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A Resconse to the Governmen~ af the Irish Republic. 

The Irish Republic's delegation to the Strand 2 Agenda-Setting 

Mee~ing of 19 June sugges~ed that its Government would be seeking 

to fine a way, 

"tc lift the heavy burden of history which weighs on all 

of uS in these islands". 

We have failed to fi nd, in its Opening Statemen~, any tangible 

pr:JClf of this approach. Its paper has failed to address the 

very raison d>etre of Strane 2 ... basically, wha~ practical and 

workacle basis can there be for a relationship be~ween Northern 

Ireland 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 numoer 

of arguments which will be germane to the creation of any new 

relationship. We indicated clearly, for there is nCl justification 

for time-wasting tactics, the direction in whiCh we are mandated 

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

answers to anticipated questions. 

But the weakness of the Irish Reoublic's paper is its lack of 

real con~ent. It assumes, as it ~rogresses, an air of incr~asing 

unrealitv insofar as i t apcears to be addressed exclusively 

to it describes as the " pro - '..l n ion par tie s " (p a r a 1 2) • 

VJhv, ,: \-Je are about recoi1C: LiaClon ano accomodatlon, does i. t 

the posslbilitv of anv dut'l or responsibility falling 

3.ssume :ha t: ':he (rIsh Government'S aaaer 
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ARTICLES 2 ~ 3 

I t is significant that. descite being direc~ed at Unionists. 

there is no reference whatsoever to Articles 2 and 3 of the 

Irish Republic's Constitutlon in the document. We are not a 

little disappointed by the failure to address this issue. 

We are puzzlec. too, by the response to questions on the matter. 

John Wilson believes tha t a referendum pr~posing change would 

fail and goes ~n to suggest that such a failure. 

" .. would help to leave the field clear for the men of violence' 

How can this assertion be reccnc~led ~'J i th the further statem~nt 

by John Wilsan that, 

" Men 0 T '/ i ale nee don' t a cc e pto u reo n S tit uti 0 n" . 

The log i c must surely be that these aggressive and irrecentist 

Artic!e5 cannot suddenly bec~me relevant to the aT-::er a 

referendum, if they are not already so beforehan.d. The coint 

is best illustrated ~y the banner heac 1 i ne in the ed i ': ion of 

An Phoblacr:t John Wilson was ~aking his argument. 

It reads, 

-HANDS OFF 2 & 3". 

STATUS of NORTHERN IRELAND 

[n rela.t .... on t::J ::he "'Status clf we h a v e, L-,j 1 t h 1 n 
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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 fails to answer the question although David Andrews does 

imply that, insofar as the Anglo-Iri~h Agreement is lodged with 

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

further cites Article 29.2 of the Irish Constitution in support 

of the Republic's bona fides:-

"Ireland affirms its adherence to the principle of pacific 

settlement of international disputes by international 

arbitration or judicial determinati.on". 

But neither Mr Wilson nor Mr proved able or willing 

to acknowledge the so-called " border" bet''lJeen Northern Ireland 

and the Irish Republic to be an international frontier. John 

Wilson seemed anxious to -3.void any obligation in terms of the 

Helsinki Accwrd by placing emphasis on the fact that it had, 

in rei-3.tion to frontierc::, adODi.ed the ~'lJord" invio lab le" rather 

than "immutable". 

Ther~ is an urgent need for clarific.::;.tion si nc e the HeiSlnki 

Accord also provides for the ":Jeaceful settlement of disputes". 

to .vh l ch the Irlsh Rep u b 1 i c fee 1 '.5 
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views ~f those ~no are ;nos: closel'l affec::eCl by the dlSPUt:e 

ave, its illegltimace ~er,itorial claim. 

THE GE~OCRATIC PROCESS 

We ac:-<nowledge that, in response to our questions on the issue, 

John Wilson has avowed that. 

"the democ:-atic process is the oniy acceptable way", 

and that this process means the right of the Northern Irelanc 

elec:t::J;ate to play a full part in finding a remedy to those 

problems which concern us. 

We believe that this could provide the basis for a rec:ognit:on 

of the shortc=mings of the 1985 Angle-Irish Agreement, and while 

we can understand the difficulties that this present for 

both governments we are hooeful that it heralds a new era of 

reali.tv. 

/ 

THE STATE V. THE COURTS. 

We canno~ accept the glib reeconse by David Anc;ews that, 

"The Law is (merei'." about and d i ff~,.;?nce ·"Jf 

oPlnion ..... ~'IIhat is salO ~:1 court :5 for the court". 

We oeiieve that. dcc=;clng ~o ~rt:cLe 34 a~ ~he [rlsh Const:tution 

the government ~s unaaLe te argue aWd\' the bindlng na. ture OT-

she ;'-.lc:;ment 
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"The decision of the Supreme Court shall in all cases be 

final and conclusive". 

Wh i 1 e we would not wish this debate to be conducted in entirely 

legal terms, we would, nevertheless, point out that the legal 

frame'lIIork as se t ou t in the Constitution would not permit the 

Government to make light of or derogate from its provisions. 

In othe, words, there appears to be no alternative to changing 

the Irish Constitution. If we are to succeed, 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 ,eferendum to achieve such a change. 

Such a step, while it mav appear 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 nationalist tradition is a narrow one. 

It embraces openly. even eagerly. wider entities ..... " 

IDENTITY and ASP!RATION 

It is :101: our intentlon to demolish the Irlsh Republic's point 

of liew 3impiy because we fail to agr~e with lt but we are confuseo 

b '; so me': 0 n r. r a a i c t ion S \"J i t h i n ~ t S sub m 1 SS 1 0 n . Fa 1- e x a m p 1 e 

~ , 
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"If " .. e can aCknowledge iden1:ities in Ir-eiand ...• this meeting 

could be truly historic in its result" 

and (p 22) 

"The endorsement which new arrangements will need cannot 

be achieved .... where one tradition has the substance of 

its aspiration and the other me,ely a theoretical acknow-

ledgement of legitimac'(". 

hardly seems to be consistent or realistic. 

And hm .. can \ .. e reconcile in terms of the "nationalist vision", 

the statement (p 13). 

"Our history has established a close link in our mines 

and (p ~O). 

"T do not believe that its (Nationalist) asoirations =re 

tribal or exclusive", 

If Ulster Unionists have been somewhat off~nded by the Irish 

Reoublic's paper. that is because of the manner in which negative 

of Unionist ndtur~ ~ave ~een portrayed. There apoears 

to ce an under~ying aS5umot:o:: ':har:, if "the fear" of f\Jationalism 

was removed. Unionists ,-Jould no longer feel so Brltish. Wh i le 

the "fear" or "distrust" ~t-::tude may -=~:ist, it ·joes not domlnate 

J U r , S 0 C ,- ." t : 0 n ~ f) ,- e t; ::l 1 r " u r- . .1 n 1 '; '/ IN i t; h 

-: h ~ 1.. r- L den 1": i f: '.' 
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too. 

Ano-cher 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 minori.ty". 

Where is there a country which does not have one, two or even 

more minorities? 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 themselves 

as Irish Unionists or Ulster Unionists or is it passible to 

be both. Does the basis far political solution not have to came, 

therefore. from an internal compromise? Would any realignment 

with external interests resolve the problem or would it simply 

redeT"ine "minority" and perpetuate divisions? 

The Irish Republic's paper ac~~ally recognlses the same question 

and observes (p l2), 

" The C Cl n T- 1 i c t, i. net ~ e S se" C £:2, i. s n a ~'J a b aut w het her Un ion 1 s t S 

:nou i d --:J r ,n 1 no r 1 t'l status In the lsland 
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as a whole or whetner Northern nationalists 

within the confines of Northern Ireland". 

should do so 

One gets the impression from the document, that it has been 

too great a task, initially, for the Irish Reoublic's delegation 

to project itself, in practical terms, beyond an enclosed 26-cQunty 

perception of the problem. But it is with us and we in the 

Ulster Unionist Party are anxious far real, meaningful dialogue. 

This is not intended to be a definitive Ulster Unionist response, 

nor does it deal with Unionist attitudes to all the delegations. It 

has been important to us to examine mast closely and to concentrate 

our attention on the Irish Republic's approach to the Talks 

Process. 
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Supplementary Points arising fro~ Fur~her Discussion 

24 July, 1992. 

Ulster Unionists have been disappointed by the extent to which 

some of the Irish Republic's delegation, particularly Mr. Padraig 

Flynn, resorted to old and out-dated Nationalist rhetoric. We 

felt it betrayed a deep underlying intolerance and lack of any 

desire to understand or accomodate things Unionist. 

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

There is 

However, it would be wrong not to acknowledge that there were 

some helpful responses to Ulster Unlonist questions. Welcome 

and reassuring were:-

Q ..• 00 you acknowledge that what is generally referred 

to as "the Border" is an international frontier? 

John Wi Ison "We accept that there is an international 

border between our country and 

is the reality of the situation". 

Q ... Can you accept the reality 

the United Kingdom. That 

that Northern Ireland is 

an integral part of the United Kingdom? 

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

a ... But has the Irist'l Republic little or no affection for 

the Ireland (Confirmat~on of Agreement) Act 1925? 

De-::monrj 'J' 'V1.;\1 le'.' ..• -:-hp. 192~ ~ct is the law ~hether 
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TM·ac i~ the reaiit .. ,..'I, 

JOhn Hume endorsed these responses:-

Q ••• In response to our questions the Irish Republic has 

accepted the reality that Northern Ireland is an integral 

part of the Uniteo Kingdom and that the border is, in fact. 

an international frontier between the Irish RepuDlic and 

the Unitea Kingdom. Desmona O'Malley also Acc::pted that 

the Act still retained it3 legal relevance. Do you 

acc::Dt this? 

A ••• 11 • • • •• yes ..... 11 

Ulster Unionists, while recognising that much still requires 

to be done, acknowleage that ther:: is a basis on which they 

can move forward and an which they wish to build. L.Je are grateful 

to Sir Ninian steven far his c~reful guidance of our deliberations 

and to George Thompson. ~lso. 
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