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[bookmark: _GoBack]“Application no. 1859/24 Ireland v. the United Kingdom (III)
I would inform you that on 1 July 2025 the Chamber decided to adjourn the Court’s proceedings in the above case pending the final outcome of the ongoing domestic proceedings for judicial review in the case Dillon and Others, which are currently pending before the Supreme Court of the United Kingdom.
Your request to seek leave on behalf of the Malone House Group to intervene as a third party in the above case (Rule 44 § 3 (a) of the Rules of Court) will be examined once the proceedings are resumed by this Court and you will be informed of any decision taken in this respect. 
The parties have been informed that your request will be examined at a later date.”

This request for leave to intervene is made by the Malone House Group of Belfast, Northern Ireland as a would-be third party (hereinafter ‘Malone House Group’). In accordance with paragraph B of Section IX of the Practice Direction issued by the President of the Court on 13 March 2023 we set out the following information:

(a) Malone House Group
We are an unincorporated association of writers, lawyers and academics formed in Belfast following a public conference held in Belfast in March 2018 (the proceedings of the event were published as: Legacy: What to do about the Past in Northern Ireland.) We are not in receipt of funding from public or grant aiding bodies in the United Kingdom, Ireland or elsewhere.
We believe we have gained a reputation generally for our professional and dispassionate approach comprising:
· our Northern Ireland based knowledge of four decades of sectarian terrorism and community and political conflict that has afflicted Northern Ireland (commonly known as ‘the Troubles’);
· our commitment to the impartial application of the rule of law (and opposition to one-sided lawfare);
· our engagement with the Governments of the United Kingdom and of Ireland on the issues of legacy and the past;
· our submissions to the parliamentary committees of the Parliament of the United Kingdom and the Joint Committee of the Houses of the Oireachtas of Ireland on the Implementation of the Good Friday Agreement (and we are to meet the Committee on its next visit to Belfast);
· our extensive series of meetings and discussions with civil society NGOs, institutions and organisations including political parties, churches, victims groups, including, most recently, the Legacy Act’s Independent Commission for Reconciliation and Information Recovery (ICRIR);
· our submissions to the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe, in particular in regard to the ongoing McKerr Group of Cases and interpretation of Article 2 procedural;
· our drafting and advisory work for parliamentarians during the debates in House of Commons and the House of Lords on the various stages of the legislation, enacted as the Northern Ireland Troubles (Legacy & Reconciliation) Act 2023 (now commonly and hereinafter referred to as ‘the Legacy Act’);

(b) Any links between the Malone House Group and the parties to the case
None, save as set out in (a) above.
(c) The reasons why the Malone House Group wishes to intervene	
We accept that the Legacy Act has met with almost universal opposition from political parties across the island of Ireland, victims’ and human rights NGOs, academics, and broadcast media. (There are largely unremarked exceptions). Thus, we have encountered a stifling of open debate. Yet, while all these are notionally united in opposition to the Legacy Act, there is no common position or agreement as to what should or could replace it. 
In particular, it is our considered view that there should not be unfounded opposition to the role of amnesty or the immunity provisions in the Act;
(d) The Malone House Group’s special knowledge about issues arising in the case
Our special knowledge arises in regard to the issue of the role of amnesty which we have studied extensively when addressing the legacy of the past in Northern Ireland. We have also developed considerable legal argument on the question of ECHR Article 2 procedural which differs from other NGOs.
(e) The points on which the Malone House Group wishes to make submissions and, so far as practicable, the reasons for believing that those submissions will be useful to the Court and different from those of the parties or other third parties
We would summarise our historical review of the approach to amnesty in both jurisdictions on the island of Ireland and how provisions for amnesty were a necessary element of the ‘peace processes’ to bring to an end conflicts in the 1920s, 1960s and in the recent Troubles. We submit that our particular expertise on this issue may assist the Court in this case and in developing the Court’s jurisprudence on the circumstances of the proper application of amnesty under the rule of law. The same would apply to interpretation of Article 2 jurisprudence and to the new body ICRIR.
(f|) Whether the Malone House Group intends to make written comments, to take part in a hearing, or both
We apply to make written comments, but are willing to take part in a hearing, if the Court considers that would be helpful.
Signed on behalf of the Malone House Group _________________________________
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