme Code 482: Competitiveness of the Sugar Cane Sector was called.

Mr Bérenger: I am sure that everybody wants to know what lies behind item 282172 -
Transfers to Households — Provision requires to meet payment in connection with accompanying
measures for the sugar sector —VRS. It is a huge sum of Rs760,720,607. May we know what is
that for and to whom has that been paid?

Mr Virahsawmy: Mr Chairperson, with your permission, I shall reply to this question.
This amount represents an equivalent of Euro18 m., which has been allocated to the Budget of
this Ministry for financial year 2008/2009. This forms part of the agreement reached between
Government and MSPA under the Sugar reform programme, where an amount of Rs94 m. will
be disbursed by the European Union as accompanying measures. This amount will have to be
transferred to the Sugar Reform Trust. The amount of Rs760 m. will be used to effect the
financing of the capital part of commercial loans contracted by sugar factories and institutions, to
meet payment in connection with accompanying measures. Such funds are used to meet
payment for cash compensation to employees under VRS II and for payment of land
compensation to employees under the Early Retirement Scheme.

Programme Code 482: Competitiveness of the Sugar Cane Sector (Rs760,720,607) was,
on question put, agreed to.

Programme Code 483: Development of Non Sugar (Crop) Sector (Rs69,309,765) was
called and agreed to.

Programme Code 484: Livestock Production and Development was called.

Mr Bérenger: I have two questions under item 25110 — Non-Financial Public Enterprise
— Additional Provision requires for the grant of subsidy to Mauritius Meat Authority. Here
again, we had approved Rs2 m. and we are asked to approve an additional sum of Rs8 m. Can
we have an explanation about that? Secondly, under item 25210 — Non-Financial Private
Enterprise — Additional provision required to assist Corporate pig breeders following outbreak
of Swine flu, we were asked for Rs12 m. The substantive Minister is not present, I wonder
whether we can have information. Are there still pig breeders in residential areas? A lot of
money has been spent to relocate the pig breeders to develop the sector and so on. My
information is that in spite of that we still have pig breeders in densely populated areas. If that is

the case is that sum related in any way to that residual problem?
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Mr Virahsawmy: Concerning the first question, Mr Chairperson, the amount represents
the increase in basic salary, end-of-year bonus and staff pension. The Mauritius Meat Authority
cannot increase its slaughter fees, so the Ministry and Government have to meet these additional
costs. With regard to pig breeders, my information is that all the pig breeders have been moved
to the two regions.

Mr Bérenger: Would the Minister be interested for us to take the officer that has just
given him that note to areas around Port Louis where we still found pig breeders, including pig
breeders. Il n’y a pas de plus grands aveugles que ceux qui ne veulent pas voir. In the suburbs
of Port Louis, we still have pig breeders, including big ones. Can I ask the hon. Minister and the
substantive Minister to discuss with the officer concerned and to check before supplying answers
that are very economical with the truth.

Mr Virahsawmy: We shall ask, Mr Chairperson but, as the Leader of Opposition said,
the paper says no.

Mr Balamoody: Can I ask the hon. Minister under the same item, Additional provision
required to assist Corporate pig breeders following outbreak of swine flu, what about individual
pig breeders who need assistance following the outbreak of swine flu? Were they given any
assistance?

Mr Virahsawmy: They have all received the assistance.

Mr Lesjongard: Mr Chairperson, under item 22900 — Other goods and services —
Additional provision requires to meet expenditure for the award of new tenders approved by
Central Procurement Board for the purchase of raw materials for the manufacture of feed by the
Livestock Feed Factory, Richelieu, we are asked supplementary appropriation of Rs43 m. Do we
understand that provision was not made for this amount before the award of the tender?

Mr Virahsawmy: Mr Chairperson, we have to continue the supply through the livestock
feed and this amount represents the subsidy which is required to continue the supply of the
livestock feed factory. The factory was closed in September 2009 and after that there is a subsidy
of Rs2 per kilo of feed which is given to all livestock breeders.

Programme Code 484: Livestock Production and Development (Rs72, 083, 658) was, on
question put, agreed to.

Programme Code 485: Forestry Resources (Rs18,202,198) was called and agreed to.
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Ministry of Social Security, National Solidarity and Senior Citizens Welfare & Reform
Institutions —
The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 501: Policy and Management for Social Affairs (Rs7, 864, 524)
(b) 504: Probation and Social Rehabilitation (Rs4, 542, 666)
(c) 505: Social Welfare (Rs21, 676, 938)

Ministry of Women’s Right, Child Development, Family Welfare & Consumer Protection

Programme Code 521: Policy and Management for Women’s Empowerment and Family
Welfare was called

Mr Bérenger: Mr Chairperson, Item No. 22020, Fuel and Oil — 1 pick a quarrel with the
wording thereof. It says —

“Additional provision required due to price fluctuation in fuel and oil and increase in
consumption as a result of a higher number of cases of domestic violence.”

I am sure what is meant is the higher number of reported cases. I believe it is vital to
make the difference between the reported cases and the actual fact. If the Minister has
information that there is an increase in domestic violence, I am prepared to listen, but is it that or
is it an increase in the reported cases?

Mrs Bappoo: Mr Chairperson, there has been indeed an increase in the consumption as
the Ministry had to intervene into a higher number of cases of child abuse and domestic violence
which have been reported to the Ministry. The number is on increase, but they have to intervene
in many more cases.

Programme Code 521: Policy and Management for Women’s Empowerment and Family
Welfare (Rs7, 718, 927) was, on question put, agreed to.

Programme Code 522: Women Empowerment and Gender Mainstreaming was called.

Mrs Labelle: Mr Chairperson, regarding Item No. 31112, Additional provision required
for the completion of the construction of Women Centres at Notre Dame and Triolet, may 1 ask
the hon. Minister whether these centres have been completed and the real cost of the centres and
whether these centres are now in operation?

Mrs Bappoo: Mr Chairperson, I have been informed that these allocations have been

made because there has been progress in the construction works. Due to the progress in the
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construction work, it demanded more budgetary costs to the programme and as far as I
understand these women centres have been completed.

Programme Code 522: Women Empowerment and Gender Mainstreaming (RsS, 964,
392) was, on question put, agreed to.

Programme Code 524: Family Welfare and Protection from Domestic Violence
(Rs594,303) was called and agreed to.

Ministry for Consumer Protection and Citizens’ Charter

Programme Code 525: Promotion and Protection of the Rights of Consumers was

called.

Mr Baloomoody: Mr Chairperson, I know it is a new Ministry which was created. On
Item No. 22900, can we have some particulars about the other goods and services? What were
the services provided?

Mr Yeung Sik Yuen: Mr Chairperson, concerning item No. 22900, I see it is for the
payment of uniforms, hospitalities and ceremonies in respect of World Consumer Rights.

Programme Code 525: Promotion and Protection of the Rights of Consumers (RsS, 976,
109) was, on question put, agreed to.

Programme Code 701: Policy and Management Consumer Protection and Citizens’

Charter (Rs5, 789, 507) was called and agreed to.

Ministry of Labour, Industrial Relations and Employment
The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 541: Policy and Management for Labour and Employment (Rs378, 208)

(b) 542: Labour and Employment Relations Management (Rs8, 847, 256)

(c) 543: Registration of Associations, Trade Unions and Superannuation Funds (Rs2,
135, 101)

(d) 544: Employment Facilitation (Rs4, 469, 269)

Attorney General’s Office, Ministry of Justice & Human Rights
Programme Code 561: Policy and Management for Justice and Human Rights was
called.

Mr Bérenger: Mr Chairperson, we have a new Attorney General, but we have the same

Prime Minister. I suppose that both are aware of the judgement from the Supreme Court that says



45

that the Attorney General in our Constitution cannot be Minister for this or that including
especially Minister for Human Rights. Therefore, can I request the Attorney General to bring the
required amendment so that the appellation of the Ministry should reflect the Supreme Court
judgment?

Mr Varma: Mr Chairperson, it concerns the PRB report of 2008. It was prior to the
judgement of the Supreme Court and that is why it is like that.

Mr Baloomoody: Mr Chairperson, may I ask the Minister where is the Centre of the
Human Rights now being given that it has been taken over by the Commissioner....

The Chairperson: No. We are talking about the Attorney General’s Office.

Mr Baloomoody:Mr Chairperson, we are talking about the Human Rights...

(Interruptions)

Mr Baloomoody: I am asking the Attornery General where is the center. Do we have a
centre for the Human Rights?

The Chairperson: I think so, we have.

— Programme Code 561: Policy and Management for Justice and Human Rights
(Rs2,341,453) was, on question put, agreed to.

Ministry of Health and Quality of Life

Programme Code 582: Curative Services was called.

Mr Bérenger: Mr Chairperson, to go back to the Item No. 22140, ‘Medical Supplies,
Drugs and Equipment’. We were asked to approve Rs558 m. for medical supplies, drugs and
equipment and it seems, as I said earlier, that we were completely off target and we are now
asked for an additional Rs225 m. Can I know from the hon. Minister concerned how we can miss
a target like that and what improvements are being brought to the way we assess the
requirements in terms of supplies, drugs and equipment?

Mrs Hanoomanjee: Mr Chairperson, there has been an increase in the number of
dialysis sessions, in the number of cardiac patients and in the number of post-renal transplant
patients. And, as you recall, there has been a surge, at that time, of new diseases, such as
chikungunya, dengue fever, and there have been new drugs and vaccines which were procured.
With regard to purchase of drugs, I would like to point out that due to the high number of drugs
to be procured - that is, we have got around 750 different items for which annual bulk purchases

have to be made — and in view of the complexity of procurement procedures, contracts and



46

delivery schedules including distribution, this exercise is carried out 12 months in advance. And
very often, after awards have been made, the suppliers are unable to supply the drugs and,
consequently, the Ministry has to resort to bridging quotations and local purchases, thus resulting
in higher prices paid for the same drugs.

Mr Uteem: Mr Chairperson, on item No. 22900 — Other Goods and Services, mention is
made for additional provision required to meet increases in contract prices for foodstuffs of an
amount of Rs22 m. May I know whether these contracts are awarded following tender exercise
and what is the duration of these contracts?

Mrs Hanoomanjee: Obviously, all procurement procedures are followed, Mr
Chairperson and usually, the contract is for one-year duration.

Programme Code 582: Ministry of Health and Quality of Life — Curative Services
(Rs767,138,341) was, on question put, agreed to.

Ministry of Industry, Small & Medium Enterprises, Commerce & Cooperatives

Programme Code 601: Policy and Management for Industry, SMEs, Commerce and
Cooperatives was called.

Mr Li Kwong Wing: Mr Chairperson, I would like to know, with respect to item no.
26323, Extra Budgetary Units (Capital Grants), the use of the extra budgetary grant of Rs150 m.
How many enterprises are involved and the name of beneficiaries, if possible?

Mr Soodhun: Mr Chairperson, this amount of Rs150 m. was earmarked under the
Manufacturing Adjustment and SME Development Fund to finance projects in Rodrigues
including the special holiday package and passengers’ services charge.

Programme Code 601: Policy and Management for Industry, SMEs, Commerce and
Cooperatives (Rs150,885,455) was, on question put, agreed to.

The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 602: Industrial Development (Rs2,861,295)
(b) 604:Promotion and Development of Cooperatives(Rs7,728,344)

Ministry of Arts and Culture
Programme Code 621: Policy and Management for Arts and Culture (Rs2,458,501) was

called and agreed to.
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Ministry of Housing and Lands

Programme Code 641: Policy and Management for Housing and Lands (Rs2,754,759)
was called and agreed to.

Programme Code 642: Social Housing Development was called.

Mr Bérenger: Mr Chairperson, therefore, under Item No. 26323 — Extra Budgetary Units
(Capital Grant) - Additional provision required for the Social Housing Development Fund, we
had approved Rs500 m. and we are asked to approve Supplementary Appropriation of Rs750 m.
Can we know to what use the sum of more than Rs1 billion is earmarked? What is the Social
Housing Development Fund doing right now?

Dr. Kasenally: Mr Chairperson, an additional sum was made available to my Ministry
by the Ministry of Finance and Economic Empowerment for onward transmission to the Social
Housing Development Fund. This Fund has been used to cover expenses in respect of Social
Housing Projects for the period ending 31 December 2010. These are for the construction of 550
Firinga Type Housing in 11 sites, provision of 242 service sites, Housing Project at Military
Road, Port Louis, which is under gestation, rehabilitation works on NHDC Housing Estates,
Sewerage Rehabilitation Works, Electrical Installation at la Tour Koenig and Camp Levieux.
Provision has now been made in the Budget of my Ministry, Programme 642, for all expenses to
be met in respect of Housing projects instead of the Housing Development Fund. Only a sum of
Rs25 m. is now available in the Social Housing Development. The rest was reverted back to the
Consolidated Fund.

Programme Code 642: Social Housing Development (Rs749,964,492) was, on question

put, agreed to.

Ministry of Information Technology & Telecommunications

Programme Code 661: Policy and Management for ICT (Rs2,095,348 ) was called and

agreed to.

Ministry of Youth & Sports

Programme Code 681: Policy and Management for Youth & Sports (Rs808,659) was

called and agreed to.

Programme Code 682: Promotion and Development of Sports was called.
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Mr Quirin: Mr Chairperson, concerning item No. 22900 — Other Goods and Services, it
is mentioned that additional provision is required to meet costs in connection with participation
of athletes in sports events and international meetings. Can the Minister of Youth & Sports give
a breakdown of the sum of Rs8,595,9347?

Mr Ritoo: Mr Chairperson, the provision is for the athletes who participate in athletic
competitions in Lesotho, boxing in India, judo in Indonesia and the CJSOI Games in Seychelles.

Mr Quirin: Can I know the sum earmarked for each event or meeting?

Mr Ritoo: I do not have the details for each competition, but the sum is for all these
competitions that took place in Indonesia, Lesotho, India and Seychelles. I can give you the
details later on.

The Chairperson: The Minister can circulate the information later on.

Ms Ribot: Mr Chairperson, could we have details from the hon. Minister concerning the
increase in overtime performed?

Mr Ritoo: Mr Chairperson, the activities in sports require a lot of work after office hours
and during weekends, leading to payment of overtime to drivers and some sports infrastructure
like swimming pools and gymnasium have to be opened early in the morning at 5 o’clock, thus
necessitating a lot of overtime and, of course, because of shortage of staff in certain grades like
boiler operator, swimming pools attendant makes that the existing staff have to work for long
hours.

Programme Code 682: Promotion and Development of Sports (Rs18,815,980) was, on
question put, agreed to.

Programme Code 683: Youth Services (Rs7,603,753) was called and agreed to.

E.S.E (2008-2009) (No. 2 of 2010), as amended, was agreed to.

On the Assembly resuming, with Mr Speaker in the Chair, the Chairman of Committees

reported accordingly.
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COMMITTEE STAGE

The Supplementary Appropriation (2008-2009) (No. 2) Bill (No. XII of 2010) was

considered and agreed to.

On the Assembly resuming with the Chairman of Committees in the Chair, the Chairman

of Committees reported accordingly.
THE SUPPLEMENTARY APPROPRIATION (2009) BILL
(NO. XIII OF 2010)
E.S.E (2009)
Electoral Supervisory Commission and Electoral Boundaries Commission

Programme Code 071: Supervision of Electoral Activities and Review of Electoral

Boundaries was called.

Mr Bérenger: Under item 27710 — Personal Emoluments, we are asked for an
additional appropriation for advisers to the Electoral Supervisory Commission. Can I know how

many advisers there are and what do they do?

The Prime Minister: In fact, there are two advisers, Mr Chairperson. The advisers have
been recruited on a contract basis, because the electoral boundaries exercise was going on and
they needed additional help for that. I can give the hon. Member the names of the advisers. The
names are Mr Mooroogessen Veerasamy and Mr Hawaldar. I think both of them have worked

there before.

Programme Code 071: Supervision of Electoral Activities and Review of Electoral

Boundaries (Rs202,780) was, on question put, agreed to.
The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 101: Local Government Service Commission — Local Government Service Human
Resource Affairs (Rs138,284)

(b) 121: Independent Broadcasting Authority —Supervision of Broadcasting
(Rs1,400,000)
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(c) 171: Public Bodies Appeal Tribunal —Determination of Appeals by Public Officers
(Rs739,271)

Programme Code 261: Police Force —Security Policy and Management was called.

Mr Bérenger: Can I come back to the helicopter? We approved the sum of Rs42 m. for
the acquisition of one helicopter, and we are now asked for an additional sum of Rs214 m. Is it

still for one helicopter? What has happened?

The Prime Minister: In fact, Mr Chairperson, the total sum for that helicopter is Rs214
m., but it is a book entry. The purchase is being made from the Indian line of credit of USD100
m., which Mauritius got when I was on an official visit in India. This is being taken from that.
The provision was made in the July-December 2009 Budget, as the helicopter was delivered
during that period. But, at the time the Budget was framed, we were not aware when the

helicopter would be delivered. In other words, it is a book entry.

Mr Li Kwong Wing: Concerning the provision for the radio communication equipment
and CCTYV Street Surveillance System, the Supplementary Appropriation is Rs73,693,124, which
is much more than what was originally budgeted. Can we get more clarification from the hon.
Prime Minister about the use of this system because we already voted one for Grand’ Baie, Port
Louis and Flic-en-Flac? Is there any reason for increasing the Supplementary Appropriation to

that extent?

The Prime Minister: In fact, we are putting additional cameras and there must be
maintenance; contracts have to be given. I must also say, Mr Chairperson, that there have been

savings. So, additional money was available.

Programme Code 261: Security Policy and Management (Rs73,693,124) was, on

question put, agreed to.

Programme Code 263: FEmergency, Disaster Management and Surveillance

(Rs252,126,717) was called and agreed to.
Mauritius Prisons Service
Programme Code 291: Management of Prisons (Rs139,808) was called and agreed to.

Programme Code 292: Maintenance and Rehabilitations of Detainees was called.
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Mr Baloomoody: Item 377112 — Non Residential Buildings — Additional provision
required to meet expenses in connection with infrastructural works at the Administrative Block
at Beau Bassin Prison and for the upgrading of prisons, may we know which prisons we are

talking about and what works have been done in these prisons?

The Prime Minister: First of all, repairs were carried out on the roof of the ex-prison
headquarters. The roofs were leaking, and they are now used to accommodate, in fact, detainees’
records and files, using an electronic database. Additional water tanks have been put to improve
water supply in the prisons of Beau Bassin, GRNW and Petit Verger prisons. The gate lodge at
Beau Bassin prison had been converted into a triple gate system, and then there have been
improvements to toilets and bathrooms. In fact, in all the prisons these have been done. There
has also been installation of security grille doors and partitions in the prison blocks, as well as
installation of segregation units inside the prisons itself. There has also been the setting up of
waiting rooms for prisons’ patients in all prisons, and installation of security fencing at Beau

Bassin and the women prisons.

Programme Code 292: Maintenance and Rehabilitations of Detainees (Rs17,851,211)

was, on question put, agreed to.
Deputy Prime Minister’s Office, Ministry of Renewable Energy and Public Utilities
Programme Code 441: Utility Policy and Management was called.

Mr Bérenger: Under item 26323 — Extra Budgetary Unit — Provision required for the
Maurice Ile Durable Fund, we are asked to approve Rs200 m. Can we know under whose
responsibility the Maurice Ile Durable Fund falls now and to what use is the sum of Rs200 m.

going to be put to?

Mr Ganoo: Mr Chairperson, under the same item, if you would allow me. In the past, we
had been asked to vote grants to this Maurice Ile Durable Fund. Can I ask the hon. Minister
what use has been made of the sum which had been budgeted in the past for the Maurice Ile

Durable Fund?

Dr. Kasenally: Mr Chairperson, I think I’ll answer what is available here. For the past, |
need notice, and perhaps the hon. Member can put it to the substantive Minister. Maurice Ile

Durable, after all, means availability of clear water and all facilities. Therefore, in this
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connection, the amount was transferred by the Minister of Finance to Maurice Ile Durable to
meet the cost of urgent replacement of old, inefficient, derelict pipelines. These were done at
Camp Fouquereaux, Alma, Camp Thorel, Salazie, Plaine des Papayes, Triolet and others. There

are about seven areas and the total provision, in fact, for water supply was Rs583 m. with Rs383

m. as loan to CWA.

Programme Code 441: Utility Policy & Management (Rs200,295,728) was, on question
put, agreed to.

Programme Code 444: Sanitation was called.

Mr Lesjongard: Mr Chairperson, with regard to item 3//13 — Other Structures -
Additional provision required to meet advance payment to contractor in connection with the
Plaines Wilhems Sewerage project, 1 find that there is a sum of Rs421,787,169. I would have
understood if it would have been the final payment, because we all know, Mr Chairperson, that
according to the Procurement Act, we have payment scheduled which is very explicit. When the
contract is signed, it is clearly defined. Why, in this case, we have a Supplementary
Appropriation for advance payment? Could the hon. Minister give us indication as to why we
have to pay advance payment and was the payment made outside the terms and conditions of the
contract?

Dr. Kasenally: Actually, the hon. Member is quite right to say it; he seems to know it
well, but he seems not to understand it. This was advance payment for the construction of the
Plaines Wilhems Lot 1A in November 2009. The problem is that no provision had been made in
the Budget as the award of the contract had been delayed on numerous occasions because of
repeated requests for clarification from the European Investment Bank (EIB) and also the
challenge at the IRP. However, the EIB gave its ‘no objection’ in October 2009 and the contract
was awarded in November 2009 with the approval of the CPB. The contract value was Rs2.8
billion. This is why this was an advance payment to the contractor in respect of this contract and
it was all done legally.

Programme Code 444: Sanitation (Rs421,787,169) was, on question put, agreed to.

Programme Code 445: Radiation Protection (Rs179,985) was called and agreed to.

Vice-Prime Minister’s Office, Ministry of Tourism, Leisure and External

Communications
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Programme Code 343: Destination Promotion was called.

Mr Bérenger: Sir, under item 26313 - Extra Budgetary Units, we had provided Rs200
m.; we are now asked to provide an additional sum of Rs3m. Surely, as the notes says, it cannot
be for the launching ceremony only. Therefore, can we have a breakdown of the total sum of
Rs203 m. as to how this was spent, how much on ‘Mauritius c’est un plaisir’ and how much on
other such activities?

Dr. A. Boolell: Mr Chairperson, I can give a breakdown for the Rs200 m. and the budget
earmarked in respect of the additional Rs3 m. There is no problem. I don't have to highlight that
the exercise was carried out in all transparency, and, in fact, one of the best promotional
campaign agency was recruited.

(Interruptions)

Of course, c’est tout un plaisir.

(Interruptions)
Even, when it comes to incredible India which has gained the momentum and now which
is giving so much visibility to India, it takes time.
The Chairperson: The question is simple.
(Interruptions)

Dr. A. Boolell: I would advise the hon. Leader of the Opposition to take time.
(Interruptions)

The Chairperson: Order! Order!
(Interruptions)

Dr. A. Boolell: It can easily be circulated. We will do that.

Mr X. L. Duval: Sir, I want to give some information. The launching ceremony, I think,
cost Rs4 m. The Rs200 m. is the additional budget for the Ministry of Tourism through the
stimulus package. This has nothing to do with the branding exercise at all.

Programme Code 343: Destination Promotion (Rs3,152,614) was, on question put,
agreed to.

Programme Code 345: Civil Aviation and Port Development was called.

Mr Bérenger: Sir, under item 28223 - Capital Transfers, the sum was asked for

contribution. It is not a grant; it is not a loan; it is a contribution. Can I know from the hon.
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Minister what is meant by this? Instead of grant, instead of loan, it is a contribution and for what
purpose?

The Prime Minister: I will answer the question, Mr Chairperson. I think it is for
additional pension liabilities. In fact, in the port sector reform which was initiated as per the
World Bank recommendations, the Cargo Handling Corporation has been implementing a social
plan which includes payment of pensions to the ex-employees of the company and the widows as
from June 1997. Now, the social plan initially covered some 400 employees of the Cargo
Handling Corporation and it also included a lump sum and a monthly pension for life, which is
adjusted with inflation to the pensioners.

Now, as part of the plan, the Cargo Handling Corporation Ltd disbursed a sum of Rs160
m. and has been paying pension to the tune of Rs30 m. per annum on average since 1997. Now,
in December 2009, SICOM submitted an updated value as of 30 June 2009 for the outstanding
pension liabilities under the social plan and the total liabilities amounted to that sum, and that is
what it is. It represents the present value of the pension payable to the ex-employees and the
widows under the social plan agreement.

Mr Uteem: Mr Chairperson, may I ask the hon. Prime Minister, in an answer to a
question last week...

The Chairperson: The hon. Member is referring to which item?

Mr Uteem: This item. We have heard that the Cargo Handling Corporation Ltd is a
private company and has three shareholders, the State, SIC and MPA. So, we would like to
know whether this contribution is by way of an injunction in the capital, is it by way of loan; is it
by Government or is it by the MPA.

The Prime Minister: Mr Chairperson, it is the contribution of Government to the
Pension Fund. That is what it is.

Programme Code 345: Civil Aviation and Port Development (Rs371,886,664) was, on
question put, agreed to.

Vice-Prime Minister’s Office, Ministry of Finance & Economic Empowerment

Programme Code 361: Policy and Strategy Development for Economic Growth and

Social Progress was called.
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Mr Li Kwong Wing: Sir, under item 28223 — Transfers to Non-Financial Public
Corporations, may I ask the hon. Minister of Finance if he can explain in detail the relocation
activities involved?

Mr Jugnauth: I see that there is relocation of BPML Freeport services from zone 1 to
zone 6 in the context of the Binani Cement Factory project. There has been a revised relocation
cost, which is estimated at Rs182.8 m. and in December 2009 Government contributed Rs100 m.
to BFSL to meet part of its relocation cost.

Programme Code 361: Policy and Strategy Development for Economic Growth and
Social Progress (Rs32,934,868) was, on question put, agreed to.

The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 323: Ministry of Public Infrastructure, Land Transport and Shipping —Construction
and Maintenance of Roads and Bridges (Rs323,876,603).

(b) 642: Ministry of Housing and Lands - Social Housing Development (Rs55,106,991).

(c) 462: Ministry of Local Government, Rodrigues and Outer Islands - Facilitation to
Local Authorities (Rs697,190,401).

Ministry of Local Government, Rodrigues and Outer Islands
— Programme Code 311: Rodrigues and Outer Islands Development was called.

Mr Bérenger: Under item no. 26321, we are asked for an additional Rs10 m. for
payment of contribution to UNDP for the Marine Protected Area Project. Can we have some
information on this Marine Protected Area Project and how UNDP is helping us in relation
thereto?

Mr Von-Mally: Yes, Mr Chairperson. There were Rs3.5 m. for the upgrading of roads
there and Rs6.5 m. to meet the contribution to UNDP for the Marine Protected Area Project. In
fact, this is for procurement of buoys, for the demarcation of the Marine Protected Area; for
conservation and preservation of the marine environment and for redeployment of fishers in this
area.

Programme Code 311: Rodrigues and Outer Islands Development (Rs 16,496,555) was,

on question put, agreed to.



56

The following Programme Codes were called and agreed to -

(a) 501: Ministry of Social Security, National Solidarity and Senior Citizens Welfare &
Reform Institutions —Policy and Management for Social Affairs (Rs53,764).

(b) 502: Ministry of Social Security, National Solidar