
NEW POLITICAL INSTITUTIONS IN NORTHERN IRELAND (13 May 1992)

Report from the sub-Committee established on 11 May
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the sub-Committee noted that, in general terms, 
it was agreed by all the Parties that any new political institutions 
for Northern Ireland should involve:
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subjected to a sustained and measured critique.
representatives had full opportunities to explain why they believed 
aspects of the other Parties' proposals were inadequate when 
measured against the Common Principles. A fuller record of 
discussions is provided by the minutes of the sub-Committee meetings.
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and Common Principles documents agreed in Plenary on 
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Each team of Party representatives on the sub-Committee had the 
opportunity to explain their Party's proposals, to clarify points of 
detail in response to questions from other members of the 
sub-Committee and to defend their proposals against points made by 
other members of the sub-Committee. Each set of proposals
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the sub-Committee also noted other areas where, 
although there was broad agreement in principle (some reflected in 

Common Themes paper), further detailed consideration would 
necessary once the broad shape of the key institutional arrangements 
was clear. These included:
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accommodate the identity of the main minority tradition in 
Northern Ireland. The DUP further argued that the SDLP 
proposals would be unworkable, unstable, did not provide 
all constitutional parties with an opportunity to achieve 

role at each level and did not provide adequate public

proposed, were undemocratic and would prove 
unacceptable. Instead, they pointed to the extent to 
which their proposals incorporated measures to ensure that 
representatives of both main traditions were represented 

an equitable basis at the highest level and indicated 
that they would have proposals to make

while there was general support for the proposition 
any new political institutions should be such as to give 
expression to the identity and validity of each main 
tradition. there was a difference of view on the question 
of whether this required anv new political institution to

expressed 
establishment of Assembly Committees 
basis with chairmanships also distributed in proportion to 
party strengths would provide representatives of the 
minority community with influence proportionate 
electoral support. The Alliance Party and the SDLP argued 
that the proposals, as presented, provided insufficient 
assurance that the interests of minority parties would not 
be consistently overridden; and the SDLP further argued 
that they were unworkable, not least in that they would 
not provide for the effective discharge of executive
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(d)

responsibility and did not enable an adequate expression 
of the Irish identity of the nationalist community;

three parties (Alliance, DUP and UUP) made proposals for 
excluding those who condone terrorism from various levels 
of the structures which they had proposed.


