
 
‘Conflict is inevitable, but its outcomes are determined by the choices of those involved’. 
 

 
Conflict is an intrinsic part of human nature, as without it, life would fall short of the barriers of 
realism, and people’s ability to differentiate themselves in a society would be unattainable. Given 
the diversity of humanity; the variety of religions, cultures and beliefs people possess, an opposition 
between such groups is inevitable. During personal, inter-personal and societal conflict, the choices 
of those involved are crucial to an outcome being achieved, yet bystanders can often influence the 
behaviour of those involved, leading to different outcomes. 
 
Human nature is interwoven with the ability to differentiate ourselves with regard to ideologies, 
values and beliefs. This often leads to conflict when such opposition is not accommodated. In the 
strict Theocratic town of Salem, during the 17th Century authorities believed that ‘in unity still lay the 
best promise of safety’. As Arthur Miller explores this concept through ‘The Crucible’, it becomes 
evident that even in a society formed by like-minded individuals; non-conforming people like John 
Proctor and Giles Corey still exist. Such people displayed initiative in their confined world, and when 
put through the ‘crucible’, they remained true to their beliefs. They therefore play a poignant role in 
the oppressed society taking a step towards religious emancipation. Similarly, Mahatma Ghandi 
maintained incredible integrity to his beliefs when striving for the independence of India from the 
British colonialists. He encountered much opposition, yet his choice to pursue his goal through 
courage and tenacity resulted in success for India with the conflict which was inevitable to begin 
with. 
 
On a more personal level, we have been born into a world of freewill and are therefore faced with 
ample opportunities to make a decision, which often initiates inner conflict. The stringent 
expectations of social correctness in Salem caused inner conflict to boil inside John Proctor. His 
previous sins of adultery left no room for acceptance or forgiveness from either authorities or himself 
for that matter. As Proctor endeavoured to find inner peace and harmony, he learnt the true price 
attached to bravery in standing up for what he know was ultimately the only fulfilling solution, 
Making decisions is a concept embedded in human nature, yet pressures from other people can 
alter the outcome of them. When confronted with the realms of emotional conflict, Proctor avoided 
hypocrisy by remaining true to his foundational beliefs, just as Rosa Parks battled for ‘black rights’ 
by instigating a bus boycott. She contradicted the law by challenging ‘superior’ entities, resulting in 
an influential step towards equality between American ethnicities. 
 
Although we ultimately make our own decisions and choices, it is seldom a solution is achieved 
without the influence of others. Usually the opposing party in situations of political conflict well 
provoke the rebellion or backlash of others. Leaders in politics all strive for a common goal: power. 
When opposition arises, conflict is inevitable. From this perspective, it can be highlighted that 
disharmony in not only instigated by a clash of ideas, but through the competitive striving of a 
common goal as well. It can be inferred from Reverend Hale’s final disgust at the ‘perverse 
manifestation’ of the witch-hunts in Salem that his initial actions were perhaps influenced by 
pressures from Parris and Danforth. They made choices and Hale felt obliged to agree, making his 
actions coincides with the authorities, despite him being the only one who was truly ‘weighted with 
authority’. In this situation it was ultimately his choice, yet the influence of others to name ‘witchcraft’ 
in the town caused him to feign from the ‘balance between order and freedom’. 
 
Despite our human efforts to maintain peace and stability within ourselves and societies, conflict is 
inevitable. We live in a world dominated by diversity of culture, religion and ideologies. This 
therefore predisposes opposing groups to encounter times of disharmony with each other, shown 
through Arthur Miller’s representation of the non-conforming John Proctor within the stringent 
Theocracy of Salem. The ability to maintain personal integrity in such situations is crucial in 
achieving a fulfilling resolution, as Ghandi himself amplified. Although it is ultimately our decision  
  



how we respond to conflict, others can pressure and influence us. By remaining true to our 
character, as Hale regretfully was unable to do, we have more control over the outcome of 
situations of conflict which are often unavoidable to begin with. 


