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OPPRES3TON AS A CAUSE OF INTERNATTIONAL VIOLENCE

9y Sean MacBride

Vhon thinking of what I was going to say tonight, I found myself
crifting into the guestion of violence generally; so possibly I may start
of oy dealing with aome aspects of the violence which seems to plague
huasoity at the mcuent., I came to realise that very little thought had
Beon given to thae spread of violence and brutality in the world generally.
Each time we tend to regard it as isolated violence arising from some

bardiculaxr oause, But ithere has been no analysis made as to what general
cironmsiennes were responsible for the spread of violence in the course
of the lest ten or fifteen years in particular, By violence I refer
pariicularly to what could be described as political violence: vialence
inspired by political motive as distinct from violence inspired by a
perscra. motive of gain or satisfaction of some passion., It seems to me
thet the {irst thing ve have to realise and admit to ourselves is that
vislence has been growing generally in the world, both political violenoce
and ulso what can be called criminal violence, Both have been on the
increase., Vhat is this due $0? Nobody seems to have really analysed
this,  True, we can find many causes for particular cases of violence

in dif'f=rent regions of *the world, But it seems to me that the main
cailre Las b3en 8 breaxdowr: in the various elements that act as a brake

¢n viclence., Human beings sre generaily speaking violent: every human
being is Lorm ag a rather violent humen being, a violent person. But
vioiences is cwrbed to a lavge extent by parental influence, parental
contxol, by education, by discinline, by environment, and so on. So if
nere has been er increase in viclence in the world in recent years,
shourd we not look for the cause of i%t in the Psilure of the restraining
ipfluences thnef{ usually wrevent a human being from being violent? In
othexr wonds, should we not lock to the question of parental control,

to the gugstion of zducation and s&lso ireligion to a large extent as well
es to tes surrcucding circumsisnces in the world whioh seem o be
centucive ta vislence?  To what extent, for instance, did the last war
create a sivuation in vinich violence was likely to became moreprefalent?
Te whet sxtent 4id the sxverclnation of Jews during the war break down
certaln resisuance ts violencae?  Because violence is contagious, It
scels 1o be very contagious at ths moment in the world: it spreads from
cne ond of the world o the other, I +hink experience generally shows
that there is a cersain eiznent of contegion in violence and in brutality,
S0 to what extent 4o we blame the last war for some increase in the
violence? Iscause people have become inured to oruelty, to brutality,

to pecple being killed, The fact that several million Jews were put
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in gas chambers horrified us st the time ~- at least those of my generation.
But hasn't that worn off? Haven't we become acocustomed to that? To

what extent has Vietnam inured us alaso to brutality and violence? I am
only groping and searching for the various factors that have been conducive
to the creation of a situation in which violence and‘bruta;ity have

became more prevalent.
I think among all these, one factor probably stands out more than any

cther:- it is that we have undergone the greatest scientific and material
revolution that mankind has ever undergone in the course of the laat 25
years, a revolution which has had tremendous influence in every sphere of
numan sotivity., We have hardly realised it because we have been living
through it. But there has never been in the whole history of mankind a
Sclentific revolution or a materisal revolution as great as the revoiution
through which we have been living for the last 25 years -- at every level,
cedical level, scientific level, material level, and this revolution has
nad a number of different results. One of them has been the total
Ereakdovn in both public and private morality. I think it is very likely
thet one of the causes of violence in the world today arises from the

fact that there has been this breskdown in public and private morality,
daue to the revelution itself. To what extent has The discevery of nuclear

cnergy been a cause of the breakdown in public and private morality or a
cause in the increase in violence? No sooner was nuclsear energy discovered
than it was inmediately harnessed to new weapons of dsstruction that ere
capable of wiping out the whole of humanity. All the young generation
and the not-sc-young generation have grown up to accept this as a fact
of' 1ife, that any day nuclear war may break out and that the whole of
auzanity will be wiped out, What impact has that had on the thinking
of the younger generation? What impact has it had on the restraining
znfluences that normally would prevent human beings from resorting to
violence or to brutélity?

I Telt T should.beéin.this talk tonight by pulling out a few of thess
questions and examining them more closely in the light of perticular
Sircunstances in the world as they existt Naturally a degree cf

orrraession and injustive will provoke a reaction, The extent ana

sPression, and secondly on the extent to which human beings are being
vioient and cruel in a given aituation, And hers I think;WE must face
UL to the situation that governments themselves have largely provoked
violence, Governments by their conduct have created situations in which
V10iencse was more or less inevitable, Let me toke a simple sxample,
Take Brazil, We all now that thousands and thousands of political
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tortured and then relsased. We know toc that there are squads organised
by the police that shoot suspects at sight. More or less the same thing
18 happening in Chile now, All right, if you are a person who ias likely
to be suspscted in these countries and if you know that if you come across
this particular squad of police, they will shoot you at sight, you very
likely decide to be armed and to drgw.your gun first. ©So that there is

& kind of classical example of action by government, by state authority,
which provokes in its own oppression violence in opposition, and I think
that this ocours in many areas of the world where people have been denied
elenentary humun rights or where there is an endemic built-in violence in
the aystem, for instance, because there can be violence built into a
system; there can be economic violence, violence condemning people to
live below certain standards of living, violence which forces them to
accept a given system,

So I think we have to face up to a aitustion that much of the present-
day values probably arises from the breakdcwn in the public morality of
governments and in their own excesses and their own tendency to resort
tc violence and illegal behaviour. Let us also face this situation,
thet by and large -- it is very hard to generalise it -~ governments have
benaved immorally themselves, have rot set good examples. Take the Nixon

period of goverrment -- I am living in the United States at the moment --
surely this was bound to lead to a break-down in the respect for public
moreilty? And he is not an exception. We have hed this kind of thing
all over the world, psrticularly if,yod‘realise that at the moment I
thiuk 70 per cent of the governments of the world are military dictator-
ships that rave secured power by the use of force and usually assassination
and aifferent illegal methods. So that one of the causes for violence,
end ixndesd one of the causez for oppression a3 well, stems from the laok
of moral bshaviour on the part of the political leaders of the world --
arl this we tend to accept much too easily. Normally it would be the
churches, tre religions, whose task it would be to maintain certain
stardaids c¢f morslity, certain ethical behaviour, but they have been

carpletely overtaken by the speed of the scientific and material revolution:
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w1} have not beern able to adjust to it; and churches in any case were
never devised so es to be able to react quickly'to any situation. They
are £0 buiit so &3 to change f%ry'slowly; So the churches have been
urenle to keep up with the speed of the changes that have been taking
piace, Maéolithic churches haven't changed, and in many cases the
churches were themselves involved with an unjust order; in many cases
they themsslves were closely linked with & corrupt establishment, an
establishment thet tried to-maintain the status quo for the benefit of

©

Q.
=




- L =

2 certain small section of the people. BSc that the churches have also
failed to corract the situstion,

Now, &all this asounds rather dspressing, but I folt I should draw
attention to these matters in order to be eble to emphasise some other
aspects that I tnink erc important, Among these of course is the
question of the erfective protsction of human rights. The leaders of the
postwar period, most of whom had lived through the last war and had
ocoupied pcositions of rosponsibility, I think foresaw the situation in

vhich we are iiving wow. That is vwhy they got together in 1948 or '46
and started elsborating the Universal Declzration of Human Rights, which
is an extremely iirportant document, prooubly the most important human
document thet humanity lias vroduced. It is much more comprehensive than
any other similar instrumeat; it is much more coaprehensive than Magna
Carta or the Firench Declaration des Droits d'Houme or the American
Deoclaration of Indspendence ar even than the_Karl.Marx Manifesto, because
it is comprexcnsive, it corprises every aspect of human relationships,
of relationshipas with hunen beings with taeir goverrments, and also i€ is
universal in its cpplicstion. So to 2 large extent it is probably the
most important instrumernt that huwanity has produced, and this was
produced with thz intention that it should form & new sot of standards
for governrenis and for human baings., I think a lot of credit is due

to the statesmen of that psrind who produced it and who believed in it
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declaration of intent; and it was not binding.
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was fine, it was i
The intention of thre leader: of ihaet pericd was %Yo make it binding, and
accordingly work aterted on tixe preparaiion of two main covenants for

the protection of huban risnts. Work 2tarted immediately after 1948 and
continued until 1355. In 19455 twe covernents were unanirously adopted

by the United Netiocns after z greal dzal of discussion of details., But
these documents were not retifizd. Oone Of them wes ratified, i.,e. 1€
acquired the recuigite nunter off rastifications ii October of this year,
when Jamaica firelly rcatii'ised the CTonvention of Beconomic Social and |
Cultural Rights, 50 that 1t is ratifisd, and i'arms part of international
law with regard to the countries to which it appiies, But I doubt if any
of you have read the Coveznunt on 3ocizl and Bconomic Rights, It is an
extremely important document, und I cannov understand how in a courntry
like the United Kingdom where the lLabour movexent is strong, where

the trade unions are welli organised, they heve not tzken the initiative

to ensure that it wowld be ratified and applied here. I am not going

to bore you by goiung througn the provisions of this Convention, but it
forms part of the international law of the worid, and I think it would
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bs vselui if a greater study could be mede of its provisions, For

lagtance, Artisle 1 provides tuat ell peoples have the right of self-
deteruination, By wirtue of that right they freely determine their
poiitical status end i'veely pursue their eoconomic, social and cultural
Avticle 3 states that parties to the present Covenant
the equal rights of men and women to enjoyment of
and eultural rights set forth in the present

development,
under take to ensure

&1l esansalic, soolel
And it goss om in great deteil to deal with the rights of

worikers, tae right to strlke, the right to orgenise trade unions, the

right to decent weges, and so cn, bBut I venture to suggest that no

Coveaenanvc,

trade union leader has even read this Counvention, and I would urge very
stronegly that 3 study should be made of it and that the Government
sksd why it nasr't ratified thids Convention, why 3ritain

should rot ratily it, It wouid be possible for Britain to ratifly certain

por*cions of it &t least, if not all of it. But ocertainly it is an

extrexncly imsertant Convention end it is absolutely extraordinary how

shoulid be A

1t has been Lore or lear csst aside and nobody has given any thought to

1t. e Convertian on falitical and Ciwvil ﬂ.lghts has not yet been

ratificd by the 35 scuiairi=s of the werld; it has been ratified by

M counteics snd I think it can be assumed that it will be ratified by
0ae ouasy countxy wi.thivn 2 matier of the next few uonths, probably before
the end of *thia year, Then we will heve a Convention on Politicai and
Civil Kights retified, As soon as it is retified, machinery will be set
up tor i%a applicadion, Cominiasion of 16 members will dbe set up,

with & whole set of puwers. Eut Britaln has cot ratified it; the
United Szates hss nol retified it; Prance has not ratified it. Very

Tew of the Western densoracies heve ratified 1t, except the Scandinavisas,
fccoviingly, inig Cumizsion vhich will be set up will be set up largly
by the Sccieilat ccowntries.  Fe will vrcohably have a situation in whieh
the chisl guesdiea of ths human righits of the werld will be the Soviet
Jrione 4 dor't think anyune Das given any thought to thet, It is
avsolutely fantasile *iat nore of e bvig Westera democracies have
retiricd 1v. Wiy deu't thoy ratify 15? Whaet is their objection to it?
Do they realise vthes oy 40% hevicg ratifod it, they have excluded
themselvez from Luing atls 3o ;;;r‘i‘::f-.cipatc: in the inplepeantation of the
Recnenicn Cor fhe prauacs 3o of huamen rizhts. A strange thing happened
Loo, mhich was cwpletuly uunriicipated ot the time , that there i3 a
protocel to the Convention, '*.-'ihf-.d& Spler lndividuels to make complaints,
énd that selz in meiinn mecheniza & iittls bit équivalent to the mechanism
of the Cocvention of Mumon Rights, We all thought at the time that this

protocol would never be raviryied, It has besn ratifisd and will come
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