
CAW 2000
Submission to the Bill of Rights

1. Introducti on & Bac kground Info rmation

2. Context of the C onsu ltation

In order to understand where the Bil l of Rights might impact posit ivel y 
on the Caw/Nels on Drive area and to appreciate the nature of this  
submission and its  proposals, it is important to understand where  this area is 
coming from in terms of the problems it faces and the need s it is trying to 
meet. Information relating to this is included in Appendix I. Caw has just  
been l iste d as an “Area at Risk” by the  Dep artment  for Social De velopment . 

CAW 2000 is one  of CFNI ’s Training and Support Groups. In the  
course of this Consultation project we have undertaken  training, attended 
conferences and held semi nars around human rights issues and have 
succeede d in raising our levels of understanding about what the Bill of 
Rights is and what it will achieve . We  are currently in the process of 
carrying out a Community Audit which includes a Bill of Rights section. 
In carrying out a Community Audit , CAW 2000 faces proble ms linked to 
low level s of liter acy in the community and high level s of apathy brought 
about by years of neglect from statutory bodies.  Howeve r, through the 
Community Audit we have at least managed to flag up the issue s 
surrounding the Bill of Rights and have given each membe r of the 
community the opportunity to make thei r contribution to the Consultation 
process .

Duri ng the course of the Consultation project and the discussions that 
took place among CAW 2000 Committee members and membe rs of the 
community, various other issues were raised and considere d from a rights 
perspective. T hese are l iste d bel ow.



3. CAW 2000 Com munity  Audit Bill of Rights Section

What rights do you or the commu nity nee d?

What structu res of sup port / resources  would you 
requi re to realise  those  rights?

Does Northe rn Ireland need a Bill of Rights

A copy of the Bill of Rights section is appended to this submission. The 
following breakdown has bee n put togethe r on a per capita basis  by 
focusing on what might be considere d the main point of a response in 
cases where what is actually writ ten might cover mult iple issues . The 
breakdown is  based on retu rns at the time  of compilation.

Questi on 1 was:   (The 
more specific the bette r.) eg: health, education, equality, identit y & 
cultu re, young people, social, economic, women’s rights et c.
37.5% of Respondents specified the right to access to an adequate health
service.
25% of Resp ondents specified the young people’s right to have thei r 
social development facilit ated and resourced in the community by access 
to sport, education and care programme s.
17.5% of Respondents specified the right to access adult education and 
training as thei r key issue
5% of Respondents specified  the  right to equality and respe ct.
4% of Respondents specified the right to community services, training 
and resources.
2.5% Res pondent specified increased  rights for old people  to protect 
them  from annoyance and provide  resources.

Questi on 2 was:
 Eg training, facili ties,  funding etc.

40%  of Res pondent s suggested  that more adult education courses be made 
available  in the  community including basic liter acy.
27.5% of Res pondent s suggested that increased youth resources such as a
sports facility or multi -use games area (MU GA) would be  beneficial.
12.5% of Res pondent s suggeste d that training in rights education would be
bene ficial.
7.5% of Res pondent s suggested the formation of a community-based rights 
promoti on panel.
7.5% of Res pondent s suggested a health advice service.

Questi on 3 was: ? If so why / 
why not?

2.5% of Res pondents said no.



90.25% of Respondents said “yes” . 
12.5% of Res pondent s specified  why they were in favour of the Bill of 
Rights and this i ncluded the following reasons:

more equality, 
increased accountabilit y from government , 
increased transparency, 
more empowerment for communities , 
to te ach respe ct to young people.

Questi on 4 was: 
?

35%  of responded  to this ques tion. T he barriers identified  were:
bureaucracy
lack of funding
fear of intimidation
paramilit ary control 
ignorance of rights
low capacity
lack of ownership.

Possible  sources of particular support were identi fied as:
attempts to build good relations
the need for equality
will  to build a new society
the need for Protest ant working-class communitie s to empower 
them selve s

•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•

What speci al circumst ances in Northe rn Ireland would  
help su ppo rt a Bill of Rights or create a barrier to a Bill of Rights



4. Issue s raised by the Committee  and Com munit y Members  during 
the Cons ultatio n

Youth  Issue s

Health  Issues

•

•
•

•

•

•
•

•

•

•

•

•

Anti-social behaviour: The community has a right to live in safety and 
peace. 
The elde rly in particular have a right to freedom from annoyance.
Unde r-age drinking: This could be challenged by the right of the  
community to live i n safety and peace.
Drugs problem s: The community should have a right to be protected 
from drugs and the gangs who deal them. 
‘Boy racers’: This is also an issue  that could be challenged by a 
community right to live  in safety and peace.
You ng people have a right to be  heard, not  just told what to do. 
Man y of these young people leave school with low academi c 
achieve ment  levels.  The y are someti mes discouraged from working 
because bene fits might be affected . The right to continuing, life-long 
or adult e ducation and training would be of bene fit.
Need for sexual health education among young people. Thi s should be 
viewed as part of a right to healthy living.
High rates of teen age pregnancy: This should be dealt with by giving 
educaters, youth workers and social workers the adequate resources to 
raise awareness  – right to community care for young people.

The Waterside Health Cent re is almost 3 mile s away. Old people,  
single parents and other residen ts often have to take taxis or public 
transport. The re is a nee d for a mobile centre to at least treat basic 
needs .
The GPs in the Waterside have opted out of after hours cover. At 
night, reside nts have to go to Great James ’s St on the City side . What 
can be done about gett ing after hours services? A right to adequate 
access of health care would be o f benefi t.
Cancer services are going to be moved to Bel fast: right of adequate 
access to  health care.



Socia l Issues

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Illeg al loan-sharks are creating social problems and unregulated debts 
in the community. Peo ple are afraid or too proud to see k help . The  
right to freed om from ex ploitation need en forced.
There is a high percentage of ‘displaced’ persons in the community, 
some because of paramilitary tensions. The re should be a right to 
freedom from intimidation and viole nce.
Man y ex-paramilit aries  and ex-prisoners are in danger of drifting 
rather than inte grating. The Bill of Rights should take account of ex-
paramilit ary prisoners and try to give them protection eg ex-
paramilit ary prisoners have lost thei r right to compe nsation because of 
their  past.
There is a gene ral lack of social facilit ies and sports amenities  – the  
right of young people to access adequate resources and facilitie s to 
devel op socially should be  recognize d.
Water  charges have been  ‘parked’ but will probably become an issue  
again soon. There should be a right to free , clean water.
No affordable crèche facility, play school not  fully used because it’s 
too expens ive,  among other things. There should be a right to 
affordable and accessible childcare provision.
Caw is a pocket of deprivation masked by more affluent areas. Can a 
Bill of Rights do somet hing about this vis-à-vis the No ble I ndex et c?
Illeg al dumping is a proble m. The re should be a right to a clean 
envi ronment .
Lack of policing. Thi s should be resourced as part of the community’s 
right to l ive in safety and in peace.
The community should have a “right to be consulted” when  
devel opers move in to build on local land. The Caw area has no place 
of worship and land that could be used to build a church is bein g built  
upon by contractors.
Caw has no place of worship, Christi an or othe r. Many people would 
avail of a spiritual cent re of some type. How can the Bill of Rights 
contribute  to the  spiritual develo pme nt of our society?
Community groups should have an explicit right to protection from 
polit ical bias when applying for public funding. Some othe r groups 
with political connections see m to have an unfair advantage.
Statutory bodies, among others, often exhibi t a prejudicial attitude  
towards areas like  Caw because they see it as ghett oized,  and they 



attach a stigma to people who come from the  area. The  origins of this  
phenomenon can be traced back directly to conflict related social 
tensi ons and politi cally motivated viole nce. Today it forms a 
particular circumstance Northern Irish society and is more 
concentrated in communities  like Caw. A Bill of Rights should
require statutory agencies and others to ‘proof’ their policies and 
meth ods on a rights basis. This might also require staff training both 
at the service deli very point and at management level.

Finally, we would like to thank CFNI and all those  involved in the Bill of 
Rights Consultation for the opportunity to participate in the process, guided  
by our mentor. Our level of awarene ss around rights issues has increased  
significantly and we hope to use this knowledge and experience to build 
capacity and empower our community.

Caw/Nels on Drive is an area that has suffered from weak community 
infrastructure. In Northern Irel and such areas face a great many difficult  
issue s. These include: low capacity, lack of previous funding, lack of 
direction, lack of community groups or, someti mes , too many competi ng 
community groups. In Northern Irel and the proble ms facing areas of weak 
community infrastructure are frequent ly compounded by the fact that these
areas suffer from high levels of deprivation and/or high levels of community 
tensi on. 

Some data relating to the  Caw/Nel son Drive area can be found in the 
2001 Census. The re follows a basic analysis  of the results of Caw 
Ward/SOA for that census, adapted  from publicly available admini strative  
data on  .

On Cens us day, 29th April 2001, the resident  population of Caw SOA 
(the s ame geographical area as Caw Ward) was 2774. Of this population: 

5. Postsc riptum

Appendi x I
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24.9% were  under 16 years old and 22.0% were aged 60 and above;  
45.3% of the population were male and 54.7% were female; and 
16.8% were from a Catholic Community Background and 80.9% were  
from a 'Protest ant and Other Christi an (including Christi an related) ' 
Community Background.

The average age of population in Caw SOA was 37.6 years, in L’De rry LGD 
it was 32.8 years and for NI it was 35.8 years.
The population density in Caw SOA was 22.33 persons per hectare, 
compared to 2.71 for L’De rry LGD and 1.19 for NI.
In Caw SOA 30.6% of persons aged 16 and over were  single (ne ver 
married), in L’Der ry LGD it was 37.9% and for NI 33.1%.
In Caw SOA there were 16 births registere d in 2004. In total 56.3% of births 
were to unmarried mothers.

The Northern Ireland Multiple Dep rivation Me asure 2005 (NIMDM  
2005) was published in May 2005. The report identifies small area 
concentrations of multiple deprivation across Northern Irel and. 
On the  Multi ple De privation Mea sure Caw SOA has an overall rank of 230 
out of 890 Super Output Areas. All SOAs in Northern Ire land are ranked , 1 
bein g the most  deprived (W hite rock 2 in Bel fast) and 890 the least deprived  
(Jordanstown 3 in Ne wtownabbey). Caw's rank of 230 is in the top 25.84% 
most deprived SOAs.
Caw SOA lies in L’De rry LGD, which has 57 SOAs with ranks from 
Creggan Cent ral 1 ( 11) t o Culmore 5  ( 722).

On Ce nsus day 2001, in Caw SOA the population aged 16-74: 

13.6% had degree le vel or higher qualifications;  
54.3% were economically active, 45.7% were economically inactive;  
and 
5.7% were unemployed, of these  41.1% were long-term unem ployed.
24.8% of people had a limiti ng long-term illne ss, health proble m or 
disabilit y; 
9.5% of the population noted that they provide d unpaid care to family, 
friends, neighbours or othe rs; and 
63.7% of people stated  that thei r general health was good.

On Cens us Day 29th April 2001 there  were 1172 househ olds in Caw SOA. 
Of these households: 

47.4% were  owner occupied and 52.6% were rented;  



•
•
•
•

20.3% were  owned  outright; 
17.0% were  lone pensioner households;  
13.5% were  lone parents households with dependent  children;  and 
44.4% had one or more persons with a limiti ng long-term il lnes s.

The average household size was 2.33 for Caw SOA, compared to 2.87 for 
L’Der ry LGD and 2.65 for NI.
On Census day in Caw SOA, 62.1% of households had access to a car or 
van, 71.1% of persons aged 16-74 in employment  usually travelled to work 
by car or van. This compares to 69.5% in L’De rry LGD and 70.6% in NI. In 
2005, 897 cars were li censed to addresses i n Caw SOA.

CFNI  and CENI carried out rese arch on Social Capital, Community 
Capacity and Community Capabil ity in 2005 and thei r sample included the  
Waterside .  Th is rese arch produced scores through the use  of Nominal 
Group Tec hnique on bonding social capital (intracommunity relations);  
bridging social capital (intercommunity relations) and linking social capital 
(how resident s and groups in an area relate to decision makers), as well as 
scores for overall social capital based on the questi on “Would you want to 
live there?”  The rese arch also produced agreed scores for community 
capacity (the numbe r and density of voluntary and community groups in an 
area) and community capabilit y (how able these groups are at managing 
resources,  drawing in funding, organising activities  and projects, working 
with other groups and areas and being represe ntative of the whole area). All  
scores were based on a 1 to 5 scale where 1=the weakest and 5=the  
strongest . The  agreed  scores for Caw SOA are prese nted  in the chart belo w:

Bonding 
Social 
Capital

Bridging 
Social 
Capital

Linking 
Social 
Capital

Overall 
Social 
Capital

Community 
Capacity

Community 
Capabilit y

2 3 3 3 2 3

(All data provided by CFNI/ CENI, “Mapping Social Capital: A Mo del 
for Investme nt”)

Caw has just bee n listed as an “Area at Risk” by the Dep artme nt for 
Social De velo pment .



Appendix II

Caw 2000 Bill of Rights for Northern Ireland 
Consultation

Caw 2000 has been invited to join 20 other groups in 
piloting a special consultation for the proposed Bill of 
Rights for Northern Ireland. We would like to invite you 
top have your say by filling in the following section. 
Thank you.

What rights do you or the community need?1.   (The more specific the 
better.) eg: health, education, equality, identity & culture, young people, 
social, economic, women’s rights etc



2.
 Eg training, facilities, funding etc.

3. ? If so why / why not?

4.
?

What structures of support / resources would you require to realise 
those rights?

Does Northern Ireland need a Bill of Rights

What special circumstances in Northern Ireland would help support a 
Bill of Rights or create a barrier to a Bill of Rights
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