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BABEL IN CAPE TOWN
THE PARLIAMENT OF
WORLD’S RELIGIONS -

A POST MORTEM

By Robert R. Zins Jr

N

ITH MUCH fan-
fare, the inter-
faith

| Parliament of the
| World’s Religions
(PWR) met in Cape Town,
South African from 1-8 De-
cember 1999. Their ex-
| pressed purpose was to
| bring about a “just, peace-
| ful, and sustainable fu-
ture.” To do so, the PWR
endeavoured to promote
| “a global ethic for the
| new millennium.” To
| quote  Bishop William
Swing from his book The
Coming United Religions
| (which was distributed at
| the PWR) he said, “Once
| we have a law or a moral
code, we have, indeed, de-
fined right and wrong for
ourselves.”

As high sounding as
the PWR claims may seem,
Christians should realise
that in spite of its expressed
desire to promote peace,
the PWR nonetheless re-
jects the uniqueness of Je-
sus Christ, the Prince of
Peace (Isaiah 9:6). Itis a
pity that Bishop Swing (an
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Episcopal from California)
and others also ignore the
fact that the world has al-
ready been given a global
ethic; the righteous stan-
dard of God’s Law-Word as
contained in the Bible.
Supporters of the PWR re-
peat the Pharisees’ error,
for which Jesus rebuked
them saying, “...laying
aside the commandment of
God, you hold the tradition
of men” (Mark 7:8). Only
God has the authority to
define right and wrong.
When men reject right and
wrong as defined by God,
and then seek to define
right and wrong on their
own terms, they are most
certainly in  rebellion
against God and set them-
selves up to be a god. That
is idolatry.

Unity at the
expense of truth

most (if not all) of the
PWR supporters that
they were united by an

IT COULD BE SAID of
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overarching Religious
Humanism. In one session
attended mostly by people
identifying themselves as
from the Roman Catholic,
Jewish, and Protestant “tra-
ditions,” all were in agree-
ment on embracing a
unifying vision for man-
kind. The facilitator, a Ro-
man Catholic, quoted an
esteemed colleague who
once said in regard to ob-
stacles to unity, “the only
problem that we have
is our Scriptures.” At
the PWR there was a will-
ingness to put aside Scrip-
ture so that God’s Truth
would not interfere with
man’s attempt at unity.

Having come to the posi-
tion that “man is the mea-
sure of all things,” they
would then tolerate every-
one having a little compart-
ment in life called

“personal religious tradi-
tion.” Anyone is welcomed
in the PWR interfaith circle
so long as one doesn’t allow
his or her particular reli-
gious “tradition” to inter-
with

fere Religious
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Humanism. Religious leaders at the
PWR prided themselves on not being
held captive by their Scripture. Hu-
man Reason was lifted up as being
supreme and all other distinctions
were blurred.

Choose for yourselves this
day whom you will serve! Dur-
ing numerous sessions at the PWR,
professing Christians prayed to-
gether with Muslims, Hindus, Bud-
dhists, and those involved in
witchcraft (both African Traditional
and Witchcraft) ...all asked God’s
blessing on their efforts in facilitat-
ing world peace.

Should Christians be involved
with the PWR in order to promote
world peace in this way? Well, con-
sider an example from the Old Testa-
ment. Most people would agree that
a three-year drought is a pretty seri-
ous problem, especially in a society
dependent on agricultural produce.
Yet when Israel suffered a three-year
drought during the reign of the un-
godly King Ahab and Queen Jezebel,
the prophet Elijah did not pray to-
gether with the prophets of Baal and
Asherah. Elijah’s God was different
from the false gods worshiped by the
prophets of Baal and Asherah. No,
Elijah confronted them and opposed
them (1 Kings 18). Drought is a seri-
ous problem, but drought was not
the Israelites’ most serious problem.
Their most serious problem was
idolatry! Now let’s consider the
Parliament of the World’s Religions

and its goal of peace. Today, war is
not man’s most serious problem.
Idolatry and rebellion against God
continue to be man’s main problem!
As noble as the task of “promoting
world peace” may sound to the natu-
ral man, Christians are not to com-
promise the truth of the Gospel even
if they somehow think that it may be
promoting world peace. Whatever
peace might be gained through such
efforts, it will be short-lived as God’s
judgement will hang over those peo-
ple who have rejected Him.

Another Gospel

T THE PWR, what was the
Atheological slant of those who

professed to be from a
so-called “Christian tradition™ Dr.
James W. Perkinson, a theologian
from the United States, presented a
lecture entitled, “Soteriological Hu-
mility: The Christological Signifi-
cance of the Humanity of Jesus in the
Encounter of Religions.” Therein he
put forth the proposition that when
the Syro-Phoenician woman an-
swered Jesus saying, “Yes, Lord, yet
even the little dogs under the table
eat from the children’s crumbs”
(Mark 7:28) that she actually put Je-
sus in His place and instructed Him
in some earthly wisdom which He
somehow  lacked! And Dr.
Perkinson’s application of the pas-
sage was that, if Jesus was suffi-
ciently humble to learn from a
Syro-Phoenician woman, perhaps
Christians ought to be humble to
learn from other religions today.
During a period of open discussion,
it became evident that nearly all the
attendees embraced Dr. Perkinson’s
conclusions.

I asked Dr. Perkinson: as the ti-
tle of his lecture had to do with
“Soteriology” (the doctrine of salva-
tion) and “Christology” (the doctrine
of Jesus Christ), why did he neglect
to address the mediatorial role of Je-
sus Christ as proclaimed by the apos-
tle Paul, “For there is one God and
one Mediator between God and
men, the Man Christ Jesus, who gave
Himself a ransom for all...” (1 Timo-
thy 2:5). Dr. Perkinson replied that
he rejected the apostle Paul’s inter-
pretation of the Gospel. (It should
be pointed out that enemies of the
Gospel usually do begin their attack
with the writings of the apostle

Paul). He said that it would be
wrong to suggest that Paul’s inter-
pretation was the only right one. Dr.
Perkinson denied that salvation is
through faith alone, and said per-
taining to obtaining salvation, what
we do (works) is more important
than what we believe (faith). I re-
sponded by saying that the sort of Je-
sus which he presented is one that
the natural sinful man could easily
accept, and such a view of Jesus
would prevent man from coming to
terms with the real Jesus of Scrip-
ture. I also asserted that “definitely
one positive effect of holding to the
apostle Paul’s interpretation of the
Gospel (as Dr. Perkinson called it), is
that it prevents man from making
himself God.” Dr. Perkinson did not
reply.

A Sleight of Hand

T THE PWR it was often insin-
Auated that to actively engage

in proselytising (especially for
Christians to do s0) is something that
is unacceptable. To speak of having
been converted from a false religion,
to faith in Jesus Christ, is something
that is anathema to the interfaith
movement. They would say, “We are
not asking anyone to abandon or let
go of their particular religious tradi-
tion. We just want everyone to em-
brace what the PWR stands for”. Yet
the over arching Religious Human-
ism of the PWR was very subtle.
Consider this illustration: imagine
holding your Bible with both hands.
Someone says to you, “I'm not ask-
ing you to let go of your Bible, 'm
just asking you to take hold of this
rock.” If you let go of the Bible with
one hand in order to grab hold of the
rock, well your hold of the Bible was
compromised. For the Christian, to
simply acknowledge PWR as a body
with authority to formulate a
“Global Ethic” is to compromise the
faith. It is to reject Jesus Christ as
the Lord.

“Why do the nations rage
and the people plot a vain
thing?” (Psalm 2:1). Ata special
three-day Parliament Assembly at
the PWR, participants were to en-
dorse a document entitled “A Call to
Our Guiding Institutions,” an ethical
document to be delivered to all the
nations of the world. The Parliament
Assembly consisted of about 800
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people who had been hand picked
over the past three years. In effect it
was a parliament within a parlia-
ment. At the time there was no way
of even knowing who was in the Par-
liament Assembly as no listing was
available. In the opinion of one com-
mentator, the hundreds of lectures
and symposia, the many delegates,
and the parliament itself were a
smokescreen, the real work being
done by the Council of the Parlia-
ment of the World’s Religions
(CPWR).

“The Call to Guidance,” ap-
proved in a closed session of the
PWR, is a statement of goals for the
future, to which all nations of the
world are intended to conform. The
PWR hopes to influence all areas of
life with their “Call to Guidance” in-
cluding Religious organisations,
Government, Agriculture, Labour,
Industry and Commerce, Education,
Arts and Communications Media, In-
ternational Intergovernmental
Organisations.

“The Call to Guidance” is based
on the earlier document, “Towards a
Global Ethic” which was presented
at the 1993 PWR. The 1993 docu-
ment is said to have been based on
four universal directives that are the
basis for a “global ethic.” They are:
1) do not kill, 2) do not steal, 3) do
not lie, 4) do not commit sexual
immorality.

Christians might be conned into
thinking that there might be some-
thing good here. It appears that
these four points coincide with the
sixth, eighth, ninth, and seventh
commandments found in Exodus
Chapter 20. However it should be
pointed out that the terms “kill,”
“steal,” “lie,” and “sexual immoral-
ity” as understood by the PWR differ
from historical Biblical Christianity.
Also it should be noted that the six
remaining commandments from Ex-
odus Chapter 20 are ignored. Itisno
wonder that the first, second, and
third commandments are conve-
niently forgotten, as a number of the
PWR participants falsely promote
themselves as being Deity! Even
though the PWR seems to embrace
four commandments, their applica-
tion falls short of the rendering in
Exodus. For example: The global
ethic says “do not kill,” yet they see
nothing wrong with the killing of the
innocent unborn through abortion.

The global ethic says “do not steal,”
yet they promote socialism, which is
legalised theft and stealing by proxy.
The global ethic says “do not lie,” yet
they promote the lie that all religions
are equally valid ways to God. The
global ethic says, “do not commit
sexual immorality,” yet they pro-
mote homosexuality.  Christians
who join together with the PWR
commit spiritual adultery, as it was
also written of the Israelites “For
the spirit of harlotry has
caused them to stray and they
have played the harlot against
their God” (Hosea 4:12).

Interfaith Implications
for South Africa?

N A LECTURE entitled “Religious
Iand Cultural Restoration in

Post-Apartheid South Africa,”
Pundit D. H. Maharaj (a Hindu)
made mention of how the European
settlers brought with them Christian-
ity and suppressed the traditional
beliefs and practices of the African
people. The Christians, he said, had
an unacceptable attitude of religious
superiority. He asserted that one
shouldn’t think that their religion is
superior to another. So I asked him,
whether he thought that his belief,
that people should not think their re-
ligion superior to others, is superior
to Christianity. No response. Then I
asked him, in his view, was it wrong
for the British to outlaw sati, the
Hindu practice of widow burning.
He brushed off the question saying
that sati was not widely practiced!!!
(Yet, no doubt it was significant to
the hundreds of thousands of poor
women who were burned alive.) Mr.
Maharaj emphasised again that tra-
ditional beliefs and practices ought
to be restored. This theme was re-
peated by a number of other speak-
ers at the PWR.

I voiced my concern that in “the
new South Africa” many laws are be-
ing implemented which are contrary
to Biblical moral principles. The per-
petrators usually justify their actions
as their efforts to dismantle Apart-
heid. The problem is that, failing to
distinguish between Christianity and
Apartheid, they would do away with
both. In effect, in “the new South Af-
rica” we have a phenomenon that
“the baby is being thrown out with
the bath water.” It would not be an

overstatement to say that, those in
government who are also opposed to
a genuine Christian faith, endeavor
to use the interfaith movement to
drive a wedge between the Gospel of
Jesus Christ and black South
Africans.

The 1999 Parliament of World’s
Religions did not go unchallenged.
Christians all over the world were
praying that the efforts of the PWR
would come to naught. The overall
character of the PWR was one of con-
fusion; numerous meetings were
cancelled or venues changed. The
PWR marches were a flop, partly due
to the fact that many of the partici-
pants had come from the Northern
Hemisphere winter season to arrive
in Cape Town at the beginning of
summer. Yet cooler weather on Ta-
ble Mountain discouraged other
PWR participants from taking to the
mountain to practice their idolatry.
The beating of drums and a trance
dance were cancelled. The PWR or-
ganisers anticipated 8,000 partici-
pants, yet only 4000 actually showed
up.

Missionaries and staff of UCA
member organisations were in-
volved with literature distribution
and personal evangelism along with
dozens of other Christians from local
churches. Thousands of Gospel
tracts and Scripture booklets were
handed out to delegates and
passers-by.

False Prophets Speak

N THE LAST DAY of the PWR
Othe Dalai Lama addressed the

plenary session audience
numbering approximately 4,000. Be-
hind him sat dozens of leaders from
the various belief systems repre-
sented at the PWR. The Dalai Lama
emphasised a new global ethic that
he said everyone should promote.
Where is this global ethic to be
found? He said that good moral val-
ues are supposedly inherent within
all people and that moral values
must be taught outside the context of
a specific religion. He said thatasa
Buddhist, he must not promote Bud-
dhism, but rather this global ethic.

Yet as Christians, in submission
to God’s Word, we come to learn
what is righteousness in the eyes of
Almighty God. For the Christian,
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ethics must be solidly rooted in the
Law-Word of God as revealed in the
Bible.

After the Dalai Lama spoke, a
Jew, a Sangoma (an African witch-
doctor), a Muslim, and a theologian
from Chicago were asked to lead the
assembly in prayer and to solicit
God’s blessings. Who would they
pray to? The theologian from Chi-
cago began his prayer with, “God!
Our mother and our father...” By
that time the entire interfaith abomi-
nation had carried on way too long.
While positioned near the front row,
I shouted at the theologian from Chi-
cago, “Balaam speaks” (Balaam be-
ing something of a prophet for hire in
Numbers chapters 22-24). Then to
the blind spiritual leaders of the
PWR I shouted, “Prophets of Baal.”
The PWR officials didn’t take kindly
to that and I was escorted out the
front door. As Christians, while we
have the freedom to speak the truth,
we had better do so. If we don't, the
day will come when our freedoms
will be taken away.

How should Christians respond
to the efforts of the PWR? First we

continue to make true disciples for
Jesus Christ; men and women who
hold fast to the uniqueness of Jesus
Christ, who are not ashamed of the
Gospel, and who are faithful to obey
all that Jesus Christ has commanded.
As Christians, we must endeavour to
apply God’s Word to all areas of life,
and to remain vigilant against any-
one who brings “a different gospel.”

Secondly we must expose the
wolves in sheep’s clothing who
would lead their churches into the
interfaith abomination. In South Af-
rica the following churches were
listed as co-sponsors of the 1999 Par-
liament of the World’s Religions:
Catholic Archdiocese of Cape Town,
Church of the Province of Southern
Africa, Methodist Church of South-
ern Africa, Moravian Church of SA,
New Apostolic Church, and Rhema
Ministries - as listed on page 10 of
the 1999 PWR program booklet.) If
you are in a church that supports the
PWR, make your objections known
to the leadership and work to get
your church out of the abominable
interfaith movement. If the denomi-
nation hierarchy refuses to separate
themselves from the interfaith

movement, then Christians should
separate themselves from the wolves
in sheep’s clothing.

“Do not be unequally yoked to-
gether with unbelievers. For what
fellowship has righteousness with
lawlessness? And what communion
has light with darkness? And what
accord has Christ with Belial? Or
what part has a believer with an un-
believer? And what agreement has
the temple of God with idols? For
you are the temple of the living
God...Come out from among them
and be separate...” (2 Cor 4:14-17)

Sola Deo Gloria

[©1999, Robert R. Zins Jr. Re-
produced by permission. Robert
Zins is a member of United Christian
Action in South Africa and can be
contacted by e-mail at uca@
global.co.za.]



