A Political Solution?
A couple of weeks back my attention was drawn to some charges
leveled against a gentleman I know, and a column he writes for
a gun magazine. Now, knowing someone through the internet is a
difficult proposition at best, and one can never really be
certain if a person is who they say they are. Even when one
knows someone face to face, frequently their true character is
not known. Thus, the only real evaluation one can go by is the
consistency of statements made and the consistency of the
positions held. If a person is consistent time and again, it
can be reasonably inferred that they are indeed what they
claim to be. If not, then we know the answer to that one don’t
we?
However, this article is not about a particular individual,
but about appearances, misconceptions and underlying causes.
The preface above is necessary as the following quotes
illustrate a common problem today among individuals who say
they support this or that, yet do not put enough effort in to
really understanding the root cause of the problems of our
day. This is particularly true of evangelicals and
fundamentalists and their approach to resolving the problems
of this nation.
In the following quotes, Mr. Codrea is David Codrea of War on
Guns blog, and the quotes are excerpted from some Letters to
the Editor concerning a column he wrote in which he contended
that the Second Amendment did not grant the right to keep and
bear arms.
I’d like to comment on Mr. Codrea and his recent article
about the second amendment not guaranteeing the right to bear
arms. My thought is maybe it does, maybe it doesn’t. The fact
of the matter is we don’t need clowns like this idiot
pointing this out to the antigun crowd.

I would suggest you take a long, hard look at what Codrea
writes in the future, because in my opinion he could very
well
be
a
Trojan
horse.
((http://findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m0BQY/is_4_54/ai_n243
58964))
David Codrea’s article “Privileges” ought not to have been
written. What’s wrong with this guy? He sounds like an antigunner. What he said may totally confuse some people.
((ibid))
Aside from the fact that the comments of the letter writers
are ugly and unwarranted in their tone, they reveal an
ignorance of where the Founders of this nation determined that
all our individual rights come from. To be blunt, one has to
be utterly ignorant and devoid of knowledge of the English
language and its construction to not understand the plain text
of the Declaration of Independence. Moreover, one would also
have to ignore the documents that form the foundation of our
constitutional form of government. One of the texts used was
John Locke’s Second Treatise of Government, in which Locke’s
entire thesis is predicated upon the fact that God created
man, and man exists in this world to fulfill the will and
purpose God has for him. Hence, our individual rights existed
long before the Constitution or Bill of Rights. Thus, the
Second Amendment did not and does not “grant” anything.
Rather, it only recognizes a pre-existing right God gave to
man. Being that man is evil, and ever given to acts of evil,
the right to keep and bear arms is essential for the control
of man’s propensity for wickedness.
Now, how does this apply to fundamentalists and evangelicals
today?
In Scripture, which is supposed to be the beginning and ending
of everything a child of God does, it is very apparent — plain
even, that all the problems of man spring from our wicked and

unregenerate hearts. The Lord Jesus Christ was very plain and
clear in explaining this:
And he said, That which cometh out of the man, that defileth
the man. For from within, out of the heart of men, proceed
evil thoughts, adulteries, fornications, murders, Thefts,
covetousness, wickedness, deceit, lasciviousness, an evil eye,
blasphemy, pride, foolishness: All these evil things come from
within, and defile the man. (Mark 7:20-23)
Now, it should not be necessary to recount all the references
in Scripture that speak to this very thing and prove that it
is our individual hearts which are the problem. Moreover, it
should also not be necessary to prove that a man thinks and
conceives of something prior to doing it. These things ought
to be self-evident (like the statement in the Declaration of
Independence), and need no explanation or proof by repeated
citation of evidence.
So

then,

why

is

it

that

so

many

fundamentalist

and

evangelicals always want to seek the solution to America’s
egregious moral and political problems through the vehicle of
politics? Why is it that they want to hang their hats (so to
speak) on the likes of Mike Huckabee, et al, instead of
applying themselves to the task of setting forth Christ in
every aspect of their lives? Is it that being a witness for
Christ is not glamourous enough, or that it puts people off
and makes them uncomfortable? Is it that playing politics is
“fun,” whereas teaching the word of God isn’t? Or, it is
really that you get to meet the “important, influential
people” in government and society, and you don’t have to deal
with “ordinary” people of you community?
You know, I have to ask: Whenever did politics change the
heart of an individual?
If the statement of the Lord Jesus Christ is true and all
problems spring from the heart, isn’t it also true that if the

heart is made right so that it is not evil, those very
problems would go away? Isn’t it true if you change the heart
of an individual, you would also change the way they think
about things, and thus the decisions they make would indeed be
different? Didn’t Christ state that “evil thoughts” proceed
out of the heart? Isn’t it true that, if we think well of our
neighbor and fellow man, we would never do anything to harm
them, or infringe upon their rights? Moreover, if we have
Christ’s thinking in our hearts, wouldn’t we love our
countrymen and respect the boundaries drawn by the
Constitutions, State and Federal?
Beyond doubt, our “political leaders,” judges and such like do
not come from Mars. No, they come from among us. They are our
neighbors, members of our respective communities across the
land. Our elected and appointed officials come from among us
and our society, which is made up of — individuals.
Perhaps if fundamentalists and evangelicals put far more
effort into reaching the INDIVIDUALS in our society, and less
effort into politics, we would change the very character of
those running for office in the first place. It is inarguable:
if a society consists of predominantly good individuals, then
those standing for political office are also going to be
predominantly good as well. However, if all that is done is a
continual chasing after political influence, then those
standing for political office are more than happy to pander to
another “special interest” group so that they can garner the
votes needed to be elected. And, as we have seen, turn out to
be not at all what they claimed to be.
No, I am afraid that the vast majority of fundamentalists and
evangelicals are like the letter writers quoted at the
beginning of this post — blind to the truth of the matter.
Like the letter writers, fundamentalists and evangelicals cast
away a solid foundation in favor of the whim of man. After
all, if the right to keep and bear arms comes from Almighty
God, who can take it from us? Instead, we would have to give

it up by abdicating our responsibility. Even so, should a
child of God cast away the most powerful, influential message
ever to reach the heart of man — the Gospel of the Lord Jesus
Christ, in favor of a political solution?
For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways
my ways, saith the LORD. For as the heavens are higher than
the earth, so are my ways higher than your ways, and my
thoughts than your thoughts. For as the rain cometh down, and
the snow from heaven, and returneth not thither, but watereth
the earth, and maketh it bring forth and bud, that it may give
seed to the sower, and bread to the eater: So shall my word be
that goeth forth out of my mouth: it shall not return unto me
void, but it shall accomplish that which I please, and it
shall prosper in the thing whereto I sent it. (Isaiah 55:8-11)

Cowardice
Not that I agree with John Hagee or his doctrine (because I
don’t), but when he described the Catholic Church as the
“great whore” of Revelation, he made a statement that, in
accordance with the Roman Catholic’s bloody history of
persecution, fits the Catholic Church rather well. The problem
is that Roman Catholic persecution was not confined to Jews.
No, they decided to viciously persecute anyone they labeled a
“heretic.” This persecution was not limited to individuals,
but was applied to any group that would not submit to the
“authority” of the Roman Catholic Church.
The problem with this persecution was that it was not the mild
persecution that some folks in modern America have endured.
Rather, it was along the scale and scope of what the U.S.

Government did to the Branch Davidians at Waco, Texas.
Actually, in reading the various historical accounts, it was
much worse with whole villages and towns slaughtered simply
because the Pope decided they needed to be wiped away for
their supposed “heresy.” However, since the Pope had no armies
of his own, he engaged and coerced the secular rulers under
his influence to do the dirty work for the Catholic Church.
Now, Catholics can deny this and cry foul all they want, but
their history is plain. So plain that even one of their own
admitted to it.
“Were it not that the baptists have been grievously tormented
and cut off with the knife during the past twelve hundred
years, they would swarm in greater number than all the
Reformers.” (Cardinal Hosius, President of the Council of
Trent: Hosius, Letters, Apud Opera, pp. 112, 113.)
Make no mistake, when the Cardinal states they persecuted with
the “knife” he is not being flippant. Moreover, he also makes
it clear that the Catholic Church “grievously tormented” and
“cut off” all those the Catholic Church labeled “Baptist,”
which tells us little to nothing about the poor folk they
didn’t label Baptist — and slaughtered.
Oh, I know, the Catholic Church supposedly apologized for its
“misdeeds.” However, one can hardly call it “misdeeds” as if
it incidentally and infrequently occurred. No, the truth is
that the Catholic Church engaged in wholesale murder of all
who said they followed Christ, but would not submit to the
supposed authority of the Catholic Church. Moreover, the
Catholic Church did this as part of their doctrine. Yes, the
Catholic Church believed that it was called of God to rid the
world of “heretics,” never mind that a commandment to do so
cannot be found anywhere in the New Testament. However, that
should not surprise anyone as the Catholic Church disdains the
Bible and doesn’t follow it anyway. No, they have their

“Catechism” which is a mishmash of all sorts of writings,
ranging from the supposed “early church fathers” to Popes,
various Catholic saints and even the Missal (now there’s selfjustification and circular reasoning).
Thus, for John Hagee to describe the Catholic Church as the
“great whore of Revelation” was not far, if any, off the mark.
However, since Hagee is the “pastor” of a mega-church in
Texas, and involved politically to the point of endorsing John
McCain for President, he obviously values political and social
favor over the truth. Why? Because he has since retracted the
statements he made about the Catholic Church and claimed:
In his letter, Hagee said he now better understood that the
Book of Revelation’s reference to the Catholic Church as “the
apostate church” and the “great whore” are “a rhetorical
device long employed in anti-Catholic literature and
commentary.” ((Pastor Hagee apologizes for anti-Catholic
remarks))
I wonder if all those the Catholic Church murdered for over
1200 years would consider their complaint against the Catholic
Church a mere “rhetorical device?” Moreover, Hagee has decided
that his stance against Catholic doctrine and its
encouragement of persecution is apparently no longer warranted
either:
He stressed that in his use, “neither of these phrases can be
synonymous with the Catholic Church.” ((Ibid))
So then, what should we call a “church” that adopts every
pagan ritual and incorporates it into its own worship
practices and doctrines, as the Catholic Church has? What
should we say about a church that cut deals with the Nazis and
with various Communist dictators so that it could operate
freely in those countries? What should we say about a “church”
that refuses to remove priests and bishops who openly espouse

communist doctrine and imply that it has the approval of the
Vatican? No, all the Vatican has ever done is write papers
that slap the wrists of the “offending” priests, bishops,
nuns, and friars and say in effect “Oh, don’t do that, its not
proper!” and let it go. Crying out loud, they won’t even
remove the pedophiles and homosexuals among their ranks,
instead preferring to shuttle them hither and yon into
different parishes where people don’t know of their crimes and
allow them to remain as “clergy.” If that’s not apostasy and
whoredom, I don’t know what is. It certainly is corruption all
the way to the highest levels of the Catholic Church —
including the Pope, the supposed “vicar of Christ.”
No, Hagee’s problem is now actually compounded in that he has
catered to a corrupt institution and a corrupt society to
please them, and denied the truth of the Scripture — that is,
if he ever had it in the first place.
Why?
Because he has also retracted statements he made concerning
the judgement of God upon this nation. As one offended liberal
opined concerning the Hagee — McCain relationship, Hagee has a
history of (in his words) making “embarrassing” statements:
Since then, Mr. McCain has been shocked to learn that his
clerical ally has made many other outrageous statements. Mr.
Hagee, it’s true, did not blame the American government for
concocting AIDS. But he did say that God created Hurricane
Katrina to punish New Orleans for its sins, particularly a
scheduled “homosexual parade there on the Monday that Katrina
came.”
Mr. Hagee didn’t make that claim in obscure circumstances,
either. He broadcast it on one of America’s most widely heard
radio programs, “Fresh Air” on NPR, back in September 2006.
He reaffirmed it in a radio interview less than two weeks
ago. Only after a reporter asked Mr. McCain about this

Katrina homily on April 24 did the candidate brand it as
“nonsense” and the preacher retract it. ((The All-White
Elephant in the Room))
Never mind that the Old Testament teaches us plainly that
certain transgressions will bring the judgement of God upon a
nation — whether they have a covenant with God (as Israel did)
or not. Even though a number of Hagee’s doctrines are not
right, he still could not have gone wrong in speaking about
Hurricane Katrina and the devastation it wrought upon the
entire Gulf Coast, and particularly New Orleans. Whether the
statement is popular or not, is not the issue, the issue is
the truth — and it is true that the extremely bad weather
America has experienced for a number of years now is the
express judgement of God.
This is no different that Hagee’s backing away from the truth
about Catholicism and the sordid history of the Catholic
Church. What it tells anyone is that Hagee’s convictions are
bought and sold for political and social favor. In short,
Hagee fears John McCain and the American public more than he
fears the LORD God of heaven and earth.
Now, I’m certain that there are many out there who fall for
the media’s traps and false statements, and I’m certain that
Hagee is one of them. However, he could have differentiated
between the Catholic Church and its egregious doctrine and
individual Catholics. After all, most Catholics are woefully
ignorant of the true history of the Catholic Church. In fact,
the vast majority of Catholics are woefully ignorant of the
Bible, having only read the Missal, and perhaps the Catechism.
Thus, they do not know and understand why some of us roundly
condemn the Catholic Church as an institution.
You know, Hagee could have used his statements as a platform
to address those issues. Instead he chose to sweep it under
the rug and hide the truth and deny history. Of course, Hagee

could have used his statements concerning Katrina to show
that, historically and Biblically, certain behaviors are
inherently destructive to any nation. However, he chose to
curry favor with John McCain rather than tell the truth.
John Hagee, you stinking coward.

Dangerous Thinking
I don’t usually make political comment. However, when certain
events occur, which have bearing on, and reflect, certain
modes of thinking, I do like to use them to point out flaws in
the way we (by that I mean particularly fundamental Baptists)
think. This is not to say that all the thought processes are
wrong, but it is to say that we don’t often “think through”
and take the long view when we advocate certain things, and
take certain positions regarding political candidates and
issues.
It is no secret that this country has fallen a long way from
what it used to be. It is no secret that all levels of
government in this country, from the Federal level on down to
local offices routinely violate the trust reposited in them by
virtue of constitutional authority and election to office. It
is also no secret that many folks are frustrated by the fact
that little seems to be done about it, and it only seems to
get worse and not better.
Hence, many fundamental, unaffiliated Baptists have jumped on
the bandwagon of openly supporting and campaigning for certain
candidates and issues. This, in itself, is not necessarily
wrong if — and this is a big if — the candidate actually and

totally supports Scriptural doctrine. Otherwise, we end up
tying the name of Christ to someone who ultimately reflects
badly upon Christ, and tarnishes our witness and testimony.
Additionally, it is difficult to witness to someone who
supports the opposing candidate if they know that we are
openly opposing the person they support. What will happen is
that they will focus on our opposition to their candidate and
not hear the gospel they so badly need. We must ask ourselves
which is the more important — the soul of the person we are
speaking to, or winning the vote of that person? I should
think the answer is obvious.
However, the above cited issues are not the most egregious of
errors in seeking a political solution to this country’s
problems. Rather, it is the way of thinking that seeks a
political solution, that is the problem. That way of thinking
is actually well-encapsulated in the following quote by one of
the current Presidential candidates. Mind you, it is an
offensive quote to anyone who truly understands what the U.S.
Constitution is all about.
“I think we can say that the Constitution reflected a
enormous blindspot in this culture that carries on until this
day, and the Framers had that same blindspot. I don’t think
the two views are contradictory to say that it was a
remarkable political document that paved the way for where we
are now, and to say that it also it reflected the fundamental
flaw of this country that continues to this day.” ((Barack
Obama, date not cited))
Now, this quote first appeared on the internet on YouTube, and
is a snippet of some interview, or answer to some question
Barack Obama was asked. However, unlike many quotes that are
snippets, there is virtually no way to take this comment out
of context. It uses terminology that is far too broad with
reference to the subjects at hand to be taken out of context.
The use of phrases such as “enormous blindspot” and

“fundamental flaw that continues to this day” with reference
to the U.S. Constitution and American society are far, far too
encompassing.
The problem with this quote is not that it states there is an
error in the Constitution. Indeed, many of the antifederalists thought there were many flaws in the Constitution.
It is not that Obama thinks that the flaw is still there. For
there are some issues that could be dealt with more firmly by
the Constitution. No, the problem with this quote is its
inherent misapplication of the Constitution to American
society and the problems in society.
While I do not know the context of the remark, I do know the
U.S. Constitution and its purpose. The Constitution is the law
for the government — a cage if you will. It was not, and is
not designed for any other purpose. The Constitution was never
designed to reform society, nor can it. The Founders knew that
society is not reformed from the “top down,” but that society
changes when the individuals in society change their views and
consequent values.
Herein lies the problem: this statement by Obama reflects a
view that is socialist/communist, in the which government can
impose reforms on society, and change the fundamental thinking
of individuals by external force, be it by law or otherwise.
This kind of thinking was evident in the French Revolution and
resulted in the deaths of tens of thousands. And, this mindset
is endemic to every socialist/communist government and has
resulted in the deaths of tens of millions over the last
century.
Granted, there are ills and disparities in this society, as
there are in every society, but the “top down” approach is not
the way to fix them — no matter how appealing and expedient it
appears to be. We are warned in Scripture about such
appealing, expeditious methods and their result.

There is a way which seemeth right unto a man, but the end
thereof are the ways of death. (Proverb 14:12)
Funny how the LORD gave us that warning, not once, but twice,
for it appears again two chapters later in Proverbs 16:25.
Hence, it is significant that the easier road, the more
expedient path, is not the right one.
This is where we must make application to ourselves. Just as
Barack Obama thinks that the ills of society should be
resolved using the U.S. Constitution, there are many
fundamental Baptists who think that simply electing the “right
people” will resolve the issues we have in this country and
society, and put us back on the right track.
Like Obama, they could not be more wrong. As stated earlier,
the Founders of this nation understood that societies are not
changed from the top down, but from the bottom up. They
understood that government is only a reflection of the society
it governs, which is a very Scriptural concept and
understanding of the way the LORD God deals with man. We
should understand that nations are the embodiment of
societies, and societies are composed of individuals, and
individuals act outwardly based upon what is within their
hearts. Thus, we should know that the operative principle here
stems directly from Jeremiah, chapter 17:
The heart is deceitful above all things, and desperately
wicked: who can know it? I the LORD search the heart, I try
the reins, even to give every man according to his ways, and
according to the fruit of his doings. (Jeremiah 17:9-10)
So it is that electing the right people to office is not
really the answer. The real answer to restoring the rule of
the Constitution over government, and restoring respect for
the law in this country, begins in the heart of every
individual. However, that is not going to happen until the
LORD’s people decide to follow what the LORD commands them,

and have a proper witness and testimony so people see a true
difference and distinction between those who claim Christ, and
the rest of society. Otherwise, what is claimed is just so
much hot air and wishful thinking.
Nonetheless, that also is not going to happen unless and until
the LORD’s people change their thinking. Sadly, it is far too
evident that many who claim Christ, and name themselves
fundamental, unaffiliated Baptists, don’t bother to even learn
how the LORD looks at things, let alone how He knows them to
be — and thus, how we should think about them.
On a final note: we should understand that, historically, the
top down approach to changing society has never worked.
Without going into detail, there is no instance in the history
of man where any society has ever been permanently changed by
imposition of massive, intrusive government control over
individual behavior. Rather, every government that has
attempted such action has found itself consigned to
destruction — usually within a generation or so of attempting
to impose such change. In contrast, the LORD’s approach of
dealing with the individual, their heart and where they stand
before God, changed an entire civilization. We would not know
Western Civilization were it not for the influence of the
gospel and the Scriptures.
The evidence is pretty plain; it is just sad that of all
people, the LORD’s people cannot see it, and thus elect to
take a different road — the end of which will be no different
for them than it has been for all others who have thought to
change society by force of law.
Oh, by the way, Obama is a communist. So I ask: Should
fundamental Baptists think the same way communists think?

