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DI CDLE ATD SHOUTING S0P

By John Hurme

This election is not to a Parliamert or Assectly with any power. It is an
election tc a body thzt micht become one - on certain conditions. Those
conditions the SDLP find unworkable. We said so befere Mr. Prior published
his White Paper. We said so before he published his legislation. We tried
to step him. We say so now. To enter this Assembly is to accept those

conditions, to raise false hopes and to treat our weary public to scenario

o

of political wrangling to which they have becore all too accustomed over the

past ten yezrs.

The esserntial precondition is thnat power will be devolved to the new Assembly
if there is seventy per cent agreemert arwong its members on a cross-community
basis. Both main Unionist varties have already made clear that there are no

circunstances in which they will even attemyt to get agreement with the SDLF.
So the quecstion that faces us is - should we try to aprear reasonable by

>,

going tarough tne rmotions of rretending thot we can achieve the impo

IR

we tried under Ixr. whitelaw and vou imow what havpered. Wwe tried under
Kerlyh Kzes, and you kuow wret hoprered.  wWe iried under hucihrey Atldns
and vou know wnst happerned. Shou.d we try arczin under Jim Prior wrer we

know whnt will hzv.en? Wwhen his successor comes along, should we try asuin?

Mearwhile Northerr Ireland continues to escend into the political and
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economic wilderness.,

No.. The SDLP are shouting stop. We are saying to the British Government
it is time you faced the real prcblem if we are ever to get a real solution.
It is time to bring matters to a head and it is particularly urgent because

of the present political and economic breakdown.

Northern Ireland was created for the Unionists. They are the only people

who could make it work. There are only two ways for them to do so. Majority
rule, which they have discredited, and partnership, which they re ject.

All British Government solutions have been based on an attempt to make
Unionism work. They have failed. We are saying that it is now time to

look at the alternative - the SDLP are seelking the mandate in this election to
take steps to see to it that the alternative is placed clearly on the table

and feal dialogue begins.

However, there is another precondition which is not only unacceptable it is
positively dangerous. It is that once the 70;- agreement on devolution of
power is reached all other subsequent decisions in the Assembly will be by

simple ma jority. Even if such an agreement were reached how could any

minority party protect its interests subsequently? There are no guarantees
whatsoever about future situations, about what happers . after a future
election. Would there be more negotiations about 70, agreement and would
Britain withdraw power rending such negotiations? Or, power, once having
been devolved would Britain ever take it back and would we remain forever

subject to majority decisions®

The SDLP would be totally irresponsible to accevt such conditions. Entry into
the Assembly would mean such acce,tance and the SDLP have no intention of

doing so. Old-style abstentionism or realistic negotiation and proper
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representation of our interests?.

Mr. Peisley, of course, who originally thundered ageinst Mr. Prior's plan
beceuse of his opposition to any "Cross-community" involvement has also
spotted the propaganda value for himself of the 705 - simple majority
mixture. He has indicated that his objective is to achieve a 70 vote—
for all Unionist parties (with his own party as the largest of course)
and on that propaganda‘base demand a return of Stormont. The only
people who can prevent that are, of course, the voters and the only
party with candidates in all constituencies and which can maximise‘the

opposition to Mr. Prior's plan is the SDLP,

Some have argued that the way to stop Mr. Prior's Assembly was through a
boycott of the elections. The problem with an electoral boycott is that
it is virtually imrossible, particularl& in Northern Ireland, to have an
effective one. With SDLF absent frc the polls and polling stations
unmanned, there would be nothing to prevent messive personation in favour
of unrepresentative parties or parties hostile to our point of view,
thereby distortinz corpletely the size of turnout and allowing the British
Government to claim that the people had rejected the boycott and to proceed
with their plans. Besides, a democratic party has a duty even when it is
rejecting proposals to demonstrate that it does so with the suprert of its
electorate. Without a mandete a democratic party does not exist. Those
who stay awvay from the polls only make it easier for Unionists to obtain

their 70-..

The most impressive wsy to demonstrzte the strength of our vosition is b
T N g I y

inviting thousands of people all over the North to Join us &t the ballot box.
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In that way the message will be clear. There will be mno distortion. Imn
addition we will have secured a mandate to continue to speak for people

and to negctiate a real solution at a meaningful conference table.

The SDLF rejection of violence is also being challenged in this election by the
Provisionals under their election slogan "A Principled Stand". Unfortunately
their principles dc not contain the most fundamental principle of all -

the right to life. They are clearly seeking justification in retrospect

for their campaign which has brought so ruch suffering to so many. Say
clearly in this election where you stand on this issue and let the world

know of the commitment of the mass of the Irish people to non-violence.

The SDLY have argued consistently and continue to do so that the rroblem

of the North can only be resolved if all the conflicting relationships
involved are on the table for discussion. The Northern problem is about
relations within the North but it is also about relations within Ireland
and between Ireland and Britain. The Anglo-Irish framework is the oroper
forum for such discussion. The SDLF strengthened by its renewed mandate
will be available to put its views to both governments. But it is no longer
enough to await moves from the British alone. On the Irish side of the
argument we have been extremely effective in rresenting the Anti-Unionist
case. Given the behaviour and attitudes of Unionists this has not been too
difficult. The vresentation of the positive case for an Irish solution has

not been quite so effective.

The SDLF have asked on several occasions thot varties in the South who believe
in a New Ireland should spell out in some detail what is meant by that.
Continued failure to do so allows Unionists - and others - to dismiss such

objectives as conquest, of the North by the South, or as the destruction
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of Protestant distinctiveness within Ireland. A real debate on alternztives

heve never taken rlace,

In addition, the bi-partisn approach in the Deil to the North has clearly
broken dowr and the North and Anglo-Irish relations are becoming increasingly
party political issues in the South. This can be to no-one's advantage
except both the British ard the Urionists. If the Irish cannot agree among
themselves as to what they are seeldng or offering as a solution, there is

little chence of anyone taldng talk of either unity or a New Ireland seriously.

Thet is why on this occasion the SDLP ere proposing that the Government in
Dublin torether with the other parties in the Dail who believe in unity should
set up a Council for a New Ireland conesisting of members of the Dail and
mexbers of the Asserbly, a body representative of all Irish denocrats who
believe in a New Irelend. It should have specific terms of reference and a
definite lifeswvan. Its function should be to erxamine in derth the obstacles
- politicel, eccnomic and constitutional - to the creation of a New Irelend.
It should then present a bluepfint for a New Ireland, a document asreed by
all the ccnstitutional parties. A resl debate on real alternatives can then
begin for the first time, not only in Ireland, North and South, but in
Britair and internztionally as well for, assuming as I do, that the blueprint
would outline not only cur concert of a mew and pluralist Ireland but would
also indicate in clear and precise terms bo*h the rrotections, the role ang
the nover of the Irish Protestant tradition in a Lew Irelznd, then for the
first time trosc who object to this concext would have to spell out their
reascns againct, not a vajue ccncert of unity, but a reel plan. Their
reasons would have to be bzsed or more than rrejudice and would have to

outweigh the territle ccsts of division that we are all peying to have any

validity. Only when our alternative is on the table, only when we have
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grasped all the nettles that have needed grasping for so long, can we
bezin the rrocess of convincing the Northern Protestant that his true

role lies within Ireland and so does lasting peace.

The clear rejection of the British approach by the electorate end the )
prlecing of a new agreed Irish plan on the table for the first time will
transform the debate on British-Irish relations and will at last bring

the matter to a head. Make sure that we are there with maximum strength.
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