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Spéech by John Hume to the Macgill Summer School, Glenties, County Donegal, (21 August 1987)

As yeu come te the emd of a week in whioh there has beem widespread and
detailed discussien en all aspeets eof the 1937 Comstitution amd its app-
lieation te, the 26 cowmties, I assume that the eompesitiom ef this plst-
ferm this evening meams that we are mow turning te the Northerm part of
Ireland. I might begim by ebserving that whatever argmmemts, eriticisms
or refinements ome might diseuwss and debate about the 1937 Cmnstitaution
it did give the peeple of the twemty-six counties the basis for a very
peaceful and stable seeiety and this is something eof course which the
peeple of the Nerth have never had, largely beeause the North has never
really had a Censtitutien, in spite of the fast that every electiem
there since 1920 was fought "en the Constitution" and because what pur-
ported te be a Constitutien er system of govermment never addressed one
of the basio functions if a Constitution which is te accommodate differ-
ence and diversity. It is worth noting that the Comstitution of the
United States had a substantial imput in its drafting by Irish Presby-
terians, people whose immediate past memory was that they had been
drivem from Ireland by religieus intelerance. It is not surprising
therefore that the eentral prineiple of that €onstitution was the rec-
ognition that the essemee of unity was the acceptanee of diversity —

€ pluribus unum.. That is the central prinéiple which has given peace
end stability te every demoeratic state in the world today and although
its acceptance in the US Constitution was heavily influenced by the
experiences of Irish people, the tragedy is that it is a prineciple,
whatever @bout the rMetorfo’8lthe 1ip serviee has never really beenm

put inte practice im Irelamd itself and certainly not by Irish Presby-
terlans. The challenge to all of us for the future is whether or not
that principle is going te be both accepted and implemented. Without

it there will be ne peace or stability and we will eontinue ss we have
done in the past — mot teo aceept difference but te puch it to the point
of division with all its tragic eonsequences. That challenge faces us
sterkly en the streets of the North today for what is happenimg there

is happening because of our failure and the failure of all of those inv-
olved to accommodate our differences. As I have often said the fact
that we have eome to the peint where, we the highest chureh going city
in Western Europe it has been necessary to build not eme, but twelve
brieck walls to separate Gatholic from P ptestant and to protect them

from one another is an inditment of the failure of all those involved o



-

in the Irish problem to aceommedate differemces, to aceept diversity. They
are also an imdictmemt of and a challenge to our past attitudes whieh have
- brought us where we are and has built those walls.

That ohallenge ip particularly relevant to Uniomism, It is hardly wnfair
to say that Unionism in the North of Ireland has mever beem sbout the

| aceommodation of diffp?enee. It has been about maintainimg it. "What

we have we hold". We, of course being themselves alome. When Unionist |
! ; leaders talk.of’the‘people of Nerthern Ireland they are talkimg about E
themaelveu,iﬁﬁlater Bays No" again themselves zleme. Indeed what han

been utterly remarkable is that in all the wutteramces of Uniomist leaders,
or in all those poliey doouments there has never beem the slightest ack-
novledgement that‘ue live im a divided society or that there was any need
to ﬁnaommoda#e iifferenee: Uniomism has never beem imvolved in normnl

polities. ‘It has been an obigarohy based om sectarian solidarity and at .
any timé that obigarchy was threatened by British preposala for more aco- E
ommodation, the response was comnsistent and simple - threntenldire con-

sequences, Suceessive British Governments have backed dowm im the face

of that threat amd imdeed Umiomists ability to threaten successfully goes

right to the heart of the Irish problem and amomg its consequemoes hds

.o been the vielence amd coumter—violence that haé scarred the face of mod-

ern Ireland. Another serious consequence was that it confirmed leadership
of Unionism im the hamds of those who were uncompremisimg besause they

X were seem to be smgupasfwd¥ed any voices raised within Unionism which
suggested etherwise got very little hearing., Another comsequemece was

that it gzave justification te those in the,Haiionalist Commumity who argue
that all that.the British umderstamd is foree. That viecious eirsle of
threats of forse smd astuwal foree has paralysed all pelitical developmemt

in the northerm part ef Ireland amd is imdeed the Irish preblem: The

firast step,towardn.saﬁiﬁ}‘ the movement towards pease amd stability,
towards aoeommodation,muat therefore be the breaking of that viocious

eirele amd that eam oxly be deme by a British Government standing firm
egainst such threats: The major achievement of the Amglo-Irisk Agrecmemt

' te date is that om this occasiom a British Govermmemt has stoed firm agaimst
| these threats end has refused, to date, to budge. That stand opers the

r way to a mere flwid sitwatiom in which gennine dislogue becomes possible

! for the firat time. It is alear that a debate lomg everdme but very wel- -




.

come is new talimg place withim Unionism about their attitudes to their
fature and their attitude to the rest of the people of this island. There

" are still old volces being raised wenting to turm the cloek back but our

hepe has to.be that, that dobate will lead to gemuime dislogue and to
gemuinme proposals fer the ascommodation of eur differemces en this island.
Iam Paisley egain recently has made clear the fundamental objestive of
Unionism as he sees it - the maintemance of the Protestamt ethos on this
igland. That.ls am ebjective with whieh few would quarrel becamse cer-—
tainly no preposals that we would envisage for the futuwre would or conld
inelnde anythimg that would remetely imvolve either the degtruetion or
the undermining of the Protestsnt ethos en this island, I alse presume
that mest serisus Unionists would agree that the past metheds ef pre-—
serving thet traditiom based on obigarchy, on sectarian gelidarity and
on esurselves alome have not served themselves let alome the whole comm-—
wnlty well,

The ﬁueatioi that I pose to the Unionist people today is "De you egroe,
when all the rhetoriec ie laid amide, that the central problem, the con—
iral coneern from which springs all our ills im the Nerth of Irelsnd is
the deep divieiom between the different Bectioms of our people amd that
if we sre serioua about ereating the peace and stability that everyone
yearns for; should we not sit down together without prejudice te our
opinionstdbéut anything else to discuss weye and means of breaking dowm

Sk barriers bet%u:ﬁ%,we approach the 300th Ammiversary of the

Seigé'of‘Derry or the Battle of the Boyne should we not recall that
the quarrels represented by those two dates repreeentei wider and decper

fquarrela within Enrope ‘as @ whele, guarrels whioh have lomg sinee been

ladd to reat 14 the rest of Europe as indeeihﬁvesnhsequent and more
bitter qunrrels. Wonld it not be a fitting commemoration of those
Maniversaries 1f we were finally t6 lay to rest the remimamts of that

’quarrel in this amall sorner of Enrope? -

The ohallemges posed by what ie happenimg in the North today amd has

‘happened over the past 18 years are met of course confimed to the Unionist

Community. They demand eomsiderable rethinking among Natienalists and
Republieans, Indeed they demand a great deal mere homesty and a great

deal lens rhetorie im faeing up to the realities if we sre ever to create

peace and stability om this island,

g'e




Since the beginming of the eivil rights movement in the North and the chanmges
initiated by it there has been ne shortage of scrutineers of the 1937
Constitutiom amd its effeot om the northern sceme, Articles 2 and 3 have
come umder particular scrutiny and have been represented by Unionists in
particular as asserting seme sort of imperialist claim ever the North. I
regard them somewhat differently and agaim we must underline that this
Comstitution was drafted against the background of 1937 attitudes, not
1987. what is important in the current context is that those two art-
icles did exactly as their author intended asserting suceessfully the
Soveraignty of the Irish people — an assertion that was eclearly necessary
against the background of that time — while at the same time subtly
making elear that, that sovereignty was not complete, that there was
division within Ireland about the exercise and application of sovereignty.
This was done by making clear that the jurisdiction of the comstitution
did not apply in practice or in reality to the North of Ireland. This
was further confirmed by the fact that only the population of the 26
counties was asked to vote on it. Today amid the curremt turmoil and
tragedy that is the North it is not necessary for Irish nationalists or
republicans to be quite so subtle about that division but to become much
more explicit about its reality in relation to the whole question of
sovereignty. In facing up to the reality of that division we are app-
roaching the heart of wgg%}ggxbeen called the Irish questions. By
facing that reali'm:'rely we also open up the possibility of real
answers. We have had no shortage in this cemtury, particularly in
politics of masters of rheteric or sloganeers asserting with hand on
heart and with all the emotional fervour at their command about the

right of the Irish people to self determination or, as the more self
righteous put itlthe indefeasible right of the Irish people to sov-
ereignty. Such peoplé give the impression that simply by declaiming
those rights they have already been achieved. They conveniently

forget of course, or ignore, the fact that the peoplo of Ireland are
divided as to how those rights should be implemented or exercised.

Of course the Irish people have a right to self-determination, Of
course the Irish people have a right to sovereignty. But what we have
to recognise specifically and not set aside or ignore is the central
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fact that the people of Ireland are divided as to how that sovereignty should
be exeroised or-how that self-determination should be expressed. And by
the Irish people I mean all of the people who live in this island.

It is the pearch for ag.reement'm_ong the Irish people as to how to express
that self-determination or how to exercise that sovereignty that is the major
challenge facing those in Ireland todsy who wish to aohieve the unity of
the people of Ireland within an independent republic. The search for such
agraqmegat. is the real search for peace snd stability. It is a search that
hes been with us since Tone first asserted it but which has never been faced
up to”in any serious or sustsined way. It has instead been replaced with
rhetoric or verbal republicanism. It is surely also self evident that 1%

is a seu‘t-‘éh that canmot possibly be pursued by force for even if victory
bylfo.r’c_e were .poss:‘l'ble its'reeulta are only conquest and humilistion, no
basis for a stable future. Indeed it is surely by now self evident that
force in a divided people.only E}TVEE::' .them further apart.

The healing ;:f the divisions between Catholic and Protestant in Irelond
however difficult that lilay"bo and it is very diffieult is the major
challenge and the major priority facing those who wish to exercise the
self-determination of all %the Irish people and establish permament peace
in Ireland., It is a challenge that has been underlined and streghtened
by the British attitude to Irish self-determination as expressed in the
Anglo-IriBh .ﬁgree% TN,

%

'Ihere ia now wiaespreai‘. agreement in Britain as well as in Irelmd that
the futura of Ireland oan only be determined by the people of Ireland
'I:hemaelvea, North and South and in agreement.

Article 1 of the Anglo-Irish Agreement spells that out. It is an article
that hes réceivéd very little real attention. It is a matter of fact that
the wnity of the people of Ireland cammot be achieved unless there is
agréement betweén' the peeple 6f thé North and.the people of the South.

No doubt ihere  will'be voices declering that no mimority has the right

to frustrate thé will of the majority but whatever the ideologieal rec—
tithde” 6f that pdint of view; the factual rectitude im that when the
Northerh Protéstant population with both its numbers and its comcentra—
tion in a'keographical area of this island, no major decisions dan be




taken about the future of the people on that part of the island without
their agreement., That is a fact recognised by the omtside world., Can
amyone here visualise the wnity of the people of Cyprus without the
agreement of both Greek amnd Turkish @ypriots? Can anyone really vis—
uvalise the unity of the Irish people without the agreememt of both
sections of them? (ci"PdRe mndPaprmei—Priveless). The aseeptance

of that faet by all whe claim to be natiomalist er republicam will in
itself be a major step in breaking down the barriers betweem us because
it will give the confidemce to the Protestant people of the North that
eonquest of them or destruction of their ethos forms mo part of our
visions of a new Ireland., Indeed I would believe that any dialogue
that would take place im swch an atmosphere of genwine mutual respect
would have a much better chance of really breaking down the barriers

between us,

More significantly of course, the same article 1 of the Angle Irish
Agreement makes clear that in the event of such agreement the British
Government will both accept it and facilitate it.

This is surely a clear statement by the British Covernment that in the
event of the people of Ireland reaching agreement on the exercise of
self-determination then they can do so amd Britain's only interference
will be to take the necessary steps to facili{ate it. This is stated

in sn internatiof®iiy Tifl¥Imy agreement endorsed by the rest of the

demoeratic world. That recognition of Irish sovereignty means that its
fimal aschievement is a matter for Irish people themselves. Does this
not remove all justification for the use of foree or armed struggle.

Is the justifieatien for such forece not the belief that Britain has
been using foree to defemd her own interests in Irelamd? Are the
British not now selemmly deelaring that they have no such interests

and are we not now ohallenged to begin seriously the searech fbor agree-
ment among Catholie, Protestamt and Dissenter on the n of self-
determination. The seareh for such agreement has mever been seriously
wndertaken, Are those whe are engaged in an armed struggle prepared to
lay down their weapoms arid join with all the rest of us fer the first
time in our history in a massive programme and effort to ashieve such

agreement! Would the Unionist people not see such an effort as a major



gesture of good will and commitment to real peace and real agreement on
this island which fully respects their ethos. Would the achievement of
such agreement not be the most fitting way to commemorate the 300th
Anniversary of the Seige of Derry and the Battle of the Boyne, as we
in this gemeration of Catholies, Protestant and Dissenter in Ireland
finally laid to rest our aneient quarrels. It goes without saying

that the central prineiple of that agreement, a prinociple first
énunciated by Irish Presbyterians in the 18th Century, would be that
the essence of our unity would be the acceptance of our diversity.

o
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