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ZHE president of Sinn Fein, Mr
Gerny adams. said yesterday in
Belfast that whar was required in
Northern Ireland was a Drocess.
ihat cffectively  removed  the
<auses of cunflict and allowed for
total lemilitarisation.

10 & statement. Mc Adams said:

“The initiative which  John

Hume and T have taken offers the
OPDOfUNIly 16 comstrucr & peace
UTOENs. Jt is & serious {nitiative
aimed ar creating the conditions
{0 which peace car develop and
B¢ sustained.
- This is 3 problematic and dif-
feult task Our imitiative is not
aimed at shor-term quick fixas"
L 18 much more serious and am-
bitious than that.

“lt s oot aimed merely, as

some commentators and sections
of the media are suggesting, at
bringing an cnd to the (RA's
campaign,
“What is required is a process
which  effectively removes  the
causes of cooflict and llaws for 5
fotal demvlitarisation of the situ~
ation.

“Peace cannot be a prerequisite
for such a process. Peace 15 the
desired and optimum result of
this pracess,

“John Hume and I have made

this_clear in our statement of
April 23th when we declared ‘thas
the most pressing issuc (acing the
people of Ircland and Bntain
1oday is the question of tasting
peace and how best it can be
achicved'.

“One of the camsequences of
of ative 1o date has been
that lrish public upinivn und po-
itical debate has been focused on
the potential for a real peace pro-
Cess. As part of this paliticians.
and others in [reland and Britain
ave had to review. their posi-
tions. in some cases ia a positive

t'20y positive response from the

British government. In an RTE
{nterview loday Garret FitzGer-
ald draws attention to the reality
that this initiative cannot sedcecd
unless the British support (t.

*He went on 1o say “. . there is.
o echo from the British side that
this is acceptable to them, , .*

“1 have been saying this for
some time and 1 belicve It s a
matter  which  deserves  mych
more attention,

“To date, the British govern-
ment have been downright rude
in their public utterances. The
reaction of John Maror and Pat-

However. there 15 no evidence -

Peace cannot be prerequisite for
progress on North,

rlck Mayhew (o the present iniia-
rive has been arrogant. offensive
and. most worryingly. exremely
shon-sighted.
cif comments do not dis-
play any trace of the vision or
gohximl courage SO necessa
reak the cycle of conflict in this
country. Survival and self-preser~
Vvation, rather than peace in fre-
1and. appears 10 be their priority,
““Last Friday John Major spent
three minutes dealing with Ire-
land in bis address to the Canser-
vatlve Party conference. He could
have initiated a new era of puli-
tics in Ircland and between lrc-
land and Britain and responded
positively and openly o the op-
riunities created by the peace
iitiative now developing in Ire-
land. He did not.
“Tnstead we were treuted (o the
Qutdated and arrogaat chetoric of
British imperialism in which

Major restated the failed policies
of unionism, of parition, and
repression, Not onc original
thought emerged.

“There was_oothing 1o offer
any hope of progress. His refcr-
emees (o Ireland were designed to
secure his own short-term paliti-
cal fortuncs'by: pendering fo the
oreindices of the Haht wing of his
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awn divided party =nd 10 the de-
mands of the unionist MPs upon
whose support he i increasingly
dependent.

“*As has so often happencd in
the past the interests of the Irish
people were sacnficed w0 the
shon-term sucvival of a Bnuish
politician.

“Parrick Mayhew's response
has been similarly negative and
arrogantly dismissive of the pol,
ical aspirations of the majarity of
the Insh people. His insistcnee
that the Stormont talks process is
not dead. despite all the evidence
fo the contrary, is littie more than
a self-delusion.

“His attitude docs & disservice
(o all the pcople of the North
who, as recent polls have shown,
recognise the nced 10 move out of
his "~ palitical ¢cul-de-sac an
towards a real resolution of this.
conflict

“Jobn Major and Patrick May-
hew need (o review their negative
attitude if we are o make head-
way. ed to make it clear
that they are for peace and not, as
is obvious s far. against peace.

“It is not goad cnough for them
to hide behind the tired ofd failed

Fthe past. We aced (o

chetoric of the
100k 10 the (uture.
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