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A Christian vote is one for the disadvantaged 
 
Today in the Church’s lectionary is observed as the Feast of Mary the Mother of Jesus which 
reminds me of the joke about a pious soul who dies, goes to heaven, and gains an audience with the 
Virgin Mary. The visitor asks Mary why, for all her blessings, she always appears in paintings as a 
bit sad, a bit wistful: Is everything O.K.? he asks 

Mary reassures her visitor: ‘Oh, everything’s great. No problems. It’s just ... it’s just that we had 
always wanted a daughter.’ 

One wonders whether the world might not be somewhat different if there was a more “feminine” 
perspective rather than the macho masculine patriarchal approach that seems to permeate so much 
of the fabric of most societies and cultures. I say that as we approach an election when there is a 
very real prospect that for the first time Australians will elect a woman as Prime Minister. Not that 
Julia seems to have brought a different approach to the political process as some of us hoped a 
woman might! It seems that rather than a gentler, more consultative nurturing approach she operates 
in the same tough, ruthless and calculating way as all the men. With the election less than a week 
away I have been pondering the question – what are the principles I as person of faith should be 
guided by as I decide who to vote for? As I have done so I have found help from a surprising source 
John Dickson a Sydney Anglican who is a director of the Centre for Public Christianity and who  I 
don’t always find myself agreeing with.  He authored a recent article entitled “In the political realm, 
birds of a feather don't necessarily flock together” published in the SMH of 29 July 2010. It was 
sent to me by Barbara with the comment, In case you haven't seen it or were disinclined to read it, 
this article offers some of the most useful discussion about voting in a Christian way that I have 
ever read - not party political at all, but helpful for conversations with friends and colleagues 
during the election campaign when the issue of religion or faith or belief in God comes up. Much 
food for thought!  I was so impressed by the article that I want to share edited excerpts of it with 
you today. 
 
John Dickson writes: 

 “Much has been said about the ''Christian vote'', an expression often associated with those nasty-
right-wing-religious-nuts imposing their morals on a secular society. 

Given that 64 per cent of Australians call themselves Christian, according to the census, it is 
important to clarify what the Christian vote means. 

Christians should be willing to change voting patterns after Christian reflection on particular 
policies. A believer who cannot imagine voting for the ''other side'' has either determined that only 
one party aligns with the will of God or, more likely, is more attached to their cultural context than 
to the wisdom of scripture. 

Voting patterns, of believers or otherwise, are sometimes based on little more than family heritage 
or geography. This is unreflective and sub-Christian. 
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… So a first point to be emphasised if you are wanting your Christianity to be the basis of who you 
vote for then be prepared to consider all options! 

Equally inadequate is voting for a candidate simply because he or she is a Christian. This is 
religious favouritism. Having Christians in Parliament is no guarantee - or even indicator - that 
our nation will be marked by peace, justice, compassion and truth.   … 

So, what principles guide the Christian vote?  First, a Christian vote is a vote for others. It is basic 
to the Christian outlook that life is to be devoted to the good of others before ourselves. In the 
political realm, Christians should use whatever influence they have to contribute to others, to 
''consider others better'' than themselves. 

Typically, the small business operator votes for the party that promises to do more for small 
business. Union members vote for the party guaranteeing more power to the unions. Company 
managers with staffing issues tend to support the party offering the most flexible industrial relations 
policy. Such considerations are inadequate for Christians, who will try to put private interests aside 
and seek to serve the wider community. 

Second, the moral health of our community will provide another motivation for the Christian vote. 
This is tricky to explain - to believers and non-believers. The church has no right to try to impose a 
Christian moral code on the country. 

That said, Christians believe a society's health depends, in part, on living as God designed. You 
can't blame believers for pondering which party or policies will promote values of justice, harmony, 
sexual responsibility, honesty, family and mercy. 

Will Christian voters be put off by the fact Julia Gillard is unmarried? A few will be, but I suspect 
most are thoughtful enough not to expect a non-Christian prime minister to live by Christian ideals 
in every case. Gillard doesn't pray, either, but that doesn't disqualify her for high office. It would be 
different if a prime minister were found to be having an affair. That would deeply trouble 
Christians, and many others, because it would call into question the leader's self-control, 
faithfulness and integrity in relationships - qualities crucial for leadership.  

… 

Finally, Christians will mainly have in mind the poor and powerless. The mandate for this 
throughout scripture is overwhelming. Voting for the underprivileged in Australia has traditionally 
been seen as a vote for Labor. Others argue the most effective way of helping the poor and weak is 
to increase prosperity at the top so that wealth can flow down to those who need it most. This has 
traditionally been put by conservatives. 

I don't make a judgment about either model but underline that a Christian vote is one sincerely 
motivated by a concern for the disadvantaged - be they elderly, Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islanders, unemployed, homeless or seeking asylum. 

For Christians - and for others, too - the bottom line is not the bottom line. Australia is the second 
most developed nation in the world, according to the United Nations human development index, and 
one of the most prosperous. The economic bottom line, then, is just a tool for improving the 
national good. 

Christians ought to resist the temptation to vote for the party they think will shave more off their tax 
bill or add a percentage point to gross domestic product. They should be thinking of others. 
Nothing else can be called a Christian vote.  

Now I find that insightful and helpful – not that it tells me where to cast my vote – I and you have 
to do the hard work of looking carefully at each candidate’s policies and those of their party and 
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make the judgment of whose on balance best meet the criteria John suggests and any other criteria 
we might see as being important. Food for thought indeed. 

Let me finish in prayer: 

Almighty and ever-living God, give wisdom and understanding, to the electors of this country as we 
elect our new parliament next Saturday. Grant to those elected wisdom and integrity that they may  
perceive what is right have courage to pursue it and grace to accomplish it, through Jesus Christ our 
Lord.  Amen 

___________________ 

 

The full John Dickson Article is at http://www.smh.com.au/opinion/politics/in-the-political-realm-
birds-of-a-feather-dont-necessarily-flock-together-20100728-10vy3.html  


