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Statement from Sinn Fein Ard Comhairle member, Martin McGuinness

2 December 1933

Let me begin by saying that I never thought there would b2 &
need for us to set the record straight asz we are doing today.
Let me stress that we are doing so reluctantly and because of
the blatant abuse by the British government of the line of
communication between us and it.

The Sinn Fein leadership has always accepted that =ach side in

this process will seek to gain advantage over tha other. Wanlbs

is part of the battle in which we are engeged. Howaver, what

2 has occured this last year and which 1is now pertially in ths
s public domain goes far beyond legitimate manoeuvering. At no
\ time, even under Thatcher, has any government attempted to use

and abuse communication by fabrication and forgery in the way
whIchths MEJor government has. ' ‘

o

. The history of my involvement with this line of communicatic
between Sinn Fein &nd the British government must Dbe se
against the background of our initiatives on peace and &sgai
the background of the evolution and the development of pa
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policy on this 1issue. Most of you will be aware that far
last five years, at least, Sinn Fein has been 1nvolved
trying to build consensus in Ireland around the neead f1or
negotiated settlement of the conflict here. This was publicly
outlined in & series of discussion documents from "“Scznsrio
for Peace" through to "Towards =& Lasting Peace". It has
dominated party Ard Fheisenna and 1t has been the <=2ntral
focus for us.

As part of our strategy, senigor party memberg were given
responsibility for engag-i-&g—i-n—pr-&v.a.t_e and public debate with

difforent clements of opinion_ here and abroad. T was given

major r‘eEpone-i-bi—}i-ty’ﬁF engaging 1in public debate with the
1 British government. I was acecountable to a small committee,
j chaired by party President, Gerry Adams.

As many of you will recall the development of our poli-y and
the public articulation of 1t informed public debate 1uring
this time. Sinn Fein has always had a policy based on the
need for dialogue and for as long as I <can reca:xll, L h?vi
been 1n regular contact with many elements of Ir1:... qi\
British opinion. As Sinn Fein engsged nto-re and mo.z
confidently in the peace debate theee __con-tac.b::_bgc_a_m‘e_‘r_npr

teooss———It was—in-This climate that the Brw
‘N{: 1nfe2?:;}ated the line of communication and its current pha:‘?
g? aprotracted contact _and dialogue with us. Tl’;is' ...‘.:.e EQ;
—~ontact was not an alternative to other dialogue that ,-;'w_rll
i_gob.a engaged 1in. Nor indeed was it the most productive. \"dc

t imes our objective was aimed at building & process tow?.a o

lasting peace. The most significant progrese in tnic .:gcr

has been made 1in the discussions between John Hume &nd Gerry
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Adams,

Signlfic:::OUiiz?ie-ZFesj discussions, and especially when
s oy SauBTEdt anl gres as made we pointed the Britich
g this initiative and advised them that it

Sented the best opportunity for peace. i
ized;}?f of communicstion goes back over two decadas I had
awared fﬂS with 1t before the hunger strikes although I was
R tz its existence. The line of communication was dormant
e € breakdown of 7 - 76 truce until the hunger strike.

€ two hunger strikes were a period of frenzied contact
between us and them. The contacts between us and the Britizn
government &t this time is not disputed. Incidentally, we
were assured during this period that Margaret Thstcher Had
authorised the line of communication with us and with the

political prisoners in the H-BYocks @ad Armagh prisons. n
British government representative was appointed by London o
Stormont.

After the hunger strikes the line of communciation was dormant

until mid 1990, Even though the line of communication was
dormant the contact remained 1in touch with the British
govenrment representative and occasionally wlth me. Inm_mid

1990 the British govenrment representative intimated that ke
wIEHEE_T?775§§i:gR_Lg§,;ng,nimcnmmuni;aiiia_once again. W=
thought that this was only an opening approach aimsd at
picking up on the bad situation between us since the hungsr
strikes and we received some general and occasional oral
briefings on the British govenrment position during this tim=.
During this period also the British government repreésentative
jnformed the contact that he would like to —me. Toviards
the end of 1990 he passed word to Sinn Fein that he was due

for retirement and he would like to meet me before he left snd
tB:::}EEgﬁWTY‘—TTﬂ; way for a new British governmant

representative. " Gerry Adams and I discussed this {nvit=atten
with others in the Sinn Fein officer board and decided to go
ahead with the meeting. I was instructed to procesd cn &

listening brief

This meeeting took place in OQOctober 1990, the contact was
also in attendance. It was a low key meeting lasting ror 3
hours and discussed the general political and the current
state of British policy and Anglo/Irish relations. In keeping
with my brief, I said very little and was non committal on all
aspects of republican policy. The British gover?m?qt
representative intimated to me that after his_retirement 3 n2%¥
rggﬁggggiggiig_ggng_pe aggg;glgg_§ng_}bat there would te an
effort to

fe-—activate the line of communication. I was non-
committal on this. I reported all this back " ta my
colleagues. While we felt a moral imperative to explore any
overtures from the British, because of 'previous exper;enﬁég
during the hungr strikes and the 72 and 74 bi-lateral rtruces,
and given that there was no public evidence that the 3ritish
government position had changed, we Were sceptical about thelr
intentions. This strongly influenced our attitude. Howaver,
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2l agreed 1f the British desired to activate the line of

5 TFnication that we were morally and tactically obliged not
eject their offer. Wae did not communicate this to the

British L o I
. n Jenuary 1991 the British tover
representative I met retired. % S,

Ap s eigi Contact idnformed us that the British government,
through the now retired British government representative,
had passed to him information that the loyalist death squads
were about to announce & ceasefire for the inter—-party tallks.

We were 1informed of this orally. through  the . line  of
communication and after this there was no contact until June
1S 91 Then we were informed that a new named representative
had been appointed. He had introduced himsel: to the contact
He verified his status by producing 2 letter signed by the
then British Secretaz¥_ni_SL§Lﬁ_BeLaﬁTEEaﬁigf—Thi5 latter was
read by the contact and kept by the British government
representative. His status was also verified by the previous
British government representative. We were informed that he
was appointed by London.

June to Christmas 91: During this period the nsw Britizh
governmant representative initiated a series or periodical

meetings and occasional telephone conversations with the
contact. We were given detailed briefings on British
government policy. The meetings t ook _place—both—in -the six
counties and in London. The representative declared that 1t
was hie obJective tou ensure that republicans knaw the thinking
of his government. We presumed that he was alsc ergaged 1in
building up a relationship with us and with the contact. We

were assuref__3232_,5355J—M519£——5§9 authorised the line of
_communication. ur private position was tRatrinsgal liiof hls
that the British government's strategy remained one aimed &t
defeating the republican struggle. During this period «e did
not initiate any contact and our response to all information

was to note it.

January to April 1992: Throughout 1992 the British government
representative became very active in briefing us. Tha major
part of these briefings was taken up by reports of . the
progress, oOr lack or it which was being made in th= Inter:
party talks.

Poter Brooke made & aumber of keynote speeches at this time
and we were advised of these in advance.

April to Christmas 1992: puring this time, after the
Westminster election Peter Brooke Wwas replaced by ?Patrick
Mayhew. We were informed that the line of communicaticn would
continue &as before and that Patrick Mayhew was AR - B

board"”.

We were belng given consistent reports from the EBritish
government representative that the Brooke/Mayhew talks were
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891Ng nowhere and that the government's prediction was that
they would end in failure

We were also being told that there was friction batween the
Senlor civil servants (in London and Stormont) and Mayheuw.
In October, We were provided with a two page document on the
Progress of the talks under Sir Ninian Stavens. <(see attached
document )

Jen=-Mar 1993: The British government representative was 1in
frequent. contact, on «occasion on a daily basis. He was
suggesting that there was a possibility of meetings taking
Place between British government representatives and Sinn Fé&in
representatives. We began to take his proposal more seriously
when he got into discussions about the logistics of carrying
out such a meeting.

At all times we stressed that there could be no preconditions
to such a meeting and that Sinn Fein's electorai mandate was
the basis for our engagement. The British government
representatjve said there would be a need for the British
Prime Minister to defend talks with us if these became public
and this would be most difficult if the IRA campaign was

continuing at a nhigh 1level. He told us that the British
government accepted that the IRA activity would only be halted
as a result of negotiations. He said that the British

government believed that intensive meetings with Sinn Fein
would persuade republicans that armed struggle was no longer

necessary. He proposed that if we §ol _agreemenat—of _thesa
meetings that the IRA sQggld_peéace—4is_campaign or _suspand it

in order to enfaiice this process.
s L

In February Sinn Féin held its Ard Fheis. There were key note
speeches from Gerry Adams and myself outlining party policy on
the need for a peace process,

This triggered further " intense responses from the B8ritich
government. We were advised that we would shortly be in a
situation 1in which a definite arrangement would be msda for
such & meeting. Sugestions were made that meetings could take
place in various venues. They offered to arrange an airplane

to fly us to Scotland, Norway or Denmark

I asked for information about the make-up of the meetings eg
rinumbers of delegates. I was informed that the British were
prepsred to be flexible about this. They suggesta2d that
three delegates, accompanied by three advisors, would be

sufficent,

They would also be similarly represented. I asked for an
indication of the seniority of the British representattves I
was then given the names of those who would represent the
British side. The British government representative stressed
that the British government believed that the end result of
- 4 —
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these talks would be that Republicans would feel that there
would be no need to go back to armed struggle

He also stated that he believed tvo weeks intensive datly
meetings would suffice. I reported this to Gerry Adams. Aftar
a discussion with sgenior colleagues, the British requea. :
Passed to the IRA.

o
-
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By this time, the British govenrment had appointsd two
representatives. By the end of March we had reached agreerent
In principle about the meetings. The Sinn Fein sidz applied

itself to terms of reference and an outline of policy
position. It' was during ®this period 'that 'we received the
British 9 paragraph document. We prepared =n 11 paragraph
response to it. We also appointed a small secratariat under

my tutelage.

At this time Sinn Féin sought and was given a commitmznt by
the IRA that 1t would create the conditions necessary tc
facilitate this round of talks and to &nable us to explore the
potential of the British government's assertion. This would
have involved a 14 day suspension of operations.

This was conveyed to the British government on May 10th.

Although we were informed that the positive res
republicans to the British proposal was the subjec
series of high 1level meetings by British minists
officals, 1ncluding John Major there was no positive rea3;
by them. I was informed that this was discussed on Monday, 17
Ma 1993, at a meeting which included Major, Hurd, Mavheuw,

v

Chilcott, Braithwaite. The meeting was 1indecisive and was
reconvened on Tuesday, 18 May, and Kenneth Clarke was 1involved
HinEt S Clarke's advice was thst the opening or public
negotlations with us was "too rigky with ftha government under
seige", Mayhew was wobbling between "pushing for accsptance
and wanting a safer longer period of gessation”. Jonn Major

comprOQIEEET*by——iﬂstTUEfTHg his secretary to draw up =

pProgramme which he  would be able to announce in
Parliament........,. “that he was instructing the NIQO t> =nter
into dialogue with the Republican Movement". Latar we
received a written communication which you have befcre you.

This deals directly with the 10 May situation. Eaeninthic
point, although the line was in regular use in this op=-iod it
was not used in any positive way. In fact, the British moved
away from their proposal and refused to follow it throuzn

We belleve that this was due to John Major's difi:i-uities
within his party and in the British parliament, anc¢ ::s need
to secure an alliance with the UUP.

During this time there were a number of leaks to tnc madia
which hinted at contact between us and the British. We nade a
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;Z:Tuti:ation is to have any value in the rfuture its integrity
R restored. The British government are acting in bad

and are now actively abusing our contact with them 1na
order to SOw dissension and confusion and to distract
attention

from the real issues. This can only devalue the
p&éace process.

- viii e LA —a

Sinn Fein acted at all times in good faith. We sought to move
towards peace both through this private contact with the
British government and through our ipvolvement J1n 4the Trici
peace 1initiative. Republicans have demonstrated flexzibility
and integrity throughout. The British government have
demonstrated intransigence and duplicity. They have rejected
very real and tangible opportunities for peace. Ltad s upmito
John Major to explain why his government walked away from its
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