When a System Goes Corrupt — Jeremiah’s situation

By Craig Paardekooper and Al

(] Jeremiah 5:1-9 — The Search for One Righteous Person

God tells Jeremiah: “Go up and down the streets of Jerusalem... look around and consider,
search through her squares. If you can find but one person who deals honestly and seeks the
truth, I will forgive this city.”

This echoes Genesis 18, where Abraham pleads for Sodom and God agrees to spare it if even
ten righteous people are found.

the point is that the city as a whole is corrupt. The narrative emphasizes the depth of
societal corruption.

It’s a rhetorical device: God is showing Jeremiah that the rot is so pervasive that even one
honest person cannot be found among the people.

() Jeremiah 6 — Warning of Impending Judgment

Chapter 6 continues the theme: Jerusalem refuses correction, ignores God’s word, and is
described as a “well-fed, lusty stallion” chasing after sin.

God warns of invasion from the north (Babylon), describing it as a refining fire—testing the
people because they are all corrupt.

The refrain: “They are all hardened rebels, going about to slander. They are bronze and iron;
they all act corruptly.”

The verdict: judgment is inevitable, because the people collectively reject truth and justice.

Key Takeaways

Jeremiah’s role: He is righteous, but he is the prophet—not the “one person” God is asking
for. The challenge is about the people themselves.

Communal corruption: The city is so far gone that even one honest truth-seeker cannot be
found.

Echoes of Sodom: Just as Sodom lacked even ten righteous, Jerusalem lacks even one.

Judgment and mercy: God’s mercy is immense (He would forgive the whole city for one
righteous person!), but His justice requires judgment when corruption is total.

* How to Understand This Today

It’s a sobering reminder that personal righteousness matters, but communal integrity
matters too.



e Jeremiah shows us that God values truth and honesty so highly that even one faithful person
could have spared the city.

e But when corruption is universal, judgment becomes unavoidable.



That is depressing, that rot can be so deep. It almost makes you want to give up. If it was true
then, then it will be true in modern times? Or was Jerusalem exceptionally evil?

| hear you — Jeremiah’s words can feel heavy. The idea that an entire city could be so corrupt that
not even one honest truth-seeker could be found is deeply sobering. Let’s put this in perspective.

@ Was Jerusalem uniquely evil?

Not uniquely: The Bible often portrays different societies as deeply corrupt — Sodom and
Gomorrah in Genesis, Nineveh in Jonah, and Jerusalem in Jeremiah. Each case highlights how
widespread injustice and dishonesty can become.

Jerusalem’s case: What makes Jeremiah’s account striking is that Jerusalem was supposed to
be God’s chosen city, the place of His temple. So, the betrayal feels worse because the
people had greater spiritual responsibility.

£ Is this always true in modern times?

Human nature: The prophets often show that corruption, dishonesty, and injustice are
recurring patterns in human societies. So yes, the “rot” Jeremiah saw is not unique to his
time.

Not absolute: Even in corrupt societies, there are always individuals who seek truth and
justice. Jeremiah’s rhetorical search for “one honest person” is meant to emphasize the
depth of the problem, not to say that literally no one anywhere is good.

Modern parallels: We see institutions today plagued by dishonesty, greed, or injustice. But
unlike Jeremiah’s vision, there are also reformers, activists, and ordinary people who
genuinely seek truth and integrity.

The Deeper Message

Jeremiah’s point isn’t to make us despair, but to:

Expose reality: Sometimes corruption runs deeper than we want to admit.
Call for resilience: Even if society feels rotten, individuals can still stand for truth.

Highlight God’s mercy: The fact that God would spare the entire city for just one righteous
person shows how much He values integrity.

* How to read this without despair

Don’t give up: Jeremiah himself didn’t quit, even though he saw the rot. His role was to keep
speaking truth.



e See the hope: Later in Jeremiah, God promises restoration. Judgment isn’t the end —
renewal is possible.

e Apply it today: Even if institutions feel corrupt, your personal honesty and truth-seeking
matter. In Jeremiah’s logic, one person can make a difference.

So, Jerusalem wasn’t uniquely evil — it was a symbol of how deeply human societies can fall. But the

message is not “give up.” It’s “stand firm,” because even one person who seeks truth matters
enormously.



What causes the rot, and what can cure it?

Quick Answer: The “rot” in societies—whether in Jeremiah’s time or today—comes from weak
governance, lack of accountability, greed, and erosion of moral values. It can be cured through

transparency, strong institutions, ethical leadership, education, and a culture that prizes truth and
justice afs.org.au legalclarity.org IntechOpen.

4 Causes of Societal Rot (Corruption & Injustice)

Weak governance & institutions: When laws are inconsistently enforced and leaders are not
held accountable, corruption thrives legalclarity.org.

Lack of transparency: Hidden decision-making and poor access to information allow abuse of
power afs.org.au.

Greed & personal gain: Abuse of entrusted power for private benefit—bribes, favoritism,
embezzlement—undermines trust legalclarity.org.

Cultural & social habits: Traditions that normalize dishonesty or favoritism can entrench
corruption IntechOpen.

Economic pressures: Poverty and inequality can push individuals toward corrupt practices as
survival strategies IntechOpen.

Erosion of ethics: When moral values and professional integrity decline, corruption becomes
accepted as “normal.”

&« What Can Cure the Rot

Transparency & accountability: Open records, free press, and watchdog institutions make
corruption harder to hide afs.org.au.

Rule of law: Strong, impartial legal systems ensure that corrupt acts are punished
consistently legalclarity.org.

Ethical leadership: Leaders who model integrity set the tone for society.

Education & awareness: Teaching values of honesty and civic responsibility helps build a
culture of truth-seeking IntechOpen.

Citizen engagement: Active civil society, whistleblowers, and reform movements keep
institutions in check.

Economic fairness: Reducing inequality and poverty removes incentives for corruption.

[ Linking Back to Jeremiah

Jeremiah’s lament about Jerusalem’s rot wasn’t just about individuals lying or cheating—it was about
systemic corruption: leaders exploiting power, families betraying trust, and truth being abandoned.
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e Cause in Jeremiah’s time: Leaders and people alike turned from God’s covenant, eroding
moral foundations.

e Curein Jeremiah’s vision: Return to truth, justice, and covenant faithfulness. In modern
terms, this parallels restoring ethics, accountability, and transparency.

Takeaway
e Rot is not inevitable. It grows where accountability is weak and truth is undervalued.

e Cure requires both systems and hearts. Laws, institutions, and culture must all reinforce
honesty and justice.

¢ Even one honest person matters. Jeremiah shows that integrity has immense value—
sometimes enough to save a whole community.

Sources: AFS Essay on Corruption afs.org.au; LegalClarity on Causes of Corruption legalclarity.org;
IntechOpen on Causes and Consequences IntechOpen
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Your response is very good. But is it the case that many leaders are strong enough, but follow
agendas that are independent of society wellbeing?

That’s a sharp insight. Yes — many leaders are indeed strong, capable, and resilient, but strength
alone doesn’t guarantee alignment with the common good. History and modern politics show that
leaders often pursue agendas that serve personal ambition, ideology, or narrow interest groups
rather than the wellbeing of society at large.

QA Why Strong Leaders Can Still Cause “Rot”

e Power without accountability: A strong leader may consolidate authority but use it to
entrench themselves rather than uplift society.

e |deological rigidity: Leaders sometimes prioritize ideology or party loyalty over practical
solutions for citizens.

e Personal ambition: Strength can be channeled into maintaining control, wealth, or legacy
rather than serving people.

e External pressures: Geopolitical interests, corporate influence, or elite networks can shape
agendas that diverge from public needs.

e Disconnect from citizens: When leaders stop listening, their strength becomes self-serving
rather than protective.

"L What Keeps Strength Aligned with Wellbeing
e Checks and balances: Strong institutions prevent leaders from drifting into self-interest.
e Transparency: Public scrutiny forces agendas to remain tethered to societal needs.

e Ethical compass: Leaders who combine strength with humility and moral clarity are less likely
to go astray.

e (Citizen engagement: Active participation keeps leaders accountable and reminds them who
they serve.

e Shared vision: When leaders tie their strength to a collective vision (justice, prosperity,
peace), society benefits.

Biblical Parallel

Jeremiah’s critique wasn’t that Judah’s leaders were weak — many were politically savvy and
militarily capable. The problem was that their strength was misdirected: they pursued idolatry,
exploitation, and alliances that undermined the people’s wellbeing.

e InJeremiah 5-6, leaders are described as “great men” who “do not know the way of the
Lord”



e Their strength was real, but it was independent of truth and justice, which made it
destructive.

W Takeaway
e Strength in leadership is neutral — it can either protect society or accelerate its decay.

e The “rot” Jeremiah saw wasn’t from weak leaders, but from strong leaders pursuing agendas
detached from truth and justice.

e The cure is not just strong leadership, but strong leadership bound to accountability, ethics,
and the common good.



What is the solutions that leads to accountability, ethics and the common good?

That’s the heart of the matter: how do we move from “rot” to renewal? The solutions that lead to
accountability, ethics, and the common good usually combine structural safeguards with cultural
transformation. Let’s break it down:

diily Structural Solutions (Systems & Institutions)

Checks and balances: Independent courts, legislatures, and watchdog agencies prevent
leaders from concentrating unchecked power.

Transparency mechanisms: Open budgets, freedom of information laws, and investigative
journalism expose wrongdoing.

Rule of law: Laws applied equally to all, without favoritism, ensure accountability.

Anti-corruption frameworks: Clear codes of conduct, whistleblower protections, and strong
enforcement agencies deter abuse.

Decentralization: Distributing power across local and national levels reduces the risk of
systemic capture.

"L Cultural & Ethical Solutions (Values & People)

Ethical leadership: Leaders who model integrity set the tone for society.

Education in civic values: Teaching honesty, responsibility, and justice from early schooling
builds a culture of truth-seeking.

Citizen engagement: Active participation in governance—voting, advocacy, community
organizing—keeps leaders accountable.

Social trust: When communities prize honesty and fairness, corruption becomes socially
unacceptable.

Faith and moral traditions: In Jeremiah’s time, covenant faithfulness was the ethical anchor;
today, moral frameworks (religious or secular) can play a similar role.

@ Modern Practices That Work

Participatory budgeting: Citizens directly decide how public funds are spent, increasing
transparency.

Digital governance: Technology platforms that track spending, contracts, and services reduce
opportunities for corruption.

Global standards: International agreements (like UN anti-corruption conventions) pressure
governments to uphold accountability.



e Civil society watchdogs: NGOs and grassroots movements often expose abuses and push for
reform.

Biblical Resonance

Jeremiah’s critique wasn’t just about individuals lying—it was about leaders and systems abandoning
truth.

e Cause: Leaders pursued agendas detached from justice.
e Cure: Return to covenant faithfulness—truth, justice, and care for the vulnerable.

¢ In modern terms, this means aligning strength with ethical responsibility and the common
good.

W Takeaway
e Accountability comes from strong institutions and citizen oversight.
e Ethics comes from leaders and communities committed to truth.

e The common good emerges when power is exercised transparently, fairly, and with justice at
its core.



Why does God not implement any of these cures? Instead, He declares a destruction?

That’s a profound question, and it gets right to the tension in Jeremiah: why does God, who values
justice and mercy, sometimes choose destruction instead of reform?

In Jeremiah’s Context

God had already offered cures: Through prophets, laws, and repeated calls to repentance,
God gave His people opportunities to change. Jeremiah himself was one of those “cures”—a
voice calling them back to truth.

Persistent refusal: The people repeatedly rejected correction. Jeremiah 6:17 says, “/
appointed watchmen over you and said, ‘Listen to the sound of the trumpet!” But you said,
‘We will not listen.”

Rot too deep: The corruption wasn’t just in leadership—it was systemic, reaching families,
priests, prophets, and ordinary citizens. At that point, reform from within was impossible.

Judgment as surgery: Destruction wasn’t arbitrary; it was like cutting away diseased tissue.
God’s judgment was meant to purge the rot so that renewal could eventually happen.

@ Why Not Just Reform Instead of Destroy?

Human freedom: God doesn’t override human choices. If people resist truth, He allows them
to face the consequences.

Justice requires consequences: Mercy without accountability would mean injustice continues
unchecked.

Renewal through crisis: Sometimes destruction clears the ground for rebuilding. In Jeremiah,
exile became the painful path to eventual restoration and a new covenant.

W The Larger Biblical Pattern

Sodom (Genesis 18): God would have spared the city for even ten righteous people—but
none were found.

Nineveh (Jonah): When the people repented, God relented and spared them.

Jerusalem (Jeremiah): Because they refused to repent, destruction was declared.

So the difference isn’t God’s unwillingness to cure—it’s whether people accept the cure. When they
do (Nineveh), mercy flows. When they don’t (Jerusalem), judgment comes.

@ Takeaway

God'’s “destruction” is not the opposite of cure—it is the cure when all other remedies fail.



It’s a hard truth: sometimes systems are so corrupt that only dismantling them allows for
renewal.

Jeremiah’s message is both warning and hope: destruction clears the way for restoration,
and God promises to rebuild after judgment.



Your answers are excellent. So, | have a few questions. | will list them

1. Is the core cure necessarily a return to God-based ethics, or can there be an independent ethic

2. Some people suggest that representative democracy is too vulnerable to corruption, and that a

system of direct democracy is more representative of the people's needs.

The cures you list —

Checks and balances: Independent courts, legislatures, and watchdog agencies prevent
leaders from concentrating unchecked power.

Transparency mechanisms: Open budgets, freedom of information laws, and investigative
journalism expose wrongdoing.

Rule of law: Laws applied equally to all, without favoritism, ensure accountability.
Anti-corruption frameworks: Clear codes of conduct, whistleblower protections, and strong
enforcement agencies deter abuse.

Decentralization: Distributing power across local and national levels reduces the risk of
systemic capture.

Do we need to go as far as direct democracy, or can we rely on these mechanisms?

These are excellent, deep questions. Let’s take them one at a time.

ED 1s the core cure necessarily God-based ethics, or can there be an independent ethic?

Biblical perspective: Jeremiah and other prophets insist that true justice flows from
covenant faithfulness to God. In their worldview, ethics apart from God inevitably collapse,
because God is the source of truth and justice.

Philosophical perspective: Many traditions argue that ethics can be grounded
independently—through reason, human dignity, social contracts, or universal principles (like
Kant’s categorical imperative or human rights frameworks). These don’t require explicit
religious belief. These “secular ethics” are more related to the idea of “general revelation
through nature” as compared to the “special revelation through covenant relationship”.

Practical reality: Societies often blend both. For example:
o Religious ethics inspire honesty, compassion, and accountability.
o Secular ethics provide universal frameworks that apply across diverse populations.

Key insight: What matters most is that ethics are anchored in something larger than
personal gain—whether that’s God, reason, or shared human values. Without that anchor,
corruption spreads.

E) Representative democracy vs. direct democracy

Representative democracy: Citizens elect leaders to make decisions on their behalf.



o Strengths: Practical for large populations, allows specialization, and can be stabilized
by checks and balances.

o Weaknesses: Vulnerable to corruption, lobbying, and leaders drifting from public
needs.

e Direct democracy: Citizens vote directly on laws and policies.

o Strengths: More immediate reflection of public will, harder for elites to hijack
decisions.

o Weaknesses: Can be impractical in large, complex societies; risks populism,
manipulation, and decision fatigue.

e The mechanisms you listed (checks, transparency, rule of law, etc.):

o These are designed to strengthen representative democracy by keeping leaders
accountable.

o If they function well, representative democracy can remain robust without needing
to shift fully to direct democracy.

o Direct democracy can supplement representative systems (e.g., referendums, citizen
assemblies, participatory budgeting) without replacing them entirely.

Takeaway

e On ethics: The cure doesn’t have to be God-based, but it must be rooted in transcendent
values—whether divine or secular—that resist corruption.

e On democracy: Direct democracy is not strictly necessary if strong accountability
mechanisms are in place. Hybrid models (representative democracy with direct-democratic
elements) often balance practicality with responsiveness.

In other words:
e Ethics need an anchor (God, reason, or universal values).
e Democracy needs guardrails (checks, transparency, rule of law).

e The combination of anchored ethics + strong institutions is what prevents rot.



What do we do when the checks and balances, the regulators, the judges, and the law itself has
become corrupt?

That’s the hardest scenario of all — when the very safeguards meant to protect society are
themselves compromised. Jeremiah faced this exact problem: priests, prophets, judges, and kings
were corrupt, so the “rot” was systemic. In modern terms, it’s when the watchdogs are captured, the
courts are politicized, and the law itself is bent to serve power instead of justice.

A What Causes This “Systemic Capture”

e Concentration of power: When one group controls multiple institutions, checks and
balances collapse.

e Erosion of trust: Citizens lose faith in regulators and courts, making corruption easier to
normalize.

e Legal manipulation: Laws are rewritten to protect elites rather than the public.

e Silencing dissent: Journalists, activists, and whistleblowers are suppressed, leaving no
independent voices.

& What Can Be Done
When formal institutions fail, reform often comes from outside pressure or grassroots renewal:
1. Civil society & grassroots movements
o Independent voices (activists, NGOs, communities) become the new watchdogs.

o Example: Civil rights movements, anti-corruption protests, or local community
organizing.

2. Free press & information networks

o Even when courts are corrupt, investigative journalism and digital transparency can
expose wrongdoing.

o Truth-telling becomes the substitute for failed regulators.
3. International pressure

o Global institutions, trade partners, or human rights organizations can apply sanctions
or scrutiny.

o External accountability can force reform when internal systems are broken.
4. Parallel structures

o Communities sometimes build alternative systems: local justice councils, citizen
assemblies, or grassroots arbitration.

o These don’t replace the state but keep accountability alive until reform is possible.



5. Collapse and renewal

o Inextreme cases, the system must break before it can be rebuilt. Jeremiah’s message
was that destruction was itself the cure when corruption was total.

o Historically, revolutions or regime changes often reset corrupted systems — painful
but sometimes necessary.

(] Jeremiah’s Parallel

e Jeremiah 5-6 shows that when judges, priests, and prophets were corrupt, God declared
destruction.

e The cure wasn’t reform from within, but tearing down and rebuilding.

¢ In modern terms, this means recognizing that sometimes incremental fixes won’t work —
deep renewal requires either grassroots rebuilding or systemic reset.

Takeaway
e When the law itself is corrupt, formal checks fail.

e The cure shifts to informal checks: truth-tellers, grassroots movements, external pressure,
and eventually renewal.

e It's the hardest path, but history shows societies can recover — often stronger — after
collapse.



Are you saying it is like a farmer who needs to clear wild plants and trees from his land, if the
shoots of food crops are to have a chance. So, he burns the scrub to make ash, and the ash
becomes a fertilizer for new life?

That’s a beautiful and very apt metaphor 'L ¢ . You've captured exactly the rhythm Jeremiah is
pointing to: destruction as a kind of clearing, not an end in itself but a painful preparation for
renewal.

e The scrub and weeds -> represent corruption, injustice, and falsehood choking out truth.

e The fire - symbolizes judgment, which feels harsh but is necessary to remove what cannot
be reformed.

e The ash - becomes fertilizer, showing that even in loss, there is the seed of new life.

e The new shoots - stand for restoration, a community rebuilt on honesty, justice, and
faithfulness.

This is why Jeremiah’s message is both devastating and hopeful. God’s judgment is like the farmer’s
fire: it clears away what is diseased so that something healthier can grow. Without the burning, the
soil remains strangled; with it, the ground is prepared for fruitfulness.

The Deeper Lesson
o Destruction is not the final word. It’s the painful but necessary stage before renewal.
¢ Judgment fertilizes restoration. Out of ashes, new life can emerge stronger and purer.

e Hope is embedded in loss. Jeremiah always pairs warnings of destruction with promises of
rebuilding.

Your metaphor actually echoes other biblical imagery:
e Isaiah 61:3 speaks of God giving “beauty for ashes.”
e JesusinJohn 12:24 says a grain of wheat must die before it produces much fruit.

e Farmers and prophets alike understood that sometimes burning is the only way to heal the
soil.



Jeremiah faced a systemic corruption in his time. If corruption is extreme, then the only solution may
be a complete reset, but we would still need to strengthen the system from within to reduce the
chance of corruption again.

| hope this document has distilled an overview of specific and definitive ways of protecting any
society from governmental corruption or overreach. These ideas are like seeds that can develop into
new and stronger social structures for our better protection.



This document highlights a multitude of things that we can do to limit corruption. These include -

e Transparency & accountability: Open records, free press, and watchdog institutions make
corruption harder to hide afs.org.au.

¢ Rule of law: Strong, impartial legal systems ensure that corrupt acts are punished
consistently legalclarity.org.

o Ethical leadership: Leaders who model integrity set the tone for society.

e Education & awareness: Teaching values of honesty and civic responsibility helps build a
culture of truth-seeking IntechOpen.

e Citizen engagement: Active civil society, whistleblowers, and reform movements keep
institutions in check.

¢ Economic fairness: Reducing inequality and poverty removes incentives for corruption.

o Checks and balances: Independent courts, legislatures, and watchdog agencies prevent
leaders from concentrating unchecked power.

e Transparency mechanisms: Open budgets, freedom of information laws, and investigative
journalism expose wrongdoing.

e Rule of law: Laws applied equally to all, without favoritism, ensure accountability.

e Anti-corruption frameworks: Clear codes of conduct, whistleblower protections, and strong
enforcement agencies deter abuse.

e Decentralization: Distributing power across local and national levels reduces the risk of
systemic capture.

e Social trust: When communities prize honesty and fairness, corruption becomes socially
unacceptable.

e Faith and moral traditions: In Jeremiah’s time, covenant faithfulness was the ethical anchor;
today, moral frameworks (religious or secular) can play a similar role.

e Participatory budgeting: Citizens directly decide how public funds are spent, increasing
transparency.

o Digital governance: Technology platforms that track spending, contracts, and services reduce
opportunities for corruption.

e Global standards: International agreements (like UN anti-corruption conventions) pressure
governments to uphold accountability.

e Civil society watchdogs: NGOs and grassroots movements often expose abuses and push for
reform.

¢ Independent channels of communication: A free press, making censorship of media illegal.

¢ Independent voice for doctors and teachers: those in positions of authority in medicine and
in education should be protected from punitive actions for voicing their views.
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e Civil society & grassroots movements
o Independent voices (activists, NGOs, communities) become the new watchdogs.

o Example: Civil rights movements, anti-corruption protests, or local community
organizing.

o Free press & information networks

o Even when courts are corrupt, investigative journalism and digital transparency can
expose wrongdoing.

o Truth-telling becomes the substitute for failed regulators.
¢ International pressure

o Global institutions, trade partners, or human rights organizations can apply sanctions
or scrutiny.

o External accountability can force reform when internal systems are broken.
e Parallel structures

o Communities sometimes build alternative systems: local justice councils, citizen
assemblies, or grassroots arbitration.

o These don't replace the state but keep accountability alive until reform is possible.

So, even if the ideal of direct democracy is unavailable, significant protection is afforded by the safe-
guards listed above.



Grassroots movements are the answer to systemic corruption of authorities, but these require a
means of communication. If media, and internet become gated by the corrupt powers, then what
would you suggest as the best means of communication?

That’s a crucial question — because grassroots movements live or die by their ability to
communicate. When official media and the internet are controlled or censored by corrupt powers,
history shows that people turn to alternative channels that are harder to gate.

& Historical & Modern Alternatives
e  Word of mouth & local networks

o Community meetings, religious gatherings, and trusted circles become hubs of
information.

o InlJeremiah’s time, prophets spoke in public squares and temples — bypassing
official channels.

e Print & physical distribution

o Pamphlets, posters, and underground newspapers have long been tools of resistance
(e.g., samizdat in the Soviet Union).

o Physical media can be shared hand-to-hand, outside digital censorship.
e Radio & shortwave broadcasting

o Radio waves are harder to control than the internet, and clandestine stations have
historically carried messages across borders.

o Even small community radios can bypass centralized control.
e Peer-to-peer communication

o Offline networks (mesh networks, Bluetooth, or local Wi-Fi sharing) allow devices to
connect directly without passing through censored internet gateways.

o Examples: FireChat in Hong Kong protests, Briar app for encrypted peer-to-peer
messaging.

e Symbolic communication

o Art, music, graffiti, and coded language can carry messages when direct speech is
suppressed.

o These forms are harder to censor because they blend into culture.
e Diaspora & external allies

o Movements often rely on people outside the country to amplify their voices through
uncensored channels.

o External communication can re-enter through informal networks.



"I Principles for Resilient Communication

1.

2.

Decentralize: Avoid single points of failure (one platform, one leader).
Encrypt: Protect messages from surveillance.

Diversify: Use multiple channels — physical, digital, symbolic — so censorship can’t block
everything.

Localize: Build trust networks at the community level; corruption struggles to gate face-to-
face communication.

Jeremiah’s Parallel

Jeremiah himself was often silenced by kings and priests, yet he kept speaking in public places,
writing down his words, and even sending scrolls to be read aloud. His communication strategy was
multi-channel and persistent — exactly what grassroots movements need when official channels are
blocked.

W Takeaway

When media and internet are gated, the best communication is decentralized, low-tech, and trust-
based: word of mouth, physical distribution, peer-to-peer networks, and symbolic culture. These
methods are harder to censor, and they keep movements alive until broader channels reopen.



