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very raison d’ztre of Strarng 2...basically,

workabole basis can thera

We have failed to find, in its Opening

proot of this approach. Its

A Respaoncse tao the Sovernment of the Irish Republic.

The Irish Republic’s delegation to the Strang 2 Agenda-Setting

Meeting of 19 June suggested that its Government would be seeking

to fing a way,

“to lift the heavy burden of history which weighs aon all

of us in these islands".

4

Statement, any tangible
Paper has failed to address the

what practical and

be Tor a relationship between Northern

Ireiand and the Irish Republic?

The Ulster Unionist Party felt that it was

~

incumbent upon it,

in its Opening Statement, to present the outline of a numper
of arguments which will Be germane to the creation of any new
relationship. We indicated clearly, for there is no justification

for time-wasting tactics, the direction in which we

to

are mandated

travel. We even tried to provide. within our paper, some

answers to anticipated questions.

But the weakness aof the Irish Republic’'s paper

is its lack of

real content. [t assumes, as it Arograsses; an air of increasing

unrealitv insofar as it appears to be

to

Why, 1< we are about recenc:liacian anda accomodation, does it

addreassed exclusively

wnat it describes as  the “"pro-union parties" (para 12).

&

igrnor= the possibility of anv dutv or responsibility falling

an

fhe SCLP? 4re we to assume *that *he I[rish Government’s paper
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ARTICLEE 2 & =2
L is significant that, desnite being dir=2cted at Unionists.
ther=s is no reference whatsoever to Articles 2 and 3 of the

Irish Republic’s Constitutiom im the document. We are not a

little disappointed by the failure to address this issue.

We are puzzleag, too, by the response to guestions an the matter.

John Wilson belisves that a referendum pProposing change would

[

ura,

fail and goes 9rn to suggest that such a fai

. would help to leave ths field clear for the men of viclercs'.

How can this assertion be raconc:led with the further ststement

(=3

by John Wilsan that,

"Men oF violence don’t accept our constitution®.

The logic must surely be that thess sgoressive and irrecemtisct

17}

Articlies cannot csuddenly became relswvant to the IRA aftier

=

rerersndum, if they are not already so beforshand. The ooint
1s best illustrated by the banner headline in the editign o7

An Fhoblacht current wher John Wilsorn was making his arcument.

It reads,

“HAMDS OFF 2 &% 3".

STATUS of NORTHERN IRE!.AND

=ztatus of Nor-=-hermn fvrpiand" we haves within

the Jgoeninag Statemen-. "ag Q. LM@lIETIIN f-am the frisn ~epuclic

In
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4% 2 N2 bhasiz on which we might begin our negotiations,

In response to a question from the D.U.P.. we were told by John

Wilson that he considers "status" to be,

"As defined in Article 1 of the Anglo-Irish Agreement...an

agreement lodged with the United Nations®,

That 7ails to answer the question although David Andrews does

imply thart, insofar as the Anglo-Irish Agreement is lodged with

=

the UN, it is subject to accepted intermational interpretation. He

further cites Article 22.2 of the Irish Constitution in support

of the Republic’s bona Tides:-

"Ireland affirms its adherence to the oprinciple of pacific

settlement of intermational disputes by international

arbitration or judicial determination".

But neither Mr Wilson nor Mr Andrews proved able or willing

to acknowledge the so-called border"” between Northern Ir=land

and the Irish Republic to be an intermational frontier., John

Wilson seemed anxious to avoid any obligation in terms of the

Helsinki Accard by placing empnasis an the fact that it had,
in relation to frontisre, adoocrted the word

"inviolable" rather

tham "immutable".

There is an urgent neegd for clarification since the Helsinki

Accord also provides for the "seaceful settlement of disputes'.

We neea to Ynow the sxtent to  ~htich the Irish Republic feels

5601220 "0 J0 1N IrAer Yo iccocmecace Hhe democratically evprasssg
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viedws 2f thaose whe are moz- closely aTtfect2a by  the dispucte

aver 1fs illegitimate territorial claim.

THE CEMOCRATIC PROCESS

We acknowledge that, in response to our questions on the issue;

John Wilsom has avowed that,

"the democratic oroc=ss is the onily accsotable wav',

=

and that this procs2ss means the right of the Northern Irsianc

elector

s

te to play a fulil part in finding a remedy to :those

problems which comcern us.

We believe that this couid oreovide the basis for s recogrnition

of the shortccocmings of ¢
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lo-Irish Agreement, and while

we can understand the difficulties that this mav pressnt fo

3

both govermments we ars hooeful that it heralde a new era aof

realitv.

THE STATE V. THE CCURTS.

We zannct sccept the glib resconss by David Andreows that.

"The Law is (merelv) about diver=i1ty and differenczs of

opinion.....what is saig in court s far the court'.

We ceiisve fthat. according %0 Article 3% of the [rish Cgnsti:tution

the govermment s unaols to argue awa-sw the bhinding rature of

9}

Ehe .acgment 27T the vor=2me Zourt Ln MeCimpsevy v [reland(l1290) .
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"The decision of the Supreme Court shall in all cases be

final and conclusive".

While we would not wish this debate to be rconducted in entirely
legal terms,; we would; nevertheless, point out that the legal
framework as set out in the Constitution would not permit the
Government to make light of or derogate from its provisions.
In other woards,; there appears to be no alternative to changing
the Irish Constitution. If we are to succsed, it would not have
been unreasonable to expect a signal from the Irish Republic’s
Government indicating how and when they will be willing to promote

a referendum to achieve such a change.

Such a step, while it mav app=ar to be a quantum leap, could
enable us to move forward on the basis of the Republic’s claim

(p LO) .

"It is not that the natiomnalist tradition is a narrow one.

[t embraces openly. aven zagerly. wider entities....."

IDENTITY and ASPIRATICN

[t 1s not our intention to demolish the [rish Republic’s point
aT view =imply becausa we Tail to agree with 1t but we are confuseag

bw some —Contragictions within .ts submission. For evample

0
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"If we can acknowledge identities in Ireland....this meeting

m

could be truly historic in its result”

and (g 22)

"The endorsement which new arrangements will need cannot

be achieved....whers one traditiom has the substancs of

its aspiration and the other merely a theoretical ackrow-—

leggement of legitimacy".

hardly seems to be consistent or realistic.

And how can we reconcile in terms of the "nmationalist vision',

the statement (p 13).

link in our minags
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"Qur history has es
between independesnce_zpg_self-respect”

and ‘p L0),

"I do not believe that its (Nationmalist) aspirations =zare

tribal or exclusive".

If Ulster Unionists have been somewhat offended by the Irish
Republic’s paper. that is because of the manner in which negative
aspects of Unionist nature have been portrayed. There appears
to te an underliying assumoticn thant. if "the fear” of Nationalism
was removed, Unionists would no longer feel so British. While
the “"fear" or “distrust“Aatﬁ:tude may =2xigst, it does raot dominate
e nosi1tive mature o°of Jur isorCation "p ~=tain cur anihy with

“he c=er oY The inut2a - innconh. ‘Jnlorizos nave their 1denmtiiv
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Another matter which needs to be clarified is why there is a
need to align ethnic and cultural aspiration (identity) with

a political structure in order to give it expression.

One reads (p 17),

"Partition....unfortunately....created a new minority".

Where is there a country which does not have onmes two or even
more minerities? In modern society there can never be an exact
and complete correlation between people sharing the same identity
and a political boundary. And, does what appears to be a common
identity not vary considerably under closer examination. Is
a Unionist "identity" at this table the same as that of any
UDA gunman? Is a Nationalist "identity'" across the room the

same as that of an IRA killer?

Indeed; one might ask whether all Unionists here see themseslves
as Irish Unionists or Ulster Unionists or is it possible to
be both. Deoces the basis for political sclutien nat have to come,
therefore, frem an intermnal compromise? Would any realignment
with external interests resolve the problem or would it simply

redefine "minority" and perpetuate divisions?

The Irish Republic’s paper actually recognises the same guestian

and observes (p 12),

tts @ssance, 1S now about whether Unionists

:nouid Finails =ett!e  “ar aminority status 1n the 1sland
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as a whole ar whesther Narthern nationalists shoulad do sc

within the confines of Northern Irelang”.

One gets the impression from the document, that it has been
too great a task, initially, for the Irish Republic’s delegation
to project itself, in practical terms., beyond an ernclosed 24—county
perception aof the problem. But it is with us and we in the

Ulster Unionist Party are anxious for real, meaningful dialogue.

This is not intended to be a detinitive Ulster Unionist response.
nor does it deal with Unionist attitudes to all the deliegations. It
has been impartant to us to examine most closely and %o cecncentrate
our attention on the Irish Republic’s approach to the Talks

Process.
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Supplementary Points arising from Further Discussion

24 July, 1992.

Ulster Unionists have been disappointed by the extent to which
some of the Irish Republic’s delegation, particularly Mr. PRadraig
Flymn, resorted to old and out—-dated Nationalist rhetaric. We
felt it betrayed a deep underlying intolerance and lack of any
desire to wunderstand or accomodate things Unionist. There is

much ground to be made up and bridges toc be mended.

However,; it would be wrong not to acknowledge that there were
some helpful responses to Ulster Unionist questions. Welcome

and reassuring were:-—

@...Do you acknowledge that what is generally referred

to as ”thé Border" is an international frontier?
John Wilson - "We accept that there is an international
border between our country and the United Kingdom. That

is the reality of the situation”.

@...Can you accept the reality that Northern Ireland 1is

an integral part of the United Kingdom?

David Andrews - "Yes, that is the de facto position”.

2...But has the Irisn Republic little or no affection for

the Ireland (Confirmat:on of Agreement) Act 19257

Deemora D "Malleaw - Y .. The 1?25 - act is the law whether
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Jonn Hume endorsed thece responses: -

@...In response to our questions the Irish Republic has
accepted the reality that Northern Ireland 1is an integral
part of the Uniteg Kingdom and that *“he border is, in fact,

an intermational Frentier between the Irish Repuplic and

the Unitea Kingdaom. Desmong 0O’Mallev also Accepted that

-

the 1923 Act still retained its legal relevance. Do you

accespt this?

Acve"ieves YesS. ool
Ulster Unionistss while rececgnising that much still requires
to be done, acknowleage thacs theres is a basis on which thevy
can move forward and on which they wish to build. We are grateful

to Sir Ninmian Steven for his careful guidance of our deliberations

and to George Thompbson, also.





