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PROCEEDINGS OF THE SENATE Paper. They did not realise that the sequence of
orders of the day had been changed. This disrupts
the sequence of events.

The House met at 14:32. Senator AVAN BREDA: Mr President, we are not

The President took the Chair and requesteying to be difficult. We want to assist the hon the

members to observe a moment of silence fofhief Whip. However, the situation is that this
prayers or meditation. Adjustments Estimate is very important to us. It

seems to me that Ministers are now slowly
ANNOUNCEMENTS, ~ TABLINGS AND  vanishing. The problem is that when we want to

COMMITTEE REPORTS —see col 204. put questions to the Ministers, they are not going
INTERPELLATIONS, QUESTIONS AND to be present. This is the problem that we are up
REPLIES—see that heading. against.
PRECEDENCE GIVEN TO MATTER OF Senator B T NGCUKA: Mr President, | under-
PUBLIC IMPORTANCE stand this very well. However, the difficulty that
we have is that the Minister of Finance himself
(Draft Resolution) has now been excused on the understanding that

this is the matter we are going to deal with. So
’ e even if we decided to proceed with the first Order
precedence be given to the third item on the Ordels o Day, we couldpnot, because the Minister
Paper, the Matter of Public Importance. would not be here. The understanding was that we
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! The Were going to deal with the Matter of Public
Chief Whip of the Majority Party moves that Importance first. Therefore | request that my
precedence be given to a matter of public imporcolleagues not persist with their objections and
tance, to receive preference to the Orders of thidat we proceed.

Day. | put the proposal. The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order!

Senator J A JOOSTE: Mr President, | was no¥Vhen we proceed to the first two orders, will the
informed of this, but if the senators from my partyMinisters be here?
will participate in that debate, we can proceed. ganator B T NGCUKA: | hope so.

Senator B T NGCUKA: Mr President, | move that

Senator B T NGCUKA: Mr President, may | The pRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! As
indicate what happened? | was informed thaf,q'hresiding officer | must have solid confirma-
when the President of the Senate granted permiga, that that will be the case. | can only put the
sion for this matter to be debated, he had given aj eqtion if | am satisfied that the Ministers will be

undertaking that the matter would be dealt withy o o oo they are at the moment, when we proceed
immediately after the questions. Itis on that basi§ it ' the First and Second Iieadings of the
that we made the arrangements this aftemoo'lndjustments Appropriation Bill.

The Minister of Finance was here, and he was told
that we would deal with that matter first. It was onSenator A VAN BREDA: Mr President, with
the understanding that the President had said thegspect, on whose authority did the Minister of
this was the matter that would receive priority that=inance leave whilst his item is next on the Order
| moved the draft resolution. Paper?

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! That Senator B T NGCUKA: Mr President, | indicated
is correct. The Chief Whip is correct in his that acting on the discussions | had with you, |
interpretation of the verbal communication whichinformed the Minister that this matter was to be
took place prior to granting permission for thisdealt with as a matter of urgency and was
debate. Are the opposition parties in a position taéherefore going to be given priority. | therefore
proceed? requested that he return at 16:15.

Senator J A JOOSTE: Mr President we are in &enator A VAN BREDA: Mr President, we were
position to proceed, but there are some Ministeraot informed about this. | believe that we are
who are present who have followed the Ordeinvolved.
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The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! of the Post Office Act. It is fairy well known that
There has been ample time for parties to consulivhile we were living in the era of total onslaught,
the Order Paper, negotiate and make arrangeére communications of many people were inter-
ments. | therefore have no alternative but to pugepted, in the alleged interest of national security,
the proposal on the part of the Chief Whip. | wantsimply because the people whose communica-

to indicate that parties had ample time to look afions were being intercepted were political oppo-
the Order Paper this morning after it was pubyeps of the then government.

lished. It was on the desk of each and every
member and they therefore had to take théntime, the idea of the total onslaught was happily
necessary precautions or make the necessamiegated to the dusthin of history. As a nation we
arrangements. Since | have seen Ministers herejrdcreasingly accepted the concept of constitution-
will now put the question on the assumption andglism which eventually saw its expression in the
with the guarantee that the Ministers will bepj| of rights which lays down the rights of

present as they are now. citizens and the obligations of government, and

| therefore put the question as moved by the Chigfhe relationship which should exist between the
Whip of the Majority Party that priority be given Citizen and the State.

g)ufgelé\gatter of Public Importance in terms of g0, pefore this, Parliament passed a law which

is still on the Statute Book, and many members
Senator J A JOOSTE: Mr President, we are nowill know I think it needs revision, regulating the
objecting. However, | just want to make it very circumstances under which the interception of
clear that when the Order Paper has been printedommunications could legally occur. This law is
we expect that the Orders of the Day will be dealthe |nterception and Monitoring Prohibition Act.
with in that order unless there is a party which; was born, not only out of growing consensus

wants the order to be changed. We were nolyond constitutionalism, but also out of the

consulted and were therefore not prepared f Tt
this, but we will support the Chief Whip. Let usorreallsatlon that technology had advanced to such

therefore proceed with this Matter of Public2_extent that virtually every person could,

Importance. This is, however, a bit embarrassing2tively cheaply, acquire the means to tap other
to Us. ' : eople’s communications.

Agreed to. The law, therefore, outlaws the interception of
communications except for specific purposes and
INTERCEPTION OF TELEPHONIC AND  ynder very stringent conditions. It lays down
FAX COMMUNICATIONS extremely heavy penalties in cases where persons
(Matter of Public Importance) intercept communications illegally. Interception
may only be authorised by a judge on written
Senator J SELFE: Mr President, | am grateful taapplication by senior members of the police or
you sir, to the Leader of the House and to théntelligence agencies, provided that the judge is
Whips for making it possible to hold this debateconvinced, and | emphasise “is convinced”, that
this afternoon. | certainly do not raise the matteeither the security of the Republic is threatened or
wantonly or lightly. | am obviously aware that that a serious offence, as defined, has been, is
there is a committee of members of Parliamenbeing or is about to be committed, and provided
that exists to deal with intelligence oversight. It isthat the investigation cannot be properly investi-
this committee which should take correctivegated in any other way. Interception may, in terms
action should this become necessary. But | raise @f this law, only occur for three months after
in open session, because it is a matter of publiahich a judge needs to authorise its extension.

importance, a matter of public concern, an

because it potentially raises issues which a?&err_(emdir_]thyo#, rr;ore t_hanhmanyc,ng knowlthe
constitutional and legal by their nature. way in which this law is phrased. For a law
framed by the previous government it is unusual.

| raise it too because, as all hon members will bét is firmly in favour of the individual. It limits the
aware, the history of the interception of commu-State. It demands that each application should be
nications whether these were electronic or writtefjudged individually, on its merits, by a competent
has not been a happy one in South Africa. We aludicial officer on the basis of objective criteria
know how this power was abused in the old Soutland for a limited period. Because of these
Africa, particularly in terms of the old provisions limitations, it is in line with the rights to privacy
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which the Constitution confers and because ofhe Deputy Minister should ponder his response,
these limitations the law was supported at the timéest it come to haunt him later on. We are all
by my party. Given the stated adherence of théamiliar with the circumstances in which the
ANC to constitutionalism, | trust that it too Interception and Monitoring Prohibition Act was
cherishes and enforces the limitations laid dowrpplied until recently. That is why we had to pass
by this law. an amendment to the Act last year. If the
. . . allegations in the newspaper report are even
Itis for these reasons that the ordinary citizens ofne-tenth true, it would be impossible in my view
South Africa—the new South Africa—are upsetfor any single judge, far less one who was very ill,
and bewildered by the allegations in one ofio authorise individual interceptions on the scale
yesterday’s newspapers that: suggested by the report, while simultaneously
Thousands of international and local te|eph0n§onform|ng to the conditions laid down in the Act.
calls and faxes are being intercepted—many/ € Act has been circumvented or ignored, we
unlawfully and unconstitutionally—by the >;]pect an answer from;heh Depukty Minister as to
South African intelligence community from a gkzttgorgﬁg;y?hgcst:?unatign as taken or intends to
top secret facility. ’

J conclude by stressing that we understand the
need for selective and judicious interception of
ommunications. We would be foolish if we
elieved that there were not some who wished to
undermine our Constitution and our new democ-
racy. We would be naive if we ignored the fact that
The random interception of telephone commuSouth Africa is the operating ground of syndicates
nications or telefaxes is a practice whichof drug smugglers, poachers of ivory and rhino
exceeds the limitations authorised by the legishorn, car hijackers and other serious criminals.
lature. As such, the practice is unlawful andinterception remains one of the weapons in the
illegal. What is more, the practice is an in-arsenal of police in combating these serious
fringement of the individual's constitutionally crimes.

recognised right to privacy.

This report was, according to the newspape
unofficially confirmed by “intelligence officials”.
According to this report, interceptions take plac
randomly, and the report quotes legal experts wh
state that:

. . However, precisely because interception remains

In today’s Cape Timesve are informed that the at the same time a serious infringement of the
National Intelligence Agency is “satisfied that rights of the individual, guaranteed by both the
what is happening with regard to domestic interconstitution and by the law, we expect its use to
ception” was legal. With respect, this is confus-pe within the parameters laid down by the
ing. What is domestic interception, and how doeggnstitution and by the law. To do otherwise
it differ from other types of interception? Is the would be equivalent to defending the Constitution
NIA in a position to give us this quick and py jgnoring it. The question remains: Has the law
categorical assurance, particularly in the light oheen adhered to?
other recent allegations of bugging involving both
the Police and senior ANC Cabinet Ministers? IsThe DEPUTY MINISTER FOR INTELLI-
the Deputy Minister as sanguine as the agency HeENCE SERVICES: Mr President, the amend-
controls? In fact, can he give us the assurance thétent to the Intelligence Services Act sought to
he actually controls the agency? restore the parliamentary character of the Joint

) ) . Standing Committee on Intelligence by providing
There are basically only two crisp questionsor the right of all parties represented in Parlia-
which the Deputy Minister has to answer here, irment to membership of the Joint Standing Com-
Parliament and subject to the discipline of Parliamittee on Intelligence and, more importantly, for
ment this afternoon. The first question is: Arethis committee to be composed of members of
large-scale interceptions of communications ocpParliament drawn from both Houses of Parlia-
curring, involving an element of random selec-ment. It is for this reason that the committee is
tion? The second question is: Does every intefealled the Joint Standing Committee on Intelli-
ception of communication which occurs conformgence. Joint means it refers to a committee
with the letter of the law and the spirit of the composed of members from both the National
Constitution? Assembly and the Senate.
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Whilst not negating the value of or necessity forutilisation of the Intelligence Services are moni-
this snap debate, it does strike me as odd thattared by the parliamentary committee on State
party, which is an active participant in the Expenditure and by the Auditor-General. As we
committee, chooses to call for an investigatiorhave said in this House on a previous occasion, all
into this matter by the committee and at the samef these provisions make the South African
time calls a snap debate in this august House antelligence community one of the most moni-
the very matter it wants the committee to investitored and accountable in the world, a fact which is
gate. vital both to the development of our democracy

. . . and to creating confidence in the security organs
In many ways this confusion characterises all th%f the State

media hype surrounding the sensational reporting

on the goings-on of the intelligence servicesThe facility referred to in thé&pectrunreport of
Intelligence is a national asset and, as such, we 4 February is part of the intelligence capability
responsible representatives of the electorate have which reference has been made and is a
a special obligation to ensure that it is not used asational asset utilised by all in the intelligence
a political football. The reality of the modern community. Although administered by the Na-
world is that even the most stable of democraciegonal Intelligence Agency and the South African
require intelligence, both to protect and to warn ofSecret Service, the facility serves as a key
threats to stability, as well as to provide opporturesource for all agencies involved in security and
nities to create the basis for stability. in the Government effort to combat crime. The

building up of this facility started in 1972 with a

Furthermore, the cold and harsh realities of thepqt \wave monitoring capacity, and it has been
South African transition are that the country facegnqraded or modified on a regular basis since
high levels of violence, espionage and crimeqn

including cross-border smuggling of weapons an '

drugs by transnational criminal syndicates. In_et me hasten to add that South Africa’s posses-
facing this reality the Government and Parliamension of this facility is hardly sinister. Most
have decided that the country needs an effectivéeveloped countries and a few developing coun-
and efficient intelligence capability. In tries have more or less similar facilities. Although
recognising the need for an intelligence capabilereated under different conditions in our country’s
ity, both the Government and Parliament weréistory, the Government is of the view that this
mindful to ensure that these services functionedsset is required by the new democracy to ensure
strictly within the parameters of the Constitutionstability.

and the law. It needs to be clarified that while the technical

These provisions, which have never existed becapability to intercept and monitor telecommuni-
fore, are as follows: Executive control and ac<cations exists, this does not imply that that
countability over the services by way of a civilian capability is used randomly or without the neces-
Ministry and a Cabinet committee, the Cabinesary protective procedures. It can be stated
Committee on Security and Intelligence Affairs; acategorically that the present capability of the
parliamentary oversight mechanism, includingState to intercept is not being used randomly or in
members from all the parties in Parliament, with asiolation of the law.

specific brief to order investigations regarding, . -
any violation or complaint from the public, or any | 9ive the House the assurance that the Ministry,

breach of human rights by the intelligence comin consultation with the Joint Standing Committee

munity, and an inspector-general appointed by 4" Intelligence and the awaited inspector-general,

75% majority of both Houses of Parliament withSha” revisit this issue and review the matter with
specific powers to access any facility o’r anyihe intention of ensuring that there is no abuse. A

information held by members of the intelligenceP@ranoia about technological intelligence-gather-

community, and to report on any breaches of?d Plays into the hands of those intent on
human rights or proper procedures. destabilising our society and those who thrive on

criminality. It should be borne in mind that such
In addition, the new Constitution provides fortechnological intelligence-gathering is at the cut-
protection against State abuse through the Publitng edge of law enforcement and the combating
Protector and the Human Rights Commissionof crime. In addition, major powers are using
Added to that, the budget and budgetaryimilar capacities in the region to spy on South
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Africa and the region, and the country’s ownlated regulations, the conduct of intelligence and
capacity in this regard is necessary to combat sudhe aim for greater levels of accountability and
intrusion. control.

In his Opening Address, the President of thérinally, it is necessary to caution against a
Republic paid homage to the unsung heroes of thatuation where sensitive issues such as intelli-
intelligence community who are playing a vital gence become political footballs or the focus of
role in combating crime and violence. In hisunsubstantiated sensationalism. While the impor-
address the President gave the assurance thant role of the press in exposing abuses of power
law-abiding citizens could rest assured that therand in informing the public on matters of national
were effective mechanisms in place to prevent anihterest is recognised and welcomed, it is also
punish any rapacious invasion of their lives. Henecessary that the press acts responsibly with
also emphasised, however, that those criminalegard to matters of national security. In this
seeking to undermine the welfare of citizens coul¢tontext, intelligence needs to be treated with the
not hide behind these protections. seriousness and sensitivity it deserves.
. . Sensationalisation of these issues undermines the
Crime and violence must be stopped, and thggrioys mechanisms that have been putin place by
capacity of the new democracy must be fullythe Constitution and Parliament to redress any
utilised in this regard. wrongs, and these mechanisms should be allowed

In this context, it is necessary to emphasise thaﬁfe pursue their tasks professionally and unhin-

the Joint Standing Committee on Intelligence d€red:

comprising representatives of all parties represenato G B BHENGU: Mr President, according
sented in Parliament, has been quick to follow ugo what has been said by the hon the Deputy
and investigate any alleged breaches or irregularilinister, the tabling of this matter before this
ties brought to its attention. This is a healthyHouse is a credit to this good House.

feature of our democracy. The Ministry welcomes

such investigation and congratulates the commiti/hen South Africa moved into a era of democ-
tee for their timely responses. racy and the rule of law was re-established in our

country, we all believed that the abuse of State
In addition, in December 1995 the Joint Standingpower, the clandestine and surreptitious invasion
Committee on Intelligence visited and inspectedf people’s rights and the invasion of privacy
the facility at the invitation of the Intelligence were things of the past.

Services. While this is a sensitive facility requir-
ing protection, it has not been maintained withou
the necessary accountability to those empowerqﬂ
by the Constitution to control such capability. |
can add that I myself invited the hon the Preside

e were wrong. During the debate on the
telligence legislation, the IFP sounded a warn-
g in this House on the limited and outdated
nature of the legislation governing the intercep-
ion of telephone and fax communications in this

of the Republic and informed him about thisqq nry "and the ANC brushed them aside as
capability. | also invited the hon the Minister aS_nimportant.

well as Deputy President Thabo Mbeki. Deputy
President F W de Klerk has already visited théVhen three draft Bills for restructuring the
place. Therefore, it is not a super-secret confindntelligence dispensation were presented before
ment of the Intelligence Services. this House, the IFP joined the DP in expressing
alarm at the lack of effective judicial oversight

$ind control in the area of interception. The Bill

itwould appear that the Joint Standing Committeg.gy icial oversight to a single judge rather than
on Intelligence would be one of the busiest . panel of concurring judges.

parliamentary committees with its work cut out
for it. We welcome this investigation as a necest#t is widely accepted that the previous govern-
sary feature of the intelligence dispensationment maintained an enormous infrastructure for
However, we must also recognise that no committhe monitoring of all forms of communication,

tee or piece of legislation is, in itself, complete.including the interception of mail, telephone and
Experience and the lessons of reality will be oufax communications. This intrusion on the rights
teachers. The Ministry would welcome any effortsof the people of our country was subject to
that genuinely seek further to improve the legistudimentary control. The testimony of former

Given the sensationalism of recent media report
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employees of Telkom has revealed that an intiwe have no doubt that the IFP is being subjected
mate relationship existed between the securitjo this kind of political interference and that the
organs of the State and the employees of the Posttelligence Services are involved in this matter.
Office. Three years ago, a Post Office attenda he information gathered is being supplied to
told me that my mail was being intercepted. Thisﬁertain political p%rties This subvgersioelpof de-
gggrzwj rﬁl e%r:]a?brlr? gniigﬁngtztf cz)om(r:r?l?rﬂg;:i Ot:f”tmocracy has the potential to become a full-scale

: ] . subversion of the democratic process and the
with an inadequate oversight and control rnechaérucial rights enshrined in the C(I)Jnstitution.
nism.

. . The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order!
My party expressed fears that the new 'me”'genC%enator M W Moosa.

legislation failed to address this problem. The
drafters of the legislation, themselves members dbenator M W MOOSA: Mr President, will the hon
the intelligence community, gave glib assuranceSenato G B Bhengu take a question?

that the fears of minority parties about the .
inadequacy of judicial oversight would be strictly |'¢_PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order!

addressed in amending legislation at a later date©"at0 G B Bhengu, will you take the question?

When the drafters were forced to bring oversigh?en""t‘DG B BHENGU: Not at all, Sir.

legislation before this House, due to seriousenator M W MOOSA: Why not?
shortcomings the promised amendments were

once again not forthcoming and this House wad he PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! The

once again treated to assurances by the Depu@swer is apparently “no”. [Interjections.]

Minister that the fears were unfounded and thaéenator M W MOOSA : Mr President, | gather
the matter would be rectified. that the hon senator is not prepared to answer

My party warned of the dire consequences of théluestions.

untrammelled use of State power in this regardgonaio G B BHENGU : May | continue, Sir? |

and our fears were dismissed by the Deputy,,nt g reiterate the call for urgent amendments to
Minister in this House. Quite frankly, the allega- o existing legislation to improve oversight
tions which have surfaced in recent months com rough the expansion of the system to three

as no surprise to us. We believe that the wide-

h h o udges, with two of them concurring on the need
sFread interception of communication does takg, specific interception. This must be followed
place.

by a detailed application and must be subjected to
The mechanisms in place to ensure judiciaft regularaudit to ensure the efficiency of intercep-
oversight are wholly inadequate. Attempts by mytion in ensuring criminal conviction in individual
party to get more information from the depart-Cases.

melr_lt about the extent of hmc')\;l_ltc_)rlng %roughMr President, our fragile democracy cannot
parliamentary questions to the Minister of Justicgq,nqger in this crucial area. We must have the
have been wholly inadequate and, more impor.

. o A courage to take on this issue and ensure that the
tantly, information inappropriate in a democracy.evil is rooted out once and for all.

The wall of silence and the unwillingness on theéganator Dr G W KOORNHOE: Mr President. |
part of the Deputy Minister’s department to effeCtofor 16 the speech made by the Deputy Minister,
amendments to existing legislation, suggest thajy \hjanhla. He talked about the capacity of the

all is not well. It suggests that the allegationsyenatment. | will not quarrel with him about that.
surfacing in the media, of inter-departmental agree with him.

abuse of such capability have some substance.
The Minister of Justice, when he had a press
Sonference this morning, talked about the need for
ntelligence capacity, the need for stability and

Iso the need to deal with serious crimes, like drug
afficking, and especially organised crime.

The IFP recently discovered that a key party offic
suite in Durban was being monitored. On
previous occasion we were reliably informed tha
a senior intelligence officer in KwaZulu-Natal had
given an instruction for the interception of tele-
phone and fax communications of members of agree with the Deputy Minister when he says
both the national and provincial parliaments.  that the crime and violence must be stopped. We
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must use the capacity of the department to the futhis Act was a good Act, namely that the functions
extent. However, | do not want to talk about theof judges should be such that they are in a position
capacity of the department. to issue a directive authorising the interception of
ol ostal items and communications as well as the
| think there are one of two approaches that Wey,onitoring of conversations in the case of a
could adopt in this debate. We could adopt &g in s offence or if the security of the Republic is
holier-than-thou attitude or we must say what is iNhreatened. We amended this Act on the recom-
the country’s interest. In this regard there are ey o gation of the hon the Minister of Justice in
important matters to bear in m'r.'(.i The f'rSt. 'Sorder to employ not only retired judges, but also
what is stated in the current transitional CO”St't“éerving judges, for this purpose, and we support

tion. this.
tClause 33 is the limitation clause. The ConstituWhen an Act is contravened. the contravention

tion says it must be reasonable and it must bgq, 4 be investigated. In our view the correct
justifiable in an open and a democratic Societyy o edure should. however, be followed in that

That is one point. On the other hand, we need a ase and the mechanisms to which | have just

intelligence service. referred should be applied. When there is a
*This intelligence service should have the capacpolitical party that has its doubts about the extent
ity to do its job. This is an internationally acceptedof illegal monitoring it surely has a seat in this

principle. This is done in America, in Great Joint Standing Committee on Intelligence, and it
Britain and also in other countries of the world.ought to raise the matter in that joint standing
We should be careful not to destroy and disparageommittee. If matters there are such that no
the intelligence service in our debates. At thesatisfactory answer can be obtained, then this
same time they are, however, entrusted with thehould be exposed. My appeal, however, is that
responsibility of not acting recklessly in carryingwe adhere to the correct procedure.

out their instructions, because one of the mos ds th hich h b
important functions of the department is to act'S '€gards the current events, which have been

against criminals in the interest of the country. Iret%(i)rzie(tjhlgrfeh?lgse\,\tl)se%ipgrsli tft(l)er t{)‘i? g?srfwgllvigigggs'

The important problem which we should try toreporting, and this harms the National Intelli-
solve is unite these two standpoints, namely whagence Agency. | do not think that it is our task to
appears in the Constitution and what the deparfind the guilty party during this debate this
ment must achieve. We therefore require mechafternoon. We should rather co-operate in
nisms to reconcile these two facts or truths. strengthening national intelligence in the interest

. of the country.
Among of the mechanisms that we have to Y

consider is, firstly, the establishment of the Officewe say, and with this | conclude, that there should
of the Inspector-General. Secondly, there is thbe supervision and control. We are satisfied that
appointment of judges who must give permissiorthis should continue, but should not go beyond the
when calls have to be monitored. Thirdly, there idbounds, and we should not become paranoid
the Joint Standing Committee on Intelligenceabout this matter. | think the Minister of Justice, in
which was established last year and is operationdhis reply, should give this House the assurance
Fourthly, the Cabinet Committee, under the chairthat all action taken by his department, and also
manship of Deputy President De Klerk, has arby the NIA, will take place within the framework
important role to play. Fifthly, there is the Public of the Act and that no improper monitoring will
Protector and other mechanisms. take place in this country. [Interjections.]

Our standpoint in this regard is very simple andSenator M L MUSHWANA: Mr President, maybe
very straight forward, namely that action should should start off by saying that at times when one
be taken within the legal bounds. For purposes a& in the minority party, one tends to forever suffer
interception and monitoring in the case of ahangovers. Inthe end one may try to use the press
serious offence or if the security of the Republic iso popularise oneself. Today we are engaged here
threatened, proper authorisation should be givein a debate which is based on a press report, which
Last year we adopted the Interception and Monihas never been proven anywhere. This august
toring Prohibition Act in this House, and the House is engaged in a debate on an “if"- if it is
majority of the parties in this House agreed thathe truth.
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members of the select committee and | have njections.] At present it is so easy to do monitoring
doubt. illegally that it is difficult to trace such activities.

However, there was one problem. | suggested thglthls Is the problem with modern technology.

two judges from a panel of three should be able tdo the voters know how many people’s tele-
agree to any monitoring. However, it was decidegbhones are being monitored and what the scope of
by this House that one judge was sufficient. illegal monitoring is? Do they know how many
rivate detectives are making use of illegal
onitoring? | am aware that in the past intelli-
ence agencies made use of the services of these
etective agencies.

The problem we have, is not a new one. Howeve
we hoped that things would change. Some of th
facts which have come to the fore in the press arg
alarming and shocking, and cannot be ignored.

0 hon senators know that the American embassy
Pretoria, apart from the NIA, is able not only to
onitor cellphones, but all communications mak-
g use of satellites or radio waves? Do they know

Members of the FF have been monitored withou
their having committed any offence. Sometimes,,
there was a purely political motive, sometimeg
their business interests suffered because ‘?;P]at large corporations also frequently have so-
disinformation which followed on this, and such histicated monitoring capability? We are not
people were placed under suspicion. The Consgyen yeferring today to the tapping of private
guence is that the rumours which are appearing '@omputers and this has also become a very big
the media must be taken seriously, and we Caﬂroblem '
therefore ask the following questions. '
If we really want to be transparent, we can ask the
following questions. Then we can ask how much
‘money the intelligence agencies and the NIA in
articular have spent in the past 10 years on
onitoring equipment and facilities. We can ask
fiow many people are at present being used for
?nonitoring. Itis not only the staff who do this, but
also those persons who sift the information,

Is unauthorised monitoring taking place? Here Process it and evaluate it.
am not referring only to the State’s MOoNItorind\ne can ask how many people are at this very

agencies, in particular. In other words, if it is : :
done, who does it and what control is there oveéneoemnemogﬁg;g dmign;:]c;reg a:tngeg?wwrgar? g egar\wlgt
all forms of monitoring? It is a fact that modern :

kgnow the names. We can ask how many of these

means of communication have resulted in majo .
invasions of the population’s privacy, and thepeople have been prosecuted in any way, because

average citizen is not aware of this. This is one ofhis gives us an indication whether the monitoring
our big problems. was effective. How many of these people who

were monitored are members of Parliament, how
For example, is the population aware that anynany are officials of the State, how many are
telephone can automatically be monitored with<itizens and how many are foreigners?

out their being aware of it? Are they aware tha
any cellphone can be monitored? Very expensiv
and complex equipment is needed for this, and
far as | know at present only the National
Intelligence Agency has this capability. It is also
only the USA, Britain and Germany which
manufacture this equipment. Possibly Russia al
Israel also do so.

Is the permission of one judge sufficient to
authorise monitoring? Secondly, and very impor:
tantly, must he not also have the ability to exercis
control over what he has authorised? At th
moment we have a problem, namely that the judg
authorises monitoring, but after that he has n
control over the monitoring which takes place.

these questions are answered, then we can
etermine whether or not anyone behaved irregu-
arly. If these questions are answered, we can also
ask whether or not a proper investigation should
be instituted. Then we can also determine whether
rgne judge is sufficient to carry out this task, and
whether he must also have control over the
authorisation he gives. Then we can determine
Do hon senators know that by means of thevhat additional monitoring controls must be
available equipment the NIA can determine whatmplemented. Then we can also determine
aperson'’s position is if his cellphone is in use? Davhether there must be better control over the
hon senators know that any fax can be tapped velspying activities of foreign information agencies
easily with relatively simple equipment? [Inter-in South Africa.
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| accept the assurance the Minister has given iNow they come along today and say that people
this House today, and if the Inspector-General agre being monitored. Who is being monitored?
well as the joint standing committee will researchInterjections.] It is not necessary to eavesdrop on
these questions | have put today, | am not askingeople. That senator was one of the people who
the Minister to give replies to them today, but |eavesdropped on us. [Laughter.]

accept that he will in all honesty have the
allegations which have been made investigate, hat is in the Constitution, but the DP has a

properly and that he will in reality test the Imagerepresentative in this committee, and if they have

of transparency which he has consistently pre,, hrohlems, Kobus Jordaan is there to raise
sented to us and will implement it in this way. !

them in the committee. This is not done here in the
Senator D V BLOEM: Mr President, let me take House. It is wrong to raise it here. [Interjections.]

this opportunity to set the record straight on thisp o pp st understand very clearly today that it
issue. The DP is once again showing its 0pportu yo11gh the magnanimity of the majority party,

nistic tendency. They know very well that they,o ANC that all parties enjoy representation in

Joint Standing Committee on Intelligence Sthis committee. [Interjections.] We were not
dealing with these matters. Whilst the member is %ompelled to do it, but we did it to take everyone
member of this committee, why are they lookingy,, " this process so that no finger could be
for shortcuts? | do not think that it is right for the ointed at the ANC, which is the majority party

House to discuss this issue, because it is beie are not as undemocratic as the NP was in those
scrutinised by the oversight committee. days

| want to raise the following points on this issue:ggnator Bhengu says that the IFP are being
The committee visited the facility in Decem- gpitored. What can the NIA monitor of the IFP?
ber—Mr Kobus Jordaan of the DP was present—rhey are doing things openly. They hit the
and they were given an opportunity for questionsnespaper reporters. They hit the police. Is there
They did not raise any issues and they did not pyipything to monitor or to see on television?
the item on the agendas of the many meetings thhterjections.] There is nothing to monitor! [In-
the Joint Standing Committee of Intelligence ha%erjections.] The NIA has never monitored the
held since then. The oversight committee receivef-p, and | do not believe that they will monitor
an assurance from the National Intelligencehem, because the things that are being done, are
Agency that those facilities were not beingobvious. [Interjections.]

abused, as was reported in the media. .
*Senator C ACKERMANN: Why are you moni-

One of the threats facing nations today istoring Hanekom? [Interjections.]

organised crime. All intelligence agencies, to-, L

towards dealing with this issue. The relationshi hat i . t all. Interiecti 9 Yes. | am.

between the SAPS and NIA, through Nicoc, J 20 PSS [[Irr]ltirrji?:tllgrr];]] e

facilitates this co-operative working style. In this 9 : ] :

country we are faced vv_ith 179_organ_ised crimeThe PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order!

syndicates which have international links. MosfInterjections.] Order!

Western countries are also worried about South )
Africa being used as a conduit for drugs. The Senator DV BLOEM: | want to tell Senator Dr

intelligence agencies have an obligation to securf§@0mhof that there is no evidence that can be
this country. Western democracies, includinatablecj that the NIA has eavesdropped on anyone.

America and Britain, have the same facility, and® 'S Merely reports in the media, and at this stage
there is no way thét we as a country ca{n d e cannot draw our own conclusions and say that

without this facility. hey have really done it. That is clear.

*Now | want to come to Senator Selfe. [Interjec—Senaltor Dr G W KOORNHOF: [Inaudible.]

tions.] The DP speaks about the old South AfricaSenator D V BLOEM: The senator said that

where there was eavesdropping. They were nevétere was concrete proof that these people had
monitored, because they worked with the olddone this and so on. [Interjections.] There is no
people. proof that these people did this. In consequence of

enator Selfe is quite right when he talks about
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the type of work that we do in the committee, | dol think the debate also has had some less inspired
not believe that the intelligence agencies will evemoments, but | will come to them in the course of
do anything irresponsible, because they know thaime. | would like to thank the hon the Deputy
there is a committee keeping an eye on themMinister for his assurances in respect of the
[Interjections.] It is not like in the past when legality of the alleged activities. | think he went to
Senator Dr Koornhof and his cronies sat here ansome length to explain the relationship between
then we were monitored and locked up. There is the intelligence agencies, on the one hand, and the
committee that sees to this now. [Interjections.jarious constitutional and legal bodies that have
Mr Danie Schutte is a member of the committeebeen set up, on the other, and these are of course

. very valuable institutions.
*Senator Dr G W KOORNHOF: But that is what
| said! | would like just to focus very briefly on the
relationship between the parliamentary commit-

*Senator D V BLOEM: Very well, the senator had tee and Parliament, and that is a point that all the
his chance. He must not answer now. | do no§peakers from the ANC made. | believe that they
want an answer or a question now. He must knowo two fundamentally different things. The parlia-
that the NP did these things in the past, and thgentary oversight committee is there to provide
ANC Government will not do this to the inhabit- oversight to make sure that the intelligence
ants of South Africa. [Interjections.] activities take place legally, and that they have the
. . . sort of resources at their disposal to be able to do
;_oelllsot\lklli’nl ;Vg\llji?e}ﬁqte “nkwinzcl)ae?lvw%otgethDeP r:gsewhat they need to do. But they are, when all is said

9 y y and done, a committee of Parliament, and Parlia-

in the committee, is irresponsible, because hﬁwent is still the institution that gives that commit-
could have gone to the party and told them that e 'jts” mandate. It is therefore the right and

was part of the committee, and that it was nojesponsibility of every member of Parliament to
necessary to take these things to the Senate, Bifme 1o Parliament with a matter of public
that it should be discussed in the committee f'rsqmportance. I will continue to do that. and | will

That is why the President of the Republiccontinue to exercise that right and responsibility,

appointed this committee and had enough confiyng | do not care what any other hon member says
dence in the DP to appoint one of their membergpout that.

to the committee. However, | am surprised today ) .
that we have come to discuss such a sensitik® the second instance, | was disturbed by an
issue in this House. undercurrent in the debate, particularly from
some of the ANC members. That was that the
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! press is all of a sudden irresponsible. This
Before | put the question, | would like to draw the Government has been in power for two and a half
attention of hon senators to a new feature of theiyears, and in that time they have discovered the
immediate surroundings. Members of the mediadvantages of wagging a finger like P W Botha
can now occupy the front bench on the mairused to do. Phrases like “the press must act
gallery, and we would like to welcome them toresponsibly”, “playing into the hands of the
that position. We trust that the more comfortablenedia”, “public media galleries” and all that sort
seating arrangements will, hopefully, not only addf thing, are no different from the accusations of
to their powers of endurance, but will also makeumour-mongering that P W Botha used to have
them more receptive to some of the very valuablagainst the media.

ntributions in th nate. . .
contributions in the Senate The other point that was raised by Senator

Senator J SELFE: Mr President, | would in theMushwana and Senator Bloem—who is now
first place like to thank all the hon members whaabsent, | am sorry to say—was that the DP was
participated in this debate. | believe that severadomehow not involved in intelligence monitoring
important points were made in the course of thén the past. That is absolute nonsense, hon
debate, and | think that South Africa is in a waysenators. Itis absolute nonsense. If they did a little
enriched by the sort of debates that we can have it of research, they would have seen that the DP’s
this House, on a subject which many people havpredecessor, the PFP, actually had a debate in the
said has been a very sensitive subject. It makestdouse of Assembly on telephone interceptions
difference being able to do it in this way, aswhich took place against Mrs Helen Suzman. At
opposed to the way it was done in the past. that time | was Mrs Suzman'’s research assistant,
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and | was responsible in part for drawing up hetion—we must at the same time know that we
speech on that matter. On those occassions, veeme from a past. We have a history, as Senator
did a great deal of questioning around theSelfe pointed out, in which the intelligence
intelligence agencies, and, believe it or not, weservices were used in order to ensure that a system
will continue to do that sort of questioning in this of oppression and repression was entrenched and
Parliament. maintained in our country. Hundreds if not
thousands of the citizens in our country suffered

enriched by this debate. There has been a gorb cause of that kind of monitoring and intercep-

exchange of views and | look forward to listening
to the Minister of Justice when he wraps up theAn HON SENATOR: Prove it.

debate. The MINISTER: | do not need to prove this. It is
*The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! accepted; it is known. However, if it is necessary
Before | ask the hon the Minister to reply to this,to prove this, there is plenty of proof around. | am
we have had a special request from the SAB@ctually surprised that a member of the NP would
Television Services that records the activities oeek to obtain proof. He would be well advised
Parliament, to start recording now. | ask thenot to ask for proof, because there is a great deal
person entrusted with this task to move over andf proof available.

start recording the debate from another angl . T .
without wasting any more time because Ouﬁ'heotherrealltyoftheS|tuat|on is that the birth of

debate must proceed. our new democracy did not bring about the birth
of a new intelligence community. We took over
*The MINISTER OF JUSTICE: Mr President, the old intelligence community, and we took over
hon senators, | think that in a debate such as thibie personnel and the culture of that old intelli-
we should not only act responsibly, but we aggjence community. One of the important chal-
Government should reassure the public and thienges of transformation in our country is to
House that people’s rights will be protected ansure that we change that culture, that all our
well. citizens are taught to understand what the new

. . . onstitutionalism means. We must not take human
Tlt is important on an occasion such as this the\ights for granted and we must not assume that a
one should underscore and reiterate that WE,

should respect the constitutional rights of all our, uman rights culture will arise automatically in
citizens. Where the State finds it necessary in th%ur country or that it will be a spontaneous thing.
interests of society, in the interests of fightingThe past two years of our history—it is not yet
crime, in the interests of ensuring that democracywo years, but nearly two years—have taught us
is protected, to exercise the powers allowed byhat building a human rights culture and building
law to intercept and monitor communications,respect for the rights of our people must be fought
this will be done in a responsible manner and onlyor. These things must be established. We need to
according to law. There should be proper accounte vigilant.

ability in this respect. -
y P | accept that we need to be critical of our

| want to give the House the assurance that ountelligence community. We need to ensure that
approach to the question of the interception anthere are proper mechanisms of accountability in
monitoring of communications must be within theplace. | take seriously the suggestions which have
framework of the law and the Constitution. Webeen made in this House to ensure that we
will do everything in our power to ensure that thisstrengthen that accountability.

is done. N .
What | am saying is that when it comes to the

This becomes particularly important in a situationintelligence services of our country, transforma-
of transition such as we are going through. It igion is still important in terms of the culture of the
important because, whilst we have enacted legigersonnel, so as to ensure that our intelligence
lation which is consistent with the best in thecommunity in fact reflects the laws which we
world, the best that any democracy has tdave passed, and that it will respect the rights of
offer—one can judge that not only from what weour people. We have tried in this period to ensure,
ourselves say, but from what experts throughout other words, that our intelligence community
the world say about our intelligence legisla-does respect the rights of our people. The wonder-
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ful thing about our country is indeed our consti-think that needs to be looked at as well, because |
tutional dispensation and the various mechanisndo believe that that kind of expertise can be
which have been created. The hon Senatabused in the hands of those who are not
Koornhof drew attention to all those mechanismsnterested in democracy in our country.

and | need not repeat them. He is quite right Wher|1

he draws attention to them. value the suggestions which were made by the

hon Senator Groenewald. He asked a number of
In so far as interceptions are concerned, | wouldjuestions and he made a number of suggestions.
not criticise the media for publishing reportsOne of these suggestions is that perhaps we need
which have been made, but | do question the borta look at the adequacy of a single judge. These
fides of individuals, whoever they may be, whoare matters at which we need to look, and we will
are spreading false or distorted information withbe looking at them.

regard to what has been happening. | also questign -
thg motives of those who argpspregding thgkind want to indicate to the hon Senator Bhengu that

information which the media has published. the Cabinet Committee on Security and Intelli-
gence meets every fortnight, and members of the

I respect the right of the media to publish news. If[FP are represented on this committee. The kind
for example, there has been an abuse by anybo@y matters which he has raised in this debate, have
in the monitoring an interception of communica-never been raised by the IFP in the CCSI. The
tions, then | think the media is entitled to draw itrepresentatives of his party are welcome to raise
to our attention, and to the attention of the publicthese matters. The CCSI is chaired by Deputy
| think that in that regard the media does us &resident De Klerk, and | can assure the House
service, and so | would defend the right of thethat the CCSI itself does not take any of these
media to publish the information which has beednatters for granted.

placed before it. However, as | say, | question thg a5y, while giving the House the assurance that
motives of those who maliciously place informa-from ‘everything that we have been able to learn,
tion before the media and the public so as to causfie reports of mass buggings are without founda-
this kind of “paranoia” amongst the public. tion, | have tried to get figures of legal intercep-

What we have witnessed over the past two yeargfns' We have asked the judge concerned to

or thereabouts, is a movement away from the old"ish us with details of the number of applica-
security establishment into private firms. We hav lons tha& V\;erhe madei), forhexample over E;]e past
seen the establishment of a large number ofear and of the number that were granted.
private security firms, and we now see privateAccording to the information which has just been
intelligence firms coming into being. One doeshanded to me today, the position is as follows:
not want to interfere with legitimate economicFrom 1 January 1995 to 31 January 1996—in
activity, legitimate activity which can help to add other words these are the latest figures available—
to the security of our population and protect thethe total number of applications made was 410,
interests of the public. the number approved was 350 and the number
. rejected was 60. These are the latest figures. The
It is a fact, however, that there have been manf)ﬁpplications were received from the National
complaints about interception and monitoring Ofi e ligence Agency, from the SA Police Services
communications, not by State agencies, butby thg i trom the Military Intelligence Services.
private sector. When people who used to be in
State employ in the intelligence services in theThis is the situation, and | just want to give the
security establishment, and who have many yeatdouse the assurance that the questions which
of monitoring and interception experience duringhave been put in this House and the suggestions
the past era, go into the private sector then on@hich were made will certainly be taken up,
becomes concerned as to what is happening tzecause | do not believe that we must be smug
that expertise and to what use it is being put.  about this kind of thing. | accept that there is a

) reat responsibility upon all arms of the Govern-
We need to look at the way these firms a"egwentto ensure that we strengthen the mechanisms
operating to ensure that they operate within the 5 countability in respect of intelligence mat-
framework of the law. If it is necessary for us to;q,o [Applause.]

revise our legislation to make provision for more
stringent control and heavier penalties, then Debate concluded.
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ADJUSTMENTS APPROPRIATION BILL challenges they have flowing out of the transition.

. . One must also keep in mind that the bulk of our

(First Reading debate) expenditure is in the provinces. If we are going to

The MINISTER OF FINANCE: Mr President, have excess expenditure nationally, the bulk of it

thank you for the opportunity to introduce thismust be in the provinces. That is where most of
debate on the Adjustments Appropriation Bill.the expenditure is.

This is a very technical debate, in that a lot of,

figures are quoted and thrown around. Seeing thal, ming and seen the headlines of the disclosure

the (_ioquments_ have peen _tabled, W'th. YOUthat the Auditor-General has made. | must say that
permission | will deal with it in a summarised o gisclosure saddens me. It saddens me to the
fashion. extent that this is information that the Auditor-
The upshot of the outcome of this year's Budget i$>eneral had available for some time before we
that while we started with an anticipation of delivered the Adjustments Appropriation. He did
having a 5,8% deficit before borrowing, it turnednot consider it necessary to divulge that informa-
out to be 6%. This extra 0,2% is made up oftion to the Department of State Expenditure or the
excess expenditure of R4,2 billion, as againsMinister of Finance. | have not yet had a
excess income of R3,1 billion. The R1,1 billion isdiscussion with him.

0,
the 0,2%. We were very surprised when that information
The R4,2 billion excess expenditure is made up ofvas made available out of the blue in a standing
a shortfall in the revenue income of the provincesommittee, and somewhat embarrassed because
of R1,5 billion, a transitional reserve that weour relationship with the Auditor-General is such
created of R1 billion and additional interest costghat we have a free flow of information on a
as a result of the additional expenditure of a netegular basis.
R300 million. The total of those three figures is .
R2,8 billion, which leaves R1,4 billion to make up | @M saddened, but not because | think it would
the R4,2 billion. This was made up of Constitu-Nave changed the figures much. | am saddened
tional Development which required an additionatthat it now leaves a perception in the minds of the
transfer of R100 million; Correctional ServicesPublic that the budget that was presented last
which required an additional R110 million in Tuesday has alot of question marks againstit. I do
additional expenditure; the SA Police Service, td10t think, once the reconciliations of the bank
which we allocated another R235 million, and aaccounts have been done, that the expenditure
transfer of approximately R1 billion to the prov- figures will change dramatically, but there is a
inces for additional expenditure they had, specifigreat danger of undetected fraud if these recon-
cally on the debt of local authorities and, basi<iliations are not done.
cally, on education.

on senators might have read the newspapers this

The Director of State Expenditure, having heard
A lot has been said about the bad administratiothis yesterday, took it up with the provinces at the
and the overexpenditure in the provinces. | think imonthly Minmec meeting this morning. It is
is a situation which has been blown up out of allhoped that, flowing from that, we will get accurate
proportion. One of the major reasons for thisinformation regarding the state of the reconcilia-
perceived overexpenditure in the provinces is thaions.

we started from a bad data base. With the ) )
reallocation of the various regions, we did notAgain I say | am very sad that the information was
have a sufficiently accurate data base on which tf1ade available on that basis. It leaves a lot of
calculate their projected income. As it transpiredguestion marks.

the data base we had was not only insufficient, bUéenatoC E GILLWALD: Mr President. Minister

also inaccurate in that some of the itemsthatwergnd members of the Senate, over the years

f&ﬁfg riﬁdtﬁg Eﬁ allngggisitsu,”]l%itoigt rggh;othg?radltlon has ac_co_rded the tapllng of the Adjust-

reason for the R1,5 billion shortage in income. MeNtS Appropriation the heightened status of
major economic indicator”, an accolade which

I think the provinces have actually done very wellis somewhat undeserved. This would explain the

to keep their total expenditure within the param=shrill and almost hysterical reception it has

eters that they have, considering the enormou®ceived in the press recently.
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While the ANC has noted that the value of thes¢he census to give us the information we require
appropriations is substantially larger than that ohbout pensioners to manage a system which is
last year's appropriations, the Adjustments Apfraught with pitfalls and which suffers from
propriation remains well within the framework of corruption which has reached almost endemic
prudent fiscal management. proportions. Every month delays in instituting a
sound pension payout formula cost the fiscus

] o fhillions of rand and make a mockery of attempts
Adjustments Appropriation has been marked ag§ - rp current expenditure.

an area of concern, the sentiment being that the
budgeting was inaccurate and structurally unJo return to the question of unforeseen and
sound in the first place. To my mind, however, thaunavoidable expenditure, the criteria defining
number of departments affected by the Adjustsuch expenditure might need to be revisited. The
ments Appropriation is a reflection of the transi-current parameters might be providing depart-
tional nature of public spending and mirrors thements with a loophole to gain access to additional
modifications departments are making to accomfunds, thereby resulting in additional spending. A
modate the changing demands that are beingviewed and less permissive definition of unfore-
made upon them. seen expenditure might enhance departmental

L . prudence and contribute significantly to overall
This is not to deny that the budgeting processigca| discipline.

requires attention or that the need for a systematic )

and thematic approach to budgeting is necessargpurred by negative press coverage, concern has
In fact, proposals with regard to reforming thePeen expressed about the size of transfers to the
budget process have been welcomed by the JoiRfovinces. These transfers are the result not of

Standing Committee on Finance and the Seledpassive overexpenditure—this is the impression

Committee on Finance and Public Accounts. ~ created by the press reports—but are due largely
to a shortfall in revenue.

In this regard, the tendency to judge budgetar -
performance by two limited and thematically\/Nhat does concern the ANC about provincial

non-indicative measures such as provincia?pending is the overexpenditure incurred in edu-

spending and the size of the deficit alone, is a rigi(ﬁf‘ti?n' Gi¥eﬂ thatt. the E?#C%ti%” Vtottt?].rep.;es?nts
and somewhat misleading approach. e largest allocation on the Budget, this situation

calls for swift corrective action to avoid a
Of the approximately R15 billion appropriated inrepetition of such patently uncontrolled spending.
the Adjustments Appropriation, R9 billion has
been covered by savings, roll-over funds an
State asset disposals. Furthermore, only R2,§

b::llont OJ tthf rfemammg R6 bc'il.lt'on "h\a/\?h_?e:ahn are brought into the equation, it is clear that the
allocated to “unioreseen expenaiture . While thepq 5 “aytant of this overexpenditure has reached
low level of unforeseen and unavoidable expen; larming proportions.

diture is to be applauded, the ANC is concerned
that Welfare accounts for the lion’s share of thes#Vith regard to the RDP, the ANC has expressed
expenses. The Government must resolve theoncern about the parallel accounting that is
problem of civil pension disbursements as aequired to accommodate the RDP Fund and
matter of priority. In fact, so serious is theallocations from that fund. Transfers from the

situation that R1 billion has been set aside irRDP Fund, which are channelled via the Finance
reserve primarily to counteract the uncertain civiMote, are not indicated in the overall figures of

pensions situation next year. It is a welcome facindividual departments. This gives a false and
that the allocation of these reserve funds will beinderstated indicator of the affected departments’
subject to prior Treasury approval. proportional and relative position to the overall

The telling measure of the crisis facing theBUdQEt'

Department of Welfare, is the resignation yesterAnother aspect that further skews interpretations
day of that department’s Minister, Mr Abe Will- made of the Budget and, indeed, affects general
iams. It is imperative that an integrated informa-macro-economic assessment is roll-overs. While
tion system controlling pension payouts should béhe ANC recognises the importance of depart-
implemented without delay. We cannot wait forments being able to roll over unspent funds to

0 exacerbate the situation further, members are
minded that Education has been the beneficiary
RDP funding in the provinces. If these figures
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avoid spree-spending at the financial year end, tHa spite of prudent financial management, indica-
magnitude of the roll-over funds indicated in thetions are that the province might need additional
Adjustments Appropriation is alarmingly high. financing, particularly in respect of health ser-
o vices, where there might be an underfunding of
There would seem to be a structural inability ongg0 million as a result of free medical care which,
the part of the departments to spend the fundgs the hon the Minister knows, was not specifi-
apportioned to them. With the socio-economicg|ly budgeted for. If additional funds are not
backlogs which need to be redressed, there is fgrthcoming from the central Government, the
call for increased and focused spending in thosgyestern Cape might have to utilise next year's
areas which substantially affect the quality of thesllocations which, in effect, means that the
majority of people’s lives. province will start the new financial year with a
Allocating increased funds to those departmentgef'c't'
is useless if the departments are unable to spertherefore, the province is in a very difficult
those allocated funds. The solution to this probposition. It is inevitable that the province will
lem would, | think, be pivotal to solving the have to reduce its services, particularly in respect
problems currently being experienced with deliv-of education and health services. Itis in these two
ery of services to the broader population. departments that the province has its largest

To the Director-General and officials of theexpendlture.

Department of State Expenditure, | would like toAccording to theFinancial Mail of 19 January
express the select committee’s thanks for guiding996, almost R520 million from an anticipated
it through the complicated maze of documentaeducation deficit of R522 million relates to
tion which makes up the Adjustments Appropria-salaries. That means that if we wish to reduce our
tion. | would, however, like to point out that the education budget, it will have to be in the area of
amount of time allocated to the committee toteachers’salaries. This obviously means retrench-
consider the Bill between tabling and debate isng thousands of teachers in the province.

wholly inadequate and needs to be reviewed. Last year President Mandela said that no teacher

I would also call for the simultaneous tabling ofwould lose his or her post. He reiterated this in his
the Adjustments Appropriation and the explanaOpening Address to Parliament when he said that
tory memoranda from the departments. To dateo teacher would be fired except under excep-
our committee has still not received all thetional circumstances. Hon senators will allow me
documentation required to make an unqualifiedo quote the relevant part of the speech:

report for the Adjustments Appropriation. This
truly lamentable situation has to be addressed by
parliamentary officialdom.

Today, | once more wish to reassure teachers
that this Government is committed to re-deploy

rather than retrench teachers. Any other ap-
| stand to support the Bill on behalf of the ANC. proach would not make sense, given the needs

) . in many parts of the country. This process itself
Senato C R REDCLIFFE: Mr President, under | pe’the subject of extensive consultation,

the Finance Vote in the Adjustments Estimate, ang only in extreme cases will the possibility of
provision is made for allocations to the respective atrenchment be considered.

provinces to assist them in meeting their deficits ]
for this financial year. | want to say—and | do so with great respect—

that this is very confusing. What is meant by
The Western Cape has been allocated R602 71fedeployment”? | think this needs to be defined.
000. | want to tell the hon the Minister of Finance|f we are talking about redeployment within the
that whilst we are grateful to the central Governsame province, this would not alter the Education
ment for this allocation, the huge deficit arosepudget at all. If we are talking about redeploying
primarily because of initial underfunding to theteachers by transferring them to outside the
province, and not because of permissive managgrovince, it makes sense. However, this obviously
ment of its finances. On the contrary, | want to sayannot take place within one month, or three
to the hon the Minister of Finance that themonths for that matter. By that time we will have
Western Cape exercises extreme discipline in thentered the 1996-97 financial year, and the
management of its finances. prospect of another huge budget deficit. | think
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these matters need to be clarified urgently so thatshould like to take this opportunity to thank my
any uncertainty can be eliminated. colleagues in the Cabinet and the Deputy Minis-
ters for their support and their discipline in their

| wish to concede that historically the Western : :
Cape has had high standards, particularly as far i%spectlve departments. | should also like to thank

. > e Director-General of State Expenditure,
education and health services are concerne

" > h annes Smit, who has played a huge role in the
There is no doubt that the province will _have 105 gministration related to containing the expendi-

Rure, both nationally and provincially. In addition,
S - 9hY \vant to thank Alec Erwin, who has played a vital
however. A longer period is required for scalingy e in providing leadership and exercising con-
down, as is being proposed at present. trol and persuasion at provincial level. Finally |

In the meantime the Department of Finance needghould like to convey my thanks for the input,
to set realistic budgets for the provinces, othersupport, discipline and control we have had from
wise we shall have a repeat of these deficits in théhe Joint Standing Committee on Finance.
Rext financial year. Therefore, | wish to ask th ebate concluded.

on the Minister to take cognisance of the presen
deficits so that a higher provincial transfer will beBill read a first time.
catered for in next year’s budget.

type of restructuring cannot happen overnigh

o b g | o cth Consideration of Schedule
On the subject of deficits, | also wish to ask the, . . .
hon the Minister to what extent the additionalS€Nator JA JOOSTE: Mr President, | just want to
expenditure, as reflected in the Adjustment®rind it to your attention that with the reschedul-
Estimate of R15 billion, will have an impact on Ind Of the orders on the Order Paper, only two of

the fiscal deficit of our GDP. Furthermore, | Wishthe Ministers my party requested to be present so

. : . -that we could put questions to them this afternoon,
to ask whether the Financial and Fiscal Commis re here. Under the circumstances, | feel | must

sion’s recommendation for the 1996-97 fiscal yea%

- sk the House whether we cannot postpone the
has been accepted by the Department of Financ, econd Reading to some other day, so that we can

The MINISTER OF FINANCE: Mr President, debate it properly. We feel that it is very important
may | thank the two senators for their support andor Us to be able to put our questions to the
confidence, implied and stated, and may | thanR/inisters. The Ministers to whom my party

Senator Redclife specifically for once againwould like to put questions were given notice of
raising the issue of the provinces. that yesterday afternoon.

*The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order!

As far as the Financial and Fiscal Commission he question was put on the basis of a guarantee

formulais concerned, we are hopeful that we shal at all the Ministers who were present then and
reach agreement on that formula this year so thafe e asked to be present, would be present. Can
it can be instituted as soon as possible. Thg\a chief Whip help me please?
authority and accountability in respect of running )
the provincial budgets can then be delegated t8enator B T NGCUKA: Mr President, | would
the provinces, as is intended in terms of théequestthat we proceed with this Second Reading
Constitution. debate today. The request from my colleague,
Senator Jooste, was conveyed to the relevant
I should like to avail myself of the opportunity to Ministries. Most of the Ministers they asked to be
remind hon senators that the milestones we séiere today are here. We have made arrangements.
ourselves two years ago have all been met witkror example, the Minister of Public Works was
the 6% deficit before borrowing, in the secondhere this afternoon. He is one of the people who
year of a five-year term. | should like to highlight was requested to be here. The only one who was

the fact that this was done during a period irfequested to be here but is not, is the Minister of
which the gold price was low, in which we had aEducation. We asked him to be available as well.

drought, in which we had no benefit from the! therefore request that we proceed. Some of these
inflow of funds as a result of the restructuring ofMlinistérs have been waiting here all afternoon,
assets, and in which we improved the funding of"d ! Téquest that we proceed for their sake.

the pension fund from just over 50% to just undemMhe PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! We
60%. | really think the executive needs to beare engaged in the Consideration of the Schedules
congratulated on that. to the Adjustments Appropriation Bill, and not the
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Bill itself. | must proceed on the basis that | hadview is on the seat of Parliament. | have wondered
the guarantee, when | put the question thawvhether we should be spending an amount of
precedence should be given to the third item oiR500 000 on a matter which is essentially
the Order Paper, that Ministers who were themolitical, which we as members of the CA need to
present, and had been asked to be present, wouldcide. | also think one needs to ask when this
be present. | have no alternative but to proceed. Heport will see the light of the day in view of the
aMinister is not present, therefore, an explanatiofime limitations we have in terms of finalising the
will be required as to whether he was here earlieiconstitution.

in which event the matter will have to be
discussed in an appropriate forum. We shaif e MINISTER FOR PROVINCIAL AFFAIRS

. . Mr President, my department only acted as the
Vote No 5—Agriculture: functionary on account of a Cabinet decision that

Senator A VAN BREDA: Was the hon the such an investigation should be conducted. It is
Minister of Agriculture asked to be here? [Inter-for thatreason, and no other reason, that it appears
jections.] on my department’s Vote. The report has not been

Senator B T NGCUKA: Is Senator Van Breda atriT:)?dii i\tlileltllact))ilrf tgnCablnet yet, and the investiga-
presiding officer? [Interjections.] going on.
Senator A VAN BREDA: Let us proceed. *The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order!

Does Senator Selfe, as a Capetonian, want that
Senator B T NGCUKA: Is Senator Van Breda thequestion to be recorded in Hansard?

presiding officer? [Interjections.] ] o
tShall we just keep it quiet that the hon senator
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! has asked that question? [Laughter.]

Senator S M MOTSUENYANE: Mr President, | : : A

| did not ask the hon the Minister beforehand, bu%/Ote No 12—Environmental Affairs and Tourism:

| thought that he was here. However, he has jugenator DS M MOTSUENYANE: Mr President,
left. a country at our level of development appears to

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! | D€ giving too much priority to Antarctic island
suggest that the hon Leader of the House puts hi§search, and I have looked at the allocation that
question and the hon the Minister will be re-has been overbudgeted there. | do not believe that
quested to reply to it in writing. | think that is fair. there is much justification for giving precedence

. . to that kind of thing rather than development,
Senalo DS MMOTSLIEN VANE: M PLESHEI, faing and cucaton n he couny e
called “Resource allocation” and | wanted somewOUId like to have a Iit_tle more substantiation of
details as to what that entails. the need for continuing this research at that

amount of money and the benefit it brings to the

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! The country in the short term.
guestion will be recorded and the necessary
arrangements will be made for transmission of théThe PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! Is

response. the hon the Minister or the hon the Deputy
Minister here to answer the question?
*Senator JA JOOSTE: Mr President, the Minister

Senator J SELFE: Mr President, | know the hon
the Minister is in the House and | wonderedVas here. He has sent a note to say that as a result

whether I could ask him some questions. | note@f the change in the sequence of the orders of the
from the explanatory memorandum of the departday. itis impossible for him to be present because
ment that an amount of about R0,5 million ishe has appointments to meet. | therefore ask that
being made available for an investigation into théhe question should be conveyed to him.

seat of Parliament. THE PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: The same
We all have our views about the seat of Parliafacility will be available to the hon the Minister to
ment, and | think | know what the hon Minister’s answer the question in writing.

Vote No 9—Constitutional Development:
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Vote No 13—Finance: To expect a cut-back of 27% in one year is a bit of

*Senator C ACKERMANN: Mr President, in & @l order

respect of point 7 under Vote 13, that deals withvote No 17—Housing:

the provinces, | would like to ask the Minister of .
Finance whether the present amount, which is agenator BS MMOTSUENYANE: Mr President,
adjustment, will be taken into consideration in thghere is a very substantial allocation for housing
original amount voted for next year’s budgets insupport. Does this include the construction of
respect of the provinces, or will we return to thehousing, or is it just money given to help people
amount voted as has been set out here? acquire homes?

*The MINISTER OF FINANCE: Mr President, The MINISTER OF HOUSING: Mr President,

in next year's budget we will naturally look at the housing supportinvolves a lot of processes, one of
real expenditure of the provinces and use this aswhich is to afford people within the low income
basis to see what they really need. Maybe | cagroup the opportunity to acquire houses. Those
take this opportunity to assure hon members thateople have to be able to get into the system of a
the R1 billion that has been made available in théiousing support centre, which is a new structure
temporary fund, will go through the same procewithin our department. However, at the same time
dures and disciplines, also in respect of thesuch processes involve the acquisition of equip-
Treasury Committee, as any other additionaient in order to get the process off the ground. It
expenditure. is, therefore, a broad-ranging process and support

*Senator Dr P J GOUS: Mr President, the hon thgystem for all aspects of housing acquisition.
Minister referred in his speech to the fact thatThe PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order!
there was an over-expenditure on transfers thalave we attended to the Home Affairs Vote?
had to take place in the local authorities. At whafinterjections.] If there are no questions, we will
level were these funds utilised? proceed. Some Ministers appear to be very

*The MINISTER: Mr President, unfortunately 1 fortunate.

do not have the details in respect of this at thissenator C ACKERMANN: Mr President, on a

stage. If it is acceptable, | will also make it point of order: | wanted to ask a question about
available to the hon senator in writing. housing when you went back to Vote No 16. |
Vote No 15—Health: would like to know whether we may still ask

. ) questions on Vote No 17 and Vote No 18.
SenatoC R REDCLIFFE: Mr President, | wish to
ask the Minister for Health whether the amount of The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! |
R20 686 000 in Programme 6 included the R14,2¢0 not think that we will be rigid. No harm could
million for Mbongeni Ngema’'s play on Aids, Pe done by asking the hon the Minister whether
Sarafina 2 If it is not reflected on that She is prepared to answer another question.

programme, where is it reflected? tWill the hon the Minister please indicate

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! The Whether she is prepared to take a further question?
question will be recorded and conveyed to the ho€s, she will do so.

_the I\/_Ii_nisterwith the facility that she may respondSenator C ACKERMANN: Mr President, in the
In writing. memorandum it says that funds are suspended in
*Senator C ACKERMANN: Mr President, | also "€SPect of rural development for three provincial
want to ask a question about health. The presefiministrations. For the Western Cape, R22,7
position in the Western Cape is that our healtilillion has been allocated. Could the hon the
budget needs to be cut by almost 27% in order t§!NISter exoplaln why these funds have been
achieve equality between the provinces. Imemas_uspended.

tional standards are between 3% and 4%, and Bhe MINISTER OF HOUSING: Mr President,
cut-back of 27% will result in the Western Capewe are going through a process of review in
having to close down some of its hospitals ofrelation to our policy and the practical conditions
engage in large-scale retrenchments. | want ton the ground. There has been a lot of communi-
request the Minister to allow this equalisation ofcation between the Ministry of Housing, the
the provinces to take place over a longer periodMinistry of Land Affairs and the Ministry of
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Agriculture. We are trying to integrate our efforts The MINISTER: We do not discriminate against
in terms of, firstly, making sure that we have oneprovinces. We allocate our budget according to
structure with which to deal with rural housing orneed and we ensure that there is equity. There is
rural development. no discrimination against provinces.

In the past rural housing was provided for undeiThe PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! | put
Agriculture. Within the agricultural budget we Vote No 20 ...

still have R50 million outstanding, which has 10.5enator C ACKERMANN: Mr President. mav |
be transferred to Housing. Therefore, that isask another question on Vbte No 187 » may

something that we are still looking at.
S div. th h . d effort b The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! Yes,
econdly, through an integrated effort betweeq g5 consider this an oversight on my part,

THE Ministry of Housing and the Ministry of paying perhaps proceeded too swiftly. The hon
Land Affairs, we are attempting to try and link up sanator may put his question.

our two policies vis-a-vis rural housing and rural
development, because there is no way in whicNote No 18—Improvement of Conditions of
we can separate the two. Because of that processgrvice:

we feel that we need to tie up the policy aspeCiganator C ACKERMANN: Thank you, Mr
before we start spending. President, | appreciate your sympathy.

Thirdly, we have just received an amount of RS50xq 1e4ards conditions of service, especially in the
million for rural housing from the German gov-

Eastern Cape, the Northern Cape and the Western
ernment. We had wanted to allocate the money te4pe we have provincially supported hospitals.
the provinces for spending. However, as one mayhege hospitals are subsidised by as much as 90%
well know there are different requirements forpy the provinces and 10% by the communities. In

accounting in the different government systemsyjg way we obtain community involvement with
The German government system requires Us ihese hospitals.

account for the money in a specific and particular

manner. The personnel of these hospitals are not provided
) ) for under this Vote. If they are not going to be

We thus felt that instead of losing the moneyprovided for, these provincially supported hospi-

because the German government has also tals, which render a very important service in the

account to its own parliament, we should ratherural areas, will have to close down.

transfer that amount to our institution called the,

National Housing Finance Corporation which is 1he PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! Is

due to start operating within a few weeks. SoNiS & question, or an announcement?

because of these positive developments, we felsenator C ACKERMANN: The question is, Mr
that we should rather administer the amounpresident, whether this personnel cannot be pro-
within a co-ordinated structure, since we do notided for under Vote No 18, in order to keep these
want to run our funds and deal with aspects fronhospitals in our rural towns operational.

different angles.

o The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! The
So there has been no co-ordination. We have beefuestion will have to be conveyed to the hon the
trying to get everything compressed so that ther#inister, and will be treated accordingly.
is proper accountability. If a senator were to com .
to me for rural housing and | were to refer him to‘i/Ote No 21—Land Affairs:
Minister Kraai, it would not make sense. So, wesenator A E VAN NIEKERK: Mr President, we
are trying to integrate our efforts in that respecthave indicated that we were going to pose the
Because of that we had to suspend ouguestion to the Minister, but he has not been here
programmes temporarily. today.

Senator C ACKERMANN: Mr President, will the The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! | do
Minister give us the assurance that the Westernot know whether the senator is happy with the
Cape will get some of that R50 million allocatedsound system, but | would really like the sound
by the German government, even if it is put intosystem to catch up with the proceedings here in
another slot? the Chamber.
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*Senator A E VAN NIEKERK: Mr President, in Treasury. There are funds that were not used last
various places reference is made to funds whictime which have been rolled over and | think the
have been rolled over to consultants, as iprocess will be speeded up.

Programmes 5, 6 and 9. We would like to know if .

these are additional allocations, because it hagenator Dr G W KOORNHOF: Mr President, |
now become important to know how much moneyl\lOU|d like to thank the hon the Minister for being
per project has been spent on consultants, holiere to answer questions. Firstly, | refer to the
much it is being esvisaged will be spent onsupplementary estimate of approximately R1,2
consultants, what process is being followed irbillion utilised to fund additional expenditure.
appointing these consultants and why the Stat@pproximately R854 million has been rolled over
departments of the State cannot be instructed ipom last year for the integration process. Why is
do this work, because we find ourselves in theéhere a delay in this process? Secondly, the
position that people have been resettled, they afgyjance of R214 million has been earmarked for
hungry and this money can be utilised there.  «ynpaid commitments”. What were these unpaid

| also have a further question. The large amountgommitments?

in this specific sector which have been rolled oveirye \NISTER: Mr President, it is true that an
to next year clearly indicate ... amount has been rolled over. We have experi-
*The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! enced a lot of problems in the process of
Could we hear the question, please? integration. The process is much slower than was

. . initially anticipated. The certified personnel reg-
*Senator A E VAN NIEKERK: That is the ister is now in the process of being finalised.

question, Mr President, with all due respect. Thi rigi : .
A ; ginally, it was planned to integrate 22 000
indicates that the department has not aChIeveEembers in the 1994-95 financial year. However,

\ﬁ? gtt tlﬁ] eer? Vilss?r?: c(iq,uggtilgnthere another reason<')n|y 10 000 members were integrated in 1994-95.

That took time and resulted in some funds not
*The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! It being utilised. The process is continuing. After a
seems to me Senator Van Niekerk has been heleng struggle we got permission from the Depart-
long enough to have become quite inventive! Wament of Finance to have this money rolled over so

shall look carefully at his next questions. that we can address this problem.
Vote No 23—National Defence: There is also an amount of R208,086 miIIic_)n that
Senator J SELFE: Mr Presiden . has not been used. These were orders which were

not paid for, because they were not supplied in
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! time. Some were for uniforms which were meant
Senator Selfe, | would like the sound system tdor the integration process and various items
improve immediately. Not in a minute, butrelated to integration which were not supplied.
immediately. The hon senator may proceed.  That is what resulted in this huge amount being

Senator J SELFE: Mr President, my questiorgoued over.

concerns Project Dyson and the payments whicBenato M G E WILEY: Mr President, | would
are now eventually going to be made to theike to thank the hon the Minister for being here.
roughly 900 people who are affected. The hon thgvith regard to item 4(d), “Maritime Defence”, is
Minister will be aware that many of these peoplethat increase of 14,2% a result of the delay on the
are in a desperate situation—many of them havgecision with regard to the purchase of the
had to sell houses, and so on and so forth—anddoryettes? Is that increase as a result of this delay
would like to know when the Minister expects tojp decision-making? Secondly, with regard to
be able to make these payments, now that theyroject Dyson, | would like to latch onto what
have been approved by Parliament. Senator Selfe said. | did not fully understand: Is

The MINISTER OF DEFENCE: Mr President, the Minister saying that the funds are available, or
permission has now been granted by the court§at he is going to make use of bridging finance?
and the Treasury for this money to be paid. We ar# the event that the Minister is going to make use
taking steps. We are very concerned about thef bridging finance, will he kindly make sure that
plight of those people. My Ministry will do the junior ranks get paid first as they are the ones
everything in its power to expedite this processthat have been most inconvenienced by this
We have already presented a budget to thimordinate delay.
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priation in future, it does not make any sense foare not being made available. The programmes

us to be here in session to discuss the Adjustmengse certainly already far advanced, and | would

Appropriation. very much like the Minister to assure us that we
can continue and that we will not find ourselves in

If 1 were to take a guess, an additional P
R35 000 000 was budgeted purely for advisor.)fa]‘qat%rr(i)gllii? [Irs]gaurja;gir:)n:v]here funds do not

services to create a work programme. This is
additional money which is necessary. If this is so¥The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order!
the question is how much is available for jobThe question will be conveyed to the hon the
creation itself. Minister in writing.

If one has a further look at the programme\Vote No 34—Transport:
provision is made for Government motor trans-

port and other subprogrammes in the amount 0\?,enator J SELFE: Mr President, | feel | must put

R2.4 million. 1 do not know how much of that is & question to the hon the Minister since he has

for Government motor transport and | would have?€€n sitting patiently in the Senate all afternoon.
liked to ask the Minister that, because we want t¢/nfortunately, | left the explanatory memoran-
know what the policy of the Ministry is with dum behind. | refer here to the amount that is
regard to the importation of cars as officialmade payable to Spyskor (Pty) Ltd. As | recollect
vehicles for political office bearers, because everjrom reading the explanatory memorandum, this
car imported means lost job opportunities becausgas something to do with the recompensing for
that car was not manufactured or assemblegehicles that have either been stolen or have been

locally. These are questions which we would likeipst. | wonder if the hon the Minister could give us
to ask the Minister, but the Minister is not here. g jittle bit of the background on this matter.

| would just like to place on record once again thatrhe MINISTER OF TRANSPORT: Mr President,
this is a hOpe|eSS situation for us in the Senate. Blease bear with me for a moment so that | can
is a blot on the name of the Senate that the Cabin%ce it. The hon member seems to have aggra-

is not present here, some of them have googated the absenteeism by losing his documenta-
reason because we change our programme in sugn.

a way without taking into account that Ministers ) . ) .
also have responsibilities. | do not know whethefS that n connection with the R10 million for
| can expect an answer. No, | cannot. vehicles?

*The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! Senator J SE!_FEZ Mr President, it is done on the
The same arrangement will apply here and | thinl?Xtra expenditure of R234 00(21 as | recollect it
the hon senator would be at liberty, within the/Tom the explanatory memorandum.

framework of all other rules, to take this debaterhe MINISTER: Mr President, rather than hold
further by means of questions or an interpellationthe House up, could we go on to the other Votes

Vote No 29—Promoting the Reconstruction andi"d then come back to this one?

Development Programme: The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: We have
. ; been so lenient in so many ways that | think we

*Senator J A JOOSTE: Mr President, when | IOOI(can allow the hon the Minister that facility.

at the explanatory memorandum and think of the

guestion about the R82 million which has beervote No 36—Welfare:

made available for programmes of the Nationa| enatoH J PLEBONA: Mr President, | want to

Assembly and the Senate of Parliament, | have s
question about paragraph 2 of Programme 2 i nd out if figures that fall under Welfare have any
connection to the money that is being investi-

this memorandum. | am referring to this SeCtlon:gated. With all due respect, I want the NP to tell us

.. . overseas development aid to be utilised thisshere Mr Abe Williams is and why he is not here
financial year amounts to R123 million. to answer a question.

The question is whether this R82 million hasThe PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! | do
possibly been incorporated into that amountpot think that question can be allowed, because it
because there is concern at the moment about thea question to the NP and not to the Minister.
fact that these funds were apparently promised biinterjections.]
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Vote No 34—Transport: ANNOUNCEMENTS, TABLINGS AND

The MINISTER OF TRANSPORT: Mr President, COMMITTEE REPORTS
thank you for your indulgence.

In view of the fact that the company Spyskor WasTABLINGS:

not meeting its obligations in terms of the contract

entered into with the department in respect oNational Assembly and Senate:
parking at the former Jan Smuts Airport, it was, .

decided to terminate the contract with effect from 2PErs:

30 April 1995. 1. The Minister for Safety and Security:

The State attorney immediately issued a summons Memorandum on Vote No 24—“Police Ser-
in the amount of R367 668,50 which was later y;ca” ; ; _
reduced by R141 66850 to R234 000, The VI Adustments Estimate, 1995-96.
Department of Transport owed the money to the
company for income from the sale of parkingsenate:
tickets to departmental personnel and organi-
sations that use and operate the former Jan Smugdls:
Airport. Therefore, there was a contractual obli- The Presid fthe S .
gation, and when the contract was terminated, wi: e President of the Senate:
had to make the payment for tickets that had been Message from National Assembly to Senate:
issued.

Bills passed by National Assembly on

Votes and Schedule agreed to. 22 February 1996 and transmitted for concur-
Bill read a second time. rence:
NEW MEMBER (1) Plant Breeders’ Rights Amendment Bill

[B 86B—95] (National Assembly)—
(Announcement) (Select Committee on Agriculture and
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: Order! | Land Affairs—Senate).

have to announce that the vacancy in the repre- . .
sentation of the Northern Province in the Senate  (2) Agdricultural Research Amendment Bill

has been filled by the nomination of Mr F [B 89B—95] (National Assembly)—
Maserumule with effect from 15 February 1996. (Select Committee on Agriculture and
Land Affairs—Senate).
OATH ) o ]
. (3) Parliamentary and Provincial Medical
Mr F Maserumule, |nt(0duced by Senators SLE Aid Scheme Amendment BB 108B—
Fenyane and S W Lubisi, made and subscribed the ;
: 95]—(National Assembly)Ad hocSe-
oath and took his seat. . f
lect Committee on Parliamentary and
The House adjourned at 17:50. Provincial Medical Aid Scheme Amend-

ment Bill—Senate).



