GOVERNANCE

IN THE

PACIFIC:

FOCUS FOR ACTION
2005–2009

Thuy Mellor
Jak Jabes

2004

Copyright: Asian Development Bank 2004
All rights reserved.
The views expressed in this book are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect
the views and policies of the Asian development Bank, or its Board of Governors, or the
governments they represent.
The Asian Development Bank does not guarantee the accuracy of the data included in
this publication and accepts no responsibility for any consequences of their use.
Use of the term “country” does not imply any judgment by the authors or the Asian
Development Bank as to the legal or other status of any territorial entity.
ISBN : 971-561-552-X
Publication Stock No. 100404
Pacific Studies Series
The series is published by the Asian Development Bank to provide the governments of
its Pacific developing member countries with analyses of economic and other issues.
The studies are also expected to shed light on the problems facing governments and
the people in the Pacific Islands, and to suggest development strategies that combine
both political and economic feasibility.
Recent publications
A Different Kind of Voyage – Development and Dependence in the Pacific Islands
(February 1998)
Improving Growth Prospects in the Pacific (March 1998)
Solomon Islands: 1997 Economic Report (August 1998)
Reforms in the Pacific: An Assessment of the ADB’s Assistance for Reform Programs in
the Pacific (October 1999)
Pursuing Economic Reform in the Pacific (October 1999)
Republic of the Fiji Islands 1999 Economic Report (April 2000)
A Pacific Strategy for the New Millennium (September 2000)
Samoa 2000: Building on Recent Reforms (November 2000)
Poverty: Is It An Issue in the Pacific? (March 2001)
Tuna: A Key Economic Resource in the Pacific Islands (April 2001)
Marshall Islands: Meto 2000-Economic Report and Statement of Development
Strategies (April 2001)
Vanuatu: Agriculture and Fisheries Sector Review 2000 (June 2001)
Financial Sector Development In Pacific Island Economies Volume 1 (September 2001)
Financial Sector Development in Pacific Island Economies Volume 2 (September 2001)
The Contribution of Fisheries to the Economies of Pacific Island Countries (December 2001)
Tonga: Natural Resources Use and Sustainable Socioeconomic Development (April 2002)
Vanuatu: Economic Performance and Challenges Ahead (April 2002)
Vanuatu: Policy Issues in the Agriculture, Fisheries, and Forestry Sectors (May 2002)
Kiribati: Monetization in an Atoll Society (Managing Economic and Social Change)
(December 2002)
Tuvalu: 2002 Economic and Public Sector Review (November 2002)
Cook Islands 2001 Economic Report: Policies for Progress (December 2002)
Information and Communication Technology for Development in the Pacific (July 2003)
Moving Toward a Sector-Wide Approach: Papua New Guinea The Health Sector
Development Program Experience (August 2003)
While Stocks Last: The Live Reef Food Fish Trade (December 2003)
Pacific Region Environmental Strategy 2005-2009 Executive Summary; Volume 1Strategy Document; Volume 2-Case Studies (January 2004)
Swimming Against the Tide? An Assessment of the Private Sector in the Pacific
(February 2004)
Orders can be placed with the Publication Unit, Office of External Relations,
Asian Development Bank. P.O. Box 789, 0980, Manila Philippines,
Email: adbpub@adb.org
Fax No. (632) 636 2648
Published and printed by the Asian Development Bank, 2004.
Cover: Cover design by R. Elefano. Photo from an original painting by Moses Minipa
Image of Paradise bought by Thuy Mellor in Papua New Guinea.

FOREWORD

T

he term governance has various meanings, but in broad terms
the concept describes the institutional environment in which
citizens interact among themselves and with government
agencies. Good governance is concerned directly with the
development process, involving both the public and private
sectors. Indeed, the Asian Development Bank (ADB) considers it
as an essential element in achieving its overarching objective of
poverty reduction in the region. All members of the aid community,
from their own experience, recognize that in countries with
effective governments, strong oversight institutions, an
independent judiciary, and a vibrant civil society—i.e., countries
with good governance—development assistance helps reduce
poverty; without it, such assistance is mostly ineffective.
Every country, developed or not, has weaknesses in
governance. For the island countries of the Pacific, the kinds of
governance institutions so critical for producing equitable and
effective development have not had time to develop fully. In
addition, these governance institutions often are, or appear to be,
at odds with traditional political and cultural systems and
processes, and these island states are still in the process of
working through the complex and complicated integration of old
and new systems.
This report results from the implementation of ADB’s
governance policy in the Pacific region. It provides an overview of
governance issues, strengths, and weaknesses in ADB’s Pacific
Developing Member Countries (PDMCs); and it aims to improve
the understanding of the governance environment, both in
individual countries and the region as a whole, and as the basis for
a more focused policy dialogue with PDMC governments on areas
where development partners, and ADB in particular, can help
make development assistance more effective.
It is hoped that the report will provide the basis for
discussions between governments, their citizens, and
development partners, so as to achieve a shared understanding of
the governance challenges facing the PDMCs. Likewise, it is
hoped that each stakeholder group will learn how it can make
contributions to improving governance institutions and practices,
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to enhance the effectiveness of development efforts toward
achieving the common goals of economic growth and social equity
as the best means of reducing poverty.
ADB staff prepared the report. The project team comprised
Thuy Mellor of the Pacific Department and Jak Jabes of the
Regional and Sustainable Development Department. They are
grateful to the many people in governments, private businesses,
and nongovernment organizations who kindly gave their time to
discuss sensitive and often difficult issues. A number of people
provided assistance through their valuable insights and detailed
comments on the draft report. Special thanks should go to
Michaela Prokop, Pacific Department economist, for her research
on PDMCs that were not part of the selected country sample, and
to Sara Collins Medina for editorial assistance and Ophie Iriberri
for proofreading. Any errors of fact or interpretation, however,
remain with the authors.

Jeremy H. Hovland
Director General
Pacific Department
Asian Development Bank
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ABBREVIA
TIONS
ABBREVIATIONS
ADB

Asian Development Bank

CGA

Country governance assessment

DMC

Developing member country

FEMM

Forum Economic Ministers Meeting

FSM

Federated States of Micronesia

MDGs

Millennium Development Goals

NGO

Nongovernment organization

OECD

Organisation for Economic Cooperation and
Development

PDMC

Pacific developing member country

RMI

Republic of the Marshall Islands

PNG

Papua New Guinea

WTO

World Trade Organization

NOTE
In this report, “$” refers to US dollars.
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Executive Summary
Background
In the Pacific island countries, attitudes toward
governance—the manner in which power is exercised in the
management of a country’s economic and social resources for
development—have changed in recent years. Public officials and
elected representatives have begun to realize its importance and
have incorporated principles of good governance into public
sector reform programs.
For its part, the Asian Development Bank (ADB), realizing
that sustainable development depends on the quality of decisions
made toward development and reform and the manner in which
these decisions are made, became the first multilateral
development bank to create a board-approved policy on
governance.
ADB’s 14 Pacific Developing Member Countries (PDMCs)
face significant development challenges. With only three
exceptions, they are small; dispersed; have limited natural
resources and limited access to commercial and capital markets;
have limited institutional capacity for economic development; and
are vulnerable to environmental problems, natural disasters. The
Pacific has received $50 billion dollars in aid since 1970—in 1995–
1999 per capita aid was US$220—but economic growth has been
consistently below expectations in the past 20 years, and
improvements in social services are not commensurate with the
level of assistance provided. One of the key factors in this failure is
perceived to be poor governance.
Every country, developed or not, has weaknesses in
governance. For the island countries of the Pacific, the kinds of
governance institutions so critical for producing equitable and
effective development have not had time to develop fully. In
addition, these governance institutions often are, or appear to be,
at odds with traditional political and cultural systems and
processes, and these island states have not had time to work
through the complex and complicated integration of old and new
systems.
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Country Governance Assessments
Since 2000, ADB has taken a lead role in promoting good
governance through its Medium-Term Action Plan 2000–2004. As
part of this plan, 22 individual countries received country
governance assessments (CGAs), of which 10 have been completed.
The CGAs undertaken for selected PDMCs also consider the
interaction between the modern governance systems and processes
and the traditional models of political systems and cultures.
The conclusions ADB drew from the large number of findings
and observations revealed by the CGAs include the following:
(i) The scope and content of past reforms were complex and,
in large part, foreign to traditional Pacific culture and
value systems.
(ii) The inability of PDMCs to sustain past governance
reforms, even with the support of major development
partners including ADB, is partly due to the lack of
country ownership and commitment by stakeholders.
(iii) Technical and management skills are scarce and training
programs have been largely ineffective. The use of
consultants is another aspect that requires rethinking on
the part of development partners.
(iv) The cultural and value systems prevailing in
communities outside the capital cities need to be better
understood and reflected, as appropriate, in government
strategic priorities and resource allocation decisions.
(v) Civil society, including community groups, provides a
valuable link between governments and citizens and
could be better used to enhance accountability of
governments and public officials.

Community Governance Assessments
In addition, community governance assessments attempted
to ascertain the extent to which people in Pacific grassroots
communities understood how their government systems, both
traditional and modern, worked and impacted on them. The
findings were that (i) traditional custom and values do have a
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strong impact on how government and elections work in their
countries; (ii) most people don’t understand the national
governance systems, but do expect that government will provide
basic public services; and (iii) traditional community values and
respect for chiefly authority are declining.

Improving Governance for 2005–2009:
A Strategic F
ocus
Focus
Because the governance weaknesses in most PDMCs are
both broad and deep, and because other development partners in
the Pacific region are playing important roles in improving
governance, ADB will focus its assistance efforts on the areas
where they will support the objectives of its Pacific Strategy for the
period 2005–2009, namely improving the provision of basic social
services and enhancing income generating opportunities for all.
The focus for action to improve governance in the same period will
be (i) improving the management of government financial
resources by aligning priorities and resources allocation,
(ii) improving the efficiency and productivity of public enterprises
through better disclosure and performance monitoring, and
(iii) improving the financial knowledge and advocacy skills of civil
society groups so as to keep governments and public officials
accountable for their use of resources and the results they achieve.

Conclusion
Improving governance is a long-term exercise—not only a
matter of good intentions and processes but also of education and
culture. It is also a collaborative process between developing
member countries and the aid community, of which ADB’s
contribution is only a part. It is expected that other development
partners will continue to play important roles in supporting
PDMCs in improving governance. ADB’s role in improving the
management of public finances, for the purpose of expediting
delivery of basic social services to PDMC communities through
the strategic focus advocated herein, should add to a more
enlightened governance environment in the Pacific.

Executive Summary
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I. Background
Not so long ago, discussion on good governance was
sometimes seen as a polite way of raising “awkward”
questions on corruption, incompetence, and the abuse of
power. But public discussions and attempts to address these
critical issues have gathered momentum with the realization
that corruption takes away resources that need to be applied
to poverty alleviation [and] long-term development and
stands in the way of resource mobilization for worthy national
development efforts.1

This astute observation by a Fijian educator cogently sums
up the changing attitudes of government officials and others in the
Pacific islands about governance. During the 1990s, many Pacific
island countries incorporated the principles of good governance in
public sector reform programs supported by all aid providers in the
region. The Forum Economic Ministers Meeting 2 (FEMM)
reflected its support for good governance in the adoption of the
Eight Principles of Public Accountability (Box 1).

1
S. Siwatibau. 2003. Some Development Challenges in the Pacific Region. Suva:
University of the South Pacific. p. 18. Mr. Siwatibau is the former Vice Chancellor of the
University of the South Pacific.
2
The Forum Economic Ministers Meeting (FEMM) is a committee of the Pacific
Leaders’ Forum and is supported by the Pacific Forum Secretariat based in Suva, Fiji
Islands. The FEMM is an annual event at which the economic and finance ministers of
all Pacific Island Countries, together with those of Australia and New Zealand, meet to
discuss urgent economic and financial issues, take stock of progress in financial reforms,
and agree on an agenda for action in the following year.

Box 1. The FEMM Eight PPrinciples
rinciples of PPublic
ublic Accountability
1. Budgetary processes, including multi-year frameworks, to ensure
that Parliament/Congress is sufficiently informed to understand the
longer-term implications of appropriation decisions.
2. The accounts of governments, state-owned enterprises and
statutory corporations to be promptly and fully audited, and the
audit reports published where they can be read by the general
public.
3. Loan agreements or guarantees entered into by governments to be
presented to Parliament/Congress, with sufficient information to
enable Parliament/Congress to understand the longer-term
implications.
4. All government and public sector contracts to be openly
advertised, competitively awarded and administered, and publicly
reported.
5. Contravention of financial regulations to be promptly disciplined.
6. Public Accounts/Expenditure Committees of Parliament/Congress
to be empowered to require disclosure.
7. Auditor General and Ombudsman to be provided with adequate
fiscal resources and independent reporting rights to Parliament/
Congress.
8. Central Bank with statutory responsibility for nonpartisan
monitoring and advice, and regular and independent publication
of informative reports.

Through decades of experience, the Asian Development
Bank (ADB) learned that sustainable development depends on the
quality of the decisions made toward development and reform,
and, equally, on the manner in which these decisions are taken
and carried out. In October 1995, ADB members decided to apply
this fundamental lesson in a more systematic way in ADB’s overall
operations. Thus, ADB became the first multilateral development
bank to have a board-approved policy on governance (Box 2).
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Box 2: Good Governance Defined
The term governance means different things in different contexts and to
the
different people. For its purposes, ADB defines governance as “the
manner in which power is exercised in the management of a country
’s
country’s
economic and social resources for development
development.” Thus, the concept
of governance is concerned directly with the management of the
development process, involving both the public and private sectors. In
broad terms, governance is about the institutional environment in which
citizens interact among themselves and with government agencies. It
encompasses the functioning and capability of the public sector, as well
as the rules and institutions that create the framework for the conduct of
both public and private business, including accountability for economic
and financial performance, and regulatory frameworks relating to
companies and partnerships.
Source: ADB. 1999. Governance: Sound Development Management. Manila,
page 3.

Good governance has always been a sensitive issue in
development debates, more so in the Pacific, given the short time
since independence was achieved and the importance attached to
the traditional culture and value systems. However in the 1990s,
inadequate economic growth and the perceived failure of
economic and social development had given impetus to searching
questions on the reasons for such a state of affairs in ADB’s many
Pacific Developing Member Countries (PDMCs). Poor governance
institutions and practices, corruption in particular, often appear on
the list of key constraints on economic and social development.

Four Elements of Good Governance
ADB is concerned with governance because it has a strong
impact on the development efforts that ADB supports.
Development institutions, including ADB, have a direct interest in
the way the public sector is managed in developing member
countries (DMCs) and with the legal framework for development.
However, in formulating an analytical framework for addressing
governance issues, ADB prefers to draw a distinction between, on
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the one hand, elements of good governance and, on the other, the
specific areas of action (for example, public sector management)
that could be promoted or improved.
In line with this reasoning, ADB identifies four basic
elements of good governance:
• Accountability means making public officials
answerable for government behavior and responsible to
the entity from which they derive their authority. This
process infers the establishment of criteria to measure the
performance of officials and oversight mechanisms to
ensure that these criteria are met. Its existence is
imperative for the functioning of governments.
• Participation derives from an acceptance that people are
at the heart of development; they are not only its ultimate
beneficiaries, but also its agents, acting through groups
or associations and as individuals.
• Predictability means, in effect, the rule of law. It refers to
(i) the existence of laws, regulations, and policies to
regulate society and (ii) their fair and consistent
application. It encompasses well-defined rights and
duties, as well as mechanisms for enforcing them and for
settling disputes in an impartial manner. Its importance
cannot be overstated, since without it, the orderly
existence of citizens and institutions would be
impossible.
• Transparency refers to the availability of information to
the general public and clarity about government rules,
regulations, and decisions. Policies or decisions that are
known only to the preparers and administrators of the
information, distort the governance process.
Transparency in government decision making and public
policy implementation reduce uncertainty and can help
inhibit corruption among public officials. Hence, the
citizen’s rights to information may need to be
strengthened with a degree of legal enforceability.

4
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These elements of governance tend to be mutually
supportive and reinforcing: accountability is often related to
participation and is also the safeguard of predictability and
transparency. Similarly, transparency and openness of information
cannot be assured without legal frameworks that balance the right
to disclosure against the right of confidentiality, and without
institutions that accept accountability.

Governance in the P
acific R
egion—Background
Pacific
Region—Background
The 14 PDMCs—Cook Islands, Fiji Islands, Kiribati,
Republic of the Marshall Islands (RMI), Federated States of
Micronesia (FSM), Nauru, Republic of Palau, Papua New Guinea
(PNG), Samoa, Solomon Islands, Timor-Leste, Kingdom of Tonga,
Tuvalu, and Vanuatu—face significant development challenges.
With three exceptions (Fiji Islands, PNG and Timor-Leste), they
have small economies and limited natural resources, and most are
highly vulnerable to natural disasters, environmental problems,
and the impact of climate change3. Their remote location, poor
access to commercial and capital markets, and limitations in the
institutional capacity necessary for economic development make
development even more difficult. In all PDMCs, the public sector
is disproportionately large, the private sector relatively
undeveloped, and the trained personnel to meet development
challenges in very short supply.
Since 1970, the Pacific has received $50 billion in aid, the
largest country aid inflows per capita in the world by a large
margin: in 1995–1999 alone, average annual aid flows per capita
were $220 in 1998 US dollars; the next highest flows, for the
Caribbean, were $34.4 Between 1987 and 1999, of the $11.9 billion
in assistance provided to the PDMCs, 81% has come from bilateral
aid providers (Australia, Japan, New Zealand, the United
Kingdom, and the United States), 12% from multilateral
3
Timor-Leste shares many of the disadvantages mentioned here, but it claims
ownership of considerable offshore oil and gas resources, some of which have been
developed.
4
The Development Assistance Committee. Development Cooperation Report, 1971–
2000. Paris: Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development. In Helen
Hughes. 2003. Aid has failed the Pacific. Sydney: The Centre for Independent Studies.
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institutions (ADB, the European Union), and 7% from other aid
providers.5
Many papers have been written about what these resource
flows have accomplished: the generally accepted conclusion is
that economic growth has been consistently below expectations
over the last 20 years and that, while there have been
improvements in social services, these are not considered
commensurate with the level of assistance provided. This lack of
success has many explanations, but poor governance (for example,
in terms of leadership, policy environment and corruption) is often
cited as one of the key factors.
During the period 1994–1999, ADB’s strategic focus for
operations in the PDMCs shifted from sector and project lending
to supporting major macroeconomic stabilization and structural
adjustment and public sector and governance reform. This
strategy noted that it was important for ADB to assist PDMCs in
getting their policy and governance environments right, thus
ensuring that follow-up sector and project investments achieved
expected returns. During 1995–1999, therefore, program lending
in support of economic, public sector, and governance reforms
assumed a significant proportion of ADB’s lending in the Pacific.
Since 1995, ADB has assisted reform programs, i.e.,
economic and financial management and public sector reforms, in
eight PDMCs: Cook Islands, FSM, RMI, PNG, Samoa, Solomon
Islands, Tonga, and Vanuatu6. Other major bilateral development
partners, notably Australia and New Zealand, also provided
assistance for economic reform and governance, policy and
regulatory reform, and capacity building in support of the overall
thrust of a reform agenda in the Pacific (Box 3).

ADB
’s MediumTerm Governance Agenda and Action
ADB’s
Medium-T
Plan 2000–2004
In October 2000, ADB’s Board decided that ADB should take
a lead role in promoting good governance in the Asian and Pacific
5
US General Accounting Office. 2001. Report on Foreign Assistance: Lessons Learned
from Donors’ Experiences in the Pacific Region. Washington, D.C.
6
For an early assessment of ADB interventions in this area, see Knapman and
Saldanha. 1999. Reforms in the Pacific, Manila, Asian Development Bank.
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region. To that end, it drew up a Medium-Term Action Plan (2000–
2004)7 for implementing ADB’s Governance Policy in the region,
which would
• take a lead role in promoting good governance in the
region;
• elevate governance issues to the forefront of the
development agenda;
• build consensus on regional benchmarks, codes of
conduct, and indicators of good governance; and
• enhance the quality of governance in individual DMCs.
Box 3: The Money FFollows
ollows Good Governance
After 30 or more years of assistance to Pacific Developing Member
Countries, the development community has accepted the principle that
aid is more effective in countries with good policy environments. Today,
all major development partners in the Pacific have adopted strategies
that promote the development of good governance in the region.
Why? According to a World Bank study, “Assessing Aid – What works,
What doesn’t and Why (Washington DC: World Bank, 1998), where
country management is sound, an additional 1% of gross domestic
product in aid translates into a 1% decline in poverty and a similar
decline in infant mortality. In the absence of good policies, aid has no
positive effect on growth.
The Prime Minister of Australia, Mr. John Howard, has expressed a
similar sentiment:
…I have made no secret of the fact that we have adopted a firmer
policy in relation to requiring high standards of governance and
absence of corruption… We (meaning the Pacific leaders) must
collectively recognize that unless corruption, wherever it does exist,
is rooted out and institutions of good governance strengthened,
gains cannot be sustained… The future stability and prosperity of
the South Pacific depends on achieving higher standards of
government. Political will to institute the conditions required for
sustained economic growth—sound governance, intolerance of
corruption and adherence to the rule of law—is central to the
Pacific’s future.“ (Interview with the Pacific Magazine, March 2004)
7
ADB. 2000. Promoting Good Governance: ADB’s Medium-Term Agenda and Action
Plan, Manila.
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The Action Plan 2000–2004 inter alia calls for ADB to
undertake country governance assessments (CGAs) for individual
member countries. Some 22 CGAs on ADB’s developing member
countries have been undertaken since 2001: 10 CGAs were
completed and others are at various stages of completion; these
have proved useful as a basis for policy dialogue with the relevant
governments. The implementation of the CGAs in the Pacific is
discussed in Section II.
The Action Plan was reviewed in 2003.8 The review and
recent experience in governance indicated three major issues that
ADB need to consider for further action: (i) capacity needs to be
strengthened in DMCs to appreciate the benefits of good
governance, which in turn requires greater competence among
ADB governance and other staff to carry out the delicate and
sensitive business of policy dialogue; (ii) CGA recommendations
must be better prioritized and better sequenced, in close
consultation with DMCs, not overly ambitious and calibrated to
the ability of a DMC to achieve them; and (iii) greater attention
must be paid to the political decision-making processes and the
manner in “ which power is used” and how these affect
development effectiveness within each country.9
ADB’s country governance assessment framework is
analytical and its implementation in the Pacific reflects staff
members’ understanding of the governance environment,
institutions, and processes in selected countries. It is important to
test this understanding when the CGA findings are matched
against an understanding of governance concepts and systems
from a local/grassroots perspective. Thus, to supplement the
country assessment process, ADB provided a grant to a regional
NGO to undertake a community governance mapping research
study10 to ascertain how well people in Pacific islands grassroots
communities understood both traditional and modern (national)
8
ADB. 2003. Progress Report on Implementation of ADB’s Governance Action Plan in
ADF Borrowers, Manila. The implementation review is ongoing with internal and
external consultations; it is expected that the review will culminate in a medium-term
governance agenda and action plan for 2005–2009, to be submitted for management
approval in the first quarter of 2005.
9
ADB. 2004. Governance and Capacity Building Committee’s Annual Report 2003,
Manila.
10
ADB. 2002. RETA 6065, Assessing Community Perspectives on Governance in the
Pacific.
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governance institutions and processes and their views on how both
systems impacted them and their communities. The key findings
of this study are briefly described in section III while information
on the findings and observations is contained in the Appendix.
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II. Country Governance
Assessments
For the Pacific region, taking into account available ADB
resources and the number and size of PDMCs, it was decided that
ADB staff would undertake CGAs of a sample of countries that
represent the diversity of geographical, cultural, and political
systems. Such an overview of governance institutions and
processes would provide a sufficient understanding of those
governance issues that are significant enough to warrant further
attention and actions, either as regional initiatives or as countryspecific projects. The six countries that were selected to constitute
the sample are Fiji Islands, Federated States of Micronesia (FSM),
Papua New Guinea (PNG), Samoa, Kingdom of Tonga, and
Vanuatu.

Conducting the Country Governance Assessments
The overview assessment takes a top-down analytical
approach: ADB staff review each country’s constitution and other
legislation, government policy documents, academic research
papers; and more importantly, they conduct interviews with each
country ’s senior officials, politicians, traditional chiefs, civil
society participants, and staff of development partners who have a
presence in the country. Such interviews are important to an
understanding of whether and how legislative prescriptions and
policy decisions are applied on the ground, to obtain a sense of
how well institutions are structured, managed and operate, the
areas of specific governance challenges and where assistance can
be helpful and should be considered.
For an understanding of the governance environment in the
remaining PDMCs, namely the Cook Islands, Kiribati, Republic of
the Marshall Islands, and Tuvalu, a desk review of relevant
documents was supplemented by information from ADB staff
obtained from past and ongoing policy dialogue and projects in
these countries. Nauru and Solomon Islands were not assessed in
this study due to the special circumstances existing in the two

countries; Palau11 and Timor-Leste became ADB member countries
after most of the substantive assessment work was already
complete.
The CGA framework examines institutions, processes,
policies and practices of government in five areas:
(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

The legislature, machinery of government, and public
administration, covering the law-making process, civil
service, local government, and the overall policymaking
and implementation framework;
Public financial management, including revenue policy
and administration, public expenditure management,
public sector accounting and auditing, intergovernmental fiscal relations, procurement and
anticorruption measures;
The legal and regulatory framework, assessing the
extent to which the rule of law is manifested in the legal
and regulatory regimes that govern interactions between
government institutions and citizens;
The judicial system, covering the degree to which the
rule of law is manifested in the operations and
effectiveness of the judiciary through the court system,
the appointment and remuneration of judges and
magistrates, the independence of the judiciary, and the
efficiency and effectiveness of the system; and
Civil society participation: its capacity to organize and
its ability to scrutinize government decisions,
operations, and activities.

Key F
indings of the Country Governance Assessments
Findings
This section focuses on key issues common to most countries
in the Pacific region, organized around the five major areas of
governance outlined above. Unfortunately, nearly all Pacific island
countries today face serious challenges in all areas of governance,
11
Palau became an ADB member in December 2003. A study of the country ’s
governance and institutional capacity was carried out in June 2004 as part of the
classification process to assist in determining the development status of a new member
country.
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and it is hard to avoid a negative tone in detailing the issues
revealed or highlighted by the CGAs. It is important to stress that
there are healthy institutions and honest, dedicated politicians and
public servants in all PDMCs, and this section will mention as
many of them as possible.
Every country, developed or not, has weaknesses in
governance. In most developed countries, a strong civil society,
such as the media and non government organizations, monitors
government policies and activities, publicizes anomalies, blows
the whistle on wrongdoers, and works to keep governments open
and accountable to their citizens. In nearly all developing
countries, however, Western/liberal democracy is a relatively new
concept and practice; in the Pacific region, especially, the system
is laid onto the base of a longstanding traditional culture whose
values and institutions often seem at odds with it. The kinds of
governance institutions that are so critical in producing equitable
and effective development have not had time to develop fully, nor
have communities had time to work through the process of
integrating the new and old systems and processes, sorting out
what works and what doesn’t and developing a model that is
suitable for them and the region.
The purpose of the CGAs is to help ADB, the PDMC
governments, and other aid providers to work together to raise
awareness of how important good governance is as a condition for
equitable and effective development in their countries and in the
region. To reform the system, it is necessary to point out where it
needs reforming. Additionally, the CGAs also aim to increase ADB
understanding of the country, contribute to the Country Strategy
and Program and determine ADB’s assistance in this area.

Legislature, Machinery of Government,
and P
ublic Administration
Public
As a starting point for an assessment of government
administration, it should be noted that three different political
systems exist in the Pacific:
(i)

Tonga is described as a constitutional monarchy, but in
practice the King occupies a special position and has
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(ii)

(iii)

significant power, as he appoints the Cabinet, which
makes up one third of the Parliament, with another third
elected by the nobles (some 33 families), who also have a
relationship with the royal family. Only one third of
Parliament represents ordinary citizens. The Privy
Council, made up of Cabinet members and chaired by
the King, has ultimate authority in all matters.
The North Pacific countries (FSM and Palau) adopted
the US presidential system, with a Congress and an
elected President who has executive power and
authority. Congress members and the President are
elected as individuals as there is no political party
system in both countries. A Council of Chiefs, whose
authority is recognized in these countries’ constitutions,
protects traditional customs and values.
The remaining countries 12 adopted a version of the
Westminster political system, with political parties, a
Parliament, and the executive and judiciary similar to
the structure maintained in colonial governments. The
“national” layer of government under the colonial
arrangements did not interact closely with traditional
forms of leadership except where they were co-opted
into the colonial structure, as for example in the Fiji
Islands, when recognition was given, via the Fijian
Affairs Act of 1874, to the Great Council of Chiefs and
lower-level chiefs, and a parallel administrative system
to look after the welfare of native Fijians. Today the Great
Council of Chiefs does not have formal political power,
but politicians cannot afford to ignore its roles and
influence. While under the law chiefs must compete with
ordinary citizens for political power through the ballot
box (except in Samoa, where only matai, members of the
chiefly caste, can become parliamentarians), traditional
status is very often a factor in increasing one’s
legitimacy and influence.

12
Despite its geographical proximity and close association with the US through the
Compact of Free Association Agreement, RMI adopted a Westminster-style political
system whereby the President, who is also the head of state, is appointed by the
Legislature (the Nitijela). The President selects the Cabinet from members of the Nitijela,
and the Cabinet, jointly and individually, is accountable to the Legislature.
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As a point of information, Timor-Leste constitutes an
exception, having adopted a European congressional system, with
a popularly elected president who has limited powers and a prime
minister whose party holds a majority in Parliament. Ministers are
nonpolitical, appointed by the president on the recommendation of
the prime minister, and are therefore accountable to the prime
minister.
In all PDMCs except Tonga, a clear separation of powers
exists among the legislative, executive, and judicial branches of
government, and the exercise of democratic principles is legislated
and generally observed. However, given the nature of Pacific
island societies and their traditions, the effectiveness of this
fundamental separation of powers and of associated institutions
and processes in delivering good governance is increasingly a
matter of debate. The fit between the traditional culture of
leadership and administration, and the Western democratic
paradigm is perceived to be poor.
Pacific Island leaders, at the end of their two-day roundtable
discussion on Democracy and Good Governance (Nadi, Fiji
Islands, August 2002), agreed that “there is no perfect
constitutional model to suit all Pacific island countries. Existing
written Constitutions, based largely on the Westminster model,
often contain aspects that are foreign to the Pacific experience and
fail to take account of the values of Pacific societies…” Many
Pacific leaders said they felt Western values of democracy had
been imposed on their already established traditions and cultures.
The leaders agreed that the “unique cultures of each Pacific island
country need to be recognized,” that democracy is new to many
Pacific island countries, and that they should be given time to
accept democracy at their own pace. The pace of acceptance needs
to be in tune with the capacity to absorb the process. They need
time to adjust.13

13

PACNEWS. 2003. Third on line edition, 20 August.
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However,
[D]evelopment implies a change from traditional to modern
societies. Such change has both costs and benefits… Roseate
views of traditional life became dominant and were adopted
as realistic and accurate by Pacific leaders. It was a short step
to argue that traditional social institutions could be
maintained without change and yet deliver the modern
education, health [care], jobs and incomes that Pacific
islanders, like people everywhere, want.

It is implicit in the views of the Pacific political leaders that
integration of indigenous cultures and modern requirements for
equitable development is widely agreed upon, but to date no
PDMC government has undertaken the process of reshaping its
system of democratic government to better suit local conditions
(with the exception of Fiji Islands, which has done so in response
to coups and the desire to protect the political supremacy of
indigenous Fijians). Thus, tradition and modernity blur; each is
used as it fits one’s personal and political agenda. The
constitutional references to the role of chiefs, tradition, and culture
are often vague and not specific enough to be of help in practice.

Major Observations
Machinery of Government: Legislature and Public Service
•

16

The modern and traditional systems of governance coexist
uneasily. Whereas the former advocates individual merit,
neutrality, equal participation, and the rights of the individual
and the nuclear family, the latter demands priority and loyalty
for kin and community, consensual and consultative values
within the chief/”big men” traditional hierarchy, and
traditionally defined roles for men and women. Such
uncomfortable juxtapositions of values help to explain the
often ineffective application of a modern merit-based public
service system, widespread practices in the name of
traditional/culture that are deemed corrupt under the modern
system, and the inherent weaknesses of the electoral system.

Governance in the Pacific: Focus for Action 2005–2009

At a governance workshop in Rarotonga, Cook Islands,
in October 2003, the Solicitor General of the Cook Islands
suggested that the cultural aspects of good governance
needed to be acknowledged not only by public officials but
also by the community at large, so that both sides will
understand their role in enforcing good governance. In the
Cook Islands and the region generally, she maintained,
constituents often visit ministers for help with their personal
or family problems (for example, a son or daughter in need of
a job), and expect the ministers to deliver; thus the
community contributes to undermining good governance as
much as the politicians.
•

Meaningful or effective oversight by the legislative branch
of the executive is lacking, either due to lack of
understanding of the process, lack of education on the part
of the parliamentarians, or simply lack of interest. In many
PDMCs, parliaments have few sitting sessions, and/or
sessions are of extremely short duration: 30 days per year is
the average in PDMCs, and in the Cook Islands and Tuvalu,
sessions have been as short as 20 days per annum. The time
allowed for debates and consideration of bills is short;
parliamentarians are not well briefed as to their roles and
functions with respect to pending legislation, and neither
they nor their political parties have specialists to assist them.

•

The political systems as adopted in the countries’
constitutions make them rather complex and confusing to
ordinary citizens, especially where the chiefs, traditions,
and culture are recognized without clarification or
explanation in any practical or meaningful way. In Vanuatu,
for example, chiefs have an observer status at provincial
council meetings, but their relationship to the provincial
council is unclear. Further, when the implementation of a
provincial council decision will affect a village or district
within the province, no clear requirements exist for
consultation with the local community about the decision–not
even with the chiefs.
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•

Serious weaknesses exist in government policy
development and in decision-making capacity and
procedures, especially at the cabinet level. No clearly
established procedures exist in many PDMCs that spell out
requirements in terms of policy analysis to ensure that all
cabinet submissions are consistent with the strategic
direction and policy priorities that the Government has
established. Or even where these procedures exist,
compliance is often haphazard or non existent. In general,
very few PDMCs require legal, environmental, and financial
impact analysis of new policy and/or legislative proposals:
financial impact analysis is somewhat better developed
where such requirement exists. However strategic policy
development skills are not strong, either in sector
departments or at the prime ministerial office/cabinet levels.
This weakness may explain the lack of sustainability of
reform initiatives in several PDMCs.

•

Weaknesses in policy formulation are evident in all PDMCs,
but inadequate policy implementation skills are of even
more concer n, as these often lead to inconsistent
applications of approved policies . Neither category of
inadequacy helps to create a predictable policy environment
necessary to attract foreign investments.

•

Inadequate capacity building, coupled with the loss of
senior staff who have management and technical skills, is
common in many PDMCs. The Fiji Islands, for example,
suffered serious staff and skills losses as a result of
outmigration after the political events of 1987 and 2000. The
Cook Islands and Tonga cannot seem to keep qualified
professionals for more than a few years, most likely because of
low remuneration compared to comparable jobs open
elsewhere to graduates, inadequate opportunity for career
advancement, and frustration and lack of job satisfaction
because of the “cultural” aspects of personnel management.
Training under the reform decade of the 1990s had relied
mainly on consultants who had not been successful in
transferring skills to their local counterparts, or through more
sustainable mechanisms such as through some local
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educational institutions, or through the use of intermittent
consultancies which would give local staff the opportunity to
“learn through doing” while under “remote” supervision.
•

Effective mechanisms to encourage citizens’ participation
in the legislative process are largely lacking, because
information on the legislative agenda is almost never
available in advance, nor are draft bills published prior to
parliamentary consideration. Even when governments
provide advance notice on draft bills or the timing of their
consideration, the reality is that apart from a small number of
educated citizens who invariably live in the capital cities,
most people living outside the capital have a very limited
understanding of politics, citizens’ rights and obligations,
and public policy issues. Civic education is a longer-term
exercise than most PDMCs have had time for. Palau provides
a good example of basic civic education with the publication
of a government textbook by the Ministry of Education14 on
the government of Palau for use in secondary level schools as
it was recognized that “...many young Palauans have only a
superficial understanding of the role of government and little
knowledge about the structure of government in Palau and
how it has evolved…This book [aims] to provide Palauan
students with a basic understanding of the principles that
underlie that system. It emphasizes the relationship between
citizens and government and the importance of citizens being
involved in governmental decision making”.

•

Many exercises promoting community participation in
national political life have had variable results. As part of
the Comprehensive Reform Program supported by ADB, the
Vanuatu Government held several national summits,
involving civil society, community groups, and other
development partners, to generate interest and commitment
by the community in public sector reforms. The NGOs
involved, however, viewed the exercises as one-off and
ineffective: they saw no change in the way the Government

14
Ministry of Education, Republic of Palau. 2002. Government of Palau: A Nation That
Honors its Tradition, Koror.
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conducted its business, nor in the way national priorities for
annual resource allocation, especially public investment
program decisions, were determined.
In Samoa, on the other hand, NGOs and others involved
in the community’s participation in priority-setting exercises
in recent years viewed the process as more successful: they
feel more confident about their understanding of the process,
and have seen some of their input reflected in the final
strategic plans and the reporting back of achievements of past
plans by public officials.

Corruption in the Public Sector
•

15
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Corruption, seen as a major issue in all PDMCs, is
nonetheless regarded in many cases as “acceptable”
because of custom and tradition (e.g., kin and community
“sharing” values, expectations of chiefs/big men). Deciding
what constitutes corruption in Asia and the Pacific is more art
than science. People tend to use terms like “the Pacific way”
or “Asian values” to denigrate claims of corruption by
“outsiders”.
Some have attempted to argue that corruption in the
Pacific is of a relatively minor nature and difficult to judge
because of the wantok/kin/community sharing culture in most
PDMCs. All publicized cases of corruption in Pacific
countries involving politicians and public officials tend to be
in the nature of kickbacks, palm greasing, rank pulling, and
other misuse and abuse of public funds or public office.
Politicians and senior public servants apply pressures to get
jobs for their family/wantok, or at times under strong
pressures themselves “to help” as befits “community
leaders”. Enforcement and sanctions as to the illegal/
unethical practices of public officials and dealings between
the public and private sector are weak. Transparency
International, in its 2001 report on Fiji Islands, noted with
concern that “greasing the palms of public servants” is fast
becoming an accepted way of life in the Fiji Islands.”15

Transparency International Fiji. 2001. Country Study Report.
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It is estimated that one third of public investment in
many Asian and Pacific countries is lost to corruption.
Keeping in mind the difficulty of measurement, ADB
officials suggest that it can cost as much as one sixth
of a country’s potential gross domestic product.
Corruption also goes to the heart of the Millennium
Development Goals. Because corruption robs funds
from programs to improve health care, education, and
other basic services, the poor too often pay the price.
The World Bank Institute estimates that child mortality
can fall as much as 75% when countries tackle
corruption and improve their rule of law.16
•

In some PDMCs, it may be argued that corruption occurs at
high levels because of the composition of the government,
(coalition of non-ideological parties) or a “first-past-thepost” system that makes the number of electors so small that
“gifts” are “distributed” in return for votes. The incidence of
party swapping created political instability in PNG and
Vanuatu. The existence of legislation prohibiting such
practices, however, does not seem to help much, so long as
self-interest is the norm of political behavior and no sanction
exists for such behavior. A recent incident illustrates this point:
The Federated States of Micronesia Congress bill,
affording amnesty to “certain classes who are being
accused, or yet to be accused, or who have been
prosecuted of certain types of crimes,” has created a
firestorm since its introduction into the Congress in
mid-January [2004]… inasmuch as four former or
present congressmen are among those charged [with]
misuse of public funds… Even more frightening than
what the bill proposes is the assumption on which it
rests—that misuse of public funds is so widespread
that a large percentage of high officials would be
implicated if the government decided to prosecute all
wrongdoers.17

16
17

ADB Review, June 2004.
F. X. Hezel, S.J. 2004. Pacific Magazine, March.
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Electoral corruption is “a particularly dangerous
problem in the Pacific region”, especially in Melanesian
countries, according to Transparency International’s Global
Corruption Report 2003. The problem, according to the
report’s author, Mark Findley, is implementation: the
countries have legislation, leadership codes, and oversight
institutions, such as an Ombudsman’s office, but the way in
which politicians reflect on these provisions and respect them
renders them problematic.
In Vanuatu, the situation is similar to PNG [and] other
countries: you’ll find admirable and very strong
constitutional wording, which challenges politicians
and leaders to act in a moral and responsible way…
But in many respects that’s seen as little more than
wishful thinking and doesn’t translate well either into
parliamentary practice or into well-funded and wellresourced accountability mechanisms.18
•

Several PDMC governments19 participated in the ADB/OECD
supported “Anti-Corruption Action Plan for Asia and the
Pacific,” but the jury is still out on its effectiveness in combating
corruption in these countries. Corruption was recognized as a
key constraint to economic and social development in the
region in varying degrees and levels, yet few PDMCs have a
strong and willing civil society and media prepared and able to
address the issue. The work of the PNG Media Council with
participation of community groups on anti-corruption
initiatives prior to the 2002 election is worth noting (Box 4).
Although leadership codes exist in several countries in
the region, they are not perceived to be useful in bringing
about behavioral change; this indicates implementation
deficits (e.g., lack of compliance and enforcement) and
suggests a disconnect between the Westminster system
obligations required of elected leaders and those expected
under the traditional system.

18

PACNEWS. 2003. 12 February.
Cook Islands, Fiji Islands, PNG, Samoa, and Vanuatu were signatories to the AntiCorruption Action Plan at a meeting in Tokyo in November 2001. In early 2004, TimorLeste also became a signatory.
19
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Box 4: Papua New Guinea—Citizens and Media FFight
ight Back
for Good Governance
With a population of 5.5 million, innumerable ethnic groups (more than
800 separate languages), and 850 coastal islands, governance has always
been a challenge in Papua New Guinea (PNG). Governance deteriorated
after 1994 when the impact of the country’s largest revenue generator (44%
of the national budget), Bougainville Copper mine, which closed down in
1988) was felt fully. Inflation began taking a huge chunk of Papua New
Guineans’ earnings. Tourist arrivals in PNG dropped by 50% in 5 years.
Government and private sector services deteriorated rapidly, social
order—law and order—was seriously affected, and the theft of public
funds by officials became tolerated public behavior. By 1999, PNG was on
the verge of economic collapse. No one, it seemed, wanted to step
forward and stand up against corruption.
The newly formed Media Council of Papua New Guinea finally said NO to
corruption in 2001. In their campaign, they focused on three goals:
• expose leaders in the private and public sector involved in corrupt
practices;
• promote good governance and stability; and
• implement a grassroots media campaign to educate citizens and
create awareness of the problems—and what can be done about
them.
The radio station PNG-FM opened the War on Corruption, as it came to
be known, by airing the first-ever media campaign against corruption; the
Post-Courier followed up with substantive stories to support the radio
campaign. The first phase reminded citizens of the ongoing investigations
against corrupt public officials, (ii) called for the community to join in the
fight against corruption, (iii) encouraged good leaders to speak out, and
(iv) ran a corruption hotline to expose grafting public officials.
Phase 2 started with the 2002 elections. The Media Council promoted a
vote for good leadership, for change, against corruption, and for
empowerment of the people. It provided continuous direct coverage of
“anomalies” in the election process.
The positive results so far? The Community Watchdog Group, a
community coalition against corruption, has been set up, as has a selfregulating, independent Media Standards Committee. An Editors’ Task
Force on reporting corruption has also been established to aid in reporting
corruption. In both print and electronic media, special sections have been
established to aid in promoting good governance.
Source: PowerPoint presentation by Bob Howarth, Managing Director of the
PNG Post Courier and member of the Media Council of Papua New Guinea.
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Oversight of the Executive
•

Oversight institutions, such as the offices of ombudsman and
auditor general, are often poorly resourced and ineffective.
In a speech to the July 2003 regional governance workshop,
the Auditor General of the Fiji Islands cited the following
issues that hindered financial accountability in his country:
(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

No audit access to all “public funds” despite court
rulings mandating such access (e.g., Fiji Military Forces
Trust Funds, Police Department Special Branch
budgetary allocations).
Despite constitutional provisions, not all public agencies
are “accountable” directly to Parliament, because the
mandate and scope of the Audit Office are incomplete.
For example, the audit of commercial statutory authorities
and government commercial companies is undertaken by
private sector auditors that do not have a mechanism to
report directly to Parliament except via the minister20.
The office of the Auditor General is not completely
independent of the executive government, because its
budget appropriations and staff appointments are subject
to executive government decisions, such as those of the
Ministry of Finance and the Public Service Commission.
The rules and regulations under which the Auditor
General operates are outdated. For example, the Fiji
Islands’ Finance Instructions, and Supplies and
Services Instructions were last revised in 1982.

The Parliamentary Public Accounts Committees in all
PDMCs have insufficient resources, political will, and/or
knowledge/interest to carry out their critical functions. The
PNG’s Permanent Public Accounts Committee (with new
parliamentarians in the majority of its membership), however,
has been active since the 2002 election in keeping many public
agencies under the spotlight of public pressure; its scrutiny
power and an active inquiry program provide a good example of
20
The Fiji government recognizes this deficiency and aims to rectify it through a draft
Audit bill prepared in August 2004 under the Financial Management Reform program.
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oversight, but it still suffers from inadequate resources and
support, which render it less than fully effective.
The Ombudsman office, which exists in several PDMCs,
is another mechanism to keep executive government (i.e.,
politicians and public servants) open and accountable.
However, the inability to enforce compliance with rules and
regulations, and the lack of follow-up on ombudsmen’s
reports by governments relegate the reports to the category of
mainly interesting reading. A bright spot is PNG’s
Ombudsman Office, which has a high profile and has done a
good job of enforcing legislative requirements in relation to
the leadership code and political behavior.

Decentralization
•

In most PDMCs, local governments have little capacity and
limited funding relative to transferred responsibilities. They
receive inadequate funds from central governments, and
generally lack the expertise and the staff to undertake
programs or to collect own-source revenue—which collection
usually turns out to be more costly to administer than the
revenue raised. As this is the level of government that
interacts directly with the people, their inability to deliver
services does not make the outlook for participatory
democracy at the grassroots level especially bright.
In Vanuatu, for example, the funding formula for local
government allots the same amount to every province
regardless of size or population. Thus, provinces with smaller
councils (i.e., smaller population) end up receiving more
money per capita than larger ones. The ultimate shortfall of
funds, both those obtained from the central government and
those collected locally from various levies, is so drastic that
the autonomy and flexibility of local government may mean
little when it comes to meeting citizens’ needs.

•

Decentralization of service delivery has been rushed in
several countries; inadequate consideration was given to
alternative strategies, the views of local communities, the
difficulties of transferring compensatory resources and
expenditure authority, and the capacity of people at the local
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council level to undertake the tasks. In the Cook Islands, for
example, decentralization was pushed through in 1999 with
little consideration of either the human or financial capacity
of local authorities to deliver services. Many of the decisions
were reversed in 2002 following a change of minister.
Confusion resulted when decentralization/re-centralization
decisions were made without any policy guidance in the form
of legislation or other documents.
•

Many PDMCs appear overgoverned at the local level .
Beyond just the levels of “traditional” leadership/authority
and the “modern” government system that overlays it, there
are several layers of administration that impinge on local
administration, either because of accretions over time, as in
the Fiji Islands (Box 5), or because of the complexities of
federalism, as in FSM (Box 6).
Box 5: Overgovernment—F
ragmentation in the FFiji
iji Islands
Overgovernment—Fragmentation
The Fiji Islands suffers from fragmented administrative arrangements for
local government that began in the colonial years and has accreted
multiple layers of administration. Provincial councils were first created in
the 19th century, under the provisions of the Fijian Affairs Act 1874, to look
after the well-being and good governance of indigenous Fijians. Under its
provisions, 14 provincial councils, comprising chiefs at the provincial and
district levels, are in turn supported by chiefs at the village level. Since then,
Rural Local Authorities, whose members are appointed by the Minister for
Health under the Public Health Act, have been created to operate in nonurban areas to implement the Rural Subdivision Act, and provide services
such as those provided by elected municipal councils in administering the
Town Planning Act, having to raise their own funding from local rates,
business licenses and garbage collection fees. Meanwhile, Rural Advisory
Councils, which are accountable to the Minister for Regional
Development, provide services in rural areas through district officers and
regional commissioners.
The superimposition of provincial councils, rural local authorities, rural
advisory councils, and elected municipal councils is bound to bring
confusion, even if roles and responsibilities are defined in legislation. The
Government has recognized the potential overlap of functions in local
government administration; a review of this element of the administrative
machinery was commissioned in 2002. A consultant’s report is reported to
have been submitted to the Government in 2003, but no response to it has
yet been published.
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Box 6: Overgovernment—T
oo Much FFederalism
ederalism in the
Overgovernment—Too
Federated States of Micronesia?
The Federated States of Micronesia (FSM) is a victim of its own federal
organization. Its 1978 Constitution, significantly inspired by that of the
United States, divides the government into legislative, executive, and
judicial branches. In addition, each of the four constituting states (Chuuk,
Kosrae, Pohnpei, and Yap) also has a constitution dividing its government
into the same three branches. Each state is in turn divided into local
governments (or municipalities), a total of around 60 administrations in all,
each of which has its own constitution and comprises an elected mayor
and its own employees to deliver services, including a municipal-level
police force. These municipalities operate as if each state were a
federation of local governments although it must be noted that at the
lowest level, traditional ways seem to apply as the chiefs are involved in
and have significant influence on local elections and administration.
The impact of the federal system is a heavy one, in costs, inadequacy of
human resources, and inefficiency. While having such a degree of
decentralization may result in more grassroots democracy in FSM, the
financial and human resources required to support three levels of
government, each with its own version of legislative, executive, and judicial
functions, for a population of around 110,000, may render this democratic
arrangement unaffordable and unsustainable over the longer term.

Palau, ADB’s newest member, also has a fairly decentralized
government system, with 16 constituent states for a population of
19,200 people (as of the 2000 Census of Population and Housing),
of which only 14,000 are citizens. The Constitution authorizes
each state to have a legislature, chief executive, and supporting
staff to carry out state-provided services. The efficiency and
affordability of such a system is problematic; some state
governments are simply too small to be sustainable (for example
states with 250 to 500 inhabitants). In Palau, however, the national
government provides corporate support to many state
governments to ensure some degree of efficiency.

Public Financial Management
Reforms in public financial management in the PDMCs
have been a key focus of assistance by major development partners
over the past decade. Where public sector reforms, including
reforms of public finances, were undertaken as a result of fiscal
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crises, macroeconomic stabilization measures were generally
successful: public expenditures were cut and revenue collection
and administration were improved. This success was due in part to
placing conditions on assistance (e.g., public service downsizing)
and also to the countries’ realization of the need to live within their
means if more painful adjustments were to be avoided in the
future. The frequency of disclosure of fiscal statistics has also
improved somewhat, though there is room for improvement in the
timeliness and reliability of the data. Sustaining these reform
initiatives, however, has proved difficult for numerous reasons.

Major Observations
•

Several PDMCs have benefited from bilateral assistance in
the late 1990s to increase the level of revenue collection
through improved administration and a change to more
efficient and progressive tax policies as well as improved
compliance and enforcement. Assistance was also provided
by development partners to implement changes to fiscal duty
rates and tariffs to comply with World Trade Organization
(WTO) requirements as part of the condition for entry into
WTO. Preliminary steps to encourage direct foreign
investments such as reduction of business and legal red tape
and clarification of “reserved” industries and activities have
also been introduced in some countries.

•

The stop/start, piecemeal approach to public financial
management since the initial reform initiatives is due
mainly to a lack of policy formulation and analysis skills in
central agencies and sector departments, to ensure that
programs and actions contribute to coherent strategies and
consistent policy priorities. While it is generally recognized
that skills and resource constraints in all PDMCs make public
financial management reforms difficult, the process has not
been carried out effectively for the following main reasons:
the short-term nature of aid providers’ funding programs, the
absence of a government driven statement of priorities, the
lack of comprehensive, properly sequenced and realistic
implementation plans and inadequate emphasis on capacity
building in the design and monitoring of projects.
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Two examples of this weakness can be seen in Fiji
Islands and Vanuatu. Vanuatu’s Comprehensive Reform
Program, launched in 1998 and supported by ADB, was
premised on the enactment of legislation to improve public
service administration and public financial management, and
to commercialize/corporatize statutory authorities. Thus,
Parliament enacted all the 8 pieces of legislation very quickly
as required under the program loan, with little consideration
being given to implementation. However, after consultants
departed in December 2002, few changes can be seen in the
way the Government operates or the way public finances are
managed.
The situation in the Fiji Islands is illustrative of the
piecemeal approach. The Public Finance Management Act
1999 was suspended shortly after its passage in March 1999,
but the Public Service Act 1999 has continued to be
implemented—even though its implementation relies, in
many respects, on the suspended Act. This has resulted in
inconsistent application of principles. For example, the Public
Service Commission appointed new chief executives for all
ministries in January 2004 under the performance contract
system envisaged in the Public Service Act 1999. Despite a lot
of preparatory work carried out in 2003 prior to the
introduction, performance agreements signed by the chief
executives are not fully satisfactory: while a chief executive’s
performance is to be judged on output and achievement of
results, s/he does not have the financial and administrative
flexibility that should go with such a results-based
performance system. This flexibility was provided for in the
suspended Public Finance Management Act 1999.
Another example is the incomplete implementation of
the public enterprise reforms that were enshrined in the
Public Enterprise Act 1996. The following agencies were
created as a result of the legislation, but they have
overlapping operational mandates and activities that are
contrary to the corporatization principles of the relevant
legislation: Airports Fiji Limited, a state owned enterprise
with responsibility for running the Nadi and Suva
international airports, while also providing air traffic control,
which is a safety function; and the Civil Aviation Authority of
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Fiji Islands, which has responsibility for air safety and
compliance functions, but which also has a 51% share
ownership in Air Terminal Services (a commercial operation)
and operates housing estates around the airports to provide
accommodation for airport workers. The Fiji Islands
government recognized this deficiency and in mid-2003
initiated a revised financial management reform program that
takes into account lessons learned from past efforts and the
need to have consistent policies across all areas of public
sector management.
•

The application of “leading edge” concepts and techniques
for fiscal reform has taken little account of local constraints,
including resources and technical skills, cultural value
systems, and the capacity for adaptation and for managing
change . The New Zealand model of public sector
management reforms, or some variation of which was
adopted by a number of PDMCs (Cook Islands, Fiji Islands,
FSM, and Vanuatu) emphasizes the concepts of fiscal
responsibility, medium-term expenditure frameworks,
performance/output-based budgeting, and accrual-based
accounting and financial reporting, but without the necessary
implementation details which are critical to make the systems
work. In each of these countries, inadequate attention to the
prioritization and sequencing of the reform elements, and to
capacity constraints, has rendered a good many of these
initiatives unsustainable.
– In the Cook Islands, reliance on expatriate staff for the
implementation of fiscal and management reforms in
1996/97 led to a lack of “ownership” and commitment by
public servants and politicians, who reversed some of the
initiatives at their earliest opportunity. The reliance on
expatriate staff continues to this day21.

21
Reliance on expatriate staff for fiscal management in small economies like the Cook
Islands may not necessarily be undesirable, as it enhances the perceived independence.
However, this has to be done in conjunction with other mechanisms to ensure ownership
and sustainability in the longer term.
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– In Vanuatu, the various pieces of reform legislation were
passed by Parliament very quickly in 1999 and 2000 to
enable releases of the ADB program loan, but to date the
Government has still not complied with or implemented
many of the legislative requirements because of lack of
understanding, commitment, and capacity to carry them
out.
– In Samoa, the introduction of output-based budgeting in
1995 was viewed as very difficult, as the Samoan
representative explained at the July 2003 regional
governance workshop; departmental staff resisted the
program because of inadequate skills and lack of
understanding of the benefits. The implementation was
subsequently modified to take account of the Samoan
context—“own pace, own way”—and this made it easier
for the staff to accept it. This was not the end of the
modifications: improvements are still being made to the
definition of outputs and performance indicators and
measurements, as part of the full implementation of the
Public Finance Management Act 2001.
•

Insufficient effort has been directed to establishing effective
processes to link national strategic priorities, resource
allocation decisions, and budget execution and monitoring
functions. No PDMC has yet successfully implemented any
form of medium-term fiscal framework; some have
introduced a basic version of a forward estimates system, but
the system lacks coherence and consistency, because it
generally covers only current expenditure and includes few
estimates of capital expenditure or the consequences of
capital expenditure on current expenditure in future years.
Plenty of technical materials on public expenditure
management are available (from ADB, the World Bank, the
International Monetary Fund, United Nations Development
Programme, the United Kingdom Department for
International Development) covering the whole gamut of
policies and best practice. The difficulties PDMCs encounter
are not so much what to do, but how to implement reforms in
their own national context, taking into account country
specific constraints and capacity, and the cultural value
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systems that may impact on priorities and sequencing. For
example, a perusal of Vanuatu’s 2004 Budget documents and
the medium term “Priorities and Action Agenda” showed that
inadequate attention was given to time-bound action plans,
financial and skill constraints, and links between the two
documents. Specifically, the fifth national priority calls for
“[e]nabling greater stakeholder participation in policy
formulation by institutionalizing the role of chiefs,
nongovernmental organizations, and civil society in decision
making at all levels of government”; however, none of the
identifiable programs in the Prime Minister ’s office or the
Ministry of Comprehensive Reform Program reflected this
priority.
•

The financial reform programs in the 1990s were seen as aid
provider and consultant driven, causing a lack of
“ownership” and commitment. All participants in the July
2003 regional governance workshop emphasized this point,
which was seen as the key reason for the difficulties PDMCs
had with sustaining the reform initiatives. In several PDMCs,
some of the initial reform policies were rolled back because
politicians and public officials perceived that the reforms
were being “imposed” by aid providers, not only in the timing
and prioritization of policies, but also in the scope and
content of the reforms.

•

Coordination between aid providers and recipient PDMCs
is inadequate. While this is a genuine issue, PDMC
governments cannot expect aid providers to do the work, then
complain that they should coordinate better. The recipient
countries must themselves be in the driver ’s seat for aid
coordination. Samoa is an example of how a country can reap
the benefits of better aid coordination: the Government
knows its priorities and where the needs are, and works with
aid providers to direct assistance to specific projects and
programs.
“Aid is not effective if every donor has its own strategy,
each accompanied by complex procedures that overburden
poor countries’ institutional capacity,” says Ms. Erna
Witoelar, United Nations Special Ambassador for the
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Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) for Asia and the
Pacific, in a June 2004 interview in ADB Review.
When I was in the Government, I was very upset
because ADB had its own poverty strategy, the World
Bank had its own poverty strategy and the Department
for International Development of the United Kingdom
had its own poverty strategy for the same country—
Indonesia. We were just observers of this process. It
was a case of their experts debating among
themselves—about us. We don’t have ownership of
these processes. They don’t need to work for us, they
have to work with us.22
•

All Pacific island governments in 2002 adopted the
Millennium Development Goals, which must be
mainstreamed into the process of national planning,
resource allocation, and implementation at all levels of
government if they are to be achieved by 2015. Discussions
with senior officials and a perusal of budget documents and
medium term strategic development plans of several PDMCs
indicated, firstly, a lack of awareness of the critical
importance of this linkage if results are to be achieved and
measured by the 2015 deadline, and, secondly, where
awareness of MDG exists, the knowledge of how to effectively
operationalize the obligations at national and local levels is
lacking especially given the multitude of other reform
initiatives and day to day “crises” that senior officials have to
contend with. Commitment from the highest political level
and assistance from development partners will be necessary if
this is to be achieved. Ambassador Witoelar emphasized this
point in her ADB Review interview:

22
Achieving the Millennium Development Goals—Realistic, Possible? 2004. ADB
Review, p. 5.
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Governments need to be constantly reminded of the
commitments they have already made to achieve the
goals and that they should be really serious and
mainstream them in existing work. But the real
implementation has to happen at the local level…
Many countries actually have money to reach the
goals, it is just that [they] have not been using it in an
effective way. [That’s why] good governance is
important, like accountability, participation,
transparency, and minimizing corruption…23
•

Too many PDMCs have a poor “culture of compliance” with
no effective sanctions for flouting rules and regulations,
especially financial transgressions and abuse of systems. In
the Fiji Islands, the Auditor General reported to Parliament
that his office was denied access to some trust funds
controlled by the Commander of the Fiji Military Force, but to
date, even though there is judiciary support for the Auditor
General’s position, the situation remains a standoff. In
Vanuatu, the Ombudsman has reported numerous
transgressions, administrative and financial, but the will to
enforce the law seems to be lacking: problems are known,
culprits identified, but the executive power necessary for
successful prosecution is rarely exercised to bring these cases
to court.

•

Importance of procurement rules in combating corruption
has been downgraded in the rush to downsize public
administration in order to reduce the budget deficits. Public
service reforms in recent years have generally downgraded
the role of centralized procurement due to reduction in staff
number, or a complete dismantling of procurement offices.
However the devolution of procurement decisions to
agencies has not been supported by adequate training and
staffing. This is an area where opportunities for corruption
are rife as it is a thin line between corrupt practices and
“traditional values”. In many instances, public servants are

23
Achieving the Millennium Development Goals—Realistic, Possible? 2004. ADB
Review, p. 4.
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caught in the middle of ministerial “instructions” and
generally accepted procurement rules and practices with no
assistance provided in such conflict situations. Training in
procurement is needed (for both politicians and public
servants) not only in terms of rules and processes but also of
transparency/accountability obligations and avoidance of
conflict of interest situations.

The Legal and Regulatory Framework
The legal and judiciary systems of a country are essential to
address and resolve conflicts between citizens (including legal
entities), and between citizens and the government. An
assessment of legal and regulatory frameworks is important to
determine the extent to which the rule of law applies, and whether
there is an adequate and transparent regulatory regime which can
be enforced by the government.
•

In most PDMCs, the legal and regulatory systems are
generally weak and underdeveloped, due to the lack of skills
and resources to enforce compliance, as well as the lack of
predictability and transparency of policy decisions. Most
PDMCs rely on external assistance for important
investigations, since many of the countries’ oversight offices
(Office of the Ombudsman, Director of Public Prosecutions)
do not have sufficient resources to employ skilled
investigative staff. Legal drafting is another area of weakness
because senior officials do not provide adequate instructions
from a policy perspective to ensure consistency and
predictability of the legal, regulatory and policy framework.

•

Given the small population, financial constraints and
scarcity of skills in many PDMC economies, the
appropriateness of a competitive and regulatory framework
for public utilities and the means to achieve it may have to
be modified from those practiced elsewhere. For example,
scarcity of technical, financial and legal skills and the
existence of a small hierarchical community may make
outsourcing of the regulatory functions in countries like
Tonga desirable in order to maintain independence of the
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regulators. For similar reasons, the formulation of corporate
governance arrangements in state-owned enterprises will
have to take into account political and social systems in each
country to ensure that transparency and accountability
requirements are observed.
•

Several governments have initiated public enterprise
reforms focusing on improving the efficiency and
productivity of state-owned enterprises, but without the
necessary protection of the public interest. As public utilities
such as electricity, water, and telecommunications are the
main candidates for such treatment, it is of some concern that
the reform efforts in some countries have not adequately
covered changes in the regulatory framework to ensure that
the public interest is protected while competition is
introduced to reduce the cost of doing business, especially in
the context of Pacific economies, geographically isolated
small markets with constraints in skills. The issues of crosssubsidization and “cream skimming” by potential
competitors should also be considered in public enterprise
sector reforms.

•

In several PDMCs, the police force is perceived to be
corrupt and lacking in skills to undertake investigations
that would lead to prosecutions. Transparency International
has reported that “The lack of technical expertise of the
required level to investigate, bring charges and convict
offenders is a disturbing trend in Fiji and it brings a lot of
doubt over the Government’s resolve of upholding law, order
and justice.”24 The Fiji Islands government recognizes the
deficiency and in 2003 agreed to assistance provided by
Australia through the appointment of an expatriate police
commissioner who is seen to be competent and independent
to carry out reforms of the police service.

24
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The Judicial System
•

The judicial systems in most PDMCs are seen as generally
independent, relatively free of corruption, and “reasonably
resourced.” The use of external judges to help make up for
the lack of qualified local judicial officials is seen as effective
and as providing the independence needed to overcome the
problems of rendering judgment in such close-knit,
hierarchical societies.

•

A substantial gap nevertheless exists in adequately trained
and experienced judicial service personnel. Legal aid in
many PDMCs is being cut back because of decreases in
government funding; this makes access to justice for the poor
and disadvantaged more difficult.

•

Several PDMCs (Samoa, Palau and Vanuatu), have
instituted parallel systems to deal with the tangle of
customary land disputes, an important step given the
special and sensitive nature of land in Pacific cultures. The
parallel systems have generally not greatly improved the
efficiency of disposition of land cases, however, because of
the shortage of people “qualified” by their knowledge of
customary land ownership and management to hear such
cases. Resolving land tenure and ownership has generally
been a long and arduous process and has hampered the use of
land as collateral to facilitate private sector development.

•

Although most PDMCs acknowledge the special nature and
importance of tradition and custom in their constitutions,
such matters are otherwise left to the elders and chiefs. In
Vanuatu, an interesting experiment is taking place: the
National Council of Chiefs in 2001 was considering the drafting
of a bill in which oral “laws” would be codified, with external
assistance. There have been calls recently to formally recognize
the status and contribution that the chiefs may make to
improving governance and public officials’ behavior. In most
countries the role chiefs may play in the judicial system is
unclear. The Chief Justice of Palau advocated an approach by
which modernity mixes with tradition to ensure harmony:
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judges may consider history, tradition and cultural factors in
making decisions so that the decisions would be seen as fair
and reasonable by most Palauans.

Civil Society and Governance
•

The freedoms of information, association, speech, and
religion are guaranteed in all PDMCs. Aside from the recent
instance in Tonga where the government’s amendment of
certain sections of the constitution is seen as restricting press
freedom, media in the region are free, and publication of
“leaks” is not restricted except for the usual threats of libel/
defamation action and intimidation. Few court cases are
brought against journalists, but these are generally settled
without much damage to media freedom. However, capacity
for investigative journalism in general and of analysis of news
stories and leaks prior to publication in particular, is lacking.

•

The strength of civil society in the region is uneven: for
example, it is strong in PNG, Fiji Islands, Samoa, and Vanuatu,
but in other PDMCs, it hardly exists, except for women’s groups
within churches and some recent environmental NGOs
established with assistance from the European Union. To date,
the focus of a majority of NGOs are on social development and
environmental issues rather than government fiscal
accountability and transparency in decision-making processes.
With increasing poverty, awareness of corruption and ethnic
tension in several countries, some NGOs have become more
active in demanding accountability of governments, politicians
and senior public servants in meeting community standards
and expectations. The aid community including ADB has taken
up this call by providing assistance to civil society organizations
to improve NGOs’ understanding of the governmental fiscal
process, and financial advocacy skills to enhance their
effectiveness in changing the way public resources are used
and are directed towards the poor and disadvantaged groups in
society.

•

Local NGOs in the region generally find it hard to survive
without external financial support from bilateral funding
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agencies or their international NGO counterparts .
Economic NGOs such as Chambers of Commerce and
employers’ groups fare better than social NGOs in terms of
financial support from their constituents. In the Fiji Islands
and PNG, labor unions are strong, but the movement barely
exists in other PDMCs. In the Fiji Islands, however, since the
1987 coup, and even more noticeably since May 2000, the
union movement has split along racial lines. This move does
not enhance the unions’ bargaining power with employers’
groups, and complicates the conventional tripartite
arrangement (employers, employees, and governments) that
is supposed to foster the harmonious industrial relations
crucial for attracting foreign investment and promoting
economic development.
Funding for social NGOs is problematic given their wish
to remain independent of governments in spite of their
reliance on public funds for some of their services. Some
PDMC governments provide in-kind assistance, such as
office accommodation, at no cost. Experience in other
countries suggests that as certain NGOs become more active
in specific areas and gain credibility with the community,
monetary contributions from governments either for services
rendered or simply annual grants will not be seen as
compromising their independence.
•

25

Regulatory regime for NGOs is weak in the region. NGOs
supported by their international counterparts generally
observe minimum standards of internal governance
especially in relation to financial accountability. A great
number of NGOs do not seem to comply with the minimum
standards of governance for non profit organizations. A
recent report commissioned by SustainAbility, UN Global
Compact and the United Nations Environment Programme25
indicated that very few international NGOs in fact observe all
the transparency and accountability standards that they
demand from governments. In the Pacific, some assistance
has been forthcoming from bilateral aid providers to help
improve basic financial accountability of NGOs.
SustainAbility. 2003. The 21st Century NGO – In the Market for Change.
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III. Community Governance
Assessments
Community governance assessments 26 attempted to
ascertain the extent to which people in Pacific islands grassroots
communities understood both traditional and modern (national)
governance institutions and processes, and how both systems
impacted them and their communities. A total of 20 communities
in four countries (Fiji Islands, Kiribati, Solomon Islands, and
Vanuatu) participated in the study. A number of participatory tools
and procedures were used to guide research and analysis in case
study communities. The assessments also created opportunities for
the communities to participate and learn from the process of
information gathering. The community governance assessments
complemented the ADB-conducted assessments of public sector
governance. An understanding of grassroots community
perspectives on governance was intended to enable better
targeting of ADB assistance toward the relevant groups and the
relevant areas for improvement.
Key findings of the community assessments confirm that
(i) traditional custom and values have a strong impact on the
conduct of the electoral system and national governance;
(ii) at the grassroots level, while there is little understanding
of the national governance systems and processes,
communities have strong expectations that the national
and lower levels of government will provide basic public
services; and
(iii) a decline of knowledge of community values and respect
for chiefly authority are seen as contributing to the
proliferation of land disputes at grassroots level and to
crime at other levels of government.
The Appendix provides more information on the community
assessments.
26
ADB. 2002. RETA 6065, Assessing Community Perspectives on Governance in the
Pacific.

IV
IV.. Improving Governance for
2005–2009: A Strategic F
ocus
Focus
At independence, Pacific peoples hoped for high standards
of living in education, health and longevity as well as material
comforts… The living standards of Pacific peoples [however] have
stagnated and even fallen… Women have always been, and are,
the workers of the Pacific, yet they bear the brunt of emerging
deprivation and insecurity in villages and towns. Many men are
unemployed in urban areas and most are underemployed in
villages. Deep dissatisfaction has inevitably followed, erupting in
a culture of arms and violence.27
The above description of the Pacific is a far cry from the
image of pristine blue seas, swaying palms and paradise on earth
often associated with the Pacific. The Solomon Islands has been
cited as the first “failed state” in the Pacific; serious concerns have
also been expressed about the future of some other Pacific island
countries that seem to be moving down a similar path of economic
decline, political instability, and unchecked corruption leading to
the spread of weapons, crime, and violence. The picture in the
remaining countries is a little brighter, but living standards for the
majority of the people in the region as a whole have not improved.
The problem of access to education, health, clean water, sanitation,
housing, and markets, particularly for the poor, are all too evident
and getting worse.28
Reasons for this state of affairs are many, including
inappropriate economic and trade policies; slow economic growth
coupled with population increases; and the challenges for
development associated with communal land ownership, poor
governance institutions and practices, corruption, and crime.
Good governance has always been a sensitive matter in any
discussion on development in the Pacific. The findings of the
governance assessments ADB has undertaken are consistent with
the views expressed by many commentators on the subject of
27
Helen Hughes. 2003. Aid has failed the Pacific. Sydney: Centre for Independent
Studies. p. 2.
28
S. Siwatibau. 2003. Some Development Challenges in the Pacific Region. Suva:
University of the South Pacific. p. 3.

governance in the Pacific. The following key points are relevant to
the context of ADB past and current development assistance in the
Pacific:
(vi) The scope and content of past reforms were complex and,
in large part, foreign to traditional Pacific culture and
value systems.
(vii) The inability of PDMCs to sustain past governance
reforms, even with the support of major development
partners including ADB, is partly due to the lack of
country ownership and commitment by stakeholders.
(viii) Technical and management skills are scarce and training
programs have been largely ineffective. The use of
consultants is another aspect that requires rethinking on
the part of development partners.
(ix) The cultural and value systems prevailing in
communities outside the capital cities need to be better
understood and reflected, as appropriate, in government
strategic priorities and resource allocation decisions.
(x) Civil society, including community groups, provides a
valuable link between governments and citizens and
could be better used to enhance accountability of
governments and public officials.
The objectives of the reforms in the Pacific are as valid today
as they were in the mid-1990s, with the key focus on
macroeconomic stability, public sector efficiency and
effectiveness, and private sector development. When considering
strategy and action plans for the next planning period, it is
necessary to consider and apply the lessons from past reform
efforts. Further actions to improve public sector governance
institutions and processes are still needed, but they have to be
owned and implemented by the PDMCs themselves, at the pace
appropriate to each country’s stage of development and within the
constraints of local skills and resources.
Assistance from development partners in the region,
including ADB, remains critical given the poor economic
performance in most countries in the past decades. Those
supporting public sector reforms have to be cognizant of the
longer-term nature of capacity building and the need for
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complementary actions to generate economic growth and to
reduce poverty. Also crucial are actions to make governance
institutions and processes effective, so as to ensure that any
growth dividends and productivity savings are distributed fairly to
the poor and the disadvantaged in Pacific societies.
ADB’s governance focus complements and supports the
overall Pacific Strategy for the period 2005–2009. Given its
mandate and resources, and recognizing the important roles
played by other development partners in the region, ADB
proposes to focus its governance assistance in the PDMCs on
policies and activities that will
•

Improve government financial management, notably by
using near-term assistance to improve the processes of
linking government strategic priorities, including the MDGs,
to a medium-term fiscal framework, annual budgetary
resource allocation, and the effective and timely reporting of
budget execution for accountability and management
purposes. This includes improving the capacity of central
government agencies (i.e. prime minister/cabinet offices and
finance/treasury/national planning departments) to analyze
and support sector policies and programs formulated by line
agencies so as to ensure compliance and consistency with the
government’s strategic direction, priorities, and policies.

•

Improve the efficiency and productivity of public
enterprises by strengthening government capability to
sustain appropriate public enterprise reforms and instituting
performance monitoring regimes within the capacity and skill
constraints of the Pacific economies.

•

Improve financial knowledge and advocacy skills of civil
society and selected community groups, especially in the
areas of government strategic planning and budgetary
processes. An understanding of government decision-making
processes and the ability to use published information
effectively will provide civil society groups with a powerful
tool to ask questions of governments about their
accountability and to maintain a watch on potential abuses of
power and corrupt practices.
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Improve the Public Financial Management Process
In most PDMCs, the linkage between, on the one hand,
high-level priorities and annual resources allocation decisions,
and on the other, day-to-day performance in service delivery and
operations is weak and not well understood by public servants and
interested stakeholders. Some PDMCs have adopted output
budgeting, but the stated outputs often do not show any
connection with the government’s desired strategic priorities and
policies.
Development partners have, in the recent past, provided
considerable assistance in corporate planning capacity in line
ministries, but the connection between government policy
priorities and budget appropriations, corporate outputs, and
performance indicators is only dimly perceived. A lesson from past
assistance in this area has been that political leaders and senior
public officials have only a vague awareness that the reform
agenda to which they have agreed requires prioritization and
sequencing of the reform objectives and implementation activities
taking into account resource/capacity constraints, risk mitigation,
and change management actions. The ultimate result of the
unclear linkages, and the time needed to achieve results, has been
unfulfilled expectations and, in many instances, inability to
sustain the reform initiatives.
Improving this process will include “localizing”29 MDGs
and other social/economic targets endorsed by PDMC
governments to individual country contexts and circumstances,
breaking these longer-term goals into shorter-term measurable
indicators, and translating these results-based measures into
financial resource requirements. This process accords with the
priority of all DMCs and the development partner community to
achieve the MDGs by 2015. This is only possible if countries’
priorities are aligned with resource allocations and linked to the
performance of ministers and senior public servants. This change
29
Several PDMCs have achieved certain MDGs, particularly those relating to
universal primary education, low and decreasing child mortality, and universal
immunization coverage (for example, Cook Islands, Fiji Islands, Samoa, and Tonga).
However, these countries have indicated the need to focus on other targets that are more
relevant for the countries’ current circumstances, such as improving retention rates for
secondary schools, improving the quality of education, especially in rural areas, and
providing non-formal/vocational education for school leavers.
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process requires careful management and effective monitoring to
ensure that governments have credible systems for reporting back
to the community on an ongoing basis between now and the 2015
deadline.

Improve the Efficiency and Productivity of Public Enterprises
The public sector still occupies an important position in most
Pacific island economies. Public sector reforms undertaken in the
region in the past decade have affected public enterprises, but
success in improving the efficiency and effectiveness of these
agencies is still a matter for debate. While reform legislation was
expected to clarify the objectives, accountability, roles and
functions of various parties in this sector (ministers, line
ministries, board of directors and chief executives), data on the
performance of public enterprises is sketchy and generally
unavailable to the public. Performance improvement is difficult
when implementation of legislative provisions in many countries is
incomplete for various reasons: for example, ministers and senior
public servants of line and central agencies still sit on boards of
directors of many public enterprises, while these agencies are
required to operate in a commercial manner with independent and
commercially-minded boards of directors.
Moreover, some governments’ unwillingness to apply the
basic principles of commercialization and corporatization set out
in the relevant legislation means that without clearly defined
objectives, appropriate capital structure, and independent boards
of directors, these agencies find it difficult to operate as
commercial businesses, and all but impossible to render
appropriate accountability to the government as owner. Assistance
to improve governments’ capacity to sustain public enterprise
reforms, with an adequate performance monitoring regime and
appropriate regulatory and competition framework within the
constraints of the typically small economy with dispersed
geography, is imperative if basic services critical to the
development of private businesses are to be improved and the cost
of doing businesses is reduced.
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Improve Financial Knowledge and Advocacy Skills of
Civil Society Groups
It is generally agreed that a robust and vibrant civil society,
especially an active and independent media, is a necessary and
critical ingredient for good governance. Civil society is an
important watchdog to help keep government open to scrutiny,
and to be on the alert for abuses of power and corrupt practices by
politicians and public servants. During the consultations
conducted in the course of developing the Pacific Strategy 2005–
2009, NGOs in the region expressed strong support for ADB
technical assistance that would help to build skills in civil society
(NGOs, journalists, and some community groups), from a pro-poor
perspective, in the areas of budget literacy, financial analysis, and
advocacy skills.
While improved government planning and resource
allocation capability and timely reporting on the use of public
financial resources are critically important, disclosure of such
information is useful only if there are citizens at the receiving end
of such information who can understand it and use it to ask
questions of governments about the discharge of their
accountability to the community.
Sustainability of reforms and changes has always been a
challenge to DMCs and development partners. From the DMCs’
perspective, sustainability requires ownership, commitment,
political will, bipartisanship and discipline through difficult as
well as good times. From the aid community ’s perspective,
sustainability requires commitment over a timeframe longer than
the normal 18 to 36 months, better design of projects, and more
effective use of consultants, especially when capacity building is
involved, and most important, a clear set of priorities and
sequencing in public sector reforms established by the
government and supported by all development partners so as to
improve donor coordination and collaboration.
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V.

Conclusion

The ADB focus on improving management of public
financial resources advocated herein, while it may be seen as
rather narrow in scope given the wide-ranging nature of the
findings discussed above, is an important element in making sure
that governments are open, accountable, and responsive to the
community in the use of public resources for the common good.
Development is a collaborative effort by DMCs and the aid
community. ADB assistance to any individual PDMC is only a
contribution toward the bigger pool of aid available to the country.
It is expected that other development partners will continue to play
important roles in supporting PDMCs to improve governance,
especially in areas where they have ready access to specialized
expertise and experience. For example, it is clear that the change
in approach to public financial management planning and control
proposed herein will need to be supported by strengthening
capacity in public sector management, both in terms of general
public administration and human resource management, and in
specific sectors. This is an area where other development partners
in the region have provided considerable assistance to PDMCs.
ADB is confident that the aid community will continue the
collaboration and coordination efforts that have been evident in
recent years.
The involvement of civil society and community groups in
influencing the resource allocation process through constructive
comments and participation would give substance to aspects of the
Pacific culture that call for consultation, shared understanding,
consensus seeking, and community participation. This is a small
step toward integrating the modern and traditional systems of
governance that will make government and the management of
public resources understandable to ordinary citizens outside the
elite groups that to date tend to dominate national planning and
resource allocation decisions on economic and social
development.
Although the establishment of clear processes, rules, and
procedures in public financial management is essential, and
compliance with rules is to be enforced, the need for flexibility
within established boundaries must be recognized to achieve

results and minimize inefficiency. It is also important to bear in
mind that improving public financial management involves many
elements that will require prioritization and sequencing, since
resources are limited and capacity constrained; thus, it will be
necessary to manage effectively community expectations of
benefits to be derived from the pain of reforms.
Information and communications technology (ICT) tools
have the potential to improve the transparency of government
decision-making processes and reduce opportunities for corrupt
behavior by public officials. At present, however, the poor and
inadequate state of ICT infrastructure and facilities in most
PDMCs renders the use of e-governance tools and techniques very
remote for most of the population in the period covered by this
report.
Improving governance is a long-term exercise: good
governance is not only a matter of good institutions and processes,
but also of education and culture. Other development partners and
regional institutions play important roles in improving the quality
of leadership, providing civic education to youth and community
groups, and other measures to enhance democracy and citizens’
rights. ADB’s contribution to improving the management of public
finances, for the purpose of expediting delivery of basic social
services to the community through the strategic focus advocated
herein, should add to a more enlightened governance
environment in the Pacific.
The development and reform experience of PDMCs, and the
necessity of good governance to make it work, is well summed up
in the following quote from Joseph E. Stiglitz’s book Globalization
and its Discontents (2002):
“…The developing countries must assume responsibility for
their well being. They can manage their budgets so that they
live within their means… Most important, developing
countries need effective governments, with strong and
independent judiciaries, openness and transparency and
freedom from the corruption that has stifled the effectiveness
of the public sector and the growth of the private. What they
should ask of the international community is only this: the
acceptance of their need, and right, to make their own
choices… What is needed are policies for sustainable,
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equitable, and democratic growth. This is the reason for
development. Development is not about helping a few people
get rich or creating a handful of pointless protected industries
that only benefit the country’s elite…Development is about
transforming societies, improving the lives of the poor,
enabling everyone to have a chance at success and access to
health care and education (p. 251–252).
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Appendix
Community Governance Assessments: K
ey F
indings
Key
Findings
•

The priority governance issues that the communities
identified were the governance process, land, security,
employment, and provision of services. In all four countries,
there was general dissatisfaction with the processes inherent
in modern governance systems and a feeling that the
traditional system was more effective in meeting daily needs.
Land issues are related to ownership, access and security.
Land disputes are increasing with the decline of traditional
knowledge, chiefly authority and the practice of good
governance. Security is related to land ownership and the
benefits derived from resources on the land.

•

For the most part, local communities do not understand how
the national governance processes and institutions work,
nor how communities can avail themselves of services,
except through the traditional system of kin/family
connections to elected national leaders. The practice of
using community committees within a modern governance
approach has added to confusion because of the large number
of leaders, authorities, and responsibilities within the
communities. The links between traditional and modern
governance systems are complex and communities often
misunderstand them. However, the communities expect that
their national government representatives will deliver basic
services such as health, education, and access to public
utilities.

•

Traditional governance systems are generally similar across
communities. In most PDMCs, the traditional systems of
governance are hierarchical, male-dominated, and operating
with consensual methods of decision making and conflict
resolution within the context of a few leaders or community
elders. Roles and participation within the systems are
narrowly proscribed. However, communities are losing their
knowledge of traditional custom and values; respect for the

authority of chiefs and elders is declining, especially among
the young and among more highly educated members.
•

Community members see the modern system of governance,
with its top-down approach, unilateral decision-making,
corr uption, and inadequate service delivery, as
incompatible with traditional community patterns of
governance. At the same time, the traditional governance
systems in all four countries, dominated by a few chiefs and
community elders, do not encourage collective and
collaborative thinking nor representation and participation of
minorities (particularly women and youth) in decisionmaking processes.

Major Observations
•

Traditional custom and values still have a strong impact on
the conduct of the electoral system and national
governance ; community members continue to expect
“favors” from their (perceived) leaders, either elected or
holding senior public service positions.

•

The decline of knowledge of community values and respect
for chiefly authority are seen as contributing to the
proliferation of land disputes at the grassroots level and to
crime at other levels of government. As land ownership
becomes directly linked to security and wealth, and as
traditional knowledge, chiefly authority and the practice of
traditional governance values decline at the grassroots level,
land disputes are increasing. Related to this is the lack of paid
work and income-producing opportunities and the perceived
marginalization at the village level: young people tend to drift
to urban centers in order to seek employment, creating the
modern problems of urbanization and squatter settlements
and associated crime and drug abuse.

•

All communities have strong expectations that both the
national and lower levels of government will provide basic
services. As the distribution of goods and services by the
chief under the traditional system is no longer practiced in
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many communities, local people look to the national and
other levels of government to provide various socioeconomic,
educational, and development services. Community
members suggested that a more consultative and consensusbuilding approach to determining priorities and modes of
delivery, though more time-consuming, would make it easier
for them to understand and accept final outcomes; it would
also help them to play a part in maintaining the
infrastructure, enabling the continued provision of those
services at the local level through, for example, the traditional
practice of contribution-in-kind or cash.
Traditionally, community members were expected to
contribute time and resources to their leaders; in return, those
leaders provided services, protection, and assistance (Box
A1). In many communities today, that practice is changing. In
Vanuatu, for example, participants reported that people in
their communities usually dedicate about one day a week to
community work, or offer a cash contribution instead. With
the introduction of community committees, requests for
contributions now come from many different bodies.
Individuals and families perceive this as a considerable
burden and are less willing than before to contribute any
service.
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Box A1: Traditional LLocal
ocal “Government
orks W
ell—
“Government”” in Samoa W
Works
Well—
But Could W
ork Even Better
Work
Local “government” as practiced in Samoa is a good example of traditional
practice. Villages comprise a number of extended families (aiga), each headed
by a family matai (leader or member of the chiefly caste). Each village has a
village council (fono); a family matai represents the aiga in the council, which
elects one of their number as head matai, or pulenuu (similar to a mayor). The
pulenuu must be approved by the Ministry of Interior, which has limited fiscal
responsibility for village councils.
Village councils regulate village life, maintain order, and look after village
facilities, such as school buildings, health clinics, and roads. Through the
pulenuu, the government provides a “fee” to the village council for maintenance
of village roads that connect to the main roads. Village councils have the power
to fine offenders, either via a food offering, or in more recent cases, monetary
fines, which go into a village fund. Dissatisfied villagers can bring a complaint to
the village council; if they do not receive satisfaction, they can bring the action
to a special court, the Land and Titles Court. This court, however, is
overburdened and has a huge backlog of cases.
The lesson from Samoa is that, to the extent that Pacific islanders want to
preserve their traditional and customary way of life, the system that works fairly
well in Samoa can be made to work better and more democratically. The
following suggestions are offered for consideration by governments and
assistance may be sought for pilot projects:
•

Some financial resources could be provided directly to village councils
to reduce the burden on individuals (who fulfill their civic obligations in
the traditional way by labor or money contributions) and to enable the
councils to help poor or disadvantaged families for specific purposes
(such as civic contributions, provision of school textbooks and paying
school fees to help one parent families).

•

The Land and Titles Court could be supplemented by other simpler
conflict resolution mechanisms at, say, lower provincial or district levels,
with appropriate funding and with consideration given to modern
concepts of gender equality; such forums may well be closer than
modern court systems to traditional concepts of “community good,”
consensus-building, communal obligations, and sharing of resources.
The practice of conflict resolution through the traditional chiefly
authority in some Palauan states may be worth further study.

The Samoan government was reported recently to be considering the creation of
local government posts for women, called Sui o le Malo, or “government
representatives,” with functions similar to those of the pulenuu, to ensure gender
balance in the interface between government and village communities30.
30
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The Samoan example reflects the perceived values of both
the modern and traditional governance systems, but the lack of
structured interaction between the two leads to confusion, conflict,
and ultimately—and increasingly—lack of respect for and
participation in both systems, as community members become
disenchanted.
•

One Pacific island country is now entertaining—perhaps
out of desperation— suggestions for incorporating
elements of the customary governance structure into their
modern government. In Vanuatu, the country’s Association
of Non Governmental Organisations (VANGO) called for
change in the Vanuatu Constitution to include chiefs in the
formal government structure, urging
political leaders… to review the Constitution and
enact legislation that will give the position of ‘Head of
State’ to the President of the National Council of
Chiefs… Mr. Ngwele [of VANGO] said the chiefs have
played an important role in calming national crises.
The involvement of chiefs in quelling the Vanuatu
National Provident Fund riot, the conflict within the
police force, the coup attempt and numerous [other]
conflicts proves that our chiefly system still commands
the authority and respect of our people. These
interventions showed that the traditional system and
structures of governance developed over thousands of
years still work in Vanuatu.”31

31
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