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We are gathered here at this point of time, a crucial moment in the history of our
country, a moment of great challenge to all political parties and both Governments. It
is a time for reflection and indeed for our Party at this Conference to reflect on our
past policies, attitudes and achievements. It s something that we have not been
inclined to do. We have never boasted about our success or achievements but perhaps
it is both timely and appropriate at this point of time as we seek to lead all sections of
our people and to persuade certain other parties to come down a totally non-violent
road, a road of total dialogue, a road to lasting peace and stability, to reflect on the
basic principles and attitudes that have governed our philosophy and our strategy for
peace and stability over the years since our foundation. We can demonstrate the total
consistency of our approach and the real persistence of our efforts.

For us Ireland has always been its people. It has never been a piece of earth. We have
challenged and rejected the territorial mentality that has shaped the definition of -
patriotism and nationalism in this country for so long. Without its people Ireland is but
a jungle and the piece of earth called Ireland is already united. It is the people of
Ireland who are divided and they cannot be brought together by any form of force or
coercion but only by agreement. Victories are not solutions in divided societies. Our
philosophy has been and will always be a total commitment to non-violent peaceful
methods of resolving our difference. Indeed our philosophy of non violence is best
summed up in the words of one of my great heroes of the 20% Century, whom I have
quoted often, Martin Luther King:-

“Violence as a way of achieving justice is both impractical and immoral. It is
impractical because it is a descending spiral ending in destruction for all. The old law
of an eye for an eye leaves everybody blind. It is immoral because it seeks to humiliate
the opponent rather that win his understand; it seeks to annihilate rather than convert,
Violence is immoral because it thrives on hatred rather than love. It destroys
community and makes brotherhood impossible. It leaves society in monologue rather
than dialogue. Violence ends by defeating itself. It creates bitterness in the survivors
and brutality in the destroyers.”

As we agreed at the New Ireland F orum, the problem of our divided people can be
summed up as follows. There are two sets of legitimate rights - the rights of the
unionist people to their identity and their ethos and the rights of the nationalist people
to the same. The challenge of agreement is to accommodate both, a challenge that will
require new thinking of all sides, a challenge that cannot be pursued by violence. The
logic of promoting such agreement is that all resources and energies should be devoted
to that objective. That means in practice, as we in the SDLP put forward in 1979 that
the two governments should abandon the megaphone diplomacy that had characterised
their relationships since 1920 and work together to promote agreement. Indeed on 15
April, 1981 the SDLP published a document calling for an Anglo-Irish Inter-
Governmental Council backed up by an Anglo-Irish secretariat and a parliamentary
tier. Those three proposals became the basis of the Anglo-Irish Agreement in 1985,
the first major step in the peace process. Indeed to reassure the unionist tradition that
agreement reiterated that there could be no change on the constitutional position of
Northern Ireland without the consent of the majority of its people. It also made clear,
proposed by the SDLP, that if a majority did give its consent to change that the British
Government would legislate for it. That statement led directly to the serious public



debate between SDLP and Sinn Fein which led directly to the direct dialogue between
the two parties in 1988. As I pointed out at the time, this declaration by the British
Government was a declaration of its neutrality on the question of Irish unity, that it had
no selfish interests of its own in remaining in Ireland, that the future of Northern
Ireland was a matter for its own people and that that declaration removed the
traditional reasons given by Irish republicans for the use of physical force. The
dialogue between delegations of the SDLP and Sinn Fein did not succeed in reaching
agreement but we agreed to carry on the debate in public and in private. This led to
the direct dialogue between Gerry Adams and myself.

The objective of that dialogue as we repeatedly stated was a total end to violence
followed by all party talks with both Governments whose objective was agreement
among our divided people that would earn the allegiance of all traditions - a process
that offered no threat to the rights of any section of our people. In the course of that
dialogue I proposed a joint declaration by both Governments that would lead to those
objectives. I presented the first draft to Gerry Adams in October, 1991. After many
exchanges between us, in consultation with the Irish Governments of Charles Haughey
and Albert Reynolds a final draft was agreed in June, 1993 and presented to the British
Government by Albert Reynolds. Indeed throughout the dialogue I had kept the
British Government fully informed. I would also reiterate that at no stage in the
process were we threatening the rights of the unionist people. The objective remained
an end to violence followed by all party agreement and indeed in the only joint
statement issued by Gerry Adams, Albert Reynolds, and myself it made clear that our
problem could not be solved without the participation and agreement of the unionist
people. Indeed that is underlined by the principles in the test of the first document
which I presented in October, 1991, the principles of which remained throughout the
process.

“Aim:- A joint declaration by both British and Irish Prime Ministers.

1. Leaving the past aside and regretting the pain and suffering caused by past failures
to settle the relationships of the people of both islands satisfactorily.

2. Recognising that the implementation of the Single Market and the coming into
being of the European Union with the effective removal of all borders fundamentally
changes the nature of British/Irish relationships. Further recognising that future
developments which leave both parts of Ireland as the only part of the new Europe
with no land links with the other regions, will intensify the common ground between
both parts of Ireland and intensify the need for maximum co-operation to achieve
maximum benefit from European Union.

. Regret, however, that there remains a serious legacy of past relationships - a deeply
divided people on the island of Ireland. This is a major concern of both
governments and both deeply regret that these are the last remaining such divisions
in the new European order. '
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4. Both governments recognise that these divisions can only end with the agreement of
the people North and South in Ireland. :



7. For its part the Irish Government recognises that the traditional objective of Inish
nationalism - the exercise of self-determinatiop by the people of Ireland as 5 whole -
cannot be achieved without the agreement of the people of Northern Ireland. 1t
would, therefore, commit itself to working for institutions of government North and
South which wou]q respect the diversity of the people of Ireland byt allow them to

for an agreed future,



In doing so we will be strengthening the international good will towards our country.
We will also be recognising the reality that 1996 s neither 1690 nor 1916, We are
today in a post-nationalist Europe. Because of the technological, transport and
telecommunications revolution, we are living today in a much smaller world. Ireland is
closer to France and other European countries today than Derry was to Kerry one
hundred years ago. We are in a post nation state Europe. We cannot live apart. We
have to shape our evolving relationships in the Single Europe.

Europe has been a central preoccupation of our Party since the foundation. It will
continue to be so. We are not an inward looking Party, nor are the people we

enough, and put enough effort into it.

years I have been invited to be the Suest speaker at the Annual Conference of the
Spanish Socialist Party by Felipe Gonzalez who was then Prime Minister of Spain and
by the powerful German Social Democrat Party. The leader of the Dutch Labour
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It is the latest in a serious of European initiatives over the years in which we can take
some pride. It may be worth recalling some of those initiatives,

It was our initiative, leading to the Martin Report, which brought £63 million for
housing Belfast. _ }

our initiative.)

The political process can work and we can make it work in the European context
above all, because of the vast reservoir of sympathy and concern for our predicament
which exists among our European neighbours.



not only for the advancement of negotiations - there must be an end to gz violence so
that we can secure the life, and the livelihood, of everyone living here - bread on the
table, a job to 80 to, a place in college, medica] care.
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lifting of the bap on the export. of beef from Northem Ireland; that obstacle js the
British Government. :

eating into scare farm resources and exacerbating the already severe financial problems
of many farmers.

with the President-in-Oﬁ‘ice of the EU Agriculture Council, Minjster Ivan Yates,
Eddie McGrady Participated in 5 meeting with Prime Minister Major on the issue, and
later initiated 5 Special debate in the House of Commons, Ang our Agriculture
Spokesperson Denis Haughey has had a serjes of meetings with Agriculture Minister
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Measures have to taken urgently to deal with the desperate problem of flagged
holdings. We need to Insist that flagging attach to the herd and not to the holding, and
that a buy-out scheme be introduced to enable farmers with flagged suckler herds to
rebuild their enterprises.

energy, the main interests and groupings on both sides of the border are calling for a
more integrated, harmonised and unjted approach - to marketing, to planning, to
taxation, to regulation. Thjs Is an economic and political reality to which all political
parties will have to adjust. David Trimble’s speech in Dublin Jast May to the Institute
of Directors on these matters was disappointing, He dismisses out-of-hand common-
Sense and widely supported proposals such as the development of a Belfast-Dublin
economic corridor, a single agency to pPromote tourism on the island and the
promotion of Northern Ireland’s interests in Europe by both Irish and British
Ministers,

We think we have a better vision, which better serves the interests of al| people of
Northern Ireland. Partnership means no boycotts. Boycotts leave everyone worse-off,
they are a breeding group for suspicion, sectarian hatred, and intimidation,

Partnership means that we will continue to promote multi-party investment missions.
The SDLP wi| step up its commercial diplomacy, exploiting its support within
American politics and business for the benefit of all the people encouraging Corporate
America to invest here, Our European and American activitjes reinforce each other.
America now sees Ireland as its privileged gate-way into Europe.

of Ireland SToup was set up in contact with us, In 1977 in consultation with ourselves
in the SDLP the four horsemen as they were called - Senators Kennedy and Moyihan,



our country and [ have no doubt that all the people of this island would Jjoin us today in
sending him our warmest congratulations on his re-election as President of the United

the past two years. If we can create lasting peace on our streets and organise
ourselves thoroughly on a Cross community basis to do the same thing I believe we can
have very positive success and in the process bujlq the trust that will help us on the
more difficult politica] front.

We are at present facing the challenge in the more difficult political front jp the talks
process. In these talks and not for the first time others are perniciously
misrepresenting the SDLP. We are getting fed up with the unionist parties and
unionist NeWspapers accusing the SDLp of holding up the talks to get Sinn Fein in.
The SDLP have not held up the talks and are not holding them back. We have
continually proposed and never opposed the commencement of substantive talks in the
three strands.

We make no apology for working towards having all mandated parties at the table op
the same basis - commitment to the Mitchell Principles - in the context of a total
cessation of violence, But trying to achieve that very valid objective would not require



or justify the SDLp using stalling tactics of procedura] diversions within the Talks as
presently constituted.

That is why we have not done so. Turning objectives into Preconditions js pot good
politics. Could our detractors Please note?

The sort of tensions and frustrations which we face i these talks wi| be inherent jn
any inclusjve all-party Process no matter how much it is re-designed or reconstructed.
Nobody should be under any illusions about that. That s why it is important to use

Businesses and other Organisations yse timeframes in the context of Planning,
developing and setting up. They are ysed in public policy Management all the tjme
including the legislatiye Process. Have we not heard a [ot recently about the
importance of 5 timetable for decommissioning legislation? From the same people who
€Xpress shock and outrage at the Suggestion that ap indicative timeframe might be
helpful to negotiations?

An unequivoca] renewal of the [RA ceasefire would be ap enormous boost to thoge
Negotiations becayse it would create a totally peacefy] atmosphere and a]| parties



including Sinn Fein would at last be around the table with both Governments for the
first time in our history.

any model proposed in the past but it will be based op agreement and respect for our
differences. Centra] to that healing process wi]| be both sections of our community
working together on the economic front using our substantial contacts i Europe and
America and providing hope for our young people. Let us face the challenge of thjs
new Century that js approaching. Let us make syre that it is the first century without
violence on our streets and withoyt emigration of our young. Let us also, in our much
smaller world of today, harness the Irish diaspora of both our traditions and we cap
become one of the MmOost powerful peoples in the world. Our quarrel js oyt of date.
Let us leave it behing us. Let us leave the past behind us. Let yg a] sit down together
oW in a totally peaceful atmosphere and face up to our challenges of building a new
future.



	Hume_1996-11-09_0101
	Hume_1996-11-09_0102
	Hume_1996-11-09_0103
	Hume_1996-11-09_0104
	Hume_1996-11-09_0105
	Hume_1996-11-09_0106
	Hume_1996-11-09_0107
	Hume_1996-11-09_0108
	Hume_1996-11-09_0109
	Hume_1996-11-09_0110
	Hume_1996-11-09_0111
	Hume_1996-11-09_0112

