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October 31, 2025

THE SECRETARY-GENERAL TO PARLIAMENT
Parliament of the Republic of Fiji
Parliament Complex, Government Buildings, Suva

For the Attention of the Privileges Committee

Subject: Referral on the unconscionable conduct of the Standing Committee of Social 
               Affairs 
               Publication of unverified & misleading facts/ information on the Fiji Higher 
               Education Commission (FHEC) Annual Reports (2018–2021) 

Executive Summary	

This submission respectfully seeks the attention of the Privileges Committee to consider the improper and ultra vires conduct of the Standing Committee on Social Affairs (“the Committee”) in its Consolidated Review Report on the Fiji Higher Education Commission Annual Reports for 2018–2019, 2019–2020, and 2020–2021.



The impugned report published unverified and demonstrably false statements regarding the registration and accreditation status of Pacific Polytech and Service Pro Institute, and in doing so:

1. Acted beyond its lawful jurisdiction under the Parliamentary Standing Orders; and
2. Failed to conduct a fact-based inquiry as required by Parliamentary standards of evidence and fairness.

These actions have resulted in reputational and institutional harm to Pacific Polytech, its staff, and students, and have undermined the integrity of Parliamentary processes.

Background
The Consolidated Review Report on the Fiji Higher Education Commission Annual Reports for 2018–2019, 2019–2020, and 2020–2021 was presented by the Standing Committee on Social Affairs whereby they issued a number of conclusions and suggestions regarding Pacific Polytech and Service Pro Institute.
Specifically, it claimed that: 
i. Grants were given to organizations "not approved by FHEC"; 

“3.7 – The Committee noted that the grants were allocated to institutions who were not approved by FHEC, namely Pacific Polytech and Service Pro Institute.”

ii. "All courses offered" at Pacific Polytech and Service Pro Institute "are not accredited by FHEC";

“3.8 – The Committee noted that all courses offered at Service Pro Institute and Pacific Polytech are not accredited by the FHEC”



iii. "Future funding" to these institutions "must stop immediately"; and 

“4.8 – The Committee recommends that the future funding of the two institutions, namely Service Pro Institute and Pacific Polytech, must stop immediately.”


iv. "A Commission of Inquiry" should be formed to look into claims of improper grant distribution and non-accreditation.

“4.12 – The Committee recommends a Commission of Inquiry be appointed by Parliament of Republic of Fiji to thoroughly investigate how funds were allocated to Pacific Polytech and Service Pro Institute. The inquiry to look into non-accreditation of the two institution and how the grant was allocated given that they did not meet the criteria by the FHEC.”

These findings and recommendations, when read together, clearly portray Pacific Polytech as an unregistered and unaccredited institution operating outside FHEC regulations — a claim that is categorically false.

Statement of Facts	
	[HIE 22] Certificate of Registration
	22(1) The Commission shall issue a certificate of registration to a higher education institution that has been granted an approval for, or renewal of, registration. 
1. Under Section 22 of the Higher Education Act, the commission shall issue a certificate of registration to a higher education institution that has been granted an approval for, or renewal of, registration therefore; according to official FHEC documents and the Commission's public register, Pacific Polytech is approved with the Registration No. RGN 0074/22. 

2. Pacific Polytech's current programs are accredited by FHEC under the Fiji National Qualifications Framework (FNQF), as there are several programs that are registered in the Commission's national register and publicly listed on the FHEC website. In the Higher Education Act, the interpretation of “recognition” means the status awarded to an institution that possesses features of a higher education institution and meets the criteria, thus Pacific Polytech holding the recognition number RCN 0119/21 means that the institution has met the criteria. Over 90% of all the programmes which the Polytech offers are actually programmes developed and owned by FHEC – these being called National Qualifications. Polytech does not offer any program which is not approved for offer by FHEC. 

3. According to Standing Order 109(b) of the Revised Standing Orders of the Parliament of the Republic of Fiji, the Standing Committee on Social Affairs is in charge of issues related to "health, education, social services, labor, culture, and media." 

4. This jurisdiction authorizes the Committee to examine and report on issues within the education sector, including:
· administration and performance of education-related ministries or agencies;
· education policy and service delivery; and
· legislation, petitions, and reports relating to educational matters.

5. However, Standing Order 110 strictly governs the functions of all Standing Committees.	
A Standing Committee may:
· examine Bills and make recommendations;
· consider papers, petitions, and departmental reports referred to it by Parliament;
· scrutinize administration, policy, and expenditure of Government departments within its subject area; and
· make observations or recommendations supported by verifiable evidence.
6. It is important to note that Standing Committees do not have the power to decide or declare the legal or statutory status of outside institutions. 
7. In the Committee’s report, the Standing Committee referred to Pacific Polytech as “unaccredited.”
This statement exceeds the Committee’s jurisdiction because:
· According to HIE 20 – 22 of the Higher Education Act, the jurisdiction is vested with the FHEC to give approval/ accreditation. 
· The Committee’s jurisdiction extends only to oversight and inquire into the administration of education policy, not to the certification, registration, or recognition of tertiary institutions.
· The Committee’s report, therefore, introduced a finding of fact that it had no legal competence to determine, amounting to a procedural irregularity and error of record.

8. The findings and recommendations from the Committee are clearly contradicted by factual documentation from FHEC and are beyond the legal boundaries of the Committee’s review. As a result, these assertions represent misleading information that tarnish the reputation of the institution. 
 


Conclusion
In view of the foregoing, this submission respectfully requests that the Privileges Committee:
1. Inquire into the conduct of the Standing Committee on Social Affairs in relation to the publication of the said report, and in particular, whether the said sections were inserted in the report under indue influence of any member of the committee, and whether any member of the committee raising issues on Pacific Polytech had a conflict of interest in the matter which he did not declare;
2. Determine whether the Committee acted beyond its jurisdiction and in breach of Parliamentary Standing Orders;
3. Direct that the erroneous findings concerning Pacific Polytech be formally corrected or expunged from the Parliamentary record; and
4. Recommend procedural safeguards to ensure that future Standing Committee reports adhere strictly to verifiable evidence and jurisdictional boundaries.
The statements made by the Standing Committee were procedurally flawed, legally unsustainable, and factually inaccurate. They have caused undue prejudice to Pacific Polytech, its staff, and students, and compromised the credibility of the Parliamentary process itself.
Yours faithfully,

………………………………..

