OUTSTANDING ISSUES – the following list includes areas of the 2004 Draft Platform where questions have been raised, and which may need to be resolved during the Platform Hearings, schedule for Friday, June 25, 2004, at the GPUS national convention.  Each state should make an effort to have a representative present.  More about the Platform Hearings is available in the Platform FAQ, included in the Convention Delegate and GPUS–CC packets.
Note:  most of the questions raised during feedback concerned issues of clarity or accuracy – not policy.  In such cases, the Platform Committee has been able to make small revisions to accommodate these concerns.  In issues involving policy, some questions have been or may be, resolved between those who submitted the material and those who raised questions.  What remains to be resolved at the Platform Hearings will be any issues where there is obvious support for the basic policy, but disagreement on some of the content or details.   Such items are marked - ??
CONVENTION DELEGATES :  You will be asked to make a final decision on any outstanding issues during the Platform adoption process which begins the nominating convention on Saturday, June 26.  Decisions will, in all likelihood, be based on recommendations resulting from the Platform Hearings the day before – therefore, it’s important to make sure that your state is represented at the Hearings!
________________________________________________________________________
GPUS 2004 DRAFT PLATFORM 
?? - Proposed Reorganization ?  Not a lot of feedback, but what there is has been mostly in favor of keeping the current order.  

INTRO:  New Key Value #6– revert to 2000 version?  Feedback, so far, suggests favor for this. The Platform Committee is working on some language that would include mention of material some wanted to keep – this issue will likely be resolved before the convention.
I. DEMOCRACY

C.  Community 

9. We call on all Greens to include education as a regular part of our meetings so we can be clear about what unites us as well as what divides us  [QUESTION - does anyone know what the heck this means??  Recommended we delete this.]  

?? - II. SOCIAL JUSTICE

1.  Discussion on nat’l CC list about changing the title:  Social Justice, Equal Opportunity and Quality of Life; Social and Economic Justice; Social Justice.  Which do you prefer?

2.  A.3. end of Indigenous Rights

Recommended to remove - All historic treaties with Native peoples should be reviewed and all historic land claims returned.  Reason – unclear language; as read, policy would be impossible to carry out.
??  - 3.  A.3.  Indigenous Rights – Native Hawaiians  
Recommended revision:  language to support granting native Hawaiians the option of 

deciding on issue of sovreignty, or degree thereof .  This would support the original submission language but not lock the Green Party into something not necessarily agreed on among Greens, or for that matter, native Hawaiians.

Discussion:    Last week, in response to a post by -----------, I submitted that I didn't think that the comments about Hawai'i might have accurately represented the wishes of the Native Hawai’ian community.  I offered to pass along comments from a very involved, Native Hawai'ian activist with whom I've worked for many years.  She has very strong ties to a number of Alaskan and lower 48 Native American communities and her views on most issues would be indistinguishable from our own.  

My concern is that the platform not represent the ideas or slogans of a small minority in any community or interest group, particularly since those formulations might be far from representative of the majority of thinkers who share our Green viewpoints and principles … especially in those areas in which we may not be as well informed as we might otherwise wish.

 

My Hawai'ian friend wrote:

Independence is not what most Hawaiians want at this point—a very few, very vocal, and very ill prepared Hawaiians, along with some non-Hawaiians who want to grow hemp as a viable crop—view independence as the solution.
I think what most Hawaiians want right now (and most need) is federal recognition—the same standing as American Indians and Alaska Natives.  We don’t want to discuss independence now (though we may in the future want to) because we are not prepared for it.  It is right to delay the conversation about independence because the US has occupied our lands for over 100 years—they have thwarted cultural and linguistic connections, suppressed our traditional knowledge and practices and pretty much brought our people from the most literate to the most illiterate, from healthy to the most unhealthy in the nation living in the health state!
A better position is to support parity in national policy on America’s first peoples.  Respect for self-determination.  Honoring the promises made when taking our lands.  Upholding the trust responsibility for all Native peoples.  Educating Non-Native Americans on America’s real history with its first peoples, from its first peoples’ perspective by making it a required high school course.
As to the tourism issue—what Hawaiians need is more input in the process—we don’t necessarily need less tourism (though that may be determined), we need more diversification of the economy and we need control of our cultural property so that when tourists are shown who we are, we are the ones showing it, and in a manner that we deem appropriate.

Response:  That gets into a big ball of wax...The Office of Hawaiian Affairs is a Federal Agency, very corrupt, charged with administrating Federal funds designated to benefit Native Hawaiians.  The trustees are elected, but the term "Hawaiian" is interpreted to mean all people who reside in the Hawaiian Islands.
The OHA and the Akaka Bill appear to give Native Hawaiians the right/means to decide issues, but in reality they serve the purpose of taking away Native rights and land.
Treating Native Hawaiians the same as North American Native Americans is missing the boat.  The situations are very different, historically and politically.  Hawaiians generally don't think that tribal recognition, treaties and reservations are the solution to the problems they face here.  They also see that it has not served the Native Americans to play the Federal government game.
Hawaiian national sovereignty has been recognized by more than one case before the World Court.
More:
>Would language stipulating the need for Native Hawaiians to be accorded the 
>right/means to decide these issues be appropriate?
>

??  4.  II.G. Criminal Justice – need to reconcile two places in platform:  one advocates granting ex-felons full political rights (voting, etc); one grants this to prisoners.  Feedback so far is for the prisoners. What do your members think??
5.  E. Health

Questions on some specific items, better relegated to health care professionals or organization devoted to these issues; feedback, so far, recommends removal, and this has been done.

……Recommended removal of language on x-ray technology and vaccination.  Neither point is likely to have general agreement among all Greens, as shown by feedback.  This  would not prevent a candidate from adopting issues involving these topics, but a national party platform is not the type of document to address this further. 

                 Recommended cut [QUESTION raised - overly specific for this type of document?] 13. We call for an extensive investigation of the health effects of x-ray and other radiation as considerable evidence now exists that indicates there is no safe dose of radiation. Objection also raised concerning accuracy.

             Recommended cut [QUESTION - same as above, overly specific?]14. We call for an extensive investigation of both beneficial and detrimental health effects of vaccinations. 

        15. Revised language would not prevent a candidate advocating for anything more specific.   Recommended some deletion.
[QUESTION raised - beyond the scope of this type of document.]  17. Involuntary psychiatric procedures are incompatible with the principle of self- determination. Extremely intrusive and potentially irreversible psychiatric procedures, including involuntary electroshock, should be immediately banned.  Public policy needs to move in the direction of a voluntary, community-based mental health system that safeguards human dignity, respects individual autonomy, and protects informed consent. A wide variety of humane, effective, and empowering alternative and complementary approaches should be available for anyone who experiences a psychiatric problem or mental disability.
6. II.K. Housing 5.e  [QUESTION – Blanket policy, not well thought-out;  recommend support for measures to make this goal achievable, not a blanket policy which will be impossible to enact] e. Eliminate requirements for off-street parking and street dedication which forces the housing sector to subsidize the automobile industry..

III. ECOLOGICAL SUSTAINABILITY

1. III.B.14. [Recommended clarification] 14. We support a nuclear-free Outer Space. (See I. Democracy, x. De-Militarization of Space)
 (Flightcraft is nuclear powered; do we mean nuclear weapons?  Nuclear waste?] 
??1.  III. I.  Ethical Treatment of Animals – Feedback suggest disagreement over points  3 and 10.

General support for this, but the question is whether to outlaw *all*?  Classroom demonstrations and dissections; psychological testing?  3. Outlaw the use of animals for consumer product testing, tobacco and alcohol testing, psychological testing, classroom demonstrations and dissections, weapons development and other military programs.

Not general agreement on this, but enough support to warrant discussion. 10. Ban the exploitation of animals in entertainment and sports, such as dog and horse racing, dog and cock fighting, fox hunting, hare coursing, rodeos, circuses and other such spectacles
