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We are concerned at the inflexibility of your most recent communication. It does not reflect, in tone
or content, the pre 10th May position. This coupled with recent political statements must raise a

serious question over your commitment to a real peace process.

Sinn Féin is committed to securing peace and an end to conflict. In our view this requires a genuine
peace process which sets equality, justice and political stability as its objectives and has as its means

dialogue and all embracing negotiations in the context of democratic principles.

In attempting to progress towards that situation we are prepared to be as reasonable and flexible as

possible.

There is a way forward for all who have the political will to grasp it. Our will to do so should not

be in any doubt.

We are perplexed by your latest communication. In this you require a private unilateral assurance,
that organised violence has been brought to an end. The purpose of a dialogue about peace is to

bring all organised violence by all parties to the conflict to an end. This is implicitly recognised in
the contacts which have been made in the past several years. Without any such assurance we were

prepared to proceed to the point of a face to face meeting. We welcomed this development.

In the course of that exchange you asserted the belief that a two week suspension to accommodate

talks would result in republicans being persuaded that there is no further need for armed struggle.

Because of our commitment to a lasting settlement and despite all of the difficulties involved we
sought and received a commitment to facilitate that step so that we could both explore the potential
for a real peace process. We acknowledge this positive response to our request as a sign of the

seriousness of those involved.

The commitment was conveyed to you by the intermediaries. You failed to grasp that opportunity.

This failure has frustrated any further developments.

Your latest written communication states that the "importance, seriousness and significance" of this
message "was fully understood". The logic of that should have been to move forward on the outlined

basis. Regrettably that did not happen. Instead you did not respond to this development.

We believe that this may be for expedient, internal and domestic party political reasons. If we are to
move forward such narrow considerations must be set to one side. We are not interested in playing

games.
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In addition, much time prior to this was devoted by us to the drafting of an 11 paragraph response
to your 9 paragraph document. This has been lodged with the intermediaries for some time now. It
was our intention to put this on the agenda when the joint secretariat, proposed by us, met to agree

procedures. Because of your failure to respond this did not happen.

The manner in which we have handled this project is a clear demonstration of our seriousness and
commitment to bringing about a peace process. The way in which you have handled it has damaged

the project and may have increased the difficulties.

Your failure to respond, coupled with recent statements by your Prime Minister and other senior

ministers shows no flexibility or imagination.

As for events on the ground. The greatest number of fatalities for some time now in the conflict
have resulted from the actions of loyalists groups acting both on their own agenda and as surrogates
for British intelligence. South African guns supplied by British agent Brian Nelson with the full
knowledge of the British authorities are being used for attacks on the nationalist population, members

of Sinn Féin and their families.

This is the reality of events on the ground which we seek to change, so let us be serious. There is

conflict. The issue is its resolution.

The absence of such a peace process condemns us all to ongoing conflict and tragedy.
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We are concerned at the inflexibility of your most recent communication. It does not reflect, in tone
r

or content, the ce geting. This coupled with recent political

statements must raise a serious question over your commitment to a real peace process.

Sinn Féin is committed to securing peace and an end to conflict. In our view this requires a genuine
peace process which sets equality, justice and political stability as its objectives and has as its means

dialogue and all embracing negotiations in the context of democratic principles.

In attempting to progress towards that situation we are prepared to be as reasonable and flexible as

possible.

There is a way forward for all who have the political will to grasp it. Our will to do so should not

be in any doubt.

We are perplexed by your latest communication. In this you require a private unilateral assurance,
that organised violence has been brought to an end. The purpose of a dialogue about peace is to
bring all organised violence by all parties to the conflict to an end. This is implicitly recognised in
the contacts which have been made in the past several years. Without any such assurance we w>r&—%
to the poinf of a face to face meeting. We welcome"'this development.
&
In the course of that exchange you asserted the belief that a two week suspension to accommodate

talks would result in republicans being persuaded that there is no further need for armed struggle.

Because of our commitment to a lasting settlement and despite all of the difficulties involved we
sought and received a commitment to facilitate that step so that we could both explore the potential
for a real peace process. We acknowledge this positive response to our request as a sign of the

seriousness of those involved.

The commitment was conveyed to you by the intermediaries. You failed to grasp that opportunity.

This failure has frustrated any further developments.

Your latest written communication states that the “importance, seriousness and significance” of this
message "was fully understood”. The logic of that should have been to move forward on the outlined

basis. Regrettably that did not happen. Instead you did not respond to this development.

We believe that this may be for expedient, internal and domestic party political reasons. If we are to
move forward such narrow considerations must be set to one side. We are not interested in playing

games.
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In addition, much time prior to this was devoted by us to the drafting of an 11 paragraph response
to your 9 paragraph document. This has been lodged with the intermediaries for some time now. It
was our intention to put this on the agenda when the joint secretariat, proposed by us, met to agree

procedures. Because of your failure to respond this did not happen.

The manner in which we have handled this project is a clear demonstration of our seriousness and
commitment to bringing about a peace process. The way in which you have handled it has damaged

the project and may have increased the difficulties.

Your failure to respond, coupled with recent statements by your Prime Minister and other senior

ministers shows no flexibility or imagination.

As for events on the ground. The greatest number of fatalities for some time now in the conflict
have resulted from the actions of loyalists groups acting both on their own agenda and as surrogates
for British intelligence. South African guns supplied by British agent Brian Nelson with the full
knowledge of the British authorities are being used for attacks on the nationalist population, members

of Sinn Féin and their families.

This is the reality of events on the ground which we seek to change, so let us be serious. There is

conflict. The issue is its resolution.

The absence of such a peace process condemns us all to ongoing conflict and tragedy.
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