
Lobbyist or prophet? 
tion With their past attempts: at eXercising direct influenee .  
on government and, as a _result,: ciinsiderable-  Skepticism 
about the value of suCh an approach. The churche record 
has  certainly not been without success, but, as in the case of 
the government's shift- in:policy teiwardS South Africa in 
1977, these achievements are often symbolici rather 'than 
substantive in nature. r 

: Secondly, despite this record of ineffectlyeness, every-
one empahsized the importance of maintaining direct con- - 
tact with:government and parliarnent. Even if their efforts 
had little effect on gOverninent poli'ey; they still believed 
that it was important to express solidarity with the power-
less, with those whose rights were violated,-and to remain 
consistent With the churches' own values. It was realized 
also that if the churches chose to remain silent, the govern-
ment Cotild well interpret this as acqUiescence or, even 
worse; consent: The churches have an obligation in this 
itnperfect wOrld to voice théir beliefs,  in effeçt to act as the 
"conscience of society." For many, then, the churches  must 

must continue to speak out to gove rnment, many ar_ 
that their principal role 'should lie in education. Acco 
ingly, they should and do focus primarily on raising 
consciousness of their own constituency as to the na 
and extent of human rights violations at home and abrIoINcur  
and as to the moral responsibility of all Christians to w ()Pet  gt 
rect such situations. In undertalçing this task their dittfrep a  
contact With government can often prove extremely uselit's  
illustrating clearly the issue at stake, the need for improe,,i,,' 
ment and  the inadequate performance of the Canad14 
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If we accept that the church leaders are correct in tP hts 
largely negative assessment of their lobbying activit4 ar 
what factors help to explain that outcome? In my view, 	7 
adequate ekplanation of the churches' ineffectiveness 
be multi-dimensional. Itz the first place, an answer  mi 

 sought in the specific issue of human rights and the aruti, 
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remain faithful to their role as a prophetic voice in the 
world community. Acting as prophet the churches should 
not expect from government an immediate, favorable re-
sponse to their demands. Often their proposals will be 
viewed by government as idealistic and therefore 
unattainable. 

Although most accepted the fact that the churches 
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cal, international systern within which human rights pro 
motion takes place. Even if one were to accept thei 
argument that the violation of human rights, particularly if 
it is flagrant and persistent, is of legitimate international 
concern, there remains considerable doubt as to what an-
other state should and can do. 

Secondly, the churches and the government view the 


