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Executive summary

One thousand, two hundred and one people took part in a public survey on Seanad reform
for the purpose of this submission to the working group. Survey responses were corrected
for differences in response rates between demographic groups. Both raw and corrected
results are presented.

A quantitative analysis of participants’ answers is summarised in textual form as follows:

The Seanad acts as an important check and counter-balance to the Dail and
senators from different vocational areas bring important experience to the
Oireachtas.

However, the Government has too much control over the Seanad for it to be
effective. Political parties have too much control over the nomination and election
of senators and the Seanad is used as a creche for novice politicians and/or a
safety net for failed election candidates.

The Seanad should be an effective check on the Dail and Government and
different strands of Irish society should be represented better in the Seanad.

The performance of the Taoiseach’s nominees and vocational-panel senators is perceived
as being very poor. University senators are perceived as performing much better but still
only middling.

That everybody should have a vote in elections to a reformed Seanad was identified as
being of high importance. Over two-thirds of participants said that this should include votes
for the Irish abroad.

Participants were against the idea of a strict gender quota for the Seanad by a margin of
two-to-one. Women were relatively more likely to support a strict gender quota than men.
However, a majority of female respondents were nonetheless against the idea.

In addition, over 400 public comments are also received. These are included even where
they go beyond the working group's terms of reference with the agreement of the chairman
of the working group.



About this submission

Between 6-23 January 2015, Second Republic invited the public to participate in a survey
of attitudes towards the Seanad and Seanad reform. The survey was advertised among
interested networks, on social media, in newsprint and by word-of-mouth. Over the course
of this 17-day period, over 1,200 people participated in the survey.

The responses of the participants are presented here as an omnibus public submission.
Primarily these are responses to multiple-choice questions within the working group’s
terms of reference. We have also included over 400 individual comments from
participants, some of which go beyond the working group’s terms of reference, with the
agreement of the chairman of the working group. We appreciate the working group’s
openness to accepting these in light of your terms of reference.

Our analysis of participant’s attitudes towards the Seanad and to Seanad reform is
primarily descriptive, in keeping with Second Republic’s stance of advocating citizen-led
reform rather than our own reform agenda. We see the value of this submission as
informing the priorities of the working group’s deliberations, rather than telling the working
group how it should resolve the issues identified by the participants.

Indicative margins of error between +3.64—-3.74% at a 95% confidence are estimated after
correcting for gender, age and geographic biases. However, this is subject to unmeasured
sampling bias as discussed further in the section below.

Public consultation

The primary motivation for Second Republic to engage in this initiative was our
disappointment to learn that an engaging public consultation process would not inform the
working group’s recommendations. We believe that reform of an institution as fundamental
to our state as one of the houses of parliament deserves genuine engagement with the
public.

A secondary purpose is to demonstrate the ease at which effective public consultation can
be conducted through modern means of communications where there is the will to do so.
The total cost of this submission was €24.45, including €7.50 on advertising (excluding
voluntary time and resources).

Appropriate time and effort were not given to public consultation ahead of the
Government’s proposal to abolish the Seanad in 2013. We expressed our opinion then
that the question of what to do with the Seanad should have been put to a forum such as
the Constitutional Convention.

Now, when the Government is seeking ideas for Seanad reform, appropriate time and
effort are again not being given to a proper public consultation.



We acknowledge that the working group has invited public submissions. However, it did so
the week before Christmas and with a deadline of mid-January. The request was made
apparently without any meaningful effort to advertise to the public that submissions were
being sought or to actively seek submissions from the public.

The decision on 13 January to extend the deadline for receipt of submissions by 10 days
was similarly done without any meaningful effort to advertise this to the public.

Additionally, we understand that the working group will review ideas raised at the time of
the Seanad abolition referendum. While this is an admirable undertaking, it was no
substitute for a public consultation then and it is no substitute for public consultation now.
It is unclear how issues raised during a referendum on the abolition of the Seanad will
inform recommendations now on how to reform the Seanad within current constitutional
limits.

Consequently, we are unconvinced by the working group’s efforts at public consultation.
Despite our misgivings, we continue to have faith that individual members of the working

group share the same democratic values as us. We therefore look forward to reading the
working group’s response to this criticism in your report.



Participants

The survey had a very high level of participation from the public. In the view of Second
Republic, this demonstrates a demand among the public for engaging and meaningful

public consultation on political reform.

In total, there were 1201 responses. The median length of time taken to complete the

survey was 3 minutes 26 seconds.

The table below shows the total number of participants, including those who started but
did not complete the survey. Partially-completed surveys are included in the analysis.

Number Percent
Complete 1104 91.92%
Incomplete 97 8.79%
1201 100.00%

Each participant was asked their gender, age group and where they lived. The responses

to these questions are shown below.

Male or female?

Number Percent
Male 781 65.03%
Female 408 33.97%
No answer 12 1.00%
1201 100.00%

Young or old?

Number Percent
Under 18 0 0.00%
18 - 25 95 7.91%
26 -35 346 28.81%
36 -45 315 26.23%
46 - 55 220 18.32%
56 - 65 142 11.82%
Over 65 63 5.25%
No answer 20 1.67%
1201 100.00%




Where do you live?

Number Percent
Dublin 497 41.38%
Leinster, except Dublin 204 16.99%
Munster 287 23.90%
Connacht 102 8.49%
Ulster, except Northern Ireland 56 4.66%
Northern Ireland 4 0.33%
Other 48 4.00%
No answer 3 0.25%
1201 100.00%

Respondents who answered “Other” could specify a residence. Those who identified their
residence as being outside of Ireland identified themselves as living in Great Britain (9),
elsewhere in the EU (7), Canada/USA (5), and Australia/New Zealand (2).

Four respondents who identified themselves as living outside of Ireland explicitly stated
that they were emigrants or temporarily working abroad.

How representative were the participants?

The number of participants and the design of the questionnaire allow the survey data to be
accurately corrected for gender, age and geographic bias in respondents. On these three
variables, a design effect of 1.48 was discovered during the raking process, which is
broadly in line with opinion polls.

Individual participants were assigned weights calculated against the 2011 census data
using a raking process, following guidelines from DeBell and Krosnick, 2009. The median
weight was 0.81 with a standard deviation of 0.70. The smallest weight was 0.42 and the
largest was 4.58.

The raw (unweighted) number of participants for each answer, as well as the weighted
percentage of participants for each answer, is presented for every question in the analysis
sections.
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Figures 1 - 3: Gender, age and residence of participants (before and after correcting response rates)



What is the margin of error?

A margin of error is calculated to estimate two things:

e The likelihood of a survey question getting the same result, if the survey was
repeated.

e The likelihood of the general public sharing the same views as those found during
the survey.

The margin of error for a question, however, does not factor for biases, such as
participation bias. Analysis of the response data corrected for age, gender and geographic
biases. However, since the process of finding participants to the survey was
non-probabilistic, other biases in participants, other than age, gender and geography, are
unknown.

Examples of such biases include self-selection among the participants or recruiting
participants from a narrow source of referrers.

Since a goal of the survey was to act as a substitute for government-supported public
consultation, these potential biases were considered reasonable to ignore when estimating
an indicative margin of error. Self-selection bias is just as likely to happen in any public
consultation. Participation was sufficiently widely advertised to avoid results being
overwhelmed by respondents coming from any one source and would also occur during a
public consultation.

Assuming that no other biases exist that significantly affect respondent answers, indicative
estimates of margins of error for each question vary between +3.64-3.74% at a 95%
confidence.

These are estimated against the weighted data, including the design effect discovered
above, using the general formula for calculating the margin of error for a sample
proportion. The size of the population was set at all persons aged over 18 years in the
State. The maximal sample proportion is used in each case for the purpose of calculating
the widest estimate of margin of error using this formula. In this way, the estimated
indicative margin of error is deliberately over-estimated.

Where did participants come from?

The public was invited to participate in the survey through a number of channels, including
the Second Republic mailing lists and social media networks, the Democracy Matters!
social media networks, the Broadsheet website, the Journal, the Irish Examiner, and a
posting on the Irish Politics Forum. Participants were encouraged to share the survey with
their networks.
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Figure 4: Estimated referral sources for participants

In addition, a small number of paid adverts were taken out on Facebook targeted at people
living in Ireland with an interest in politics, government and related subject areas.

An estimate of referral sources based on an analysis of traffic to the Second Republic
website during the period of the survey suggests participants came from the following
referrers:

Number Percent
Indeterminable 292 24.27%
Direct link (e.g. email) 291 24.22%
Broadsheet 186 15.47%
Facebook 147 12.22%
The Journal 102 8.52%
Twitter 100 8.35%
Irish Examiner 26 213%
Irish Politics Forum 17 1.40%
Facebook (paid) 16 1.33%
Google 11 0.95%
Other 13 1.12%
1201 100.00%

Preventing fraudulent submissions

The survey software used to collect responses prevented duplicate participation by setting
a cookie in each participant’s web browser. Since this mechanism is relatively easy to
circumvent, participants’ IP addresses were also recorded and analysed.



Some submissions from duplicate IP addresses were expected (e.g. people connecting
from the same home or office network). The mean number of submissions from each IP

address was 1.09, with a standard deviation of 0.73 and a range of 18.

The number of unique and duplicate IP addresses is show in the following table:

Number Percent
Unique 1045 95.09%
Duplicate 54 4.91%
Total 1099 100.00%

An analysis of contributions from duplicate IP addresses was done. No suspicious
submission patterns were detected.
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The Seanad

Participants were asked three questions on their attitude towards the Seanad generally.
Each question had five potential answers. Four were set answers designed as a matrix
relating positive, negative and aspirational features of the Seanad. These were
randomized in order for each participant. Participants could also provide their own answers
to these questions.

During the survey, participants were first asked what they thought was the single worst
feature of the Seanad. This was done to allow participants to “vent” negative attitudes
towards the Senad before being asked to identify positive aspects.

Survey questions

The single best feature?

Participants were asked: “What do you think is the single best feature of the Seanad?”
Potential answers were:

1. “The Seanad allows people who wouldn't normally be elected to have a seat in
parliament”

2. “Senators from different vocational areas bring important experience to the
Oireachtas”

3. “Senators are often a better quality of politician compared to TDs”

“The Seanad acts as an important check and counter-balance to the Dail”

5. Other

s

The raw number of responses from participants for each answer, and the corresponding
weighted percentages (with an indicative margin of error), is shown below.

Participants Weighted (+3.66%)
Answer 1 196 15.83%
Answer 2 217 19.36%
Answer 3 135 14.78%
Answer 4 441 38.09%
Other 148 11.94%
No answer 64
1201

11



Best feature of the Seanad?

Answer 1

Answer 2

Answer 3

Answer 4

Other
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Worst feature of the Seanad?

Answer 1
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Answer 3
Answer 4
Other
10% 20% 30% 40% A0%
Weighted responses

Most important thing for Seanad reform?

Answer 1
Answer 2
Answer 3
Answer 4
Other
10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
Weighted responses

Figures 5 - 7: Proportion of answers on attitudes towards the Seanad generally (avg. +3.68%)
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Written answers were provided by 145 respondents who answered “Other”. These were
classified into thematic groups and counted.

Almost half of these (66) indicated that the Seanad had no positive features. Just under a
quarter praised the contribution that the Seanad makes through its political culture and
independence of voice (23) or through the work of specific individual senators (11).
Twenty-six said the Seanad had the potential to be a check on the Dail but was ineffectual
in its current state, principally due to the influence of the Government or political parties
represented in the Dail.

Leaving aside the three respondents who indicated that they agreed with all or a majority
of the set answers, 16 responses did not fit into any of these categories.

The single worst feature?

Participants were asked: “What do you think is the single worst feature of the Seanad?”
Potential answers were:

1. “The Seanad is used as a creche for novice politicians and/or a safety net for failed
election candidates”

2. “Senators don't have genuine knowledge and experience of their supposed
vocational areas”

3. “Political parties have too much control over the nomination and election of
senators”

4. “The Government has too much control over the Seanad for it to be effective”

5. Other

The raw number of responses from participants for each answer, and the corresponding
weighted percentages (with an indicative margin of error), is shown below.

Participants Weighted (+3.64%)
Answer 1 275 23.89%
Answer 2 52 5.29%
Answer 3 339 28.06%
Answer 4 373 33.58%
Other 106 9.18%
No answer 56
1201

Written answers were provided by 103 respondents who answered “Other”. These were
classified into thematic groups and counted.
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Over a third of these (38) complained that the Seanad is not democratically elected. Nearly
a quarter said that the Seanad had too few powers to be effective (18) or was not
sufficiently independent of the Dail (6). Twenty-three said that they agreed with all or a
majority of the set answers.

Eighteen responses did not fit into any of these categories.

The most important thing?

Participants were asked: “In a reformed Seanad, what is the single most important thing
you'd like to see?”

Potential answers were:

“Different strands of Irish society should be represented better in the Seanad”
“The Seanad should have a more specialized role in scrutinizing laws”
“Senators should be the brightest and best that our society can give”

“The Seanad should be an effective check on the Dail and Government”
Other

ar0DdN-~

The raw number of responses from participants for each answer, and the corresponding
weighted percentages (with an indicative margin of error), is shown below.

Participants Weighted (+3.74%)
Answer 1 207 20.13%
Answer 2 130 12.13%
Answer 3 124 10.42%
Answer 4 545 49.86%
Other 94 7.46%
No answer 101
1201

Written answers were provided by 93 respondents who answered “Other”. These were
classified into thematic groups and counted.

Almost half of these dealt with the system of electing senators to the Seanad. Primarily
these were that a reformed Seanad should be elected on a universal franchise (41).
Respondents also said that the university franchise should be extended to all graduates
(1) and that the Irish abroad should have a vote (2). Two respondents suggested sortition
as a method of selecting senators.

The next largest group where those who said that the Seanad should be abolished (13).

14



Other comments included that the Seanad should be more independent (5), effective in
keeping a check on the Dail (4), representative in composition (4), and have more powers

(2).

Leaving aside the seven respondents who indicated that they agreed with all (or a
majority) of the set answers, there were 13 remaining responses.

Interpreting these answers

One way to analyse the responses to these three questions is to set a threshold of 20% for
each answer before it is considered. As there were five potential answers to each of these
four questions, any answer with less than 20% of responses will be statistically
under-represented compared to an equal distribution of answers.

Analysis was performed after correcting for differences in response rates between
demographic groups. Leeway is given for the estimated margin of error for each answer.

This analysis allows us to form the following statement on the Seanad and Seanad reform
from participant’s answers:

The Seanad acts as an important check and counter-balance to the Dail (38.09%
+3.66%) and senators from different vocational areas bring important experience to
the Oireachtas (19.36% +3.66%).

However, the Government has too much control over the Seanad for it to be
effective (33.58% +3.64%). Political parties have too much control over the
nomination and election of senators (28.06% +3.64%) and the Seanad is used as a
creche for novice politicians and/or a safety net for failed election candidates
(23.89% 13.64%).

The Seanad should be an effective check on the Dail and Government (49.86%

+3.74%) and different strands of Irish society should be represented better in the
Seanad (20.13% +3.74%).

15



Senators

In addition to surveying attitudes to the Seanad as a whole, the survey included questions
about attitudes towards the different groups of senators within the Seanad.

The three questions asked were:

In general, do you think that senators nominated by Taoiseach are good choices?
In general, do you think that university senators represent the interests and
opinions of the graduates who elect them well?
e In general, do you think that vocational-panel senators have sufficient knowledge
and experience of the vocational areas they represent?

Participants could answer: “Yes”,

Tagiseach's nominees

Liniversity senalors

No” or “| don’t know”.

Figure 8: Scores for different groups of senators (+4)

Vocational senators

The raw number of responses from participants for each answer to these questions, and
the corresponding weighted percentages (indicatively +3.68%), is shown below.

Taoiseach nominees

University senators

Vocational senators

Yes 91 8.04% 377 33.86% 124 11.95%

No 868 75.18% 462 38.99% 710 60.84%

| don't know 176 16.78% 293 27.15% 67 27.20%
No answer 66 69 69
1201 1201 1201

Another way of analysing this data is to give each group of senators a score out of 100
based on the proportions of participants who answered “Yes” for each group (disregarding
don’t-knows and no-answers).

The weighted score for each senator group (indicatively +4), is shown below.

Taoiseach nominees

University senators

Vocational senators

Score

10

46

16

16



Seanad Elections

The survey included three specific questions relating to Seanad elections. Two asked who
should be entitled to vote in Seanad elections and one asked if there should be a strict
gender quota for senators.

These questions were included because they were identified as recurring questions raised
by current proposals for Seanad reform.

Should everyone have a vote?

Each participant was asked how important it was to them that everybody should have a
vote in Seanad elections. Answers were taken on a five-point Likert scale.
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Figure 9: The importance of a universal franchise (£3.72%)

The raw number of responses from participants for each answer, and the corresponding
weighted percentages (with an indicative margin of error), is shown below.

Participants Weighted (¥3.72%)
Very low importance 41 3.72%
Low importance 43 4.73%
Moderate importance 127 11.89%
High importance 255 21.12%
Very high importance 638 58.54%
No answer 97
1201

Normalised to a scale from 1 to 5, with 5 indicating “very high importance”, the mean
weighted score for this question among participants was 4.26, indicating that the average
respondent attributed high importance to this statement.

17



Including the Irish abroad?

Each participant was asked, if more people (or everybody) could vote in Seanad elections,
would they like that to include Irish people living abroad.

B ves
B o

Figure 10: Support to include the Irish abroad in an extended franchise (+3.72%)

The raw number of responses from participants for each answer, and the corresponding
weighted percentages (with an indicative margin of error), is shown below.

Participants Weighted (£3.72%)
Yes 752 66.85%
No 352 33.15%
No answer 97
1201

What about a gender quota?

Participants were asked if they would like there to be a strict gender quota in a reformed
Seanad.

The raw number of responses from participants for each answer, and the corresponding
weighted percentages (with an indicative margin of error), is shown below.

Participants Weighted (¥3.73%)
Yes 368 34.22%
No 733 65.78%
No answer 100
1201
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On this question, an analysis was performed to test for a correlation between a participant
being male or female and their answer to this question.

The raw number of responses from male and female participants (excluding those who
didn’t answer), and the corresponding weighted percentages (indicatively £3.73%), is
shown below.

Yes No
Male 194 24% 535 76%
Female 171 44% 192 56%

A correlation between the participant gender and their answer to this question can be
observed without statistical analysis. For avoidance of doubt, however, a Chi-square test
was performed on these categories and the correlation was found to be significant at 0.05
level (p=0.00).

Women were more likely to support a strict gender quota than men but a majority of
respondents on each category (male and female) were against.

B ves
B o

100%
T5%

50%

Weighted responses

25%

0%
Men Women

Figures 11 - 12: Support for a strict gender quota, generally and amongst men and women separately (+3.73%)
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Public comments

For the final question in the survey, participants were asked if they had any comment on
Seanad reform or on the survey itself.

402 participants left comments, which was 33.47% of all participants. The mean length of
a comment was 59 words, with the longest being 435 words long.

These comments are reproduced below. Identifying information has been removed in three
cases and potentially libelous comments have been redacted in two further cases. The
comments have been edited slightly for spelling errors and readability.

We are grateful to the working group for allowing us leeway to submit these comments,
even where they cannot be considered for going beyond working group’s terms of
reference.

# Comment

1 Seanad reform should be linked to Dail reform - the Seanad can serve the purpose of
reflecting local interests in legislation allowing the D4il to be a proper national legislature.

2 My personal preference would be to abolish the Seanad entirely.

Given this option was rejected, the Seanad must be made more relevant with real
political muscle, all of its members should be directly elected, its finances should be
completely transparent, its session should be broadcast and the people should have the
right to impeach a member.

Finally, any Seanad member who steps down during a term to stand for the Dail should
be forced to pay back every cent they have taken in expenses or benefits.

3 All Irish citizens (wherever they live) should elect the Seanad on a list system. If the
Seanad focused on policy issues (i.e. non budget/finance), this would be an excellent way
of allowing Irish citizens living abroad contribute to Irish political life. Those of us living
abroad have a wide range of alternative perspectives and the Seanad could capitalise on
this more effectively if we could all vote in Seanad elections.

4 All senators should be directly elected by the people.
There should be no whips imposed.
The Senate should have the right to reject legislation (not just delay) which must then be

reconsidered and changed by the Dail until a compromise is reached between both
houses.

S To expand on the gender issue - | feel it's an insult to women to force such a quota on

20



institutions. Have them fill the roles because they are smart, capable women, not just
because they are women and you need to meet a certain number.

The Seanad has the potential to be extremely effective however at the moment because
they are nominated by Government there it is effectively a defunct House where laws are
not scrutinized sufficiently. It should be their role that laws passed in the Dail are checked
for their legality and that the laws will be sufficient. An effective Seanad, for example,
would not have allowed the slapstick abortion legislation which will need to be reviewed
and changed.

6 I'm concerned that the proposed reform is at the behest of the Government who have a
huge interest in keeping the existing structure as is. For me this should be in the hands of
an independent commission and taken out of the political arena.

Good Luck!

7 It is perceived as an elite and out of touch with the "common person" .

8 The people of the north of Ireland should have a vote.

9 Seanad reform is now crucial. The vote to retain the Seanad was commonly understood
to be a vote for reform. It has been amply demonstrated, most recently with the water
legislation, that any Government of the day have the ability to neuter Seanad opinion via
their significant number of patronage route appointees.

We need a properly functioning, independent and discerning Seanad. Such an institution
could significantly raise the quality of overall Government in Ireland and in so doing, help
to restore people’s confidence in our Democracy, something which never before has
been driven to such a low ebb.

10 Everybody should have a vote - in constituencies based on occupation/professional
organisation/ union or community/ interest group.

For Irish Passport holders.
Gender is preferable, but not essential.

11 I am concerned about the restrictive answer allowed about the electorate i.e. should
everyone have a vote. There are many ways to change the voting system to be used.

12 | believe that Seanad should be indirectly elected as it should not be a replica of the Dail.

13 The Seanad should be elected by the entire electorate.

14 We need reform badly! ASAP please!

15 The Seanad has a role as a balance to the Dail but overall | feel it is ineffective, and there

many senators | do not think deserve a seat, particularly given the cost to the taxpayer
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involved. | think the senators as nominated by the NUI, etc are of a high quality, and if
more such senators had a role then | would be pleased.

16 | believe that you need to reach as many people as possible to fill in this survey and also
use Avaaz to set up a campaign with a more public awareness of the Seanad reform.

17 Here as some ideas:

e Extend the electorate for the six University Senators to all those with a
Third-Level degree from an Irish institution — which is already allowed for in the
Constitution, via the Seventh Amendment.

e Reduce the number of Senators elected via vocational patterns to the absolute
minimum allowed in the Constitution.

e Devise a convention that the Taoiseach, in relation to the 11 Senators that he
appoints to the Seanad, must either:

o Appoint a group of 11 Senators whose political composition matches, as
closely as possible, the political composition of the Dail

o Reserve a certain number, if not all of the appointed Senators, to those
who has gained recognition on the basis of their past contributions to
Life, Culture, and Society in Ireland — Excluding former members of the
Seanad and the Dail.

® Provide a number of Senators to be elected from an electorate consisting only of
Irish Citizens residing abroad for less than a certain number of.

e Elect the remaining Senators via the general electorate in Ireland, by sub-dividing
the country into a several, large regional constituencies.

e Allow Northern Irish MPs full speaking, and possibly voting rights.

18 | decided to vote to keep the Seanad on the basis that it was a check and balance on the
government. Quite clearly this hasn't worked as the water services bill proved. Senators
bought off by Kenny's useless government to force through another appalling tax on
people to pay rich gamblers debts. The sole purpose of this institution is to ensure better
governance by government parties. Unless this is done there is no need for the Seanad.

19 While | think it is important that some Seanad seats should be voted on by the public, |
would still like a portion to be appointed by independent bodies such as the universities.

20 The Seanad should make a real contribution to governance of the people. The people are
the superordinate community. The Dail is a tool of the people and the Seanad should
ensure it is effective. The executive are the managers of the process of governing. The
Seanad should make clear that the hierarchy of governance rests with the people.

21 | would like the government to stop putting their hand picked people into the Seanad

when it comes to voting on things that affect the people because it's so corrupt that the
government are putting people on there to vote their views not the views of the people
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of Ireland.

22

The citizens have made clear by voting NOT to abolish the Seanad that they have no trust
in whip-controlled partisan government. The Seanad must be retained, but only makes
sense if it has a meaningful control function, protecting democracy against what is
effectively a cabinet dictatorship answerable to nobody but the wealthy individuals who
finance party electoral campaigns.

23

Candidates for election to Seanad Eireann should not be affiliated to any political party
and should be required to demonstrate appropriate qualities and experience that qualify
them as suitable for election.

24

Everyone should be voted in by the People. The Taoiseach should not put in any more
lackies. The Party Whips should have no power in the Seanad or else what is the point of
having it. The Irish Water Bill shambles was a clear display of how useless the current
Seanad set-up is.

25

I would like to see the Seanad as a body which represents more community activists and
more representational of actual class structures of this country. | would also like to see it
be a actual check on government and | would also like to see a much more direct
democracy model applied to it: something akin to Switzerland or sometimes known as
participatory democracy

26

The Seanad could become a county-based senator and with radical reform of the Dail to
remove parochialism among TD's and ministers.

27

| think the idea of the Seanad should be to allow for a different type of discourse to take
place in Irish politics, for questions of ethics and morals to be raised and debated in a way
that TDs don't have time to do, or are too restricted by the Whip to vocalise as they will
then be forced to vote the opposite. There should be a higher level of respect shown for
the Seanad by TDs, a removal of party politics emphasis. This should enable a forum of
debate for which the general public can feel pride and unity, believing that those elected
to the Seanad have a higher understanding of issues and the patience to do what is both
right and necessary.

28

| am currently very disheartened at complete lack of reform and see no purpose in the
Seanad.

29

Reduce size to say 25/30 people. Direct public elections. 5 fixed term regardless of Dail
term. No political party candidates in the Senate. All elected by Irish people at home and
abroad from panels independently selected to represent business, labour, science and
technology, social sciences (including economics), humanities/arts, international and
national law.

Look for the best and highly motivated minds in all of these areas at home and abroad.
Not necessarily Irish people.

Crucially NO political jobbery/nepotism/creche/failed local politicians etc.
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30

The citizen, at all times, should have an input into decision making which will be paid
heed to, including emails, letters, phone calls, social media, petitions, protests etc.
Wages/pensions brought down to standard levels with no expenses given. Party whip, if it
is used in the Seanad, discontinued. No interference by government and accountability to
voters is essential. Thank you.

31

Stop using the term 'submit'.

32

The Seanad needs to be seen as obviously worthwhile to the general public. Senators
should be provided with more media attention than they currently get. Panels need to
reflect all sectors of society - this would require a larger number of panels that are more
accessible to would-be senators. The number of political appointments are a deterrent to
public trust in the Seanad.

33

There has to be a concern that the current government's approach to Seanad reform is
designed to produce a result which will continue to protect the executive from effective
scrutiny and from any 'checks and balances' on its legislative hegemony. Submissions to
the Reform Commission should be squarely focussed on the above and to extending the
role of the Seanad to specialist examination of legislative proposals emanating from EU
institutions, as well as other international treaties and conventions to which Ireland may
plan to accede. Personally, | oppose the concept of extending Seanad votes to emigrants,
which may give rise to unintended consequences in other areas in due course (such as
Presidential/Dail elections) and abrogates the principle of restricting voting rights to
taxpayers whose taxes support our political institutions. 'Gender quotas' and like issues
also serve as a distraction from the key purpose of Seanad reform and provide excuses
for a reform package that will be all frills and no substance.

34

Should have real power.

35

The best available should be put forward, man or woman.

36

There isn't enough choice of questions. Senators should be re-callable, accountable and
sackable. Seanad doesn't sit for enough hours in a week, Whip systems should be banned
from this house.

37

The Seanad is too elitist. Political nominations and university nominations should be
scrapped.

38

| feel the Seanad in its current form is not working and has no power. | think a lot of the
senators are there because it's a cushy number with exception to a few.

It has let the people down shamefully.

Right now, the hard working people are NOT HAPPY.

39

There is no will to reform it.

40

| would like us to explore the idea of non-party only membership of the Seanad, i.e. no
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candidate for Seanad election should be a member of any political party.

41

We quickly require a new conscientious political culture where the first instinct is to do
the right thing in the best interests of the country and not myopic personal gain nor inane
one-upmanship.

42

It is not clear that the Senate brings much that is new and different to the process of
legislation, given the fusion between the Executive/government and the Dail/Senate in
our 1937 constitution. Until these are formally and completely separated, neither role
can be enhanced without taking away from the other.

It is significant that when people try to justify the Senate because of unique Senators,
virtually all those named have been from among the University Panels i.e. a mere 10% of
the members.

The control exercised by political parties on the 43 Senators elected from the panels
shows just how centralised and prone to group-think the membership of parties are.

43

The people need to be represented .... A people's Seanad.

44

Have election for Seanad same day as GE.

45

They let the people down badly on Irish Water. That has greatly eroded support for the
Seanad. If referendum today people would vote to abolish it. Now seen as powerful as a
wet dishcloth.

46

The only reason people voted to keep the Seanad was because they wanted it reformed.
Enda Kenny has not only abused his position, and kept it unreformed, but made it even
worse.

47

| feel it is crucial that senators should be genuine representatives of the people, not
political parties. As it stands the upper chamber is a whipped rubber stamp dominated by
establishment group-thinkers. How about criteria other than a gender quota? How about
guaranteeing a home maker? A member of the traveling community? A new Irish citizen?
Someone two years or more on the live register? Our society is not made up solely of
elderly white Christians who are career politicians. If such over-representation of this
demographic continues then there is still no hope for Seanad Eireann even if it is altered
in such a way as to to allow it a genuine veto over flawed and questionable bills rushed
through the Dail by the government of the day.

48

Listen to the people and do what they ask. It's that simple. We don't ask for much.

49

A specific number of seats should be set aside for NI and the Diaspora, in order to limit
control over decision-making.

50

There is urgent need to reform the Seanad to make it independent of the government of
the day. The Seanad has been silenced on important flaws in legislation and on matters of
social justice. | sat for three hours recently in the gallery and was appalled.
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51

1 person, 1 vote.
No gender quota.

Have them elected on the vocational panels but with each citizen of Republic of Ireland
having 1 vote.

52

I'm sorry | voted to keep the Seanad. | would like to see the Seanad become an apolitical
entity, there entirely to keep a check on the government and to have the ability to
explore what legislation should be introduced for the benefit of the Irish citizens. In its
present state it is a talking shop with little or no real purpose.

53

We voted to keep the Seanad for a reason but when it came to it, the government had
the decks stacked. It appears it has always been so. This has to change. Now.

The Seanad must be given the powers it needs to be a proper balance to 'government'
plans - which, sadly, are aligned to the corporate interest; at the expense of the very
people who keep the whole shebang going: US. The People.

This nonsense of 'insiders' voting for 'insiders' in appointing Seanad members must also
end. Seanad appointments must be put to a public vote.

This Ireland of ours is a mere demockracy. The Upper House, for the first time in a very
long time, has the Upper hands. Ladies and Gentlemen, | suggest you use it for the good
of all, not just the 'gravy-train' passengers.

54

The Seanad has always been a glorified talking shop with little or no effective
achievements. The theory of a senate even back to Roman times was to be a wise council
to the assembly. This has been lost on politics over the ages.

A major and total reform is possible and must be done in conjunction with sweeping
changes to the Dail and | would also say County and City Council levels too. | would
suggest maybe local assemblies, regional think tanks and group interaction on a localism,
regional and national level with democracy being grown from the bottom up and not like
it is being proposed by the likes of Reboot Ireland to build from the the top down. We
have seen all this politics before and it has never worked effectively or long term.

My greatest worry is that the establishment will once again close ranks and see that they
are not as relevant or as important as they believe and by having more democracy that
less power would be concentrated in their hands and they would lose some of their
ability to mould the agenda.

Democracy is supposed to be about the will of the people not the will of the few over the
many.

55

| think the survey questions are quite limited. While | think the University Senators do a
good job, | do not believe TCD should have three seats and that other higher level
institutions should be excluded and | say this as an NUI graduate. The most important
thing for me is equality in voting rights.
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56

Seanad is a joke.

57

The Seanad should fulfill their role as public servants and not act as a rubber stamp for
any particular government. Many 'Independent' Senators, appointed by the Taoiseach
clearly vote in accordance with the government (often it is presumed to honour standing
relationships or as they are hoping for government support for their own pet issues later)
Independents should be truly independent - not nominated by the gov. A Senate should
ALWAYS function as a genuine second house, as a check and balance for government
legislation and all members should be independent of government. | am happy for
Universities to have genuine representatives, however this should only form a small
portion of seats, as it currently does, with the rest filled by public vote - including no
bloc-voting created by seats being filled by political parties or other interest groups.

58

The Seanad should be directly elected in the same manner as the Dail and the whip
system should be strictly prohibited.

59

Seanad can be prime method of allowing gradual National reconciliation of the island by
letting the North's elected Westminster MPs have a seat in Seanad by right.

60

Abolish the In/out panels on each vocational panel and only allow Seanad Nominating
Bodies to make candidate nominations for each panel.

Reform the Seanad electoral process to widen the franchise before the next General
Election.

Hold the Seanad election on the same day as the Dail election.
There should be a media focus on candidates for the Senators, profiles in the papers etc.

Hold the Seanad election count in public (rather than in Leinster House) and report
Senators elected in the media.

Have a Senator elected by the diaspora to represent their views rather than giving every
Irish person abroad a Seanad vote.

| think the remit and work that the Seanad is currently empowered to do - broadly they
do it very well. However | would like a better calibre of Senator. In the history of the
Senad those that are competent have shone through and shown what it is possible to
achieve as a Senator. Notable examples from this term include Sen. Averil Power and her
bill to give adopted people access to their birth information, which serves the needs of a
constituency of over 50,000 people across the country. Sen. Prof. John Crowne and his
use of his Senatorial position to highlight health issues particularly his high profile
campaign against smoking. Sen. David Norris on his ongoing campaign for full equality for
LGBT people. There are many examples from the history of the Seanad - including Sen.
Mary Robinson raising gender equality issues. All of their work, the issues they
campaigned on are issues no TD, whether government or opposition, Minister or
backbencher, would act on as they do not affect enough people in a Dail constituency to
be electorally beneficial.
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| could go on but my point is this - the Seanad as a body, broadly speaking, does not need
reform - it is the process through which Senators are elected which needs to be changed.
Change the electoral process and the type of person elected changes, hopefully for the
better. Those new senators will be in the best position to make changes to the standing
orders through which the house operates should it be deemed necessary.

61

Get Freemasonry out of Irish politics, or politicians should at least declare their
membership publicly.

62

It should be a secular second chamber, free of any lobbyists, including GAA affiliations.

63

Thank you for making a submission on democratic reform available.

Let's declare the Second Republic.

64

The Seanad should not be ruled by party politics or the whip system. It should be
comprised of well-qualified individuals serving as a watchdog for the Dail.

65

Seanad candidates should be independents mostly and not affiliated to party politics as
much as possible.

66

Opportunity to attract different types of people into politics and not just those affiliated
with political parties. Plus it needs to have more clout to assess legislation and to
recommend a certain number of amendments.

University panels are an old fashioned idea and elitist although many senators serve well.
There must be a way to nominate a number of academic, professional, business,
scientific, community and voluntary and civil society representatives to achieve a more
representative Seanad. Those candidates should then be supported by civil servants to
advise on protocols and constitutional issues to help build people’s confidence and ability
to debate/question legislation.

67

Seanad reform must come with reform of the Oireachtas committees.

68

The method of selecting seanadoiri should be very different than for the Dail. The current
system of political party control needs to end. A modified version of the vocational panel
structure to ensure a wide spectrum of the societal sectors/area of interest are
represented is desirable. No whip system to apply. Contingent procedures to be
developed which will ensure that resolution of views between Dail and Seanad majorities
can take place by way of negotiated compromise.

69

Seanad is a creche for politicians and abused by parties. | would like to see it opened up.
Taoiseach should nominate two senators for Diaspora. We have Senators that we never
see or hear.

70

| find at the moment it seems that the Seanad is made up mostly of thinking people. | find
the Taoiseach's nominees are often favours to people who may not have the acumen to
be a member. | find the Seanad at present has no bearing on the Dail, and is only a talking
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shop. This needs to be turned around.
The level of debate in the Dail is pathetic. The Seanad needs leaders with clout, and
needs a system to protect this, and needs to provide an alternative to the Dail, without

being under it.

At present they end up as a laughing stock as no one takes them into account.

7

| believe the vote of the people to retain the Seanad was very much influenced by the
desire to see reform of the institution rather than its abolition. | would argue that the
Government should respect that public intent by implementing the type of reforms that
were presented by the Democracy Matters campaign group during the referendum
campaign. Such changes would not require a constitutional referendum to be
implemented and further changes to the working of the Chamber and the Oireachtas
committees could be implemented with the introduction of new Committee rules and
order of business rules which allow MEP's to present issues in the Seanad and to report
more regularly to the Committees.

72

I'm all for equality, but | feel having a quota for female senators undermines and belittles
the current female senators sitting in the Seanad and the government for that matter. |
understand the need to increase female participation, for example men discussing and
making laws on abortion, when they do not fully understanding a woman'’s perspective.
For our country to work best, yes we need more women in politics but not on a quota
basis.

73

Elections should take place on the same day as DAil elections

74

Ask each Party to pledge that future Senators will not run for the Dail - stop them
focusing on constituency issues and using it as a launch pad. Doesn’t require
constitutional amendment or even a change to the law.

Also the survey shouldn't have said 'strict' gender quota. I'm a fan of some forms of
gender quotas, but generally don't like the forced 50:50 idea. Using 'strict' may put some

people off.

Good luck guys!

75

The Seanad could, and should, be an effective controlling mechanism to prevent the
worst excesses of a Dail dominated by Whip-led politicians - especially in the current
situation where the sitting government majority is so large.

Opening the Seanad to public elections, removing the politician only voting on vocational
panels, and the ability of government to nominate senators can only help facilitate that

role.

Important that Seanad term is off-set from government - say 7 versus 5 term of
government to provide oversight and control opportunities.

Seanad elections should be staggered with a percentage of senators elected in tranches -
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say 50% at mid-term of senate.

Term limit for senators - max 2 terms in Seanad

76

Different strands of Irish society would be best selected through random selection for the
Seanad from the electoral roll, like a form of jury duty.

77

Abolish it.

78

Logically there is no way to make the Senate "representative" without it becoming a
clone of the Dail. The current Dail will (rightly) never tolerate a clone with similar powers.
This dilemma makes it impossible to give the Senate any real power - if it is democratic, it
simply replicates the Dail; if it is selected on another basis, it will not have a "mandate" in
the eyes of the voters.

79

Unfortunately, Seanad reform is not going to be simple. It requires a significant changes
to the Constitution, meaning a referendum would have to be held. The panels make very
little sense anymore - which is understandable since they were set out in 1937. We have
very different legislation going through both houses these days and so abolishing the
panel seats and making them regional seats would make much more sense in this day and
age.

It would be great to see political reform both in the Dail and Seanad, however, more
important issue will always take preference for people. Such as hospital overcrowding,
unemployment and taxes.

80

It is simply NOT happening and | have no faith in its process.

81

| would prefer the number of politicians in the Oireachtas to be reduced significantly. If
the number of TDs in the Dail cannot be reduced to say 100, then | would favour abolition
of the Seanad. If Dail numbers are reduced then | favour a reformed Seanad as entered
in my questionnaire answers above.

82

The Seanad has to become a more democratic body. Vocational panels are archaic, and
the electorate far too restricted, and end up being stuffed with up and coming, or soon
retiring party politicians. University Panel Senators tend to be very informed and
articulate, but only having university grads elect them is elitist. Taoiseach's nominations
are a blatant way of enforcing Government majority.

For any reform to the electoral system/make up of the Seanad to matter at all, it has to
have proper powers. It needs to be a real Upper House that can introduce, amend and
defeat Bills. Otherwise there's no point changing anything else.

I'd like to see a list system element included, like in other parliaments, where the Seanad
seats are allocated to parties who lose out due to seat bonus or transfers, or theres a
second ballot paper at general election time to vote for a party. This would ensure those
elected are focused on the national good.

83

| don't believe in gender quota for the sake of it but | think that we clearly need a wider
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variety of female voices in power to represent us. | find it very difficult to swallow men
discussing abortion and a women's right over her own body. | think it's important for the
Seanad to not be completely answerable to the main parties and follow a whip system. |
want the Seanad to help represent the 'everyman' not the top 1% which all other
politicians seem to represent. | want real debates and discussions about what we as a
country want for our future - a clear plan for social housing, health, education and culture
and ensure that the Seanad ensures the Dail lives up to it's promises to the people of
Ireland. And transparency - | think the people of Ireland deserve to be told where and
how their money is being spent for too long we have lived in a society where there are
whispers and lies behind closed doors, it's time we as a society took responsibility for our
actions and words and we can only do this if we are honest and open in all that we do.

84

It was difficult to choose the most important thing out of a list of several things that
should be prioritised. Ideally, the Seanad should serve as a check-and-balance on the Dail
and Government, it should provide a forum for the voices of minority groups in our
national legislative process, and it should introduce particular expertise into the
legislative process (and possibly into Government through Ministers nominated from it,
including from the Taoiseach's nominees). If Seanad reform helps it achieve even some of
these goals, that is better than abolition. We have voted to keep it, now let's make it
work effectively for the State and the People who voted for it.

85

Senators should stand for certain "panels" Arts, Maritime, Foreign Affairs, Unemployed,
etc.

University candidates should be elected by all graduates ... not a select few

86

Promised reforms by this Government have slowed to insignificance. It is the
Government's single greatest failure. Without clear progress before the next election
they should the price at the polls.

87

I would like to see everyone have a vote but everyone must register their vote with a
panel. You can only vote on one panel and there is no restriction to your choice, i.e. we
can have a university panel but anyone could register for it not just graduates.

These panels would be standard multi-seat STV elections but the number of seats a panel
gets is based on the percentage turnout of the panel relative to the total turnout i.e.
calculated on count day. Election run same day as Dail.

88

It should be noted that many proposals for Seanad reform such as a the Zappone/Quinn
bill don't pass the law of unintended consequences test, i.e. everyone being able to vote
for the existing panels will not assist independent voices in getting elected. In truth the
very large national constituencies that would result from that bill would favour existing
political parties or those with existing national name recognition, or very large financial
backing. The Seanad campaign itself (constituting of a few weeks) does not allow for
someone to build a profile. Similarly problems associated with a massive increase in the
costs to the state of running these massive panels are simply ignored.

It should also be noted that making the tests for eligibility to contest a panel more
rigorous would exclude the vast majority of the population from being able to contest
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Seanad elections. That would be to make the chamber more elitist not less. It should be
noted that the third-level seats for all their flaws don't even require you to be a graduate,
not that too many people seem to be aware of this fact. | contested those elections
without being a graduate of the NUL.

89

Candidates going for Seanad Elections must be forbidden from going for the Dail at the
same time, Senators should be paid a fixed 90,000 Euro annual salary with no expenses,
All senators must be voted for by the general public at the same time as the local
elections in four or five different categories (like arts, business, science etc.) depending
on each candidate’s expertise. Irish citizens living abroad should be allowed vote in these
elections for the first five years after emigrating, The party whip system should not be
enforced in the Seanad. It should really be given a crucial function to scrutinize all the
legislation coming from Brussels which often is doing a lot of harm to Irish business and
society and are being implemented with no questions asked. The Seanad should have the
power to hold up any legislation passed by the Dail for a 12 months period, but not the
finance bill.

90

| voted for the abolition of the Seanad because | believe that second chambers are
designed to frustrate a democratically elected 1st chamber. Bicameralism is something |
do not support.

The current Seanad (which is being used as a base model for many of the reformers) is
highly elitist and undemocratic. Vocational panels are only in place to frustrate and
complicate the nomination process and to increase the quota needed to be elected
thereby blocking smaller parties and groups that may have a number of local councillors.
The retention of vocational panels in a reformed Seanad would also be difficult as it
would continue the idea of elitism where we need vetted experts to vet our laws. Also
giving people a choice on which panel to vote for will mean some panels could become
less popular and become rotten boroughs.

The university seats should be abolished. There is no justification whatsoever that can be
made for them. The number of people with university degrees is 17% of the population.
This is not a minority group that's in need of protection.

The Taoiseach nominations should also be abolished as even if certain minority groups
are earmarked they will still be pro-government nominees.

| oppose votes for citizens outside the state as they are not subject to our laws and it's
not justifiable when there are non-Irish citizens living and working here with no vote.

My preference is for the abolition of the Seanad still. However if it is to be kept there
should be an open election with everyone living in the State having a vote and no
restrictions on nominations or unrepresentative panels.

91

There should be two additional panels; one to represent NI, and one to represent Irish
citizens abroad.

92

Seanad reform is clearly necessary, especially in relation to the present system which
allows TDs and Councillors huge influence in who is elected.
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While the Seanad should not be allowed to become an alternative Dail chamber. It could
effectively operate as a "review" body for difficult or controversial legislation and could
make recommendations to the Dail. Such a system would require the Government to give
a proper and reasoned response to any views or suggestions emanating from the Seanad.
The Seanad could also be charged with monitoring European legislation.

93

On the first question, | would have honestly selected "all of the above" - it was difficult to
choose a single worst characteristic from the list.

There is a group of informed and articulate senators who we hear a lot from because they
are informed and articulate. Despite this, the recent debate in the Senate about the
McNulty appointment had some appalling contributions: for both the arts and
democracy.

94

Limit pay to €188 per week.

95

How would people who have emigrated play a role in the seanad? That suggestion is an
oxymoron. Every sector of community should be represented e.g. the Defence forces.

96

The Seanad should not be a place for a reward for a failed politician.
Its should be the best brains in the country, advising the government.
No Jobs for the boys and whoever goes there in a certain role i.e. ARTS.

They should come from an ARTS background, not 2 weeks on an arty board.

97

Abolish the whole thing. Its a complete waste of money and time.

98

The Seanad is theoretically tasked with the scrutinising of laws and returning those
deemed 'flawed' to the Dail. Its purpose in any reform must also reflect the will of the
people whether government like it or not. Other reform must remove any control that
the Taoiseach or Government have over the house and all votes should be free without
party politicking. The laws enacted must reflect the spirit of the intention of the law and
allow our learned judges to use this interpretation to right any wrongs caused.

99

The Seanad could provide greater scrutiny and opening for public debate on areas not
considered important by the Government if it had the resources and powers to initiate
public debates and examinations on issues outside the whipped control of government
parties. As a body (supposedly) there to provide sectional and specialised insights, this is
a function to which it should be well suited. While its agenda and resources are under
Government control, however, it can't do that. (Imagine a public consultation process on
things like spatial strategy or infrastructure development: how would they have affected
omnishambles like Decentralisation or Irish Water?)

100

Public need to be educated about the importance of checks and balances in the
Oireachtas to prevent against flawed and rushed legislation. All proposed EU legislation
should be scrutinized by Seanad members to protect Irish interests. Some of the best and
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most active and vocal senators are those voted in by the graduates. This should also be
highlighted as public are cynical about the privileged few who can vote but we all benefit
by their presence and independence. Practically everybody who got involved in Seanad
campaigns were genuinely interested in politics and not out for themselves. The most
interesting group of people | have come across since my interest in politics thirty ago
(aged 23!). Would be good to keep groups involved as many like myself no longer in a

party.

101

The appointment of senators should not be in the hands of those who need to have a
checking mechanism in relation to their workings in the elected Dail. When parliament
fails in its duty to act for the benefit of the majority then the checking mechanism should
not be vulnerable to conflict of interest dictated by political affiliations based on party
lines.

102

| voted against the abolition of Seanad Eireann - not because | want a bicameral
Oireachtas but because | understand the reform of Dail Eireann is a prerequisite for the
abolition of Seanad Eireann. The Government did not reform Dail Eireann before, during
or after the referendum about the abolition of Seanad Eireann. I'm firmly convinced there
are many people who voted against the referendum who would prefer to see a focus on
the reform of Ddil Eireann and the subsequent abolition of Seanad Eireann, rather than
the reform of Seanad Eireann and a possible subsequent reform of Dail Eireann.

103

| would like the Seanad to be reformed, fair and equal. No government cronies should be
reinstated in Seanad. | think it is wrong that Seanad TDs unelected by Irish citizens would
allow unelected corrupt TDs in Seanad House. Dissolve Outside Multinationals of Corrupt
Quango now from EUrope. This is illegal and unconstitutional and when we rerun the
elections. include the Seanad of who gets in on a vote by the Irish-born citizens. No
outsiders should be sitting in the Parliament house in Dublin. There are too many FG, FF,
SF, LB in Seanad. Get Rid Now.

104

If the Seanad is elected by universal suffrage, there need to be safeguards to prevent it
from becoming a clone of the Dail.

105

The only quota should be talent.

106

| believe that the Seanad could, and should, be much more effective in Irish political daily
life but the structure, as devised by the Oireactas, means that it is set up to fail in that
respect, and yet it still has shown that it can bring some very valuable bills through the
Dail. So with more powers, as a 'belt and brace's' approach to our system of governing,
would have major benefits overall and may have been able to shout 'stop!' over the last
10 or so.

107

| don't think the Seanad as a training ground for politicians is unnecessarily a bad thing. |
think it should have more clout, but the election should be open to the general public.

| feel its potential is not fully realised and it could be a great institution. | would prefer if
the Dail was reduced in numbers and not the Seanad.

108

The principle of a second house to carry out scrutiny on out-of-control TDs who too often

34




are in the pockets of big business interests at the expense of ordinary people is vital in
any democracy. There of course is an irony that an unelected upper house is likely to be
better at this role than would elected people who have to firefight Twitter headlines, but
so be it. The hostility of Enda et al tells us all we need to know about the importance of
preserving a second house.

109

Should be a non-party entity.

And the use of common sense must be introduced.

110

The Seanad should represent the many and varied strands of Irish society, north and
south of the border, including cultural, social, occupational, sporting, etc. it should be in a
position to discuss, evaluate, but also propose, legislation. There should be no need for
the imposition of failed or aspiring politicians by government parties. The Seanad should
be as free as possible of party politics.

111

Getting rid of the whip system (official or otherwise) so that Seanad members know they
would not face sanction from their parties would be the single biggest positive thing that
could be done to promote democracy.

112

One person, one vote is essential. Also the panels must represent the interests they were
set up to and not simply be filled with county councillors. Also, nominating bodies must
be encouraged to nominate e.g. from the not-for-profit sector.

113

T4 leasu ag teastdil chun cosaint a thabhairt ddinne na saordnaigh ¢ thiorantacht an
Chaibinéid.

114

A stronger, more representative senate, that has the power to hold the executive to
account on ethics and responsibility, is vital to prevent an effective party dictatorship
developing further in this country.

The Dail and senate’s powers, whilst different, should be more evenly balanced, so they
may through opposition or agreement be forced to ensure the quality of legislation
produced is the best that can be achieved by the Oireahtas as as a whole.

The senate should also have to be consulted on emergency decisions such as the bank
guarantee, and have the power to block or delay them and/or force them to be put
before the people. It should have the power to act as a brake on the executive.

115

Most important role for the Seanad should be to limit power of the Dail and especially
the government, however it should also have specialized functions like representing the
views of NGOs especially the charity sector rather than "vocational areas" and
representing view of emigrants.

Votes for emigrants should be restricted to a certain number of senators, not all.

116

Many of single choice options are valid. No single silver bullet will solve level of broad
reform needed. Good initiative.
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117

The Seanad has great potential to be an important legislative and representative
chamber. It should be enhanced in this regard, rather than dismissed or abolished.

118 Lower the number of senators and lower their pay so as to reduce costs and attract only
those who want to do public good rather than make money.
Well done for doing this.

119 | The senators in the seanad should not belong to any party nor have any conflict of
interest.

120 NOTHING WILL CHANGE UNLESS THE WAY WE VOTE FOR SENATORS CHANGES. | know
this will take a constitutional change, but it is HIGH TIME the constitution was updated. |
would like to see a Senate elected by all the women of Ireland. It would be a massive
boost to women's power and it would be entirely fair, across the spectrum of income and
class. Women are desperately alienated from the present political system. A Seanad
elected by us would keep the Dail on its toes. Of course men could stand for the Seanad.
The government of Sparta never went to war without a majority vote of support from all
the women of Sparta. Until we make a change as fundamental as this, no one will respect
the work of the Senate. Many of the incumbents are government stooges and failed
candidates. We all know this, and it is not good enough.

121 No government appointees. No interest group appointees.

No parish pump reps.

Role in advising the President.

Committees which can both scrutinise and send legislation back to Dail.

Party influence reduced.

Set up committees to examine state apparatus, scandals, failures in democracy.

Not everything to go to legal system. Senate to make access to redress and deficit in
democracy easier.

Create tension between two houses so that the citizen is better served. Service is an
honour, not scandal prone.

122 In my opinion, most people don't know the role of the seanad. The Seanad as it stands
has no real power to act as a check and balance of the government. | would hope in
reforming the Seanad, the Seanad would be given powers to actually act as a check and
balance.

123 I voted for abolishing the Seanad and | still believe that we should have a lot less

politicians for our population size. | still believe the Seanad should be abolished, but if it is
to remain then the members should be from all elements of society and all ages from 18
upwards with equal male and female representation.
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124

The Seanad needs to represent different stratas of society. This should include all
minorities, such as Traveller groups, Unionists, gay groups, and nationalised immigrants.

The various vocational and minority groups should vote for senators, as the Universities
do, and not nominated by Politicians - there may be a small number of Senators voted to
represent a region or province.

The Seanad should provide realistics checks and balances that can be implemented and
provide a real counter weight to the Executive of the Oireachtas.

125 The Seanad should be used as its founders and our constitution envisaged.
A place where people with real expertise and technical knowledge balance the
representative nature of the DAil.
Making the Seanad a 'mini-Dail' will not serve those interests and would ensure more
populist legislation.
The Seanad should be an effective chamber though and not a talking shop of retiring or
ambitious/new politicians.
126 1. Senators should serve no more than two terms.
2. No former TD should be allowed to stand for the Senate.
3. Senate elections should take place every four (preferably not at the same time as
Dail elections).
4. There should be no nominated/co-opted members of the Senate.
5. There should be no separate special interest group elections, e.g. university
senators.
6. The Senate should have a one veto on social legislation but no veto on financial
legislation.
7. Voting should be restricted to voters resident in the Republic.
127 Include successful business people.
Too many of our existing politicians have never run a business
128 Seanad should have the power to block bills being passed.

Seanad could operate independently from the Dail. It could run on it's own four-year
cycle. It could be similar to the US Senate. We could have 64 Senators, with two from
each county (if we extend votes to the six NI counties) or some two seats could be
assigned to ex-pats. Leave two seats to the Taoiseach's choice as these can be used to fill
ministerial roles.
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There could be elections for 32 seats every second year - but for a 4-year term. So there
are two election cycles - but the business of the house can continue uninterrupted
throughout. The elections every two are all in single-seat constituencies (by county).

If a member wants to run in the Dail elections they need to resign their Seanad seat first.
And if you leave Seanad mid-term you may not sit for Seanad re-election for, say, 6 years.

129

The notion of appointment to the Seanad for outstanding contribution to society could be
considered.

130

Irrelevant as a 'check' on legislation, EU oversees most laws/standards. The 200+ elected
members of the Dail is enough for accountability in terms of law making. No laws can
breach those set by EU court.

The Senate could be useful as a check on governance and the running of the country with
reference to public bodies/semi-states/any group that receives 50% + of public spending
as it's primary income.

Should be used to review all public body appointments and annual accounts, with full
powers to compel anyone suspected of corruption or wrong doing for interview if there is
an inquiry.

131

| do believe that the Seanad should be abolished judging by the carry on over the water
debate. Shocking. The whole thing is a waste of money.

132

All nominations should be vetted BEFORE nomination to ensure ACTUAL expertise and/or
knowledge of the areas they are being nominated to.

Please note, long-term serving in a sector does not indicate expertise or knowledge. It is
not who has been doing it for the longest but those with achievements in the field that
should be nominated.

ALL lobbying of Senators must be recorded and the lobbyists interests and backers made
known to all (we need more transparency in this area on the whole).

133

| think that also all elements of the Public Service ought to be regularly interviewed and
scrutinised in televised Senate proceedings for fact finding as opposed to the separate
committee meetings.

134

Seanad Eireann was supposed to be a mirror of the American Senate, with universal
suffrage, but with increased minimum age which should reflect experience and value of
potential contributions, it was supposed to be elected separately and to act as checks and
balance to the Dail.

| think there should be a minimum age of 30 (that means people have gotten degrees,
and have some work experience and some maturity which might be absent in an 18 year
old).
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Increasing the period by which the Seanad can delay legislation to six months would
deter rushed or ill-considered legislation.

135

The Seanad should have an important place in Irish politics.
It should be comprised of 52 senators, 2 from each county no matter the population size.

It should be as free as possible of party nominations and as a fail-safe for party people
who fail to get a Dail seat.

Some seats should still be voted for by smaller electorates (keep the university graduates
but include the DIT) but some should have full elections.

136

With full suffrage for every citizen with regard to the Seanad, election ought to take place
on the same day as Dail elections to cut down the use of the chamber as a temporary
nest for unelectable party hacks and political future prospects.

137

Perhaps voting should be on a non-constituency basis, with a required number of
ministerial posts coming from the Seanad.

138

The Seanad is currently a talking shop for failed politicians and a way of rewarding the
"loyal servants" of political parties.

This country badly needs an institution which can check and balance the Dail. The Seanad,
in it's current form, can not do this.

Hopefully legislation can be framed which repositions the Seanad as an institution which
is empowered to make a proper contribution to Irish society.

139

| was all for abolishing the Seanad but it's probably better that we're keeping it.

| don't think it should be elected like the Dail is, but that everyone should be allowed one
vote according to one of the vocational panels (perhaps these could also be widened to
include more vocations/areas).

| think it's really important that it is independent from the lower house, and that it is not
seen as a retirement room or pre-Dail room for various politicians - you should be
ineligible for election if you have stood for a Dail seat in the previous 5 years, and cannot
stand for the Dail for 5 years after departing from the Seanad, something like that.

No more Taoiseach nominees!

140

The Seanad needs to be an independent body made up of experts in various fields who
can provide objective views and advice on Government legislation. Most importantly
though, the Seanad needs to have some actual power. As it stands at the moment, even if
the Seanad decides a piece of legislation is flawed, they can't actually do anything to stop
it. They can vote against it, but that doesn't achieve anything except a short wait for the
legislation to be re-examined - the Government is under no obligation to actually make
any changes. This renders the Seanad utterly pointless. That needs to change.
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141

The Seanad should be a more effective brake on Government. It's irrelevance is its main
problem at the moment. | believe if it was a more important entity that people took more
seriously and if everyone had a vote in it, it would attract a better class of politician.

It should also be held accountable, absenteeism seems to be unnecessarily high.

142

It has the possibility to be an incredibly powerful part of our democracy, but it is abused
by the parties in power to give seats to candidates who were not good enough to be
elected in their own constituency.

The university vote must also be made more transparent so that it is easier for graduates
to vote.

The voting should also be extended to everyone in the republic.

143

The Seanad just appears like a consolation prize for failed TDs who are still on friendly
terms with party leaders. Seanad members, like their TD counterparts, bare no
resemblance and are far from any mirror image to the people they have been
undemocratically elected to represent. It's a small club for the big boys and currently
serves nothing more than an excuse for people to be awarded large pay packets,
expenses and pensions. Such is the case for 43 out of the 60 representatives most notably
Marie-Louise O'Donnell and Fiach MacConghail who have a shocking record of
attendance. They're basically paid to do nothing.

144

What about an online senate where we can setup a direct democracy/get everyone
involved?

145

Maybe I'm uninformed, but it seems that the DAil isn't balanced by the Seanad as well as
it should be. If the Seanad is given better powers to check-and-balance the Dail than the
public should directly elect the Seanad as well.

146

As a graduate of both Trinity College and the NUI, | have two votes in the Seanad. This is
completely wrong, and | should not have two votes just because | have qualifications
from two different higher education institutions. Then, for example, my grandmother,
who has spent her life raising a family, supporting her husband and who has lived in
Ireland her whole life contributing in a huge way to the fabric of our society, has no vote.
This makes no sense.

147

1. Regarding votes for those living abroad - if you have taken up citizenship
elsewhere, have been living abroad for most of your adult life and have no real
links with this country, you should not have a vote. If you are on a temporary visa,
have evidence that you intend to return and, in short, will feel the consequences
of your vote then you should be allowed to vote.

2. The McNulty affair demonstrated the worst aspects of the present system - party
hack, no real expertise, lying about his background and an affront to national
institutions. There needs to be a criteria for selection (any job has a specification
for it, except it seems government) and candidates should meet that criteria.
Appointment should be transparent.
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3. Currently graduates need to apply for their vote but this is not well advertised,
many don't. Should be auto-enrolled on graduation every. As a result, only a
highly motivated cohort applies for and uses its vote. These are older and much
more conservative.

4. All senators (and TDs) to take pledge of allegiance to this state, this republic and
this democracy. Too many have other plans to undermine it e.g. SF and SWF in
various guises.

5. Seanad needs to be voted on by whole population. Idea that only graduates can
make decisions is outmoded and clearly unfair in modern republic and
democracy.

148

We are now a very well-educated people, any reform of the Seanad has to take this fact
into account. It is essential that the voting structure for a reformed Seanad reflect this -
all citizens should have a vote in a Seanad election.

| would be in favour of one Senator representing each political constituency and in
addition non-political vocational panels (to be decided by debate) should also have
Seanad representation i.e. technical professionals, business, universities, etc. We need
some such arrangement to ensure we get a cross section of all the talents. Senators
should be considered for cabinet appointments - there is a precedent for this.

149

The Seanad represents a great opportunity for the people of Ireland to step outside of
parochial politics and give voice to the issues affecting Irish people the nation over.
Minorities and interest groups should be given more of a voice in Irish society and giving
them a guaranteed position of respect and influence would be a powerful recognition of
the value multiculturalism brings to our Island nation.

150

The University senators, although difficult to justify on democratic grounds, bring
valuable independence and insight that would otherwise be missing from the Oireachtas.
This is as true of very liberal senators (David Norris, Mary Robinson) as it is of the other
end of the spectrum (Ronan Mullen). Your question asks whether they represent their
graduate electors well (they might), but in fact they perform a far wider and more
valuable, contrarian role. Losing them would be a great shame for the parliament as a
whole.

151

Possibly make it so any candidates had to take a course on constitutional law?

152

| would like to see a list system and universal suffrage in place for Seanad elections. The
current system, particularly the vocational panel selection, is OUTRAGEOUS. Outdated
gombeen politics at its worst.

Many thanks for taking the time to put together this survey and the omnibus submission.
Your efforts are greatly appreciated!

153

| think it is more important that there are measures to guarantee Seanad members from
all social backgrounds and identities in Ireland. While | would support a system that

41




encourages a gender balance, it is likely that the people elected by this system will be of
similar backgrounds to the current members. | think the problem with representation in
our institutions is more a deficiency of age, class and ethnic diversity rather than of
gender balance.

154

| believe the Seanad should be elected off a national, or at least provincial, list system - to
be held midway through a government's run.

155

Seanad members should be exempt from the party whip, leaving party politics at home,
as best they can.

Having strict quotas is not organic, forcing it would result in the right people not getting
the job.

156

Prefer an emphasis on a council of elders with experience and specialist knowledge
beyond that usually present in a more populist/popular Dail chamber to act as a
counterpoint to short-termism brought about by four-year political cycles. Ability to
sanction and promote creative and sensible (possibly less popular) ideas and decisions
could be brought about/ensured by not needing the popular support of the full electorate
on such a regular basis.

157

It should be a public vote two years into the life of a government, so that way the people
can make sure it is truly used to keep the government in check.

158

We're paying too much money for an electoral creche.

159

Scrap the current vocational system. Change to a system similar to the US Senate. Allow
each local authority area to elect two senators. Run this co-terminus with the local
authority elections and the term should also last for five years.

160

Representation from the diaspora, like the Italian system, would be good. It would mean
that Ireland was taking its migrants seriously.

161

The Seanad should be just as important in relation to debate and analysis of laws written
by the Government, however until it is freely elected it will always be beholden to the
Government given the large volume of political appointees.

It should be reformed to act as counterbalance/watchdog to prevent the guillotining of
legislation by majority governments.

162

| have two senate votes, one on the NUI panel and one for the TCD panel, | have stopped
voting as the senate appears to have little or no power, what little power it has is blocked
by the government having a majority thanks to the Taoiseach's nominations. | get the
impression that in recent it has become a creche for failed ex-TDs and a talking shop that
does nothing.

163

| disagree with the current election format. Why can the Taoiseach elect 11? Why can
graduates of NUI or TCD vote but not someone with a degree from CIT? It appears to be
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extremely elitist. If people are going to respect the Seanad, then they need to have a say
in it by holding democratic elections.

The Convention on the Constitution and UCC's Emigre project demonstrated that the vast
majority of people (circa. 80%) are in favour of giving emigrants a vote in Presidential and
general elections. | fear that the government may appease emigrants by allowing them to
vote for the Seanad - even though graduates from the NUI/TCD can still vote from abroad
- while still barring them from voting in Presidential and general elections. If this does
happen, Ireland will remaining one of the very few states in the EU that disallows its
citizens living abroad from voting in national elections.

164

The reform of the Seanad will only be worthwhile if the Dail and political structure are
scrutinised to better serve the electorate.

165

The Seanad has become a mouthpiece for politicians who make a mockery of the people,
clearly do not listen on issues of water, welfare cuts and womens reproductive rights to
name a few.

Political puppets should not reside in the house and brighter, more intelligent people
should replace them - [name removed] is a disgraceful right winger and several other
members have made laughable, shameful comments over the years that have
disrespected people everywhere (the description of an abortion by [name removed]). No
more idiots please.

Thanks for doing this by the way.

166

It was extremely difficult to pick any single reason (where one was sought) when ALL the
options reflected my thoughts on the relevant question.

167

The parliamentary system of having a lower and upper house as well as a presidential
veto to ensure that all bills are debated by representatives of all persuasions and seen to
be well considered in the interests of the citizens of the state before being passed into
law is a cornerstone of a well-run democracy. The party and whip system in Ireland
makes a mockery of this process.

Seanad Eireann now has the opportunity to reform itself in the interests of the citizens of
Ireland, to provide the best possible service to the people of the Ireland. The opportunity
should be taken to break the shackles of the party whip. The opportunity should be taken
to shake off the image of an ineffective talking shop populated by failed career
politicians.

| have been forced to leave Ireland in search of work having struggled on as long as |
could during the economic crises but having left behind friends and family | wish to return
to them as soon as possible. | hope that the reform of Seanad Eireann is the first step in
the wider reform of the Oireachtas which in my view is currently as self serving industry
bloated with career politicians and faceless advisers. | would like to see the Seanad and
then the Oirechtas reformed totally to become effective servants of the people of
Ireland. | would like to see this happen as | am gravely concerned that with the way the
Oireachtas is currently operating, by the time | get to move home in the coming there
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may not be anything to move home to.

168

| voted to abolish the Seanad as | felt that reform would be a good idea but knew that in
reality, it would never happen. So far | have been proved right.

Thanks to the Seanad a lot of people have been given power, people who would never
normally be directly elected by ordinary voters, and it is an insult to the general public
every time a failed TD or councilor has been rejected in a pulbic vote but given a
politically influential job anyway.

169

| voted to abolish the Seanad.

170

Currently another 'quango'.
Full powers to act as a true balance/check on 'government'.
No appointment by any politicians.

All senators must be elected by the populace - not a select, some might say-self
appointed, 'elite' group of university boffins.

171

Each of the sources of Senators is problematic. The restriction of public election to
university graduates is elitist and undemocratic, while the appointments by the Taoiseach
are nothing more than consolation prizes for failed politicians and a form of truly useless
social welfare for the better-off. The vocational panels are the least bad set, although
there again political interests are probably over represented. A more general franchise is
needed (could run alongside General Elections) and though the powers of the Seanad
shouldn't be increased to a level that's seen in true 'checks and balances' systems, there
should certainly should be greater powers for senators to establish enquiries consistent
with their electoral mandates and provide a critique of government legislative and
executive powers.

172

No candidate should be able to stand in both Dail and Seanad elections

If University seats are retained, the vote should be given to graduates of all third level
institutions.

173

Too much Dail control, not enough independence.

174

Survey is lacking. For example, abolition should be considered as a form of "reform."
Then there is the issue of panels. Why are they even there at all? Real reform would see
universal suffrage and none of the current codology with panels and Taoiseach's
appointments, etc. But if you do that, then you have a US-style senate and no executive
to balance out the legislative branch.

The whole Seanad is a half-arsed jobs for the boys arrangement dreamt up by Dev. Scrap
it and save the money.

175

| have no problem with graduates voting in senators, an intellectual vote is not a bad
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thing, however only allowing graduates with degrees from three universities is
intellectual snobbery and elitism. For example, | have a first in an Hons. BA and yet
somehow my degree is seen as inferior to 2:2 from and Ordinary level degree.

176

Taoiseach nominees: | have entered in the survey my opinion, "I don't know" for the
question regarding the Taoiseach's nominees. While | don't think this is necessarily a bad
idea (i.e. Taoiseach selecting nominees), | feel that this should be a responsibility of the
Taoiseach rather than a privilege. Currently, my opinion is that this is a way for the
Taoiseach to reward people, rather than getting the best people into the Seanad.

| feel that emigrants should be allowed to vote in the Seanad elections, but this should
not be open ended. | feel that an emigrant who has left Ireland 40 ago is not necessarily
in the same position as a recent emigrant of say 5. What time limit should be proposed
for retention of voting rights for emigrants is open to debate, possibly ten (two Dail
terms).

A bigger bugbear of mine is the fact that Irish citizens who are out of the country for a
limited, short period of time (i.e. business travel or vacation) cannot vote in either
referenda or elections. But that's a whole different issue.

177

1. There should be specific timeframe for the reforms, not constantly kicking the can
down the road

2. It's currently very undemocratic. Me and two siblings attended three different
universities in Dublin - TCD, UCD and DCU. They get a vote - | don't. Why not?
Everyone, regardless of education or anything else, should be able to vote.

178

Talk of abolition of the Seanad is a farce. The Seanad is ineffective due to
mismanagement. A reformed Seanad is a necessity for the fair and proper governance of
Ireland.

179

e Abolish vocational panels (always filled by political cronies).
e Abolish university panels (too limited in scope at present).

e Direct vote every five years alongside local and EU elections by every Irish citizen
(includes NI and abroad).

e More power to challenge legislation.
e More power for the public to petition Seanad to bring forward laws or proposed
constitutional amendments ("the Initiative" as in the Irish Free State of the

1920s).

e No whip system

180

The reason | don't believe there should be a strict gender quota relates to the belief
stated above that the Senate should be comprised of the best and brightest. It should be
a meritocracy, blind to gender, so that its eventual make-up is of the highest calibre, and
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that no-one who deserves to be there should be excluded because of a quota that may
result in token inclusions.

181

The most important reform is to widen the franchise, but not so wide as to be a direct
challenge to the Dail.

182

The Seanad should be made up of directly-elected members from the general population.

183

The Seanad should be directly-elected by the electorate with the specific purpose of
providing ADEQUATE checks and balances against the Dail. The government has too much
control in the current system.

184

The very, very minimum reform should be the extension of voting rights to all third-level
graduates, regardless of institution. The Seanad would also be an excellent place to see
greater representation of the Irish diaspora - perhaps with a constituency of the
Americas, Asia & Australia and Europe representation.

185

The Seanad should be a representational cross section of modern Ireland, voices from
every strata of society as well as the professions. It should equally represent the people
of Ireland, male, female, LGBT, children etc. and the diaspora.

186

| would like the Seanad to take a measured, non-party political view of the greater issues
in Irish society. It should be capable of reasoned, intelligent debate and then to have the
power to sponsor or in some way bring forward legislation, or recommend that legislation
should be brought forward. It should be difficult, but not impossible, for it to be
overruled by the Dail.

It should represent all strands of society. Graduates of all recognised third-level institutes
should be electors. Party nominations should be greatly reduced, or removed altogether.
It would be good to see a significant portion of the Seanad consisting of ordinary citizens,
in much the same way that the Constitutional Convention was chosen.

187

The Seanad should be fully elected by the public and not by members of the Dail as this
results in a rubberstamp for the government.

University seats should be abolished in favour of a geographical distribution of seats
(possibly a senator for each county or council).

The Seanad should have the ability to block legislation being passed with a sufficiently
high (possibly 66% or 75%) vote.

Legislation not passed by the Seanad but below the threshold for blocking legislation
should be returned to the Dail with mandatory debating time which should include the
reading of a statement, prepared by the Seanad members, of the issues the Seanad had
with the legislation, this would allow TDs to consider the arguments put forward.

There should also be a maximum number of returns to the Dail (e.g. after legislation is
passed by the Dail it would take a 66/75% vote to prevent that legislation becoming law).
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188

It was promised as part of the failed referendum campaign that there would be Seanad
reform, but setting such a tight deadline for submissions, and with no public consultation
worth talking about, this reform smacks of too little.

189

Every citizen/resident should be represented, so a percentage of Seanad seats should be
based on geographic constituencies, and a percentage representing the existing system.
Less political appointees though.

190

No failed politicians. If you have been a TD, you are not eligible for Seanad election.

Seanad should be independent from the Government of the day, not just there to
support its majority.

Overall number of senators should be reduced.

191

This might be hair-brained, but my view of it is that the Seanad should differ more
significantly from the Dail. We already have one under-functioning electoral house that
desperately needs reform, so moving the Seanad closer to the Dail in terms of how to
populate it (by opening voting to the whole country and leaving it vulnerable to party
politics) doesn’t seem to solve anything for me.

Another way the Seanad could represent the population fairly would be if people were
selected to it in a manner somewhat similar to jury duty, and it would function in a
manner similar to the Constitutional Convention. It wouldnt be a full-time commitment
and the timeframe would probably be less than four years. It would give a forum for
debate on a wide range of issues, which could be passed to the Dail in the form of
recommendations or proposals.

192

More elitism and technocracy please. Don't get fobbed off with wider franchise.

193

Thanks for running this survey!

194

Great survey.

Power needs to be taken away from the Universities and Taoiseach in appointing
Senators

195

If someone is elected to the Seanad, he or she needs to be present in the chamber to
discuss the matters before it. So often on TV we see a half empty chamber. It is
embarrassing to see this. Greater accountability on the part of Seanad members is
necessary in terms of the work they put in, issues followed up etc.

196

| feel that the Seanad could be an important and valuable part of our electoral process if
reformed. However | feel that in it's current form | have no faith in it. Reform of the
Seanad could go a long way to restoring people’s faith in politics. | still feel that the
Seanad should be for our best and brightest to protect against some of the worst political
decisions and would hate it to be a free for all. How we select Seanad candidates is key
and should certainly not be a political party decision. | would have selected more than
one of the answers in the questions asked in this survey if given the option.
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197

| would like Government to make use of the facility of appointing senators to specialist
Cabinet positions e.g. economic planning, public sector or HSE reform.

198

The DAil is already over centralised, removing the Seanad will only make a bad situation
worse.

199

Irish people living abroad could vote for the Seanad - but then they should also pay Irish
taxes. That's the model for that the federal government uses in the US.

200

Abolish the senate.

201

The only reason I'm against gender quotas is that it should the quota system should
either be expanded to cover all minorities (immigrants, travelers, etc) or abolished and
rely on a vocational system where representatives from the various trades and industries
are voted for by people in those trades/industries. People would have to self-identify
which trade or industry they are in.

Or just scrap the voting altogether and pick people by lottery, like jury duty.

Also the university election system makes no sense. It should at least be open to all
college graduates (HETAC Level 7/8 or higher).

Also the President should be able to veto laws as long as they have the backing of the
Seanad. Give both institutions some actual power to balance the Dail. Really going to
need something to balance the rise of the lunatic fringe if SF ever get into power.

202

Best of luck on the reform and please avoid "popular" policy. Trust in your own
judgement and skills that's what authorities are elected to do. Democracy does not have
to be mob rule or paralysed government terrified of media opinion. Many would be
pleasantly surprised at how people respect and vote for politicians with conviction and
bravery.

203

How people make it to the Senate - whether through a vote in from a graduates of (a
minority) of 3rd level institutions or nominated by an Taoiseach - seems obscure at best
and secretive at worst.

Every person with a vote in Ireland should be able to use their vote for the Seanad -
otherwise it will rightly continue to be accused of cronyism or elitism.

204

End corruption in politics now.

205

| believe the Seanad should act as a check on the Dail with greater powers than they
currently have, but also be comprised of more vocational positions (not elected by the
government either). We should see accountants, engineers, scientists, social workers and
environmental workers in the Seanad.

206

At present there are Senators | utterly dislike and feel they are just there because of their
political contacts. However, the few senators that are the bright sparks among the group
overshadow those others and make me appreciate the work they do overall. | feel that
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how they gain their seat should be reviewed, and perhaps give them a little more power
after that.

207

The purpose of a two-house political system is so that there are checks and balances on
the workings of each house. This is not the current system. In my opinion the Seanad
should be given more power.

208

Even if everyone gets a vote some seats should be filled in a different way such as by
profession or university graduates as is the case now. A sort of hybrid chamber.

209

| believe that the Seanad has a key role in creating a forum that can inform our politicians
on the issues that they make decisions on everyday. | think that politicians, due to the
nature of the job, do not have the necessary experience to make decisions on the
multiple of topics and sectors that they are expected to. | think the public and our current
politicians need to recognise and admit that this a fact. | also think that this deficient in
our political system can be filled by having qualified, experienced and the most
knowledgeable people available in this country in our Seanad. Our politicians need to
trust that the best people are chosen in order to listen to them and they need to trust
that their peers are the most qualified to choose who is suited to advise the government.
Each vocational panel should have a unique voting system drawing from the most
relevant government bodies, companies, research institutions and social groups. The best
best person that will fit the role should be chosen. This role is not for politicians, not for
academics, civil servants or business owners. It is for senators. | firmly believe that this is
a role that needs to be rediscovered by everyone in this country.

210

e Seanad should have the real possibility of stopping a bill.
e No-one should have the right to vote twice in Seanad elections.

e All graduates should have the right to vote on an enlarged Universities' panel.

211

| don't think everybody should be able to vote directly for senators but the voices of as
many people as possible should be represented in the votes of people who are
representing them with some documentation to prove so, for example a union
representative may be able to vote but their vote should represent a collective vote from
the people (s)he represents. It would be nice if they documented a discussion where this
topic was raised and the vote that was decided upon and why i.e. it gives an indication of
a more informed decision rather than a rash one or a popularity vote.

212

Vocational candidates should be nominated by appropriate representative body/bodies.
(For example, the Agricultural Panel by IFA, ICMSA, Macra, etc.) Such bodies would be
likely to nominate competent, experienced persons.

All citizens having a DA&il vote should have a vote in a single national constituency using
the PR system in Seanad elections.

Seanad elections should be held after each Dail election and very soon after a new
Government had been formed.
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The Seanad should have power to delay legislation for not more than currently applies.
(Possibly the power to delay financial legislation should be excluded.)

213

Currently my faith, and | believe, the faith of many Irish citizens in the Irish political
system is at a low ebb. Giving more power and structure to the Seanad would be a good
first step to remedying this and creating a more democratic system on which we could
feel somewhat reliant on. | feel that well-thought-out, concrete reform of the Seanad is
essential to Irish political development and democracy.

214

Give the Seanad the power it once had. It should solely represent the citizens of Ireland,
not the government.

215

A true bicameral system with more powers for the Seanad to defend our constitution and
people against short-sighted policies of Dail Eireann would be nice.

And cheers for giving a shit and publishing this survey.

216

I'm not really in favour of gender quotas as people should get by on their own merit, not
their gender. | would still like to see more encouragement of the inclusion of women, but
in my opinion that requires a more from the ground up approach.

217

| think there should be more independent senators, also the Taoiseach or political parties
should not be allowed to nominate more than 33% of senators.

218

Having seen how the Seanad was abused during the John McNulty farce | am beginning to
think that no political parties should have representatives in the Seanad. Just those
people who think they can serve Ireland and provide a check on government actions.

219

| think the survey presupposes that the Seanad can, and should, be reformed.

Increased democratic accountability and checks and balances could be introduced
through thorough Dail reform, a radically empowered Oireachtas committee system and
other legislative changes.

Better to have a reformed and improved Seanad than the not-fit-for-purpose one we
have today, but | think the argument for its retention is not winning. The vote to keep it
was far more a vote against the Government than an endorsement of the possibility of
reform.

220

Overpaid, underworked and unelected (by the people).

221

It's terribly elitist right now - only Trinity and NCI graduates can vote - in what way are
they more qualified? It's hard to justify giving a crowd of automatically-elected people
more power, but they should have power to check the Government. | think that the
ordinary people of Ireland (all of us) should vote to elect a certain number of senators,
but people with relevant expertise should also be selected by relevant special interest
groups to ensure that their needs are represented. And get Labhras O Murchu out (who
has essentially given himself chair of Comhaltas for life) and who has only participated in
votes about same-sex marriage (NOT arts or heritage) - if they aren't representing their
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area, the should not be part of the Seanad.

222

Let the people vote for the Seanad. No political nominations.

223

The Seanad is a vital part of our government and society - but not in its current form. It
needs complete reform and its role needs to strengthened to curtail the Government,
better represent the Irish at home and abroad and from across social strata. We need
representatives from minorities such as Travellers and the gender quota is essential.

224

The Irish water fiasco shows the worst side of the Seanad. And in my opinion it’s also an
old boys club giving jobs to the boys. If you like, another super quango.

225

I'd like to see the current vocational panels remain, but with real representatives with
knowledge of those areas e.g. actual scientists and engineers to represent technology.
Ideally people representing these and the education panels would have to not be
members of a political party, or at least have to resign from one upon election.

The university panels should at least be voted for by graduates of all colleges.

Ideally the Seanad would be voted for by all eligible citizens, not by politicians.

226

Local councillor should be asked for all matter in their area. It must be found an amicable
solution.

New Seanad to get the possibility to put up a referendum over everything.

227

As the Irish government is modelled on the US system of government. The office of
Seanad and President are utterly neutered in Ireland. One is an expensive rubber stamp
in the Phoenix Park, the other is a expensive talking shop in Kildare Street. For us to have
a true constitutional republic both the Seanad and office of the President must have
executive powers of veto with meaning and for any legislation to be passed here, it must
be in lockstep with all three branches of Irish government otherwise we have nothing but
a sham of a democracy.

228

It must serve a functional oversight role to have a purpose. Majorly dangerous or
detrimental ideas should be red flagged by the Seanad and it should have enough
credibility to force a public debate on such issues. Debate and public discourse should be
at the heart of the Seanad.

229

| believe both Dail and Seanad should be reduced in number to half their current level,
that all constituencies should be enlarged to have at least 500,000 constituents, 5 seat
minimum and that for the Seanad, some seats should be 'at large', with write in
candidates proposed by petition AND for some other seats, nomination of candidates by
subscription where an especially large electoral deposit guarantees a place on the ballot
so that those willing to put their money behind their beliefs can present those to the
public and not be tempted to spend it on lobbying existing office holders.

230

| would like a gender quota to begin with, but it should be phased out. In the short term,
quotas raise awareness and get women in the door so they can start to make a
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difference, but over the long term quotas do women no favours as their contributions,
especially when controversial or unpopular, can be too easily dismissed.

231

Should be the people’s parliament i.e. it should be made an offence against the state for
a TD of any party to lobby members of the Senate on any particular bill prior to or whilst
it is under debate in either house.

232

It is extraordinary, though not surprising, that | only found out about a consultation
process for Seanad reform by accident on www.thejournal.ie today (15th January), due to
the work of Second Republic.

| must express my most serious concern that Fine Geal and Labour do not consider this
process worthy of being brought to my attention as an adult, voting citizen.

| must also express equally serious concern at the attempt to abolish the Seanad under
the guise of a referendum on political reform, when the Dail cannot hold the government
to account due to whip system, guillotining of debate of legislation, the Economic
Management Council, etc.

When | send postal items abroad, | state my address as 'lreland', rather than 'Republic of
Ireland’, because a republic involves more than the mere existence of certain institutions
to actually constitute a republic.

233

The Seanad is a waster of our money.

234

The whole state needs to be reformed. Direct democracy and get rid of the whip system.

235

After watching Seanad debates live for the last few months it seems to just be an
extension of the Dail with FG and Labour running the show here too and so called
independent senators having some sort of allegiance to FG and Labour and so make the
Seanad redundant in having any legislation stopped or changed - as per the water debate,
no conditions/changes made by the Seanad were implemented.

236

The Seanad has no connection with the ordinary public and people feel it is elitist. It
doesn't act or feel like it belongs to or is accountable to the people. It is treated like a
right for a certain class of politicos. We are treated as subjects not citizens. It is totally
unaccountable to anybody it seems. A good motion could come in to the Seanad and end
up being gutted by the Dail. It is not now nor never has been even close to democratic.

237

In my opinion, not only should the Seanad be a check and balance on the Dail and its
workings but it should also have a broader representation of society as a whole. There
needs to be more working and middle-class representation.

238

Is the Seanad just patsys for the corrupted Government or has it a mind and stance of its
own?

239

At the moment the Seanad serves very little purpose. The argument that it helps to hold
the Government accountable is pointless, because it can only delay legislation (so long as
it's not a money bill).
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If Ireland is to have a second house of parliament. It must include everyone, there must
no party whip (as we know it) and it must be set up so that its members deal with
national issues and not local issues. At the moment the Dail acts as little more than a
body that rubber stamps every piece of legislation proposed by the cabinet. Party TDs
pass legislation that they know to be stupid, dangerous and unwise, due to the power of
the whip system. A second house in parliament must actually be able to hold the
Government accountable.

On a side note, | voted to abolish the Seanad because | thought it was a waste of money
that would never be reformed even if 99% wanted to keep in the belief that it would be.
No Taoiseach from Fine Gael or Fianna Fail, is going to set up a body that will hold them
to account, a lot of legislation has been proposed from the Seanad that would help to
reform it, but it was rejected every time. | think one piece of democratic reform that
would be more important would be one that would allow citizens to initiate referendums
and hold the Government accountable, ideally a reformed Seanad could help to give
grassroots political movements a voice, but this is doubtful.

240

The fact that the government of the day can put 11 Senators into the Seanad means that
they would have effective control over 18% of the upper house. When added to the
number of senators which would be members of the government parties, they could
effectively have control over 50% of the Seanad. This would negate the scrutiny involved
in new legislation and, as in the case of IW, effectively act as a rubber stamp for any new
laws.

241

The party at the minute should not have control of the Seanad for fear of who
nomanation.

242

Pointless survey, political cronyism seems to rule in all walks of life. Nothing will be done
until politics and those who govern them work for the people and not themselves

243

We need a second house to keep a check on legislation; all legislation should be
scrutinised by the Seanad especially any legislation being ‘rushed through’ by the Dail.

Senators need to accept that they are an important part of the government, not a nursery
or a nursing home but they must be more in evidence and take a greater role. How many
empty seats do we usually see in the Seanad?

244

| would like to see real democracy in the Seanad. | would like senators to be elected by
the people and given their mandate by the people to provide a counter-balance to the
Dail rather than the current farcical embodiment of the institution.

245

Abolish it!

246

The Seanad should be able to question Dail decisions and bills, not be a watered-down
Dail where nothing can be changed. The people should have better input into Seanad
affairs and not have it left to just the elected officials.

247

| don't think we need a second house at all.
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248

Present circumstances are purely for rubber stamping of government policy subject to
there being a government majority. Persons placed in the Seanad by Government, where
not party politicians, can also be subject to pressure to adopt a Government policy.

249

Why was the 1979 referendum never legislated for after being passed, effectively denying
the vote to large numbers of third-level graduates and yet something as ridiculous as
blasphemy was legislated for by the Dial and then passed in the Seanad?

The fact that there is no public forum for recommending changes to the Seanad and this
"survey" is only open until the end of January 2015 and not being widely publicized seems
like tokenism to me.

Why focus a survey on what are the most important single issues when ALL of them are
vital for Seanad reform (and ultimately Dail reform) ?

| was very close to spoiling my vote or voting for abolition in the recent Seanad
referendum, but voted for retention on the grounds that real reform could take place in
the Seanad.

This so called "survey" makes me wish we could have another vote on the abolition of the
Seanad.

Which would be pointless anyway as our TDs and Senators seem to ignore the results of
referendums in our so called "republic" and we end up having to vote again until they get
the result they want ... and that only happens if the promised referendums actually
aren't postponed, cancelled or ignored ...

250

Total redesign would be my preference not reform.

251

The Seanad should fulfill two roles in our legislative process. First, in line with Aristotelian
theory of mixed government, the Seanad should fulfill the 'aristocratic' role in contrast to
the democratic lower house and monarchical executive. To clarify, | don't mean
aristocratic in the sense that most of us think of the word, i.e. a hereditary nobility, but
rather that there would be seats set aside in the Seanad for learned professionals
(doctors, scientists, legal and political theorists, etc.) who would be their to cast an expert
eye over legislation.

Second, in line with theories of consensus-based democracy, as opposed to simple
majoritarianism, the Seanad should represent the various sections of society such as
gender, ethnic and minorities, LGBTQ folk, trade unions, businesses as well as pressure
group like charities and advocacy groups.

252

Seanad reform can only be effective in the context of wider political reform, especially
reform to Dail Eireann, which is a dysfunctional body.

253

The people have spoken regarding the abolishment of the Seanad. This government has
ignored it's own promises of reforming the Government so perhaps it can take some
positive steps before the next election and reform the Seanad. The debates that happen
in the Seanad are often more intelligent and certainly less party political than those we
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have to endure in the Dail.

254

It is hoped that the accumulated information relating to this survey would be taken
seriously, and not remain the endeavour of another information gathering exercise that
remains ineffective, or non-contributory to what the VAST majority of the population
want at this point in time - namely change, more equal and sincere representation, and a
stronger voice in how things/issues/affairs are being dealt with by all three houses/areas
of government. Otherwise, this becomes another wasteful endeavour, where the most
important element of this country's cohesion, namely her people, are actually considered
and granted the respect they deserve, i.e. a voice.

255

While | would like to see more women in our houses of parliament, | think it is more
important that they have the right qualifications and are elected on merit.

I would like to see the removal of the whip system so we can have a true democracy
| would also like to see the abolition of, or a least a restriction of, the guillotine of bills.

Too many laws have to be amended due to being rushed through and not scrutinised or
debated properly.

256

It is ridiculous to think that politicians in the Dail are the only ones with any chance to
determine what Seanad reform should look like and even whether it should happen.

The general population should be able to gather enough signatures to bring amendments
and proposals to a general (and local) public vote.

257

I think reform will not happen because our undemocratic politicians will block any reform
in politics unless it benefits them directly.

258

Seanad should try and earn a bit more credibility, and then argue for more power. It
could do various useful things to improve governance, for example, review of the
transposition of EU legislation, or using technical ability of Senators to better effect.

259

There should be no political appointees to the Seanad and the whip system should be
eliminated from all votes and there should be no closed meetings with government
representatives before votes as was the case with the Taoiseach’s "dinner" guests before
the water bill debate.

260

| expect the Seanad to fully scrutinise any laws that are put forward by the Dail to see
whether they are in the best interests of the people of Ireland. Any legislation should be
beneficial to society and not against the will of the people. There should be no outside
influence especially by the government or party whips.

261

I think that having the opportunity to access a different pool of people than the general
electoral system is important e.g. to find people like former senators such as Noel
Browne, Mary Robinson, TK Whittaker.

| would like the senators to receive training in government, policy analysis and ethics -
including behaviour and practice to cross check issues which the government need to
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address.

Regarding the survey: thank you. It's very easy to complete yet a little challenging to
answer the "worst" first. It comes across a bit leading and not so neutral a stance. Overall,
congratulations on the very good survey.

262

Taoiseach should have fewer nominees.

263

The Seanad should definitely be able to scrutinize every aspect of any law or legislation
etc. to be passed by our Government. The Seanad must consist of all different groups of
people in our country. The Seanad, must have highly-trained individuals, who are able to
understand and listen to what the people of this country want and need. The Seanad
members must be there by their experience and not because they are family members of
the Government. We are a people that don’t trust, as we are a people that have suffered
abuse for generations. We are desperate for a new political system. A system that can
work for the betterment of all of its citizens and not just the few. We are a small country,
there needs to be a new constitution that protects us all from the appalling abuse and
corruption that has been suppressed on the IRISH CITIZEN by its very own governments
past and present and by the courts at present that do not protect us, unless of course you
are rich or belong to a Government party.

264

| feel that the Seanad should be independent of political parties and should be able to
review proposed legislation as neutral participants of our Government process.

265

The Seanad should have our best and brightest irrespective of gender, politics or social
standing.

The Seanad should act as a bulwark against the Government protecting the will and the
wishes of the people.

Enhanced powers of scrutiny and involvement in framing policy and legislation should be
allowed and the facility to refer legislation and decisions back to the Dail for further
review and amendment.

The continuous use of the Seanad as a playgroup for aspiring TDs and retirement home
for failed ones is an insult to the original intentions for the Seanad when it was
established.

We have had many luminaries in the senate from Yeats onwards and some have been
very effective. The complete lack of power within the remit of the Seanad to institute
change and reform has prevented it from ever becoming or achieving the potential it was
intended.

The power of the political parties in appointing or electing senators is undemocratic and
further nullifies any meaningful contribution that senators could make.

The Taoiseach’s appointees are generally tepid, inept and cronies of the incumbent
Taoiseach.
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| fear that governments both past and present are fearful of true democracy and do not
wish for an effective and strong Seanad.

| wish you well in this endeavour and hope that something will change but am fearful that
the status quo will remain.

As the old saying going it doesn't matter who you vote for, the government always win.

Thank you for putting up this survey and | wish ye every success in your efforts.

266

This survey is flawed, for example the last two questions do not have a 'don't know'
option. | would not be fully closed to the idea of representation from Irish abroad
provided it was democratic. i.e. elected Senators vote on appointments to a panel but
even that makes me a bit uncomfortable. The survey's questions presume an acceptance
of the status quo to some degree or other, so they don't reflect a wider dissension. As it is
it is over-influenced by people with strong social agendas (both ways) not reflective of
wider society. This makes the chamber adversarial where members act more like
barristers fighting a case than detached judges weighing the merits of a law. Limit
Senators to about 32 elected, a ratio of about 1:5 to TD's plus an option of 6-12(?)
appointees with some expertise, speciality or talent, by the elected chamber that would
enrich the chamber. Not necessarily former captains of industry, trade unionist and
academics but also diaspora, established immigrant communities, believe it or not there
are lots of German, French, Spanish here (not all immigrants are from Eastern Europe but
definitely them too), environmental experts (the Greens don't own environmental
issues), people involved with issues like disadvantage and deprivation but not in the
'poverty industry.' Also Northern Irish who wish to involve themselves in a dialogue with
the Republic, this is a perfect forum, even if this means accusations of Sinn Fein getting
some occasional advantage, so be it. With a panel of 12 max. to cater for all shades of the
above this would be negligible yet keeps the door open for a wider dialogue with all
shades of political opinion.

267

A 1-2 year term would enable non-politicians to take a secondment from their chosen
career, anything longer means that the only viable candidates are those who wish to be a
politician. A four-year absence from one's job is unrealistic if they are expected to be
experts in their fields. As such election of senators would need to be conducted by
representative professional, regulatory or other bodies ranging from the Medical Council,
the Chartered Accountants of Ireland, etc. Any organisation can be a nominating body
and the nominating bodies are elected by the councillors (rather than the councillors
electing the individuals directly themselves). Furthermore, one could stipulate that
members of the Seanad are no longer allowed to be members of political parties.

In terms of oversight, they should obviously continue to be allowed to scrutinise
legislation and have the ability to directly veto decision which involve the allocation of
funds in excess of 15 per cent of the most recent estimate of the country's GNP. This
therefore ensures greater scrutiny over decisions such as the budget, the privatisation of
state bodies and major investment works.

268

Just like to ask who in society do these people represent. It really is a great worry to see
them perform on television. If | was younger, | would run away.
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269

The Seanad should have more power to return legislation to the Dail. It should not be
capable of being gerrymandered by the Taoiseach using it for failed party hacks. If the
Seanad had more power the Government of the day would consider legislation more

carefully before passing it through the Dail.

270

The University nominations is now very unfair and biased - we now have so many
Universities who are not represented e.g. Dublin City University. Either give all of us equal
voting rights or give none of us voting rights.

271

It is time to restore democracy to this republic.

272

The Seanad needs to be a second house which is independent of the Government and
elected by the people. Gender quotas should not be in the equation, as such quotas
presume that there should be 50/50 gender balance, and although that is a brilliant
aspiration, the election process should not be based on gender but only on the person
best suited to do the job. If | was applying for a job as a man, | would hope that my
gualifications would be the thing, not my gender.

273

| only ever had and will only ever have one vote for the Seanad and that was the abolition
referendum. | voted YES because reform will never happen. Unfortunately the gullible
public believed the bull there were told about reform. Hopefully next time they are given
the opportunity they will take it.

274

I'm certain that it needs to be totally reformed but not abolished.

275

While there should be a gender quota, i believe minorities should also be represented
including Travellers and people with disabilities, transgender persons as well as those
from working-class communities, those parenting alone, the unemployed.

276

Full voting rights for Irish citizens living abroad in all elections like practically every other
country in the world has.

277

Where oh where is my James Connolly.

278

Enda Kenny's party held up the prospect on a referendum on the Seanad at a time when
it had become for various reasons a very contentious issue in the media prior to the last
general election. They promised the people this. What we actually got was an ABOLISH or
KEEP referendum, which was NOT what the people wanted at all. We wanted to vote to
REFORM the upper house. We knew what we wanted and Fine Gael/Labour knew what
we wanted but FG/Lab saw an opportunity to remove the check on their activities in the
lower house. For this reason we were given the choice between "Leave it as it is", which
they hoped the electorate would find unappealing, or "abolish it altogether," which was
their desired outcome. This is why FG ended up humiliated when the people chose,
rightly, to retain the Upper House. We saw through the spin and the posturing of this
rabble currently in office and voted to keep the one last obstacle and guardian to any
government becoming too powerful for our own good.

| want to see a Seanad that is REPRESENTATIVE of the people. | want to see a Seanad that
has representatives who are CHOSEN BY the people, to work in the INTERESTS OF the
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people.

| want to see a Seanad which is chaired by an independent, impartial Cathaoirleach - NOT
one chosen from the ranks of an incumbent government party (the same should be the
case in the Dail - as we've seen Sean Barret is wholly unsuitable due to the bias and
anti-opposition stance he barely conceals). Ideally, the Cathaoirleach (and Ceann
Combhairle) should be unelected citizens (not established TDs or civil servants) with a
sworn duty to uphold the rules of the chamber and who can and will act in the interests
of democracy and not take a position of bias in favour of any particular party, cause or
vote. That the chair of any house of parliament can hold the deciding vote over any issue
when their allegiance lies with a particular political movement is anathema to my
understanding of what democracy is supposed to be all about. It should in fact be
absolutely of paramount importance that no acting TD or civil servant can be considered
for reasons of allegiance and impartiality. The chair of each house should be absolutely
unequivocal in their impartiality at all times and there should never be any doubt
amongst the electorate that they are acting with the best interests of the people (not the
"State") in mind.

The current set up does not provide for that confidence.

279 The Seanad undoubtedly needs reform as it could serve a really useful purpose
particularly post Lisbon Treaty now that national parliaments have been given a greater
role in the scrutiny of EU legislation. However we should not end up in a situation where
one house of parliament can indefinitely block the other - we don't need a situation like
in the US where nothing gets down because each house has equal standing but the
Seanad definitely needs more purpose and a higher profile.

280 We should have had two options we we voted but Enda Kenny and Eamon Gilmore made

a mess of this along with their cronies, we only got one choice to abolish seanad but that
would have been a disaster giving the Dail and Oireachtas More Powers by getting Rid Of
Seanad instead of Reforming it and allowing the Irish born Citizens residing In Ireland a
chance To Vote Their TDS In Not MPS From Britain not right At All, And Certainly no TD’s
Cronies Selected, it Should be The Choice of The Irish People Only Not The Government,
and Because Irish People who Go Abroad i think it is Unfair For Them To Vote because
they Do Not Reside or Pay Taxes To Ireland , so It Is A Choice They make when They
Decide To Leave and Go Abroad No outsiders of Europe should Have Any Rights To Irish
Born Citizens Votes, this Government So Far Have Allowed This To Happen In All Irish
Referendums Britain, Northern Ireland Illegally voting And Receiving Free Irish Passports
when In Fact they were all Born In UK part Of British Take Over of six Counties Which The
Settlers have been Allowed To participate And rejoin in all UN Convention in Dublin’s
Events Allowing them to Vote, | Think That Is morally Wrong as We the Irish People don't
Get To Vote in Britain Or We Don't Get Free British Passports so their Is something wrong
With all Of This, and why Does Armagh And Derry And Belfast Get Most of The say In
Hillsborough Agreement and St Andrews Agreement And Belfast Agreement and The Irish
People gets No Say, So to Be Honest | think This is So Unfair and discrimination towards
The Irish People Here in The South as The north Seems to Be getting Every Piece of Our
Constitutional and Protocols and Wiping Out Our common Law ours Here All
Referendums Were lllegal to Begin With, now We Have Corrupt Politicians, Corrupt
judges from out Of Europe and Corrupt Lawyers and Corrupt Bankers and The Water
treason Scam And The Corrupt defense Security Garda Force lllegal and all
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unconstitutional and We Will be Taking The State To Court.

281

The Taoiseach should have no say (pressure) on senators from his/her party. If contact
was made and proved that Senator should be removed.

282

End appointed Senators. They are the worst of them by far.

283

Thank you for your efforts and commitment.

It would be a great and wonderful thing to have an educated, wise, independent Seanad
to oversee and protect the interests of the people and constitution of Ireland.

Such a body is more necessary in these rapidly changing times than ever before.

284

| fear that its lack of power and the way people are elected to it make it useless. We need
a Seanad now more than ever, but the one we have is always politically aligned with the
Government (more specifically the Taoiseach) and doesn't have the power to force the
D4il to make amendments.

285

My humble opinion.

The Dail is a geographical representation, and the Seanad should be able to represent
based on other criteria. The framework seems to be there for it but it is not used
appropriately.

| would like to see a number of appointments based on minority groups. e.g. a senator for
disabilities (this would have a better title that encompasses a large remit) that is voted
for by quangos, NGOs and charities in that area (Society for the blind, Wheelchair
Association, etc, etc) to be sure these areas always have a voice. Similarly there are rural
affairs, gaeltacht affairs, gender equality, sexuality, immigration - numbers etc. need to
be representative of the make-up of society.

With this model, the lower house represents local issues and the upper house represents
groups at a national level.

As bills go through, each senator should be debating it representing the group they are
there for and should be accountable to that group (like TDs are accountable to

constituents).

| genuinely do not know if this is workable. Nor do | know what purpose the current
structure is.

| hope someone can find something of value in this though.

286

So far | am disappointed with the Seanad as It is not representing the Irish people but
what the Government tells them to do, or some senators have been bought.

287

Seanad: We must have one with not too much power, but enough to be a serious force.
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Survey: Questions are too leading to be taken seriously by those in power.

288

Seanad members should be able to vote on issues without fear of political reprisal from
the political party to which they are affiliated. The Seanad needs to be more involved and
have more power in relation to the protection of the Irish Constitution. When a current
government is facing clear public objection to changes to or failure to change the Irish
constitution in order to protect the ordinary citizens rights when new laws are being
passed, they should be given powers to call for a referendum.

289

It seems that bringing in reform via the Seanad is extremely slow and inefficient, with
certain lobbyists having more influence than seems fair. | would like the Seanad to be
both more effective and representational.

290

Senators should be elected by the people. Nominees should be selected from various
professions and trades and those nominated should have to have a minimum standard of
education in their field.

291

Thanks for taking the time to put this together.

| would like to see a system where people can propose someone for the Seanad, and if
they get over a certain number of supporters, they can then stand for election rather
than the majority being political appointees.

292

Citizens voting should have at least two opt-in specialist sectors: (1) where their own
knowledge and experience is especially relevant and (2) where their own productive work
gives them cause for concern.

Also the definition of the sectoral specialisations needs to be re-structured in a procedure
offering opportunities for democratic consultation and interaction with leaderships of all

specialist agencies having elected leaderships reflecting interests of members.

The re-definition of the sectoral structure is an important first step in the process.

293

It should be an independent upper house made of citizens in order to act as a common
sense check and balance to an out of touch government.

294

In regards to gender quotas, nominations are submitted and whoever is elected dictates
gender distribution.

295

All citizens should be enfranchised to vote. Each citizen should be able to opt-in to the
panel he or she prefers. In particular, the university panel is of concern to me. | am an
immigrant to Ireland having my BA from University of Arizona and my MA from UCLA.
Evidently | can be elected to the Seanad, but | cannot vote in Seanad elections. The
University panel should be available to anyone with an advanced degree, not just people
who attended Trinity or UCD or whatever.

A gender quota for the Seanad would only make sense if there were a gender quota in
the Dail as well.
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296

| believe we need a more streamlined and more economical system of government.
There should be fewer Senators and politicians generally. Senators could still represent
academic institutions, perhaps all of the third-level colleges, but should also represent
other communities. The notion of political appointees makes a mockery of the upper
chamber, allowing it to be controlled by government, this should be changed.

297

In the 1970s a referendum was passed to reform the method by which the university
senators are elected. The failure of the Oireachtas to legislate for this straightforward
change has been a serious blot on our democracy since then. It illustrates the manner in
which political parties feel they can ignore the Constitution, ignore the will of the people
and treat institutions of the state as personal fiefdoms.

The people have again spoken in a referendum and said they want an effective second
chamber in the Oireachtas. Nothing that has been done and nothing has been said since
the Seanad referendum that gives hopes of any effective action or commitment to
reform. Will we face another 35 of procrastination? Let us have a timescale for reform.

208

Though | have a Seanad vote | have not used it for the past few elections. Even the
senators from my own "constituency" (Trinity College) didn't have the courtesy to
respond to my queries about problems with Trinity College itself. | got the feeling its
more of the same.

If the system was responsive | would be encouraged to vote.

299

| think the Seanad should be the check and balances on Government and the Dail. It also
should expand university votes to all universities and the party/Taoiseach nominations
should be put to the electorate.

300

The Seanad need to know about the needs of the Irish public who they are elected to
serve. They should also be prepared to object to something which may not be in the
interest of the Irish public who saved them in the referendum. At the moment the Irish
public are not being heard as regards their feelings on water charges, taxes etc. and they
deserve better representation specially after the last six.

301

People need to become people instead of sheep!

302

This government has shown absolutely no intention to reform the Seanad, just to change
the format which isn't enough for the Irish people who voted to save the Seanad; not just
for a new lick of paint but for complete reform to give senators real power in deciding on
laws and bills.

303

If the Seaned was a separate but cursal part of the state where men and women have the
power to brake unjust laws and to make sure the promises that are made by TDs and
ministers in what they say to get to power. Deadlines should be put on these so called
men and women that promise us the world to then take their own means and greed after
the dust settles. Also there should be a cap on the amount of money paid to all members
of the Dail from the minister to the President .

304

We need to widen the electorate for the Seanad and reconsider the current panel-based
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constituencies. Of primary importance, is that we don't replicate the current Dail and its
electoral system. | don't know how we ensure that Senators are of a higher calibre than
many of the current crop but sending them out to contest what would effectively be
general elections is not the way to attract the best people for what should in many ways
be a technical job.

Until we agree on what exactly we want the Seanad to do, e.g. be a voice for the
excluded, scrutineer of legislation, overseeing EU activities, it is hard to say how it would
be most effectively reformed.

305

There are too many representatives for the relatively small population.

306

The Seanad should be absolutely free from the whip system.

307

The opportunity to discuss abolition of the Seanad as a way of wider political reform
seems to have been ignored, despite the 2013 support of almost half of Irish voters in a
referendum on the issue.

308

The Seanad needs to be effective. No point in having another layer of government as a
rubber stamp. All legislation guillotined through Dail Eireann needs to be sent back by the
Seanad for thorough evaluation and debate in Dail Eireann. If a scenario like IW arises
again ... they should insist on a referendum. They need to be tough.

309

It's important that the most vulnerable people in Irish society are represented in the
Seanad.

It would be great to see the likes of Peter McVerry, etc. in the Seanad :-)

310

We need more younger political representatives.

311

A Seanad by pure sortition should, statistically, have an innate representation of all
voters, and a good gender balance, and it would represent the people living in the state
more efficiently than it or the Dail do now. It would allow those who cannot afford to run
for election to have a chance at having a say. It would remove electoral-cycle politics, as
re-election is simply impossible to the Seanad. It would, by nature, prevent parties from
having a robust say in its operations.

It would provide a meaningful chance for a slice of the Irish population to say "no" to
things that matter to them, in stark contrast to the status-quo where the Dail can run
wild for three and then bombard the country with advertisements for re-election.
Members who could never otherwise prove themselves as politically powerful people
could prove themselves as Senators and run for Dail, sidestepping the party system and
offering a new and powerful avenue for independents to access either house.

Anything less, from a keep-it-as-is outcome to a new-mini-dail, would (I feel) accomplish
little we've not already seen in other countries; that is to say, little at all.

312

The Seanad should have wide powers to initiate legislation.
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313

Fewer senators in the Seanad as well as the Government.

314

On the survey, more open questions would have got you richer data.

The Seanad should have a different demographic to the Dail. The university senators
exemplify what's possible. | believe the House of Lords to be a good example of the
potential mix of senators - in terms of expertise etc.

315

| think they should have more power.

316

SCRAP THE WATER CHARGES, AS WE PAY ALREADY. AND GET RID OF THOSE HAZARD,
RADIATED METERS IN THE GROUNDS!!!!

317

They should be picked by the people, not the TDs that got use into this mess and are
making it an even bigger mess!! No Irish person has faith in the government or the Gadai
any more.

318

| think more females should be included in the Seanad. | do not feel quotas is the way to
end the male dominance in Irish politics.

The 5 C's (cash, childcare, confidence, culture and candidate choice) need to be
addressed, and provisions put in place to end the prejudices and favoritism that is rife in
the Irish political establishments.

319

| fear that this effort at Seanad reform is designed to further disempower the Seanad and
render it even less influential and remove the obligation from Government of any type of
guestioning or challenge. | need the Seanad more now than at any other time. | think the
senators appointed by the Government are party political which is totally unfair.

320

If the seanad as it is was allowed to use its powers it could be effective. The one thing
that absolutely needs to be changed is the taoiseach's nominations keep the dail out of
the seanad's business.

All above with lower case as they are non representative.

321

Its a disgrace the way they have let people down after we voted to keep them :-(
seriously annoyed .com.

322

This survey evades the real issues surrounding the ineffectiveness of the Seanad.

323

Less governmental influence on Seanad appointments, maybe the GE candidates who fail
to be elected should be eligible to participate in Seanad elections by and for the people.

324

The recent debacle and passing of the water bill has put the Seanad to shame and shows
how out of touch it is with us. The people who saved its abolition by voting to keep it.

325

Again more independents, not puppets.
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326

Qui custodit ad praesides?

327

The Seanad should be elected by the people as its function is to be a checks and balances
organisation on the Dail. And there should be no appointments of any sort.

328

The Seanad should be directly elected by the people. We can maintain pools for different
purposes - education, agriculture, the constitution, human rights, culture, and so on.

329

People power is the way ahead! We need to get the country back in order and to do so
we need everyone of a steady education to be included in the vote on important issues.
How you should go about testing peoples levels of education is do an 1Q test of about 25
guestions that have to be answered in five minutes or two minutes so there wouldn't be
time for them to look up the answers. Maybe three minutes just to be fair!

330

| would like a Seanad that is not led by political parties. The Seanad is there to control the
Government's action and to support the general public but this does not happen when
there is a large number of TD's and those with political aspirations.

331

Party allegiance (i.e. the whip system) needs to be removed from the Seanad.

332

| do not believe (as a female) that gender equality is as high importance as ability for the
task at hand and feel gender equality discussion is often used to deflect from more
important issues.

333

This survey constricts the answers. | feel like | may be serving some agenda.

334

Get rid of the whip.
Get rid of politicians electing their buddies.
The people of Ireland should elect the Seanad.

The Seanad should be made up of people of all walks of life.

335

The Seanad should not have politicians from sitting government at the time. While these
people are in power it's pointless. It overrules the democratic right of the Seanad.

336

If I actually was going to be able to make changes I'd bring people in that actually care for
the people. Get rid of the Dail bar as when politicians and Senators are making decisions
they should be sober and clear in mind. Also remove all politicians that Enda Kenny put
in.

337

As with everything from government, | do not mind paying taxes if | feel | am receiving
value for my money. At present | do not. That the water tax bill been passed proves that
the Seanad do not represent the people.

338

The upper chamber should be competent as a fine filter through which bad laws and
poorly considered decisions made by the lower chamber cannot pass and can be returned
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to be further refined.

339

| think its time for change and a big change. At that.

340

Don't think there is any need for the Seanad.

341

They should stand with the people for the better good of this country, not be another
whipping boy for the Government.

342

The Seanad sometimes appears like a celtic House of Lords. Not because of the learned or
privileged accents on display, but more from the sense of abstract debate, which while
informative, is often too late to prevent legislation from being passed. If the Seanad
cannot have any effect on legislation, why does it exist. Ironically, the Seanad seems even
more out of touch with the general populace than the Dail. The expenses racket is a
laugh.

343

Seanad could comprise of a voluntary body who are paid expenses only, no big wages or
pensions, savings redirected to community and voluntary groups throughout the country.
They should be comprised of intelligent people with no particular political allegiance free
of a whip system. No alcohol consumed prior to a vote being cast. Above a question
asked on the importance of everyone having a vote in Seanad elections. | feel this is
unnecessarily expensive and could result in the election of either a single issue candidate
with no knowledge of wider concerns, or rich people purchasing power. No legislation
should be rushed through without thorough debate.

344

This will make no difference to the lives of ordinary people. It's that simple.

345

| have nothing but contempt for this shower of Government backslappers. Enjoy your fat
cat pensions lads and I'll watch many more losing their homes, children to emigration,
and even their lives when things get too much for them to cope with.

346

All future candidates for the Seanad should have either served a full term in the Dail or
have a doctorate (not honorary).

347

Parliamentary procedure and etiquette in both Dail and Seanad is very bad. As a teacher
it would be an insult to school kids to say that Irish parliamentary sessions are more
unruly than school kids. But they are totally rowdy slanging matches. This is a direct result
of Governments continually ramming flawed legislation through regardless of flaws. The
water fiasco is a clear recent example. The Irish parliament has betrayed us in this
absolute ineptitude and absence of standards

348

Should be made up of experts elected by experts - not a general election.

349

Public consultation is absent, which is typical of politics in Ireland so therefore | expect
this survey on the reform of Seanad is a waste of time because of the absence of
transparency.

350

The Government influence has to be gone from the operation of the Seanad. The
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Government often will not answer to the people. So we need a good Seanad to defend
the people not defend the Government

351

The Seanad should be elected by the public and therefore fully representative of public
opinion. At present the Seanad appears to be used by political parties as a means of
rewarding loyalty for past and continuing support. As a result, determinations reached
are often not reflective of public opinion, but a mere reflection of political policy.

352

Government should not pick people to go into the Seanad. People should pick the
Seanad.

353

A Seanad controlled by the Dail is just an expensive rubber stamp. The Dail is utterly
corrupt (politicians don't even resign when caught out on lies anymore, like people
ringing up to say they have too much money for example) and should be overseen by an
independent body. No point being the boss of people who are supposed to keep you
honest.

354

Should not be gender based, but based on best person for the job. Senators don't appear
to be effective or particularly influential. Some have been ambitious business men and
unelected politicians - jobs for the boys. Whole political system could do with overhaul
and much greater transparency and accountability. No one is ever punished for serious
wrong-doing politically.

355

| suggest bills and acts should have a minimum consideration time of 18 weeks or more
so changes can't be fast tracked while others bills are stalled and there some sort of
public participation in them.

356

| believe that the Senead should be 100% elected by the people of Ireland.

Also if they need advice, have every senator pick up to 4 advisors per year on retainers of
no more than €10,000 for the occasional pieces of advice.

357

No parties should be allowed in the Seanad. If they are then Senators will just vote for
what their party wants.

358

They need more power, there should be a no majority party in the seanad as the
government will always get what they want passed.

359

REMOVAL OF WHIP SO A FREE VOTE CAN BE SEEN SHOULD BE NON POLITICAL

360

The job is of the Seanad should be looking into corruption the the Dail as there is way too
much if that going on. Questioning why IW got the contract, why eircode got a contact
when loc8 offered a service for free etc. ([comment removed]) the Irish are wide awake
now were not taking anymore of this crap.

361

All the non-nationals who lives in Ireland for more than one year should be able to vote in
any elections. There is half a country of non-nationals.
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362

The Seanad should be independent of Government control, the whip system and
government interference in votes should be abolished in the Seanad. The election of
representatives should be done by public mandate, not political parties, government or
universities. There should also be no 'heredity' senators. If a senator has to leave or
passes away, there should be a new one elected, no more handing the position over to
their siblings, spouses or children. If they are not voted in by the public, they should not
be there!

363

They should have accountability and able to recall TDs and each other. Be more
transparent to the people and educate more to us in what they do and reasons for having
them there.

364

IT SHOULD BE THE PUBLIC THAT VOTES IN THE SEANAD ELECTION, NO MORE CLOSED
SHOP, THIS LOWER HOUSE IS PART OF OUR PARLIAMENT SO ALL THE PUBLIC SHOULD
HAVE THEIR SAY THAT IS REAL REFORM.

365

The Seaned should be a counter balance to the Dail but with the majority of those in the
Seaned associated strongly or very politically aligned, this process is not happening.

In relation to a gender quota, | would rather have the right people with a broad spectrum
of interest rather than number filling. Women who usually get into politics generally are
from the upper middle classes with access and opportunity to family planning and access
to opportunity which means that when they get some power, they are not representing
the majority of women. They speak of equality in the workplace but women fought for
choice, not to be bound to the job instead of the family. | would like this to be taken into
account, because this | feel is critical to enabling a gender balance in the Seanad, an equal
representation and reflection on society meaning the people's voice has a platform and
forum to be heard.

366

| am not interested in the gender or the sexual orientation of the Senators. | am
interested in that they are fully professional and 100% capable of doing there job. That
they are not hindered by affiliation to a political party, this is singularly the biggest
hindrance to the unfettered operation of the Seanad. That Senators have no skeletons in
their cupboards to be used against them to force their decisions and change and mould
their opinions as can be done now. | am not interested in their business prowess, | am of
the opinion that they should be there for the good of Ireland not serving their own and
political affiliates interests and agendas. Ireland needs statesmen not swindlers, liars,
bond holders and people of significant means in positions of power. Rich people look
after rich people. Any pensions should only be paid at full retirement age and each
senator should only receive one pension regardless of the posts held within the state.
Government needs to be controlled and rained inward in the interest of IRELAND. | voted
to keep the Seanad as it is because | believe it is needed however after the latest fiascos
of IW, post codes, bail outs, etc. the waste of money within the state is horrendous
scandalous and no one is doing anything about it. The amount of homes being
repossessed is needless, the judiciary are not following the letter of the law, the Gardai
are breaking their oath daily. The level of war being waged on the poor old and unlucky in
the state is obscene. | am fast losing confidence that the Seanad can fulfil its role in the
way it is supposed to and this needs to be rectified.
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367

| feel that the Senad need to include a mini-party to include real people who have real
stories to give input on change as politicians and government are not living in the real
world of unemployment so people can bring about change in a real democracy.

368

Gender voting should be introduced for two terms and then scaled down until balance
becomes the norm.

369

They must represent the mass of people who have no say in the elitist politics in Ireland. |
would like to see people have a more interactive role via the web. | would like to see
accountability for politicians.

So every 5 years we get to pick from a list of liars and then the quackery of proportional
representation adulterates our choice and then the rich unelected mandarins behind the
parties override the choice with their choice. Is it any wonder people have no faith in the
integrity of the system? We have the net. | want to have a say in all the decisions my TD
makes. | also want accountability and transparency of that decision. Is that too much too
ask for in a democracy?

370

All strands of society to have voice. A real voice not tokenism.

371

THIS IS JUST A PILE OF SHITE, WILL GAIN NOTHING.

372

Senators should be changed every two years. This would prevent it being a cosy place for
over the hill or wannabe TDs. There should be no pensions for senators either.

373

The Seanad in its present guise is controlled by the government of the day. The Seanad
should be an independent body capable of holding a Government to account and have
the powers to veto any law/legislation contrary to the wishes of the people. They should
have the power to refer any decisions on law/legislation to the people by referendum.

374

So disappointed with the chance they had to hear the 100000 voicing their remarkable
concerns on IW. Shameless.

375

If there is not real meaningful reform it should be abolished.

376

Just wondering what real good will this survey do and will the results mean change will
actually happen and will the wishes of ordinary people be taken into account and acted
upon? Is that not what democracy is? The will of the people, by the people, for the
people?

377

The Seanad is a joke. Pathetic house for wasted failed wannabe TDs. Exceptions: John
Crown, David Norris. The rest: control alt delete.

378

Members of the Seanad need to be "people" people and not just rubber stamps for
greedy and crooked government!

379

Don't pad it out with women and immigrants for the sake of some left wing agenda. |
want to see it on a different election rotation than the Dail and to have people who
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hadn't run in local or general elections before.

380

Less politicians and more ordinary citizens with conscience.

The survey offers pretty much 'more of the same'. Real change is needed and that can
only occur when Seanad nominees are not dependent on broken systems, outdated laws
and lack of accountability for their decisions.

381

| would like to see all adults living legally in Ireland having a right to vote even if they are
not a citizen.

382

If we are going to have a list system then maybe the Seanad is the place to put this into
effect. It's hard to see Irish TDs consenting to sharing the lower house with others who
haven't gone through the same process of election, so the Seanad could be elected on a
list basis or from one all-Ireland panel which would mean local matters wouldn't be as
pertinent to their election. There might then be case for the government and laws
originating from and in the Seanad, and then being passed to the Dail to be scrutinised,
debated and amended by public representatives. In this way, a clear distinction would be
drawn between legislators and representatives whereas at the moment, TDs are a
combination of both.

383

The only way to reform the Seanad is to root out the corrupt senators with close ties to
the present Government and their billionaire friends and to listen to the people rather
than their parties.

384

Do away with the whip in the Seanad. How can it be a check on the Government, or as it
was called, a safety valve, when the Government can tell it how to vote.

385

Reform needs to be tied in with Dail reform at same time. Salaries and pensions need to
be capped. if they don't attend the house for less than 80% when it is sitting (and it
should sit a lot more too, no endless holiday periods!), they should be thrown out (unless
valid reasons like serious illness). Senators should concentrate on the job, not have
directorships etc. going on at the same time.

386

It would be refreshing to think that this will make any difference but I'm fairly confident it
won't.

387

| am disgusted by the Government at all matters in general and | think the Seanad has
little or no bearing in Government issues, just a like a courtroom getting well paid for old
rope.

388

| just think the Seanad provides a great opportunity to check and double check, and
further debate, what is going on in the Dail. It seems like lip service with
Government-elected senators towing the line. It needs to be more independent and be
more inclusive of wider society.

| would also support the election of Senators by the people. | don't see why University
candidates are elected - there is a wide body of citizens not represented by these people.
Direct elections by the public, in my view, are as important to democracy as our elections
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of our TDs

389

The strict senate voting laws ensure that only a certain subset of people can decide on its
make up. This isn't representative of the general population and is a self-perpetuating
issues making the senate seem elitist.

390

Also long term (5 years+) European citizens, being Irish residents, should be eligible for
active and passive election rights to the Seanad. Only this way, a representation of the
public can be guaranteed.

Also, it should be excluded (by LAW), that there could be a conflict of interest - that is,
that NO member of the Seanad should have ANY other Irish or European political
position.

Finally, in general, the Seanad should have a general VETO right to ANY newly to be
introduced legislation.

391

Different of Irish society strands to better represent the people.

392

Though some in the senate work hard and With great responsibility, others are just going
through the senate as a stepping stone to the Dail and some as a retirement benefit for
services to the respected masters.

393

Max two terms as a senator, one if previously a TD.

394

Clear, truthful, honourable people that care for their country and want to help our home
to be the best it can be.

Those without greed of money and are willing to work for the betterment of Ireland.

Those with a conscience, and strong will to help the country.

395

Scrap it - waste of space, time and money.

396

Dail and Seanad be relocated to another city. There must be a total and complete
severance of the system now.

397

I'm only sorry the Seanad wasn't abolished when the people had they chance to do it.

Now we're stuck with it for another generation at least.

398

Democracy should be a balance between the will of the people guided by the best
knowledge available to the people. The role of the upper house is to guide the lower
house in how to use that knowledge. Consequently, the upper house should not be
elected by "everybody".

The electorate should be limited, possibly to graduates and the number of "third level"
senators with real expertise expanded. To provide balance, other elements of society
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could be represented by nominating a number of senators to be elected by those on the
"live register" or those with union membership. | think a strict gender quota is an
excellent idea.

The People are ultimately sovereign so the power of the upper house should be
constrained to that of review and referral back to the lower house of directly and
universally elected representatives.

399

| firmly believe that a small, non-federal state such as Ireland should have a unicameral
legislature like Norway or New Zealand. It is not needed and would not be missed should
it be abolished.

400

The Government need to give more respect to the results of Seanad debates, which often
go into greater depth than the debates of the Dail.

401

Scrap the vocational nonsense. Ideally the Seanad should have 50 members elected from
a national MSTV (NI System) party/party leader list, allow 'second seats' to be filled by
independents if they can generate enough support.

Expanded, full-time role in scrutinising and REVIEWING legislation. End party whip system
in senate. Retain power to refer legislation to popular plebiscite.

402

One of the main problems with Irish politics is clientelism. This is encouraged by PRSTV.
Personally, | don't think we need a second house but if we have one it should be elected
by a list system which will encourage voting on policy issues.

72




