ANNEX 17

WORKSHOP RESULTS ON THE PARTY LIST SYSTEM

Issues and Consensus Points

Sectoral Representation and/or Proportional Representation

· All agreed that the party list system was meant to favor the marginalized and underrepresented and to institute a system of proportional representation.

· But since under a strict proportional representation system, the marginalized may not be actually represented (based on 1998 and 2001 experiences), there should be “reserved seats” for the marginalized sectors.

· The neatest system would require voters to elect two party list representatives (in addition to the congressional district representative): one for the 14 sectors, the other for multisectoral groups/parties.  Thus there would be a clear distinction between SR and PR, although both would be part of the party list system.

· In order to qualify as representing the marginalized and underrepresented, party list contestants would be required to show that they have in various ways espoused the causes of the marginalized and underrepresented and that they have members and leaders from their ranks.

· A question was raised about the constitutionality of having reserved seats but was not settled.

Floor and Ceiling

· The group came to a consensus on a threshold or floor of 1.5%, with everyone noting that 2% was too high and would limit the filling of party list seats.

· The group agreed to move upward the three-seat cap to a five-seat ceiling.

Banning the Major Political Parties

· Most members of the group were in favor of banning the participation of the top three political parties based on seats won in the House of Representatives in the previous election.

· According to one member, though, if this prevented passage of the bill, because Congress is dominated by these three parties, the ban may be scrapped.

Disqualification of Government-funded Groups and Big Business

· The wording in the Rosales Bill should be modified so that only groups set up using government funds should be prohibited from participating.  MAD was the example given.

· The banning of big business groups, however, was felt to be problematic.  The Fair Trade Alliance led by PRRM President Bobby Tañada was mentioned by way of example.  National Book Store, certainly part of big business, could be a member of FTA which promotes patronizing Made-in-the-Philippines products, but FTA would remain a legitimate potential participant.

Local Sectoral Representation

· The group reached a consensus that there should be local sectoral representation at the city, municipal and provincial levels.

· But the manner of electing local sectoral representatives would be similar to the party list system in that organizations would be elected rather than individuals.
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