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Question 10: If such seminars or

: conferences
subjects should they address? were to be held, what

» The issue of truth needs to be put on the a

e genda and how we go about
providing truth for those who seek it:

The role and make-up of any consultative group with the IDWG;
» Capacity building for groups working with victims:
» Cross-border co-operation on victim’s issues;
» Practical issues of service delivery and best practice;
» Inclusion of groups within the structure;
. » Compensation/Reparation;
» Health care and alternative therapies;
» Remembrance;

» Education.

This is not an exhaustive list, but we believe these are the key areas were a
start can be made.

Question 11: If the Touchstone Group is to be replaced, what should
replace it? Who would be on any new group and how would they be
selected?

Given the fact that we have a devolved administration with leaders who have an
intrinsic understanding of the issues of relevance and the view expressed that

. the NIO should have no further role in victim’s issues, any new group to be
constituted should be done so under the auspices of the OFMDFM.

The make-up and selection of any such group could be decided by the same
means as the Civic Forum victim’s representatives were appointed. It should
contain representation from all shades of political belief and experiences and
should be constituted subject to the equality legislation.

This group and the group that will liaise with the IDWG should be one and the
same.

Question 12: Should a Victim’s Commissioner be appointed? If yes,
what should their role and remit be and how would a Commissioner fit
with the other potential structures outlined in this chapter?

Response on this issue was divided.

© PRONI OFMDFM/7/1



Amongst those opposed to the appointment of a commissioner, the key points
raised were that there is nothing to suggest that the appointment of a
commissioner would add value to services available to victims. It is more likely
to add another layer of bureaucracy to what is already an entangled web. The

appointment itself could be problematic and receiving broad support for any one
individual would be almost impossible.

Of those who favoured the appointment, it was felt that the commissioner would
allow access to a “higher authority” for individuals who do not belong to or work
with any group. This person would act as an advocate for victims and survivors
with government and assure that issues of importance are kept on the agenda.
It was pointed out that any individual must have the trust and respect of both
sides of the community, operate in a fair and impartial manner and base

themselves in a physical location that would not provide any barriers to access,
physically or psycologically.
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