
 
 

 

 

   NATIONAL ASSEMBLY PROGRAMME COMMITTEE 

  

Chairperson:        Committee Secretary: 

Speaker        A Mbanga x 3218 

 

DRAFT MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS 

    Thursday, 16 March 2017, E249 

 

Present: 

SL Tsenoli (Deputy Speaker)   

   Bhengu, F    Mthembu, JM (Chief Whip of the Majority 

   Party) 

   Didiza, AT (House Chairperson)      Paulsen, N 

   Ebrahim, E I (Parliamentary Counsellor to 

   the President)   

   Singh, N 

 

   Koornhof, Dr GW (Parliamentary Counsellor to 

   the Deputy President)   

   Steenhuisen, JH (Chief Whip of the 

   Opposition) 

   Mazzone, NWA    Waters, M 

 

Staff in attendance: 

M Xaso (NA Table), Dr T Ganyaza-Twalo (Committees) and N Bell (Constitutional and Legal 

Services Office). 

 

1.  Opening remarks 

The Deputy Speaker opened the meeting at 08:35. 

 

 2. Apologies 

Apologies were tendered on behalf of the Speaker Ms B Mbete, House Chairpersons Mr 

Frolick and Ms MG Boroto, Ms D E Dlakude (Deputy Chief Whip of the Majority Party) and 

Messrs NF Shivambu and MQ Ndlozi. 

 

3.  Consideration of the agenda 

The agenda was adopted as proposed. 
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4. Consideration of draft Minutes of 9 March 2017 

On the proposal of House Chairperson Ms Didiza, seconded by the Chief Whip of the 

Opposition, the minutes of 9 March were adopted. 

 

5. Matters arising 

The Chief Whip of the Opposition asked if there was feedback on what would be done to  

remedy the situation regarding his concerns that the Office of Institutions Supporting 

Democracy was not co-ordinating the submission and tabling of reports from Chapter 9  

Institutions.  It was indicated that a report on the matter would be provided in due course. 

 

6.  Report by the Committee Section 

Dr Ganyaza-Twalo made a presentation on Bills and other matters before committees and  

highlighted the following: 

 

The Implementation of the Rome statute of the International Criminal Court Act Repeal Bill had 

been withdrawn by the Minister of Justice and Correctional Services and the Portfolio Committee 

on Rural Development and Land Reform had finalised the Extension of Security of Tenure 

Amendment Bill.   

 

Proceedings on the Protection, Promotion, Development and Management of Indigenous 

Knowledge Systems Bill had been suspended.   A technical task team consisting of the 

Departments of Trade and Industry and Science and Technology had been formed to address 

unresolved areas of overlap between the Bill and the Intellectual Property Laws Amendment Act.  

 
 

7.   Report by Bills Office 

Mr Bell reported that the National Council of Provinces intended to pass the Division of 

Revenue Bill on 11 May, which would be the date that the Appropriation Bill would be referred 

to the Standing Committee on Appropriations. 

 

The Protected Disclosure Amendment Bill would be returned to the National Assembly for 

concurrence due to amendments proposed by the Select Committee on Security and Justice. 

 

8. Consideration of draft Parliamentary programme  

Mr Bhengu presented the Parliamentary Programme for the First Term and highlighted the 

following: 

Committees/oversight were scheduled for 22 – 31 March and the period of 3 – 28 April was 

reserved for the Constituency Period.  



 3 

Mr Bhengu also presented the Parliamentary Programme for the Second Term and highlighted the 

following: 

Committees were scheduled for 2 – 5 May.  Questions to the Deputy President were also 

provisionally scheduled for 4 May, pending confirmation by the Office of Leader of 

Government Business.  Second Reading debate on the Border Management Authority Bill 

was scheduled for 9 May. 

 

On 16 May – 2 June, Budget Votes debates in the form of mini-plenaries were scheduled.  

Vote 1: Presidency and Vote 2: Parliament were also provisionally scheduled for that period.   

 

Consideration of Votes and Schedule to the Appropriation Bill were provisionally scheduled 

for 8 June. 

 

With regard to mini-plenaries, Mr Bhengu informed the meeting that the new rules do not make a 

reference to Extended Public Committees but only provide for mini-plenaries.  He said that Rule 

50(1) states that a mini-plenary session in respect of a budget vote of a particular department or on 

a bill or oversight matter related to that department consist of the members of the corresponding 

portfolio committee, and all other members who attend the proceedings of the mini-plenary 

session.  Rule 53(1) further indicates that a mini-plenary session does not make use of a speaker’s 

list, except in the event of a debate on a budget vote when a speaker’s list must be used.  As a 

result, the usual speaker’s list would therefore be compiled for budget votes as was previously the 

case.    

 

The Chief Whip of the Opposition suggested that the Speaker would, in line with Rule 53(2)(a), 

have to increase the time set for budget vote debates as an hour would not be enough for such 

debates. He also suggested that colons could be inserted after the words ‘budget votes’ next to 

mini-plenaries in order to distinguish them from normal mini-plenaries.  Seeing that mini-plenaries 

were new and do not require a quorum, the Chief Whip of the Majority Party suggested that there 

could be consideration for a change in the rules to ensure that all members of that committee 

attend, thus forming a quorum.  

  

Mr Singh indicated that an additional date for questions to the Deputy President in May was 

required as well as dates for questions to the President.  The Chief Whip of the Majority 

Party said that he agreed that the date for questions to the Deputy President in June should 

also be made available so as to avoid repeating what happened in February, which resulted 

in questions to the Deputy President being scheduled twice in March.  Mr Singh also 

suggested that provision should be made for the scheduling of the Youth Day debate in 

relation to the Constitution. 
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House Chairperson Ms Didiza suggested that in the event that questions to the Deputy 

President were scheduled for 4 May, an additional plenary could be considered in order to 

utilise that week optimally.  Mr Waters said that he was in support of scheduling other items 

during that week in order to consider issues that could emanate from the recess period as 

well as legislation and motions.  The Chief Whip of the Majority Party added that other items 

could also be considered after questions to the Deputy President.   

 

The Chief Whip of the Majority Party said that the opportunity for questions to the President 

was a constitutional injunction which had been in existence for quite some time and that 

Parliament had always acted to ensure that members of the Executive were held 

accountable.   He appealed to parties to behave themselves during that day’s question 

session and not try to prevent the President from answering questions as that would amount 

to making a mockery of Parliament. Mr Waters said that he hoped that members of the 

governing party would also not interrupt the President by making countless points of order. 

He added that the discipline that was expected of members of the opposition should equally 

be consistently expected of the governing party’s members.   

  

Mr Waters contended that the allocation of 40 minutes to members of the Executive during 

Budget Vote debates was too much and asked that it be reviewed.  House Chairperson Ms 

Didiza replied that considering that such debates afforded members of the Executive an 

opportunity to provide detailed information on what they planned to do with the budget the 

time should be left unchanged and rather that parties’ times be equally increased in order for 

members to engage meaningfully in the debates.  She said that the matter should be 

considered by the Chief Whips’ Forum.  Mr Singh requested that the tradition of transferring 

time between smaller parties that were not participating in some of the budget votes should 

continue as there was an understanding that not every member of those parties served in all 

committees.  The Chief Whip of the Opposition said that he was in support of transfer of time 

between smaller parties and indicated that the compromise that had previously been reached 

was that the transfer of such time should not result in smaller parties having more time than 

was allocated to the EFF. 

 

The Deputy Speaker said that a request from the Multi-Party Women’s Caucus had been 

received that provision should be made in the programme for their meetings to be scheduled 

in the same way as committees as they were also a parliamentary structure.  It was AGREED 

that the programming whippery should consider the request.  

 

 9. Announcements 

There were no announcements. 
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10.    Closure 

The meeting adjourned at 09:00. 

 


