
 
 

DDeemmooccrraaccyy  tthhee  GGrreeaatt   SSaavviioorr??  
 

There is a concept that many people in the western world have accepted without thinking much 
about - namely that Democracy would go a long way toward saving the world as it is today, if only 
people could put aside their prejudice and embrace it. This concept finds expression in all manner 
statements and actions, not just in politics. The extremes of national imperialism often attracts 
protestors that condemn individual acts or general policy, but the core beliefs that generate these 
problems are found at a much deeper level. 

That some people could willingly consider Democracy as a great western savior of the known 
world was something I did not really accept until recently. I suppose I could not believe that 
people would really fall hook line and sinker for any political ideal (For that reason I’ve normally 
found most war movies boringly stereo-typed). I can’t remember a time I have ever blindly 
accepted what I was told when there was plenty of evidence that the opposite may be true, or 
when there was no definite answer. The concepts of democracy definitely fall into the later 
category. 

My own concept of democracy is, that it’s whatever you make it. It is neither good nor evil, rather 
it is the sum total of our expectations, and the sum of our direct and indirect decisions. It is like an 
artist’s canvas. A canvas needs an artist. It always helps if the artist is very good, but when it 
comes to politics there are many artists that are painting on the same canvas and they are 
certainly not all good. 

The truth is that the 7 deadly sins of lust, gluttony, greed, sloth, wrath, envy, and pride (Dante's 
Inferno) will apply to any political or social system mankind is capable of establishing. Fortunately 
the virtues of faith, hope, and love (1Cor 13:13), and the fruit of the Spirit,  love, joy, peace, 
patience, kindness, goodness, faithfulness, gentleness, and self-control (Gal 5:22-23) are also 
equally applicable to all situations. It all comes down to the vagaries of human choice, virtue and 
corruption, unless God intervenes. 

Therefore it is a great disappointment to me that so many prophetic messages (that is – part of 
God's intervention) become altered and confused by personal beliefs and misconceptions. 
Perhaps disappointed is too mild a word, disturbed is probably more appropriate word and 
sometimes even disgusted. Our political preference is one of these areas of personal belief that 
should not influence the words used, or how we react.  

Though it is the custom of some to speak before the mind has connected, this should never 
happen to a prophet. Prophetic utterance and action should be a response that incorporates the 
interaction of our whole being (ie. our body, mind and spirit) with God.   

First of all our instincts, our spirit, our body, or all three may alert us that there is a message on 
the way, but our mind (and spirit) must be switch on and be in gear to receive from God. 

Secondly we need to use our mind to interact with the Holy Spirit (that resides within) to translate 
the pictures, feelings, and other media input (including words) into a coherent action or message. 

Thirdly, because we can not see the big picture from God's point of view, we especially need our 
mind to filter out the various biases we carry around (inc. personal preferences, little resentments, 
envy, etc). These things may help prompt a message, but the point is to give a pure Holy Spirit 
message, not a "mixed combo" special that contains a piece of our mind, some repetition and 50 
words extra just to be on the safe side.  
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For the Prophet 
In terms of prophetic wisdom for the prophet, this has four main areas of applications: 

1. It embarrasses me to say that I have heard a number of politically right wing and conservative 
(not always the same thing) prophesies. I'm sure it is also possible for this to happen in a left wing 
fashion, but thankfully I've not experienced that yet. The point is, that whatever the bias, it's not 
acceptable to pass it off as God's word to us, and pleading ignorance of these things is certainly 
no excuse.  

2. Along a similar line to point 1 I have heard even more messages that seemed fine, but were 
then interpreted in a very politically biased way. Here the plot of the prophesy normally falls apart 
(even if no-one else notices) as soon as the speaker attempts to wisely interpret the message. 
The attempt at wisdom misses the mark because it incorporates too many other influences. It 
may be that another person will try to interpret the message adding their own bias. In my 
experience if the pastor feels the need to assert some authority and take over the message, the 
interpretation will often end up incorrect. Like it or not the prophet is responsible for maintaining 
the integrity of God's message. It is up to them to follow up (later on) with whoever took over the 
interpretation and altered what God had in mind, though this of course is never a popular thing.  

Note: It always surprises me that people think they have a right to throw in the strangest 
interpretations - of course they do this because they are convinced God is revealing something to 
them. I heard the most ridiculous and sometimes very amusing statements being offered as 
serious points. You may know a few amusing moments yourself.  

3. The third main form of bias comes in party political sermons and books. Very few of these are 
deliberately political, most points of issue arise when a writer or speaker makes a statement 
assuming it to be reasonable. I recently read some political biased interpretations of The Book of 
Revelation. The writer had come to the conclusion that the "white horse" of Revelation was 
democracy. After a few paragraphs by way of argument the writer said, surely it is reasonable to 
conclude that the "white horse" of Revelation is democracy... at which I said to myself "rubbish, it 
isn't reasonable at all"! In fact I can't understand why anyone would allow themselves to fall for 
that, let alone write it as a main point of a book. It may be one of the possibilities, but it’s not one 
of the main ones.  

4. Point four is a natural progression from the previous one. This is where the people offering the 
advice or interpretation, have a history of being biased but are unable to see things from other 
points of view. Unfortunately there are many such people in the world and there plenty in the 
church too. At this point, to my way of thinking, any pastor worth their salt will find a way to subtly 
keep things on track, but personal experience tells me that in the average church pastors are just 
as likely to be the culprit as anyone else. Personal, cultural, and religious mind sets can be very 
invasive when it comes to hearing correctly from God. Political beliefs in particular seem 
particularly difficult to ignore. 

Note: I have found it interesting to talk as a conservative with other conservatives, and a socialist 
with other socialists. A few times I have even changed sides in the middle of a conversation just 
to see what would happen.  

The fact we may be inclined to certain points of view is actually irrelevant when it comes to the 
point of opening our mouths for God. Perhaps some have simply allowed the boundaries to 
become blurred, but personally I believe that the privilege of acting (or speaking for God) should 
override any other impulse to add to the revelation in any way at all.  

To put this in some perspective, Democracy may be a very useful tool in the hands of some, but it 
is certainly not the savior of the world. History has proved that it was always a mixed blessing, 
easily corrupted or twisted to suit the self interests of leaders. The fact that it is perhaps a little 
flexible than most of the alternatives hardly qualifies it as the white rider, or the savior of the 
world. God is capable of working with or in spite of any system. God has done this in the past, 
and will continue to do so in the future. For some true perspective we should not forget 1 Samuel 
8:7 when Samuel was searching for wisdom after the people asked for their first king. And the 
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LORD said to Samuel, "Hearken to the voice of the people in all that they say to you; for they 
have not rejected you, but they have rejected me from being king over them."  Apart from that, I 
personally think it weird that anyone would consider a political system capable of "saving" 
anybody or any group of people.  

  

Identifying our Baggage 
All national events have political content, but a prophet is meant to be speaking for God, 
addressing God's issues, and trying to achieve God's objectives. The real point is that it's difficult 
to achieve these objectives if our message is confused by including our own political baggage.  

In practice some will simply deny there is any problem of political baggage, because they can't 
see their own, and would prefer things to just continue as is. For many people, addressing this 
issue personally will require learning to hear what they are really saying when they speak. It will 
require an ability to accept that it is worth learning another way to process the message. It will 
require acknowledging that there are better options. All these things are of course huge barriers 
to climb over. Perhaps discussing it with a third party (and perhaps a service recording) will help. 
Unfortunately I have noticed that it is very difficult for some to accept that they are not "balanced" 
(whatever that is – it seems to mean something a little different each time). 

The thorny point of who is willing to confront the leadership or pastor is another difficult area 
(Unfortunately relationships can change markedly after that is attempted – I can personally attest 
to this!). I would also add a warning here for any considering confronting someone with a 
controlling personality. Generally speaking, controllers appear to have little understanding of how 
their bias affects what they say. They actually like the black or white responses they get, and will 
rarely accept your weird "balanced" approach, and even if they do it is unlikely to last for long 
because they have little capacity for making exceptions to (or changing) the way they confront the 
world (so beware!). The same goes for someone with a manipulative personality. 

  

Conclusion 
This is the sort of rambling article that I suspect will be very unpopular. GOOD! This is my way of 
confronting the destructive practices of many people. Democracy is indeed a very useful tool in 
the hands of those trying to do some good in the world. However, it is only a tool, a useful 
concept, and therefore we need to keep our minds alert. It is such a strange thing to thing to hear 
people talk about their belief in the system (even a religious one). Why should we ever believe in 
a system? The system of democracy is the one I prefer, but I do not believe in it, it will not save 
anybody. It is run by people that are flawed. I believe in God. 
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