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   17 October 2008

Greetings in the precious Name of our Lord and Saviour, Jesus Christ.

Thank you very much for your prompt response to our Christian Action Network Policy Survey.

The Christian Action Network represents 60-member organisations concerned for Biblical Reformation and Spiritual Revival.  For over 24 years CAN and its members have been committed to making a positive difference in social and moral issues.  Since 1992 we have been researching and publishing regular Biblical Issues Voters’ Guides, in several languages.

We also host the www.SAVotersguide.com which, during the last elections, received over a million hits.  

The Christian Action Network publishes the Christian Action magazine and conducts Biblical Worldview Seminars.  

For over 13 years Christian Action has presented the Salt and Light radio programme, every Tuesday night, on Radio Tygerberg.

We have also published the Biblical Principles for Africa book, in five editions, in English, Afrikaans and French.  For your interest we enclose a copy of the latest edition of BPFA.

Should other office bearers of the Independent Democrats be interested in reading this book, please let us know their names, designations and addresses, and we will gladly mail them a complimentary copy each.

As you specifically requested further explanation of our questions 14 and 18, may we draw your attention to the following:

Millions of Christian parents object to the unbalanced force-feeding of the theory of evolution upon their children in state schools.  We have no problem with the various theories of evolutionism being presented in schools, as theories, as long as the scientific facts supporting creation be also presented – in a fair and balanced manner.

We are sure that you must be aware of the very successful documentary film Expelled – No Intelligence Allowed, which received widespread support in the United States for exposing the intolerance of evolutionists and their persecution of intelligent design advocates in educational institutions.  You should also be aware of the Creation Museum in America and the phenomenal success of the creation science ministries.

Quite aside from all the scientific problems, evolutionism destroys all meaning, purpose, direction, justice and hope in life: “You came from nothing, you are going nowhere, life is meaningless!”

Therefore it is of the utmost importance that schools be allowed the academic freedom to present all sides of this scientific debate, and allow the evidence of intelligent design to speak for itself.

In response to your request for further explanation on our Question 18 (What limits does your party plan to make on civil government and its powers?), may we point out that the Reformers who laid the foundations for Western civilisation believed that human nature is basically evil and selfish.  Therefore they favoured a form of government with strict laws and punishments for criminal behaviour.  However, recognizing that “power corrupts, and absolute corrupts absolutely,” they knew that rulers could not be trusted with absolute power.  The solution was not the pagan Greek utopia of democracy – where man rules – but a Constitutional Republic – where law rules.  Therefore the Reformers strove to build their republics upon the unchangeable moral Laws of God.  

Instead of rulers, they elected servants – civil servants – bound down with the chains of the constitution.  They favoured decentralisation and erected a system of checks and balances to divide the power and responsibility intro a Trinitarian model of executive, legislative and judicial branches of civil government – each branch of which was to be restricted by constitutional limits.  The main point being to ensure that no one was to be able to abuse and centralise excessive power.

This is the principle of Lex-Rex – The Law is King.  The concept that civil government is a servant of its citizens is a uniquely Christian idea that originated from the teachings of Jesus Christ (Matthew 20:25-28 and Luke 22:25-26).

Civil government is described in the Bible as ministers/deacons/servants of God (Romans 13:3-4 and 1 Peter 2:13-14).

Jesus Christ taught that we are to “give to Caesar what is Caesar’s, and to God what is God’s.” Matthew 22:21.  Civil government does have certain legitimate rights and responsibilities, but these are always to be very limited.  We are to pay taxes (but the Bible defines taxation as high as 10% as “oppressive” 1 Samuel 8:10-18), to serve in the military when required, to testify in court as a witness to any crime, and respect the life, property and reputation of our neighbours.  

However, our worship of God, the education of our children, our private property, our individual enterprise and our personal views (freedom of worship, freedom of education, free enterprise, freedom of speech) are clearly not made in the image of Caesar and are outside of the lawful jurisdiction of a constitutional state.

The separation of powers, Rule of Law and decentralisation evidenced in Switzerland, Great Britain and the United States of America are examples of these Biblical principles.  

Considering the devastation caused by overly centralized governments, such as in Zimbabwe, the need for serious constitutional restrictions and checks and balances to ensure the Rule of Law and to prevent any individual or party usurping excessive power is vital.

May we further comment on your response on behalf of the Independent Democrats to the CAN Policy Survey that we greatly appreciate your response to Question 2 that the ID acknowledges the existence of God and intends to include an affirmation “In humble submission to Almighty God” in the Constitution of South Africa.  

Under 6 we appreciate your intention to work for more effective management of all levels in the Police Services, and address the weaknesses in the criminal justice system, supporting longer sentences for repeat offenders.  

We also appreciate your response under 10 that you support the right of parents to supervise the teachers and textbooks that mold and fill their children’s minds, and under 11 that the ID supports the right of parents to send their children to schools of their choice.

Similarly the ID stand under 16 – supporting private ownership of property and a free market economy is commendable.

However, we are concerned that (1) the ID equates all religious writings as equal.  No one who has studied the Bible can seriously compare any other book in the world to this, the greatest Book of all time, and without a shadow of a doubt the firm foundation for the Rule of Law.  

All Bills of Rights are derived from the Bible, from the Magna Carta of 1215 through the English Bill of Rights of 1689 to the American Bill of Rights; all restrictions on the powers of government originated from the Bible and particularly from the Protestant Reformation.

(3) the ID’s response “the pre-born child is a pre-born child” seems somewhat ambiguous.  Does your Party recognise the pre-born child as fully human?  And therefore worthy of legal protection?

We are concerned that (4) the ID seems to reject the right to life of pre-born babies under the slogan of “freedom of choice.”  Pro-choice seems to be a lie, babies don’t choose to die.  We think that political parties should stand for the right to life of the most innocent, helpless people of all, the pre-born babies.  What about equal rights for unborn women?  

Under 5, we need to point out that the abandoning of the Sabbath trading laws, and the commercialization of Sunday in South Africa, has encroached upon many Christians who do not wish to work on Sundays, and has even led to many losing their jobs for not wanting to give up Sunday worship because of demands to work on Sundays.  Numerous churches have also had to close down because of traffic congestion and unavailability of parking places as CBD’s have engulfed and swallowed up some long-standing congregations.

The pressure on families has only increased, and the seven day work week has impoverished our country morally and spiritually.  We would encourage the ID to look again into the matter of keeping Sunday’s special, and protecting the Lord’s Day from undue commercialisation.

Under 6, we are concerned that the ID policy proposals to protect law-abiding citizens from the pervasive crime and violence seem inadequate.  May we suggest that you seriously consider advocating restitution for all cases of theft, arson, malicious damage to property or culpable negligence.  The criminals should be held accountable and be responsible to pay for his crime.  The criminal should work and earn, in money or in kind, for the reparation of what he stole, damaged or destroyed.  And this restitution should go entirely to the victim of the crime.  

The punishment should fit the crime, yet under our present system, our prisons have become higher institutions of learning for criminals, where they are cross-trained in other branches of crime.  Instead of the victim and his relatives receiving restitution, under our present system the victims are forced to pay high taxes which provide food, accommodation and entertainment for the criminals while they languish in prison.  Restitution would enable property criminals to still stay at home and provide for their families, while they have to work to repay those that they have stolen from.  This would also relieve much of the burden on the prison services.

Additionally we would recommend that repeat offenders be made to complete the rest of their sentence before beginning their second sentence.  

No bail should be available for repeat offenders.

All violent criminals should bear full responsibility for their actions, whether or not they were deemed mentally competent, drunk, or of diminished capacity, or under the influence of drugs.  

As it is impossible for any police force to guarantee the safety of every citizen, at all times, no hindrance should be placed upon the right of law abiding citizens to obtain and use firearms for self- defence.  As the vast majority of violent crimes are committed by criminals using unlicensed weapons, it is clear that restricting the rights of citizens to own, carry and use licensed firearms cannot prevent violent crime.  Disarming the potential victims of crime can only serve the purposes of the criminal.

We therefore must reaffirm the rights and responsibilities of citizens to obtain, own, carry and use firearms for personal and family defence.

Under 7 may we point out the vast majority of citizens of South Africa support a return to capital punishment for murderers.  Well over 300,000 South Africans have been murdered since the death penalty was suspended and abolished.  Surely any civilized society has the moral right and duty to protect itself from those who have no respect for human life?  The taking of a murderer’s life is akin to the amputation of a diseased limb in order to save the rest of the body.  All murder is serious and demands capital punishment.  Those who show contempt for the right to life of others forfeit their own right to life.  Capital punishment is necessary for justice, for the Rule of Law, as a deterrent, and for the protection of the innocent.

Your response to Question 8, on pornography, is most troubling.  The ID response declares: “Pornography adds to moral decay.  Stringent legislation should be introduced to make it more difficult for children to access pornography.”  Pornography is the theory, rape is the practice.  Pornography is prostitution filmed.  With the massive increase in child abuse and rape, we fail to see how making it “more difficult for children to access pornography” is in any sense addressing the problem?  The problem is not only children accessing pornography, but the adults.  Most children are exposed to porn through adults.  This is child abuse.  If we can have legislation against drug dealing, we should also protect society from the moral filth of this addictive and exploitative pornography industry.

The ID response to Question 9 is also inadequate.  We do appreciate that improving the training of educators, their working conditions and salaries, are all worthy goals.  However, our state Outcome Based Education programme is a failure.  Educational standards in this country have plummeted.  Education needs to be controlled by the parents, aided by the church, but independent of the state.  

One cannot entrust any state with the molding of the minds of future voters.  The control of education should be in the hands of parents and the content of education must be moral and character developing.  Education cannot be neutral.  Ideas have consequences.  Actions flow from thought patterns.  

The response to Question 12 seems to be double talk.  Your response to our question: “Does your party advocate a Bible-based and Christian orientated education system?” you responded: “Yes, the ID promotes and supports religious education of all religions.”  

The question is do parents have the right to supervise the teachers and textbooks that mould and fill their children’s minds?  Under Question 10 you said yes.  Under Question 12 it is not clear whether you advocate every child to receive the religious education of all religions, or to receive the religious education chosen by their parents?

Considering the tremendous abuse of children in this country, particularly in state schools, we find it incredible that under (13) the ID supports “sex education should be taught in schools!”  

A school principal showed me an official letter sent to every school in the country by the Minister of Education some years ago, complaining about the habit of too many teachers coming to school late and leaving early to go to shabeens and brothels, often returning drunk, or failing to return at all!  

The Minister of Education also warned in this letter against “the prevalent practice” of teachers forcing students to have sex with them!  That this child abuse was commonplace in government schools was a terrible indictment, but that the Department of Education was apparently not firing or prosecuting these rapists and child abusers was, if anything, even more shocking.  

Sex education in our schools has been a catastrophe.  We have never had more premarital pregnancies and sexually transmitted diseases than we do at present.  Plainly, state controlled sex education is about the only subject in which the learners seem to be doing their homework.

We also must encourage the ID to re-evaluate their position (15) with regard to homosexual ‘civil unions.’  The long term implications of undermining the basic building block of society, the family, is immense.  

We would also seriously urge the ID to re-evaluate (19) your support for Affirmative Action.  South Africa is the only country in the world that has Affirmative Action in support of the majority.  In every other country where Affirmative Action is practiced, it is to protect minorities from majorities!  In any event, racial quotas were wrong under apartheid, and they are wrong today.  Racial discrimination is always wrong, no matter what the excuse.

It is also important, under Question 20, that the ID make a clear policy statement with regard to freedom of religion and non-interference of the state in religious matters.   A clear, unequivocal, unambiguous statement recognizing freedom of religion and binding the state to non-interference in religious matters would be most helpful.

Should you have any further questions, please don’t hesitate to contact us.  We would be willing to meet with representatives of the ID should you wish to discuss any of these matters further.  

We do intend to publish the results of these surveys, in the Christian Action Magazine, the Voters’ Guides, on radio, and on the www.SA.VotersGuide.org  website.

May the Lord continue to be your joy and strength.

Yours for Faith and Freedom

Dr Peter Hammond

Director 
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