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Dear Paddy Sloan,

First of all, may we say that we consider the work of your Commission to be
of huge importance to the future of this society, and we congratulate you on your
endeavours so far. We wish, however, to make the following observations.

Introduction

We can only regret that it was not possible "to establish an inclusive political
forum" (p 7) to discuss the formulation of the Bill of Rights. The chances are
probably even slimmer in the present political environment. May we therefore
encourage you to continue to hold such public meetings as you have already
organised, if only to obviate this problem and at least be seen to be providing the
framework for more inclusive political involvement.

Preamble

1 We agree that the Commission should hold no particular view on the future
constitutional status of Northern Ireland. We nevertheless regret that you have chosen
not to discuss the right of self-determination in any detail, firstly, in regard to the



question of "what is a people?" and secondly, apropos the methodology by which a
people, once defined, may then determine itself.

This is important, we feel, not only for Northern Ireland, but because the
Belfast Agreement has been given such international recognition, and because other
lands are also beset by problems over the interpretation of this right. These include
Kashmir, Indonesia, Quebec and now Sudan,

2 We question, too, whether or not the Bill of Rights is best "approved by a
referendum”, especially if, as you mention in other parts of your Report, some
provisions are multi-optional.

Democratic Rights

| The Green Party first suggested a top-up system should be added to the PR-STV
electoral system in 1996, for this would ensure the degree of proportionality catered
for a truly plural society. In that policy document, we advocated a 2% top-up, for this
would most certainly ensure that the political system would truly represent the
diversity which actually exists in society, rather than just the two opposing camps as
personified in the four "'main' political parties. We therefore propose that your para (1)
should define proportionality a little more exactly.

2 The system of designations required for the use of the consociational decision-
making process are at least regrettable, and such too is the implication of your Section
2 para (2) on page 25. There are, of course, other methodologies - the Assembly,
rather than selecting its executive by a d'Hondt process, could elect its officers by the
same system of PR which the people use to elect the Assembly, for example. And
maybe this paragraph could be amended to reflect that possibility. Here we refer you
to our submission to the Review of the Agreement (attached).

3 Paras (3) and (4) specify only one form of decision-making, namely, the two-
option referendum. There is, therefore, the implication that other multi-option forms
of decision-making are not considered. Given, however, that two-option referendums
have often provoked boycotts if not violence and outright war - examples include
Northern Ireland (1973), Bosnia (1992) and East Timor (1999) - and given, too, that
multi-option referendums have been used in other countries - the 1992 5-option poll
in New Zealand, for instance - we feel due consideration should be given to these
other methodologies.

4 The Green Party has also recommended a change in the voting age, (p 27) and

supports the “Vote at 16° campaign with our sister Green Parties in Scotland and
England and Wales.

Identity and Community Rights

We applaud your proposal to allow those who wish "not to be treated as a
member of a [particular] community if they do not wish to be so treated", (p 29). We
regret, however, that while individuals have the right to be "Irish or British, or both"
(p 30), society as a whole does not have the right to choose such a compromise. Not,
that is, if the Belfast Agreement is to continue as is currently worded, stating that NI






