R T b T

3 A
JBe
5\,‘1

‘91 Debate on liw Ad-z;ress

[Mr. Hume]
everyone know where they stand, and
unless they fight for what cfy stamd for,
then we will descend even further into
an abyss of violence. Let us admit it,
thete ‘has been great moral cowasdice
on this question on the part of many
people who have been e There
has been a great deal of fefice-sitting on
fundamental issues on which ‘there
should ‘be no sitting on any fence, issues
as to ‘whether this community continues
along bigoted sectarian lines. That is
fundamental: there can be no sitting on
the fence on that choice.

Similarly, changing this society,
whether it be done by outright violence
oOr non-viblence, is a fundamentsl choice
and otie on which there can be no siiting
on the fence. Urfortunately, there arc
too many people who have st on the
fence and have refused clearly o de-
nounce those who perpetrate violence on
the streets, those who aitempt do achieve
political objectives by violent means,
those who have no respedt for human
life and who seem to think that human
lives are expepdable a5 & méans of
achieving political ends, those who have
no compunction in playing politios with
the lives of innocent people,

There s o fence sitting on this issue,
people simply must get up and say
where they stand. Because so many have
sat on the fence there unfortunately
exists today in the community a great
8&nse of frustration and a preat feeling
that nothing has changed. When people
are frustrated, violance and striking out
presents the easy, quick road, but in the
long rua it is the wrong road. Where
civil wars are going on in the world
today I am quile certain that the people

participating, the ordinary people, it
they ‘had the choice, would regret the
steps that led to_civil war. We are in a
situaltion today where Violence can Jead
to that situation, and we must make it
clear that we oppose it utterly.

The frustraffons exist also because
to many the letter of the law means
reality of reform. This is someibing
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has taken place that this is simply not
true. There bave been changes in this
community and there must be more
changes, but it takes Yiane before legis-
Tative chrange becomes reality in the lives
of the people and, i people interfere
with the progress of that change by
violence, then they only imorease the
frustration:

As Marntin Luther King said:

“The Bne of progress is never stradght For
a period a myovement may foilow a straight
Jine and then it encountars obstaoles and the
path bends. It is like curving round a moun-
tain when approaching a city. Often it fecls
fs though you were moving backward amd
you lose sight of your geal, but in fact you
aro looking shead and seon you will see the
city again close by.”

That particular quotafion is very apt in

our community at present,
not in a stralight line, but progress ks
taking place bevause I doubt i there is
anyons in Northern Ireland who thinks
that this community can ever be the
same again. Berause of the forces at
work on ‘both sides, some of them re-
esepted in this House, the dhofce we
is a very serious one aiad # ¢&n be
exptessed very simply—diaos or com-
nrunity.

Tn such a choice it behoves afl public
men to weigh thelir words wikh great care
in order to emsure that nothing they may
say or do will fashfon fhat choice i the
direction of the chaos that would appear
o be facing us. We are talking today
50 years after the Sist lion. Members
came to speak in this Pasrliament; we

are ‘talkioy in a Parfement which was |

the result of a settlement that satisfied
no one at the time. Those who fought
for the retenfion of uafon with Britain
were mot salisfied with thlis setfioment
because they fought for the unjon of the
whole of Ireland, Neither were those
who fought for an independent Irish
Repubiic satisfied because did not
get one, they only pot pamt of it

The sctilement sutisfied no ome and,
indecd, there was a nofable absemtee
from ths first celebratiions of the opea-

which should be exposed. The letter of ing of this Parliament, none other than
the law ¥ not the reality of reform; re- Lord Carson himself Undoubtedly he
form is meaningless unless changes in  regarded the setflernent as a fatlure for
Taw are acoomipanied by a change I Am. Could a setflement which was re-
heart, Tt shoul be made clear to all gaxded on aMl sides as a fatlure really
people today who say ifhat no change be a success?
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I quote again George V in 1921:

“f could not have slowed myseH to give
Ircland by deputy alone My errnest prayers
and good wishes in tho new era whfch opens
with this cor¢mony, and I have thercfore
come in person, . . .” I

Today, 50 years later, his grand.
daughter is unable to come in pe

Even though the situaifion in 1921 would
appear from history to have beer am
exiremdly serious confrontaltion—one of
the most serious confronfations in Irish
history—yet Cing George V could come
10 Belfast m peace and safety. But his
granddaughter cannot come taday, 50
years hater. To me that r s a
lesson that s staring us all in the face.

What has fafled in Northern Iretand
other than the system no oné wazited?
Surely that is the Jesson that is staring
us in the face, and are the confines of
our discussion on the problems of Nor-
thern Ireland not too namow? Should
we not be discussing the system itself
rather than tinkering with i any further?
We can see clearly the minds of those
who imposed this settloment opon us.
. We can see clearly that they regarded
3 question not just as a Nor-
ig.hern Ireland problem but as an Irish
iproblem. Kinmg George V said in his
speech in 1921

Y. Thisis a and crilfen] oceasion in the
T o o e Counties, but mot for the
hing which in-
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at ds still true today; and if anybody
_j ‘any doubt about it the events of

P two years surely prove thai
s, which affect the North of Tre-
n have a serious effect on Ireland
¢, particularly matters political.

© is.in this morthern community,
¥@Ys has beep, a basic aspiration
Sythe unity of this jsland. That
onthas akvays existed and it has

: by those who sit
ut I think “that shose who
Perhaps have not appreci-
AEIent concepts of umity
uby- different people and
because those who have
.&deal in ithe past, and
?:mose to achieve
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the people who subscribe to this ideal
as to how it can be achieved. That
failure has made it easier for those who
say itmt vivleice is the only solution.

We hear often from peopk who
support violeni men: “What were the
peaceful men able to do? What were
the pacliamentarians able to do?”" The
reason they are able to say that with
such conviction is because ‘those who
have put forward 4his ideal in the past,
and have advocated peaceful means,
have utterly failed to spell out to the
people how a peaceful unity can be
achieved. They have utterly failed to
say clearly that the only unitly in this
island that %5 worthwhile i unity by
agrecment. No other unity is avorthwhile
because it Will o} solve any problems.
They have failed to point out that there
is no_contradivtion between aspirations
for Trish unity and svorking for a
prosperous North of Ireland.

There is no confradiction at al in
those two aims, Indeed, 4t amazes me
that there aye those who think they can
unite Ireland without first uniting the
people in the North of Treland because,
in cffect, the basic division which
divides us all is sectarian—sectarian
fear, prejudice and hatred—and unless
we remove that division we are going
nowhere along the road to unity on this
island. Therefore in any change the
basic yardstick by which  parsonally
would measure wounld be whether or not
@t will promote a lessening of sectarian
fecling in ¢his part of this country. If
it does that, or i it promotes ic
justice in this society, then it is some-
thing which will always have my full
support, )

This is why the movement for reform
is so essential and so impontant, Tt is
essential amd important, too, to psople
who have ultimate objectives which go
beyond reform and equality of citizen-
ship in the North of Ireland. It is
important to those whose ultimate ob-
Jectives go to the achievement of the
ddeal of Irish urity as the first step on
that road must surely be full equality
of citizenship. Not just ireating us
docently: full equality of citizenship.
We are not Jookimg for decency but we
are looking for full equality of citizen-

" ship,
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