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Irish proble
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MY reasons for urging a
massive ““Yes” vote for
European political union
are very clear and I have
stated them often. Fifty
years ago today, for the
second time in half a cen-
tury millions of people lay
slaughtered right across

Europe and cities were

devastated.” Differences had

once again, as they had

been for centuries, pushed
to the point of division.
Human beings, and of
course human life, were
once again the victims.
Once again nationality was
more important than huma-
nity. .

If someone had declared that
in another half century, which
is a very brief time in the
history of a country, let alane
a continent, we would be in a
United Europe and the Ger-
mans, French, English etc,
would still retain their identity

“in that Europe, that.someone
would at best have been dis-
missed as a dreamer. Yet it has
happened and, if for no other
reason than that, it has ended
the conflict of centuries, it is
deserving “of total -support.
Humanity transcends
nationality.

It is also interesting to look
at the voices that are strongly
opposing European Union and
the Maastricht Treaty. I noted
in the British Parliament that
they were all voices of 19th -
century nationalism. The
opponents on the continent are
similar, the Front National in
France and emerging neo-Nazi
forces in Germany and else-
where. History will not be too
kind to 19th-century national-
Ism. 1t created not just two
world wars but imperialism as
well, and humanity has paid
and is paying a terrible price.

In Denmark the “No vote
was achieved by a combination

. of extreme opposites from the
far right and far left. No one
should be surprised. The
essence of extreme mentalities,
whether political or religious,
is their self-righteousness and
their refusal to recognise the
obviousin-this world, There is
no perfection. There never will
be. The,task of. humanity is to
keep -improving. . The ‘negative
mentality " never leads people
forward because it is always
telling people self-righteously
what is wrong and what it is
against. They play on people’s
fears. The bottle is always half
empclly. It is never half full.
Fundamentally it represents
the lack of moral courage and
a purist pretence, an attitude
that will never provide leader-
ship.

.united Europe.

OPINION

* The SDLP
leader,
John Hume,
gives his reasons
for supporting
a ‘Yes’ vote

There is no shortage of such
a mentality in Ireland, and a
referendum on a complex issue
gives it the opportunity - to
emerge. Referenda are at their
most democratic when they are
on clear single issues. When
they are about complex mat-
ters, the public and democracy
are best served by paying
attention to all the forces in a
democratic society who are
responsible to them and whose
job is to consider the matters
in question in great detail —
Government, Opposition, trade
unions, industrial, business and

farming communities. In

Ireland “they have all urged
“Yes” to European union and
they are right. What they are
not saying 1s that Maastricht is
fotally . perfect, but it is a
steady and positive step in the
revolutionary ~ process of a
One would
have thought that every human
being would want to move not
only towards a united Europe,
but towards a united world!

The “No™ lobby in Ireland
tends to try to use the referen-
dum as a single issue rather
than the complex agreement
which it is. The abortion issue
is a prime example. The
opposite sides on this issue
both want a “No”. Identity is
another issue. It is too
threatened. ‘they say. They
don’t seem to have much con-
fidence in their identity, T don't
think a Cork man is any less a
Cork man because he’s Trish, I
don't think he is any less Irish
because he is European. Do
they?

In politics the “No” lobby is
equally confusing. Who ‘are
they? lan Paisley, Sian Fein
and the party which now calls
itself the ;Democratic Left.

On to.more serious matters.

Leaving aside the  overwhelm-
ing economic reasons for a
“Yes” vote which are self-
evident in today's smaller
world, I would like to deal
with how the- evolution
towards European unity came
about and its implications for
conflict resolution everywhere,
especially on our own’ island.
The founders of the new
Europe deemed that difference

1 1S

an 1n 1ts

was no longer a threat, that
humanity is richer for its
difference and diversity, that
we are human beings before
we are anything else — British,
Irish, French, German, black,
white, Arab, Israeli, Serb,
Croat etc — and that it is an
accident of birth . what and
where we are born, and differ-
ence should never therefore be
a source of hatred or conflict,
let alone war. The institutions
that were set up were institu-
tions that respected difference
and diversity - but allowed the
peoples of Europe to work
their. common ground together
— economics ~— to spill their
sweat and not their blood, and
to grow together at their own
speed into a new Europe the
essence of whose unity is
based on the acceptance of
diversity. That evolution con-
tinues.

All of this has implications
for our own problem here in
Ireland. European union and
the Single Market have
changed the roots and nature
of our problem. The Irish prob-
lem is European in its origins.
In centuries prior to the Act of
Union, the Irish had very
strong links with the rest of
Europe. It was English fear of
those links that led to the
colonisation of Ireland and
what has become known- as the
British presence. The

lantation- of Ulster was

ngland’s response to the links
with Spain, the Act of Union
was the response to the links.
with France. »

All that has now changed.
Both Britain and Ireland have
built and are developing new
finks with those same Euro-
pean countries. The world is a
smaller place. Sovereignty and
independence issues at the
heart of war in Europe and the
British-Irish quarrel have
changed their meaning. We
now have shared sovereignty
and interdependence as we
move inevitably towards a
United States of Europe and as
we in Ireland rid ourselves of
our obsession with Britain and
rebuild our links with the rest
of Europe. With our identity of
economic and cultural interests
with _many regions of that

Europe we should be looking.

forward to the next stage of
the evolution —
regionalisation of Europe..

the legacy of that past
remains — a deeply-divided
people. Here again the lessons
of uro;;le plus our common
membership of it are forces
that will, in the end, resolve
our ancient quarrel. Let us
respect our differences. Let us
build institutions in the North,
and between North and South,
that not only respect our

problem is European in itsorigins-- Hume: OPINION
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My John Hume: overwhelming economic reasons for European union,

differences but allow us to
work our common ground to-
gether, a common economic
ground which is considerable
in the new Europe, particularly
when we become the offshore
island, -

Bg so doing, like the peoples
of Eu

rope who have settled far

. more bitter

uarrels than ours,
we shall erode the distrust and
prejudice and grow together at
our- own speed into a new
Ireland built on respect for
diversity. It will not be easy
but there is no other road and
the forces of European union
are all in favour of an Ireland
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built on ‘respect -for Catholie,
Protestant and Dissenter. They
are also necessary for  our
economic survival, . In ‘today’s
day and age we simply cannot
live apart. -

John Hume MP, MEP is
leader of the SDLP.



