BILL OF RIGHTS FORUM

INVISIBLE VOTING SYSTEM THROUGH SIDOTI'S VIEW ON OBTAINING THE HIGHEST POSSIBLE SUPPORT
I remain concerned that the chair has introduced an invisible voting system through his view on obtaining the highest possible level of consensus. 

This will become more noticeable tomorrow when more decisions are made on what stays or comes out of his text, but his use today of the phrases 'the majority' (he checked himself latterly on that) and also 'the greater number' of those expressing a view, worries me.

The greater number of people he hears in the room are the 'voluntary' sector reps while the UUP and DUP who have 3 votes technically are treated by him as single voices.

It may be that it might matter little since we oppose so many of the rights as being outwith the remit etc., but items that do survive in the text go forward to NIHRC and could take on a life of their own in some future negotiation at midnight.

If tomorrow he tries to remove an item with only 'minority' support that we would like, or includes an item with 'majority' support that we are particularly nervous of, I think we should call for both options to be retained with their various supporters noted.

Finally the mention of a human rights court which the chair has apparently inserted (it wasn't in the PEI group's recommendations Neil tells me) could be a point where we insist on a significant proposal outwith a group's report being removed:

ENFORCEMENT MECHANISMS - CHAIR’S PROPOSAL

1.  Any court in which an issue arising under the Bill of Rights is pleaded in the course of another action shall have jurisdiction to decide that issue.

2. In addition there shall be a specialist human rights court or division of a court in which an action based on the Bill of Rights can be initiated.
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