I am very pleased to be here in Leeds tonight to remember a man
of very special qualities who devoted his i1ife to sponsoring
improvement in his own society and an understanding cf the ne:d

for real change in the international community.

Olof Palme's record of activity, insight and inspiratio: en Gimar

rights, non-violence disarmament and the creation oi a a2
international economic order could usefully form the =2bie.® 7
lectures commemorating the uninhibited [ e i e

distinguished his work as a Socialist Leader.

However, as someone who was touched by what I knew and =zzw ol

Olof Palme I think that it is more important that we try io

emulate his approach in the problems that confront uvs rath=r 3 n
simply commemorate his efforts on those fundamen:nl glaehsl 1is7us:
on which he challenged our attention. Therefore I y(dfdﬁ@ 1?

speak about issues in the immediate political envirvnment wiitis
which my party and 1 operate. This is not to tﬁﬁ(ﬁé@r o<

£ =3 - ys o ot

postpone the importanée of addressing the inequitinss ecf th= ucrid
economic order, the obscenity of armament or war mongarin: nad fhe
need to develop new types of international relaiionships. Katner
it is to recognise that others can perhaps more anmpetently
address those issues with us and to suggest that the spirii of

his approach can and should be applied to problems in Ireland ard

between Ireland and Britain.




I would particularly stress that Olof Palme always strove to
analyse and tackle problems on a holistic rather than a
reductionist basis. He assessed and addressed problems within
their wider context and saw that developing new relationships and
structures among nations was not an idle and remote game of
statecraft but is crucial to providing positive prospects which

will touch the lives of ordinary peopie.

That has very impoftant lessons for Ireland andBritain. HNot just
with regard to the advisability ofrdeveloping new processes and
structures to advance the totality of relationships between botir
islands but also to underline the importance of seeing and
pursuing those relationships within the context of the changing

European order.

That change in the European order is continuing apace at two
levels. One is the growing integration of the European Community
based on the realisation that the democratic nation state is no
longer a sufficient political entity to allow people to have
adequate control over the economic and technological forces which
affect people's opportunities and circumstances. (The task is
to ensure that those arrangements and institutions which develop
shared policies ana programmes are democratically based. The
issue is the need to optimise the real sovereignty of the peoples
of Europe rather than ossifying our democratic development around
limited notions of national sovereignty which only give space to

multi-national vested interest.) I will speak particularly about




the EC context of British-Irish relations.

However, there is a second level on which the European order is
changing. The transforming scene in Eastern and Central Europe
has opened the prospect of the Common European Home. That has

been powerfully symbolised by the Paris Charter signed less than

two weeks ago at the meeting of the CS5CE.

I+ was, in a way at least, unfortunate that the Government patiy
in the UK was in the midst of a leadership crisis during the cgmﬁ
meeting. I say that, not out of sympathy for the lady or Liae
party, but out of regret that a very important international
achievement was overshadowed and is not being sufficiently

appreicated in public consciousness.

But an even deeper regret is that Olof Palme was not there to
celebrate and enhance that achievement. We should not foraget
that when Breznev first proposed what is the CSCE the reacktion
of most people ranged from apathy to cynicism. Abdve all leaders
in the West, Olof Palme saw the attractions even then of pursuvinyg
this then obscure facility in international relations. He could
see a scenario where such a framework would be accepted 25 an
assential and effective way inlwhich the whole breadth of Furops
could enjoy security with each other rather than defence against
each other. His whole approach to the arms race and the

intensification of military alliances was to cut through the

- o . - . .
rhetoric of prejudice and suspicion. He proffered the




devastating simplicity that we can only obtain real security with

others rather than against others.

Accordingly he advocated not just acceptance of the CSCE mosde]
but active development and use of it. Against :he indiffer=nce
and doubts of others Olof Palme has now been vindicated. #e wil?
never know whether ‘we could have got further earlier on this roard
if Olof Palme's gifts had not been so tragically denied to us.
We can only speculate on how well he would havz challangad
Gorbachev and Western Leaders with his vision of the potential
for new relationships and his standing as a3 skilled and sincere

advocate.

The process represented by the Paris charter mavks fundamentas!

change in the nature of the defence and security debzte in
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urope. That has significance in British and Irish relatiocnshiss

because it underscores the fact that whatever stcabsgic

considerations inspired British attitudes to Ireland in the nast
B . 2

are obsolescent if not already obsolete.

This is in turn reinforced by the ongoing development of the

European Community. ~The EC dimension has significance beyond the

strategic consideration. It represents a changing esaoncmic
interface between countries. The process of the Single Furngs
underlines the fact that whatever economic considerations

historically informed British policy on Ireland can no longer h=

heid to apply.




It is notable that Mrs Thatcher, ‘that most dominant premier, in

the end fell essentlallv on the issues of Europe. This indicates
just how far reaching, even in crusty Tory quarters, is the re-

appraisal of Britain's place in'the world in the context of new

Ay

European configurations. Against that background a re-apprais sal .

/

of Britain's role in Ireland is hardly refutable.

‘

In a recent far-reaching speech, the British Secretary of State

£or Northern Ireland has stated in pretty bald terms that Britain

has‘né selfish strategic or economic interest in ireland. Pl°
assertion ié that Britain is not out to manipulate or maintzin
its presence or partition in Ireland by way of fulfiliing ritizsn
interests. He underlined thgt Britain is not opposed to
political unity-in Ireland and went further in saying that i7 2
majority of péople in Northern Ireland express 2 wish for &

United Ireland then Britain would wmake the necessary palitical

provision to facilitate Ethat. N

While such expression of Britain's position is nove

(as

essence of this position was contained in the Angio-irish
Agreement signed in 1985. That implicitly declared Britain &n

he neukral ov agnostic on the guestion of a .United Ireland.

as such this removed any possible justification fo vielones by

the IRA or any others claiming to Eight for Irizh wunily o

f = s ¥ . a .-
freedom. My party and I se« it as parl of our ITasi in s2avdning

for peace Lo spell that out to the political lwadership of the




republican movement which espouses and uses violence.

Accordingly in talks with Sinn Fein we éhallenged their
Justification for viclence. As far as they were concerngd IRA
violence was basically legitiﬁate and effective because it was
aimed at removing a British presence in Ireland which was bass=d
on strategic and ' economic self-interst. We offered an
alternative analysis of the motives behind Britain's current
function in relation to Ireland based on our understanding of th-
Qnglo—Irish Agreement .(and the process involved in Ethat
agreement) and on or reading of the macro-peolitical changes
taking place al the. European level. In not succeediné -to
. persuade Sinn Fein of this anélysis it was my understanding that
they deemed that the evidence to support our contentions was

insufficient.

I would contend that the evidence which has mounked since bthen
makes ;rrefutable our challenge to Sinn Fein's justification fot
violence, If they held our interpretation of bthe Anglo-Irish
Agreement to be speculative and implicit, Mr Brooke's statement
covroliorates our case in a wavy that is both authoritative and
explicit. Consistent with our case the ongoing effects of
economs ¢ 'integration in the E increasingly diminish the
relevance of notiions that Britain does or can defend a zingular

ecenomic sglf-interest by its presence and financial outlay, i=m

Northern Ireland. Furthermore, as I have pointed cut earlier,

poth the nature of kthe EC's development and the fachors
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represented by the new relationships and role of the CSCE deny
realism to the suggestion that Britain's position in Ireland ;s

foday guided by strategic interests.

It is of course true that historically British involvement in
Ireland was motivated by both strategic sensitivities and
economic Self;shness. it should not bhe overlooked that Ireland
has had links with Europe going back for centuries evidence of
which can stiil be found in many rarts of Europe tecday. It was
precisely thﬁse links that bhrought England into Ireland in the

firshk place because she regarded Ireland as the backdoor for her

"Eurdpean enemies. The plantation of Ulster was England's
response to O0'Neill and O0'Donnell’'s links with Spain. The Act

Al

of Union of 1800 was England's response to the Frenah

Revolutionary invasion of Ireland.

Now that has all changed. Britain is pooling sovereignty not
just with France and Spain but with Ireland and eight other
European countries as well. This is fundamentally changing
British-Irish relations. The two Governments together
participate in the ongoing process to achieve progress across the
evel expanding range of Community issues. Commnon membership of
a new Europe moving towards uni£y has provided a new and positive
context for the discussion and exercise of sovereignty in these

islands.

This is a context where there is a prevailing acknowledgement




that the nation state is not the last word in pelity creation.
There is increasing acceptance that policies "and agencies
operating only on a nation state basis cannot properly cope with
wider economie and technological forces and trends which bear on

our social circumstances and impact on our environment.

If democracy is to keep ﬁace with reality then we have to operate
new frameworks and programmes which can better match the seales
and scouy= of.those factors which require democratic control 1%
the needs and will of the people are to previal. Shait ¢t
sovereignty-and interdependence are therefore the issue because
they are the method by which we can opﬁimise democratic pqlicy

making in so many matters.

The old traditional notions of absoclute and indivisible nationai

savereignty and territorial jealousy are now so inadeguate that

their promotion is destructive. It is important that the debate
en European harmonisation is based on the right gquestions - not
least in Britain where the utterances of some such as the Bruges

Group sound like little maore than the Makional Front on ¢D. Tiat

means not fixing on whether national sovereignty is being dilubhed.

but on whether democracy is being dilated.

All this clearly has significance for Ireland given that the
higshtovrice difCiculties in relationships within the island and

between Britain and itself have hinged so heavily on atbitudes

and aspirations concerning soveveignty, territory and Ethe




achievement or maintenance of separateness. The new European
scene offers a psychological framework in which such issues can
no longer really be pursued in absolutist terms. There is and
will be growing appreciation that the value of interdependence
can Be achieved without sacrificing the validity of independence,
Tbe importance of this for a situation which has been-described

as one of conflicting nationalisms should not be overlooked.

The attitude of "Ourselves Alone " ("Sinn Fein") is cetainly not
a viable political approach whether it be of the Ulstef Uninnist
or Irish Nationalist variety. Some Irish Nationalists and some
Unionists have indicated that they regard Europeap integration
as an enemy's "latest trick". For one the EC is suspect becausa
it dndermines national sovereignty and the British have
particular influence. For the other it wunderminss U K
sovereignty and is a device which will remove the border in

Treland by stealth.

in trgating the EC as an alien arrangement contriving threats Lo
their purpose and identity they are on a variation of a theme of
the Europhobes in Britain. Thevy are also confirming an inherent
lack of self-confidgnce in the very identity and valuss which,
they claim, distinguish their people. It is hardly surprising

that they should believe that European unity, co-operation and

" pooling elements of sovereignty threaten their position. Lhoy

tve believed that respectful ccommodation with others on the same

island would petray or undermine their
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tradition.
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It can pe argued that experience of the European pruoc
Waving an educative effect on such attitudes. Issums can be 080
in a wider context than the narrow ground of our traditiona: 7

L 3
t

disputed local political arena. People can see cthevs wiltly 2= o

and marked historical and cultural differsnces weilking Toyges oo,

coepromising and co-operating without any gsacrifics of neiaeriy -

Thevr see this being done through agrsed inghivalimas

framauntks.

e EC's structUres were designed in sucir a way thal, a3 wo
2] lowinug diverse peoples grow together at their owun speea, =7
i~Litutions themselves have been allowed to change fownd i

‘. their purpose, operation and itnev-relationshiy Lo kesp pacs

itk  that  growth and social, reconomic  and  enwiromuess’ ol

There ave lessons in  that for ocur guesh  frp opalln '
.
srrangements which must accommodate different intei-nt = N

@

‘lentitias, promote co-operation, provide Eor commnn aseds ans

il “E
A

auw Sor evelopment and adjustment in the futui.

o,

gceed
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* Welieve thabt we are benefitting from =xposirs Lo oo liii o7

L d
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e heax and mndalities  which are not  as  poeyoebhoTsg.aont iy

' atialining as the athos nf Ywinner Laken @7 sl

utional stagnanecy of the British system. Both “iniacic® and
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Nationalist have sought to express their rights in terms of their
| . :

1 territorial majority and other norms of the British system and
nineteenth century nationalism but are now realising that theve

are other valid norms which we can assimilate.

T

‘ The changes that have taken place in Europe offer us th
challenge and inspiration that bitter conflict and tension cau
he replaced by co-operation and partnership wifhout anyone beins
cagsh as victors or wvanguished and withowt ‘ass of avyon:s'z

.

distinetiveness or identity.

1

} In this regard, it is surely significant that Tranco-Germa.
reconciliation needed to find a wider forum te bring about ths
most lasting changes in their respective appreaches. The zher:
intﬁnsitf and massiveness of the historical pressures towvards
division were transformed in the broader context of the origiual

Community.

It is also significant that the Community came into being .

a - - r » I3 . .
limited avres which went to the heart of the relationships beiween

the founding countries. They began with .theiy zommoa grous
They be¢an with coal and steel, the critical products for wacging

war ivn Europe and sovereignty was voolad in hhess a:eas.
c . srr Bt s y v g i
¢ eountvies and peoplesz that =slaughtered one anoths: 7
L9198 . . . . . %
mizilong, twice in this century alone, can lay aside "Yejr pasi

can bulld instibut

ons which vespect their diffecences, which
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allow them to work their common ground toegether, to spill their
sweat and not their blood and to grow together at theirv own speed
towards a unity that respects their diversity and evolves through

patient agreements, can we on a small island not do likswise?

Indeed given that both parts of Ireland have already voted for
that European process, have agreed to the pooling of sovereiguty
and new relations with Greeks, French, Germans, Spanish, Dutgch,

Danes etc, is it not long past time when we should build new and

agreed relationships with one another?

We should also bear in mind that the Single Europe and the whole
1992 process will have an important impact on the border as we

d nor
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know it in Ireland. This should neither be exaggerakb:

under-estimated.

This process will allow the border to ebb substantiaiil;

b
;

Lo
economic life on the island. It also provides a context which
will require and should inspire ©policy programmes and
administrative instruments which will ‘be cross-border and all-

Ireland in scope. ' Such a scenario is very well outlined ian the

Labour Party's Policy Document on Ireland.

This in itself cannot remove the political division. Bub it will
allow the real essence of that division to be addressed rather
than being distorted and despened by economic, social and

administrative divergences and vivalries
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It is not panglossian to suggest that people from both traditions.

in Ireland can absorb the lessons of European harmonisation and
achieve convergence in the expression and pursuit of their
identities and intereéts. A European dimension is hardly a new
factor in Ireland's long running problems. Remember that events
celebrated by Unionists such as the Siege of Derry and the Battle
of the Boyne were not just local religious battles. They were
part of a much wider European power play. On the Republican and
Nationalist side Wolfe Tone is generally regarded as the "father"
of Irish rééublicanism. His inspiration came frem the French
revolution and its intellectual protagonisté while French

military assistance was central to his strategy for rebellion.

Therefore both traditions, such as Unionist invocatioas of "civil
and religious liberty" or nationalist espousal of republiean
ideals, have derived much of their strength or rationale from
events or ideals originating elsewhere in the Europe of the past.
Is it too much to suggest that we can share together in the

spirit of the changing and future Europe?

Having presented the potential for new relationships within
Ireland and between Ireland and Britain against the backgronnd
of a chaqged and changing Europe I should perhaps indicate

something of the role which Ireland might play in that context.

Like Palme's Sweden, Ireland has remained neutral from military




-

alliances whatever about its democratic Qr idecloygical
affinities. Current de#elopments serve more to vindicate that
poéition than invalidate it. They do howe#er call for a

realignment of that neutrality té update it to present realiti.o:

and potential achievements.

In this I suggest not that Ireland join NATO, whose relevanee is

more questionable now than previously. Instead I am suggesting

.-

that Ireland can. play a particular role in promoting aw
enhkancing the possibilities offered by the CSCE scenario. T
believe that it can identify a common cause not just with other
neutral Western states but also with countriés of central and

Eastern Europe who want to escape responsibkly from the noticn of

two military conglomerates. 1In doing so Ireland can play a role

that would complement the efforts of those in NATO member stztes

who want to work to achieve real and complete pan-European

‘'security offering true peace rather than maintaining iankvra-

European defensive modes albeit with less tension.

I think that is the challenge that Palme's visiecn offers to
Ireland and as I say it complements the challenge it offers te

responsible peace building opinion in Britain.

in the EC context, I think that Ireland has a particularly strong

interest in ensuring that EC policy processes and programmes

carry @ strong regional orientation. This is part of ensurin

{2}

the democratic effectiveness and legitimacy of the Single Eurecpe
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