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S IEwe accept t that the church leaders are correct in
s /Iargely ‘negative “assessment of their lobbymg actlvme

- what factors help to explain that outcome? In My view, |

- adequate explanatxon of the churches’ meffectweness T

- be multi-dimensional. In the first place, an answer must

: sought in the spec1ﬁc 1ssue of human nghts and the anard :

dlativ
ppet
CHMIN
AnCes
e actic
cesSil
aalidit
sroup:
anad
ght<
83311
uer
onet
U
erely
or di
'
late
otab
ctic
YOVET
isetant., .
i ethe cl
= and ¢
eari

,Op

brou
I
pEC
hey
hey
hgh

By

© foawith
J adh

, . S L : : e CE LIS SEINLAS — o alor
‘remam falthful to their role as a prophetic voxce in the =~ cal, international system: within which human rights pro |
world ¢ commumty Actmg as: prophet the churches should: motion takes place. Even if one were to ‘accept the
_ not expect from government an immediate, favorable re- ‘argument that the violation of human rights, particularlyf} Hacti
‘sponse to their demands. Often their proposals will be - - it-is flagrant and per51stent is of legitimate internationd g by t
v1ewed by government ‘as 1deahst1c and therefore,, - concern, there remains considerable. doubt as to what at-fe ilchy
I : o other state should and can do. - s Ind
Secondly, the: churches an the govermnen tati
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