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DEVELOPING A MODEL HUMAN RIGHTS PROGRAM:

PARAMETERS, ISSUES and PROCESSES

An Inte#view with Prof. Albie Sachs i//A8Y/A082

What a*e human #ights? What makes them #ights and who

dete¥mines this?

Human #ights at*te those fights which belong to people as

people. They awe dint¥insic to the natute of being human
beings. The function of the legal system and the moral system is
to acknowledge tihleme . nlofE St ig e e fast el tihie mi e a nid St o c e aite the
fogmulations and the mechanisms which enable human beings to
tealize them. These jnttinsic #ights teally don't change ovetf
time but the mode of exptessing them s vetky influenced by
cultute and the e¥udition of ideas. One conceives of an expanding
FUOR  OF 29 6lies . Thete can neve¥# be absolute fteedom o absolute
fights. In the contempota¥ky wo#ld we have a global economy...we
have global inffasttuctutes and communications and intefactions
and we now ake developing global concepts of human #ights. But in
my own view they ate not fights which ate fofrmulated 1in one
count¥#y and then tfansported to anothe® and then emplanted thete
with success. Human rights corkespond to the sttrivings and the
inhetent rights of people ; What the global dialogue
does is to enable people evefywhevre to discovef the
commoness...the commonality in theiy¥ stkivings and the stkivings
of people elsewhette. In this sense theke can be the spteading and
the dive#sification of the language of #ights. What is important
to conside% 1is that #ights ate noutished by the stfivings of

people evetywhete. We all entich and conttibute to the ¥oots of
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#ights.
SIE What factofs and/of pftocesses have genetally been associated

with the denial of human Fights...of with acts against them?
AS Thete have been the denial of human ¥ights in the public

sphete thtough the states...th%ough aggtandizement, th#¥ough
conquests...thtough slave#y...thrtough colonilization...th¥ough
pefsecution...thftough ghettos...th#ough genocide. These atfe
pethaps the most spectaculaf fo¥ms of #ights denial in which one
gtoup, one nation, one #ace identifies itself as being supefiof
to othe#s and goes on to ensliave and to innihilate and to destfoy
and to supptess othe¥s. Othe# fokms of #ights-denial ate not
necessatily ditectly Tinked with State activities. These involve
vaktious fo#ms of pefsecution, humiliation, indignities pe#formed
by corfpotations...pekformed by institutions [ i.e.

J...and even pe#fotmed within the family

Jes@ o Pat¥iarchy possibly cotresponded to the way people lived
and defended themselves, suktvived and migrhated...and possibly
could even be justified at a ce¥tain stage --- I am only saying
JUsE pessibily --- but which becomes aggtessive undef othet#
conditions. And this patkiakchy has a vety st¥ong cultutal
tenacity which #esults within the family OF whe  daghyal of
#ights. The#e can be humiliation...the degtadation of family
membe#s. With ceftain cultu#al acceptance the #ights of the man
becomes the denial of the kights of the women; the ¥ights of the
pafents becomes the denial of the #ights of the childten.
SE Once the process of the denial of human #ights has begun what

factofs, fotces, ptocesses atte likely to make the situation
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wokse? (2]

AS People often speak of connivance by the oppfessed. I myself

am f#athek dubious about that. Often what is inte#¥phteted as
connivance is simply su#vival in which thete §isn't an othef cleat

altefnative. But certainly the unwillingness of the opptessed to

® o

1Tink up with othe#s who ate in simila¥# conditions...individualizing

thei® own fotm of opphtession... makes it much easie# to devide
and rule. Silence on the part of bystande#s...patticularly those
who <claim to ? you. What is happening doesn't
concegn them, it has no effect upon them. Also the vefy strong

tendency to blame the oppressed fo# thei¥% conditions. We see this

® o o

in all cultutes and in all societies. In the mode#n wokld thete

is of coutse massive ptopaganda...misinfofmation...dikty t¥icks..
The State intefvenes to defend itself not simply thtough dijtect
opptession but thfough Jlies and thhtough stif#ing up conttove¥sies
and th#tough misdiftecting attention f#om its own c#imes.

SE What types of categoties of human #ights should we considetf

® & o

when we make plans fo# human #ights intekvention?
AS I think that the theme should be the univefsality of human
tights.This fundamental. If and when anyone intefvenes they do
not idinte¥#vene f¥om a condition of supertiokity but fathe¥# f#om
a condition of humanity. What we do is not essentially dikected
at castigating the opptessoffs who afe involved but #athe# what we
dg 98 ditested  aw  SUppeike ol and  ehie  libgtatieon of @ w2he
opptessed. This fequites an acknowledgement of the unive#sality
of opptession and the capacity to opptess. No one is immune from
(B hEa Rt It is ve#y t¥agic that peoples and nations who themselves

have been opptessed have themselves succumbed to being
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oppresso#s. [ NOTE SOME EXAMPLES

Having said this I want to add that the themes which I find to be
fundamental are f#eedom of conscience; fteedom f¥om fea¥® and the
tight to dignity.

* Freedom of conscience is the numbe# one...it is the ¥espect fo#

evetybody's beliefs...thoughts...ptefetences and choices...pkoviding

that this doesn't involve the violation of the #ights of othe#s.
tp  ghat sepse X whivnlk Ehelefelke 4 ap salkes onh & ey Rind 6f
significance. We afe not simply viewing the human being as some
fational cteatute and then defining eve¥ything in those teé#ms.
But fathe ¥ that a human being is capable of making
choices... . excercising chofces...of being awaie. The human being
has the #ight to be awate...has the ¥#ight to make his
choices...has the #ight to believe of to disbelieve. Al e €t
is I think at the hea#t of evetything.

* Freedom from fea® means that it is not only the violence, the
opptession, the subjugation, the humiliation which is involved
g el deat kil Wt 48 B ee e fieapac ey e @ndos) oalat Hightts 17
you awe fea¥ful...ve#ky fiightened...you will withd¥taw into
you#self and be unable to enjoy othe# ¥ights which you afe
entitled to...kights such as education, health, the #ight to
ttavel...to know eE Vel s c®i  BREUY TG0 o 0 O expfessing

youtself. So I would make the f¥eedom of feat the second basic

human #ight.

AT hie st hsid S Bifgihi b= sEit hie SR i gihit Stio i diitgin i tly: S Didigin  t ' inloit "ainilly iin' £ hie

negative sense of the ffeedom f#om toktuke, violation and int%usion"
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and have the ffeedom to walk peacefully in the stkeets duting the
day. To me dignity, in the mode#n wokid, means nutkition...it
means access to health...it means access to education. These ate
fundamental <conditions of what in legal te#ms we might «call
equal pkotection. We can have guatanteed attention by publiic of
ptivate autho#ities to ensufe that eve¥ybody gets the minimum of
a decent 1ife. I see these all as being intef-felated. The g¥foss
inequalities which you find in the stkuctuite of a countty such as
mine, South Afgica, between blacks and whites in telation to
education and health...and 1iving conditions, afte not simply
questions of matetial inequality. RYait et it ety S tloiuicih upon
SRl thay weucls upon youf chaf#acte¥ as a human biesintgisrsrats a
citizen. And thetefote theke is a duty to kespond to this aftea
as well. This would be my t#io of human ¥ight categoties.
SE Why do we do something - if we do - about human H#ights
denials...inftingements? What afke the factofs which lead to
ouf intekvening?
AS That vatkies enofmously fhom factots such as pufte oppoftunism

ama - a. GRamGE  we  Tchel? a8 0uliEiiSs.ce  TRELenE  Tn whae

affai#s of otheks, to a sense of pefsonal and individual necessity

that one wants to live as a ftee pe¥son in a ftee woild. Thaw 1%

is pa#t of ones own fteedom...pakt of ones own ¥ights...pakt of
ones own dignity to take a stand against unfteedom, ty#anny,
and indignity in ftelation to othe#s...whethe¥# it is immediately
in ftont of ones eyes..whethe¥ it is in anothe® <countky of
whethe$ it is in ones own countky.

SE What would you# own human #ights agenda phtiokities be?
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AS Right now we ate involved in f&ying to develop a model fot

ouf GORCwREEe ‘jtuarien fn Seutlh AFTYicd...Uhiclh 98 How
necessakily a model fo# the wo#ld. A constitution is centfal as a
document which embodies the basic stkivings and claims of
evetybody...which acknowledges the fundamental equality, iy @l s
and dignity of evetybody. A constitution also ckeates mechansims,
institutions and principles for secubing those fundamental claims
and demands. To the extent that we ate in a mode#n countfy which
has a stfong legal cultufe and a long histoty of st¥#iving fo#
human #ights against opptession, to that extent I would say that
we afe vl slile §eOaTEolE 0F & Suligglie Foi a8 nedeil; dynamic,

functional, accessible, flexible and undetstandable constitution

which will function. But it is not simply a question of having a
document in place. The document is itself pa¥kt of the stkuggle
and it itself has to be maintained by human beings. e basg e
function; it has to be opekative. It has to have a sufficient
cettainty to ensufe that it has the clakity and the ¥#¥igidty not
to mafginalize anybody ame  weE fespond to evetybody's
claims...having also the flexibi{ity and openess to fespond in a
conciete way, ovektime, to the evolving needs of people.
SE What would you want to know about whom and what, in yout
initial assessment in otdef to make the necessafty human
tights intetvention planning decisions?
AS I would stakt off the othe# way. I would stakt off with people
tathe# than with a plan...with thei¥ <cognizance and with
thei¥ dinvolvement fathe® than with a plan. Instead of coming up
with a plan and then t#ying to seil the plan, as it wete, I

would stafkt with the people. And I would do this because #ights
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belong to people and people have to be engaged in st¥uggling fot

theit own #ights. And this involves pa#allels between evefybody

the poot; between the employefts and tkade unionists...and
obviously in my countky between black and white...between Tland

oiWinie t's's alnids = thie ™ liainid e sis S We S al Nl hialvies it ol bie = i nivio T vie d S iin =t hie
ptogham. We all have to -~ tky and find ceftain cote
values...cefrtain common things which unite us as human beings.
Not simply poetic things but kathef Feal conckete necessities of
1ife. And then we must develop the mechanisms fo# ensu#ing that
these ate made available on a fai¥ basis...on a minimal basis at
the vew#y least fot evefybody. This means that those who have will

have to acknowledge that the have-nots also have a claim. And the

have-nots have to acknowledge that the pkocesses of fe-
Gl B DU 06 o 0 OF chairiig 0L 90 a5 8co o have to be
themselves fralit o tihiaE et hiely s hatvie to be =equitable. And so

evekybody has to be involved in this pltocess. As you can see I am
veity concefned with the issue of ptocess since out of the phocess
people will find thei# own fo#tmulations. And when people find
eliayls Ul Feolmllasyeon8cscand e Gal  dkaty ol inte#fnational
expefiences in this fegakd...then and only then will the
fo#mulations wobk. When the fofmulations at#te imposed fkom above
they don't wofk; people find ways of eluding them.
SE F#om you# petspective as the people go about processing the
relevant expetiences and facto#s and cheating viable
fokmulations how much time should be allocated to this dinitial

stage of prtogtam or effoirt development?

AS I think that thete ate slow and matu#ing times and then thete
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ate times fof accelefated advance. We in South Af#ica have
had a long slow painful matuf#ing time and now we ate in the midst
of a time of accele#ated advance...of heightened and intensified
dialogue. We have to get ou¥ constitution whitten. But we have to
make a <constitution not of expe#tts and specialists who fegakd
themselves as being enlightened. Rathe# we need massive
involvement of all stfata of society who come up with theit
ptoblems...who sha%e with all of us wheke thei# shoe pinches;
what they want and in dialogue with othe#s who see the same issue
ftom a diffiettlent  “plokiint ofi view. We all need to fiind clommon
gfound. Then the expekts will come in in oktde# to find the
fo#tmulations in te#ms of the packaging...packaging in the sense
of the assemblage s0 that the pafits inte#t¥elate...that they «can
function well dtawing upon the expe#inces of othe#¥s. I don't mean
packaging in the sense of a nice outek packaging in okde¥ to sell
a pktoduct. In this sense I think that we have to advance ¥apidly
in ou* countt¥y. A ckisis is upon us and we have to now stakt
speaking to each othe#. I don't mean dialogue fo# the sake of
dialogue but Fkathe% dialogue fo% the sake of ptoviding
answe#s...of phtoviding solutions that will stick and which ate
based upon the fundamental equality of all.
SIE If you wete to ttanslate what you have said up to now into

the language of goals what would be you# sho¥tef as well as
youk longe¥ human tights intekvention phogtam of effokt goals?
AS The shoft te¥m goals ake to get the phinciples acknowledged
and unde#stood...univefsalized in a paftticula¥ countky o¥% in the

unitvetses dn which they ope#ate anid ‘to estiablish stable,

®
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functional and well tailoted institutions to back them up. These
needed institutions would include the legal mechanisms as well as
the educational and centkal mechanisms...the public opinion
mechanisms...the otgans of civil society which have a vekty active
weOle  Bo PLAYe These jnstitutions must be given thei# space in a
kind of plufalistic unive#se. Not just the plukalism of ideas and
political pakties but a plubkalism of institutions and mechanisms
to guakantee that the %ights will take. Then one has to have a
ceftain acknowledgement of leeway...of space fok ghtowth and
development. The long te#m goals ake the development of a stfong
cultute of kights evefywhete; of people becoming habituated to
them. I always have this image in my mind of a dfunk pefson who
as he of she is being d¥tagged off to the lockup shouting g T
demand my constitutional tights'. We want eve#ybody to be
thinking in these te#fms! And that takes time. I would want the
development of social and economic ¥ights to back up and to give
significance to the fundamental fif#st genefation f#ights; the
frights of fkeedom against opptession and abuse. It siee it hiiis e aals
being extkemely impofktant both in the medium and in the long te#m
We need to advance on all fkonts to develop a fespect and
consciousness fofk fights in all of these diffektent akeas. The
autonomy and the active ivolvement of all individuals and social
g#oups is fundamental to this phocess.
SE Who would you ptefe to make this goal selection?
AS The selection of these goals must be made ffom the longings
and the hopes and expectations ffom evekybody. No one is mote

entitled than anybody else to have dreams and expectations.

Rathe# it is pa¥t of thei% univetsality which gives #ights thei¥
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sttengths...and not only mofal and philosophical stftengths but
thei# functional sttengths ibn the sense that evefybody
identifies with them. Evetybody believes in them. Eve¥tybody sees
theik vikttues. And so the ¥ole of the "expe¥t" is maybe to help
i Bhe abRieculatiolecoth e Tanglage...il Bh@ Fine Buhing of whe
exptession of the fights. But it is not in thei%k discovety.
SE What ckitetia, if any, would you use in otde¥ to accept of to
teject a specific goal of gfoup of goals?
AS I would have two cfitetia. One has to do with the goal's
soutce...that is the me#ging out of a kind of demockatic and
pafiticipatoky ptocess in which people ate ftee to exptess thei#
goals and demands on the one hand. And then theke is the chitefia
of wunive#ksally accepted nofms and standakds on the othe#. The
value of the univeksally accepted no#tms is that they ake bo#tn of
multiple expefiences of human beings in multiple
conditions... multiple times and muiltiple continents. . .multipie
histotical expefiences. They distill expefiences in and f%om all
of these situations and thetefote they will be apphtopiate. They
will help enkich and be themselves enkiched by the pakticulat
expejfiences of pakticula#* communities. YoU Uyltl JeCyEE wlas .y
some extent I am downplaying the #ole of expetts. Fo# me the Fole
of the expe#t is to distill out; it is not to cheate. Maybe some
GRPAkKES Gah be & lgeslie daving {0 Berns oFf abiticlla®iohe ootk
tetms of mechanisms...in te#ms of choice of language. But they
ate not cteating the #ights and they afe not establishing the
goals., I think that it would be whkong if the expefts wekte to do

that. We a¥e not looking fok messiahs unless the messiah simply
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articulates what is alteady thete.
SE Ate thefe any goals, shofttef o# longef tefm, which you would
feject in you# model human #ights pkogtam/effopt?

AS

SE - OF whe Dany avaiylablie weeghinyques goel Uil 20 achiele ald w2
effect human Hights effokts which ones would you ptefef to
use and which ones would you fteject?
AS I think that we need govefnment. Goveftnment is exthkemely
impofttant patticulakly in countfies whette masses of people
suffe# extkeme depi#ivation and humiliation. Gove#nment has a vety
majo¥ *ole to play in guatanteeing basic dignity and access to
health and to education...to leafning, to tkavel, to adventutke,
iEIGENNS DlotiAt S tioR clulilRt ulrle B otk etvielHyiblotd iy The gove#nment can be a
wonde#ful weapon if people ate invoived in govefknment...if it's a
people - di¥ected goveknment...if it's an accountable govefnment
At the same time govefnment can be an oppkessobf. What I am
patticulakly conceffned with in the modefn wokld is that
govefnments have teftible tools of opptession and misleading
people. These ake tools which ate hidden. L8 18 IoE Jgusgte eiic
SHTORNE N ol 8 e JUstE W  8p%o Ete S isesthe e lect onic
eavesdkhopping...it's the secfet files...it's the manipulation of
the media...it's the dis-info¥mation and the difty tkicks which
govefnments as well as phtivate oftganizations go in fo#. And this

is of paftticula# concefn. And it seems fo# some sthkange feason to
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be gkossly undefplayed in the discussion of modetén Fights

instfuments and documents. Thete is velty, veky lTittle on this; on
the #ight to infolmation, the f¥eedom f#om being spied upon by
you¥ own govefnment and so on. The answe® is not to do away with
gove¥nment but f%athek it 1is to make govefnment open and
accessible. Anothe & issue which gfeatly concefns me is

militakism. It is not simply that militakism cheates human ftights
inffingements...that the ends justifies the means o% that the
technology of destkuction becomes moke impoktant than the people

fot whom the technology was allegedly invented. Militakism

involves huge expenditufes on the one hand which ate wusually
associated with seckecy and dis-infofmation. The%e 35 a vast
intefnational ttade. Weapons of destfuction engage the scientific
mind and the be is an immense amount of pkopaganda and
disinfofmation sukkounding it. I also find that in many pafts of
the woi#tld whekte human $#ights ate being massively denied that this
is vefty much lTinked to militaky adventukism. To the extent that
wel cainsicallie diown S atl I oM S tihie Bwiatkis s Snlot Bjiuis t t hiet s Clollid Wit and
the militaty style of thinking...and the siege mentalities in the
diffetent pakts of ou# wolkld...and the conquest mentalities all

ove# the woild... I think that we will be able to libekate motfe
tespect and mote concefn fof human beings and less Hespect and
concefn fo#t the technology of destkuction. My majok conce¥n s
the telationship between the envikonment and humans. Ouf ‘"gfeen
spots" af%e only now beginning to show. I myself have been a
longtime advocate fof a clean envikonment having as I do a natufal

affinity fok the land. I lTove mountaineefting...and the sea. My
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eyes have been opened to a latge extent to the degkee to which we
ate bejng attacked not only by visible fokms of envifonmental
deg%adation but also by hidden fo#ms...th#ough the despoiling of
the aik...of the soil and of ou¥ kivek¥s. And of the wokld in
which we all live. TfoRestihied Ve xttiein ot hiatt S aln envikonmental
consciousness makes us awate we also become conscious of humanity
and of ou¥ vekty fundamental fight to Tive in a clean wokld...the
#ight to beauty and the #ight fok ou# planet to suftvive. This too
is an akea which also Pekquifes ou#t concetn and effoltt. It sulely
is not a simple thing to save ouf planet and to save the people
Wihio lhitvie "o it
SIE What guidelines do you suggest that we use to accept as well
as to teject these vakious available techniques; including
the ones which you have been kefefbing to?
AS Ouf choices of techniques afe not just gut feactions although
gut ‘Fkeactions sukely come into play. Dialogue, as I noted
eatlief, is fundamental. Pafticipation by evetybody is ctucial to
the whole pftoject. Because it is thtough dialogue that we
discovef# ateas of common humanity...that we seek out ways and
means of advancing the fights of those who afe disadvantaged
without necessafily destfoying the human kights that the
advantaged have. It has been tough fok me to fealize that the
#ich will always be with us as will the pooft. And maybe we ate
not going to have a wo#ld in which thefe wont be dFnequalities
between those who atke bette% off and those who afe wofse off. But
if this 1is so then at least we can have a common flamewofk of
shakted fundamental values...of values which unite us as human

beings even if thefe is a diveksity not just of cultuke but also
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a divegsity of access to the good things in 1ife. And we can
build on those aspects. So once mofte we come back to the question
o il pikioiciersisiotitio il piatktiiici pla £ loink. oo fadiitaitolglule i olfiis plefalkiiinighstiolelalc
othefk...of discove#ing these things. And then people have a #ight
themselves to dete&mine what theik kights should be pHovided
that thei¥ ktights don't inffinge upon the #ights of otheks. And I
wlimd wihaE Eiis 8 vundapepheal we geelig Liihnes HugliEs oot me
only getting it %ight in te¥ms of human kights fofmulation but
making it wofkable and functional.
SIE What types of policies would you need, would you want,
in otde% to facilitate the effective cakdying out of yout
model human #ights pktogitam? Policies felating to the pefson whose
#ights have been inf¥inged upon of denied; fo¥% the pFkoghkam's
staff, fok the human fights phog#am itself and fo# the community
at latge in which all of this is going on?

AS It is the policies which concenttate upon the pafticipatoky

aspect, the phtocess aspect, of the effo#t which ate fundamental®

It is not a question as Ameficans have done of thtowing money at
the p#oblem...it is not a matte# of pointing fingeks at people.
g g f GUESEIon  F  (aVelvilg peepla i disenssing  wlhiay
destinies and in sensing that they themselves have capacities fotf
self-detetmination...fo# ckeating the conditions fo#t that.

This 1is of cou#fse a veky idealistic apphoach. But we must
fecognize that idealism is veky fundamental to any human fights
pktoject. iSn mofe concfete and ptactical tefms one stafts off
with secu#ing 1ibe#al bases of involivement...of discussion and

of openness amongst people who alkeady have taken a stand. You
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encoufage them and you stfengthen them...you defend them. You
give whem & cense of vebhih and 0fFf (DPORCAICE .00 SEHEE  OfF
acknowledgement. You back them up whekeve¥ possible without
intebvening in what they ate doing. What you afe giving them is
the fight to exptess themselves and you hope that all of these
diffetent gtoups can 1ink up with each othetf. You constantly set
univefsal values and documents. You tiky and stfengthen and
develop in evehlyway possible the cultukte of kights in tefms of
suppotrt fol human #ights ghoups...foft legal bodies which defend
Fights...but also fo# bodies which ate conceéned with the social
f#ights of nutkition, of health and with education. So it is a
question of constantly building up all of the time with the view
to empoweking people and enabling people to discovef and to
afticulate thei# own demands in these ateas.
SE- What afe the qualitiesi chabactedistics, skills, abiltities,
attitudes, values, enefgy levels of staff, etc. who you would
want in you# model human $ights ptogham?
ASSEaTh e s flinyis tEut hieinig ewihiic e T S ifolo kot fi s ain d e Wihij e i Pesifsiait okt a ] RTRy,
intuitive, but so fak it has wotked vely well fo# me, is what
I call heakt. It is a mixtufte of coufbage and sensitivity in the
pefson. I'f heakt doesn't exist one can . be as intelligent, well
ke ald i ela finie s Rl ats SR ainiyat hiiinig bluERR I RE AN Uls Bl s iniitigiolinig St ol & Wo b ki olu t
with such a pe¥son. The whkong vibes ate going to come out...and
things ake going to be inappftopiate. The pefkson will be seen as
imposing himself...whete #eally what is needed is fo# the peftson
=@ GODiceE  Ups Bt [0EaiE 968 e cnolghe vhete has <o be
intelligence. The#e has to be a stfong sense of timing...of when

to intetvene and when to hold back. Theke has to be a sense of
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vital. It is not good going in with wonde¥ful enthusiasm, a huge
hea$#t and then just ctopping akound in big human $ights boots.
You have to listen. You have to be adaptive to the cultutes and
the sensibilities of the people with whom you atfe dealing. You
have to acknowledge the fact that what you ate doing is not to
help othe#s but fathef it is to help youkself in the sense of
you# own fight to l1ive as a fkee pefkson in a ffee wolld. That is

teally what is involved...and to sefve with a sense of humanity

with othebks. If you go in with the view to doling out...feeling

so ptiviliged and so fich..."I live in a countfy which has so many

Fgihit s St hiatt & s wie s hia vielle niolulg hiit o S sipia f e U Et olie x ploliit St hieimi S tih s
would be all w#ong. No countfy in the wof#ld has a monopoly on
human #ights...of in which thefe is no abuse of human #ights. The
same holds with ¥fegaffd to someone going into anothe% paft of the
community and suddenly intefvening in such an insensitive manne#.
SE What types of people would you fteject f#tom being involved as
staff in you# model human fights phkogham?
AS I would #eject people who lack hea#t and who lack sympathy. I
would teject people who lack sensitivity...who Tack
intelligence. I would feject people who ate too
impetuous...people who chkeate pftoblems akound them. A Tittle bit
of impetuousity isn't bad but thekte has to be a cekttain measufe
of discipline when one is dealing with the l1ives and the fututes
and the hopes of othefs. Sutely a ceftain degtee of dischketion
and self-discipline is absolutely vital. I ceftainly would teject

people who ate affogant...who see themselves as Fathe¥ Chkistmas
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handing out goodies to the poof and unde#ptiviliged people.

SE What would lead you to fike a staff membef?

AS People themselves woftking in a pFogham have <ceftain human
fights. These include the kight to be hea#d...the %ight to be

counseled and the #ight to be assisted. Thefe has to be alot of

suppoi*t and patience...and openness, helpfulness honesty and

PEEERT ey G aalyig el peeplids 10 give, (ol GRaupla,  7False

MEALONE CO PEEPIE §8 TalsB. To (DVERE pPHEEEXRES (& e auw all LelpFulc

Openness and honesty and difect dealing is fundamental. So if the
whtong pekson was hiked... I feel that thete would be contfactual
felationships in all cases and nofmally all contfacts have to be
fulfilled...and if damage was done it is the duty of the pef®son
who did the hiking and made the bad selection to dntefvene as
quickly as possible and to undo the damage. I myself am not in
favo#k of afbitka#illy hiking and akbitkakilly fiting.
SE What would you suggest as being the needed tempofal aspects

of ¥ange in time of you# model human kights phogham?
AS Since all human #ights effo#tts should be dikected towafd

suppotting the asse#tion of claims to fights of people on
the g#ound. This is what should be the dete¥émining facto#. And so
the most which can be done is to facilitate,exchange, cate.In some
tespects...inte¥nally...in kelation to the tftesponsibilities of
govefnment human fights effo#ts ate neve¥ ending. Fo# example,
the f#ight to education and the ¥ight to health ate expanding
hotizons which by thei# veky natufe can nevet be ended. On the
othe¥ hand with tegatd to pltogfams which have a specific
objective to deal with...such as an acute folm of agghkession of

human fights denial...the effoft might be pfogham-bound. All of
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this depends ve#y much on the types of k¥ights which afte the focus

of the effo#t. But not only on the natute of the human #ights but

also on cfeating the conditions fof the pekson who is dikectly

effected...so that they themselves can insuffe and guaftantee theitf

own fights.

SE What types of additional suppo#t systems would you want and
would you need --- fo#mal and info#mal ones; dinstitutional

and non-institutional ones...in okde¥ to cheate, implement and

assess the effective outcomes of a model human fights effoft?

AS Fof ptogtams to wokk the question of vibes is fundamental.

And by vibes I just don't mean that eve#ybody is having fun

and smiling at eveftybody; dancing and patting one anothe# on the back.

I mean that we have achieved a situation of #keal contact...that
we have #teal undefstanding. Eve¥ything which suppokts such a
situation is impoftant. It nik St hfakt s tihie M wihioAlte S qiuie st loin BN o ifi
cultufal exchange is vety vital...the diffusion of ideas th¥ough

all of the diffefent ways which we have...not Jjust th#ough

petsonal fepofting but also in the media. I was often shocked when

I was 1iving in othef Afkican count¥ies to see the way in which
questions of aid and suppoft weke pPojected as somehow being
based on pictufes and images of totla helplessness. I think that
we have to bfeak out of that. These fof me afkte the fundamental
things. If we can get these things #ight then the suppoft sytems
fokm natuttally...people find them in natukal ways. But if you

get these things whong then suppo¥t sytems ake aktifical;they can
not help. Indeed sometimes they themselves can exaccefbate the

situation...aggtavating the vely phtopbliem. [ YOU MIGHT GIVE AN
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SE As you# ptoghkam goes on thefe will most likely be the need to

make changes in goals, use of othet techniques, policies,
SGEATTs B8R In oftdef to make these necessaky changes what is it
that you would want to know, need to know, to make such changes,
about whom and what, collected how and by whom and wheke?
BS Ty 8 Uil pnvelve she dopuid o beeh she facdljracens and
shiall e call chen she "facildcasad? o e EBpee «iceRly
discussing the matte% difectly. Unde% the best of cifcumstances
it would be impoftant and ideal to have objective peksons
involved who know how to feco#d and who afke honest themselves. It
is often useful to have an outside} sitting in...who ¥s fhesh as
it wefe to the scene. They would need to be sensitive...picking
up and encoutaging the debate and the discussion. This is
obviously the best fofm of monitoking.
SE What kind of info#mation would you want and need ffom them?
AS Some of this would clea#ly depend upon the chatacte¥ of the

ptogftam and its objectives. The¥e can often be veky impoftant
bi-pktoducts and spinoffs which may not be able to be anticipated
but which nevek¥theless should be taken into account...and
possibly the objectives fevised if necessafy. Cleakly theke has
to be an accounting. One wants value fok money but one doesn't
want value fok money to be the only ciitedion. Thelte ate
obviously lots of things which you can't value in money te¥ms. In

othe# woffds one wants what has to be done on an efficient basis
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but this 1is not the all and end all. One wants expefktise and

ptoficiency obviously. But one also wants that human intefchange

autonomy and the self feliance and dignity of the "factilitated"
being the fofkemost c#itekion.
SE What ctitekia would you use, would you suggest, if any, to
detefmine that it is time to end a specific effolt ol youf
model human #ights p¥ogtam totally?
AS I think that if that degfee of advancement of autonomy...of
self-teliance is not being achieved the whole plocess has to
be #teviewed. That is I think the fundamental question.
SE You have decided to end youf pafkticula¥ ptoghkam. In oftdel to
leakn f&om it it could be of would be most useful to catby
out a follow-up ptocess. How soon post-te#mination of youk
ptogkam would youf ptefe¥ to begin such an effoft?
AS If things went well with oul phogham the "facilitated" would
themselves be ptoviding followups eithe# th#ough infofmal
tepofts o thhough the veky natuhe of activities which afe
visible and ate easily monitoted. If on the othe®# hand this
ptogfam is seen as being a pilot phogham in which the pluses and
minuses have to be evaluated fof futufke expetiences I think that
G 1w e et all pessibie what thewe sheotild ba & GOBEILBOUS
monitofing. If this is not possible then the#te should at least be
a petiodic monitoking which to some extent will involve those
w hio = hiatv.ie S blelein® ¥ nivioil vie'd 3 n S tihieMpihioiciels'sEs n kit iiat I Ry STt hidin keSSt hfa
this would be quite a big plus.
SE How soon would you want to initiate this monitofing and how

long would you pkefef to continue it?
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AS What we would do would depend upon the natuffe of the issue.
But basically what we afe concefned with is lea¥ning f#om ouf
expektience. And so befoke you would once again invest in enefgy,
imagination, time, money, etc. in some #eplication elsewhefe you
Should feel satisfied that you have enough to go on. This is when
youf phogkam should be in a sense *e-phtoduced again. I  myself
think that thefe should be a constant fefefkfing back. Ovek time
it is veky intebesting to see how these things develp. I think
that theke s mucﬁ too much jumping a#ound without any 1 long
tefm followup. I haven't thought out this issue
siutfafatictiie nit iy Syl t SR by G ] do think that the followup of a few
pkojects can be mo#e inte¥esting and moke valuable than hasty
ad hoc jumping aftound f¥om one scheme to anothef.
SIESWihtakt S tlyipie’ s o i S mate #i a1t () S wio uilid S yiolu want...need...fof
maximizing the efficacy of youk planned followup?
AS I want those faw matetials which will insist upon of give the
gfteatest stkess to the pakticipatolby #ole of those who afe
ditectly effected. In lots of the answe%s and thei# questions,
which the "facilitated" afe themselves akticulating they atfe
noting how they see the questions of #ights...how they see the
situation. And thei# answeks to thei#% questions can be vety, veby
intefesting. - This $#s1 thinkimost vitaiL “None of this does away
with the need fof fofmulae and standaktdized fo¥ms and such. The
kinds of questions which I ask and want answe#s to tend to be of
a qualitative and in-depth type kathe% than the statistical
gathe#ing ones.
SE What «ckitekia would you use to assess both the success and

the failuke of yout model human kights effokt in tefms of
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all of the pafticipants/constituents: the pefson(s) whose ¥ights
ate being depfived/inf¥inged upon; the staff; the actual plogtam
as well as the community in which all of the depfivation as well
as intefvention has gone on?
AS The «chitetia will obviously depend upon the natufe of the
endeavof. Once again I would insist upon the impoftance of
the "facilitated" doing the buik of the evaluation. One can't say
that the opekation is a success but unfoftunately the patient

died. The "facilitatohs" subjective assessment is fundamental!

I't asi ciuctial. It is paft and pa¥cel of being human. It iyis paﬁt.

and pakcel of excefcising #ights.It is the vely sense that you
afe excefcising ¥ights...the knowledge that you afe excefcising

o0, ouDn  Highes. It is you# own self-awafteness which s

geseeial wve Bhis Uhele PrecBEs. Apnd o I Yeuld putd ¢his Sn  whe

centef of the entike enquiky.

SE  What about success and failufe with #tegafd to you# phogham's
staff? Unde¥ what conditions could we say success of fajlube

vis-a-vis the ptogfam's staff?

ASSEETEN eSS fuin'cithiloin ot t Ve S s tiat il s Sinfokt S tio e Dol d i cle s EietsTubAtic i Tilh e

function of the staff is to do theif best within the specific

cifcumstances...to be as open and as sensitive and heaktful and

dynamjc as is5s possible. Indeed the pkocess might fail fok feasons
beyond the staff's contfol...of because the phoject was
misunde#stood ot misconceived f¥om the vely beginning. OF because
of extefnal intefventions. This doesn't mean that the staff has
failed. On the othef hand the pkoject might succeed in spite of

the g%eatest clumsiness and maladfoitness of the staff fob
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feasons once again which afte foftunately beyond theif contfol.
SE Anid wihiat alboult " siccelss and failuite with fHelglafd  tior the
community within which both human fights inffingements and
advancements afe going on?
AS I think that we have to be modest in te#ms of measuking
success. So much depends upon how you kate human happiness
and human ffeedom. Thete ate ceftain things which ate manifest
such as the abolition of gkoss foflms of toktufe...of
inftingements...of people being beaten up...houses being faided
at night...assassinations. To the extent that these afe
diminished and we can quantify these things we have achieved
SHBGEEESs T whe gxeene chat ehe legal (nsejeleions s0ch a8 BhaE
coufts and those of the genefal cultutte afke in favof of human
gights one can measufe ceftain things. One <can identify the
intentions of the media and one can identify the extent to which
people speak out publically and openly...whethef it is in the
Patliment o% the legislatufe...whethe¥ it is in the <coukts of
ovef the media. The openness and the debate of all of this is
veky impofttant. But theke ake othel akeas which ake much motfe
difficult to assess. This is pafkticulaf#ly so whelte the <contfols
ate hidden...and the State and phivate institutions take new
fofms of violating human kights. The#e I think that we have to be
a bit mofe modest. Tt diis e ia - tciaisie ok okf: "physician heal
thyself"...human #ightists humanize thyself. We have to be mote
OPEH oo o MBHE @BIRGREIG.coc@lr@ pPlOkalIstics AL of 088 have @
acknowledge that we afe engagwd in a wofldwide quest fotf
advancing the ftontie$#s of human fights...and even the

definitions and unde#fstanding what human %ights means.
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sk llpae ave 8he ealkly 8(grns o Yeyipsens” ofF onan Highes
inftingements which we should pay attention to? Do such ®

signs exist, and if they do who should be paying attention to them?

AS I would say fea¥%. The feal to speak up openly fob ones -
beliefs. roae $&8 sobachidyg sha® 08 &l DewUites UThi8 18 ®
pafticulafly impottant when judges become feafful...when

paklimentakians become feaftful..when membets of political ®

ofganizations become fea¥ful. The decline in the impoktance of @
what we call ofgans of civil society wheke thefke is a kind of

"take ove%" ...whethe¥ it is by giant cofpofations of whethe¥ it is
by the state. I think that this is something which should be o
alakming. We need divefsity. We need eccentdicity in society. I
would say that thekte ate eakly signs when the police staft
bfandishing a#ms...becoming mofe and moke a¥med and we s5ee mofe ©

weapons. I would also say that when legislatutes stakt dealing in

emefgency situations and then "nofmalizing" the eme¥fgencies. o
These afte the fikst eafly signs which spking to mind. Y
SE Who should be looking fo# these eafly signs?
AS A1l of us should be lTooking all of the time eveikywhebhe. ®
SE And when such signs become obvious to us what ffom you# O
expeftience has been theif most efficacious use?
©

AS Divulging them is extfemely impoftant. But I myiselllf think s
that ou¥ own pefsonal example is what %eally counts. We have @
to feel and behave in a fhkee way as ffee people. I wlit ok ehasd
this is centfal. It is the way in which we divulge these eafly
signs of human kights infkingements which is as impoftant as the ®

actual content.
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SE If pkevention wefe to be an integ#tal facet of youf model human

tights intefvention effolt ok phogham what is it that you
would want to pfevent and what is it that you would want to
cteate of build?
AS I would want to pkevent kesthictions on buman imagination. I

would want to ptevent simplifying the way in which human 1ife
is phkojected with enemies and villians and hekgs in such a
simplified fofm. I would want.to pkevent the kinds of chude
nationalism and patkiotism and the appeals which afte wused to
stultify conscience and people thinking fol themselves...and also
being tespectful of otheks. I would see the schools playing a
vety impottant ¥ole. But I don't know if we could put evekything
on to the schools. I see the media playing a vefy impofrtant fole.
But one can't put evelything on to them ejthe¥. Again it is the
question of example...example 4in the home...example in the
felationships with othefs at wokk. If I can just give one example
of one of the things which I just don't stand folk. I myself am
fat fkom being a ¥eligious Jew of someone who identifies vetly
stkongly with the Jewish community in ways in which many othef
Jews might. Bue O deo [HeE §Gand o ARy felhus of @ angie
semitism..such as jokes. I will speak out against them. The fe
just has been too much hufit...too many tebt#ible things done. I
will make a stand howevel uncomfoktable 3t will make me of othef
people. I think that we must not be afkaid to be uncomfoftable in
outselves ot in telation to othe#s. This is not to say that we
don't have to live to a lafge deghee with bigotky and bad
conscienceness in ouf wofld. But we can make ouf stands whefeve¥

we can and wheneve# we can.
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SE What have been some of the factohs and pfkocesses which have .
caused of contfibuted to a #ketu®¥n to human Fights inffingementseqy
denial afte®% an effective human fights effoft has taken place?
AS Lots of diffekent pkocesses apply. One s the natube in which
human #ights denial disguises itself. It may no longe® be the old &
fokms of human #ights denial; new ones sneak in. And they ate
often not even seen as human kights denial. Some of the secfet
methods which states use today to oppiess people with ®
disinfofmation...the cteation of sechet files...the manipulation

of the media ake all good examples of this. The old difect fohms

of opptession have been feplaced by new fo#ms of manipulation and

thought contkol. Then you find that people get tited. A kind of
flatifiguessie tis iin Ainid St e Nelals e st tihiiinig to da¥s5 to simply slip
back to the o1d moulds. I am soffy to say that it is often
foimef "fhkeedom fighte#s" who feel themselves embattled...who abe
subject to constfaints. I find myself vely concefned about this
wofkd consthaints. Const¥aints ake used to justify evebything.
Thete afte constfaints and things have to be affokdablie. We have
to take account of cultufal fealities. But we often use consthkaints
as the pketext off the justification fo# doing things which ate
feally not at all justifiable; which ate unconscionable. This is
anothef factof which fits in.

SE  What fkom youk petspective has been the majo¥ batkiet to

effectively undefstanding human fights?

e & & o o o o o o

AS In my own case I have been inhibited often by heavy

ideological conce¥ns. These alte ideological conce#ns which

&
themselves had a stfong human #ights foundation which made all of
&
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this ali the moke complicated. It was always: folk the people;
always fo# the masses...fof the wolkefks. I tended to abstkactize
the vefy people...the humanity...fo# whom I was concebned.
Looking back now I can see that this was extfemely
disadvantageous...extfemely hatmful. Histoky itself became a soft
of an abstkaction d¥iven by necessity. I think that this too fis
vety dangekous because it feduces the element of fesponsibility
and autonomy. In my case seeing the wo#ld in tefms of the
oppfessed and the opphtessols meant that we had to destfoy the
powe® of the opphtessobts...which meant that we had to desthoy the
opfitessols. This didn't necessatily mean that we had to
physically anjihilate them but it did mean that we Jjustified
denying them what I would now call human fights. It only #esulted
in a pkocess of ¥fevolution and countef-fevolution which was often
mote bloody than the initial upkising fof the asseftion of
fundamental human fights. Whethe¥% one likes it of not we ate
compelled to fethink the whole ptoject. And I now see an enofmous
value in te#ms of concepts such as the fule of law which in the
past I was disdainful of...and <concepts such as good
govefnment...and concepts such as individual kights. But I don't
thktow away o# disca#d the dimension of millions of people being
involved with the poo% and the oppfessed...being dikectly
involved in assedting thei¥ Fights in claiming thei# ‘Hights.
And having constitutional guatantees fok thei¥ Fights. Fof me

the excitement of the ptesent phase in which we akte involved s
in the attempt to hafness, ha¥monize and integfate these
diffekent 1levels and dimensions of §ights. We want b¥ead and we

want f¥eedom. We don't want bfead without f¥eedom and we don't

&1




want ffeedom without b#ead! Too often we allowed a tension
between these two fights to emetge. The essence of the phkoject
now is to integfate these things. My own human expefkience as a
lTawyef, as a political activist, as a political phtisone¥, as an
exile...in all of these diffekent sphefes...has been that the
desite fo# fteedom is as powekful amongst the hungfy and the
dispossessed. Ffkeedom has a quality in itself...as it is amongst
those who live in good houses...go to wotk in a comfoftable «caf
and take the good things in l1ife fol gkanted. My expekience has
been that the flame of fhieedom has often buktned mofe stkongly
among the dispossed...not only #ights fof themselves and food fo#

themselves but fFathe# fteedom as a fundamental human

quality...than 4t has amongst the #ich. You tend to be vety
cynical and often veky manipulative about these things. In ou#
own case the long hafd stfuggle that we have been involived in has
thfown up hundkeds and hundkeds of thousands of people who atfe
stfongly imbued with the desife folt fheedom. It is an enofmous
asset that we have. It is an asset which has to be embodied in
ouftr new constitutional ofdef. It is something which we have to
nufftufe. In othe% wo¥#ds I am not talking about human $ights ffom
the top which 1is being dispensed and dispefsed amongst the
masses.It is a light of ffeedom which people have nuftuked dubking
the yeafs of oppkession...and it has to be encoufaged to bufn. A
1ight which will bu¥fn and spkead out to and engage the fojmedf
opptessokts who also afe involved in this vefy pHoject.

SE Has this lack of a Tight of fleedom...the flame of fhkeedom...

been a majok bakkie¥ to catfying out effective human F%ights
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intefvention ok afke thefe othek bakkieks to actual intekvention?
AS To abst¥actize the people, the masses who afe the opplhessed
and the poof is not to acknowledge thei# divebsity...of
often the competing claims which one can find amongst them.
Anothe® factof is to be so veky implacablie towafds the opphessofs
and not to see that we have to shafe the countfy. I am not saying
simply that the lion lays down with the lamb and that evefything
is solved. Thekte is a stkuggle. The¥e s a continuing stfuggle.
But it takes on a diffefent kind of mefit. And in the fo¥m of
this new mekit questions such as the fule of law does not mean
simply being an inst¥fument to secute the peace, phopefity and
possessions of the §ich ...as ¥t often has been seen §n the
past...the ktule of law becomes a vefy powekful insthument fol the
dispossessed to be able to fight against phtivate powe® which all
too often disposses them...keeping them hung#y and pootf. Oy  HEE
fight in the case of the woman who is opp#essed in the home. The
law doesn't stop at the fkont dook. It is meant to help in the
fight of the inffingements of the %ights of women and childten at
home as well. The %#ule of lTaw entefs the home. The #ule of law

dlolefsinS St skt ol PR Al ta i hle M ffalc tiol iyl glatt el It enteks the factolty and

insutes fundamental human #ights fol wofke#s...in thei# conditions

of employment. I am not saying that the employe# doesn't have any

human fights. No% does the #ule of law stop at the gate to the
fakm. In many agficultufal societies this is vety
impoftant...wheke the most opphkessed of all the people ake those
living in feudal conditions in fafms whete a veky authokitatkian
fokm of phtivate powe¥ is being explhessed. In othef wokds I see

the %ule of law phopekly extended with the majotity of the
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population seeing it as an instfument...as a weapon of ¥ights fok
themselves...it being a veky, vely powe#ful levef of and fof
change. It btings in legality. It bkings in the coufts. It bkings
in pafticulat ofgans of civil SOBLRABY 0 oco0®F self-
ofganizations...community ofganizations...ttade BHIOATBE o oo GLILL
playing a much bigge¥# #ole in seculing human fights than we have
often thought of befofe. It is not simply an individual with

enough money of with legal aid of with exte#nal suppokt b#inging
A" case It giss e qiuielsit toint oifcoimmiuintiit i e si ok elsiy d elnitis RS0
tenants...of school childten...of women...of gays and lesbians...
who ate now themselves assefting theit kights. And thei¥ finding
in theif constitution, in theik law...in the mechanisms chkeated
by society insthfuments which can help them to secufe thei® just
claims.

SE What is the single most chkitical human kights issue facing us

today?

AS What sphtings to mind immediately is the fight to be who we atfe.

...the fight to expltess ouffselves...the kight to conscience...

and all of the facto#s which inhibit that. The inequalities...the
hunge$...the disinfo#mation...the domination which is still so
extensive 1in ouk wofld even though it doesn't take the old
illegal fo#ms of slave#y and conquest. To me these ake the most
pftessing things. If a people ate ftee and in chatge of theif own
tives they find the ways and means of dealing with hungek..of
dealing with dispossession...of dealing with homelessness...being

unemployed and so fofth.
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SE What ake some of the ethical aspects of human fights planning

R J
and intefivention which should be considefed?
AS The ethical aspects afte cfucial. Openness...a non-imposition L J
which is always in ftesponse to a demand of to a claim... ®
ackowledging and f¥ecognizing the autonomy and the fundamental
independence of those who alte being facjilitated...accountability @

dealing with p#toblems and of ffecotding evefything that 1is @

happening. A1l of these ake fundamental to ethical intefkvention.

@

SE What ate youf phefet¥ed soufces of financial suppokt fof
human $ights intefvention? K _

AS The ones which I find most appealing and which I think ate
R

most effectivie Sare peoplie to peoplte. " But Fhis G5 not te Say
that states don't have #kesponsibility and involvement. I think @
that states can play a vefy impoftant fole in development ploghams.
They can hinde® development and they can help needed development. |
The kight to development is ckucial in this whole spheke. But in @
the sensitive ateas...the ones whefe human fights ate involved in ®

the most difect fo#m I would 1ike to see NGO's [ non- ‘

govek¥nmental ofganizations ] involved as much as possible with @
people to people opeffations functioning. ’
SIE What would you do, what would you suggest othe® do, to o

facilitate access to and the use of available human $ights @
ptogtams in a given community, akea, kegion, counthy, etc.? &
How would you go about maximizing access?
AS The chkucial element is the existence of community o%ganizationsﬂ!.i

which afe on the spot and which ake a#ticulating in an open,

honest and ffee way...the demands, the feelings...the sense of
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gftievance and oppftession and the goals and the st#ivings of those
who afte difectly effected. If such community ofganizations exist
then I think that the wotk of the NGO's and the intefvening
bodies 15 enofmously facilitated and much mofe Ffluitful and
popula¥ once an honest dialogue s established. If they don't
exist then maybe the best way of helping is ejfthelf exposing the
inhibiting factofs...if they come ffom the state and fhom
ptivate ofganizations that ptevent the emefgence of bodies such
as that. Often one is dealing with simply saving lives and so
on...whe#te uftgent intetventions afe necessafy. Ok else one
actually pktomotes the ciheation of these self-help bodies and
community ofganizations.
One wants to also give backing to those coufageous judges and
lawyeks who must feel that they get some backing...they get some
pfotection pethaps fkom intefnational suppokt when one is dealing
with the classic %fights of not to be toktubed, detained, Tlocked
up and excecuted.
SE Who f¥om you# pekspective would you define as being THE human
fights violato#? How do we know THEM?
AS We all ake human #ights violatols to a gheatet of lessed
degtee. This 1is not to say that we should begin to scoufge
olu#isielfvierch FWIG S SisTa c IS cil ot h i llamTd® alsthie’s® * 0 ¢TIt hiat S i e Tl ety
immobilized by it that we do nothing. I don't think that the human
tights violatok walks atound with the makk of Cain of with a
swastika although they afte obviously identifiable in that way. It
is the people themselves who tell us who the oppftesso$s ate. That
is the ctucial thing. It must come ffom inside.

SE  What would you suggest be done about [#e]l integtating
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adjudicated denie#s/inftingets of human fights into
conventional society and what if anything should a model human
fights pltogfam play in this phocess?
AS I think that that pefson should be depkived of the sense of

acceptance... of being nofmal...should be deptived of the
whefe-with-all folt opptession in tefms of simple things such as
manacles and building p#isons and weapons of wa¥#. And if the
denials afte p¥olonged and acute and systematic b whtnlk  ehae
sanctions should be imposed. This §s on the one hand. On the
othef hand evefybody should be given a chance to escape ffom his
of he# own peffidy. No one should be seen as being beyond the
pale. The oppoftunity should always be thele to #ecovel fhom and
to fecupetate ffom. No one should be dfiven into that situation
wihiette Rt el tiolkitute ol diles " lihietes should  atwayssibe athat
altektnative of fetkeat and kecupefbation. And this should be so
whethe it is done inte¥nationally of intefnally. I am not saying
that thete afen't cifcumstances whe#e punishment shouldn't be
imposed. I have no pkoblem with the punishment of the Nazi wat
ctiminals whete the c#ime was so hotftendous that somehow it s
apphtopiate to ones sense of justice...fundamental justice...that
they should be punished. But punishment shouldn't be seen as the
majof means. The majo# means should be the %e-integhation of the
violato¥; the nofmalizing ok the humanizing of the pefsons
themselves whefevet possible.
SE  What kinds of model monitofing systems would you want of need

fok effective human #ights infkingement monitoting and §ts

intefvention?
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AS I think that it is impoftant that the monitoking be done on a
univetsal basis. Wheteve¥ possible people fhom the H#egion
concefned should be as diftectly involved as is possible.In othef
wofds it is not anybody feeling of pfotecting themselves as being
holief than anybody else. I think that this is one impoftant
cfitetion. The second one, which I am coming back to, is always
listening to the ©people on the spot...the people who ake the
victims...the ones whose fights afe being violated...as being the
fundamental voices. And thi$dly the$e should be the application
of unive¥sal nofms. The moke unive¥sal the bettef.
SE  When human #ights pftogfams have been effective what factofs,
and ptocesses have genefally made this possibie?
AS I think that it has been a combination of facto#s. Nokmally
a lot of expefience has gone into it...mistakes have been
ovefcome...felevant questions feviewed. The pkogkams have been
sensible and achievable; the pefsons involved have been well
selected fof thei¥ human qualities as well as fok thei¥ skills
and people on the spot in the communities difectly involved have
had the detefmining say. rhasa aue 1 alinll et ehuedcal
ingkedients fof a successful phogham. They cofkespond as much as
I “cain® " to "my ‘own expe§iences  ECOUILDYOUNTNCISUDE “IN""BRIEE AN
oL E OF SUGH A SUGESSEUL OUyecoiliE fl HiEhH YOU fHERE i YOLED T

VALK 0 A TARPE RECORDER AND 1 ULL TYRE Ty UR.

SE What peksonal pikice have you paid fo# you# 1ife time of

involvement in the battle fo#% human §ights?
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AS T dep’t 8@ B a8 & prics aw alllc 1 don'"t sea Bhisg a8 &

useful question. I have had the p#ivilige and the joy of living

out my life in a way which has been meaningful and fewafding to

me. And the setbacks which I have feceived, which as you know

have been quite considefable...the physical assaults and the mental

assaults and so on... ate things which I accepted as being paft
and - pasecl of Bhe phejgest. Se I dep'i feel badly dene by i Yl
tegms of my own destiny. Iin flalcit T I fieledll sthiait I had a most
fewafding and fich 1ife and I hope that it continues as such.
SE What would you do and/of say now if you# human fights wetfe
once again being inf#inged upon?
AS I think that I would speak out as soon as possible. I would
not hope that the issue would go away. I would tky to confhkont
the soufce of the denial of my human fight(s). P enld why Be
discovef othets in a similaf situation. I would use all of my
intelligence...my wit...my contacts..humof...language...evefything
that I could to tky and deal with the situation.
SE You have coveted many factofs, idssues and pkocesses in youf
ovefview of what ffom yout pekspective ¥s of could be a
model human §ights effokt/ptogham. Afe theke any othe® issues of
concegns which you would want the feadef to considef?
AS The only thing which I feel that I have undefplayed, although
I have mentioned it, is the impoftance of the wholeness of
human beings...the question of quality education as being patt
and pafcel of dignity. The issue is not just subvival. Without
adequate education thete is the violation of the fight to a kind

of fundamental equality. It is also the fight to wolk to achieve
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these things. It is the kight to feel flee...and to set about the
biefsttaewia s sEER o i diokfintg e tee I would just l1ike to unde#line these

aspects.

SE Inte¢vention of any kind can be undefstood sthuctufally in
tefms of the #oles, fights, fkesponsibilities and obligations
of all of the pafticipants of constituents. Help the feadet to
considef each of these 4 patametels fot:
- the pefson/system whose human %ights afke denied/inf¥inged upon

- the ptogkam staff,

- the pfogtam,
="wtihie s tiatfief
within a model human fights intefvention plogham.
[ AG ARIEN S P S ASS R GET RV B O U RSV SIS WS OINETRATP B AR N DS T RS 1S 1 Y PA RS HESM B | R

THANKS ]

RE'E E RIESNICIESS

PHOTO BIOGRAPHY

36




