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15. 10. 1981 - p. 233-234 - Speech Advocating for Equal Educational Rights 
and Opportunities for Linguistic Minorities

IN THE CHAIR: MRS SIMONE VEIL 

President

President. — I call Mr Hume.

Mr Hume (S, UK). — Madam President, as the author of the first resolution which led to this 
report, I would like to welcome the Arfè report and congratulate Mr Arfè on his document and 
indeed thank him for the enormous amount of work that he put into it, including the extensive 
consultations, that he carried out with the special-interest groups in different parts of the Euro-
pean Community who have an interest in this motion. Because of constraint of time I will simply 
make a few brief points in support of his report.

There are some twenty to thirty million people in the European Community who speak less-
used languages and it is a simple matter of human rights that such people should not be disad-
vantaged in any way, particularly in the fields mentioned in this report — education, access to 
the media and access to public administration. It is a simple matter of human rights that they 
should not be disadvantaged in any way because their mother tongue is not the dominant lan-
guage in the country in which they were born. That is a position which I find it very difficult to 
see how any Member of this House can oppose.
 
Secondly, the report represents a declaration on behalf of this Parliament that we seek a Europe 
which preserves its cultural diversity and which also will develop its cultural diversity. We do not 
seek uniformity and over-centralization. Instead, we seek a Europe which is united in its diver-
sity and is prepared to preserve and protect and develop the richness of its diverse cultures. Of 
course, such a statement and such a declaration by this Parliament is in keeping with the ideals 
on which this Community is founded. In addition, it is a happy coincidence that this report coin-
cides with similar declarations from other European bodies, in particular the Council of Europe, 
which in recent weeks has endorsed a motion which is almost identical with the conclusions of 
the Arfè report.

I am very happy to fully support Mr Arfè in this report and in the conclusions. Might I also say 
that I am very much heartened by the remarks of Commissioner Richard in this debate which 
showed a sensitivity to this issue. In dealing with an issue like this we are seeking to recognize 
identity in the Community, rather than suppressing it. We are moving towards removing poten-
tial sources of conflict which, as I say, is in keeping with the basic ideals on which this Commu-
nity is founded.
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13. 5. 1982 - No1-285/197-198 - Speech Advocating the Prohibition of Plastic 
Bullets in Riot Control
IN THE CHAIR: MR ESTGEN 

Vice-President

President. — I call Mr Hume.

Mr Hume (S, UK). — Mr President, might I begin by saying what this debate is not about. It is 
not about the political situation in the north of Ireland. I wish we could have a discussion in this 
House on that subject. It is not about the campaign of murder and violence being conducted 
by paramilitary organizations in Northern Ireland, which I am sure would have the unanimous 
condemnation of this House anyway. Neither does it seek to minimize the seriousness of riot 
situations in the streets of Northern Ireland: as probably the only Member in this House who 
actually lives in what would be termed a riot area and who represents that area, I am totally and 
fully aware of the very serious damage done to the community by rioting.

No, this debate is about one simple, straightforward issue. It is about the use of one particular 
method of riot control — the use of plastic bullets or baton rounds. One thing we can be certain 
of when these implements are fired at people on the streets is that if they are struck by them 
one of two things will happen: they will either die or be seriously maimed, and that is what has 
happened already in the streets of Northern Ireland.

Twelve people have died in recent times, more than half of them children. Hundreds of people 
have been seriously maimed, suffered from brain damage, loss of eyes, blindness. And what I 
ask this House to decide is this: do they believe that that is proper punishment for riotous be-
haviour? Are we supporting serious maiming and injury?

In my experience, and I have considerable experience of riot situations, the use of these weap-
ons does nothing to control a riot, but does a lot to create riotous situations. The most recent 
incident, referred to by Miss De Valera, the death of an 11-year old hit on the head with one of 
these instruments in a non-riot situation, led to a weeklong riot situation in the city where it 
happened. In other words, rather than controlling riots, it created them because of the angry 
backlash.

But of course the most remarkable thing of all is that coming to our support is no less a person 
than the British Home Secretary, Mr William Whitelaw, who has confessed that he does not like 
these instruments being used in Britain — in England, Scotland and Wales — because, he says, 
they are potentially lethal. And in spite of the fact that there was major rioting in 14 British cities 
last year, with petrol bombs, stoning, as widespread as anything we have seen in Ireland, not 
once was a plastic bullet used because the Chief Constables there do not believe in using them; 
the Home Secretary has said they are potentially lethal. Yet, in another so-called part of the 
United Kingdom it is quite all right to use these weapons against people in Ireland. I feel that in 
such a situation it is very hard to avoid the conclusion that the attitude to their use is somewhat 
racialist.

I ask the House to help the situation in Northern Ireland by calling for the banning of these in-
struments in all parts of the Community.
(Applause)
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11. 10. 1984 - No 2-317/143-150 - Mr. Hume supporting Mr. Lalor’s Motion for 
a Resolution on Banning the Use of Plastic Bullets

European People’s Party, on the arrest and detention of the French television journalist, Jacques 
Abouchar, by Soviet and Afghan troops, motion for a resolution (Doc 2-673/84) tabled by the 
Group of the European Democratic Alliance on the disappearance of a French journalist in Af-
ghanistan,

[...]

— motion for a resolution (Doc 2-659/84) by Mr Lalor and others, on behalf of the Group of 
the European Democratic Alliance, on the need for an immediate banning of the use of plastic 
bullets

[...]

Mr Hume (S, UK). — Mr President, in response to remarks by both Lady Elles and Mr Paisley, I 
would like to point out to this House that, in supporting the motion for a resolution tabled by 
Mr Lalor and others, we are not discussing the activities of terrorist or paramilitary organizations 
in Northern Ireland, whose atrocities and activities we all condemn without reservation. What 
we are discussing is the attitude, policy and activities of governments in dealing with par-
ticular situations, because if governments ever reduce themselves in their methods to the 
level of terrorist organizations, then they are promoting terrorism themselves on a very 
wide scale.

On behalf of the Socialist Group, I unequivocally support the motion for a resolution tabled 
by Mr Lalor on the question of plastic bullets. It is completely in line with the resolutions put 
forward by this group at the last part-session and, indeed, in the last Parliament, and it is com-
pletely in line with the resolution adopted last week by the British Labour Party.

We are referring to the use of plastic bullets in Northern Ireland. But nobody should be under 
any illusion about the fact that Northern Ireland is being used as a pilot area for the use of this 
deadly weapon. Indeed, the miners in Britain may discover that they are to be its next victims, 
and if that happens, then the people of Britain will understand what I am talking about. I am 
talking about the effect of such a weapon on a community, because the use of that weapon 
has done more to increase support for violent organizations than anything else. If you look at 
the tragic death of Sean Downes, does anybody doubt that the international coverage given to 
that was an immense propaganda victory for the Irish Republican Army and for the forces that 
support violence in Ireland?

The plastic bullet is a lethal weapon. Those are not my words, they are the words of a British 
Home Secretary who is now the deputy Prime Minister of the British Government. He used 
those words to defend the fact that plastic bullets were not being used in England, Scotland 
and Wales. Yet this lethal weapon is being used on the streets of Northern Ireland. Most civi-
lized societies have abolished the death penalty for very serious offences. Anybody who uses a 
plastic bullet to control a demonstration in the streets knows that there is a serious probability 
of the death penalty being administered. Indeed, twelve families in Northern Ireland have the 
certainty that the death penalty was administered — many of them acknowledged as totally 
innocent people engaged in no criminal activity of any description.
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Mr President, this Parliament has before condemned the use of these bullets. Let us do 
it again without reservation. And at last would the British Government please listen to con-
cerned objective opinion in the European Community, of which it is a member?

1985 - John Hume at A Taste of Ireland Exhibition for the promotion of 
Irish products

© European Parliament/European Union
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12. 12. 1985 - No 2-333/221-223  -  Mr. Hume and Lady Elles Address the  
European Parliament over the Anglo-Irish Agreement

Anglo-Irish Agreement

President. — The next item is the joint debate on three motions for resolutions on the An-
glo-Irish Agreement:

 — motion for a resolution (Doc. B2-1306/85), tabled by Mr McCartin and others on behalf of 
the Group of the European People’s Party, on the Anglo-Irish Agreement;

 — motion for a resolution (Doc. B2-1333/85), tabled by Mr Hume and Mr Arndt on behalf of 
the Socialist Group, on the Anglo-Irish Agreement;

 — motion for a resolution (Doc. B2-1335/85), tabled by Lady Elles on behalf of the European 
Democratic Group, on the Anglo-Irish summit.

[...]

Mr Hume (S, UK). — Mr President, like the previous speaker, I agree that the time at our dis-
posal is not adequate to deal with this subject. However, let us begin by recalling the problem 
to which the British/ Irish Agreement is addressed, a problem which goes back centuries. The 
divisions among the people of Ireland, the violence, the killings go back centuries.

It is not an easy problem to solve. The past fifteen years have seen the worst violence in our 
history. In a population of a million and a half people, two and a half thousand have lost their 
lives in political violence. That is the equivalent, as I said recently, of 86 000 people in Britain. 
20 000 have been maimed. That is the equivalent of three-quarters of a million people in Brit-
ain. Two new prisons have been built and a third is about to open. 11 billion pounds worth of 
damage has been done to the economy of Ireland, North and South. We have a generation of 
young people who have known nothing but violence and armed soldiers on their streets and 
who, when they reach the age of eighteen, find themselves in the highest unemployment in our 
history. 40% of our population are under 25. If that is not a time bomb for the future, what is? If 
that is not a challenge to the two prime ministers of the two countries involved to take urgent, 
decisive and joint action, then what is?

In examining this agreement, no-one should pretend that it is a final solution to the Irish prob-
lem. No agreement of itself can offer that. What it does offer is a framework in which a pro-
cess of reconciliation can begin, a framework in which the barriers that divide the Irish 
people, the prejudices, the hatred, can be progressively broken down, a framework in 
which no-one should fear to participate because the process of reconciliation must in-
volve everyone. What emerges from it must involve the agreement of everyone. Indeed, those 
who refuse to participate are only saying that they have no confidence in their own ability to 
represent their own traditions and their own attitude.

This is the first time, in my view, that we have had a proper framework that addresses the prob-
lem, because the problem of Northern Ireland is not about relations within Northern Ireland 
alone. It is about relations within Ireland and relations between Britain and Ireland.
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And if the framework of the problem is the British/Irish framework, that should also be the 
framework of the solution. I believe that within that framework we can begin the process, which 
will take a long time, of healing the wounds, the hatreds, the prejudices that have so disfigured 
the island of Ireland.

Let me make one final point. This House will no doubt note that the institutions set out in this 
agreement are rather similar to the institutions of the Community that we represent in this 
Chamber. The Anglo-Irish Conference is the equivalent of the Council of Ministers, the proposed 
interparliamentary tier is the equivalent of this House and the secretariat is the equivalent of 
the Commission. Those similar institutions have enabled the peoples of Western Europe 
represented in this House — peoples who for centuries have been involved in war, conflict 
and slaughter, who twice in this century alone slaughtered one another by the million 
with a savagery and hatred far deeper than anything that we have seen in Ireland — to 
end conflict and war on the continent of Europe and to grow together at their own speed. 
That being the case, is it an exaggerated hope to express in this Chamber today that the same 
institutions set out in the Anglo-Irish Agreement can provide a similar opportunity to the peo-
ple of Ireland to grow together at their own speed and to end conflict, hatred and violence in 
that island?

I commend this Agreement to this House, Mr President, not because I think it offers an 
instant solution but because it offers an opportunity to democrats to begin the process 
of breaking down the divisions of Ireland. The challenges involved in it and the risks in-
volved in it are daunting, but there is no road towards a solution to the Irish problem 
which does not contain risks. The choices are neither difficult nor daunting, because there 
is no other choice.

(Sustained applause)

Lady Elles (ED, UK). — Mr President, let me say, first of all, that I am very pleased to be following 
Mr Hume in this debate. As I am speaking on behalf of the European Democratic Group, I must 
clarify the position of Mr John D. Taylor who, for understandable reasons, does not support this 
particular resolution. He would be here himself to state his opinion but he is on official business 
in Northern Ireland. At the same time, I have to say that we have the total support of our Danish 
colleagues in tabling this amended resolution.
 
As Members of this Parliament will know, Northern Ireland has been the scene of much violence 
since 1969. Approximately 2 500 people have been killed, including over 700 members of the 
security forces. It was mainly for this reason that both the British and Irish Governments decided 
that action must be taken to stop this violence and bring peace and stability to the region, a 
peace and stability which I would assure this House is desired deeply by the vast majority of the 
citizens of Northern Ireland. I am sure this will be confirmed by all who live in that part of the 
United Kingdom.

The two governments have courageously concluded this Agreement as the basis for reconcilia-
tion between the two major traditions in that province, to control violence and terrorism and in 
the hope of eliminating them completely by gradually overcoming the fears of both traditions 
— understandable fears on both sides in that war-torn province. As Mr Hume has so rightly 
said, we in this Parliament come from many traditions, cultures and with different histo-
ries. In the past there have been wars between us, yet we are able 40 years later to work 
together for a peaceful solution to our various problems.
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In case this House is not aware, I would inform it that this Agreement has been overwhelmingly 
supported by the British Parliament and by the Irish Dail and hence has become a legally bind-
ing treaty between the two governments to promote the process contained in that Agreement. 
In asking for support from this Parliament, we are seeking to obtain moral assurance and sup-
port from the peoples of Europe for this Agreement to encourage those living in the province.

It is also worth recognizing the request we are making in this amended resolution — which is 
signed by at least four major political parties of this House as well as individual Members of the 
Communist Party — for economic and social assistance from the Commission for the ameliora-
tion and development of the province. I would like to express gratitude on behalf of the people 
of Northern Ireland for the encouragement and efficient and effective measures provided by 
the Commission over the years from the financial resources which are available to the Com-
munity. I believe approximately £1 billion since 1973 has been made available to the province. 
There could be no more direct and clear recognition of the Commission’s desire to come to the 
assistance of that part of the United Kingdom.

In conclusion, the moral support of the Members of this Parliament for this resolution which we 
seek would serve to nurture the seeds of hope sown by this Agreement between the British and 
Irish Governments and help to achieve the peace and stability so long desired by the people of 
Northern Ireland and by all the citizens of Europe.

(Applause)
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12. 10. 1987 - No 2-356/18-20 - Mr. Hume Addressing Issues with the Recent 
Revision of the Treaty of Rome: the Single European Act

8. Regional problems of Ireland

PRESIDENT. — The next item is the report (Doc. A 2-109/87) by Mr Hume, on behalf of the Com-
mittee on Regional Policy and Regional Planning, on the regional problems of Ireland.

HUME (S, UK), rapporteur. — Mr President, I am delighted to be able to present this report 
which was passed unanimously by the Committee on Regional Policy and Regional Planning 
and I hope naturally that it will receive the same treatment in this House today.

This report was originally drawn up in response to motions tabled by the Irish Members Mr 
O’Donnell and Mrs Lemass. It must be discussed I believe in the wider context of the whole 
debate on regional policy which is taking place as a result of the proposals by the European 
Commission which will be discussed by the Council of Ministers. We must remember also that 
although this report is about Ireland, the thrust of the report and the direction in which it is go-
ing is of significance to the other poorer regions of this Community.

I am very conscious, coming from the northern part of Ireland, that the Single European Act and 
its implementation was the subject of a very serious debate in Ireland itself. One of the major is-
sues that was very prominent in that debate was the failure of the European Community to nar-
row the gap between the richer and the poorer regions of this Community and statements by 
the Commission during that debate indicating a new approach to regional policy which would 
be more favourable to the more deprived regions had a major influence on that debate. Those 
proposals by the Commission have since been published in their comprehensive proposal on 
reform of the structural funds and those proposals are crucial to the future of the poorer regions 
and are the background against which this report must be considered. They put forward cer-
tain conditions for a future regional policy which I believe to be essential to the more deprived 
regions of this Community, the first being, of course, a reduction in the number of areas that 
would be in receipt of regional funding in the future, the second being an increase in funds that 
would be available for regional policy.

Of course it is quite obvious to most of the Members from the poorer regions of this Community 
that those regions coincide with regions that are heavily dependent on agriculture and future 
changes in the common agricultural policy will have a very serious impact on those regions. It 
is therefore absolutely essential that there be a heavy transfer of funding to the structural funds 
to compensate for that.

The third condition in that comprehensive set of proposals on the reform of the structural funds, 
was the increased involvement of the regions in the management of Community resources. In 
going round the regions of Ireland in preparing this report I found an enormous fund of frustrat-
ed energy seeking to be released and to get involved in the business of self-help and of building 
up the poorer regions. We were told in the debate on the SEA that the completion of the internal 
market was crucial to raising living standards all over Europe. I have no doubt that will happen. 
But what was not said was that the raising of living standards all over Europe does not neces-
sarily guarantee that the benefits will be evenly distributed. A rising tide lifts all boats, we are 
told. There is no doubt that a rising tide does lift all boats, provided, of course, that you have a 
boat. That is the point the poorer regions would want us to remember when we are discussing 
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the effects of the internal market and to ensure that the benefits would be evenly distributed 
throughout the Community as a whole and in particular to the poorer regions.

If that is to be the case, it is absolutely essential to have a Community regional policy for, I might 
suggest, the first time. Up till now we have had a Regional Fund and not a policy. That regional 
policy should ensure a more even distribution of benefits and include the basic conditions laid 
down in the Commission’s comprehensive proposal on the reform of the structural funds.

The report itself, which should be of interest to other regions as well because of its thrust con-
fines itself to a limited number of themes. It argues that the Irish economy would benefit from 
the creation of a number of regional authorities. These authorities could stimulate and coor-
dinate economic development in their regions. In addition, Community regional policy now 
places increasing emphasis, as I have just said, on the participation of local and regional bodies 
in the implementation of Community programmes. Ireland could be hampered if it did not pos-
sess such a structure.

Secondly, the report argues that the Irish Government should make fuller use of the provisions 
of the ERDF regulation, particularly those covering integrated operations and measures to de-
velop the indigenous potential of the regions and programmes of Community interest. The Irish 
Government in the past has concentrated heavily on project financing rather than programme 
financing.

Thirdly, the report suggests that Ireland should receive a higher rate of Community contribution 
towards defraying the public expenditure element in investments, following the precedent of 
70% authorized for Portugal. I would regard this particular proposal as especially crucial be-
cause it must be remembered that if all the changes forecasted in the CAP, etc. take place, there 
will be increasing pressure on the poorer regions and the present 50% contribution will no lon-
ger be sufficient to enable those regions to develop and benefit under the post-SEA situation.

The other proposal in the report relates to the City of Dublin which has developed such acute 
social and economic difficulties, many of them arising from the effects of the common agri-
cultural policy and the drift from the land into urban areas. It asks that the Community should 
contribute to an integrated operation for that city.

The report draws attention to the concentration of technological resources, both knowledge 
and hard-ware, in Dublin. This type of concentration also occurs in other areas of the Commu-
nity. There is too much centralization of these crucial technological resources. The report urges 
the Commission to draw up a programme under the ERDF similar to the STAR programme ad-
opted last year, to spread the benefits of advanced telecommunications to the islands and pe-
ripheral regions of the Community and to ensure that within each Member State they are also 
widely spread over the different regions.

Those are the basic proposals and the basic themes of the report. These proposals are ad-
dressed to both the Irish Government and the Commission. At a press conference in Dublin 
today the Irish Minister of State for European Affairs made a major statement on Irish regional 
policy which, in my opinion, goes in the same direction as this report. Therefore, I welcome it. 
It specifically endorses the proposal for a programme for Dublin and asks the Commission for a 
study to examine how the serious social and environmental problems of that city can be tack-
led with the help of the Commission and the European Community. The statement also says 
that Ireland should avail itself of European Community funding possibilities to the maximum 
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possible extent under the new approach set out in the recent comprehensive proposals on the 
reform of the structural funds. It said that the Irish Government had decided to move towards 
a programme basis rather than a project basis — which is an essential element in this report 
— for assistance from Community development for structural funds. I naturally welcome that 
approach. I would, of course, point out, as is pointed out in the government statement, that the 
Council of Ministers has yet to approve fully this new approach as set out by the European Com-
mission. The Irish Government has committed itself to supporting that at Council of Ministers 
level and I hope, as someone from one of the poorest regions in this Community, that the larger 
Member States will at last live up to all their lofty sentiments about cohesion and convergence 
and see that it is their duty to help.

Finally, this report is addressed to the European Commission. I look forward to the Commission’s 
response as through this report . . .

PRESIDENT. — Mr Hume, your speaking time is up.

HUME (S, UK), rapporteur. — I hope the Commission will look at paragraphs 16, 18 and 19 of the 
report and will respond positively to them. Of course, I hope that this House will unanimously 
adopt this report as the committee has done.

(Applause)
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9. 2. 1988 - No 2-361/82-86 - Mr. Hume speaks out about Rule of Law issues 
with the United Kingdom

IN THE CHAIR MR DIDO 

Vice-President

PRESIDENT. — As we have decided to hold a debate on topical and urgent subjects of major 
importance on the question of Northern Ireland at 6 p m, the debate on the Navarro Velasco 
report will be continued at 9 pm.

17 Debate on topical and urgent subjects of major importance

Northern Ireland

PRESIDENT. — The next item is the joint debate on 

 — motion for resolution (Doc B 2-1720/87) by Mr Maher, on behalf of the Liberal and Dem-
ocratic Reformist Group, on the decision not to prosecute some policemen in Northern 
Ireland,

 — motion for resolution (Doc B 2-1727/87) by Mr McCartin and others, on behalf of the EPP 
Group, on the failure of the British Government to bring to justice those responsible in the 
security forces for implementing a policy of unlawful killings in Northern Ireland,

 — Motion for resolution (Doc B 2-1753/87) by Mr Lalor and others, on behalf of the EDA 
Membership of committees see Minutes Group, on Northern Ireland — the Stalker/Samp-
son report and related matters,

 — motion for resolution by Mr Elliott and others, on behalf of the Socialist Group, on British 
Government decisions on prosecutions in Northern Ireland.

[...]

LALOR (RDE, IRL). — Mr President, first I want to thank you Mr President, and the vast majority 
of my fellow Members of the House for having concurred with me on the importance of this 
subject and for having agreed to the holding of this special debate this evening. As an Irishman 
I am touched by the concern which prompted your sympathetic approval.

Now I would like to address you, the Members of the Tory party who are evidently disconcerted 
by the timing of this debate. My only purpose in sponsoring it now was to use the pow-
er and the prestige of the European Parliament to help in resolving the major difference 
which has developed between our two governments as a result of this action. That is the 
reason behind this debate this afternoon.

The representatives of our two governments meet in conference tomorrow in accordance with 
the Anglo-Irish Agreement. I am therefore anxious to get the recommendations of the Europe-
an Parliament on that conference table before the discussion start. Naturally, since the Attor-
ney-General, Sir Patrick Mayhew made his unfortunate announcement in the Commons over 
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two weeks ago, I, like a lot of my fellow — Irishmen, have followed the developments very 
closely. I was particularly struck by a reply given by the Secretary of State, Mr King to a question 
put to him at a press conference at the conclusion of last week’s special conference in Belfast. 
When asked if he felt that the Attorney-General could be prevailed upon to change his mind 
and to prosecute members of the security authorities, he did not defend that decision. He sim-
ply stated that there was no precedent for such a change of decision by the Attorney-General.

Mr President, there was no precedent for this debate tonight. But wisdom, common sense and 
goodwill prevailed. Precedent or a fear of being innovative should not be allowed to frustrate 
the efforts of people of goodwill and, hopefully, governments of goodwill from resolving prob-
lems of this nature. There has been enough holocaust and slaughter in the north of Ireland up 
to now. Let not lack of precedent be used as an excuse upon which to hang the failure of the 
Anglo-Irish conference for the resolution of this problem.

I believe that the British authorities must act immediately to allay the fears raised by their deci-
sions not to publish the Stalker or Sampson report or to prosecute those allegedly responsible 
for breaches of the law, if confidence in the administration of justice in Northern Ireland is not 
to be shattered entirely. I would stress that this decision was, and is, in contravention of both 
the letter and the spirit of the Anglo-Irish Accord. Both governments agreed in this treaty on the 
need ‘to improve relations between the security forces and the community, particularly with a 
view to making the security forces more readily accepted by the nationalist community. That 
agreement was breached by the Attorney-General, Sir Patrick Mayhew who, having stated that 
there was evidence indicating that the security forces had attempted to pervert the course of 
justice, announced nonetheless that he would not prosecute. This unfortunate and misguided 
decision has caused a severe setback to Anglo-Irish relations.

[...] 

The rule of law, Mr President, must be upheld at all costs. That is the message that we must de-
liver from this debate of Parliament.

(Applause)

HUME (S, UK). — Mr President, the last few weeks have seen a very unfortunate and very re-
grettable renaissance of the old suspicions, prejudices and distrust that have disfigured rela-
tionships between Britain and Ireland over the years and which we thought we were finally 
laying to rest and which must be laid to rest, if we are ever to have peace and stability in Ireland 
and proper relationships between the two countries.

We had the ironic situation where a pillar of the British legal establishment threw up his hands 
in horror at the suggestion that six people might in fact be innocent of the crimes of which they 
had been convicted because it was unthinkable that policemen were engaged in a conspiracy 
to pervert the course of justice. Yet in that very same week as those hands were being thrown 
up in horror, the British Attorney-General stands up in the House of Commons and says that 
there were senior policemen in Northern Ireland against whom there was evidence of pervert-
ing the course of justice, not in minor matters but in cases involving the deaths of six people. 
The national security interest and the public interest demanded that he do nothing about it. 
Thus he enunciated the amazing principle for any democracy, that national security transcends 
the rule of law or the course of justice or that certain senior people charged with upholding the 
rule of law are themselves above the rule of law.
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Mr President, no society can stand for that sort of principle. Particularly the North of Ireland 
where the impartiality of the rule of law goes to the heart of peace and stability. There has been 
a long-standing agreement among the Member States represented in this House that the best 
possible way to deal with those who wish to achieve objectives by undemocratic, violent or 
terrorist means is that there should be the closest possible cooperation on security and other 
matters between Member Governments. Of course it goes without saying that such coopera-
tion must be built on mutual trust between those governments. Nowhere is this more true than 
between the governments of Britain and Ireland dealing with the serious problem of Northern 
Ireland.

On many occasions the British Prime Minister has made it clear that she regards the closest co-
operation between the two countries in matters of security to be absolutely fundamental and 
essential. That is a belief that is widely shared The British Government has also acknowledged in 
recent times that that cooperation has never been better than at the present time.

[...]

The cooperation in which those two governments were engaged obviously depends on mutual 
trust. Yet without warning, without explanation that mutual trust is exploded by the action of 
the highest law officer of the British crown, the Attorney-General, declaring that certain people 
are above the rule of law and that in these serious cases national security demands that no ac-
tion can be taken.

This, Mr President, was not a minor issue. If it had been one could have understood the Attor-
ney-General not explaining, not contacting or not consulting. But when these six killings took 
place in Northern Ireland there was a huge public outcry, an outcry which led to a formal pro-
test from the then Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr Barry on 1 February 1983 to the British Gov-
ernment showing how seriously this issue was taken. This led to six court cases in which four 
policemen were charged with murder of these people and acquitted. But in the course of these 
cases the policemen revealed that they had been instructed by senior officers to falsify their 
evidence leading to great disquiet which led the Director of Public Prosecutions to ask for more 
information. This in turn led to the appointment of Mr Stalker who himself was removed in the 
most bizarre circumstances with smears against his character. He deepened the suspicion by 
saying that his attempts to find the truth were blocked at every avenue by senior policemen and 
senior members of the RUC Special Branch and that he had evidence which would show that 
unlawful killings took place. Yet after all that we are told, and the Attorney-General himself ad-
mits, that there is evidence to suggest perversion of the course of justice. There are two articles 
in the Anglo-Irish Agreement which say that confidence in the police and in the administration 
of justice are essential to peace and stability in Northern Ireland. So important that two articles 
of that agreement are devoted to it. What contribution to either of those objectives is made by 
that decision of the Attorney-General?

Nobody can be in any doubt of the severe damage that has been done by this decision. It is 
not just a British-Irish issue. Serious disquiet has been expressed across the political spectrum 
in Britain itself and by every major British newspaper. Serious disquiet has been expressed in 
this House today by all the major groupings. Let me ask our Conservative friends to take 
this message to their government, to express the disquiet with strength and to get action 
taken to undo this damage so that we can finally lay to rest the old distrust and work to-
gether in total cooperation and trust for peace and stability in Ireland.

(Loud applause)
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ELLIOT (S, UK). — Mr President, I believe that the decision of the British Attorney General not to 
prosecute or to take any legal action, despite clear evidence from the reports which the govern-
ment itself instituted, that there had been a deliberate attempt to pervert the course of justice, 
really challenges the whole basis of the rule of law.

I cannot accept, and I do not think this House should accept, the view of the British Government 
that a perception of the public interest could justify not prosecuting where there is clear evi-
dence of illegal action. I can imagine, Mr President, the attitude the British Government would 
have taken if this event had occurred in an Eastern European country, or in a South American 
State. It would have deplored it and regarded it as evidence of an improper administration and 
so on and so forth, and quite rightly. Frankly, I am rather ashamed as a British citizen to be here 
today discussing the action of my government in this particular matter.

The RUC has had many problems and difficulties of late, but that does not excuse failure to in-
vestigate whether the evidence that has emerged from inquiries indicates that there has been 
an attempt to pervert the course of justice. This action has quite evidently adversely affected 
relations between the British and Irish Governments. It has violated the Anglo-Irish Agreement 
which this Parliament supported. I thought that the British Government was anxious, as was the 
Irish Government, to endeavour to increase the confidence of the Catholic minority in Northern 
Ireland in the forces of law and order. All this has done is to further alienate them and to make 
any attempt to increase their confidence more difficult.

I believe that all this is symptomatic of the appalling obsession of the British Government with 
secrecy, an issue I spoke on at some length at the last part-session of this Parliament — the 
kind of secrecy that one might expect in certain regimes but not in a country like Britain. Who 
are they keeping these things secret from? They are not keeping them secret from people who 
are out to undermine democracy, from our supposed enemies in other parts of the world. They 
know all about these things anyway! The only people these things are being kept secret from is 
the British people, and they have a right to know what is being done in their name.

There is a serious danger that governments may sometimes confuse what is called ‘the public 
interest’ with their own political interest and with their own desire to avoid embarrassment. This 
is a very grave danger which a government should avoid. The public interest is not the interest 
of a particular political party. It is not the interest of the establishment in its widest sense. It is 
the interest of all the people, and the government must recognize this if it is to have any real 
credibility.

I hope this resolution will be carried today and that the British Government will think again 
about its very mistaken actions.

(Applause)
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10. 3. 1993 - No 3-429/104-112 - Mr. Hume lobbying for the Inclusion of North-
er Ireland in the European Cohesion Fund 

8. Cohesion financial instrument

[...]

HUME (S, UK). — Mr President, I join with everyone else in welcoming the creation of the Cohe-
sion Fund and the speed with which it has been implemented, particularly since it concentrates 
on transport and the environment, matters which are central to cohesion and convergence and 
particularly important for the peripheral regions of the Community. What I do not welcome at 
all is the fact that the region I represent, which is the most peripheral region in the north west of 
Europe, Northern Ireland, has been excluded. We are in the ridiculous situation where the rest 
of Ireland is included and Northern Ireland is excluded. Our problems, economically speaking 
are identical, our environmental problems are identical, our transport relationships with the rest 
of Europe are identical. Yet we are excluded although we are an Objective No 1 region. Our un-
employment problems, the border regions of Northern Ireland, are the highest unemployment 
areas in the European Community. For example, in the town of Strabane whose boundary is the 
Irish border, we are going to be in a situation where roads can be funded by the Cohesion Fund 
right up to the border but will not be allowed to cross the border. Could I ask the Commission-
er to have another look at the exclusion of Northern Ireland and try to include it because it is 
totally unfair that it has been excluded as an Objective 1 region on the north west periphery of 
Europe.
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8. 2. 1994 - No 3-442/100-107 - Mr. Hume Supporting the Protection of Less-
er-Spoken Languages in Europe

16. Linguistic and cultural minorities

President. — The next item is the report by Mr Killilea, on behalf of the Committee on Culture, 
Youth, Education and the Media (A3-0042/94) on linguistic and cultural minorities in the Euro-
pean Community.

[...]

Hume (PSE, UK). — Mr President, I should just like to point out that there is a slight mistake on 
page 35, Annex II. The first resolution put down was in my name, not Mr Elliot’s.

I would like to congratulate Mr Killilea on producing an outstanding report, and in particular 
on ensuring that the report contains a very detailed and important source of information on 
the state of lesser-spoken languages right across Europe. I thank the Bureau for Lesser-spoken 
Languages for providing that study, it already does an outstanding job in the promotion and 
protection of lesser-spoken languages throughout Europe.

I also thank Mr Killilea for drawing clear attention to the fact that the essence of European Union 
is respect for diversity. The day we depart from that, the Union departs as well. That respect 
for diversity must relate to our cultures, our languages and particularly to lesser cultures and 
lesser-spoken languages. I hope that the Council of Ministers, the Commission and the govern-
ments will take up and implement the recommendations that Mr Killilea makes.
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14. 7. 1994 - No 3-433/169-171 - Concerning the Distribution of Structural 
Funds, John Hume Argues for a More Equal Share to be Given to Northern 
Ireland

Explanations of vote

Kohler report (Doc. A3-234/93)

HUME (PSE, UK). — Madam President, as a Member representing the last remaining 
area of conflict in this Community I have to say that I am a strong supporter of European 
Union, nor for economic reasons but for reasons of conflict resolution and peace. I am also 
a strong supporter of the Europe of the Regions and for that very reason I am deeply disturbed 
by what is being proposed for structural funds at the present time, and in this vote I am abstain-
ing. The reason is very simple. I represent an area which has the highest unemployment in the 
Community and in addition to that unemployment we have a conflict that prevents the inward 
investment to try to solve it. But when I look at the projected figures I note that if the Republic 
of Ireland which shares the same piece of earth with us, the offshore island of this Community, 
gets what it is protesting against -which is IR£7 bn., and it wants more than that, so it will get at 
least that — we in Northern Ireland should get at least £3 bn. But reports suggest we are only 
getting £1 bn. Now that means that our case is not being put at the Council of Ministers. I totally 
respect the Commissioner and the Commission for their implementation of the principles of 
harmonization of living standards across Europe and therefore raising the living standards of 
the poorer regions. I know that is the view of the Commission. I know that is what they want to 
do. I am astonished that the Council of Ministers, particularly under a Socialist Presidency, in-
stead of implementing those principles has been indulging in wheeling and dealing instead of 
looking into the real problems and I ask the Council of Ministers to please explain why Northern 
Ireland is not getting...

(The President cut the speaker off)
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1995 - Portrait of MEP John Hume

© European Parliament/European Union

1995 - Award ceremony in honour of John Hume, instigator of the 
1994 IRA ceasefire in Northern Ireland

© European Parliament/European Union
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05. 04. 1995 - No 4-461/127-132 - Presentation of a Special Support Pro-
gram for Peace and Reconciliation in Northern Ireland by John Hume 

9. Support for peace in Northern Ireland

President. — The next item is the report (A4-0068/95) by Mr Hume, on behalf of the Committee 
on Regional Policy, on the communication from the Commission to the Council and the Europe-
an Parliament on a special support programme for peace and reconciliation in Northern Ireland 
(COM(94)0607 — C4-0267/94) and on the draft notice to the Member States laying down guide-
lines for an initiative in the framework of the special support programme for peace and recon-
ciliation in Northern Ireland and the border counties of Ireland (SEC(95)0279 — C4-0084/95).

Hume (PSE, UK), rapporteur. — Mr President, in introducing my report, I want to begin by 
thanking my colleagues in this Parliament for their unanimous support for this project and for 
the peace process in Northern Ireland, and not just my colleagues in Parliament. Their response 
has enabled us to react very swiftly to the initiative launched by President Delors and followed 
up very strongly by President Santer. I must say that this Parliament, the Commission and the 
Council of Ministers have displayed a unanimity rarely seen in Europe, which has made a pow-
erful impact on the people of Northern Ireland and has greatly strengthened the peace process. 
On their behalf I wish to thank you all for the strength, unanimity and speed with which you 
responded to hopes for lasting peace in our country.

I wish to say a special word of thanks to former President Jacques Delors, who responded im-
mediately to peace in our streets by launching this initiative and by his immediate decision to 
confer directly with Ian Paisley, Jim Nicholson and myself. Although I am the one who is deliv-
ering this report, I wish to make it clear that I am presenting it together with Jim and Ian. We 
have consulted very closely and worked in full cooperation in preparing this report. That is very 
important as well. Unfortunately, Ian Paisley is not here at the moment, since he had to leave 
rather suddenly because of bereavement following the death of a very close friend. I want to 
sympathize with him and with his friend’s family and I want to make clear, as he has made clear 
to me, his total support for this report today. The fact that Jim, Ian and myself are working 
so closely together is something very positive and very encouraging for the people at the 
grass roots throughout Northern Ireland.

I want to say thank you to the Commission, to President Santer, who will come personally to Bel-
fast next Tuesday. That is a powerful expression of goodwill which is widely appreciated across 
our Community. Mr Santer will be accompanied by the new Commissioner for Regional Policy, 
who has already been to Belfast and Northern Ireland and who has already shown a great sen-
sitivity and understanding for the nature of our problem. On behalf of the people of Northern 
Ireland, I want to express our deep appreciation for the dedication that Monika — if I may call 
her that — has shown in this connection. Let us understand something. We are not just saying 
thanks. We are talking about something crucially important, which is peace in our streets and 
human life. I hope that the manner in which the Commission has dealt with this situation may 
be a flagship approach for the rest of the regions of Europe in dealing with the grass-roots prob-
lem. I will come to what I mean by that in a moment.

I also want to say a special word of thanks to the President of this Parliament and to the chairman 
of the Committee on Regional Policy, Mr Speciale. Parliament has agreed to sponsor a special 
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conference in Belfast next week on this very initiative which will be chaired by Mr Speciale and 
supported totally by Parliament and addressed by President Santer and Commissioner Mathies.

I would like to say a special word of thanks to my colleagues in the Committee on Regional 
Policy, who unanimously endorsed this report and, in particular, to the colleague from my own 
group, Eileen McCarthy who, as coordinator, did an enormous amount of work in ensuring the 
unanimity of the Committee on Regional Policy.

I am very happy to endorse the Commission’s proposals. We attach great importance to these 
proposals and the areas on which this initiative will concentrate: growth, employment, social 
inclusion, urban and rural regeneration, cross-border cooperation and industrial development. 
These are the areas in which real assistance can be provided for our people and new hope given, 
in particular, to our young unemployed.

This programme is, and must be, directed towards those who have suffered most from violence 
and depredation. Creating jobs and hope in the most afflicted communities must be our priori-
ty. The Commission has already stated this as its own priority and I am asking this Parliament to 
endorse it in our report today.

In relation to the actual operational proposals, I wish to thank the Commission for sending a 
special task force for the first time to consult with grass-roots community organizations to get 
their ideas. I hope that will be a flagship for other regions of Europe involving the ordinary peo-
ple, bringing power to the people and making Europe immediately relevant to them. I hope 
that the consultative process will continue throughout the implementation of this programme 
with the involvement of people at grass-roots level. In the final analysis, although we may be sit-
ting in a great place here, in the parliamentary capital of Europe, the only wealth this world pos-
sesses comes from ordinary people, human beings, their intelligence and their initiative. That is 
the real wealth which must be harnessed to create real opportunities in this world. Therefore, 
the closer we go to the ground to harness those ideas the better. In this initiative the Commis-
sion has gone right down to the ground with its task force and I hope it will take into account 
the ideas and proposals that have come from grass-roots level and continue to do precisely the 
same thing throughout the implementation of this programme.

As I have said, I hope our approach to this initiative might be a model for regional development 
in other parts of Europe. Next week’s conference will be a landmark in the history of the north 
of Ireland, with all of our parties and all sections of our community coming together to be ad-
dressed by the President of the Commission. The conference will be chaired by the chairman of 
the Committee on Regional Policy, Mr Speciale. It will be a very special occasion and I thank you 
all for it. After the twenty-five years that we have been through, our people feel very real and 
very great joy at what is now happening. We owe a great sense of appreciation to our colleagues 
in Europe.

What we are actually doing is following the example of this very city where we stand. As I have 
said before in this House, 50 years ago, in this very city where we stand, what was happening? 
Who could have forecast then that we would have an entirely new Europe today, in which we 
stand together while respecting our differences. Let us together now, in Ireland, follow that 
example. Let us work together our common ground, which is economics, and respect our 
differences. Let us regard this city of Strasbourg as our symbol of hope. May I also say thank 
you to those groups - particularly the Green Group - who withdrew their amendments in order 
to give unanimity to our statement today. I want to make it clear that this programme is de-
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signed to remove guns and bombs from our society for ever, not to make more of them. It is de-
signed to improve our social, physical, political and natural environment, not undermine them. 
Our natural environment, our quality of life, is one of the best assets for our future. We owe it to 
ourselves and to future generations to improve it.

Finally, this programme is in the interests of all our people and therefore I ask you, not only just 
to give support to my report or to the Commission’s proposals, but to be unanimous in your 
support for a peaceful future for the offshore island of the United States of Europe.

(Loud applause)

Nicholson (PPE, UK), draftsman of the opinion of the Committee on Agriculture and Rural Devel-
opment. - Mr President, you know I am always a very generous person like yourself! And I have 
no doubt you will — in the impartial position that you hold — show the same flexibility you 
showed to the previous speaker.

I would first of all like to pay tribute to Mr Hume for the preparation, the consultation and the 
bringing forward of this report. To some extent we in Northern Ireland have an image which 
those that know us very well know is richly undeserved. What Mr Hume and our other colleague 
in this House, Dr Paisley, have come forward with — while it does not in any way minimise our 
differences — will certainly give hope not just to our people, but to all those who are wishing us 
every success for the future. We must always remember that there are two traditions, there are 
two cultures, there are always two identities. It is always very dangerous to support one identity 
to the detriment of the other.

[...]

May I say we are delighted at the interest now being shown by Mr Santer and Commissioner 
Wulf-Mathies in the development of the initiative. They will both find a very warm welcome in 
Belfast next week. I have no doubt that this House will joint with Mr Hume and Dr Paisley and 
myself and all the people who are going to attend that. I agree totally with John Hume. This is 
the first time we have seen Europe going to the people, in a region of Europe that always con-
siders it to be so far away. As far as I am concerned, this really brings it close to them.

But we must remain realistic. This proposal on its own cannot resolve all our problems. It will 
certainly take many years to erode the legacy left behind by twenty-five years of terrorism and 
to heal the wounds. I do not pretend that we do not still have many deep divisions. But at least 
we are working positively to rebuild and develop our province. I feel our achievement and co-
operation at this level lays the foundation for better things to come. We all hope we are now 
approaching a new era for the problems of Northern Ireland.

[...]

This extra assistance must be spent, I believe, wisely and have the ability to leave sustainable 
jobs behind it. We must use the local authorities and build partnerships for the future. One 
question to the Commissioner is on everyone’s lips: When will the programmes be ready? 

[...]
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Also, we need to know how it will be implemented and to ensure that the people are involved 
and that governments are not allowed to destroy this great programme that Europe has brought 
forward for Northern Ireland.

I would like to thank the Commission and all involved and congratulate Mr Hume and the shad-
ow rapporteurs. I shall end by saying that Mr Hume talked about the symbol of hope. Yes, 
we all agree, that is the challenge. Now we have the hope. Let us build on that and allow 
the province to grow and mature as it should have been able to do for the last 25 years.

Thank you for your indulgence, Mr President.

(Applause)

President. - I should like to thank Mr Hume and Mr Nicholson for two very moving speeches. I 
did not cut you off deliberately. I will now exert discipline. I hope that the House will understand.

[...]

Crowley (RDE, IRL), draftsman of the opinion of the Committee on Social Affairs rind Employment. 
- Mr President, like the other speakers I want to congratulate the rapporteur, Mr Hume, for a tre-
mendous report, but I would also congratulate the shadow- rapporteurs and the draftspersons 
for their contributions. On behalf of the Committee on Social Affairs I have brought forward a 
plan which I feel will be of great benefit to the people of Northern Ireland and in particular heal 
some of the disadvantage and the exclusion which all sides of the community suffered in North-
ern Ireland because of the horrific violence over the last number of years.

At the outset I want to pay very special tribute to Ian Paisley, Jim Nicholson and John 
Hume for their coordinated work, which sends a very powerful signal to all concerned, in 
their joint news conferences and in their joint approaches towards gaining assistance for 
the area which they represent. I would call for unanimous support here in the European Par-
liament for this report because it takes on board the contributions and the concerns of all sides 
involved in Northern Ireland.

[...]

To save time and to get to the nub of the problem, I would like to quote a very famous Irish 
poet — William Butler Yeats — and he said in the Lake Isle of Innisfree:

’And I shall find some peace there, for peace comes dropping slow,

Dropping from the veils of the morning...’

Go raibh maith agat

(Applause)
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McCarthy (PSE, UK). — Mr President, Commissioner Wulf- Mathies, ladies and gentlemen, on 
behalf of the Socialist Group can I say how proud we are to have been able to play such an active 
role in the peace process in Northern Ireland by facilitating this special programme for peace 
and reconciliation. Indeed this programme is a model of good practice for both European 
institutions and Member States. If we were able to respond to every situation in such a 
spirit of cooperation, partnership and consultation our popularity with our voters and 
with grassroots organizations would be indeed unprecedented. This is a programme with 
which not only the people of Northern Ireland can identify but the people of Europe.

I have a personal interest in the success of this programme. 1 was born and brought up in Belfast 
as the daughter of a Catholic father and a Protestant mother. I know only too well the problems 
of divided communities. I am no stranger to the social exclusion, violence and the loss of friends 
that was characteristic of Northern Ireland. But I also know my own people and as they say, you 
can take the woman out of Belfast but you cannot take Belfast out of the woman. The people 
of Northern Ireland have vitality, they have creativity, they have energy and skills crying out 
to be put to good use. They have a sense of humour and an attitude to life which has carried 
them through the bad times and will be a solid foundation for the future. This programme will 
help to develop their skills, to rebuild the communities and help Northern Ireland to grow and 
prosper. But 1 would like to make a special plea to ensure that young people benefit and are 
actively involved in the programme. Northern Ireland’s youth should never again have to make 
the impossible choice I did between leaving their birthplace in search of new opportunities or 
remaining only to face insecurity, violence and the prospect of long-term unemployment.

[...]

I left Belfast in 1979 because of war and intolerance. I watched the Berlin Wall come down in 
1989 and I saw then that divided people can be brought together. On Tuesday I will go back to 
Belfast to a new era of peace. Can I say to the House it is a fantastic feeling.

(Applause)

Gillis (PPE, IRL). — Mr President, I am delighted to welcome, on behalf of my Group, the Com-
mission’s initiative in proposing a special support programme for peace and reconciliation in
 
Northern Ireland, and I wholeheartedly support the report by John Hume.

This report has been supported unanimously by my Group. After 25 long years of violence, 
bloodshed and division, this is a wonderful opportunity for the regeneration of Northern Ire-
land and, indeed, the social and economic revival of the entire border region, both North and 
South.

I congratulate and thank the Commission for the rapidity with which it has reacted to the 
changed political situation and the recognition of the need to support this by major assistance 
on an economic and social level.

[...]
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I also support the need for rapid implementation of this programme. The ceasefire which has 
been in operation for over six months has engendered a tremendous feeling of relief and good-
will, and people must see the concrete benefits of this as soon as possible.

It is important that the European Parliament be seen to be fully involved in this initiative - one of 
many which must be taken in the coming months if we are to play a real part in paving the way 
to a lasting peace in Northern Ireland.

I too look forward to attending the conference in Belfast next week.

(Applause)

Teverson (ELDR, UK). — Mr President, as a member not just of the ELDR Group but of a UK 
mainland political party, I would very much like to welcome this report and obviously the pro-
cess that went before it. I am sure I also add the Northern Ireland Alliance Party’s welcome to 
this report and the work of the three Northern Irish MEPs in this process.

[...]

I was a teenager when the Troubles broke out. I am delighted I am a Member of the European 
Parliament when the coming together has happened. Europe has had an important role here 
and if it showed this degree of concern for its citizens elsewhere, it would have the confi-
dence of more of its citizens.

Ahern (V, UK). - Mr President, on behalf of the Green Group I welcome Mr Hume’s report 
very much. The unanimous voice shown here today is evidence of the determination on 
all sides to end the conflict and also to regenerate our communities which have been dev-
astated over the last twenty-five years. I particularly welcome the commitment in the report 
to supporting the sections of the population most affected by deprivation and those sections of 
the population which are most liable to engage in paramilitary activity because they lack other 
outlets and because of the unemployment and deprivation in the very poorest communities.

[...]

I particularly like the emphasis on the grassroots involvement: over the years, many of the com-
munity groups in the north of Ireland, particularly women, have involved themselves in the 
grassroots conflict in concrete resolutions and Community initiatives.

As an Ulsterwoman, on occasions when I have been referred to politically incorrectly these days 
as a lady, I have been proud to retort: I am not a lady, I am an Ulsterwoman!
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16. 05. 1995 - Award of “European of the year” to John and Pat Hume

I warmly welcome the decision of La Vie’s Jury for the “European of the Year” to award its 1994 
prize jointly to John and Pat HUME.

As I have said in the past I am proud to preside a Parliament which counts among its mem-
bers John HUME, for John gives us a great example of how to translate our European ideal 
into a European reality. To achieve peace in all parts of our Union, humanity must tran-
scend nationality. John not only believes this; he has acted on this belief.

Northern Ireland has been the last remaining area of armed conflict in our Union. By his coura-
geous initiatives last year, a process started. And in a region where armed conflict, hatred and 
intolerance have threatened the peace and prosperity of the people, the guns have now been 
stilled. Through patience and determination, a cessation of violence has been achieved, and we 
can now glimpse the ultimate goal of a lasting peace in the region.

John has always placed this problem in its European perspective and has fought and won polit-
ical and economic support from Europe for the peace process. ·

Just during our last session here in Strasbourg he won Parliament’s unanimous backing for a 
major economic package of support for the region, which can lay the foundations for continu-
ing peaceful development. Now that the violence has come to an end there is a genuine 
prospect for the successful negotiation of peace.

How fitting that the prize from ‘La Vie’ should be awarded here in Strasbourg, which John 
himself described recently as “la capitale de l’espoir”. Strasbourg is the great European 
symbol of reconciliation. John has been inspired by this theme of reconciliation through-
out his life.

I warmly welcome the decision to award the prize jointly to John and Pat HUME. Pat is also a 
great militant for peace.

In the dark days of violence, and through the many threats to John and his family she has given 
rock-like support, with great courage, for all his endeavours.

The path towards a lasting settlement remains a difficult one. But as John himself has said, “there 
can be no turning back”. The most difficult step was to create the conditions for dialogue. 
Many were pessimistic about the chances of ending the violence. John and Pat persevered. 
Their efforts, their courage and their steadfastness have now had their first rewards.

And it is now for everyone involved, the Irish and British governments, the political forces, the 
churches, and the governments, and the institutions of the European Union to show the same 
determination to build a lasting peace.

-oOo-
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Last year you gave this award to Joergen HOLST and his wife from Norway for their great contri-
bution to the Middle East peace process. That was again an area of conflict where the prospects 
for an end to violence seemed very distant indeed.

So your prize today continues that tradition; audacity in the cause of peace.

Of course, we still see armed conflict in our continent.

Every night we see scenes of violence on television screens - no longer, Belfast or Derry, but in 
Sarajevo or Mostar or Bihac, on our doorstep.

So, the task of the European peacemakers remains formidable. Today we honour two such 
peacemakers in Europe. John and Pat HUME. With this, we encourage others to follow their 
example. To bring peace to all parts of our continent.

It is with the greatest of pleasure that I present La Vie’s prize for “European of the Year” to John 
and Pat HUME.
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14. 2. 1996 - No 4-475/105-109 - Mr. Hume Speaking on the Endorsement of 
the European Peace Package with Northern Ireland

3. Northern Ireland peace process

President. — The next item is the statements by the Council and the Commission on the peace 
process in Northern Ireland.

[...]

Plumb, The Lord (PPE, UK). — President-in-Office, President of the Commission, I would like 
to thank you both for your reports this morning on the tragedy caused by the explosion of the 
bomb in London last Friday. As my own Prime Minister said in Westminster, this evil act was the 
work of the IRA. It has all the hallmarks of their operations with the callous sacrifice of innocent 
lives: two killed, forty three injured, including three police officers; and many more suffering 
from the effects of the shock of that massive bomb. Indeed, it is a miracle that the casualty list is 
not longer and our sympathy goes to all the innocent victims and to their families.

It was a cynical betrayal. It was a betrayal of the trust placed in the peace processes both by 
the British and Irish Governments. It was a betrayal of the brave attempts, tremendous at-
tempts that were made by our colleague, John Hume, to include all sections of opinion in 
the democratic process. But it was, above all, a most cruel betrayal of the people of North-
ern Ireland and their manifest desire for peace.

Perhaps the only important ray of hope we see at the moment is the clear and passionate will 
of the people of Northern Ireland on both sides of the Community divide to see peace, lasting 
peace, definitively restored. We must all work to see that goal achieved. The two governments 
must not be intimidated and they must insist on the gun and the bomb being removed from 
the Ulster political scene for good. Trust will be harder than ever to establish, but it can only be 
established between political parties whose commitment to the democratic process is unequiv-
ocal. I am confident that the sovereign governments will give a lead in this direction and we in 
this House, and you Mr President of the Commission, I know, will support their effort.

We have helped to create the climate through our endorsement of the European peace pack-
age. We must give our moral support to the people of Northern Ireland, to their democratic po-
litical parties and to the two sovereign governments in their search for progress. We must help 
to see this brought about in a day of democracy.

[...]

Paisley (NI, UK). — Mr President, I should like to put two questions to the Council and the 
Commission. Does the Council and the Commission agree with the action taken by both Prime 
Ministers and governments in the United Kingdom and the Irish Republic of cutting all ministe-
rial contact with IRA/Sinn Fein until a total and permanent cessation of violence? Will they put 
on record their support for this joint policy between the two Prime Ministers? Is the Council 
and the Commission aware that the ceasefire was never total? Today the police have issued the 
record of what took place in the past months of the ceasefire. It is a terrible record. Both sides 
violated the ceasefire. Ten people were killed, murdered, by the Republicans; 597 attacks on 
the police, the majority Republican but many also Loyalist; 60 attacks on Protestant and Roman 
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Catholic churches, many of them burned to the ground; 44 attacks on Orange Halls, many of 
them burned to the ground; 6 arson attacks on GAA premises and they too were burned to the 
ground; 176 vicious, diabolical punishment beatings by Republicans and 101 vicious, diabolical 
beatings by Loyalists. Does this not suggest to this House and everybody that there must be a 
total and permanent ceasefire before we can move forward?
 
Hume (PSE, UK). — Mr President, I am sure that I speak for the mass of the people in Ireland 
— north and south — today in expressing our deepest gratitude to the presidency of the Coun-
cil of Ministers, the Commission and my colleagues throughout this Parliament for their state-
ments today and for their solidarity throughout this peace process.

Let us begin by all sending one clear, common message from here today of condemnation of 
that terrible atrocity in London and of deep sympathy to the families and people who have suf-
fered, and to ask our colleague, Alf Lomas, in whose constituency it is, to pass it on for us.

In particular, I also wish to express our deep gratitude to the President of the Commission and 
Commissioner Wulf-Mathies for the fact that they went on to our streets directly and met direct-
ly with our people, bringing them together. That has given enormous encouragement at grass-
roots level to ordinary people to build this peace, and that strength of purpose for peace is still 
there. My appeal to them is to stay steady on the road which they have created in that peace 
process and in that peace programme.

Let us give one strong, clear and unanimous message from Europe today to the people through-
out Northern Ireland and Ireland, because that will for peace is still powerful, and let them know 
that they still have very powerful sympathy and support right across Europe, by making two 
very clear statements. Firstly, that violence or coercion of any description has absolutely no 
role of any description to play in healing the problems of a divided people — all it does is 
deepen the divisions and bitterness that go to the heart. Secondly, that the only road to 
the future for a divided people is dialogue of all its representatives coming’ together as 
soon as possible and facing up to the challenges and reaching agreement, because only 
with agreement can we have the lasting stability from which comes lasting peace. Out of 
instability comes all sorts of symptoms, the worst of which are violence and killing of innocent 
human beings. So let us send that strong and clear message: total opposition to violence and 
total and absolute support for dialogue of all parties around the same table as soon as possible.

(Applause)
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19. 10. 1998 - No 4-526/2-3 - Nobel Prize Address

IN THE CHAIR: MR GIL-ROBLES

President 

(The sitting was opened at 5 p.m.)

1. Resumption of the session

President. - I declare resumed the session of the European Parliament adjourned on 9 October 
1998.

2. Statement by the President

President. - It gives me enormous pleasure to be able to share with you all today my joy at the 
award of the Nobel Peace Prize to John Hume and David Trimble.
(Applause)
Over the years the European Parliament has been constant in its support for the peace process 
in Northern Ireland. The road to peace is not assured. Just as the award of the Nobel Peace Prize 
to John Hume and David Trimble must fortify the people of Northern Ireland in their quest for 
peace, so must the award reinforce our own solidarity and that of the international community 
as a whole in the peace process. Here in the European Parliament we are proud to salute our 
colleague John Hume.

(Applause)

Banotti (PPE, IRL). - Mr President, I appreciate and thank you for your kind words. I am sure all 
our colleagues will share our great joy and pride in this unique honour paid to John Hume and 
to David Trimble. After all the anguish and despair of the last 30 years this is a wonderful trib-
ute to the consistent belief on John Hume’s part that the non violent path to peace in Northern 
Ireland was the only way. I would like to thank you and join with all our col  leagues in express-
ing our great joy and support for John Hume and David Trimble in the work they are doing in 
Northern Ireland.

(Applause)

Oomen-Ruijten (PPE, NL). - (NL) [...]
Mr President, I think we should congratulate not only Mr Hume himself, but the whole Irish peo-
ple too on the fact that the Good Friday agreement has created fresh opportunities for peace. 
I think it would be appropriate if Mr Martens, our group chairman, conveys his good wishes to 
him again in the House tomorrow, and through him our good wishes to all those who now have 
a chance to make peace a reality.

[...]

Puerta (GUE/NGL, ES). - (ES) Mr President, on behalf of my Group, I would also like to congrat-
ulate our fellow Member, Mr Hume, since we have all seen how hard he has worked to achieve 
peace in Northern Ireland over the years. I am going to take this opportunity, on behalf of the 
European Parliament - which has drafted numerous resolutions on the subject -, to welcome 
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the fact that the bloody dictator Augusto Pinochet is today awaiting trial in London and that we 
will have the opportunity to hold him accountable for having violated human rights, for having 
submerged Chilean democracy in blood and for having caused the death of President Allende. 
I believe that all democrats in Europe and throughout the world to  day hope that impunity will 
cease. We hope that all judicial and government institutions will prove themselves equal to the 
task and fulfil the hope that these crimes will not remain unpunished. We hope that someday 
the International Criminal Court will be able to fully exercise its jurisdiction over those who 
commit crimes against humanity and crimes of genocide and who violate human rights.

(Applause)

1998 - John Hume and David Trimble meeting before taking the floor in 
Strasbourg
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Gallagher (UPE, IRL). - Mr President, thank you for giving me the opportunity of congratulating 
John Hume who was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize on Friday last. Coming from the border 
counties and representing part of that historic province of Ulster, I was overwhelmed, as were all 
the people of Ireland, when John Hume was so rightly awarded the Nobel Peace Prize.
In all his press conferences and all his interviews on Fri  day and Saturday last John Hume was 
magnanimous. He said this was for the people of Ulster. It was for all those who helped to 
pursue the peace process culminating in the peace agreement of Good Friday. I sincerely 
hope- as do all in this House - that this will further the peace process and bring us to the 
day when in the North of Ireland we will have peace with justice.  John Hume has spent 
30 years of his life on this, ably assisted and with the strong support of his wife Pat - and I 
would pay tribute to her also. John Hume was always a righteous man but not necessarily 
a self-righteous one.

Deánaim comhghairdeas ó mo chroí le John Hume as ucth na dúise Nobel a bhuachan. Bí se 
tuillte go maith aige tar éis 30 bliain ag obair thar ceann na síochána.

Bonde (I-EDN, DK). - (DA) Mr President, I would also like, on behalf of my group, to congrat-
ulate the Nobel Committee in Oslo on such a splendid and well-balanced choice. My group 
unanimously nominated both men for the Nobel Prize, and I am glad that it was awarded 
as a double prize, so that the idea highlighted would be that of peace and not the cause 
of one side or the other. We know John Hume here in Parliament as a man who has con-
sistently worked for peace - certainly during the 19 years I have known him here. When he 
comes tomorrow we can pay tribute to him. My group has also had the opportunity to meet 
David Trimble on a few occasions and have only words of praise for the Protestant side in the 
peace settlement. He showed very great personal courage when he had six members of his 
group against him in Westminster and only three with him in his bid for peace. I do not know 
how many group chairmen in this House would put for  ward proposals if they were part of such 
an obvious minority in their groups. I think that Mr Trimble has made a very impressive contri-
bution to the peace process. I there  fore feel that the Nobel Prize Committee is fully justified in 
awarding the prize equally to both sides in the conflict.

My group was the first in Parliament to hold study days in Belfast. I urge all the other groups to 
hold study days in Belfast, to get to know that beautiful area and see how, together, we can lend 
a hand in the peace process in Belfast, for they deserve it after so many years of war.

Cox (ELDR, IRL). - Mr President, on behalf of the ELDR Group, I wish warmly to congratulate our 
colleague John Hume on the recognition which has been given to him for his courage, consis-
tency of analysis and on the way he has persevered politically and personally over many, long, 
trying years in Northern Ireland. For my Group, I could agree entirely with the words of Senator 
George Mitchell of the United States, who for almost three years also made a significant per-
sonal contribution to the search for peace in Northern Ireland. He said that without John Hume 
there would truly have been no peace process, and of David Trimble he remarked that without 
David Trimble there would have been no peace agreement. They have each in their own way 
showed enormous courage. We congratulate them.

(Applause)
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20. 10. 1998 - No 4-526/53-56 - Nobel Prize Address Part 2

IN THE CHAIR: MR GIL-ROBLES

President

5. Nobel Peace Prize

President. - Honourable Members, yesterday I had the opportunity at the beginning of the 
session of expressing the great satisfaction of the House at the Nobel Prize which has been 
awarded to our colleague, Mr John Hume.

(Loud and sustained applause)

Many Members expressed the wish that our colleague should hear their congratulations di-
rectly, so I propose that one member of each group should now extend congratulations to our 
colleague, for one minute. Afterwards I will give him the floor. We can do today what was im-
possible yesterday.

Green (PSE, UK). - Mr President, it gives me the most enormous pleasure to be able, on behalf 
of the Socialist Group, to pay tribute to our colleague and our comrade, John Hume, who, as you 
know, is now a Nobel Peace laureate.

John Hume’s contribution to the peace process in North  ern Ireland is without question the ba-
sis on which the Good Friday Agreement, which we all hope is going to lead to long and lasting 
peace in Northern Ireland, was founded. We pay tribute to John and the immense work he has 
done, the personal trials that he and his family have overcome over three decades in the search 
for a peaceful solution in Northern Ireland. In saying all that, we pay tribute as well to David 
Trimble who shares the Nobel Peace Prize this year with John, for the courage he has shown in 
more recent times in moving forward on the peace agreement for Northern Ireland.

But to John, our dear John, who has been a member of our group for some years now, we want 
to say how proud we are of him, how difficult the years have been, how we understand he has 
been subject to physical attack himself but also to vitriolic personal attack as a result of his 
efforts to open up the peace process. That has been recognised in John, by the Nobel Peace 
Prize but more importantly by the Good Friday Agreement which is, we know, a testimony and 
tribute to the work you have done. It is for us a great pleasure to share this moment with you; it 
is a wonderful moment for us. We thank you, we congratulate you· and we wish that this will be 
a stimulus to fight and continue the fight for peace in Northern Ireland. All of us are with you in 
that.

(Applause)

Banotti (PPE, IRL). - Mr President, on behalf of my group and as a very, very proud Irishwoman, 
I would like to pay tribute to John Hume and to say how pleased and de  lighted we are that he 
finally received his just reward and recognition with award of the Nobel Prize, both to himself 
and to David Trimble.

After a time of great anguish and pain in our country, these are the good days, John, and thank 
God you are there to enjoy them and to enjoy the tributes from your friends and colleagues and 
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your countrywomen and men at this particular time in your life.

We look, too, at the great tenacity you have displayed in the past 30 years in trying to find peace. 
Your path of non violence has finally, please God, won forever the sort of peace we have all been 
praying for in Northern Ireland for a great many years.

Our warmest congratulations to you. The country is proud of you. The world is proud of you and 
especially also, of course, this Parliament of which you are a distinguished Member.

(Applause)

1998 - Moments before John Hume was acclaimed for the Nobel Peace Prize 
in a plenary session
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Cox (ELDR, IRL). - Mr President, on behalf of the ELDR and on my own behalf I want to warmly 
congratulate our colleague, Mr Hume.

Mr Hume has shown the most consistent commitment to the constitutional way in politics in 
very difficult circumstances throughout his adult life. He has also brought powerful personal 
analysis to bear on the politics of a divided society. It is based, most of all, on a sense of toler-
ance, pluralism and respect - respect for divergent and different traditions. It is that analysis 
which has become the foundation stone of the peace process. Mr Hume has also personally 
taken major risks for peace. He had the courage, in the face of much criticism, to bring Gerry 
Adams and Sinn Fein into that process. They are an important part in the evolving situation in 
Northern Ireland.

His award this week, an award which he has generously acknowledged is a mark of respect for 
the new situation in Northern Ireland itself, is richly deserved. I congratulate him and his ev-
er-supportive wife, Pat, personally on this achievement.

I wish, on behalf of my group, to warmly congratulate and acknowledge the role of Mr David 
Trimble. I quote Senator George Mitchell of the United States, who played an enormous role in 
this process. He argued correctly, I believe, that without John Hume there would be no peace 
process, and without David Trimble there would have been no peace agreement. It is therefore 
right and proper that these two men, in their separate ways, through their separate political 
journeys long and recent, should be recognised handsomely in this way.

(Applause)

Collins, Gerard (UPE, IRL). - Mr President, it is a very great privilege and honour for me, on be-
half of the Union for Europe Group, to very warmly congratulate Mr Hume on his outstanding 
achievement in being awarded the Nobel Peace Prize. I wish to congratulate him and his wife as 
well, who had to stand with him during a very lonely vigil down the many years.

(Applause)

I have watched Mr Hume very closely over the many years in which he has been trying to pro-
mote peace with justice in Northern Ireland. There was a time, particularly, when he had very 
few friends: he was very unwelcome at most doors that he knocked on to plead the case for 
people who deserved what we take for granted here today. I watched John Hume as a young 
man with a small band of loyal and dedicated followers trying to stir up the consciences of 
many people. He made a great breakthrough, initially, here in the European Parliament. It was 
here that he learned how the Member States could cooperate with each other after a very 
difficult time during World War I and World War II. He brought this experience home to 
Ireland and asked people why, if the Germans, French and others can do it in Europe, we 
cannot do it in Northern Ireland. This was a lesson from Europe which worked in Ireland. Eu-
rope responded strongly to Mr Hume’s request in helping him to make it a reality. I very much 
hope that the recent recognition - much de  served and much valued - that Mr Hume has had 
be  stowed on him by the Nobel group will act as a further incentive to Mr Trimble and all the 
others that are there to follow right through to the end of the road, knowing that they have the 
full support, not only of Parliament, but of the entire world.

Well done, John. We wish you God speed in everything you are trying to do.
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(Applause)

Puerta (GUE/NGL, ES). - (ES) Mr President, on behalf of the Confederal Group of the European 
United Left - Nordic Green Left, I would also like to express our delight at the award of the No-
bel Prize to our dear colleague. We see John Hume as a man of peace, a man of tolerance, an 
outstanding man who has explored the paths of peace, who has been ahead of everyone else, 
several years ahead, and who has always taken personal risks, has always been committed, and 
has always been convinced. And he has set an example for us all. For Europe, the Irish situation 
was a terrible wound in the very depths of its own political body. And the determination of 
men like John Hume has made this light and this hope possible. Some say that peace and 
a normal democratic situation have not been fully achieved in Northern Ireland, but he 
has made the objective of peace and political normalisation irreversible.

Like all the parliamentary groups, we believe that this prize actually bestows more prestige on 
the Nobel Prize than it does on John Hume. The Nobel Prize gains in stature when people like 
John Hume receive the prize from the Academy.

So today, as Members of the European Parliament, we share John Hume’s prize. His determina-
tion, his modesty and his friendliness mean that we feel as if he is family to  day, beyond the pro-
tocols of an institution. And we are sure he can count on the whole of the European Parliament 
to go on working for peace in every corner of Europe and the world. Thank you, John Hume.

(Applause)

McKenna (V, IRL). - Mr President, on behalf of the Green Group and especially my colleague 
Nuala Ahern, I would like to warmly congratulate Mr Hume on this honour. It is an honour not 
just for Mr Hume personally, it is also a great honour for this House that a Member has received 
the Nobel Peace Prize. He now follows in the footsteps of other great men of peace, for exam-
ple Nelson Mandela. It is also an honour for all the other people who have worked for peace in 
Northern Ireland.

Less than five years ago when I came to this Parliament it was still very difficult for John Hume, 
and there was a lot of opposition from the mainstream media in some countries, including my 
own, to the initiatives he had taken. He has been proved right and what he did was clearly right. 
It has moved peace along. There is a lesson to be learned from this, and it is that very brave ini-
tiatives taken by people, who stand up to bitter and strong criticism against themselves, their 
families and their followers, can prove extremely important in achieving peace when in the end 
they are proved right..

As many people have said, we still do not have peace in Northern Ireland, but we are getting 
there and I hope that the generation that is growing up in Northern Ireland, in particular young 
people, have the right to grow up in a demilitarized society where guns are seen not as the 
norm but as something unusual. John Hume will have contributed to that. On behalf of the 
Green Group I congratulate him most warmly for what he has achieved. He has sent out a clear 
message to other people in the world that we must take courageous action. It is the only way 
forward.
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Lalumiere (ARE, FR). - (FR) Mr President, on behalf of the Group of the European Radical Alli-
ance, and also person  ally, I should like to express our warm and heartfelt admiration for John 
Hume, and also our gratitude.

With clearsightedness, patience and courage, you, Mr Hume, have managed to stay on course 
and achieve the goal. We hope that the peace agreement will hold firm and be permanent. You 
have been an example to all of us and for us, as Members of Parliament, you are and you will re-
main the example to follow. We are proud to have a man of your stature in our midst. You have 
also been the embodiment of a message of hope and tolerance. Clearly, tolerance should 
be the rule throughout Europe, as it is one of the fundamental values of our Union, but 
there are unfortunately still some very problematical areas in Europe. Northern Ireland 
was one of these areas but, thanks to you, we are once again full of hope. We thank you 
from the bottom of our hearts.

(Applause)

Nicholson (I-EON, UK). - Mr President, on my own behalf· and on behalf of my group, I wish to 
offer my warmest congratulations to a colleague, someone I have worked with as a Member of 
this Parliament for over nine years. I offer my sincere and warmest congratulations on the 
award he has received not only to John ·but to his wife, Pat, whom I know very well in-
deed. Indeed, there are occasions when, if you want to get something done, it is Pat I have 
to contact and not John.

(Laughter)

I should also like to congratulate my own leader, David Trimble, who has shown remarkable 
fortitude and courage as the leader of the Ulster Unionist Party. I know better than anyone else 
the risks he has taken and, indeed, the challenges still before him. His courage should not go 
unnoticed.

(Applause)

I also wish to say that, as someone who has been in political life in Northern Ireland for the last 
25 or 26 years, I know the difficulties, risks and challenges and what it is like to plough a long, 
lonely furrow through the last 30 years in Northern Ireland. I have to echo the words of my 
leader at the time: he just hoped that it is not too soon. We all hope and pray that it is not too 
soon and that we are on a route from which there will be no turning back to the last 30 years 
we have experienced. We have a challenge before us. I think we will face that challenge. While 
there may still be a long way to go, I certainly believe that there will be no turning back and no 
looking back.

It must be said that John and myself, and indeed Mr Paisley, have shown by our cooperation 
within this Parliament what can be achieved, what is possible and how we can achieve it. The 
challenge is there for us all to take up. I know my party leader and I know John, and I know that 
my party leader and Seamus Mallon will be in Brussels at the part-session at the beginning of 
November. We have an opportunity in this Parliament to recognise the work and the task and 
the deeds before us. I end by congratulating John again, and wish him every success with the 
award.

(Applause)



42

Hume (PSE, UK). - Mr President, I am clearly very moved by today, and I thank you all for the 
warmth of your support. Obviously, I was very honoured to achieve this award, but I see it not 
just as a personal award. I wish to express my deep appreciation to the members of my own 
Group here and to the members of other groups who nominated me for this award. As I have 
said, I do not see it just as a personal award: I see it as a very powerful expression of the inter-
national goodwill and support for peace on our streets. I have no doubt that it is strengthening 
the will of our people to continue in the enormous task of ending a quarrel of centuries and 
bringing lasting peace to our people.

Throughout that peace process I was very grateful for the enormous support that the 
process has received from this House and the institutions of the European Union and, in 
particular, the programme for peace and reconciliation which was unanimously endorsed 
by this House and which is doing so much work at grassroots-level. It is so positive that it 
deserves to be studied now by other regions of Europe.

But, most important of all, I have to say that, as far as I am concerned, the peace process in 
Northern Ireland has been most heavily inspired by the example of this House. When I first 
came here in 1979 - I tell this story often - I went for a walk across the bridge from Strasbourg 
to Kehl. I stopped and I thought: 30 years ago if I had stood on this bridge and said: ‘Don’t wor-
ry, although there are 25 million dead for the second time in a century and for centuries these 
peoples of Europe have slaughtered one another, now it is all over and in 30 years they will all 
be together’ I might have been sent to see a psychiatrist. But it happened. Let us not forget 
that European Union is the best example, as we have learned, in the history of the world 
of conflict resolution.

The philosophy that created European Union and the peace of Europe is a philosophy - if you 
study it - that is at the heart of our agreement: respect for difference and for diversity, the cre-
ation of institutions which respect that diversity but which allow all sections to work together 
in their common interests and economics - spill their sweat, not their blood. In this way the real 
healing process of breaking down the barriers of centuries begins and a new society evolves. 
That is the philosophy of European Union and it is the philosophy of real peace and, might 
I add, that is the philosophy that we should be sending to areas of conflict in the world. 
We should not be sending armies, we should be sending a philosophy. The philosophy we have 
in this building is a philosophy that will resolve conflict everywhere because, at the end of the 
day, all conflict is about the same thing: it is about seeing difference as a threat. What we all 
have to learn is what the peoples of Europe have learned and we are learning in Northern 
Ireland: difference - whether it is race, religion or nationality - is an accident of birth and is 
not something we should be engaged in conflict about, it is something we should respect.

Thank you very much for your support today.

(The House rose and accorded the speaker a standing ovation)
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1998 - A standing ovation given to John Hume in the European Parliament 
after being commended for his Nobel Peace Prize Award 
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28. 7. 2002 - Address by Pat Cox at the John Hume Lecture at the Patrick  
McGill Summer School in Donegal

Introduction

I want to thank Dr. Joe Mulholland for the invitation to address the Patrick MacGill Summer 
School and to congratulate him and the Summer School Committee, chaired by Michael Galla-
gher, on organising such a varied and extensive programme.

It is a particular privilege in my role as President of the European Parliament to have been asked 
to deliver the Annual John Hume lecture. This affords both a personal and institutional opportu-
nity to acknowledge the political contribution of one of the European Parliament’s outstanding, 
respected and longest serving members, first elected in the direct elections in 1979.

John Hume

John Hume is one of Northern Ireland’s eleven-plus generation for whom, like so many of us, ed-
ucation was a key to personal growth and transformation that previous Irish generations were 
denied. Early involvement in the civil rights movement, inspired by Dr. Martin Luther King and 
others, matured for John into a political vocation of unparalleled influence. He is a graphic il-
lustration, if one needed such, of the power of influence as distinct from the influence of 
power. With the brief exception of the Sunningdale Executive in the early 70s he was neither a 
Prime Minister, a Minister nor in government and yet his presence has been both constant and 
immense.

Tonight is neither the time nor the place and certainly I am not the person to comprehensively 
assess John Hume’s contribution to Irish politics. Yet two outstanding features of his approach 
commend comment. He intuitively grasped at an early stage the importance of internation-
alising the Northern Ireland problem and the search for its solution. Encouraging the active 
engagement of the two sovereign governments, Irish and British and of the EU and harnessing 
the potential and goodwill of the Irish American diaspora are key achievements of John Hume’s 
dogged political determination. For him, international engagement was essential to break the 
inertia of insular isolation.

A second insight was John Hume’s deep understanding of the real meaning of European inte-
gration, not the common view of many in Ireland that the EU was or is about funds or markets 
alone but rather he sought as a model for conflict resolution, peace and reconciliation and 
constantly expressed his conviction as to its relevance to Northern Ireland.

In his most recent speech in the European Parliament John Hume remarked that from his own 
experience the three principles at the heart of the European Union are the same three principles 
at the heart of the agreement in Northern Ireland. “Number 1: respect for difference - that is 
what all conflict is about. Difference should be respected. Number 2: institutions which respect 
difference, and number 3: working together in the common interest and by doing so breaking 
down the barriers of the past”.

It is said come’th the hour come’th the man. For nationalist Ireland in its long and dark 
hour of travail John Hume was there, steadfastly flying the flag of constitutional politics, 
of respect for the rule of law over the alternative paramilitary law of the jungle. I am so 
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pleased John Hume is here tonight and I want to say to you, John, on behalf of the Euro-
pean Parliament, how much we respect and thank you for that contribution. Inspired by 
European integration he tirelessly preached the message of peace and reconciliation.

Inspired by this very special colleague I should like to proceed to the wider theme of this year’s 
Summer school: Ireland and Europe. The three attributes which I have ascribed to John Hume 
are no less important to our Irish debate on Europe - the power of influence, international en-
gagement, and European integration as a positive force for peace and reconciliation. First let me 
reflect on Ireland’s journey in recent decades.

[...]

Europe of Values

Let me turn now to the European Union and the values it espouses and promotes in its inter-
nal and external policies. The European Union, not least in the enlargement process promotes: 
pluralist democracy, respect for the rule of law, for individual and minority rights, respect for 
cultural diversity, open competitive market economy, solidarity and sustainability. These values 
are enunciated in the treaties and permeate European Union public policy at home and abroad. 
They are entirely consistent with Ireland’s preferences and interests. Like many others I believe 
the European Union can claim to be perhaps the most successful peace process in history. It 
evolved as a zone of peace and reconciliation only after the drastic redistribution of power fol-
lowing two world wars in the twentieth century, in the shadow of the Cold War, with the safety 
net of Pax Americana and with the seed capital of the Marshall plan. But determined European 
leadership and vision was also forthcoming from leaders such as Monnet, Schuman, Adenaur, 
de Gasperi and Spaak. Their leadership was indispensable.

[...] 

I am proud that the EU and its member states have led the way in ratifying, promoting and 
defending the International Criminal Court as the most significant step forward to date in the 
protection of human rights on the international stage. Each of these initiatives has the full back-
ing of the European Parliament. Each stems directly from the activity and goals of the United 
Nations. In each the European Union and the European Parliament have been the most faithful 
and consistent global allies of the United Nations.

I am proud also that the European Union and its member states in terms of international solidar-
ity constitute the largest donor community in the world for nation building, for humanitarian 
aid and for sustainability. You may be surprised to learn that collectively our European contri-
bution in these terms is vastly more than that of the United States of America and is running to 
Europe’s credit at a ratio of 2.5 : 1.

This is the European Union and these are some of the policies of the European Parliament in 
which I live and work my political life and values. Sometimes at home here in Ireland the shrill 
commentaries that so pervert and traduce this positive commitment to global solidarity and 
sustainability shock me in terms of their political provenance, their content and, as measured 
against the facts, their poor focus. That the European Union is the world’s leading green advo-
cate, in the context of environmental policy, is virtually lost in the Irish debate, not least on the 
part of those politicians whose appreciation of such policy should be strongest of all.
[...]
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Ireland and Nice

And then there is Ireland and Nice. I began this evening in relation to John Hume’s distin-
guished career with a distinction between the power of influence and the influence of 
power. In my visits to Central and Eastern Europe I literally could not exaggerate the ex-
tent of interest and fascination in and with Ireland’s story in the European Union. By many 
we are seen as the role model which they will seek to emulate. Our capacity to build relation-
ships and win and influence new friends was never richer in potential nor so fraught with dan-
ger.

1979 - John Hume during one of his first hemicycle sessions in Strasbourg, 
November  

© European Parliament/European Union
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