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The politica) talks resumed this week amid acﬁmonL over the preseace of the loyalist

repIcsentatives.

Tiie DUP cJainsed thet broause the Joyalist groups had failed L0

condcim a peramilitary threat spainst Billy Wright and Alec Kery they had breached

the Mitche!l Principlos gnd therafore

forfeited their places at the discussion 18bJe.

The iwo Governments didn’t 562 if (it way however and dismissed the DUP

proposal. The arguments took up most of the busincss
moug some about the future of the process the Jrish Prime

there was pessimiem a

during the weck but while

Minister Johin Bruton, who was in Wasbington, W8$ making optisnistic noises, 6aying
ho believed there was & clear joterest in peace 8INONG people in Norther Jreland.

Well thic {alks will resume At

Stormont next week. It’s then that the Alliance Party is

expectod Lo alicge Unionists breached the Mitchell Principles boecause of cvents
surrounding PDrumeree. I'm joined pow by the Alliauce Party leader Dr John

Alderdice, who from next mo
you petsisting in putting forw
Unionists?

John Alderdice

nth will be Lord Alderdice. John Alderdice, why arc
oxd thic complaint against the DUP end the Ulster

.

Well, first of all, we rpised this matter, the wholc matter of Drumcree and what”
came from it, immediately after it happencd and at thrt stage it was not clear

what the procedures werc for following it through.

We met with the British and Irish Governmwcents AT
but when the new rules were sgrecd Senator

We were pursuing the mutter,

There were some inquirics.
d with Senator Mitchell.

Mitchcll asked us if we would instend of pursuing it under the previous

uncerlain arrangements if we
rules and procedures and we said

you ask why we're doing it. Well, first of all, this
Ircland was bronght to its knees, ity economy was

principlc. Northern

wrecked, the reputation of the police was hadly

politics wag dragged in the gutter

then that the Mitchell Principles were established precisely 07
Uniopists, of course, EAW the Mitchell Principlcs a8 ruling it

blicans, but a§ far as I'm concerped what’s

thing out of order.
out of order on the pert of repu

sauce for the googe is sAUCE for ¢he gande

republicans to do thesc things, RS
order for Unionists and of course

Government’s ruling in respeet of th
great denl, are the Governments going to rule that

cb of the Mitchell Principles in which case the Unionists

Principles actually mean #
Drumcree was 8 bred

mugt come into Jine and recommit tbemselves to democracy

would updertake to follow it through the pew

we were perfectly happy to do that. Now,
is an choermous mAtier of

damaged and democratic

, That's a very scrious matter, but further
ule that sort of

r and if it is to be out of order for
indced it should be, then it should be out of
the important question DOW, after the

¢ loyalists is ¢his: do the Mitchell

onder the rule of

jaw. Or was Prumcree not a breach of the Mitchell Principles, in which case,

quite feankly, it’s hard to sec
that will have very impo
and the republican movement. -

how you CAR
rtant ioplications, 1 would have thought, for Sinn Fein

breach the Mitchell Principles and
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ciples, Now, if it is the ¢
itchen Principles then one has o ask what op earth

€ Mitchen Principles, If g Unionists arc not drawn
that question, thep ) think Sinn Fejy ¢o
And say “aveqy

asc that Drumeree

i the Mitchell Principles
WE CAn gimp] Continug in the ay tha have Dbee

eretofore» Ply Way that we Iig n

Jim Dougnl

Wasn't j thouy

Bl Fuggesied 1o You durig the week tiat because people were trytng
10 move t)e Process forwarg ap (o other gpheres if you like that yon should not
Proceed with jt7

John Alderdice

b, yes, theres o doubt there were oty of People who didn*t wang ug ¢
Proceed wieh jt,

most aigniﬁcuntly the Unionists didn’t want u ¢ procecd with
IL because of Course they

Waut to forget about what happened, They don't
WANL to forget aboug the

effects but they want 1o forget rbout ¢he bad publicity
and there are others who don’t want to 8ddresy it, They*d rather blur these
matters over,
Jim Dougal
Do they?
John Atderdice
Well, T think that at timcs the two Governments are more eager t0 see thinps
moving forward thap they are to stick with certain fundamenta] rules
Jim Dougal i
I8 it Grue then that the Govemments didn’t want, the two Govemments, didn’C wanr
You to go shead with. jt?

us and it is the key axiz, let's be very clear about it, but if that is not baged, and
all that is built from it i5 not beged on the rule of




81232 528478 15935 P - ']

FROM_

——

(SUN)

Og, 15! 96 l}.uu/un. RS A VAL ARV
3 —.-.__‘-.¢._‘,-|'-l‘.' L = — i

of us will be subject to the rule of Iaw, alf of us will haye to toll the truth in
these matters, all of us will have to sbide by the principle of the rule of Iaw,
then the whole thing will be unsustainnble and will fall to pieces. We are the
gurrdiane al present of democracy and the rule of law.

Jim Dougal
Can 1 just go back to the poiot I was trylug to meke to you and that is did the British

Govemnmenl ask you not to do this?

John Alderdice
Well, it was clear fo us, It me put it in this way, it was clear Lo us that the two

Governmenis were focusing their minds on moving things forward with SDLP
and the Ulster Unionists. We were at no stage told that this was something
that we couldn’t do or anything of that kind, because that was clearly not the
caze. The people were wanting to focus on other things. We also want to see
those things moving forward, but you cen’t just brush aside the rule of law, the
wrecking of our cconomy, the damage to the police And the profound political
polarisation that Drumcrec has brought sbout and we’re not prepared (o

ignorc that matter,

A%4

Jim Dougal
But you say it was quite clear to you that the British Govemment didn’t want you to

do this?

John Alderdice
That’s uot what T said. What I said was that the two Governments quite

clearly in our judgement wanted to focus on other issues.

Jim Dougal
Bui arent they in a way sight. ] mean with the experionce of whal Tiappened with
the complaint against the loyalist parties isn’t the same thing, the same result poing

to come from your complaint and isu’t it going to be 8 waste of time?

John Alderdice
Oh, well, if the result comes it will not be a waste of tine, it will be highly

significant A5 a precedent, becausce if it is the case that what happcoed over
Drumcree is not ruled to be 8 breach of the Mitchell Principles, then I think
people will say tn themsclves “what do you have to do to breach €hese Mitchell
Principles”? If it is the case that almost anything goes and there is no breach
of the Mitchell Principles, then of courge I think that would be s very poweriul
indicator to the republican movement of what they nocd to do and what they

don’t need to do in order to come into talks.

Jim Dougal
You want the Ulster Unioniste and the DUP to be found guilty if you like of a breach

of the Mitchell Principles over Drumcree, do you?
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hn Alderdice ! inciples.
g’ur pﬁiﬁon js this. We beligve there was a breach of the r't;h:g:;yal igts.
We beficve that there was & breach of the Mitchell Principies tythat: AR
The Governments have ruled differently and we have {o accep padprahes
no right of appeal on these matters. However, it docs secnt t:; us ¢ ezio
matters are not A broach of the Mitchell Principles then peoplc mus e min
wonder what theso Principles actually do mean and how far you have fo §
breach them.

Jim Dougal
But aren’t they bolding up progross? 1 mean people accept that we had & very bad
cummer &nd a lof of them just want to move on from it?

John Alderdice

But you can’t fust move on from it, I'm afraid. Wechiave had a bad sumnicr,

the polarisation is worsc ¢han it has ever been. ) warned people before

Drumcree of the disaster that was going to come and 1 ¢hink proved a!Jsqutely
right. Our cconomy has been wrecked. You can’t gimply turn (o business

peoplc who were going to invest here and sren’t now, to tourists who were :
going to come and aren’t now, to the communities that sre riven apart a_nd RRY *~.
“oh, fricnds, let's just forget about it™, We've got a long road of rebuilding

and as for things being keld up, the truth of it is this, The business of the
allegations made apainst the loyalists didn't hold up the question of the Ulster
Unionists rod the SDLP meeting. Otherwisc, you wouldn't be talking o much
about it, The fact is if people want to meet these formal matters can continuc

on without any obstruction. If of course pcople want to play games about it

and if you look at what goes on in the Forum, for example, and you sec the

way the Unionjsts behave there, you must wonder sometimey whether people

are more interesied in playing games than making progress, Then of course

they eould use the excuse of this, but no, this fs not something that will hold

things up. This ie something that will sct it on a proper footing. We all know
cxnctly where we stand, including thosc who are currently outside the talks.

Jim Dougal
You have metitioned the Foyunv. J{ow long are you goig to stay there?

Joln Alderdice

We will be available for that Forum at any tire when it is prepared to do
proper busincss. What we are not prepared to do is being audience to
pantomime show and at any time when serious busincss is being donc, we will
be therc to contribute to that business sud to make it what it was meant to be,

8 place where politicians eould begin to move things forward together in

Northern Ircland where they could work with the people,

where the peopl
could have a voice, Ve

but the way the Unionists are using and abusing it at the
moment is quite appalling. T think many people who voted for the Unionists
would be quite shocked if they saw the vitriol and abuse, the sheer childishness
At times of some of the behaviour that is there, We're not going to participate
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in that, but we are continually ready to participate in constructive componcnts
of the Forum if and when they src there.

Jim Dougal
I'"m joined now by the leader of the UDP, GaryMcM:chacl Gary McMichacl, arc

you happy with the way (e complaint against your parly and the Progressive
Unionists was resolved?

Gary McMichael
Well I am pleased that it is resolved. Our position has been that we weren’t

challenging the right of the DUP to bring forward allcgations in light of the
recent circumstances which we thiok that is important that if people have
something to say that they sry it and if they have accusations to make that they
make them and if thosc who are accused have an opportunity to defend
themselves. We have done that and we have done so successfully and we knew
we would do. So I'm happy that that’s out of the way. Unfortunately we do
have a potential repeat from a different quarter on Monday and Tucsday of
next week but again that too we're happy to go abead, because it’s important
that if the Alliance Party are pggrieved or feel that there are matters of
principle at stake, as John Alderdice has said, that they are aired aud that tho
DUF and the UUF have an opportunity to defend themselves again. \

Jim Dougal
Do you believe that the DUP and the UUP broke the Mitclell Principles at

Drumcree?

Gary McMichagl

Well, you know, I think there are question marks in people’s minds, but at the
FAme time, you know, I’m quite confident that the UUP and the DUP will put
up convincing arguments in thoir defence and I think we'll have to wait and
ge¢c what the Governments, and in perticular where the prime responsibility is
on the British Government to decide how ours should be progressed, but I’d
have 1o say that I would anticipate that the UDP will be arguing that the
Unionist Party and the DUY should not be excluded from negotintions.

Jim Dougal '
What’s your reaction 1o the suggestion, particularly fiom the DUP, last weck that

what happened and the result of their complaint, if you like, has set a precedent for
tlic inclosjon in the talks of Sinn Fein without & ceasefire?

Gary McMichrel
Well, Jim, I mean I think ¢hat the DUP and the UK Unionists have been

deliberately misleading the public on this matter, J think it’s important that it
should be put to bed. There is no comparison botween the decision taken and
the reasons behind the decision taken on the allegations madc against the UDP
and those which pertain to the position of tlic IRA and of Sinn Fein. Wc do
not sct & precedent for the IRA or Sinn Fein coming into the process and we
arc firmly opposed to Sinn Fein being included in negotiations without rn TRA
ceascfire, There are a number of points that have to be considered. The

~ 1)
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: dly, the relations
loyalist ceasefire Ig intact, it remaing in force. Sccondly,

the
t bectween
ctween arablc to tha 2,
the UDP the CLMC is in no way comp g
;,RA And Sffnla Fei:.m:Vhen Sinm Tein talk to the TRA they talk to themsel

Jim Dougg)
They obviously would deny that of conrsc?

McMichael ;
g:ﬂrlyof i‘:rse the dogs in the street know the score on that, but mos

; d the
importantly, and this {s the most important fact, ‘HN‘: mcius;z:]f; g
canditions for the inclusion of Sing Fein in ncgotiations is itiais s o
Entry to Negotintions Act 1996, the basis upon t;olvl:ich ncg;“c;seﬁrc. That is
e cAn not be any inclusion of Sinn Fejn wi Put an
lr‘hiirun into law nndyl think that the DUP gre being deliberately migchicvous

on this point.

Jim Doupg]

Letn:s go l?:ck to the Joyalist paramifitazios because you 're me!-e at SI(J.'ILIIO:U!-, 3"": i
reprosent their viewg, They issue a threat which puts in question yous 1’?51130?1 ﬂt
talks. Now surely, the Jegst that does is to quostion the extent of the beliefin tha
Process of the loyslist paramilitarieg?

>

Gary McMichacl %

No, I don’t beliove that that js the cage, Whilc of course I oppose all formg of
violence and threats, the violence, if onc Jooks a¢ the individus) mateer
toncerned it woulg Appear that the threat which wag 1ssued by the Cl_ll\.ﬂ.‘ and
dirceted against two individynlg wag made on the basis that those individuals

Jim Dougal

A lot of people would be quite aghagt 15 disciplinary action icludes a deat)y
threat?

Gary McMichag

Well I mean 1 amy totally opposed to violence and ¢Jse threat of viplence and ]
think thrt, yoy know, that ean’t by Pioned upon yg, The role which we haye
Played over (ke 1ag¢ two years iy mcomparable ¢o that of Any other politicy|
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Jim Dougal
What do you thiuk js the position, the status if you like, of that deatl threat now?

Gary McMichnel
) have no indication. The decision’s tnken on that matter by the CLMC. 1

liave no input or no influence upon that. The door in that respect is Iargely
closcd rithough we will be continuing to use whatever influcnce we do have to

sce that there is no vielence.

Jim Dougal
And ju fact that your influence 1o ensure that it isn’t carried out?

Gary McMichacl
Well certainly our opposition to the violence would be in question if we were to

take any other position,

Jim Dougal
I'm joined now by Monica McWillisms of the Women’s Coslition. Monica

McWilliagns, you perty has descried the Foram ag being in part, at least sectarian.
What do you mean by that?

Monica McWilliams
Well what we mean by that is thst individual memnbers last weck on the issuc

of boycotting, made some very sectarisn comments and that’s of great concern
to us because that Forum was get up to promote dialogue and understanding
and consenpus across the communitics in Nortlicrn Ireland and from where

we're sitting it"s doing quite the opposite.

Jim Dougsal
What's it doing?

Monica McWilliams
It’s helghtening tensions, it’s calling on people to increase the boycotts, it's

putting out warpings to people about what they will do and it’s extremcly
scctarian in the way that jt’s running its business by sllowing those kinds of
comments to stand and in fact if anyone gets the records of procecdings and
looks over not just Iast week but the week beforc the recess they would actaally
be quite shocked and horrificd at some of the things tlat arc being snid.

Jim Dougal ;
Who do you blatme for all this?

Monica McWilliams'
Well, I think that this Forum jan’t working in the way that it was meant to be.

The terms of reference for the Forum which is in the Jegislation clearly
stipulated that it was meant to promote dialogue and understandiog. Therc
liave been a lot of tensions, the SDLP bave left, Sinn Fein never came in and
thc small parties there, onc of which are oursclves, are beginning to belicve
that we're propping up » Forum that hasn’t turned out to be a civic Forum. It
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wAS meant to be actually something v_vherc pec_:ple wouxl::I l:l:ll: i vi’cws -
groups, community groups, trade unions, busincsses ’:t o e bR 0l
their cJocted politicians and 1 have to say that we don

- d but I'd
undoratanding acrop the (o main communities in f“’ﬂﬂ‘”:é:f and theére's
bave sonte doubts about that, Therc’s MHealth, there g'LduC ulted to B greater
paragles, and I would have liked to have seen the public coﬂsd ther than the
extent about what they would hiave Jiked us to Inave discussed ra
other way round.

Jim Dougal 4
Are you blaming the Unionists for this?

Monica McWillirms

V'm biamiog the way that they bavc set up their corumittecs. They have
dominated thosc committeos, they have put four from cach par ty,.fr om the
Unionist Party and from the DUP and it gives the rest of us very little sny snd

decisions are really takep without congulting the rest or without listening to
other people.

Jim Dougal

But can you really blaine the Unionists entively for this bocause if the SDLP hadn't &
lefl there would at lenst have been a cross-community argumoent and debate?

Monica McWilliams

That could very well be the cape, I mean I'ps not going o argue the SDLP's
case. 1 think that they feit that it also warn't meeting its remit, but that's up to
them to say that. All I can sy is now we are left in this Forum and before they
feft it also has to be said that some of the discussions that were going on there
didn’t promotc dinlogue and understanding and I think right aow in the

absence of any nationalists {o the Forum | think the Unionists arc left talking
to themsclves,

Jim Dougal
Angd what do you think needs to happen? T mean what can be done in your ters
about this?

Monica McWilliams

Well, the Secretary of State fs going o bave to make g ruling on whether it

mects its terms of refercnce and indocd whether Jye Agrees the rules. As you
know, there was g great debate over one of the rules Which he took the same
decision as us that it should never have been a rule, That was the rule on the
¥ing. Now that's been taken out. Now onc would have thought that they
would have setticd down and snid: “OK, we nccept it should never have been
who put that rule in, and Iet sleeping dops
¢ into » motion aud this is now an ongoing
very brave stand 1
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only person to votc against that. The Alltance didn’t bother coming in and 1
think that just heightens it, it’s symbolic of the tensions that we’re facing.

Jim Dougnl
Very bricily, iow loag can you stay there?

Monica McWilliams
Well, we're going to stay there until the Sceretary of State makes his decision
rnd then we'll review our position,



