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Stephen Livingstone was a long-
standing member of the Committee on
the Administration of Justice.  He served
on the Executive Committee of CAJ for
over 15 years, in many positions
including Chairperson  and Treasurer.

Stephen’s long standing commitment to
CAJ was a reflection of his unwavering
commitment to the rights of others, and a
core belief in the capacity of law and justice
to remedy the injustices experienced by
people who did not have the means to voice
the wrongs done to them.

All of us who worked with Stephen cannot
begin to articulate the influence and strength
that he brought to this organisation, and
the impact he had on the lives of countless
individuals in this society.  Few people in
their lifetimes really change the place they
live in or come from.  Stephen did just that.
He did this in ways that he may not have
recognised and in ways which we are now
only starting to fully comprehend and
articulate.

These contributions were not just a product
of his tremendous intellect but sprang from
Stephen’s ability to genuinely empathise
with the experiences of other people – and
from a generosity of spirit that we were all

Tribute to Stephen Livingstone

privileged to have known.  Stephen also
brought tremendous laughter to our lives –
and gave all of us who worked with him at
CAJ reasons to believe that the darkest days
were passages to better days.

We miss his laughter, his strength, the
sharpness of his mind, and the friendship
that he so generously gave to us.

Ní bheidh a leithead ann arís / We shall
not know his like again.

On September 11th, a Memorial Service
was held at the Union Theological
College, Belfast to celebrate the life of
Professor Stephen Livingstone who
was last seen on 20th March 2004.
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Prison site visit

At the request of David Wright, CAJ and others accompanied
him in August to visit the place where his son, Billy Wright,
was killed in the Maze prison in December 1997.  The
prison was transferred from the control of the NI Prison
Service to the Office of the First and Deputy First Minister
some months ago, and there was a concern to independently
assess the integrity of the arrangements put in place.
When the inquiry eventually starts into the circumstances
surrounding Billy Wright’s death (see on), it is vital that the
inquiry panel will have an opportunity to visit the scene and
see in situ where the prison guards were, and were meant
to be; where the different prisoner groups were held; the
arrangements for security and surveillance; and how
information and access was secured in what should have
been a highly protected environment.   Access on this
occasion was well facilitated and it was useful to see some
areas that had not been accessible previously, including
the emergency control room.  Assurances were received
from OFM/DFM that the site would be preserved and
secured until the public enquiry has had the opportunity to
examine it.

Update on Cory Inquiries

Readers of Just News will be aware that the Secretary of
State made an announcement over the summer about how
he intended to proceed with the inquiries that Cory had
proposed.  In furtherance of this, senior NIO officials
organised a series of separate meetings for the Wright
family, the Hamill family and the Nelson family.  Although
each family had distinct concerns about the nature of the
proposals, there were also some common concerns.  They
all put questions to the officials about the proposed
composition, terms of reference, and procedures which
would govern the inquiries.  While the NIO frequently
asserted that the family, their solicitors and other interested
parties were welcome to submit proposals, most left the
meetings with the impression that the NIO intends to keep
very close control over the choice of chair, and the
subsequent determination of procedures.  CAJ will continue
to monitor these developments very actively in close
cooperation with the families, other groups, and their
solicitors.

Of course, in the case of Pat Finucane, the government
continues to insist that the public enquiry will not proceed
until outstanding criminal proceedings are dealt with,
despite the  call  from Cory that this may be one of the rare
cases  where a public enquiry will be of greater benefit to
a community than prosecutions.  The trial of Ken Barrett,
who is accused of the murder of Pat Finucane is listed to
commence in Belfast on the 13th September, and CAJ and
others will be sending observers.

IMC Reports

The May 2004 Just News expressed concerns that the first
report of the Independent Monitoring Commission (IMC)
implied that political vetting was on the return to Northern
Ireland.  CAJ wrote to the Commission about the importance
of upholding the rule of law, not least by assuming
individuals were innocent until proved guilty, that they not
be discredited by virtue of their assumed associations, and
that the move towards the greater social inclusion of
prisoners and ex-prisoners should not be thwarted.  In
response to extensive public interest in their work, the IMC
indicated in an open letter to SCOPE (the magazine of the
Northern Ireland Council for Voluntary Action), that they
had had no intention of returning to political vetting, and
they subsequently suggested a meeting to CAJ.  A second
report of the IMC was issued in the interim.

The IMC in their SCOPE article had categorically stated
that they had not intended to imply any form of political
vetting, and this has been repeated to CAJ.  Given the very
grave concerns expressed on this issue, future reports will
be examined very closely.  The second report for example
highlights how broad the IMC's remit potentially is, with
them addressing the issue of emergency legislation, as
well as commenting on broad policy debates around
policing with the community and principles underlying
effective law enforcement.  Taken together with their public
advertising   for people to report to them about paramilitary
activity, the impression might be given that their work
overlaps with what should be the normal functions of the
police and criminal justice agencies as well as the large
number of oversight and review bodies currently in operation.

In the era of "joined up government", close coordination
with all other relevant agencies might be enough, but it is
important to monitor that such coordination is established.
Given the composition of the IMC (with a strong security/
intelligence expertise) and the political controversy
surrounding its establishment, it is important that its scope
does not become so broad as to usurp the role or authority
of others.  The whole thrust of the change process around
policing and criminal justice since the Agreement, has
been to develop community confidence in the new
arrangements. It is important that the IMC does not
undermine the work of those specialist institutions which
were designed to improve public confidence.

Much of the IMC's role is beyond the remit of CAJ.
However in terms of its commentary on ex-prisoners, the
human rights issues involved in giving public weight to
intelligence information, and the apparent lack of precision
in terms of its relations with other elements of the police
and criminal justice system, the IMC got off to a poor start.
Time will tell whether the strength of reaction to some of
that commentary will cause them to raise their game.

Issue-by-issue
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CAJ's
Annual General Meeting

will take place on

Monday, 25th October 2004
at 7.30pm in the

Law Centre (NI) offices
124 Donegall Street, Belfast

Guest speaker
Shami Chakrabati,
Director of Liberty

(CAJ's sister organisation in England)

All Members welcome

The Justice Oversight Commissioner is now
getting fully into his stride.  After a first report
which was mainly procedural and outlined
the way Lord Clyde intended to address his
work, the Commissioner published a second
substantive progress report in June 2004.

For those of us who are becoming confused by the plethora
of new institutions arising out of the Criminal Justice
Review, it may be useful to note that the Justice Oversight
Commissioner (JOC)  is akin to the office previously
headed up by Tom Constantine (now Al Hutchinson) for the
oversight of policing changes.  The JOC is an independent
institution which is intended to receive reports from the
various criminal justice agencies and measure progress
against the different recommendations arising from the
Criminal Justice Review and the subsequent legislation
and  Implementation Plan.  If things are going well, Lord
Clyde should be highlighting that; and if there are problems,
he should be saying what the problem is, and what if
anything could be done to ensure smoother progress.

The second report is very interesting and confirms some
of CAJ’s own concerns at watching the rate of change.
Lord Clyde reports that in some areas delay has been
caused by external developments (eg need for legislation,
suspension of the Assembly etc), but also suggests at
different parts of the report that devolution – or the lack of
it – is on occasion used as an inappropriate excuse to
justify the lack of forward movement.  He also raises the
concern that insufficient resources may be hampering
speedy implementation of the programme of change.  CAJ
would argue that the criminal justice changes are as
important as the many important policing changes underway,
and that sufficient resources must be made available to
facilitate the transition to a human rights compliant criminal
justice system which secures the confidence of all.

An important focus in the JOC report is on the issue of
equality, and the central emphasis given to this principle in
the report of the Criminal Justice Review.  There are two
quite distinct, if inter-related, issues involved.

There is firstly the question of developing a representative
workforce.  The Review’s recommendation about the need
for the judiciary to be reflective of the community served
is extremely important and merits close attention from
JOC.  For example, while it is excellent that future
applicants to the judiciary are to be the subject of monitoring
data, trends cannot be easily charted without some base-
line data as to the composition of the current judiciary.    We
also welcomed the information provided in Lord Clyde’s
report about staff breakdown across the various agencies,
and the commitment to further work in this area, but we
queried why the Director of Public Prosecutions appeared
unwilling or unable to provide a breakdown of the

composition of its staff.  Given the crucial role of the DPP’s
office in determining for or against prosecutions, it is
clearly insufficient that the profile of the DPP workforce is
‘lost’ in overall NIO statistics.

There is separately the question of “equity monitoring” -
which measures and ensures that the impact of the work
of the criminal justice agencies on all those affected by
their work (whether suspects, victims, or members of the
general public) is fair and equitable.   Asking for more
information on the timetable for the Causeway Project (a
cross-departmental data monitoring system), CAJ
expressed some concern at the long delay to date. Public
confidence in the delivery of fair policing and criminal
justice can only be secured on the basis of solid and
reliable data of the kind recommended by the Criminal
Justice Review.

While CAJ has limited expertise in the area of restorative
justice, we welcomed the importance accorded by the
Criminal Justice Review, and now in the JOC report, to
innovative approaches to criminal justice.  It would be most
helpful for the JOC to continue to monitor developments
closely in this area, as well as changes in local initiatives
such as the Community Safety Partnerships.

This report provides a very useful insight into progress and
lack of it. Lord Clyde has indicated a ready willingness to
meet with interested groups and we have encouraged his
office to circulate this report widely to Irish language
groups (who are mentioned specifically in the text) and
other groups working on issues of race, gender, young
people etc. In this way, they will be encouraged to contribute
to the wider public debate that JOC rightly argues is
essential to build confidence in the criminal justice system.

Clyde’s view of the world
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This was one of the key questions that was
addressed at a one-day conference
organised by CAJ in late June.    The
conference “Policing in the Community” drew
together over 140 people.  Most of the
participants were members of District
Policing Partnerships (DPPs), and the
majority of these were independent members.
DPP party political members from the
Alliance, DUP, SDLP and UUP were also
registered. Sinn Fein does not serve on either
the DPPs or the Policing Board.  Engaging
with the DPP members in the debate were
local community workers, solicitors,
academics, non-governmental organisations
and members of various statutory
organisations.

Turn-out

It was very clear from the high level of take-up by DPP
members (all but three DPPs were represented, and there
were a significant number of representatives from each),
that the conference was seen as filling an important
information gap.  It was also clear from the less than
dramatic take-up by non-DPP members that some of the
public interest has moved away from policing at the local
level and that there is almost a sense that policing is
“solved” (subject only to the continuing debate around the
timing and nature of engagement by all the political parties).
This however was definitely not the message emerging
from this conference.

On the contrary, the debates of the conference made it very
clear that much work still needs to be done if the new
institutions are to effectively hold the police to account and
ensure that policing is responsive to local needs and
commands confidence across the community.  A full
conference report and agenda for future action is currently
in preparation, but this article will give a flavour of the
exchanges.

The event started with a presentation about how
communities in London and Dublin engage with their police.

The London experience

Lord Toby Harris, until recently the Chair of the Metropolitan
Police Authority, talked of the work the MPA did to provide
political and civic oversight of policing.  The Met has 30,000
police and 11,000 civilian staff, and a budget of £2bn, so
one might imagine that it has little in common with Northern
Ireland’s small DPPs.  Yet Lord Harris had lots of practical
information to share about the importance of effective
community involvement.

The MPA has funded public meetings to discuss local
policing plans and priorities; they carried out a survey about
the experience of stop and search powers on members of
ethnic minority communities; established pilot projects to
look at police monitoring; & encouraged partnerships
between local police, other statutory and non-statutory
organisations to address the needs of rape victims.  He
argued that it was vital that policing oversight bodies, if they
are to be relevant, deliberately pursue some of the most
‘difficult’ (i.e. contentious) issues, e.g. racially discriminatory
stop  and search practices, deaths in custody etc.

The Dublin experience

Marie Metcalfe spoke next of the experience of the
Community Policing Forum in Dublin’s north inner-city.
The work of this group can be traced back to the mid 1990’s
when local residents came together in angry response to
the damage drugs were doing to local people, and especially
local youth.  Drugs had been a problem for 20 years or more,
but the death of 8 young people from Sean MacDiarmaid
Street over a short period in 1996 was the spur to action.
Hundreds of people came to the public meetings that were
organised but the police were certainly not welcome in
those early days: “The Gardai were not allowed in the door,
and I mean literally”.

This concern mobilised thousands of people to take to the
streets and eventually to changes in the drug problem in the
area.  No longer were drugs pushed in one’s face on the way
to the shops – but making them less visible was not a
solution.  A local anti-drugs task force was established and
after much hard work to break down the barriers of distrust
between the police and local people, regular meetings of
police commanders with local community people started to
happen.  Common or complementary strategies were
developed to tackle joyriding, vigilantism, and drug pushing.

The questions and debate that followed on from the
presentations made it clear that the experiences of London
and Dublin (though different from each other and the
Northern Ireland experience) touched chords in the audience.
How does one develop effective outreach, especially to
young people?  What can be done to address the serious
reservations that nationalists in particular have vis-à-vis
any involvement in policing?  How does one hold the police
to account at the local level?  To what extent do the police
elsewhere live in the localities policed?  (See the final report
for their answers!)

The local experience

The second panel discussion brought the debate much
closer to home.  Three independent members of DPPs in
Ballymena, Belfast and Lisburn outlined the challenges
they have faced and are currently facing in their work.

Policing – is anything changing on the ground?
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It is

? Ballymena

The Ballymena DPP has had problems in knowing how to
handle the flying of the union flag by members of the public
at their meetings; they (like many other DPPs) reported
poor public attendance at meetings; and the panellist
expressed concerns about the politicised nature of the
questions being asked of the police commander at DPP
meetings.

On the positive side, however, there had been some very
useful and constructive exchanges with young people
about their attitude to policing and DPP members have had
greater exposure to the reality of policing (from the
perspective of the police and local communities).

? Belfast

The experience in Belfast is perhaps more complex than in
many other DPPs, since there are four sub-groups as well
as the overall DPP, and the largest political party on the
Council is not represented on the policing institutions.  But
they also had many problems that resonated with the
experience of others – an overly formal approach to public
meetings; an inability to translate a real and active interest
in policing at the local level into participation in the work of
the DPPs; the lack of clarity in the respective roles of DPPs
and Community Safety Partnerships; and, most importantly,
a failure to engage with substantive issues.  The panellist
recognised that a lot of good work was being done but felt
that it was vital for DPPs to engage with the fundamental
challenge of discussing what it means to develop policing
which can command local confidence in a society only
slowly emerging from conflict.

? Lisburn

A Lisburn independent DPP member talked especially of
the difficulties faced by young working class loyalists in
their relations with the police.  How can relations change
without real changes in the nature of policing – in their
training, in institutional and individual attitudes, and in a
ready embrace of constructive criticism?   Defensive
reactions to criticism is all too commonplace, and there is
often a sense that developing community confidence in
policing requires DPP members to offer unconditional
support to the police.  But if the experience of policing on
the ground is negative (and it all too often still is in certain
communities), DPPs will not secure the necessary credibility,
and this in turn will encourage further cynicism about the
potential for changes in policing on the ground. The best
support that can be given to good policing is to highlight
honestly and openly when it is not happening, as well as
when it is.

Plenary discussion

Again, the plenary debate was very rich in questions and
comments: the risk of the formality of DPP public meetings
‘disempowering’ people; the need for a support network for
DPP members (especially the independents); the need for
training; the exclusion of young people and ex-prisoners
from membership of the DPP.  These and many other
issues were followed up in a series of small workshops.  It
is the findings of the workshops’ discussion that will be the
basis of the “agenda for action” which will in turn form the
heart of the final conference report.

The closing session was addressed by Suneil Sharma,
who stood in at the last minute for the Policing Board, and
by Paul O’Connor of the Pat Finucane Centre.  The main
thrust of Suneil’s presentation related to the Framework
that the Policing Board is using for monitoring police human
rights compliance, and the role that DPPs might be expected
to perform in that.  He also sought to address the many
criticisms that had been made by DPP members in the
course of the day about the Policing Board.

Paul O’Connor picked up on similar concerns by highlighting
the fact that DPPs are “being seen in the public mind as the
little brother of the Policing Board”.  This leaves the DPPs
in a difficult situation since they can be positively or
negatively affected by Board decisions and public
statements, but have limited potential for influencing those
decisions or statements.

So, the question posed here at the outset - “is anything
changing on the ground?" - received very mixed responses.
Patten recommended that:

“policing with the community should be the core
function of the police service”

and described this as a radical shift that would:

“provide a unique opportunity to deliver truly
effective locally-based policing in a way that
would put NI at the leading edge of such
developments in the UK, Ireland and
internationally.  The opportunity needs to be
grasped with courage and determination”.

The DPPs have taken some early steps to open up policing
to greater accountability and to develop ‘policing with the
community’ but this conference indicated just how far there
is still to go!

Policing – is anything changing on the ground?
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The ‘Filling the Frame’ conference was an attempt to take
stock and build on progress made in the five-year life of the
Framework Convention for the Protection of National
Minorities. No one in Northern Ireland could claim that minority
rights are uncontroversial.  This book provides some useful
insights into the minority rights debate internationally, and
can help in gaining a better understanding of the context
within which we are working.

Filling the Frame: Five years of monitoring the Framework Convention
for the Protection of National Minorities.

Tansy Hutchinson
Northern Ireland Council for Ethnic
Minorities

As a conference report, it can’t claim
to be a definitive guide to the
Convention itself, although some
interesting analysis is present around
the scope of application and the nature
of the rights.  John Packer’s discussion
of the use of limiting language could
also be useful for the socio-economic
rights debate, as could the more grass-
roots rebuttal from Mark Lattimer of
the international human rights
organisation Minority Rights Group.

 The workshop reports also give some
useful analysis of minority rights in
education and the media. The
discussion in the participation
workshop is particularly interesting,
especially as it goes beyond the issue
of formal participation in politics, which
too often focuses solely on numbers
rather than actually listening to
minorities’ needs, and looks at social
and economic participation of
minorities (s. 75 anyone?).

Nevertheless, it’s the political insights
in the report that are more useful for
Northern Ireland.  The speeches by
both the High Commissioner on
National Minorities of the Organisation
for Security and Cooperation in Europe
(OSCE), and Asbjørn Eide, leading
international human rights expert,
highlight the significant difference
between the approaches of the OSCE
and the Framework Convention. Key
to this is the distinction between the
human rights approach and one based
on conflict resolution. Asbjørn Eide
was clear about this distinction when
he stated that:

“It (the HCNM) has been
described as “quiet
diplomacy in action” and
consists in a dialogue with

the parties and a facilitation
of their contacts with each
other. The High
Commissioner is not a
Commissioner or
Ombudsman for minorities
and their rights.”

There is a definite distinction drawn
between a conflict prevention/
resolution approach, and one based in
the fundamental nature of human
rights. Rolf Ekeus argues that while
these lead “to a common goal” they
“follow different routes”, and he also
hints at the negotiator role that the
OSCE often seeks to play.

One reason why this is important is
that the NI Human Rights Commission
relied heavily on advice from the OSCE
in drafting the ‘identity and community
rights’ provisions within the draft Bill
of Rights - provisions that drew
significant criticism.  Instead of
standing by the human rights
provisions, as the Framework
Convention approach does, the NI
Human Rights Commission took the
conflict prevention approach.

The strong basis of the FCNM in
human rights principles is seen in the
speech made by Boriss Cileviès, as
well as the NGO perspectives from
Minority Rights Group and the
European Roma Rights Centre.

These show the importance of
recognising minority rights as
fundamental human rights. Boris
defines them as a ‘second level’ of
non-discrimination legislation: while
formal equality ignores difference,
minority rights require recognition of
minorities and application “in situations

where different treatment is needed to
ensure full and effective equality”.

This is key to understanding why the
NIHRC proposals are so problematic.
By ignoring difference instead of
recognising it, they bring us back to
the formal equality approach that we,
particularly the feminists among us,
thought had been abandoned decades
ago.

Another aspect of the right to minority
recognition that came up at the
conference, often as a delicate ‘kick’
to governments, was the application
of the Framework Convention to ‘new’
or ‘migrant’ minorities. In contrast to
the problems in many countries
identified by Boriss and others, where
governments will pick out a few groups
to which they apply the Convention,
the UK government's wide definition
under the race discrimination
legislation was cited as an example of
good practice. Given the Human Rights
Commission's argument for non-
recognition, this contrast is somewhat
ironic. I wonder how this sits with the
non-regression principle?

Mark Lattimer warns us that: “The
danger at this time is that the legal
standards for which we have all worked
so hard will be watered down, or
interpreted according to the lowest
common denominator.”

The current Human Rights
Commission is on the brink of doing
exactly this, let's just hope that the
incoming one will be able to draw back
from the edge and meet the challenge
of ensuring that the “standards are
expressly implemented in order to
realise the Framework Convention aim
of fostering pluralist and genuinely
democratic societies which are
enriched by cultural diversity”.

ISBN 92-871-5473-2
publishing@coe.int

Council of Europe Publishing
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The Children and Young People’s Sector Bill of Rights
Group has been working hard since autumn 2002 to build
the capacity of children and young people’s organisations
to participate fully and effectively in what are often quite
legalistic and technical debates around the Bill of Rights.
The group has actively engaged with the Northern Ireland
Human Rights Commission, the political parties, the two
governments and other relevant bodies in promoting the
inclusion of the maximum children’s rights protections in
the Bill of Rights.  Its position on children’s rights in the Bill
of Rights is supported by over 180 organisations.

However, a major concern for this group has been the
neglect of children and young people in the Bill of Rights
process.  Apart from dedicating some limited resources
towards facilitating the involvement of children and young
people in the early stages of its
consultation process, we believe
that the Northern Ireland Human
Rights Commission has failed to
demonstrate a real commitment
to including children and young
people on an ongoing basis in its
Bill of Rights process.  The
obvious difficulties in maintaining
momentum around the Bill of
Rights, in part a result of the
Commission’s failure to secure
widespread ownership of the Bill of Rights project,   are only
exacerbated by the lack of reflection of children and young
peoples’ collective view in the Commission’s revised
proposals (for the full submission on the Bill of Rights
Progress Report, see www.childrenslawcentre.org).

It is critical that the voices of children and young people,
who represent over a quarter of the population in Northern
Ireland and whose concerns were largely ignored throughout
the conflict, are heard and listened to, whether this is by the
Commission or those who will be involved in the proposed
Round Table forum.  In light of the above concerns the
Children and Young People’s Sector Bill of Rights group
decided to produce a resource aimed at facilitating young
people’s involvement in the debates and discussions
around the Bill of Rights.

The resource ‘Making a Bill of Rights for Northern Ireland:
Issues for Young People’ is aimed at Key Stage 3 (aged 11-
14) and Key Stage 4 (15-18) students and comprises a 16
page booklet for young people, accompanying lesson
plans and a teacher's resource pack.  The initial section of
the booklet provides background information on the Bill of
Rights including a definition of a Bill of Rights, its origins
in the Belfast (Good Friday) Agreement, the existing lack
of rights protections for children and young people and the
remit of the Northern Ireland Human Rights Commission in
advising on a Bill of Rights.  It then addresses a number of

key issues in relation to the Bill of Rights from a children’s
rights perspective including:
? The views of children and young people on a Bill of
Rights
? How the Bill of Rights should reflect ‘the particular
circumstances of Northern Ireland’
? Identity and community rights
? Where children and young people’s rights should be
placed in the Bill of Rights
? Enforcement of the Bill of Rights.

A handy ‘jargon buster’ providing plain English explanations
for key terms and phrases used is included at the back.
The booklet is greatly enhanced by a series of bold
photographs taken by young journalists from Children’s

Express.  It has also benefited
from input by youth@clc, a young
people’s advisory group in
Children’s Law Centre.

The accompanying lesson plans
are designed to be completed within
the normal class period. The
resource pack includes materials
on the UN Convention on the Rights
of the Child, children’s rights in the
context of Northern Ireland as well
as a list of additional resources on

children’s rights and the Bill of Rights.

Very few of the citizenship resources on offer to schools
have been tailored to the particular circumstances of
Northern Ireland.    In addition to facilitating young people
to ‘get up to speed’ with and participate in the Bill of Rights
debate, this resource also aims to fill a significant gap in
the market and to act as a practical resource for teachers
who are interested in developing the Bill of Rights as a
specific theme within the Local and Global Citizenship
curriculum.   In this context the Bill of Rights in Schools
resource for post-primary schools, currently being produced
by the Northern Ireland Human Rights Commission, is set
to represent a significant and comprehensive educational
resource for schools.

While ‘Making a Bill of Rights for Northern Ireland: Issues
for Young People’ will be available to all schools and to all
organisations working with young people, the ‘roll out’
strategy will concentrate on those schools currently
delivering the pilot citizenship education curriculum, as
well as those youth organisations with a focus on children
and young people’s rights.

Sara Boyce
Children's Law Centre
(Tel: 90 245704 or saraboyce@childrenslawcentre.org )

A Rights Resource for Young People
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Just News

Civil Liberties Diary
Aug 5 The Police Ombudsman has
criticised the police’s handling of
critical forensic evidence following the
collapse of the trial of a man accused
of perpetrating a gun attack at a polling
station in Draperstown in 2001. During
the trial a forensic science officer was
reported to have claimed that police
put pressure on her to compromise
her work. Although the Ombudsman
report dismisses these claims, it is
critical of the police’s handling of
evidence at the crime scene.

Aug  9 David Wright, father of Billy
Wright, has been given permission to
visit the Maze by the Office of the
First Minister and Deputy First Minister
who are now responsible for the site of
the former prison where Billy was
murdered in 1997.
 
Geraldine Finucane, widow of
murdered solicitor Pat Finucane,
delivering the Paddy McGrory lecture
has accused the government of
condoning state killings by refusing to
establish a public inquiry into the
murder.
 
Aug 10 Although a report published by
Her Majesty’s Inspector of
Constabulary Ken Williams praises
the PSNI’s increased community-style
policing, the assessment claims that
major staff cuts have weakened
service levels provided by police in
Northern Ireland. The report also found
that 29 district command units across
Northern Ireland was too many,
hampering operational efficiency, and
that sexism and discrimination have
also risen in correlation to the increase
in women recruits.
 
Aug 12 It was reported that only 108
part-time police officers have so far
been recruited since the inception of
the PSNI, leaving the service 1,600
short of the total envisaged by the
Patten Report.
 
Aug  13 Brian Sinnamon of Northern
Ireland Court Service revealed that
more than 5,000 people, widely
representative and reflective of
Northern Ireland society, have applied

for the 300 new posts of lay
magistrates. The new office of lay
magistrate was recommended by the
Northern Ireland Criminal Justice
Review to encourage stronger links
between the courts and the community
and it is hoped that lay magistrates
will enhance public confidence and
understanding of the criminal justice
system.
 
Police figures show that residents in
west Belfast experienced twice as
many instances of domestic violence
as the next worst area in the city. In
total in Northern Ireland there were
4,725 incidents of domestic abuse
from January to June 2004.
 
Aug 16 David Wright threatened to
walk away from the forthcoming inquiry
into the murder of his son Billy Wright
in 1997 unless the terms of the inquiry
meet the criteria laid down by his
family. Having visited the Maze prison
where the murder took place, Mr Wright
claimed that he had no doubt that his
son’s murder could have been
prevented.
 
Aug 17 Police admitted that CS spray
was used three times over the previous
weekend in response to disturbances
in Enniskillen, Derry city centre and
Tullyally; all three cases are to be
referred to the Police Ombudsman.

Aug 19  NIO statistics have revealed
that PSNI officers searched nearly
4,000 people under anti-terrorism
measures in 2003 and the army
questioned a further 11,000.

An inquest into the suicide of a prisoner
in Maghaberry prison has heard that
his warders were not aware that the
man had attempted to hang himself a
month before. The warders did not
consider the prisoner to be a serious
suicide risk.

A man who was left with serious injuries
after being struck by a plastic bullet
when he was 14, has died aged 38.
Campaigners believe that  Dominic
Marron’s death was directly linked to
the injuries he sustained after being

struck on the head by a plastic bullet.
Special police patrols have been
mounted to prevent attacks on
Portuguese workers in Dungannon.

Aug 24  Chief Constable Hugh Orde
met with the families of the IRA men
killed at Loughgall by SAS troops in
1987.

Aug 26  The law governing Anti-Social
Behaviour Orders (ASBOs) came into
effect yesterday allowing the
authorities to single out children as
young as ten and ban them from
entering specific communities.

Aug 27  At the bail hearing of Mr
Offrasio, currently in custody on
international terrorist charges,
Magistrate Desmond Perry said that
the taking of notes at the proceedings
required his permission and that in the
future the presiding judge should be
made aware of someone wanting to
take notes.

RTE called on a Belfast court to protect
its independence as they contested a
PSNI application for the media
organisation to hand over its footage
from a Twelfth of July riot in north
Belfast. Paul Spring, representing RTE,
said that while RTE and other media
outlets did not wish to obstruct police
in bringing the guilty to justice, “their
impartiality is absolutely sacrosanct”.


