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Scott Morrison’s religious affiliation to the Assemblies of God and his public espousal of 
Pentecostal practice has been credited with contributing to his success in the 2019 election.  
It does, however, have implications for his capacity to lead the nation, something subtlety 
captured in the above cartoon. 
 
Let me say first that there are good aspects of Pentecostal religion.  It is charismatic, and it 
gives vitality and energy to people who have some sort of faith and look for something more 
emotionally satisfying than some of the more conventual denominations offer at the 
moment.  I will not say more about this at the moment. 
 
The problem with Pentecostalism is that it is thoughtless and relies on enthusiasm and a 
very emotional response to being together, or being in the Lord, or being saved.  Typically, it 
thrives on enthusiastic movements, which travel the world.  My favourite is the Toronto 
Blessing.  During snow storm that stopped all flights out of Toronto airport in Canada, a 
number of people gathered in the interdenominational chapel.  A good number of them 
were Pentecostal, and at some stage a form of hysteria swept through the group and they 
start laughing and venting.  This became known as the Toronto Blessing and its replication 
swept through the USA and then to other parts of the world, including for a time to 
Australia. 
 
This is all a simple way of saying that generally Pentecostals have no theology, that is, no 
reasoned explanation and elaboration of their beliefs.  Nor are they evangelicals, who are 
committed to a very literal but sometimes extraordinarily scholarly reading of the bible.  
Pentecostals run lightly with the bible.  Salvation, which is important to them, is ordinarily 



connected to success, normally material and particularly financial.  Once you are saved, you 
are ‘right’ in most areas of life. The personal wealth generated by some of their more 
successful pastors is often viewed as scandalous by those outside the movement. 
 
There is also a problem in the area of human action and moral theory.  Pentecostals want to 
be good, but they do not have much theory around what this might mean.  Certain major 
things in the scriptures, such as the ten commandments, and a general sense of ‘family 
values’ may hold them, but I believe it is vague.  Again, their moral certitude comes from the 
conviction that they are saved.  What else they may get up to is not clearly measured.  This 
explains Morrison’s attempt to invite a former leader of his church implicated in issues 
around paedophilia to a state dinner with President Trump.  I am not sure that Trump would 
have been particularly bothered, but some of his minders clearly were.  It is also what is 
behind Ross Gittins’ article this week in the Sydney Morning Herald, in which he claims, as an 
economist and member of the Salvation Army, that if Morrison believed in the Gospel, he 
would make substantial changes to assist the poor, for instance, in increasing New Start and 
in directing tax breaks to those on lower incomes. 
 
I take it that Morrison is a serious and long-term Pentecostal.  This means that his culture is 
very unintellectual or non-intellectual, which is not the same as saying he is unintelligent.  
He knows that he is right because he won the election and has had other successes in his 
life, and the main reason that we should believe what he says is that he is sincere and a good 
fellow.  As long as he is happy and enthusiastic, we should simply follow him, and there is no 
reason for him to give us reasons for his positions.  Personally, listening to him, I have not 
been able to hear legitimate arguments.  He offers mainly assertions, lots of rhetorical 
flourishes and ad hominem attacks, which leave his listeners unsatisfied yet may appear to 
thwart his opponents. 
 
I will not say that I do not like Morrison, but I do believe that he is a very unreliable person 
to have as Prime Minister and that he will not take the nation anywhere serious politically, 
that is, he will not guide an informed public in the major questions facing the nation at this 
time.  He will also be like Teflon when criticised, because he has made no public intellectual 
commitment to the positions he proposes. 
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