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Introduction

I want to commend the Women's Departmeat of Sinn Féin for
organising today's conference. It is important that Republican
women have, as of right. a place in building a party which reflects
their needs and in which they have full representation at all levels.
The work of the Women's Department is not limited, of course, to
the organising of this annual conference. It is reflected in the daily
work of our organisation and in the publication of "Women in
Struggle”.

The importance of the Women's Department is 2lso obvious in its
contacts with women's organisations and individual women and in
forming policy that addresses the needs of Irish women.

I have attended many Sinn Féin Women's Conferences before and
spoken at a few though no, 1 must confess with as much media
attention. On those other occasions I have stressed the need for
republicans to be committed to building equality and anti-sexism
within Sinn Féin and for Sinn Féin to be committed to the building
of a non-sexist society. This remains my position. ©

Women are central to the search for peace, not in any passive way,
but in struggling to bring about the conditions for a lasting peace.
Republican women have articulated this clearly and I am conscious
of their contribution in these vital areas.

Today I want to deal with the question of peace and the peace
initiative in which our party is involved.

Background

Sinn Féin seeks an end to conflict in the North, That is our most
important priority as a political party. As a leader of Sinn Féin I am
subjected to many vilifications. Of all these the most frustrating is
my inability to represent myself, our party and our supporters
because of censorship. The immediate end to Section 31 is not
only a reasonable demand, it is also the least Dublin can do to help

the peace process.

In recent years we have seen party policy evolve and develop. The
‘Towards a Lasting Peace in Ireland’ document which spelt out
clearly our commitment to peace and the need for dialogue and
democratic change has ben the basis for all of our discussions with

others.
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However that evolution did not occur in a vacuum. It took place
against the backdrop of the ongoing struggle in the north, the
resilience of the Sinn Féin vote in that area. the wider democratic

strugsle throughout Ireland and the failure of British policy.
g8

In recent times evidence that British policy was in tatters was to be
found in the failure of the Hilisborough Treaty. the eventual collapse
of the Stormont talks initiated by Peter Brooke, and the increasing
savagery of the loyalist death squads with their British sponsored
South African weapons.

In all of this, as with the wider issues. the British connection and
the < croeseed s an all-Ireland issue. Socially,
CUWWmtry and The entire nation is
affected by what is happening in the north. It effects all of us and
yet the partition of our country was brought about by a British Act of
Parliarment for which not a single Irish vote was cast. The consent
of the Irish people was never sought and has never been freely
given. That is the nub of our problems. By this reasonable criteria
partition is an abject failure.

It has been so since the 1920s and in every decade since then. In
25 years of violence almost three and a half thousand people have
Sied. . Countless lives have been shattered. physically and
ewdmmm@_nind Ireland, north and

<South, now runs into billions of pounds.

The Hume - Adams Dialogue

It was in that context that John Hume and I began our discussions.
In our first joint statement we accepted that ‘g i nal
settlement is not a solution because it ohvigusly does not deal with
a i L t of the problem’ and we

a Lleds = Iris le as a whole have a might to
national self-determination”.
AT et s b

Neither of us sought to ignore the difficulties facing us in seeking to
develop a pcace process. We recognised that a new agreement had
to earn and enjoy the allegiance of all our people and provide for
national reconciliation.

On Scptember 25th Mr Hume and I issued our second joint
statement. We stated our belief that our discussions “aimed at the
creation of a peace process which would involve both governments
and all parties have made considerable progress.”

Wl? agreed to forward a report on the position reached to date to
Debl{n‘ for consideration and we recognised that “"the broad
principles involved will be for wider consideration between the two
governments”,




We were then. end we remain convinced that from our discussions
a process can ve designed to lead to agreement among the divided

people of this island, which will provide & solid basis for peace.’

In effect. we. as leaders of northern nationalist opinion reached

N\ uld 1 us out of conflict and towards a ceal and Jasting peace on
After decades of condlict this is. clearly, & significant development.
1t has been warmly received both by hationalist opinion in Ireland
{one public opinion estimated public endorsement in the South at
729%). north and south, and by international po‘.mcal opinion.

1t has focused the minds of the London and Dublin Governments in

s} e bt welcomed the injtiative
and pointed out that it could provide the basis for peace. It
eiterated this position again this week.

Rejection

The response of the two_governments, t0 the Irish p&ace initiative
sels on Friday

munique issued jn_Brus

contained in a jomt com
October 2 570 reject the process ot Ted by John Hume and

-

in particular the response of the British government to the Irish
peace initiative was perfunctory and dismissive. Mr Major rejected
the Irish peace initiative as long ago as the Tory party conference.
He has had a number of opportunities since then to change his

mind.

When Mr Hume asked John Major in the British House of Commons
on Monday November lst why the British Prime Minister had
rejected his initiative without ever talking to him, Mt Major bluntly
replied "I reached the conclusion after having been informed of
them by the Taciseach ... that it was not the way to proceed”.

e was giv opportunity again b i i

M&W T look forward to hearing Mr

fiume's assessment ot ! ajors response to his briefing but I must say

t this time that I am satisfie ohm—Mejerhas no rea nterest
it TSl PEACE D cess. Iamcertainthatheisoutof

step with British ublic_opinion ol this issue. He cannot and must/;

ncwwww for peace.

Spring's Principles

Further evidenc Britains i eal peace process was
seen in the speed with which it seized upont some Owg%s
outlined by the Tanaiste Dick Spring - points which Teinforce! e

unionist veto.




Menec s ee s o o k|

justification for the
s 5

The Unionist-veto d_today as @ political

perpetuation of lem. 7S bogus conc Tish \
Government created and maintained concept: Dublin Governments
cannot acquiesce in this.

Mr Spring also appears to have committed the Dublin government.
in the context of the double veto he accorded the Unionists. to
change tae Idsh Constitution. This was interpreted and welcomed
by the British government as a commitment remove Articles 2
and 3 and thus an acknowledgement of Britain's sovereignty claim.

it is i tant to avoid bein fooled by, or party to. M
percepeen g —f= ted tisn_apou cal
intentions. Britisn support for some of Mr Springs remarss and

1 i i to aivert attendona

MMWW&M
d im2a 1e& 2 process and in

EWWW
orderto-disguisg =cton of the Irish peace initiative.

bout his remarks avcided
so . They
be based
d contain

Mr Spring, even amid all the hype &
describing his points as the basis for a peacc proces
obviously are not. A peace process to be successful must
upon principles which address the substantive issues an
the dypamic required to move the situation forward.

“l;hese are contained in the initiative taken by mmyself and Mr Hume}\_. ,\{y
They are absent from Mr Springs points. He knows this. ><C\\
N—

l ~— Abandoned

Unionists have understandably grasped the negative power which
I the Vi t lock: em into a ' change’
¢ . Unionists will not change because ‘consent’ - &

1T
euphemism for the veto makes it plain that they don't have o
change.

le on the other hand do not have any
option. Our consent to partition is not even part of the equation
and while this effects all of us, for those of us who live in the north
ihe sense of abandonment is acute. This was palpable within
nationalist areas in the Six Counties following the Jaunch of Dick
Spring's six points, Britain's support for them and the Brussels

communique rejection of the Irish peace initiative.

The rest of the Irish peop

the 26 counties. Are you comfortable
with a policy which appears to isolate and ignore the agreement
whic Xist Wee grs o orthern nationalist
binien? Do you support a policy which surrenders Idsh national
interest to the narmrow interest of a British Tory govemmem: a
position which cuts shoIi D rthe: i lists while conceding

f an

1 want to appeal to people in

aband 3 eace initiative?
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~ The Irish people want peace. There is no doubt bat. We%
\(\‘ need alternatives to partition not excuses for it.
Sy Sl

- —

1f the governments have a real initiative let us hear what it is. As I
have said I am convinced that Mr Major does not want a real peace
process at this time, Major's desire is to hold onto power. Party
political interests; the Tory g btel nionist and

- the re-affi tign of th don dancing to a
u//“mé/,i Bony i oo T D i
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Dublin's Responsibility =" L

Quite clearly the Unionists, including now the DUP, see their
alliance with the Tory government as strengthening their
negotiating position. hence the pre-conditions from them.

All of this puts onerous responsibility on Mr Reynolds. He must be
aware that the seriousness of the situation demands urgent action
from his government to focus the attention of the British

governme o jts res sibilify ta_play a-leading rele in removing
the causes of conflict divisionn Ireland.

An endeavor by Mr Reynolds to do this would have my support.
There is no point in them cobbling together an-Apnglo-Irish
ark II' just for the sake of it © ause John Hume
and I forced O foti=—car The issue of peace in Ireland. There
< is a real opportunity for a peace process now. at opportunity will
/e not last forever and it will not be satisfied by mere formulations of
= words, by rhetoric or by Pax Erittannica.

P

Vi A peace process to be successful must be based upon principles
S which address the substantive issues and contain the dynamic
i required to move the situation forward. These are contained in the
e initiative taken bv myself and Mr Hume. NGO lowed to

4
¥ play propaganda games with a situation as serious as the one we are
2 all faced with, I hwﬁm&wﬁmﬂ%{{appen.

/ Fin ish peace initiative is not about getting Sinn Feéin a
sgtit_ﬂ"\x%r,@\.vr\ —THe mandate for tiat came from our
electorater

7] / d as Mr Spring said "......peace is more thap/an end to
/ violence”. He also said that "political courage must come from the
British government and from the Unionist leadership”, Quite right.

/ And from Dublin MSO,W
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Unionists

Unionists_currendy represent 20% of the Irish nation. In the
context of an all-Irish democracy such a lobby would be in a
powerful position to negotiate fuil guarantees and full civil and
religious liberties. Such an involvement is NECessary. indeed
crucial. to the very survival of our Irisbness.

Sinn Féin has consistently made clear our republican vision of an
Ireland based upon the unity of all our peoples. Catholic, Protestant
and Dissenter, but of course it is difficult to hear such assertions
above the ongoing conflict.

I would like to use this opportunity to reassure Northern

Protestants. In our joint statements John Hume and I have said

quite categorically that what we seck is a polidcal solution which
can secure the allegiance and agt ent of all le_of this
isiaz wAsh also o reassure Protestants that there is no desire
among nationalists or republicans that they should be made to suffer
for the actions of British sponsored murderers of nationalists or
Catholics by loyalist death squads..

A real opportunity does now exist to build a new future for the
people of this island but it requires political courage. open-
mindedness and fexibility oreadlsides.
e Irish people is
_indemocratic, It is sust 3 3 STably to
Unionist consent on the shape of a new Ireland is clearly
desirable but this cannot entail a veto over the future of the Irish
nation.

Unionists can take reassurance from the fact that electorally in an
Irish democracy they will com d far grea gl they do

cin uni {ain. Because. under British rule, the political
status of the Six Counties is exactly what the Unionists say itis - a
province of the United Kingdom - and its people cannot hope to
have any significant say in the direction of their own affairs until
they choose to democratically exercise their influence within an all-

Ireland system.

A genuinely free Ireland will reduce all forms of religious
fundamentalism, privilege and sectarianism and new political
alliances will emerge as the current divisions arising from the
British connection disappear and social and class lines become the

main points of unity. TW{ the full
involvement of the Protestant peopic:

Their future lies with the rest of the Irish people. I appeal to
unionists to come to terms with this reality. It is a challenge facing
us all. It is our future,




