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Now one of the Pharisees was requesting Jesus to dine 
with him, and he entered the Pharisee’s house and re-
clined at the table. And there was a woman in the city 

who was a sinner; and when she learned that he was reclining 
at the table in the Pharisee’s house, she brought an alabaster 
vial of perfume, and standing behind him at his feet, weeping, 
she began to wet his feet with her tears, and kept wiping them 
with the hair of her head, and kissing his feet and anointing 
them with the perfume. Now when the Pharisee who had invit-
ed him saw this, he said to himself, “If this man were a prophet 
he would know who and what sort of person this woman is who 
is touching him, that she is a sinner.” And Jesus answered him, 
“Simon, I have something to say to you.” And he replied, “Say 
it, Teacher.” “A moneylender had two debtors: one owed five 
hundred denarii, and the other fifty. When they were unable 
to repay, he graciously forgave them both. So which of them 
will love him more?” Simon answered and said, “I suppose the 
one whom he forgave more.” And he said to him, “You have 
judged correctly.” Turning toward the woman, he said to Si-
mon, “Do you see this woman? I entered your house; you gave 
me no water for my feet, but she has wet my feet with her tears 
and wiped them with her hair. You gave me no kiss; but she, 
since the time I came in, has not ceased to kiss my feet. You 
did not anoint my head with oil, but she anointed my feet with 
perfume. For this reason I say to you, her sins, which are many, 
have been forgiven, for she loved much; but he who is forgiven 
little, loves little.” Then he said to her, “Your sins have been 
forgiven.” Those who were reclining at the table with him be-
gan to say to themselves, “Who is this man who even forgives 
sins?” And he said to the woman, “Your faith has saved you; go 
in peace.”

Luke 7:36-50



Throughout this volume, you will  
regularly see the word

Selah.

Here this means “pause.”

This comes from the Psalms.  

In the electronic version, red text usually means a Bible verse, 
the words of Jesus, or sometimes just for emphasis.

Blue text is used for hyperlinks.



We the now and not yet people,
With a now and not yet King,
In a now and not yet Kingdom.
We are always in between.

In a paradox allegiance,
With obedience to both:
For the One who sits in heaven,
And the rulers here on earth.

But it’s not just in our duty,
For our beings contradict:
We are fashioned from the dust,
Yet the Spirit moves in us.

Yes we eat, but then we fast.
We show love when people scorn us;
Singing songs in persecution,
Finding hope amidst distress.

In Between
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8 In Between

In betwixt the world and heaven,
As if swinging, hung in time,
From the holy to the common,
And then back again we fly.

We can bless; and we may curse.
After straying we repent.
Both as saints and yet still sinners,
We are strong when powerless.

Hope and faith may ebb and flow,
Though we strive to walk the path.
We are thankful for new life,
Yet we find a gain in death.

We are told when Jesus comes,
That then all will be aligned.
Contradictions finally gone,
And our true selves then alive.

In the meantime, we are pulled,
To the West and to the East:
Sometimes bad, and sometimes good,
And a thorn to keep us meek.

We the now and not yet people,
Yes we weep, but still we sing.
Of the joys and all the sorrows,
Being always in between.

See George Eldon Ladd for more on the “now and not yet.”

www.christianity.com/wiki/god/how-is-the-kingdom-of-god-al-
ready-but-not-yet-what-else-does-the-bible-say.html

https://www.christianity.com/wiki/god/how-is-the-kingdom-of-god-already-but-not-yet-what-else-does-the-bible-say.html
https://www.christianity.com/wiki/god/how-is-the-kingdom-of-god-already-but-not-yet-what-else-does-the-bible-say.html


I believe in God, the Father almighty, creator of heaven and 
earth.

I believe in Jesus Christ, his only Son, our Lord.

He was conceived by the power of the Holy Spirit and born 
of the Virgin Mary.

He suffered under Pontius Pilate, was crucified, died and 
was buried.

He descended into hell.

On the third day, he rose again.

He ascended into heaven and is seated at the right hand of 
the Father.

He will come again to judge the living and the dead.

I believe in the Holy Spirit and the holy universal church, 
which is the communion of born-again believers.

I believe in the forgiveness of sins, the resurrection of the 
body, and the life everlasting.

Amen.

New Apostle’s Creed
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I once visited the Soviet Union. The end of my trip coin-
cided closely with the collapse of that nation. I departed 
Moscow on a Friday in August 1991. On Monday next, the 

country was basically over. But two months before, as I pre-
pared to leave the US, people told me to take jeans (blue 
denim pants) along with me to give away as gifts. They said 
that the USSR made it difficult and expensive for their cit-
izens to procure jeans. At the time that was a fascinating 
thought since most people I knew wore jeans every day. How 
could something so ubiquitous in the US be so hard to find 
only on the other side of the world?

In the end I never took any give-away-jeans since they took 
up too much space in my luggage. When I arrived, as I ex-
pected, not many people there wore jeans, and I noticed 
that.

Selah

When I lived in India in 2009, I also noticed that jeans were 
not so common, nor practical, in tropical humid climates. 
In fact, throughout all my travels, I observed that Usonians* 

Jeans
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wear jeans more than just about anyone else. Maybe that is 
because Levi Straus was from the US. Well, it’s just a com-
mon observation, nothing more.

Selah

In about 2012, I realized that my own jeans were not com-
fortable. Maybe they had always been that way, or possibly 
it was the changing shape of my aging body. I held out for 
a number of months, but eventually gave them away. From 
2012 to 2019, I never wore jeans. Honestly, I did not miss 
them. I found khaki pants much more to my liking. Also, 
something about the color blue seemed better fitted for 
shoes, than for pants. At least to my preference.

Then later, while traveling in the Philippines, I was one 
day overcome by the realization that nearly every Filipino I 
could see was wearing jeans. I found this odd since the trop-
ical weather made such a garment sticky, sweaty and heavy. 
Much better to consider the white cotton robes of the Mid-
dle East, or of India, I thought. Nevertheless, it appeared to 
be a fashion trend that was not likely to go away. Anyway, a 
friend asked me to procure some jeans, just for fun. So as 
a favor, I resolved to get a pair of jeans. Of course, I could 
find nothing in the Philippines, since I am much too tall 
and wide for the common clothing sizes sold there. But that 
began a quest to find a pair of jeans.

Back in the US, I went to four or five stores and must have 
tried on at least 50 or 60 different pairs. The effort was so 
laborious for me, that I had to split it up across various visits. 
In fact, over the span of two years, I tried unsuccessfully to 



12 Jeans

find a pair of jeans that would fit me as comfortably as my 
other pants.

In the end, I settled for a clearance pair of jeans that seemed 
to fit the best. Even so, they were not particularly comfort-
able, but for short times, endurable. At least now I could say 
that I had a pair of jeans. I wore them rarely but at least I had 
blue trousers in my closet.

Selah

My car is so old that it does not have Bluetooth for playing 
music. So I bought a wireless adapter and was able to plug 
it in. But the cord was under the console and it was some-
what time-consuming to install it. Nevertheless, once I did, 
it thankfully all worked. Then after a few months, it wasn’t 
working. I figured I just needed to unplug it, and re-plug it. 
But that meant getting under the console. Grrr.

Anyway, after going through that quite lengthy process all 
over again, I decided I needed to mount it outside the con-
sole in order be able to unplug it on occasion, as necessary. 
That required another extender cable. I ordered that from 
Amazon. When it arrived, it fell apart in my hands, literally. 
Apparently, a defective item. Needless to say, I clicked the 
Return button. Amazon told me to drop off my shipment at 
Kohl’s which I had done dozens of times before. Only this 
time, due to the holidays, they had moved the Amazon Re-
turns desk to the back of the store. After dropping it off, I 
thought what a great marketing idea it was to do that since it 
forced me to see what all they had to sell. And sure enough, 
on the way out, I spotted a pair of jeans.
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The difference with these was that they had pleats (some-
thing I had always wanted) and they also had a slightly ex-
pandable waistline. It was the only pair in the style and color 
and it just happened to be my perfect size. That caught my 
attention maybe more than anything else. They were also 
on sale and I also had a coupon (which they give you at the 
Returns desk). So a no brainer. I bought them. And it just so 
happened to be the afternoon of Christmas Eve.

Finally, after two years, I have a pair of jeans that I can legit-
imately wear and enjoy. It all got me thinking of the things 
that had to be in place in order for that to work.

• First, my Bluetooth adapter had to stop working.
• Then, the cable in the car had to be too short.
• Then, the cable that arrived had to be defective.
• Then, Kohl’s had to move the Returns desk for the 

holidays.

These items that seemed wholly unconnected to my ward-
robe, all had to align, or I never would have seen the jeans. 
It struck me that I was dangerously close to never seeing 
something that I had been passively seeking for two years. I 
mean if just one of the items above was not in place, then I 
would never have found these pants.

It got me wondering if there are other things I aspire for, 
which are also just out of my reach, so to speak, but closer 
than I imagine.

Selah
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Was this story with jeans all chance? Or a kiss of heaven? 
As someone asked, is “happenstance just God being anony-
mous?”

Either way, I am thankful. Maybe that’s all I need to be, re-
gardless of whether I can figure how it all works.

*Usonian: the name of a citizen of the United States. See 
page 33.



Have you ever noticed that different people seem to 
have different motivations in life? Another way of 
talking about this is to couch it in terms of people’s 

needs.

When we consider basic human needs, it is common for 
people to immediately think of Maslow. But I find the dia-
gram of his pyramid to be lacking, mostly in how it treats the 
concept of self-actualization. Frankly, I do not believe that 
everyone strives for that, nor should. So, anyway, a few years 
back, I created a new one, and it shown on the next page. 

Also, farther down is Maslow’s diagram, for reference and to 
compare.

The way it works is that it assumes all humans begin at the 
bottom and move upwards as we live. We generally focus 
first on the First Level (Survival), in order to make sure those 
needs are met, and continue to be met. But we also need 
Level 2 (Connection) even from an early age. We usually do 
not see Level 3 (Self-Image and Value) until puberty, but 
shades of it can be seen even earlier.

Needs and Motivations
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Self-Image and Self Value

Connection

Survival
Water Food

Shelter Warmth

Love Respect

Safety Relational 
Intimacy

Seeks: Stimulation
Yearns for: Impact

Seeks: Security
Yearns for: Belonging

   Seeks: Identity & Self-Actualization
Yearns for: Romance

Seeks: Knowledge
Yearns for: Achievement

LION

HUMAN

OX

EAGLE

Taken from The Four Faces, page 29. ©2016
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Basic Needs of Humanity
a replacement for Maslow’s Pyramid

First 
Level

Second 
Level

Third 
Level

30%
15%

45%
10%

Putting others 
above self, 
(what Maslow 
called self-tran-
scendence) is 
not another level 
and not limited 
to any level.



The Four Faces

The references to the Lion, Ox, Human and Eagle are the 
four faces. In the oval at the top, you can see that each face 
has different needs and motivations. And that is precise-
ly why different people have different motivations in life. 
Self-actualization is merely one of the four options available 
to humans, not the penultimate destination as implied by 
Maslow.

As shown, we can even apply a percentage of the popula-
tion to better understand. That is why only some people 
seek self-actualization, or impact, etc. This is also why some 
people feel misunderstood by those around them. For ex-
ample, if you frequently lean toward the Eagle, and you are 
always burying yourself in books and information…but you 
feel surrounded and overwhelmed at times by those who as-
pire more for security, and who might seem to belittle your 
aspiration for knowledge…it could be because Ox’s are 45% 
of the population. That is just one of many scenarios that 
are created from this diagram, and which it helps to explain.

These four faces are explained in great detail in the book, 
The Four Faces. (www.alignment.life)

Maslow

Below is the traditional pyramid that Maslow proposed for 
reference. The Basic Needs of Humanity diagram above/at 
left effectively would replace Maslow’s Pyramid below.

Needs and Motivations 17

http://www.alignment.life


Taken from The Four Faces, page 27. ©2016
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Self-
actualization:

achieving one’s 
full potential, 

including creative 
activities

Esteem needs:
prestige and feeling 
of accomplishment

Belongingness and love needs:
intimate relationships and friends

Safety needs:
security, safety

Physiological needs:
food, water, warmth, rest

Basic 
Needs

Psychological
Needs

Self-fulfillment
Needs

In unpublished works, 
Maslow later added 
another level at the top, 
called self-transcendence, 
which means helping oth-
ers, instead of just self.

Maslow’s Pyramid



It seems every year at the end of December, I read or hear 
a reference to the “true meaning of Christmas.” This year, 
I saw a sign in front of a store that said something like,

“Let’s not forget the true meaning of Christmas…the birth of 
Santa.”

I suspect they were poking fun and trying to get people’s at-
tention about the holiday. Of course, Christmas is supposed 
to be about the birth of Jesus. Right? Remember the three 
wise men?

I am sure you have heard this one: Jesus is the reason for the 
season. True. But sometimes I feel that this time of the year 
is not only about a holiday, but about the clash of secular and 
religious cultures. Religious people commonly say, “Merry 
Christmas.” Non-Christians tend to say, “Happy Holidays.” 
Christians play music about Jesus. Non-religious folks play 
music about Santa, jingle bells and winter wonderlands.

There is no question that Christmas had origins in religion, 
and specifically, Christianity. And yet, now it seems that ev-

Christ-Mass
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20 Christ-Mass

eryone wants to jump in and make it their holiday, regard-
less of religion, or even of religious flavor. But why?

Another topic that has somewhat wrinkled my brow is 
whether Protestant Christians really need to continue rec-
ognizing Christmas as a religious holy day.

Well, let’s spend a few minutes reflecting.

Christmas comes from “Christ Mass”

Each Sunday, the Roman Catholics have a church service, 
which is called Mass. In addition, some special Mass days 
are on a specific date, not just on Sundays. The Christ Mass 
is one of those special Mass services on December 25 each 
year. Sometimes the 25th also falls on a Sunday, but regard-
less, they celebrate a Mass. It’s the one service each year 
when the Catholic Church takes time to remember the birth 
of Jesus. That’s it. That’s all Christmas is. Or was.

Interestingly, the Protestants have almost universally adopt-
ed this tradition from the Catholic Church (along with the 
traditions of the Canon {Bible}, the Trinity, worship on Sun-
day, and Easter; plus 3 of the 7 sacraments (see page 242): 
matrimony, baptism and communion). And yet, Protestants 
also have special Sundays to pray for the persecuted church, 
to focus on missions, as well as a day for the unborn. Curi-
ously, none of these later days have widespread appeal out-
side the church…at least in no way like Christmas does.

Science tells us that Jesus was probably born in September, 
so we likely can’t truly try to project our winter wonderland 
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on the story of Christ. And snuggling up by the fire is only 
relevant in the Northern hemisphere, since of course in Aus-
tralia, Christmas comes in the heat of summer.

George Barna (and others) have written how the Christmas 
date of the 25th was just applied by the Catholic Church, to 
give Christians something to celebrate instead of the winter 
solstice holiday. He goes to great lengths to explain what he 
considers the pagan heritage of Christmas. That all probably 
happened, just like he says. But once it became official in the 
Catholic Church…well, let’s just say it’s been a designated 
Mass day for centuries.

So, to summarize, one meaning of Christmas is the special 
Mass in the Catholic Church.

But why then does it seem that everyone celebrates Christ-
mas, even when only such a small percentage are Catholics?

Well, the first of all, the Catholic Church is everywhere and 
has historically taken their special Mass services with them. 
And yet today, most people who celebrate Christmas do not 
attend Catholic Mass. So how do the rest celebrate? Why, 
by giving gifts to each other. And so, for most of the world, 
Christmas is reduced to merely a day to give gifts. And why 
does everyone do it? Tradition. (which for me is almost al-
ways a bad word)

St. Nick

Of course, for True Christians who also recognize the holi-
day, they usually want to retain the idea of the birth of Jesus. 
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They are commonly known to spiritualize this day by saying 
God gave Jesus as a gift to the human race. But in truth, 
the actual story of gift giving has nothing historical to do 
with Jesus. The practice comes from the real St. Nicholas, 
who was known to give gifts of food to needy children on 
cold winter days. (“Santa” means “saint,” so “Santa Claus” 
is a reference to St. Nicholas.) Did he give fruits and small 
gifts ONLY on the day of the Christ Mass? Very likely not. 
Because way back then, no one gave gifts on Christmas. (It 
would be just as odd as if today you started exchanging gifts 
on Missions Sunday.)

Gift giving as we know it now is almost completely a mod-
ern-day invention of merchants. It’s basically an effort to get 
people to spend money. Even 100 years ago people didn’t buy 
and exchange presents. Rather, Christmas in times past was 
more about a milestone Mass on the calendar. Just as there 
was the special Mass for St. Michael…or what was known as 
Michaelmas on September 29.

Anyway, what started as a special Catholic Mass on Decem-
ber 25, has morphed into a secular tradition of buying and 
exchanging gifts with friends and family.

For me, I would like to have nothing to do with either tra-
ditional practice. First of all, I am no longer Roman Catho-
lic, so I obviously do not celebrate Mass. And I don’t really 
need a special church service to remember the birth of Jesus. 
Rather, I can read about that story on any day of the year. 
And secondly, I don’t relish spending money to buy a bunch 
of stuff when most people I know do not need more stuff. 
The gifts part is now just the secular side of it, and I don’t 
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want to be secular. I mean, I love to give. But I resent hav-
ing to give store-bought gifts at a certain time, just because 
of the tradition. Plus, when I buy and give at Christmas, I 
feel that I re-affirm the secular holiday that has replaced the 
simple act of remembering the birth of Jesus.

As to going to church with family, that’s something that can 
be done any Sunday. For people with distant relatives who 
want to gather at Christmas, I have no qualms with that cus-
tom for those who desire it.

On another note, as a Protestant, I do not want to get into a 
culture war to try to wrestle Christmas back to its more reli-
gious heritage. I will let the Catholics try to do that. Even so, 
that seems a losing battle. 

December 25 has always been a Catholic thing anyway…so 
not my thing. And amazingly, nowadays, many Protestant 
churches do not even have a service on Christmas day. For 
whatever reason, in many instances, the service has been 
moved to Christmas Eve. Maybe they are trying to distin-
guish from the Catholic Christ Mass, or maybe they are re-
alizing that it is not much of a Protestant “holy day” at all.

I believe that the holiday is all vastly overrated. In fact, I am 
giving up giving gifts at Christmas. If I want to attend a Prot-
estant service on December 24, fine. However, if I instead 
want to skip the holiday altogether, I feel no remorse.

If my options are to either have a mostly Catholic Christmas, 
or mostly secular Christmas, I will be thoroughly content to 
ignore it entirely.
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Thankfully, if I shun Christmas, I know that God is in no way 
slighted. And it’s not like Jesus is waiting for me to show up 
to church so that he may blow out his birthday candles.

No, the only ones who might be disappointed are the retail-
ers, who might earn a bit less this year. And to them I say Bah 
Humbug.



Biblical prophecy is about as subjective as you can get 
in the world of Christian theology. I am reluctant to 
spend much time on it, except as an occasional diver-

sion. And I should add that I am particularly disinclined to 
make much of prophecy in the book of Revelation. That is 
because, as I have mentioned in another article (see page 
221), Martin Luther was convinced that Revelation should 
not be included in the Canon (Bible) since it was too open to 
interpretation. I am not saying I agree with Luther, but what 
if he was correct?

Even so, I feel I must come clean about something that I 
have become convinced of. In fact, there was no convincing. 
From nearly the very first moment of reading these verses, 
I sensed my own interpretation. This tendency is similar to 
many dream interpreters. For they often “know” the mean-
ing, just as if they were listening to a conversation in another 
language. For the interpreter, the content is not open to de-
bate…it has an accurate meaning and it can be known.

But first, let me lay some context.

The Great Prostitute

25
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In chapters 17 and 18 of Revelation, we read about “The 
Great Prostitute.” She sits for a while on a “Beast.” Both are 
described, and yet seem to be symbolic. Therefore, the read-
er is left wondering, what or who are the two characters, in 
the real world?

Most Bible commentaries will tell you that these chapters 
refer to the fall of the Roman Empire in 476 AD. Some theo-
logians claim that these also (or instead) imply the Roman 
Catholic Church, which happens to be headquartered in 
Rome. And yet John saw the Prostitute wearing a headband 
that read “Babylon.” Ok, so we have some ideas to get started 
with.

In addition, the Bible’s characteristics of the Great Prosti-
tute are, or were:

1. A city with dominion over the kings of the earth
2. Seated on many waters (“waters” is explained as peo-

ples of all nations and languages)
3. With whom the kings of the earth have committed 

sexual immorality
4. Made the whole earth drunk with the wine of sexual 

immorality
5. Deceived all nations with sorcery
6. Made merchants of the world rich
7. Rich to the point of opulence
8. Labeled Babylon (which could be symbolic)
9. Known as the Mother of Prostitutes
10. Responsible for the killing of Christians
11. Making war on the Lamb, but ultimately defeated
12. Fell and turned into a haunt for demons, unclean 
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spirits/birds/beasts
13. Onto which plagues come in a single day, including 

death, mourning and famine
14. Burned up with fire, per God’s judgement
15. Thrown down with violence and found no more
16. Then kings of the earth lament that her destruction 

came in a single hour
17. And merchants ruined because of her destruction
18. Over whose destruction Christians instructed to re-

joice

Some of these numbered items seem to accurately refer to 
Rome. Well, except for items 11-18 (which, wince, is about 
44%). See, Rome never “fell,” as in it was not burned the 
ground in a single massive invasion. In fact, some historians 
do not believe it fell at all in 476 AD. Rather, in that year 
there was a turnover of authority, but none of the dramatic 
calamities we read of. Some even claim that the Roman em-
pire survived until the 15th century.

Rome

It certainly can be assumed that the writer of Revelation, 
as well as his contemporary Christian readers would have 
equated Rome as a wicked global force that deserved God’s 
judgement. A number of Roman leaders were horribly cruel 
to Christians. So, for author John, I suspect that Rome was 
the Great Prostitute in his vision. Maybe he imagined that 
it would collapse at some point, as Jerusalem did in 586 BC, 
in a moment of terror and destruction. But whatever John 
hoped for, or chose to believe, we know that the Spirit can 
always have the last word. That’s not to say that his vision 
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did not describe Rome. But what if there are additional ful-
fillments to such predictions?

I know that it’s tempting, when reading a very old book, to 
want to write oneself (and one’s times) into the storyline. 
That’s why in every generation, there are people who claim 
with certainty that Jesus will return in their lifetime. Well, 
it never happens. So we don’t want to imagine ourselves as 
so important as to have to play a role in a centuries-old plot. 
Plus, we need to guard against ethno-centrism. For example, 
Jesus almost certainly did not look European, since he was a 
Jew. To that end, let’s not imagine that the Great Prostitute /
city must say, only refer to our hometown, since we are most 
familiar with that place.

The other key part is that because Revelation is in the Bi-
ble, many assume that the Great Prostitute must have one, 
accurate meaning and interpretation. But what if not? Per-
haps there are different meanings woven together? Maybe 
the predictions were partly fulfilled at one time in history, 
and partly elsewhen*.

Let’s start by asking what cities have ever held some form of 
dominion over far-reaching nations. Rome, certainly. And 
London. Other places that might be considered could be 
Amsterdam, Paris, Madrid, Lisbon, Moscow, Babylon, Byz-
antium (now Istanbul). Even so, only Rome and London re-
ally qualify for this kind of thing for me. Besides that, we can 
try to speak of symbolic dominion. Some might tell of the 
four cities of influence: Washington DC (power), New York 
(finance), Los Angeles (entertainment) and San Francisco 
(technology).
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Maddening Wine

How about the bit in the verses about sexual immorality, 
prostitution, being drunk and sorcery? Well, if we consider 
Rome, I think there was a fair bit of that thing going on. And 
yet, many Bible scholars will symbolicize** that sexuality, 
into idol worship. Of course, some ancient idol worship 
did involve sexuality, but to the point of claiming that the 
whole earth is drunk with it? I am not sure of that. Maybe 
pure exaggeration, or maybe something else.

In the New International Translation (NIV), verse 18:3 has a 
peculiar word. It says:

For all the nations have drunk the maddening wine of her 
adulteries.

It was this verse, many years ago when I first read it, that 
really made me pause. I could not help but wonder if au-
thor John (in 95 AD) was trying to describe something that 
he could not really conceive of. Maddening wine of adulter-
ies?: Could it be that he was describing a global internet 
pornography addiction? Maybe. Like wine, it is addictive. It 
continues to debase into more and more perversions. This 
addiction actually changes the composition of the brain, 
which could be a reference to “maddening.” And finally, it 
is all about sexual immorality and adultery. Certainly, much 
of the entire modern world could be said to be drunk with 
it, because of access to the internet. And, world leaders have 
just as much access as everyone else.

Interestingly, the worldwide headquarters for pornography 



30 The Great Prostitute

was originally in Northridge, an area within Los Angeles, 
California. This location (and next door in Reseda) was also 
where the huge earthquake of 1994 took place. Many have 
forgotten that this was one of the costliest natural disasters 
that the US has ever faced. Was it the judgement of God? 
(We do know that an earthquake is a fast calamity, devastat-
ing an area quickly.)

So, could we imagine that another modern-day meaning 
of the “Great Prostitute” is Los Angeles? Could the Beast 
on which she sits be Silicon Valley (farther North near San 
Francisco), where the internet “lives?” I was intrigued to find 
out that the full name of Los Angeles is El Pueblo de la Re-
ina de Los Angeles…or the Town of the Queen of Angeles. 
I used to think it meant the City of Angels, but no. It’s the 
City of the Queen. Hmm. Queen…Great Prostitute…maybe 
a connection?

Selah

It could be that Revelation 17 and 18 were fulfilled in Rome 
and that’s that. But what if there is coming another fulfill-
ment to the western shore of parts of California?

And getting back to the list of prophecies, one that seems to 
be unfulfilled right now is the part about persecuting Chris-
tians. As far as I know, Los Angeles has not martyred any 
saints. Nor has there been massive permanent destruction 
that had come to that city in an instant. But what if that’s 
coming?…

Selah
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Curiously, Revelation 18:4 has another thing to say about 
this mysterious city:

Then I heard another voice from heaven saying, “Come out 
of her, my people, lest you take part in her sins, lest you share 
in her plagues; for her sins are heaped high as heaven, and 
God has remembered her iniquities.”

For more reference, read the full chapters 17 and 18. 
17:www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=revela-
tion+17&version=NASB
18:www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Revela-
tion+18&version=NASB

Expanded excerpts below.

 Verses 17:1-2

The one of the seven angels who had the seven bowls come 
and said to me [author John], “Come, I will show you the 
judgement of the great prostitute who is seated on many 
waters, with whom the kings of the earth have committed 
sexual immorality, and with the wine of whose sexual im-
morality the dwellers of the earth have become drunk.

Verses 18:1-3

After this I saw another angel coming down from heaven, 
having great authority, and the earth was made bright with 
his glory. And he called out with a mighty voice, “Fallen, fall-
en is Babylon the great! She has become a dwelling place 
for demons, a haunt for every unclean spirit, a haunt for ev-

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=revelation+17&version=NASB
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=revelation+17&version=NASB
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Revelation+18&version=NASB
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Revelation+18&version=NASB
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ery unclean bird, a haunt for every unclean and detestable 
beast. For all the nations have drunk the wine of the passion 
of her sexual immorality, and the kings of the earth have 
committed immorality with her, and the merchants of the 
earth have grown rich from the power of her luxurious liv-
ing.

*Elsewhen: a new word. As in “elsewhere” but referring to 
time not location. See page 34.
**Symbolicize: another new word. Verb form of making 
something symbolic. (as in, to symbolize) See page 34.



An ongoing list of words that should be added to the English 
language.

Usonian [you-sewn-ee-an]

—adjective 
1. of or relating to the United States of America: That 

is a Usonian style of architecture.
2. first suggested by James Duff Law in 1865. Used/

published by Frank Lloyd Wright in 1927.

—noun 
3. a citizen of the United States of America: He is 

Usonian, but his wife is Norwegian. (This is because 
“American” can technically refer to a citizen of any 
of the 35 nations of North or South America.) (See 
page 14.)

4. United States of American English

Perself [per-self]

—pronoun 
1. a person’s self.

New Words
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2. as in “oneself,” but when speaking of a specific per-
son in the gender neutral: That person over there is 
helping perself to the buffet.

Ancience [ain-shence]

—noun 
1. a new spelling and pronunciation of the noun “an-

cientness.”
2. of the long time past: Even the Bible, despite the 

ancience and tradition, is still a book written by men, 
about God. (See page 177.)

Elsewhen [else-when]

—adverb 
1. some other time.
2. at a different time.
3. as in “elsewhere” but referring to time not location: 

You will have to arrive elsewhen if you expect a decid-
edly different reception. (See page 32.)

Symbolicize [sim-bol-eh-size]

—verb 
1. to make something symbolic.
2. to symbolize something: Many apologists symbol-

icize the reference to prostitution, as idolatry. (See 
page 32.)

Trither [try-ther] 
 

—adjective 
1. one or the other of three: You may sleep in trither 
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room. (if there are three rooms)
2. each of three: There are beds in trither room. (if 

there are three rooms)

—pronoun 
3. one of the other of three: There are three rooms and 

you can sleep in trither.
 

—conjunction
4. (a coordinating conjunction that, when preceding 

a word or statement followed by the disjunctive 
or, serves to emphasize the possibility of choice of 
three):  Trither stay here, go to work or go home. 

—adverb
5. also; too; as well; to the same degree (used after neg-

ative clauses coordinated by and, or or nor, or after 
negative subordinate clauses): If you don’t come, 
then those two won’t come trither.

Infpathy [eye-in-ef-pathy]

—noun, plural infpathies. 
1. deep, profound, and often melancholic feelings; 

usually unique to the infp. (www.personalitypage.
com/INFP.html)

2. disproportionate feelings: Because of his infpathy, he 
had the ability to feel the weight of the universe in a 
very small soul.

3. crushing emotions.

https://www.personalitypage.com/INFP.html
https://www.personalitypage.com/INFP.html


There are no answers. Only stories.

I used to think there were answers. At one time I thought my 
mother had them. Then I thought the same about a pastor. 
Then God. Then a teacher. Then society and government.

By the time I reached 25, I realized that there are no answers.

All we have are stories.

Some are old and ancient. Some are current. Some are true 
and some are spun tales.

Some stories come as songs, or poems; and others in the 
form of books, films, magazines, newspapers.

Our traditions are also stories.

And even so are our conversations.

Selah

No Answers
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In an allegorical sense, life could be said to be a story, or a 
whole collection of stories. Which is why we have autobiog-
raphies and biographies.

I have met people who try to derive answers from stories. 
They might convince themselves and even others, but they 
are still just stories. I don’t say “just” to diminish them, but 
to distinguish them.

If life is a question, or a series of questions, then the notion 
that there are no answers can be daunting. Overwhelming 
even. And a path to despondency. Such a realization in the 
extreme has the potential to render life pointless for one 
willing to face the cold, hard realities.

But maybe life need not be a question (or problem) that re-
quires an answer (or a solution). It is just life and we live it. 
We need not figure out the ideal or best path. Each decision 
need not be analyzed from every angle. Every action does 
not need to be calculated.

Selah

However, if I were to be guaranteed an answer to any inquiry 
I could dream up, then I would pose two questions, which 
fester at times on my soul:

1. How shall we then live?
2. Is there a meaning in life, and if so, what is it?

My tendency is to wish or hope that there are true, deep 
answers to these two inquiries. But what if not? Or what if 
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there are answers but they are not deep and profound; and  
instead only simplistic and fundamental?

I am reminded of a story of Jesus talking to some people. 
The attention they paid him and their willingness to listen, 
seemed to indicate that maybe they started to understand 
that this was the wisest guy they had ever met. In addition, 
his miracle-working power could have made him seem that 
he had all the answers. In that context, what was his best ad-
vice for the tax-collector who may have craved the meaning 
of life?: “Don’t cheat the people from whom you collect the 
taxes.”

That’s it? All of life is merely to be honest? We are only here 
to be good and fair and just?

So if I try to think simply, maybe here are two simple an-
swers to the questions above.

1. How shall we then live? Live as best you can to the 
glory of God.

2. Is there a meaning in life, and if so, what is it? The 
meaning in life is to live as best you can to the 
glory of God.

And if that is all we mostly really need to focus on, maybe 
that is why we don’t need any more answers.

And why we only need stories.

PS. I forgot to mention that on the night before D-Day, Win-
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ston Churchill read Pride and Prejudice, by Jane Austen. On 
that fateful eve, he turned to this fictional tale to reinforce 
his belief that English civilization was worth fighting and 
dying for. Yes, indeed, the power of a story.

PPS. Soon after I posted this article, I just happened to visit a 
church. Their site I checked first, while in the parking lot, and 
it happened that they were prominently talking about stories 
as well. My curiosity was piqued since I had just written this. 
But something struck me as wrong. I kept reading on their 
site about “your story,” the “story of your life and past,” etc. It 
was all about stories of the newcomers or people attending.

It all made me realize that I had forgotten to mention that 
while stories about humans are nice, we should focus our 
lives primarily on the “story of God;” or “God’s story.” Other-
wise it’s like going to the movies instead of going to heaven.



I have been lately reflecting on various married couples I 
know (or have known) who don’t really talk to each other. 
I am struck because in my mind the number seems quite 

high.

Of course, we can all think of examples of older couples eat-
ing together in a restaurant, where they are entirely silent. 
But this could be due to age. Most of the folks I am thinking 
about are not elderly.

Maybe it’s familiarity. Or loss of respect over time. Or dis-
similar interests. Or unresolved conflict. I suppose two in-
troverts might just not enjoy talking. I have certainly met 
people who just resist talking…to anyone.

Dr. Keirsey might suggest that it’s because they don’t have 
a similar style of talking. He says that half of the people use 
concrete terms and the other half speak in symbols, patterns 
and metaphors. The result is that people who have different 
styles generally don’t like to talk to each other. They just sim-
ply don’t like it. And so they don’t do it.

Silence
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Regardless, I have to wonder how is it that these people 
wound up together in the first place? Was it animal attrac-
tion? Or was it something else? Was it always that way in 
their relationships?

I am not sure what to make of situations like this. On one 
hand, my idealistic side makes me feel that they should not 
be stuck together for life, just because of the marriage cov-
enant. I mean, what is the use of being married to someone 
you don’t talk to? But maybe for some, there is a lot more to 
marriage than talking.

For me, any relationship, including marriage, is only about 
talking. Without verbal communication, there is no rela-
tionship. At least at this point in my life, I feel that way.

But others may feel differently. And maybe someday I shall 
as well.



“Idealism can be talked, and even felt; it cannot be lived.”
~CS Lewis, Surprised by Joy, p. 226

I consider myself to be an idealist, and so I wonder if this 
quote is true.

Here are some helpful definitions of an idealist:

• A person who cherishes or pursues high or noble princi-
ples, purposes, goals, etc.

• A visionary or impractical person.
• A person who represents things as they might or should 

be, rather than as they are.
• A writer or artist who treats subjects imaginatively.
• A person who accepts the doctrines of philosophical ide-

alism, as by representing things in an ideal form, or as 
they might or should be, rather than as they are.

If we are to believe Lewis and the definitions above, then 
maybe in real life it is not possible to pursue high or noble 
principles, purposes, goals, etc. At least not for very long. 
And it seems we are to believe that idealists are impractical, 

Idealism
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and imaginative. We might even go so far as to say that they 
live in a fantasy world. If so, maybe that is why they do well 
writing novels and creating art.

From the Christian worldview, we might call some ideal-
ists, prophets. These are people who advocate for heaven 
on earth. A person who has an aching sense that all these 
wrongs should be righted. And yet, idealism itself is subjec-
tive as well. That is, what is perfect to one, may not be per-
fect to another. For example, if my idea of ideal is that every 
Christian child should receive a free Christian education, 
what about my Christian neighbor who says that Christian 
children should be in secular schools so as to be salt and a 
light? Since there is not much uniformity about what God’s 
Kingdom on earth really looks like, we are left to hope for 
the best.

I speculate that idealists must be emotional people; and 
those who are in touch with, and expressing of emotions. 
And they must have strong instincts or intuitions which are 
fueled by emotional passions.

Because I am an idealist and a Christian, I do not know how 
to be a Christian without being an idealist. I wonder if it 
is even possible. I mean, it must be, since I assume not all 
Christians are idealists. And yet, many idealists do eventu-
ally seek out religion, in some form, as it fits well with ideal-
istic tendencies.

So, let me slightly modify Lewis’ quote: Idealistic Christiani-
ty can be talked, and even felt; it cannot be lived.
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Let’s take for example, money. Jesus told at least one person 
to give away all their money and possessions. An idealistic 
Christian today might hear that and decide that they need to 
do likewise. And yet, how practical and reasonable is that? I 
once had a discussion about this and my friend said: “If you 
give away your car, how will you get to work? You will find 
out within minutes of doing that, that you will need to pro-
cure another car before tomorrow morning. Or try to take 
the bus.”

Ah, yes. The practical reality. And while many things Jesus 
taught are possible, there are also many that are probably 
impractical—at least in our world. For example, “You must 
be perfect, just as God is perfect. Do not judge anyone. Cut 
off your foot or hand if it causes you to sin. In faith you can 
command a mountain to be thrown into the sea.”

So, what’s left if idealistic Christianity can’t really, practical-
ly, be lived? Well, I would contend that there are three oth-
er types of Christianity: rational Christianity, responsible/
service Christianity and adventurous Christianity. Honestly, 
if we toss out idealism, I am not sure if the others can be 
lived either. Perhaps all of Christianity is not really livable. 
At least in the eyes of the world.

Selah

Perchance we should ask what Mr. Lewis meant when he 
said it could not be lived. Not practically? Not successfully? 
Not in a satisfying manner? Not without regret? Maybe CS 
Lewis was both a rational man and an idealistic man. And if 
so, possibly he determined that rationalism carried the day 
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in his life. But that does not necessarily mean the same is 
true for every other human? For example, it could be that a 
true idealist will often not live long, but may be true to one-
self. I think of Joan of Arc, John Baptist and even Jesus; as-
suming they were idealists, per Lewis (which I don't know).

And so maybe we are not to worry about whether something 
“is livable” or if “it works.” We can still live, and then die 
when death comes our way.

Mr. Mencken said something like, the idealist is the one who 
determines that rose soup would be tastier than cabbage 
soup, on account of one smelling better than the other.

And therefore, what could we make of that notion? Only 
that idealists may make mistakes; they may go hungry and 
they might frequently be proven wrong. But would it be bet-
ter for them to cease be idealists, in order to be spared such 
potential miseries? Or can they still have happy lives, being 
true to self, and sometimes overseeing failed experiments 
(as in the case of the rose soup)? I both think and feel that 
it is better to be genuine than not. But then again, maybe I 
only value being genuine because I am an idealist.

I know I talk idealism, and that I feel it. And I suppose, de-
spite Mr. Lewis’ warning, I will go on trying to live it. Because 
I don’t really have an alternative. I mean, I am not much of 
a servant; I am only mildly adventurous; and I struggle to be 
consistently rational. 

That said, maybe one day I will learn that he was right. Sigh. 
But if so, at least I could say that I tried.



I n this article I am writing about a very specific situation, 
but one that any missionary or Christian humanitarian 
worker could face. It has to do with being arrested or tak-

en hostage while overseas. I am only going to speak to one 
component, but one that I feel is overlooked and should no 
longer be.

However, let me first give a little context.

I spent a number of years working with organizations that 
had the express goal of spreading the good news of Jesus, 
to places where it had been heard least. They used phrases 
like reaching the unreached, unreached people groups and 
frontier missions. I heard amazing stories of people who had 
risked everything to live in some of the darkest corners of 
the Earth. Most of them had little to tell about positive re-
sults; life was more about survival and just not giving up. But 
there were a few who could tell tales of spreading the good 
news to thousands upon thousands. And in addition to that, 
there were always the glory stories of historical missionaries 
to spur anyone onwards. From the past there was Gladys Ayl-
ward in China, William Carey in India, Count Zinzendorf 
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and the Moravians, and the list goes on and on. (If you want 
a quick read about some of the more notorious, I suggest 
the Christian Heros series, published by YWAM Publishing. 
They have at least 30 books.) Anyway, the astonishing stories 
from the past could frequently ignite the passion for world 
missions, today. And yet, the world now is a very different 
place. Which brings me back to my original point.

When we read about folks Hudson Taylor or Corrie ten 
Boom, we have to remember that people like these and oth-
ers frequently were sent by some sort of mission organiza-
tion. Not always, but this was usually the case. And that was 
because they did not have the direct support of the nation-
al government of the country from which they came. And 
throughout the last two millennia, there was only a small 
window of time where governments actually sent Christian 
missionaries. (Think of the missions that established cit-
ies like San Salvador {Holy Savior}, São Paulo {Saint Paul}, 
San Francisco {Saint Frances}, San Diego {Saint John}, San-
ta Barbara {Saint Barbara}, Corpus Christi {Body of Christ}, 
etc.) In all other times, missionaries walked alone, with their 
sending agency supporting them from home.

Now let me tell a story. One day about ten years ago, I went 
to church. After the service, I started chatting with a guy sit-
ting a couple of seats from me. He was from Asia, original-
ly, but now living the West, with his wife. He worked for a 
Christian organization and he gave me his business card. I 
found out later that he had to fund his own efforts, through 
a process called “raising support.” This is the most common 
way that Protestant missions are financed and so I then as-
sumed he was a missionary. Well, he was non-traditional, 
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in that he lived in one nation, but made frequent trips to 
hostile nations, to carry out Christian work in various ways. 
It was on one of these trips that disaster struck him.

He was arrested and taken hostage. The goal of his captors 
was to use him as a bargaining chip with his national gov-
ernment. And this is why modern-day missions is different 
from ages past: With technology, kidnapping for ransom is 
much easier to carry out. To make a long story short, his gov-
ernment did not bargain, but instead sent some military sol-
diers in to rescue him. Which they did. But in the process, 
one of the soldiers was killed.

In reflection, I could not help but wonder about a scenario 
that I am not sure ever took place. But for the sake of my 
point, consider this: Imagine that after returning home, one 
day a woman and little daughter knock on his door. He in-
vites them in, and they explain that the fallen soldier was 
their husband and father. And then the girl asks the man, 
“What were you doing that was so important that my father 
had to die?” Let’s say that the missionary says, “Well, we are 
spreading the good news of Jesus.” To which the mother 
could reply, “That’s interesting because we don’t even be-
lieve in Jesus. And now we have even less reason to believe in 
your God who appears so cruel to people like us.”

What might the missionary then say?

Well, it was your husband’s job to rescue wayward missionar-
ies who get into trouble in hostile places?

Or, maybe just a simple I am very, very sorry.



Hostage 49

Which brings me to my point. I do not think it is not the 
job of any secular government to be rescuing Christians 
who get into trouble overseas. I believe that when people 
are living or traveling abroad, with the express purpose of 
Christian missions, they should do so without the support 
of national governments. Meaning, before they leave, they 
should sign a release form that says that if they get arrest-
ed or taken hostage, they request that their government not 
get involved in any way whatsoever. And sending agencies 
should warn the missionary that they will do all that they 
can to help, without enlisting the help of the government.

And I would suggest that national governments should also 
notify all mission organizations with a new policy some-
thing like this:

If you risk your life to travel or live overseas as a missionary, 
you are on your own. We will not rescue you, bargain for your 
release or use any political pressure to assist you. Rely on 
your God to take care of you in whatever you might face.

That way, the missionary really has to trust in God and God 
alone. And that also makes the locals less likely to fall into 
associating mission activity with a particular government. 
And it keeps soldiers safe from getting mixed up in some-
thing that really might not concern them.

To put it another way: A missionary carries a Kingdom pass-
port, and it is as if they renounce their earthly citizenship 
when they take up the task of missions. They do not need the 
support of national governments and they do better without 
them. God can be more glorified either through their release 
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(sometimes miraculous) or through their martyrdom. To 
even get involved in missions in the first place, they must 
carry the seriousness of the task. And they must realize that 
God often uses Christian martyrdom to grow the Kingdom 
of God. (Nowadays there are many people who tout being in 
missions, when it really is not much more than a desire to 
travel and have adventure.)

This might sound idealistic to some and so let me offer a se-
mantic caveat. If a person wants to go overseas to do human-
itarian work (even as a Christian), then I think it is reason-
able to ask a secular government to help if one is in trouble. 
But a Christian missionary is a much different and a much 
higher calling.

Was the guy I met in church a missionary or a humanitarian 
worker? Maybe he was the later, and if so, maybe it is easier 
for him to sleep at night. To his credit, he also might not 
have known anything of the military involvement/rescue, 
but it all could have been coordinated by his sending orga-
nization. Even so, I suspect it would be very hard for him to 
continue traveling, after the trauma of knowing that some-
one died so that he could live.

Selah

A story that has been often told, but which seems to be clos-
er to what I would hope for, for the future of missions, is 
that of Jim Elliot, Nate Saint, Ed McCully, Peter Flemming 
and Roger Youderian. They were speared to death in 1956 in 
Ecuador when trying to spread the good news of Jesus there. 
They were young missionaries and they paid the price with 
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their lives. At the time, the story was in national newspapers 
and magazines. And the US government could have gotten 
involved and messed things up. But it did not. Rather, their 
martyrdom was secured, and the wives mostly forgave the 
locals for murder. Through that process, years later many of 
the people who killed those men, ended up becoming Chris-
tians. If the US government had instead gone in to punish 
the locals for murdering US citizens, I doubt there would 
have been as much good that eventually came about.

To learn more about this story, check out Elizabeth Elliot’s, 
In the Shadow of the Almighty; or Steve Saint’s End of the 
Spear (also in film form).

FOOTNOTE: I once went to a Christmas party and was 
chatting with someone in front of a fireplace. There was a 
curious object hanging over the mantle that caught my at-
tention. The owner of the house came over and saw my fas-
cination. He then removed what was a spear from the wall, 
and handed it to me with a smile. It was long and had old 
Bible pages wrapped around the shaft. He then told me that 
what I was holding was one of the spears used to kill those 
martyrs back in 1956. I could not help but be in awe. I guess 
his father was one of the missionary pilots sent in to recover 
the bodies. While doing that, he grabbed one of the spears. 
Amazing.



For a slight diversion, I would like to share one of my recent 
craft projects. The supply list is at the bottom.

I started with a hangable black metal piece of word art I 
bought at Hobby Lobby on sale for about $4. (step 1) It sim-
ply reads, “Love.” (Since I am a words person, I frequently 
like art and decorations made from words.)

Then I noticed that on this piece, the cursive script makes 
the V look a bit like a U. So that got me thinking. I had a pre-
monition of a woman lying in bed at night and feeling alone 
and sad. At that moment, this verse came to me.

Whenever it’s dark and you’re feeling blue.
Remember there’s someone who always loves U.

So I spray painted the U white and let it dry. (step 2) Then I 
painted the U with glow-in-the-dark blue paint that I bought 
from Glow, Inc. (step 3) I had to use a fan brush (step 4) and 
hold a UV flashlight (step 5) while painting. It requires two 
coats, with drying in between. After the second coat was dry, 
I sprayed the U with polycrylic. (step 6)
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Then I went to Kinkos to print my verse on cool heart vellum 
paper (step 7), which I also got from Hobby Lobby. I cut it up 
and punched a hole in it.

Then I attached the verse using a 13.5” piece of red ribbon. 
(step 8) And it’s done.

Using that same cool UV flashlight (which shines purple), I 
point it at the letter U which charges the glow paint.

When I look at the art in the daytime, I read LOVE. And 
when I turn out the light, I read U. Or together the second-
ary message is “LOVE U.”

Whenever it’s dark and you’re feeling blue.
Remember there’s someone who always loves U.
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Supply List

Love Metal Wall Art – $4 on sale (Hobby Lobby)
White Satin Spray Paint – $11 (Amazon)
Blue Glow Paint – $10 (Glow Inc or Amazon)
Fan Brush – $3 for 10 brush kit (Hobby Lobby)
UV Flashlight – $12 for 2-pack (Amazon)
Polycrylic Spray Satin –  $12 (Lowe’s or Amazon)
Hearts Vellum Paper – $0.99 (Hobby Lobby)
Offray Red Ribbon 3/16”x18 ft – $1.50 (Joann)

See www.alignment.life for link details.

https://www.hobbylobby.com/Home-Decor-Frames/Mirrors-Wall-Decor/Words-Wall-Art/Love-Metal-Wall-Decor/p/39730
https://www.amazon.com/Krylon-K05356407-Satin-White-Decorator/dp/B002MRAB62
http://glow.glowinc.com/water-based-glow-in-the-dark-paint/pure-blue-water-based-glow-in-the-dark-paint/
https://www.amazon.com/Pure-Blue-Glow-paint-Fluid/dp/B00BNEXM3E/
https://www.hobbylobby.com/Art-Supplies/Brushes/Brown-Nylon-All-Purpose-Paint-Brushes---10-Piece-Set/p/144816
https://www.amazon.com/GearLight-Black-Light-Flashlight-S100/dp/B07TTKQ7XS/
https://www.lowes.com/pd/Minwax-Polycrylic-Satin-Water-Based-11-5-fl-oz-Polyurethane/999914219
https://www.amazon.com/Minwax-33333000-Water-Based-Polycrylic-Aerosol/dp/B004BPZV4A/
https://www.hobbylobby.com/Scrapbook-Paper-Crafts/Paper-Cardstock/Specialty-Paper-Single-Sheets/Doodle-Hearts-Vellum-Paper---8-1-2-x-11/p/112147
https://www.joann.com/offray-feather-edge-ribbon-3-16in-18-ft/prd28608.html
http://www.alignment.life


There is no justice, but there is forgiveness.

As a kind of oldest child in the story of the prodigal 
son, I tend to keep track of things. I have an instinct 
towards justice, where right is rewarded and wrong is 

punished. I hearken it back to my childhood, where I (as the 
oldest child) was often the enforcer. Nowadays I wonder if I 
would have been happier to have made a career as a judge.

And yet, can any judge really be satisfied in this world? 
Where, despite the best intentions and efforts, just as often 
as the righteous flourish, so do the wicked.

I have seen the good man thrive and the bad man perish. But 
I have also seen the righteous man perish and the immor-
al man thrive. Some are able to reconcile this reality with 
an eternal perspective, where God plays the ultimate judge 
and we need not trouble ourselves with wondering who gets 
what. That gives some consolation, but honestly for me, not 
much.

When I say there is no justice, that is of course an exagger-
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ation. Sometimes there is justice, but often not. And yet 
I make the claim to set our expectation. In other words, I 
might have just as easily said that, there is no guarantee of 
justice.

For certain folks like me, knowing that the world does not 
guarantee justice makes it at times a scary place. Sadly, I 
have little assurance of safety, except to try to trust God.

…but there is forgiveness

If I try to keep track of my goodness or badness, then all I can 
really do with that is to expect good to come to me (when I 
am good) or to expect to be punished when I am bad. That 
worldview can be excellent for religion, but not so good for 
true Christianity. The later is based on a relationship with 
God, as opposed to a list of do’s and don’ts.

Instead of dividing my life into “being good and bad,” I can 
just recognize that my sometimes-badness means I am es-
sentially a bad person. That is, even 10 drops of black paint 
in a jar of white, will turn it gray. This is the idea that we are 
all sinners and are in need of being rescued or saved.

Divine forgiveness is extended to all people who will receive 
it through repentance in Jesus. And on top of that, there is 
also self-forgiveness and human-to-human forgiveness to 
factor into our perspectives.

Despite the title of this article, forgiveness is not the opposite 
of justice. Rather, it is a kind-of better replacement.
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When we are divinely forgiven, then we don’t care about 
keeping track of our goods and bads. We are content in be-
ing forgiven ourselves. Nor do we worry about others’. And 
when we are healthy, we can extend that same forgiveness to 
others. (I say “healthy” since I am not so good at doing this. 
At least once a week I get really, really hurt and have a very 
hard time forgiving. It might take me days, weeks or months 
to do so. But when I am ready, I always try to remember to 
forgive so as not to hold a grudge.)

The person who complains that there is no justice in the 
world, sees oneself as being “gooder” than others. And the 
message to that person is yes, there is no justice.

But when you realize that even a little sin makes you just as 
bad as the worst person, then suddenly you don’t crave jus-
tice in the same way. So who cares that there is no justice. In 
fact, you might be thankful that there is no justice, since you 
could have wound up on the wrong side of it. But through 
repentance, you can be forgiven and learn to forgive others.

Thankfully there is no justice, but there is forgiveness.

The Bible has a sentence that captures this idea: Mercy tri-
umphs over judgement. (James 2:13)



Maybe it’s too recent to be trying to draw conclusions 
from the Bill Hybels escapade from 2018. Even so, I 
always like to analyze and if possible, to learn.

Well, there are so many elements to consider: slander, im-
morality, fidelity in marriage, church discipline, leadership, 
spiritual abuse, repentance, and many more.

But I guess the thing I kind of hone in on was a topic that 
only seemed to get minor coverage in the barrage of online 
articles, blogs and emails: the condition of Bill’s marriage. 
Let me share something that Bill reportedly said to one of 
the women who told her story. The woman related some-
thing like this:

On one of our business trips, Bill and I were alone is his hotel 
room and he was telling me of all his disappointments in his 
marriage. When I left the room, he hugged me and said that 
he thought we would make a great team together.

Again, this is paraphrased, so I might be conflating more 
than one story. But the reason this caught my attention is 
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because of something else I once read, that was published 
by Bill’s wife. I guess that she was reflecting on their many 
years of marriage and she told a bit of the story of how they 
met. She said that they dated in their late teens and even one 
time broke up. A relative told her that it seemed that they 
could not live with each other, nor without. But in the pres-
ent day, she was happy to think that they pushed through 
and stayed faithful to one another all these years.

Well another part of her reflections included the reference 
to the time that she realized that the Christian faith of her 
childhood did not work for her as an adult. In fact, she 
stopped attending church altogether. She told about that 
time as if to praise Bill for his willingness to allow her to 
drop out of church and even to protect her from the board.

But think about Bill for a minute. He had almost single-
handedly built one of the largest churches in the US. He had 
written books on church leadership and was a sought-out 
speaker and authority. In essence, his whole life was church. 
And his dear sweet wife says one day that she wants no part 
of it? She is not even sure she believes in this flavor of Chris-
tianity any longer?

I mean, based on this facet alone, no wonder Bill was disap-
pointed in his marriage. His partner was dropping out of his 
life’s work…at least temporarily. And yet, he apparently still 
had a felt need for someone to be his comrade and confidant 
in the work ahead.

My first thought as an analyst is to consider the value of 
picking the right spouse. Of course they were young when 



60 Observations of a Leader

they married, so maybe they really could never have seen 
how their lives would turn out, decades later. Even so, how 
disappointing to realize one day that you are unhappy in 
marriage. And maybe she was unhappy too. Of course, she 
was rich and didn’t have to work, thanks to Bill. Yet she still 
worked as an author on the side. But maybe she was frustrat-
ed to have to attend church all the time when she was not 
sure if she really believed any longer. Well, I guess she really 
was upset, since she eventually stopped attending Bill’s own 
church. Sure, Bill acted cool about it and even shielded her 
from the board in case they should raise their eyebrows at 
the notion of the pastor’s wife not attending church…and 
maybe she being on the path of leaving the faith entirely.

But certainly Bill could have been devastated. At least emo-
tionally. Here he is reaching thousands of unchurched Har-
ry’s and Mary’s every week and his wife shrugs her shoulder 
and says, “not interested”? What about all those passionate 
female leaders in the church who really tracked with Bill’s 
vision, drive and leadership? Of course he could find them 
nice to be with, particularly when his wife was indifferent at 
best, and critical at worst. Maybe he could only dream about 
having someone like that for a partner in life. Someone he 
could really work with, shoulder to shoulder.

And so, as the stories go, he took business trips with some of 
these female leaders, and eventually started using amnesiac 
sleeping pills to protect himself should he ever go too far.

So I guess in this day when there are so many articles that 
attack Bill’s possible infidelity, here’s a different perspective 
altogether: Maybe Bill should have divorced his wife years 
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back and let her go find fulfillment as a magazine writer…
outside of the church scene. And then maybe he could have 
found a better partner for his life’s work. I am almost always 
not an advocate for divorce; and yet if an ending of their 
marriage twenty years back could have eventually prevented 
this recent demise, maybe in the end it would have been a 
better alternative. Not sure.

Let’s not assume that Bill just has a wandering eye for any 
other woman. Rather, maybe his wife was doing her part to 
make herself unattractive to him.

Men and women are said to be different in what leads to los-
ing interest in a marriage. Women need to be loved (in gen-
eral) and men need to be respected (in general). So if Bill’s 
wife didn’t really care about his work and life passions, may-
be he interpreted that as disrespect. Even subconsciously. 
And maybe he subsequently found it harder to love her with 
that hanging over his head.

I understand that celebrity spouses have a hard lot in life. 
But what if Bill was not a successful Christian leader, but 
something totally different? Even then, I think his wife 
should try to be a true partner…or leave. What if Bill’s pas-
sion had been, instead of church, to own a doggie day care 
center? Imagine if he had invested his whole life in that, and 
after a few decades his wife one day said, “Yeah, whatever…
who cares. I don’t even like dogs.”

There’s a big difference between having a job and leading a 
church. A job might be 40 hours a week, but a church could 
be all consuming. The spouse of a church/business leader 
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frequently has to invest much more than of someone who 
merely has a job. Maybe his young wife had no idea about 
the future and what Bill would eventually become.

Well, I am sure that they both had their faults, and all that 
and more contributed to what happened. But as I said ear-
lier, before we just focus on Bill’s possible failings, let’s take 
a minute to consider what she might have done as well. Like 
they say, it takes two to tango.



For all the accusations leveled at the Roman Catholic 
Church, I believe there is really only one error that is 
fundamentally at the core of all other problems. It is 

this: that babies can be baptised.

Almost all additional issues, which some call faults or her-
esies or mistakes, can be traced back to this one topic. It 
causes the Roman Catholic Church (and any other denomi-
nation that baptises infants) to be inaccurately representing 
the Gospel and misguiding the masses. Let me explain.

The Bible tells us that the human race is stained with orig-
inal sin. Therefore, the primary message of Christianity to 
every person in every generation is thus: Repent and be 
born again. (John 3:3) Without this step, there is no salva-
tion and no heaven. Therefore, it is crucial that people hear 
this, and as often as possible. I like to say that the most im-
portant human right, is the right to hear the call to repen-
tance in Jesus.

Throughout history, for all those people who really did re-
pent in Jesus, the most common method for demonstrating 
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repentance, has been water baptism. Certainly, John bap-
tised people at the very beginning; and Christians have been 
baptising converts ever since. Baptism follows repentance. 
You can’t have baptism without repentance.

UNDERSTANDING OF SIN –> REPENTANCE –> FOR-
GIVENESS –> SALVATION –> BAPTISM

So, “you must be born again.” When Jesus said this, he was 
talking to a grown man. As far as we know, he never taught 
this notion to children. Why is that important? Because 
for most kids, they can’t be born again. Such young people 
frequently do not understand sin nor have a chance to own 
their own sin. Therefore, they can’t repent. And if they can’t 
repent, they can’t be baptised.

However, if an infant is baptised and they grow up being 
taught that their sins were forgiven when baptised, then 
theoretically they never need to repent of their sins as an 
adult, right? This is exactly how many faithful Catholics 
never hear the call to repentance. What they should hear 
as adults is that baptism does not remove sin or assure salva-
tion. As the chart above shows, repentance is the necessary 
element.

In some healthier circles it is explained this way: Children 
can be dedicated to God at any age, but they can’t be bap-
tised until they have reached an age where they can make 
their own rational decision. What age is that? 10? 5? 15? It 
depends on each child.

The problem is since the Bible teaches that there is “one 
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baptism for the forgiveness of sins,” people who “baptise” 
their babies sometimes erroneously think that all the child’s 
sins (which are only future sins at that point) are immedi-
ately forgiven at the moment of baptism. But if the infant 
has not had a chance to repent, then baptism means almost 
nothing. That is to say, baptism does not lead to forgiveness; 
repentance leads to forgiveness. And baptism can only come 
after repentance.

UNDERSTANDING OF SIN –> REPENTANCE –> FOR-
GIVENESS –> SALVATION –> BAPTISM

But what happens if the child dies at the age of two or three? 
Well, believing parents would want to make sure that that 
child’s soul goes to heaven, right? So what do you do in that 
case? Well, this question is why we today have infant bap-
tism. But here is another way of thinking about it that does 
not perpetuate the error:

If a parent (or parents) is a born-again believer in Jesus, he or 
she can dedicate the child even as early as day one or two. If 
the child should then die before having the chance to repent 
on their own, the faith of the parents shall save the child’s 
soul.

Well there you have it. With this basic understanding, par-
ents can dedicate their infants if they want to. But they must 
know that at some point in the future, that child will still 
have to repent of their sins, and likely be water baptised at 
that time.

If the Roman Catholic Church would simply change this 
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one word, then scores of people would have the chance hear 
the most important message of Jesus—to repent of their sins 
(as adults), and then be baptised. As it is now, many leaders 
in the Catholic Church never issue the call to repentance 
since they erroneously assume that all of their listeners in 
the pews are already forgiven. Preposterous! Jesus never 
said that. With this error in place, hordes of grown ups are 
wandering the planet assuming that their sins are currently 
and forever forgiven because they were baptised as a child. 
Therefore, they shockingly never hear the most important 
message of Jesus, and of his Church, which is to repent and 
be born again. The tragedy is that the Church should be the 
carrier of this very message, but frequently fails. 

That is why so many nominal Catholics who wander into a 
non-Catholic church, and for the first time hear the call to 
repentance, actually respond. It makes rational sense for ev-
ery human to do so when you look at our chart below:

UNDERSTANDING OF SIN –> REPENTANCE –> FOR-
GIVENESS –> SALVATION –> BAPTISM

An open letter to Rome: Please specify that babies are “ded-
icated” but never “baptised.” Baptism comes when a person 
can understand the need to repent and does so. After a person 
repents, they shall be given the chance to publicly demon-
strate their repentance through water baptism.



When it comes to work and action there are two 
motivations which are fundamental. The first is 
to honor God and the second is to survive. For 

believers, the call to honor God is preeminent, and person-
al survival comes second. However, for non-believers, the 
main goal is to survive, and for many, to thrive.

God gave a solution to survival when he placed Adam and 
Eve in the Garden of Eden. They were to share the emotion-
al, physical and spiritual intimacy of their bond; and they 
were to work the garden in order to produce the food they 
needed to survive. So, at a basic level, if we have a mate and 
if we have ground that produces crops and that has drinking 
water, we can survive and perpetuate the human race. And 
if we were not concerned about reproducing, we could pre-
sumably survive even without a mate.

Nowadays, most people do not raise their own food or even 
have access to ground that grows crops. And many would 
not know how to cultivate the earth, even if they were given 
the chance. It’s kind of incredible, but it’s the reality of how 
far we have moved from God’s initial design. So, instead of 
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looking to the earth, we have to secure our food for survival 
by other means.

In addition, people desire lots more stuff these days. In fact, 
here is a partial list of things I have heard people say they 
“need” to survive: coffee, phone, pets, books, money, home, 
car, two sinks in the bathroom, electricity, more shoes, su-
shi, gun, family, friends, clothing, evening news, the mall, a 
job, children, beer, and the list goes on. It is fascinating to 
compare what God says we need, verses what we think we 
need. Jesus reminded us of simplicity when he said not to 
worry about what we will eat, drink or wear. Think about 
that…only three items: food, drink and clothing. See more 
details about this in Matthew 6:25-34, which is a beautiful 
call to re-prioritize our lives, if necessary, and to stop wor-
rying.

Therefore, because most people no longer directly depend 
upon their own garden to produce all of their food, and be-
cause we now need much more than even the ground can 
produce, we need to mention the two most common mod-
ern-day methods of survival: Trading and Specialization.

Trading Sandals

Let’s say I am living thousands of years ago and I enjoy walk-
ing. Therefore, I set upon the task of making some sandals 
for myself. After I do so, my friend sees them and asks me to 
also make some for him. Which I do. In the Bible, Jesus ad-
monished us to give freely. Therefore, I could give my friend 
the sandals for free. But what if I say to my friend, “No way 
will I give these to you for free. But I will trade. How about 
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making me dinner in exchange?” And there we see how trad-
ing came about. When people stopped sharing on their own 
accord, trading was the next logical step (see page 249).

Of course, we still trade in the modern world, even though 
most people do not grow their own food or make their own 
sandals. Trade for many of us means trading our time, at our 
jobs, for a paycheck. Then with this money, we buy food. To 
that end, we each need to find at least one thing we have to 
offer, for which others are willing to trade. For example, if I 
know how to play the guitar, I might land a job performing 
in a restaurant.

Specialized Careers

Have you ever asked a child, “What do you want to be when 
you grow up?” Beyond just daydreaming about the future, 
or instructing youth, there is another very subtle message 
in that question. The implication is that you can pick one 
thing, or maybe two, but not many.

To make my point, imagine a child answering, “I want to 
be a doctor on Monday, a farmer on Tuesday, a teacher on 
Wednesday, an athlete on Thursday, a chef on Friday and 
a driver on Saturday.” We would probably chuckle and pat 
them on the head.

But can you imagine a recent college graduate actually try-
ing to work that weekly schedule? It would be nearly impos-
sible, and the reason is because our society almost always 
rewards specialization. And the reason for that is two-fold. 
The first is economy of scale; which means that if you pro-
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duce enough of something (let’s say sandals), over time you 
will figure out ways to do so quicker, thereby saving on op-
erational costs. And that means that the price of the sandals 
will be less. The second reason that specialization is valu-
able is that people have an instinct to want to get a good deal 
on any trade, and that usually means trading with experts/
specialists.

The notion of a life-long specialty, or focus, is partly why 
we use the word “career,” instead of just saying “job.” And 
for many, “career” also implies financial progress. Meaning, 
many people want to raise their trading prices over time 
(which for most folks means getting salary increases). Even 
so, whether we say job or career, we are talking about work. 
And not to deviate too much, but on a lighthearted note, 
I saw a sign recently, that I keep thinking about. It said, “I 
used to think I wanted a career. Turns out I just wanted a 
paycheck.” Whether you want a paycheck, a job, a vocation, 
a calling or a career, the four faces can help you to evaluate 
your work options. 

Generalists

Not everyone can specialize. Some people get bored or they 
just need way more variety in their lives. They also might 
have so many interests, that they can’t pick one thing they 
want to do most of the time. We might call them generalists. 
Well, the good news is that it’s possible to survive even if you 
are not a specialist, but a generalist. It’s just might be harder, 
and you might not make as much money.

Firstly, even for generalists, they will need to discover one 
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or two things that have a revenue stream. That means, two 
ways you can trade and therefore make money. Secondly, a 
generalist needs to save time in the week for their non-pay-
ing hobbies and interests. Sometimes a hobby becomes a 
way to trade and sometimes not.

Two Careers

I once heard that in ancient Jewish culture, boys were in-
structed to select two careers: one which they could do with 
their heads and one with their hands. We see that in the 
case of Paul who was both a scholar (mind) and a tentmaker 
(hands).

In light of the four faces, we see that there are actually four 
kinds of careers: those that can be done with the mind (Ea-
gle), the hands (Lion), the heart (Human) and the shoulders 
(Ox). Therefore, career coaching for young people should in-
clude identifying their two primary faces, and then encour-
aging them to pursue a career for each. That way, they would 
have a backup source of income in case they ever need one.

How Believers Prioritize Honoring God, Even Above 
Self Survival

1. Glorifying God: The Bible says that whatever we do, we 
should seek to glorify God in it. (1 Corinthians 10:31) 
That includes any and all jobs we will ever have, and is 
the start and end of how we view work.

2. Giving Instead of Receiving: The Bible says freely you 
have received, so freely give. However, the world around 
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us is based on the ideas of getting and acquiring. Even 
the notion of survival requires us to get food. So, I am 
not saying we should work for free or give away all our 
money (although Jesus once said that…). But what I am 
saying is best represented by a Churchill quote: “We 
make a living by what we get, but we make a life by what 
we give.” Meaning, we may need to fairly trade in order to 
get money in order to survive. But the main focus of our 
lives should be more about giving, and less about taking. 
Another way I heard this explained was that Christians 
should be producers, and not just consumers. This is re-
lated to Maslow’s “self-transcendence” from page 18.

3. Trusting God: The Bible says God takes care of us just as 
he adorns the flowers and feeds the birds. Therefore, our 
provision ultimately comes not from our wise trading or 
even our hard work, but from God. He cares for us, as his 
children. To that end, we should apply ourselves with our 
gifts, to whatever work God puts in front of us. Then we 
trust God to provide our needs.

Excerpted from The Four Faces, pp. 76, 80-81, ©2016.  
(www.alignment.life)

http://www.alignment.life


Usually a conflict brings on trauma and frustration. In 
those times, it can be helpful to have some easy-to-re-
member tools. The steps below are designed primarily 

for Christians, and the material is copyrighted from Peace-
maker Ministries.

When in conflict, always start with the 4G’s.

1. Glorify God (1 Corinthians 10:31)
2. Get the Log Out (Matthew 7:5)
3. Go and Show Your Brother His Fault (Matthew 

18:15)
4. Go and Be Reconciled (Colossians 3:12-14)

Step 1: Glorify God

Admit your hurt honestly and completely to yourself and 
to God. Confess to God anything you did wrong and accept 
his forgiveness. Then choose to make the glory of God more 
prominent than your feelings and pain. Recognize that God 
forgives us and therefore gives us the power to forgive others.

In Conflict? Use the 4G’s
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Step 2: Get the Log Out

Do not attack others or focus solely on what they did. In-
stead take responsibility for anything you have done to in-
cite or contribute to the conflict. Be the first to confess to the 
other party(ies) without talking about what they did. Use 
the 7A’s to guide your apology.

• Address everyone involved
• Avoid using the words, IF, BUT and MAYBE (always!)
• Admit specifically
• Apologize (make sure to actually say “sorry”!)
• Accept the consequences
• Alter your behavior
• Ask for forgiveness (don’t forget this crucial step!)

Bad Confession: I am sorry you felt hurt. I feel bad about 
what I did, but I only did it because of what you said.

Good Confession: I am sorry I hurt you. I am sorry for call-
ing you a jerk. Will you please forgive me?

If you are not able to sincerely apologize, then go back and 
repeat Step 1.

Step 3: Go and Show Your Brother His Fault

Make sure to only do this step after Step 2! Do not pretend or 
live in denial. Do not excuse the other prematurely. Do not 
talk behind the back of others. Sometimes you will need to 
overlook minor offenses, but usually you will need to talk 
directly to the other person in private. Do so gracefully 
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and peacefully. Use this format for sharing: I felt _________ 
when you did _________.

After you share how you were hurt, let them own their sin 
and give them a chance/time to repent. Do not rush through 
this, even if it is awkward. If they apologize and/or ask for 
forgiveness, and if you can, then say: “I forgive you.” This 
phrase is an important part of the exchange, even if they 
don’t specifically ask for it.

If speaking with another Christian and they will not listen, 
then ask other believers to help you.

Good Confrontation: I was really hurt when you said that I 
am the most inconsiderate person you know.

They might say: I am sorry I hurt you when I said you are 
inconsiderate.

You say: I forgive you for saying that.

Step 4: Go and Be Reconciled

Do not settle for compromise. Do not let relationships die 
off because of conflict. Instead, make 4 Promises of For-
giveness:

1. I will not think about this incident.
2. I will not bring this up and use it against you.
3. I will not talk to others about this incident.
4. I will not allow this to stand between us or hinder our 

personal relationship.
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If you are not able to make and keep these promises, then 
you are not ready to really forgive the other. Go back and 
repeat Step 3.

Adapted from Peacemaker Ministries (www.hispeace.org)

http://www.hispeace.org


Many people are quite familiar with the notion of a 
third Jewish Temple. But just in case, let me give a 
brief summary. In the early days of the faith, there 

were many years that the wandering Hebrews never had a 
temple. Rather, they worshiped YHWH (or Jehovah) in a 
tent—the Tent of Meeting. But eventually, King David, hav-
ing established himself comfortably in a palace, took it in 
mind to build a house also for God. The Bible states that God 
instructed him NOT to do that, since he was a warrior king, 
and had a violent past. Rather, the divine blessing was on 
David’s son, Solomon, to carry out the building task.

Solomon built the first temple around 966 BC, in Jerusa-
lem, and therefore many people refer to it by his name: Sol-
omon’s Temple. Animal sacrifice and the many musicians 
were the two prominent features of temple worship. It stood 
until 586 BC, when it was destroyed by the Babylonians. A 
second temple was built around 516 BC, on the same site, 
which was the temple that Jesus visited. Since King Herod 
expanded this temple so much during the first century, it 
came to be referred to as Herod’s Temple. It was destroyed 
in 70 AD by the Romans. Since that time, the Jewish temple 
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has never been rebuilt. All that is believed to remain is the 
Western Wall, sometimes called the Wailing Wall; which is 
a popular Jewish prayer destination.

Many Jews believe that when Messiah appears, he will build 
the third temple. Others claim it needs to be built first, to 
welcome Messiah to the planet. Some Jews believe that if a 
third temple is built, it will certainly mean a re-instituting of 
animal sacrifice; but others say no.

Besides financing such a project, one major problem that 
modern-day Israel has faced has to do with the location. Ev-
eryone assumes that the temples were originally on the Tem-
ple Mount. However, there are today five mosques on the 
Temple Mount, which could significantly inhibit construc-
tion. The most prominent two are the Dome of the Rock and 
the al-Aqsa Mosque. The reason that there are five mosques 
is because in 1967, Israel gave control of the Temple Mount 
to Arabs as a sign of peace and goodwill, and in hopes that it 
would end the fighting. Presumably, it would be hard to ask 
for that land back, since it would mean the removal of five 
mosques.

On the surface, it would seem that the Jews will never get 
their third temple. However, there is good news for them 
and below I will explain.

Fort Antonia

There is another interpretation of ancient geography and 
through my research I have come close to being convinced. 
That idea is basically that the Wailing Wall we see today is 
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actually the wall of Fort Antonia. This was a Roman garrison 
that housed as many as 10,000 soldiers, and was adjacent to, 
and higher than the Hebrew Temple.

Again, using this particular historical paradigm, the first 
two temples were rather just South of Fort Antonia in the 
City of David, next to Gihon Spring. Think about this. With 
thousands of animals being killed and burned (sacrificed) 
daily, they would need a lot of water to keep the temple 
clean. There is no water source on the Temple Mount! So, it 
is highly likely that any temple builders would have seen the 
spring of Gihon as the obvious solution.

Therefore, the good news for Israel is that the City of David 
is under their control. They could build a third temple there 
tomorrow.

There are two possible downsides: 1) The long-held tradition 
that associates the temples with the Mount. That will have 
to be overcome. 2) The City of David is lower in elevation 
than the Temple Mount which could leave some feeling as 
if it is inferior, of sorts. But the original temples were never 
at the highest place in town. When Fort Antonia was opera-
tional, it stood higher than the temple.

For a much more detailed explanation, please see this site. (I 
am not endorsing the entire site, but just this article.)

www.truthinscripture.net/2017/10/20/where-was-herods-
temple-fort-antonia/

https://truthinscripture.net/2017/10/20/where-was-herods-temple-fort-antonia/
https://truthinscripture.net/2017/10/20/where-was-herods-temple-fort-antonia/


80 A Third Temple in Jerusalem

The diagram below shows that the City of David is about 600 
feet South of the Temple Mount. Traditionally believed to be 
the site of Solomon’s and Herod’s Jewish Temples, the Temple 
Mount in fact was the Roman Fort Antonia. The rectangu-
lar walled structure we still see standing was that Fort and 
would have housed as many as 10,000 Roman soldiers. The 
City of David is where the Jewish temples were originally built 
in 966 BC and 516 BC. (courtesy Google Earth)



This article includes an incredible story I heard from Graham 
Hancock and then later from Bob Cornuke. The sources are 
listed at the end.

If you are right now focused on your daily concerns, let me 
encourage you to close your eyes for a moment and relax. 
Prepare yourself for a fascinating exploration to another 

time and place.

Let us begin…

Knights

In 1119, knights were more common than they are today. In 
that year a particular group of knights formed into an or-
ganization under the name of The Knights Templar. Their 
headquarters were on the Temple Mount, in Jerusalem, 
hence the label “Templar.” Among their various activities, 
they also seemed interested in trying to seek and discover 
holy Christian relics: things such as the nails and cross used 
to crucify Jesus, the chalice used by Christ, and the like. 
They excavated large parts of the Temple Mount and one of 
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the items they sought was the Ark of the Covenant. How-
ever, in that location, they never found it. They were also 
known for having an interest in architecture and likely had 
some construction experts among their ranks. Legends tell 
us that many of them traipsed around Europe and the Mid-
dle East on their searches and projects. But a sizable number 
of them remained at home in Jerusalem since they imag-
ined that there was much to be found there. After several 
decades, their group swelled to at least 15,000 members, so 
they were eventually not an insignificant part of the popula-
tion of Jerusalem.

Stephen Lawhead’s trilogy called Celtic Crusades proposes 
the idea that maybe the Knights Templar never really passed 
out of existence. Maybe, just maybe they went underground 
and that even today, there is still a secret society; scattered, 
but silently recruiting new members while the older mem-
bers pass away. His books in this series are called The Iron 
Lance, The Black Rood and The Mystic Rose. (www.amazon.
com/Lance-Mystic-Celtic-Crusades-trilogy/dp/B003YLE-
C1A/)

Despite these three interesting novels, non-fictional histo-
ry tells us that two groups most likely inherited any legacy 
of the Knights Templar, as well as any of their possessions. 
These are the Scottish Freemasons and the Portuguese Or-
der of Christ. These groups still exist today.

Ethiopia

Around 1175-1180, an exiled Ethiopian prince, named Geb-
re Mesqel Lalibela also happened to be in Jerusalem. Back 

https://www.amazon.com/Lance-Mystic-Celtic-Crusades-trilogy/dp/B003YLEC1A/ref=sr_1_7?keywords=stephen+lawhead+celtic+crusades&qid=1573141637&sr=8-7
https://www.amazon.com/Lance-Mystic-Celtic-Crusades-trilogy/dp/B003YLEC1A/
https://www.amazon.com/Lance-Mystic-Celtic-Crusades-trilogy/dp/B003YLEC1A/
https://www.amazon.com/Lance-Mystic-Celtic-Crusades-trilogy/dp/B003YLEC1A/
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home, his brother, Kedus Harbe had taken the throne and 
Gebre fled.

However, in about 1180-1181, Gebre returned to Ethiopia and 
assumed the throne, becoming King. Speculation is that he 
took power by force, since his brother was still alive. Legends 
say that Gebre then built 11 churches, spectacularly carved 
out of granite, and below ground level. The town where you 
can still see these churches, now bears his family name: Lal-
ibela. His communal design was patterned after the Holy 
Land. In fact, he constructed a “River Jordan,” which divides 
his “earthly Jerusalem” from the “New Jerusalem.” He evi-
dently had grand designs and aspired to create a new holy 
nexus for Christian worship in Africa. But why? What fueled 
his passion for such an ambitious project?
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If you have ever seen the famous stone churches in Lalibela 
Ethiopia, you will understand the reason they are consid-
ered mysterious. Even just from photos, you can tell that to 
carve such massive structures downward into solid rock is 
an incredible feat for the ancient world. Historically, no one 
really knows who built them or how.

Legend says that they were constructed in only 24 years by 
either “white men” or by “angels.” Some modern scientists 
claim that such an account should be dismissed, citing the 
variation in design among the churches. That is, they claim 
these structures were built over a much longer time frame, 
which on the surface sounds reasonable since some estimate 
it would take at least 40,000 men to build them. However, 
the point of this article is to suggest another possibility…

There is a tall rock column in the Church of St. George, in 
Lalibela, that is shrouded in a white cloth. Beneath that fab-
ric, legend says there are engravings put there by King Lali-
bela, that explain exactly how the churches were built. Even 
so, the local priests closely guard the column and forbid any-
one from viewing the engravings. Here are two photos:
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Ark of the Covenant

If you have seen the film, Raiders of the Lost Ark, you might be 
familiar with the idea of the gold-covered, angel-topped box 
that was originally used by Moses in the worship of Yaweh, 
or Jehovah. It also held the original Ten Commandments. As 
implied by the movie name, most people believe it was in 
fact permanently lost. However, to prove that not everyone 
thinks that, go to Google Maps and type in this: “Ark of the 
Covenant.” You will, in fact, be taken to a small church in 
Aksum, Ethiopia, about 8 hours away (by car) from Lalibela. 
If you were on foot, you’d get there in about a week, so it was 
not a totally unrealistic trip to make in ancient times. Why 
do I mention that? Well, here is where it gets interesting.

In his book, The Sign and the Seal, Graham Hancock spins 
a fascinating tale. His theories are extensive and multi-lay-
ered, but for sake of simplicity I will summarize. His ideas go 
something like this…
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In about 650 BC, Manasseh took the throne in Jerusalem, 
as King over Judah. His story is recorded for us in the Bible, 
in 2 Kings 21: 1-18. He is described as wicked and immoral, 
with little to no regard for the Temple. He installed pagan 
idols inside the Temple and did other things that priests 
considered to be offensive to God. However, what the Bible 
does not tell us is that during his reign of malice, the faithful 
priests secretly removed the Ark from the Temple for safe 
keeping. (This is why it was not present when the Babylo-
nians destroyed Jerusalem in 586 BC. If it had been there 
then, it might have been lost forever.) 

Anyway, those priests took the Ark far from Jerusalem, to 
Egypt in fact. They floated it South down the Nile until 
reaching Elephantine Island, where they built a Jewish tem-
ple to house the Ark. That location is near Aswan, Egypt. It 
remained there for over 200 years, during which time, ani-
mal sacrifice and full temple operations continued. Around 
410 BC that temple was destroyed and burned down by local 
Egyptians who worshiped a ram deity. They were upset be-
cause the Jews did not venerate the ram, but openly sacrificed 
it. The Jewish community then fled further South, down the 
Blue Nile, and all the way to Lake Tana, in Ethiopia. They 
settled on an island called Tana Qirqos. The Ark remained 
there for about 800 years, during which time, the communi-
ty went from being Jewish to Christian. In about 400, Ethi-
opia’s first Christian king came to Tana Qirqos and took the 
Ark back with him to Aksum. It has remained in Aksum for 
over 1,500 years in the Church of St. Mary of Zion. See a map 
of these locations or a smaller map below/at right. (drive.
google.com/open?id=1bphKVvWbWWzMvHsusGaxIX8y-
5q5LcuSh&usp=sharing)

https://drive.google.com/open?id=1bphKVvWbWWzMvHsusGaxIX8y5q5LcuSh&usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/open?id=1bphKVvWbWWzMvHsusGaxIX8y5q5LcuSh&usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/open?id=1bphKVvWbWWzMvHsusGaxIX8y5q5LcuSh&usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/open?id=1bphKVvWbWWzMvHsusGaxIX8y5q5LcuSh&usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/open?id=1bphKVvWbWWzMvHsusGaxIX8y5q5LcuSh&usp=sharing
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The Knights in Ethiopia

When Prince Lalibela was in Jerusalem around 1180, he 
would have known of the presence of the Ark at Aksum, 
since it had been there for over 700 years, by then. He met 
some of the Knights Templar in the Holy Land, and learned 
of their interest in religious relics. When he told them that 
his country possessed the Ark, the Knights rallied their sup-
port for him and agreed to return with him and to make 
him King. Since the promise of the original Ark was more 
substantial than anything they had discovered in Jerusalem, 
they sent many—if not most—of their contingent back with 
the Prince to Ethiopia. They also inspired Prince Lalibela to 
consider building a new and better resting place for the Ark, 
all modeled after Jerusalem.
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So off they went. With the military power of the Knights 
Templar, it was easy for Gebre to take the throne from his 
brother in around 1181. Then by at least 1185, the Knights 
Templar began construction of a miniaturized version of 
Jerusalem, of sorts, carving the churches downward out of 
solid rock. The design shows they apparently wanted to pro-
tect the Ark for many years to come. Could it be that the 11 
churches were intended to hold not just the Ark, but other 
relics that the Knights Templar expected to discover?

Curiously, the Ark never was transferred from Aksum to Lal-
ibela, even when the churches were completed. For reasons 
that are a mystery to us today, it remained in Aksum, and 
is still there now, inside the heavily guarded Church of St. 
Mary of Zion. In 2009 authorities announced that the Ark 
was to be revealed, for all the world to see. But after a few 
days, the planned unveiling was canceled.

The good news is that maybe we know where the Ark is. The 
bad news is that no one gets to see it.

Selah

At this point in the story, researchers head in all different 
directions. Some ponder the international implications of 
the possibility of Israel demanding that such an authentic 
object be returned to Jerusalem (should it really exist). And 
certainly, with such a relic in hand, a third Temple would 
most likely need to be constructed. But where? On the Tem-
ple Mount where today sit five mosques?

Others wonder if there is a way to convince the church 
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leaders in Aksum to open the doors and let others see this 
grand item. I speculate that the local church authorities are 
“waiting for the right moment,” when they have some sort 
of sense that God wants it to be shown. Maybe they wait for 
the return of Christ, whereupon he will order the Ark back 
to Jerusalem?

All these ideas are fascinating.

But for me, another bit of bad news is that there is still a 
significant outstanding question:

How did the Knights Templar build the churches of Lali-
bela? Did they just have enough manpower, or could it be 
that they possessed advanced architectural skills?

Or did they possibly have the Shamir?

Apparently, for the construction of at least the First Temple 
(and possibly the Second), builders had access to a special 
tool that could cut rock like a knife. It was known as the 
Shamir…“stone that split rocks.” Legend says that Moses 
had this item and passed it to the Hebrews. Could that be 
why Moses, Solomon and Joshua commanded that no iron 
tool was to be used on such structures? (Deuteronomy 27:5 
and Joshua 8:31)

There is an interesting article from a Jewish website that 
hazards a guess that the original Shamir was an item that 
emitted alpha radiation, and therefore, could have been 
used to cut rock. (Which has a curious side trail, when one 
recalls that at times the face of Moses glowed and had to be 
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covered by a veil…coupled with the fact that some radioac-
tive material also glows. Hmmm.) Anyway, the implications 
about the Shamir lead one to consider various questions:

1. Could it be that in their searches, the Knights Templar 
had discovered such an ancient tool (the Shamir) and 
brought it to Lalibela, Ethiopia to carve the amazing 
churches there?

2. Might such a tool (or similar ones) have been used on 
some other mysteriously precise carvings and structures 
in other parts of the world? (Think: Petra, Pyramids, Ti-
wanacu, Puma Punku, Sacsayhuaman, Baalbeck.)

3. Could the Scottish Freemasons or the Portuguese Or-
der of Christ still possess the Shamir, even though due 
to half-life radioactive decay, it might retain none of its 
prior “superpowers?”

4. If there was an item that could cut rock, might it also 
have not been harmful to humans? Or did it in fact 
harm the builders (since most radioactive substances are 
harmful), who used it anyway to achieve their purposes?

The article below explores some Jewish theories regarding 
the Shamir. (I do not endorse this whole site, but the article 
is curious.)

www.chabad.org/kabbalah/article_cdo/aid/380303/jewish/
Modern-Physics-and-the-Shamir.htm

Sources:
Hancock, Graham, The Sign and the Seal, Touchstone, 1992, 
pp 369-370.
Cornuke, Bob, The Ark of the Covenant (video), BASE  
Institute.

http://www.chabad.org/kabbalah/article_cdo/aid/380303/jewish/Modern-Physics-and-the-Shamir.htm
http://www.chabad.org/kabbalah/article_cdo/aid/380303/jewish/Modern-Physics-and-the-Shamir.htm


I rarely do this, but I would like to post a link that to anoth-
er article. I do not endorse the entire site where this article 
resides, but I did find the article thought-provoking. It was 

written in 2012.

Basically, the author suggests that if the American Church 
were ever to die, this is what might be read at its funeral. The 
crux of the piece is that such a prospective demise could be 
based on three items observed in the Church:

• CELEBRITY (affirmation)
• CONSUMERISM (appetite)
• COMPETITION (ambition)

www.vergenetwork.org/2012/02/02/obituary-for-the-amer-
ican-church-mike-breen/

Obituary for the US Church
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https://www.vergenetwork.org/2012/02/02/obituary-for-the-american-church-mike-breen/
https://www.vergenetwork.org/2012/02/02/obituary-for-the-american-church-mike-breen/


A casual internet search of the phrase “replacement 
theology” will turn up many results; about half of 
which will denounce it and the rest be in support.

The crux of this teaching is that the New Testament Chris-
tian Church has basically replaced the Old Testament na-
tion of Israel, and so all the promises and blessings are now 
transferred to the Church. The modern-day manifestation 
of all this is to restrict any special deference, on the part of 
the Church, to the political nation of Israel. In essence, the 
idea is that since God no longer places any singular value on 
such a geopolitical entity, then neither should the Church.

Many current religious debates will leverage various Scrip-
tures in defense. Apparently, one can use both Old and New 
Testament verses, to both prove and disprove replacement 
theology. So in short, there is no consensus and at this rate, 
there never will be.

Here is the main issue that is up for grabs: Should the mod-
ern-day Church give special esteem and attention to 
the modern-day geopolitical nation of Israel?

Swapped?
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And here are several points that are crucial when consider-
ing this concept:

1. The movement that Jesus founded was only Jewish, 
as least spiritually. But could that also be considered 
as a political dynamic, at least for us today?

2. Does God consider Christianity to be a subset of Ju-
daism? Or vice versa? Or neither?

3. What is the difference between “all Israel” and just 
the True Jews (Messianic)?

4. What is the difference between “the Church” and just 
the True Christians?

It is not my point to summarize the arguments of replace-
ment theology here. I am sure there are many other opportu-
nities for that. Rather I would like to offer a perspective that 
I hope cuts through the dialog and offers a kind of solution. 
Since the entire Church will never agree on replacement 
theology, maybe I would like to re-frame the discussion.

My main perspective is alluded to in points 3 and 4 above. 
And I have explained the idea of True Christianity in anoth-
er article (see pages 201-205) .

In essence, I would like to suggest that it is possible to cut 
to the chase if we just remember the most important aspect 
of Christianity. And when we do that, the argument over re-
placement theology seems either to go away, or at least to 
have a lot less relevance. In fact, in my opinion, it becomes 
an unnecessary distraction.
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At the risk of oversimplification, let me just say that the most 
important aspect of Christianity is this: You must be born 
again. (John 3:3) Without repentance, there is no Christian 
faith. Sure, “love” is important; but love is like electricity, 
whereas repentance is the light bulb. Meaning, we would 
never visually and demonstratively observe the love of God 
in the world, where it not to lead to repentant souls.

So, if we apply this idea to the doctrine of replacement the-
ology, things start to become much clearer.

When Jesus walked the earth, he said that no one can see the 
Father unless they become born again. And not just in some 
spiritually vague way. No, he stated directly that you must 
be born again in Jesus. That is, Jesus is the only way to the 
Father. Exclusively.

Jesus also taught that many find the wide path to destruc-
tion and few find the narrow path to life. And since Jesus was 
a Jew, and only taught Jews, we can imagine that the same 
proportions are intended for Jews. So, that means that not 
all Jews are saved, just because of genetic heritage. Instead, 
only some Jews, as Jesus stated, find the narrow path: that is 
those who become born again in him.

On the other hand, Jesus was, and is, Jewish. So when he 
comes back he will still be a Jew. I think some imagine that 
Jesus ceased being a Jew when he ascended to heaven, and 
maybe exchanged his garb for that which is worn by the 
Pope. Not so. But let us also not forget that God the Father 
is not Jewish*.



Swapped? 95

If there is one thing we know about Jesus is that he does not 
leverage genetic nor political descriptions. Rather, he and 
the Father are all about the heart. There are ample verses to 
describe God’s intention that certain “guests at the wedding 
feast” will be thrown out, to allow non-originally-invited 
guests to attend. The meaning is clear: Jesus invited all Jews 
at the start of his ministry. But because many of them have 
rejected him over the last two millennia, he will invite non-
Jews to take their place. In effect, the offer of born-again re-
pentance has gone out across the nations for any who would 
hear his voice and find the narrow path.

We can assume that while Jesus will return a Jew, not all Jews 
at that time will accept him. That is just like is was before, 
when he came first.  Therefore, there will be a subset of Ju-
daism—the Messianic Jews if you will—who are the True 
Jews. They are the ones who will recognize Jesus as Messiah.

Therefore, just as Jesus does not give priority to all genetic 
Jews—that is the entire nation of Israel—but only to those 
Jews who follow him, so should the Church. In effect, the 
True Christians should recognize the True Jews. Whatever 
the rest of the nominal Christians and the nominal Jews 
want to do is their business. Believers can be mindful, but 
such activities really do not really affect us.

We can then see that the Old Testament blessings of God 
for Israel are first passed first to the True Jews, not to “the 
Church.” This subset of Judaism represents the core of 
Christianity. And then those same blessings are extended to 
include True (non-Jew) Christians. This gets a bit confusing 
for some because over the last 2,000 years, the number of 
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True Christians has dwarfed the number of True Jews. But it 
does not have to be puzzling, if we just keep coming back to 
the necessity of being born again.

Therefore, we the Bride, have a Jewish groom. So, we should 
respect his heritage and show it honor. Just like a bride in 
the natural would show respect for her husband’s genealogi-
cal heritage. Some brides will adopt the husband’s faith, and 
others no. But all brides must show it respect if there is to be 
nuptial harmony.

So, the True Jews are like the brides who adopt the faith of 
the husband. And the True Christians are like those brides 
who do not become Jewish, but recognize the husband’s 
faith, and respect it.

In light of all this, we can make a simple conclusion:

True Christians need not give special prominence to all 
Israel, but only to the True Jews. On the other hand, 
True Christians should not disregard the value and im-
portance of the Jewish heritage of Jesus. Nor the fact 
that Jesus will return to Jerusalem.

Similarly, True Christians do not focus on the political nation 
of Israel, just like Jesus did not. He focused on those Jews who 
followed him…who were a very small percentage indeed.

So what about Paul?

In Romans 11:26, Paul wrote: “…all Israel will be saved…”
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Some then conclude that Jews get a free pass, and do not 
actually have to become born again in Jesus. I find this no-
tion elevates Paul (a sinful man), above Jesus (the Messiah). 
No True Christian wants to do that, since Jesus has the final 
word.

But what might have Paul meant when he wrote this verse 
above? Well, we need to remember that Paul was a man and 
sometimes men make mistakes. Think of all the Christian 
leaders who today write books: Have any of them felt that 
maybe after 10 or 20 years, that they no longer agreed with 
one phrase of what they themselves wrote earlier? Certainly. 
And the same could be true for Paul. I realize that this line 
of reasoning can be unsettling for some, especially for those 
who start with the idea that the Bible is infallible. But let us 
not get derailed and lost over this point. Let’s stick to the 
facts. Paul was a man, who made mistakes and who sinned. 
Hopefully most or all of what he wrote is devoid of such po-
tential defects; but we could not call ourselves “Berean” if we 
did not hold out such a possibility.

On the other hand, I would like to offer another perspective 
on this Romans’ verse that take a less critical approach to 
Paul’s words. Even so, I should warn that it is not likely to be 
very popular in some circles. Maybe what Paul meant in the 
highlighted verse above, was that when Jesus returns, all of 
the remaining Jews will be saved. Why do I emphasize the 
word “remaining”? Well in Zechariah 13, the prophet writes 
of a turning on of a fountain that will cleanse the house of 
David from sin. It goes on to predict that at that time, ful-
ly two thirds of all Israel would perish, with only one third 
being left alive. Could it be that this “one third” is the “all” 
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that Paul wrote about? Maybe at the end of the age, a mass 
calamity will come upon the land of Israel and the lasting 
remnant of Jews at that time will all then believe in Jesus?

In closing, True believers (both True Christians and True 
Jews), do not take a yes/no approach to replacement theolo-
gy. We recognize the value of True Jews as those of the faith 
who brought forth Jesus, and who form the core of Christi-
anity. But we do not extend that same distinction to all Jews 
or to the geopolitical nation of Israel. We may support the 
Messianic Jews in Israel, but not automatically any govern-
ment there, per se. On the other hand, anything that can 
help the True Jews should be considered.

 

*Jesus was, and is, Jewish—but God the Father is not Jewish, 
and has never been. This is an area where the Trinity doctrine 
has caused confusion. See my book Trinity for more details. 
(www.alignment.life)

http://www.alignment.life


The items below have been identified as various ways 
to categorize human differences. The boundaries 
between the bullet points are not clear cut, and fre-

quently a person will be in between or possess more than 
one. [where known, sources are listed]

TO USE AS AN EXERCISE: Download and print the PDF. 
(www.alignmentpublishing.files.wordpress.com/2020/02/si-
hdp.pdf)

LOVE  
• Gifts
• Touch
• Acts of Service
• Quality Time
• Words of Affirmation

[Chapman: Love Languages]

SPEAKING STYLE
• Symbols and metaphors
• Specific and detailed

[Jung, Myers: N/S]

Some Human Differences
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COMMUNICATION STYLE
• Low Context: Rely heavily on the actual words  

spoken
• High Context: Actively use non-verbal cues instead

[Hall: High/Low Context]

LIFE GOALS
• Enjoy and have fun; adventure
• Be responsible
• Acquire knowledge and be rational
• Follow personal values and convictions; have a cause

[Keirsey: SP/SJ/NT/NF]

PERSONAL IDENTITY
• Being: Worth is in who a person is
• Doing: Worth is in what a person does

[Kluckhohn and Strodtbeck: Being/Doing]

GROUP IDENTITY
• Individualistic
• Collectivistic

[Hofstede: Group Identity]

HUMAN NATURE
• Man is inherently evil
• Man is inherently good

[Kluckhohn and Strodtbeck: Character of Human Nature]
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NATURE
• Man is master of nature
• Man is in harmony with nature
• Man is subject to nature

[Kluckhohn and Strodtbeck: Relationship of Man to Nature]

CONFLICT
• Avoid: run away
• Accommodate: let the other have all
• Compete: take all from the other
• Compromise: split 50/50
• Collaborate: work towards a win-win

[Thomas-Kilman/CPP]

POWER
• High Power Distance: Comfortable with a small 

group of people having concentrated power
• Low Power Distance: Not comfortable with a small 

group of people having concentrated power
[Hofstede: Power Distance]

UNCERTAINTY
• Comfortable with uncertainty
• Not comfortable with uncertainty

[Hofstede: Uncertainty Avoidance]

SUCCESS
• Achieving
• Nurturing

[Hofstede: Achieve/Nurture]
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HISTORICAL PREFERENCE
• Past-Focused
• Present-Focused
• Future-Focused

[Kluckhohn and Strodtbeck: Time (Past/Present/Future)]

CERTAIN ORDER
• Monochronics: Follow an order; 1,2,3, etc.
• Polychronics: Do not follow any order

[Hall: Monochronic/Polychronic]

POSSESSIONS
• Personally owned
• Available for the common good

SPACE
• Public
• Private

TIME
• Clock-bound: Use clocks and exact “time” to mea-

sure the world
• Relative: Understand events to happen when they 

happen, irrespective of what time a clock shows

STRENGTH OF THE WORLD
• Self is stronger than the world around
• World is stronger than self

[DISC: DI/SC]
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FOR OR AGAINST
• World is for self
• World is against self

[DISC: IS/DC]

SURROUNDINGS
• Control surroundings
• Influence and change surroundings
• Support the surroundings status quo and mind one’s 

own business
• Create and follow rules for the surroundings

[DISC: D/I/S/C]

CLEAN VS. ORGANIZED
• Keep things clean
• Keep things organized

LEARNING
• Words
• Numbers or logic
• Pictures
• Music
• Self-reflection
• Physical experience
• Social experience
• Experience in the natural world

[Gardner, Armstrong]
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GATHERING INFORMATION
• Though the five senses
• Through intuition

[Jung, Myers: S/N]

DECISION-MAKING
• Based on logic
• Based on personal values

[Jung, Myers: T/F]

PLANNING
• Make plans in advance
• Keep options open

[Myers: J/P]

DECIDING OR GATHERING
• Make decisions about information known
• Gather more information

[Myers: J/P]

PERSONAL REJUVENATION
• Spending time with others
• Spending time alone

[Jung, Myers: E/I]

VALUE OF EMOTIONS
• Emotions can be trusted
• Emotions are not to be trusted

[Jung, Myers: F/T]

PARENTING CHILDREN
• Use strong boundaries
• Give complete freedom
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SHELTER
• Prefer being indoors
• Prefer being outdoors

MONEY
• Better to save money
• Better to spend money

SOCIAL PARADIGMS
• Guilt/Righteousness
• Fear/Power
• Shame/Honor
• Unclean/Clean

[Nabeel Jabbour: Crescent through the Cross]

TO USE AS AN EXERCISE: Download and print the PDF. Us-
ing that printed PDF, for the gray shaded items, circle one or 
more. For the white items, place an X on the continuum. For 
more than one person, use different colored ink. (www.align-
mentpublishing.files.wordpress.com/2020/02/sihdp.pdf)

https://alignmentpublishing.files.wordpress.com/2020/02/sihdp.pdf
https://alignmentpublishing.files.wordpress.com/2020/02/sihdp.pdf


I once briefly sat on an elephant. It walked around for a 
while; someone took my photo; and then I climbed 
down. I have a video clip of a guide walking up the trunk 

of a small elephant and plopping down on the back. At the 
time, I was pretty impressed. Here is that clip.

photos.app.goo.gl/GbnMHk81dXy2Dhzk9

They say elephants have very good memories, so I wonder if 
they recall everyone who rides them.

You know, besides never forgetting, they are also typically 
large animals. And it is their size which inspires a phrase we 
have in the English language:

“The elephant in the room.”

It means something big, but something ignored; because 
maybe people don’t want to deal with it or talk about it. I re-
call reading once about Cornerstone Church in San Antonio, 
and the author used that phrase. He said something like, 
“The elephant in the room, that no one wants to talk about, 

Elephants and Mental Illness
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is the gluttonous size of the Pastor.” His point was that for 
a man who seemed to be an anointed preacher, why was he 
living in sin (gluttony) and not being confronted about it? I 
personally have no idea about Pastor’s eating habits or body/
fat ratio. I visited that church a few times and he did seem 
large. But would I naturally conclude that he was therefore 
unrepentant in the sin of gluttony? Not necessarily. Howev-
er, apparently the author did. Which is why we need to have 
discernment and listen to the Spirit; and not only to listen 
to other people. Even so, if Pastor really is a glutton, well, 
then I appreciate people being willing to talk about such “el-
ephants.” It clears the air and brings about a transparency.

In fact, I would like to bring up one myself today.

*Wince*

I can’t be as cavalier as I would imagine because this is a very 
delicate subject. In fact, I am almost hesitant even to men-
tion it. That said, I feel I would be dishonest if I remain si-
lent. So here goes. Tip toe.

Context: Let me start by saying that almost all Christians 
believe that either Jesus was God in the flesh or that he was 
at least the Messiah, Savior and King of Kings. Either way, 
he’s more important than any human being who ever lived. 
Jesus came to save us; he taught us to pray; and he showed us 
what the Father looks like.

Now, have you ever wondered why, with all wisdom and 
knowledge—especially since he might have actually partic-
ipated in the creation of the world and of the human race—
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why Jesus never spoke about “mental illness?”

I have.

I mean, in conversations with various Christians counselors, 
it seems that almost every single one affirms the reality of 
mental illnesses. I see billboards trying to build awareness 
and sensitivity about it. I also know many believers who 
continuously take medication to address mental illness is-
sues. It seems it’s everywhere, even—and especially—in the 
Church.

So, how did Jesus miss that one? Why didn’t he teach about 
it? Is it because this is only a recent medical development?

Ok, so as a qualifier, Jesus also never talked about “com-
puters,” but no one seems too upset about that. Therefore, 
some might argue, why should we worry about just one of 
the many modern topics that are absent from the Bible?

Well, only because while Jesus never spoke of “mental ill-
nesses,” he had experiences that seemed remarkably similar. 
For those familiar with the Bible, you will immediately rec-
ognize that I am talking about “unclean spirits,” or demons.

So, now that I have come this far, I am just going to put it 
out there. Jesus spoke of demons but not mental illness; yet 
most modern medical experts are just the reverse.

All that to say, here is my elephant: Are mental illnesses 
really demonic forces?
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Delivered

Mr. Mahesh Chavda describes a situation in his book, The 
Hidden Power of Prayer and Fasting, that would seem to il-
lustrate this possibility. He describes a young male patient in 
psychiatric hospital, who is perpetually trying to harm him-
self. The only way the doctors can handle it, is to strap him 
to a chair. Otherwise, he might take a pencil, for example, 
and try to stab his body. Mr. Chavda was a young employee 
of the hospital and was visibly disturbed by this situation. 
He prayed to God for wisdom and understanding. He says 
that God told him that “this kind only comes out by prayer 
and fasting.” (Mark 9:29)

Well, the short version of the story is that Mr. Chavda fasted 
for 14 days from food, and then he apparently had enough 
spiritual authority to cast the demon out of the boy. Which 
he did. And the boy was cured…or we Christians might say 
that he was delivered. And presumably the boy left the hos-
pital and never came back.

It’s way more incredible in his book, and I hope you will read 
about it there. But it strikes me that in that case, young Mr. 
Chavda was able to do something that none of the doctors 
at that hospital could do. In fact, there is no medicine in the 
world that can bring such permanent and lasting freedom. 
And yet, if Christians really can tap into that kind of spiri-
tual power, why are we all not skipping church on Sunday so 
we can instead roam the halls of psychiatric wards and bring 
regular and ongoing deliverance?

Well, one possible reason is because many Christians do not 
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believe in the existence of demons. And then there are those 
who do not believe that Christians can take authority over 
demons like Jesus apparently did.

Another reason this is a gray issue is because not everyone 
who goes for deliverance, gets delivered. While you might 
not be aware of it, there are actually many Christians who 
serve others by casting out demons. They say that they have 
a “deliverance ministry.” And often it really works. But not 
always. And that could be one of the main reasons why it is 
not more accepted in Christian circles. Or maybe something 
else.

Everyone

Another story I want to relate involves one Sunday morning 
when I was visiting a very large church. After the service, 
they offered a tour, some food and a chance to meet some of 
the leaders. So I went. On the tour, I saw that inside a huge 
gymnasium, there was another church service taking place. 
At first I thought it might be Sunday school for the kids. 
But I quickly realized that was not the case at all. Rather, 
this large meeting of about 500+ people, was for those who 
were bused in from a psychiatric hospital; specifically for a 
church service. I could tell by watching them that they were 
unique. I was also a bit scared since a few got quite loud and 
aggressive. Those conducting the service seemed to know 
how to handle them, and there was one gal in particular who 
appeared to be the leader. She even spoke to our tour group 
for a few minutes and shook a few hands. As the group start-
ed to make their way out, I stayed behind at the back of the 
crowd. I felt I had to ask her a question, since by that time 
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I had read Mahesh Chavda’s book. I slid up next to her and 
quickly introduced myself. Then I asked her: “Maam, do you 
believe in demons?” She immediately said, “Of course I do.” 
I pressed on: “So I want to be gentle, but do you think any 
of these psychologically-challenged people here might have 
demons?” Without batting an eye, she said, “Every one of 
them does.” I was confused and it showed on my face. She 
saw my confusion and so she continued. “As a church, we 
believe in deliverance and in some of our regular services, we 
even give people to chance to get free. But not in this service. 
See, these people are under the care of the State and we had 
to get special permission to bring them here to church on 
Sunday mornings. The State told us that if we cast even one 
demon out of even one person, they will never allow any of 
them to come back to church. So, we resist the temptation 
to pray for these people, because at least this way they can 
participate in church each week.”

That whole situation really made me ponder. I mean, does 
the State believe in the power of deliverance but just pre-
vents in because it is not a universally accepted treatment? 
Would the families of such people criticize the State for 
exposing them to religious deliverance? I am not sure, but 
there was something sad in my stomach for the rest of the 
tour. It seemed that these are the exact people Jesus was lib-
erating himself, and here was a church that practiced deliv-
erance…but not doing it where the need was the greatest. I 
was confused.

Gone

I don’t think most Christian leaders would suggest that every 
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psychological problem is related to demonic forces. How-
ever, that might be just a qualification to protect oneself, I 
am not sure. Jesus certainly seemed like a one-trick-pony 
when it came to things as diverse as seizures, uncontrollable 
cursing, physically harming oneself, public uncontrollable 
nudity, and various other conditions. From what we have re-
corded in the Bible, in all these cases and others, he basically 
spoke to the spiritual forces keeping a person in bondage, 
and told them to go. And they went. After they left, the per-
son was free…free from the demonic control and influence.

This seems in reference Luke 4:18 (where Jesus publicly read 
from Isaiah 61:1) which states “The Spirit of the Lord is upon 
me, because he has anointed me to proclaim good news to 
the poor. He has sent me to proclaim liberty to the captives 
and recovering of sight to the blind, to set at liberty those 
who are oppressed.” The kind of incredible part of this is that 
after reading this verse in the synagogue, he said, “Today 
this Scripture has been fulfilled in your hearing.” (Luke 4:21) 
And the Bible also relates stories of Jesus healing physical 
blindness. So this verse seems extremely accurate to me.

The Bible also tells of other people who similarly cast out 
demons and did so “in the name of Jesus.” That is to say, 
people somehow figured out that while they personally did 
not have authority, when they invoked the name of Jesus, 
the demons obeyed.

Today

Now the question is whether believers should today be in-
volved in deliverance, either as a practitioner or as a recip-
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ient. I spent many years in a church that was open to the 
notion of spiritual deliverance, and occasionally they prac-
ticed it. Because of that, I have many stories I could tell that 
would attest to what I think is a real and true dynamic. I also 
believe that deliverance is for some believers, for today.

And while I believe it, I have to confess that I do not practice 
it overtly. Sometimes I will speak to demons and send them 
away, in cases where I am made to know (by the Spirit) of 
their presence. One very common place they seem to hang 
out is in hotel rooms. So, I, like many believers, try to spiri-
tually “clean house” every time I check into a new room.

Let’s be real: casting a demon out a hotel room is under-
standably different from trying to cast something out of 
someone who has been diagnosed with a personality disor-
der. But what if it is only a matter of how long we are willing 
to fast? Just like in the case of Mahesh Chavda. Disclaimer: I 
am not convinced of this myself, but rather I am just raising 
the idea for contemplation.

I guess I don’t have an axe to grind on this topic. Like I said, 
I can’t imagine anyone realistically attributing every form 
of what modern medicine calls mental illness, to demons 
(except maybe Jesus, ah-hem). And yet, why can’t Christian 
therapists at least hold it out there as a possibly? I mean, 
instead of just automatically prescribing medicine, maybe 
in some cases, a good deliverance session might be in order. 
And maybe Christian counseling programs should require 
a class (or at least a seminar) in deliverance. Just a thought.
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Medicine

Speaking of medicine, I have also wondered if God in his 
mercy allows people who might never try to be delivered, to 
instead be treated by certain chemicals. Not that by doing 
so they get truly free, but at least they can maybe manage to 
better endure a mental illness. If that is true, then could it be 
that spiritual demons are somehow affected by certain phys-
ical chemicals? I mean, what if the spiritual realm is mostly 
a chemical dimension? What a fascinating thought.

I am not against medicine for mental illness. I guess I just 
don’t want us Christians to always and completely ignore the 
method that Jesus himself used. Why can’t we think of the 
“Jesus approach” first…and then consider medicine second-
arily? There might be way more about this topic that Jesus 
understood, and from which we could benefit. Maybe, just 
maybe, the way Jesus dealt with mental illness is the best 
and ideal way for humanity. And what if the Spirit has given 
Christians the very same authority, but we are just not using 
it as much as we should?

Well, regardless of whether we practice deliverance, specif-
ically in reference to mental illness, I hope that at the very 
minimum we will never forget the way Jesus handled this 
complex human condition.

I feel we must never forget. Just like the elephant.



Poetry is experience, documented.

But then so are stories, articles, school curricula, books, 
newspapers, magazines, blogs, movie/play/musical scripts, 
sermon/seminar notes, etc.

In short, wherever there are printed words, then there is 
captured the human experience: merely in differently struc-
tured formats.

As humans, we are, and we do. That is, we experience.

And some of us particularly like to record, and then share 
our experiences. Poetry is one of those ways that it can be 
done.

John Keats said that, “Poetry soothes and emboldens the 
soul to accept mystery.” Certainly, not everyone finds po-
etry soothing or emboldening. In fact, some never find it at 
all.

And most never create it.

Poetry
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Yet for those who do imagine life mysterious—or at least 
they recognize that mystery is part of life—then the quote 
above can be quite insightful.

That’s because some aspects of life do not make sense and 
never will. And so, when we read or hear of others’ experi-
ences, somehow it makes it easier for us to resolve ourselves 
to the never knowing, but still peacefully living.

We also learn from poetry, just as we may learn by reading a 
book. That is to say that poetry does not only revolve around 
mystery but can be centered on the common.

Poetry moreover often plays out in the moment; being partly 
defined dynamically by the creator, the reader and the pref-
erences. It can be inspiration, consolation, insight, reflec-
tion, metaphor, purpose, value, etc. To state it differently, 
some drink water and some drink wine. Some find reassur-
ance in an Algebra class, or in reading the Bible, or watching 
a film. And some in poetry. In each case, we have the chance 
to better make sense of the world, as long as the medium 
and the message speak clearly to us.

The Expressers

I believe it takes a certain kind of person to express experi-
ence in a poetic fashion. I suspect that they must:

• Appreciate words.
• Value rhythms and rhymes.
• Easily see symbols, allusions and metaphors.
• Make time for observation and reflection.
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• Be able to feel viscerally.
• Like to write.
• Be alive.



I will wait with bated breath,
until the clock shows
work is done;
when words are penned
and runes are sung;
and backs are clasped
and lovers cling,
as vowels dance
and Merlin sings…
bards paint clouds
in verbal boasts,
and all lift cups
in evening toasts.

I once met a girl who struck me as interesting, and as some-
one I would like to know better. She happened to be on her 
lunch break, and it was Friday. She mentioned that she liked 
to write poetry, and then quickly excused herself to return 
to work. I asked her if I might text her that evening and she 
agreed. In my world of daydreams, I could not help but imag-
ine a rendezvous later where we might write together. In my 
anticipation, I therefore scribbled this soon after she left.

Anticipation

118



Let me explain how I recently became convinced that 
sometimes widespread immorality is simply God’s 
judgement on display.

The Bible says:

God’s kindness leads to repentance. (Romans 2:4)

Therefore, if we consider the reverse, we might say,

If God were not kind, people could be led away from repen-
tance and into sin.

Consequently, if we start with a situation where a city, region 
or a county appears to have a majority of unrepentant, overt-
ly sinful people, leaders, laws, etc., we can conclude that re-
pentance is generally not present. And if repentance is not 
present, then neither is the kindness of God. Now since God 
is love, and he can be everywhere, if there is a place or a peo-
ple where his kindness is not present, what else can we call 
that except the judgement of God?

The Judgement of God
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Immoral

If we determine that a certain season or location is in fact a 
target of God’s judgement (see page 170), we can make some 
observations. As Christians, when we see with our own eyes, 
rampant disregard for the principles of God, we are naturally 
appalled. The Spirit within us reviles at such behavior. We 
know that people are being led to their own destruction and 
something inside of us wants to prevent that. And yet, we 
really only have three options:

1. Appeal to the people to repent, or
2. Appeal to God to have mercy and remove the judge-

ment, or
3. Flee (in extreme situations)

Sometimes Christians will appeal instead to governments to 
try to restrain such wickedness, by creating laws which are 
designed to help people to stay within the bounds of God’s 
blessings. However, if the government is also evil, what good 
will that do? And/or if the majority do not want such laws, 
then such legislation may prove to be very ineffective.

Considering point 1 above, if the people will not repent, then 
we ask God to give them ears to hear. But then we quickly 
move on to ask God to replace his judgement with mercy. 
Finally, in some severe cases, we must leave a place or a sit-
uation.

Let me mention one other scenario: For a believer who finds 
themselves surrounded by immorality, but is not led to flee, 
know that God understands your predicament. Continue to 
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practice repentance yourself, when needed, and appeal to 
God to show mercy to lift the judgement, for those around 
you. Some believers will find that the additional practice of 
identificational repentance to be helpful.

In the midst of difficulty, remember that we also are antic-
ipating the eventual demonstration of God’s wrath, as de-
tailed in two chapters of Revelation. I am not sure if that 
is what we see today (in 2019), but I suppose we should ac-
knowledge the possibility. You might find some comfort in 
reading these two passages.

• Revelation 6: The Seals of God’s Judgement
• Revelation 16: The Bowls of God’s Judgement



To Vote or Not to Vote.

For most of my adult Christian life, I never voted. I 
wasn’t even registered. And when I was asked about it, 
I discouraged other Christians likewise.

The explanation I gave was that when I was born-again, I 
had once and for all “voted” for King Jesus and therefore, I 
never need to cast a ballot. Meaning, I felt that to vote in the 
natural, was somehow to minimize the superior role I at-
tributed to the Kingdom of God. I never really verbalized it, 
but I guess I also assumed that all human governments are 
at best ungodly; and at worst, corrupt, wicked and immoral. 
So, why should I have to decide between sinful candidates 
(or groups), when they do not hold my affection or give me 
hope?

The only caveat is if a True Christian (see page 203) is up for 
election. I mean someone who walks in step with the Spirit 
and is verifiably born-again. I would support such a person 
for the simple reason that I align with the Spirit they have. 
But it is extremely rare that real believers are ever candi-

Suffragium
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dates. That’s just the condition of the system we have today.

On the other hand, as far as I know, Jesus never aspired for 
political power, nor did he advise his followers to start get-
ting involved with human government. But he was adamant 
that they understand the Kingdom of God and live in it. He 
also made sure they knew that he was in charge of it. This 
next statement is hard for some Christians to understand, 
but: our Kingdom is not in any way present on Earth as a 
governmental force.

I once read a post attributed only by the letter “J,” which  
stated: 
The currents in which Christianity flows and changes the 
hearts of people are outside the capacity of humanity’s feeble 
attempts to order its destiny towards any form of a terrestrial 
utopia.

Precisely.

Meaning, governments and legislation as we know them to-
day are basically outside the Kingdom of God. And vice ver-
sa. Therefore, we can’t really expect human organizations to 
look much like the Kingdom, except in cases where there is 
a very large majority of Christians. And even then, it’s far, far 
from perfect.

Re-Thinking

Anyway, after about 15 years of living blissfully unaware of 
current events and of the on-goings of national govern-
ments, I separately met two curious believers. They both 
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gently berated me for not voting, and interestingly they vot-
ed exactly opposite. I explained my position as non-partic-
ipating, but that was awkwardly not good enough. It was as 
if I was being irresponsible by not fulfilling “my civic duty.” 
Well, come on, even some Christian denominations forbid 
voting. So I know that I am not alone. And of course, Chris-
tianity is never to be confused with “responsibility.” I explain 
in The Four Faces how responsibility is a form of personality, 
not religion. (www.alignment.life)

Now, the funny part is that these two people did not just 
want me to vote, but rather to also vote the same way that 
they were. Which told me that they were not expressing con-
fidence in a system, but more so in a political agenda/party. 
Which to me, is a direct attack against a Christian’s hope 
in King Jesus. Meaning, I can handle someone who wants 
to vote out of respect for the system; as long as they nev-
er trust a person, party, agenda or system—more than they 
trust God.

Anyway, I soon sought out some more balanced folks who 
not only respected my beliefs but also explained that vot-
ing can sometimes be one way to try to be an answer to our 
prayer: “May your kingdom come and your will be done on 
earth as it is in heaven.” That is to say, we can vote accord-
ing to biblical values, recognizing of course, that in most 
countries, majority still wins. And if we vote that way, and 
then values win, so to speak, we can hope that society might 
look just a little more like God’s Kingdom. (In cases where 
a True Christian is voted into a leadership role, we can be 
thankful for the expected influence of the Spirit.) And yet, if 
values lose, then we can know that most citizens reject God’s 

http://www.alignment.life
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Kingdom: which could be a form of God’s judgement (see 
page 119). Remember, God never loses, because God is 
outside the system.

I totally get all that. And with that in mind, I really have 
no problem with the idea of voting. The difficulty for me is 
that many people find their ultimate trust in either a person, 
an agenda, a country or in a system. I want to be polite, but 
these are all strictly forbidden for the Christian.

I also worry that too many Christians feel that voting is ei-
ther ALL that they can do, or the most important thing they 
can do. And so, they never bother to pray (or act) once they 
have cast the ballot in the natural. This is so very far from 
reality. To put it into perspective, one prayer alone is at 
least a million times more effective than voting. Ok, ex-
aggeration. But, think about it: Jesus never once voted. And 
neither did Paul. Of course, they were not part of systems 
that allowed for voting. But despite at the beginning not 
having a system for voting, nor having the chance to vote, 
look at how the Kingdom of God has grown and is every-
where in the world today. Certainly the Kingdom does not 
rely on typical human systems of social organizing.

Morality

Another related topic that an acquaintance mentioned is 
that of “legislating morality.” He said that he doesn’t favor 
the notion, and instead prefers to see the hearts of the peo-
ple changed first. Now that is a perspective I can resonate 
with. I mean, during some the historical great awakenings, 
I have heard stories where small towns dismissed their en-
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tire police force, since there had been no crime for so long. 
(This is because nearly all citizens had become Christians 
and were now all obeying the laws.)

Similarly, during those times, there are many documented 
cases of taverns and brothels closing doors, since there were 
no customers left. And to me, that is the kind of social trans-
formation I prefer, if given the chance. Of course, during 
massive revivals, the governments would also be mostly 
Christian, since such leadership is only a subset of society. 
That is to say, if almost everyone has become born-again, 
then that will be reflected in all aspects of society and of 
government.

On the other hand, when there are no groups claiming a ma-
jority, then we need to face the reality that all laws and rules 
basically try to legislate morality. Think about it. I surmise 
that what some people find sour is when a law is passed that 
most folks do not want. Then it can feel that it is just being 
forced on the masses, without true heart change.

The Future

In closing, let me say that for the last 20 years of my faith 
journey, I have voted a few times. And in those cases, I have 
done so out of respect for the system, and in alignment with 
biblical values. However, I may or may not ever vote again, 
and I reserve that right. (If and when I am aware that a True 
Christian is running, I will most likely lend my support.) 

But what I can tell you is that I will always seek the Spirit 
about it. This is important…I mean, how many Christians 
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ever bother to pray this way, first?: “God, before I do—or 
assume—anything, would you even like me to vote? Yes or 
No?”

Regardless of where I live, what passport I carry, or whether 
or not I vote, my hope is now, and has always been, in Father 
God and his Kingdom. Of course, I do not judge people who 
choose to vote, or those who choose not to. I respect both 
perspectives and because of this short article, I hope you 
better understand mine.



I don’t relish in failure. Instead, I turn away from it, when-
ever I get the chance.

I suppose it was how I was raised. Possibly it’s because I feel 
failure to be too negative. Or maybe it’s because I have ten-
dency to want to maximize my strengths and downplay my 
weaknesses. I am not completely sure.

In light of that, it’s helpful to be reminded at times of what 
success looks like for the True Christian (one who is al-
ready born-again):

1. Do we try to love God, as best as we can?
2. Do we attempt to live a life of thankfulness to God, 

trust in God and honor for God?
3. Do we try to love people, as much as we can?
4. Do we try to listen to the Spirit; pray accordingly and 

then live joyfully?
5. Are we quick to repent when the Spirit reveals our 

sins, and never give up?

If yes, then we succeed at life.

What is Success?
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I mention this since we can easily lose sight of true success 
and failure; which can mean that our priorities get out of 
whack. Because when we do the things listed above, then we 
don’t have to worry about hardly anything else.

Here are some things that DO NOT define success or fail-
ure for Christians, as long as we are practicing the above five 
points. We do not base our success or failure on:

• The condition of our finances
• The size of our homes and possessions
• The people who rule our cities, regions and nations
• Persecution, hardship, travail, sickness
• Painful relationships
• Whether people like us
• The results of our prayers
• Our own daily happiness
• Righteousness or godlessness that is outside our 

sphere of influence
• The safety of our grown children

Some might ask why I included the last item. Well, remem-
ber, God calls some people to be martyrs. Of course, no par-
ent is likely to pray that for their children. But even Mary 
had to accept that fact that God called her son, Jesus, to die 
in the prime of his life. It still happens today. And martyrs 
are successful in life.

So, do not worry about the size or condition of your pos-
sessions. Similarly, if your city or nation is civically reject-
ing Christianity and even resorting to persecution of the 
Church, it does not mean you have failed; even if you are 
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a leader and/or intercessor. Sometimes God wants wide-
spread sin to proliferate in order to poise a people to hear his 
eventual call to repentance.

This is where we need to have wisdom, and we must rely on 
the Spirit. See, it is easy to pray for what the Bible prescribes 
and to pray against what the Bible forbids. But sometimes 
God is doing something different that we might easily mis-
interpret.

Intercessor

Let me give you an example in the realm of intercession. A 
friend of mine is a Christian and practices the five points at 
the top. However, she found herself in a bit of a conundrum 
not long ago. She had been asked by some friends to pray 
about something—which they said was SO important and 
world changing, etc, etc. In sincerity, she actually prayed 
and fasted for a number of days. The result? Exactly opposite 
of how she was praying. She naturally was so discouraged! I 
mean, it’s like, what’s the point? And honestly it made her 
“gun-shy” the next time a prayer request was issued from 
that same source. But she had to take some time and ask 
herself was she still successful, despite the apparent results 
of her prayers? Well, using the five items above, of course 
she was. So, then, why was she disappointed? The reason 
was because she assumed she knew the result and how she 
should pray, based on what her friend told her. But the prob-
lem is that she had not really ALSO inquired after the Spirit.

I understand this can be difficult at times. Jesus told us to 
pray, “May your Kingdom come, and your will be done, on 
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earth as it is in heaven.” Therefore, when we see something 
that is clearly not in alignment with the will of God, our 
temptation is to quickly pray against it. And often that is 
likely the correct response. However, not always. We must 
first ask the Spirit how we are to understand. Just think 
of the plagues on Egypt. If an intercessor had started to pray 
for Pharaoh’s repentance and an end to the plagues—after 
only the first one—they would have been sorely disappoint-
ed. For as we know with hindsight, God wanted to send 
many more plagues, and did.

What if a friend asks you to pray for his sick wife? Well, nat-
urally you would likely pray for healing and speedy recovery. 
But what if you later pray about it alone, and the Spirit re-
veals to you that God is about to call her home to heaven? 
Would you still pray for her to be healed? Maybe instead 
you would pray for your friend to be comforted in his even-
tual loss, and that she would glorify God with her remain-
ing days. But if you had never inquired of the Spirit, then you 
could later feel that your prayers were never answered, since 
despite your intercession for healing, she died.

This is why it is so crucial that we walk in step with the Spirit, 
even when Christians might try to tell us “what God wants,” 
etc. In such cases, we have to be careful that we do not only 
hear what they personally want. We also need wisdom to lis-
ten and observe the world around us, as if with a Holy Spirit 
filter.

That still does not mean we will never experience a sense of 
failure. But even if we do, so what? I mean, the amazing thing 
about failing is that it leads us back to God when we repent.



The past chases, and we seem to have no option but to flee, 
or to be overtaken.
The path of life appears as but a race,
Where the goal is to get away as fast and as far as possible.
Some never make it; they fall and perish.
Must we always be only weary, exhausted and fatigued?

I once knew a man who could never outrun his history. 
And not just his past but his entire genealogical heritage. 
It chased him while he ran on furiously. He was ardent, 

but he inevitably stumbled along the way. At least three or 
four key moments could be said to have been his demise. 
The chaser never faltered and seemed to pounce as soon as 
he was down.

Each time he persisted in resisting and rising and continuing 
to run. But the pauses weakened him. He was slower than 
before and in the never-ending sprint, the pursuer became 
so close as to almost be a companion. So near did it follow as 
to be confused with death itself; that inevitable destination. 
And so, he despaired when he feared that that which fol-
lowed him was very same goal to which he naively fled. As if 

The Chaser
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he was on a wheel, where either running or stopping would 
mean the same tragic end. Oh, the futility of life!

Finally, after ever so long, when all hope was gone, and over-
whelmed by exhaustion, he stopped. He simply turned and 
hunched over, hands on knees. His breath was in heaving 
gasps but still he faced his hunter. He made direct eye con-
tact, but he did not prepare to fight. He waited. Not angry 
and not fearful. Just being. He resolved that should his past 
destroy him, so be it.

And yet, great was his surprise to see that the predator could 
not harm him.

At that moment, he understood that its only strength is in 
creating fear, in hopes of either making a victim, (1) collapse 
in fatigue, or (2) stop to try to fight; in both cases giving up 
the journey.

“I see,” he thought. “All we must do is to keep going. The goal 
of the stalker is to make us stop. His only tool is to generate 
fear by chasing.”

And so, after catching his breath, the man turned, and be-
gan to calmly walk away from his past.

He realized he need never run again.

Selah

The past is different for almost everyone. We all have happy 
and sad memories. Those places of sadness can be more pro-
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nounced for some: discouragement, abuse, neglect, pain, 
alcohol, immorality, despair, addiction, desperation, hope-
lessness, etc.

And yet, the past need not define us, unless we allow it such 
prominence. Our former days are behind, and we do not also 
have two eyes in the back of our heads. Therefore, we need 
never look that way, if necessary. The past is moreover never 
to be repeated unless we are tempted to turn aside from our 
peaceful stroll and leap onto a spinning mouse wheel.

But such enticing circular diversions no longer hold the fan-
cy of the matured traveler. Instead there are new preferenc-
es: the methodical step after step after step, and each day a 
facing forward not backward. Nowadays he walks and some-
times runs for fun; but he never flees, for he is no longer 
being chased.

Most importantly of all—the one thing he will never for-
get—is that he always keeps going.



The God of the Bible is called love. And Christians have 
two main charges: love God and love people. So, “love” 
is central and vitally important to this faith.

Gary Chapman is a Christian and he invented the Five Love 
Languages; also writing a book under the same label. The 
advice he gives is mostly directed at how to apply his tool 
to relationships. That is, how to love people better. Now be-
cause of the status of “love” within Christianity, it is no sur-
prise that someone like Mr. Chapman would be on the fore-
front of new advances and understandings of love.

And yet, one possible problem arises when Christians try to 
apply the Five Love Languages to the first commandment: 
which is to love God.

Book Recap

Before I get into that, let me quickly summarize his book. 
Per Mr. Chapman, there are five love languages: Touch, Acts 
of Service, Gifts, Quality Time and Words of Affirmation.

Five Love Languages and the 
First Commandment
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Whatever we didn’t get as a child, tends to become our main 
love languages as an adult.

• So, if you were rarely touched, you may become Touch 
as an adult.

• If no one ever gave you anything, you may become Gifts.
• If no one ever did much for you, you may become Acts 

of Service.
• If you were neglected, you might become Quality Time.
• If no one ever praised you, you could become Words of 

Affirmation.

As we mature, we tend towards all five of these styles, but in 
a preferred order. Usually one, two or three of them are most 
prominent. This becomes how we both show love to others 
and desire to receive love from others. It’s mostly involun-
tary, and to try to love differently can be difficult. However, 
with any language, they can be learned with perseverance; 
they just will never be one’s “mother tongue.”

One of the reasons that marriages fail is because one or both 
members do not feel that they are receiving the love they 
need. And instead of learning a new love language, they don’t.

First Commandment

So why did I say earlier that there could be a problem when 
applying the Five Love Languages to the First Command-
ment? Well, let’s go down our list.

1. How can you physically touch God? And how can 
God touch you?
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2. How can you give God a gift? And how can God give 
a gift to you?

3. How can you do stuff for God? And how can God do 
stuff for you?

4. How can you spend time with God, in two-way qual-
ity conversation?

5. How can you verbally praise God? And how can God 
verbally praise you?

See, the problem is that God does not operate in the physical 
dimension (except some might contend as the Holy Spirit). 
And that is why a relationship with God is so different from 
one with a person. Meaning, God does not physically touch 
people, nor does he speak audibly to us. In fact, he is not 
even visible to people. So, the human five senses are pretty 
much out the window when dealing with God.

(By the way, this is why on the Myers-Briggs assessment, 
that some believe that it is only when people get in touch 
with the N-intuitive side, can they really connect with God. 
Apparently, they say, God operates almost exclusively on the 
N-intuitive side and almost not at all on the S-Sensor side. 
Which if true, seems pretty much of a bummer for the 75% 
of people who involuntarily prefer S to N. In fact, it makes 
one wonder if the N’s of the world invented religion. Curious.)

Ok, back to the discussion. Let me unpack this a little bit.

1. Physical Touch: Can we touch the Father? Not even 
close. But we can touch the poor. And the Bible says that 
when we do so, it is as if we are touching Jesus. Ok. I 
can fathom that. I guess it might go the other way too. 
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That is, when the poor touch us, Jesus is touching us. 
Ok, so we have a way to ascribe “touch” to the Messiah, 
by touching people. Interesting. But that’s as close as we 
get.

2. Gifts: With Gifts we have a similar dynamic as with Phys-
ical Touch. We can’t give anything physical to the Father 
nor to Jesus. We can only give to people and expect that 
to be attributed to us. For example, if we give water to a 
thirsty man, it is as if we are giving it to Jesus. When we 
receive things (like a new job, a gift, money, etc.), we can 
also give God the credit. Right? I hear this kind of thing a 
lot. For example, “God provided me with a new car.” That 
is, we can choose to believe it is a gift from God directly, 
but that’s also as near as we get to this love language.

3. Acts of Service: The passage of the Bible that comes to 
mind is the one about Martha and Mary. From the Scrip-
tures, we could assume that Martha was Acts of Service 
and Mary was Quality Time. And in the story, Jesus said 
to Martha that it was better to give him Quality Time 
than Acts of Service. Was that his human preference/
love language? Or can we project that tendency onto 
Jesus’ Father God? Meaning, does God prefer to spend 
time with us instead of having us do stuff for him? Well, 
regardless, even if we try to do stuff for God, it almost 
always is done to people. Think about it. If I asked you 
to serve God, how might you do so? Volunteer at church? 
(people) Go on a mission trip? (people) Start a church? 
(people) Help the poor on the streets of Calcutta? (peo-
ple) See, so most things we could do to serve God involve 
at the center, people. The only things I can conceive of 
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that are not about people are things we might do for an-
imals or for the environment. And maybe to build mon-
uments to God. But even then, for say a chapel or ca-
thedral, it is only people who can benefit and enjoy such 
objects. All that to say, we can’t do much directly for God.

4. Quality Time: Again, based on Mary and Martha, we 
might be able to assume that Jesus (and maybe the Fa-
ther too), prefers Quality Time. Maybe. Even so, that 
played out differently when Jesus walked the Earth, be-
cause you could sit down and talk to him. Nowadays, the 
closest we can get would be prayer. Which, per Chap-
man’s book, doesn’t really count, at least when applied 
to humans. Meaning, if you sit and watch your spouse 
talk to you, but never talk back, then you have not giv-
en Quality Time to the other. So, therefore, one could 
say that it is impossible for God to directly give his loved 
children Quality Time. Again, many Christians learn to 
feed this need through prayer, which they have to con-
clude is mostly one-sided, at best.

5. Words of Affirmation: This last language might be the 
easiest for humans to apply to God. And that is because 
we can sing and write songs. When Christians gather to 
worship, they can collectively speak affirming words to 
God. It can also happen alone. In fact, it can be a daily 
running dialog on the part of the believer. The big issue, 
however, is that it is only one-sided. God never speaks 
directly to people. He might send a messenger, but that 
is also quite rare.

In summary, I do not think that the Five Love Languages are 
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particularly applicable for a human-God relationship. They 
seem to work great between people, but are lacking with re-
spect to the divine.

To put it another way, if you were the only person on the 
planet, could you effectively use the Five Love Languages in 
your relationship with God? Well, I would say, not really:

• Touch? No.
• Gifts? Well not really, but I suppose you could build 

shrines to God.
• Acts of Service? Not really. Except maybe to take care of 

your body and your surroundings.
• Quality Time? You could think about God all day long, 

which is kind-of, sort-of Quality Time; but excessively 
one-sided to the point that Chapman might say it does 
not really qualify.

• Words of Affirmation? You could wake up each day and 
look at the heavens and say, “God I love you.” You could 
also praise God through words and song.

Confession

Now having said all that, I must make a confession. I real-
ly tried to do this. I was in Southeast Asia for an extended 
period of time and I decided to see how I could apply the 
five love languages to my relationship with God. I practiced 
daily worship and prayer which is how I handled Words and 
Quality Time. I tried to do things for others (Service) and 
give stuff to them (Gifts), specifically calling to mind verses 
which say we that when do unto them, we do unto Him. So 
I felt pretty good about those four. However, I just did not 
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know how to deal with Touch. I struggled over this for weeks 
and finally gave up. Then the next day I jogged up and down 
the beach and after getting warm, took off my shoes and 
walked straight into the ocean. I stood where the water was 
up to my neck and held out my arms perpendicular to my 
body. The waves were gentle, and they soothed my muscles. 
I bobbed up and down and let the water caress me. After a 
few minutes, I sensed that maybe this was one way to handle 
Touch. To touch the creation…to interact with that which we 
believe God has created. It was as close as I ever got but for 
my experiment, I will admit that I was satisfied.

A Better Way

Even so, I think I have made two important conclusions. 
Firstly, that God has placed us in and among people so that 
while we are not yet primarily spirit beings, we can love more 
particularly and more practically. And while we are on Earth, 
for human (and even some animal) relationships, the Five 
Love Languages are tremendously valuable and helpful.

Secondly, I would like to suggest that there might be a more 
effective approach when it comes to the first commandment. 
I would like to propose that the three best ways for humans 
to express love for God, and to receive divine love in return, 
are these:

1. Being Thankful to God
2. Trusting God
3. Caring about the Things God Cares about (the 

honor and glory of God, people—particularly the 
poor, holiness, the coming Kingdom, etc.)



I find that the cousins, Jesus and John (now commonly 
referred to “The Christ” and “The Baptist”), have some 
curious potential symbolism. Maybe I am reading more 

into this than intended by the authors of the Gospels, but it 
seems to me that John is more about judgement, and Jesus 
more about mercy.

John – Judgement

The general behavior of John makes me think of the judge-
ment of God. Sure, he was preaching repentance, and he 
truly served and helped many people. But his approach 
seemed at times harsh. For example, he also publicly, ver-
bally attacked at least one political leader, whom he consid-
ered to be wicked and immoral. How many Christians do 
that today? Some, of course, but most do not. In fact, John 
did it so much that he was eventually executed by the State. 
Interestingly, sometime after John’s death, Jesus called him 
one of the greatest in the Kingdom of heaven. So, if we aspire 
to that kind of greatness, should we consider to similarly 
publicly attack social wickedness and immorality, even if it 
means the threat of being arrested or killed? Gulp.

Cousins

142



Cousins 143

Then there were the religious leaders with whom he interact-
ed. Let’s see, what are some things John said to them? “You 
brood of vipers! Who warned you to flee from the wrath to 
come?” I’d like to try to translate that into our modern world 
if possible:

Imagine if you had the chance to visit either the Pope, 
Rick Warren, your pastor/priest, or your favorite Chris-
tian leader, teacher or worship leader. After introducing 
yourself and saying how happy you are to meet them in 
person, you launch into, “You corrupt worthless wolf in 
sheep’s clothing! You only pretend to love God and peo-
ple, and God has a special place in hell reserved for you, 
your family and all your friends! God’s kindness and re-
pentance are not offered to you, even if you should aspire 
for them. Get away from me you jerk!”

Again, I wonder if to be great in the Kingdom, we need to 
pray about how we can emulate John in his approach to reli-
gious leaders…ouch.

…but maybe not all religious leaders? Don’t you think? 
Hopefully?

If I am wrong in my analysis, I guess I could easily excuse 
myself since I never knew John. I can only speculate with 
a long, arching view of about 2,000 years. Even so, there is 
enough I read in the Bible to make me think that John leaned 
toward judgement. On the other hand, maybe he eventual-
ly regretted some or all of what he did and said. I mean he 
was a sinner like the rest of us, so it’s possible he would do it 
all differently if he had been given the chance for a do-over. 
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That said, I can’t escape the reality that when Jesus observed 
his character and behavior, he called him “great.” So there 
you have it.

Jesus – Mercy

Well, even if I try to water down John’s name calling, etc., 
when I compare his intense words and actions with the 
nature of Jesus, it’s even more interesting. That’s because 
Cousin Jesus more typifies to me mercy. He called people to 
repent (“Go and sin no more”) but seemed to do so in a nicer 
way. He let people touch him. He joined them in their lives 
and spent time with them. He talked to them and presum-
ably listened to them. In short, he threw himself into the 
human pool, while John remained more set apart, hidden 
away in the desert. Jesus spoke of going after the lost sheep. 
He sought people out. He went to Lazarus and raised him 
from the dead. He forgave people their sins. He was nice.

He did not rail against political leaders as far as we know. 
However, he did have some accusatory words for certain re-
ligious leaders. And in that regard, we can say that he and 
John were at least kind of similar. But Jesus also seemed to 
keep the door open for anyone to repent…even those who 
seemed least likely to do so. In fact, some religious leaders 
did end up listening to what Jesus had say.

Even so, Jesus was also killed by the State; therefore, I guess 
being maybe nicer than John didn’t ultimately mean a dif-
ferent end. We can deduce from this that while some of the 
State workers may have believed on a personal level, the col-
lective State had no place for either Jesus or John.
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As to the religious leaders, John was accused of having a de-
mon, and Jesus, accused of being a drunk. (Matt 11:18) The 
reasons were because: (1) John fasted a lot and refrained 
from alcohol; and (2) Jesus ate with nearly anyone (even the 
unclean sinners), and presumably drank wine. The point is 
that they were both dismissed by those who would not be-
lieve, but for opposite reasons: one did not drink alcohol and 
the other one did. Almost like, how can you possibly please?

Encouraging

These reflections encourage me for various reasons. Firstly, 
some people will never approve of me. And I don’t need to 
worry about that or bother myself with them whatsoever. 
That’s just life.

But another thing I find helpful is to think of God’s char-
acter represented by these two guys. Mercy and Judgement. 
Jesus and John. Both were needed and I suppose both are 
valid in the Kingdom. I find grace in the notion that it’s 
okay for different believers today to operate differently, and 
even have wildly varying personalities. We can still be in the 
same Kingdom. Interestingly, Jesus and John did not pub-
licly verbally attack each other, even with their differences. 
They knew they were still on the same team. I guess for us 
in modern times, we need to first figure out who really is 
“on our team.” But once we do that, if we only differ over 
tendencies toward mercy and judgement, presumably that is 
not enough to divide. We need not fellowship together every 
week, but we can still affirm the validity and importance of 
the other perspective among valid believers.
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Now having said all that, the Old Testament does say that 
mercy triumphs over judgement. If we then carry out the 
allusion of our characters, we could say then that Jesus tri-
umphs over John. If that is the case, I would guess that John 
probably would not mind this. Because from nearly the start 
of the Gospels, we see John defer to Jesus, even regarding re-
pentance and baptism. For us today, this should not trouble 
us either, for Jesus is the Messiah.

The Older Brother

In the story of the Prodigal Son, I have always related to the 
oldest brother. Probably because of my natural birth order, 
but also, I think it can be attributed to my personality. That 
is, I lean towards to the judgement of God; less so to the mer-
cy. In that regard I get energized when I read the accounts of 
the John the Baptizer. I am working on being more merciful, 
but it does not come as naturally to me. But maybe that’s 
okay. Both types are needed, I guess.

On that same note, Revelation 2:26-27 says that Jesus said, 
“The one who conquers and who keeps my works until the 
end, to him I will give authority over the nations, and he will 
rule them with a rod of iron, as when earthen pots are bro-
ken in pieces, even as I myself have received authority from 
my Father.” That sounds more like judgement to me. Maybe 
I have more of “judge” personality, which is probably why 
that verse is so attractive to me.

In the Prodigal Son story, what is the message of the father 
to the older son? The dad said, “Son, you are always with me 
and all that is mine is yours.” That is, mercy and judgement 
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working together do not mean that some people are shown 
special favoritism for being good. “Good” people can rely 
on God’s goodness just like everyone, but should not expect 
anything more for their good behavior.

The important second theme of this account is that the fa-
ther also wants the oldest son to learn to extend mercy to the 
younger brother when he repents. Which is to say that the 
two sides of mercy and judgement in tandem also mean that 
some people are shown God’s goodness when they act bad 
and then later repent.

So to summarize:

• If you are act good, it does not mean you will be 
shown extra favor.

• If you act bad, and then repent, you can still expect 
God’s goodness.

• The person who acts good, should extend mercy to 
the repentant one; despite their bad behavior. 

• The person who acts bad, should also extend grace to 
the good one; despite at times feeling like the other 
expects special treatment or rewards.

These points really do not follow the tit-for-tat mindset that 
we sometimes fall into. Instead they allow the Divine Judge 
to retain his unique role, and they keep us humans in ours. 
In the nature of God, somehow mercy and judgement blend 
together, probably in ways we can’t fully understand. We 
may lean towards one or the other at a personal level, but 
regardless we must apparently allow God the exclusive ex-
pression that results from being perfectly in balance.



Love languages can bring a great deal of insight, joy and 
encouragement. But they can also cause disappoint-
ment. Let me relate a story that highlights this.

An older friend of mine got engaged and called me up. He 
was excited that after all these years of waiting, he had final-
ly found his “Eve.”

Because of my work, I of course riddled him with plenty 
of questions. I inquired after all her normal particulars, as 
well as those aspects he found most attractive. Just for fun, 
I asked about her love languages and re-familiarized myself 
with his. He said the big day was still nine months away, and 
they planned to do some type of marriage counseling in the 
meantime. After one more “Congratulations,” we hung up.

Since we live in different cities, I don’t see or hear from this 
friend too often. That’s why it was three months later that I 
next heard back. He had started marriage counseling and 
the therapist had asked them to read several books together. 
One of those just happened to be the “The Five Love Lan-
guages,” by Gary Chapman. Since I had asked about it ear-
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lier, he figured he might as well discuss it with me again. 
Honestly, he sounded like he needed to vent a little and was 
also seeking encouragement.

The Five Love Languages

The book goes into detail about the five types and has all sorts 
of examples. Just to recap, those are: Touch, Acts of Service, 
Gifts, Words of Affirmation and Quality Time. The premise 
is that each of us has a preferred order of languages, with one 
or two being most prominent. For couples, the book advises 
trying to understand your spouse’s love language and then 
to shower him or her with that. Chapman goes on to explain 
that when marriages begin to fail, it sometimes means one 
or both parties are not feeling loved. Therefore, he counsels 
couples to use his tool to evaluate potential problems. Then 
if needed, spouses can work to learn another one or two love 
languages. He reminds readers that it can be a tremendous 
amount of work, even seeming at times like learning a real 
second language.

Well, back to my friend. As he and his new fiancé read the 
book together as part of marriage counseling, they realized 
that they did not share either of their top two languages. 
His were Quality Time and Words of Affirmation; hers were 
Acts of Service and Gifts. Apparently, in their reading, she 
had paused at the point when the book specifies the possi-
ble need to learn. During a therapy session, she had said to 
him that her understanding of marriage meant to be 100% 
accepted as a spouse. For her, that included being uncondi-
tionally loved and respected; and more. Therefore, the idea 
that she and her husband might have to do something that 
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she felt was unnatural—meaning, working hard to learn a 
second or third love language—somehow was not the kind 
of marriage she was seeking. She said that if he could not 
accept her with her existing love languages, then she was 
not sure if she could be happy. My friend told me later that 
he felt hurt in the moment but asked her gently if she might 
prefer a husband who shared her top love languages. She of 
course said, “No,” and reaffirmed her love for him. But at the 
next therapy session, she confessed that after much thought 
and prayer, she did want that kind of relationship. Minutes 
later in the parking lot, they canceled their engagement.

Disappointment

As I mentioned at the start, this tool has the potential to 
induce sadness, as in the case of my friend. Some would say 
that’s but a temporary pain, just as a surgeon must cut with 
a knife to bring long-term healing. I was sad to hear of their 
break-up; but if both could honestly say that they would not 
be happy with the marriage they foresaw, then I guess it was 
best that they parted ways.



The Moon is a beautiful symbol of redeemed human 
beings. Firstly, it produces no light itself, but only re-
flects the light from the Sun. It looks brightest in the 

midst of darkness. During the day (when there’s light), it 
is not even visible. And how fascinating that in the English 
language, we have these two homophones: Sun and Son.

It’s hard to imagine the sun without the moon,
Cause anything that’s bright in me’s only bouncing off of 

you.
If I shine, it’s because of you.
If I love, it’s because of you.
If I’m strong, it’s because of you.
It’s all because of you.

 from Matt Maher, “Because of You”

The Moon
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During a drought, some things can still grow a little. 
But maybe not every seed sprouts. And those which 
do might be stunted or wilted or could later die. Nev-

ertheless, some growth happens; just not much.

I have explained in another article (see page 179) how I can 
find a drought encouraging. However, I am not speaking of a 
natural drought, but of a spiritual one. There is not much to 
find happy about a war nor a drought, so I am trying to look 
on the bright side. Someone else could just as easily point 
out all the negatives. I get it. I’ve pondered them. In light 
of all the easy-to-spot disappointments, either my grief will 
crush me, or I will choose to look at the positives. Now I will 
do the later.

When people do not want to listen to spiritual truth, you 
can talk ’til you are blue in the face. They won’t listen. I 
mean some will. But not most. It’s just like with plants in 
a drought…and there is nothing that can be done. In both 
kinds of droughts, neither the plants nor the people are bad 
or have done anything wrong. It’s the dynamic of the envi-
ronment. In a drought, there is no water for crops. In a spir-
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itual drought, I would carry the analogy to say that the Holy 
Spirit is absent.

That describes huge parts of the world we live in today.

In Romans 10, Paul says:

Everyone who calls on the name of the Lord will be saved. 
How then will they call on him in whom they have not be-
lieved? And how are they to believe in him of whom they 
have never heard. And how are they to hear without some-
one preaching? And how are they to preach unless they are 
sent.

It’s solid reasoning and it goes like this:

Sending leads to preaching.

     Preaching leads to hearing.

          Hearing leads to believing.

               Believing leads to calling on the name of the Lord.

                    And that leads to people being saved.

Since Paul was all about bringing the good news of salva-
tion, he knew from these steps that he would never succeed 
unless he could send people first. He had laid out a path and 
a plan.

But that was a different time and season on planet Earth. 
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In the current spiritual drought, in many places, people are 
mostly not listening; and so, our chart looks a bit different:

Sending leads to preaching.

     Preaching leads to hearing.

          Hearing leads to believing.

               Believing leads to calling on the name of the Lord.

                    And that leads to people being saved.

We can send all we like and preach up a storm, but most-
ly only with minor results. If people don’t listen, the whole 
plan breaks down. That’s the drought for you.

So, what’s good about a drought? Well, that one day it will 
end. And that then it will be quickly forgotten. We can look 
forward to that, most certainly. We can also rejoice in the 
small good things that happen despite our situation. That 
is, there are still a few plants that grow when water is scarce. 
And similarly, there are always a few people who listen and 
respond.

Some people will chastise me and say that this article is only 
an excuse for not sending and preaching. Yeah, that could be 
true. Maybe I am just discouraged. But I believe that when 
the Spirit really moves, (and the drought sovereignly ends), 
society will be different. At that time, many more will listen; 
and that will lead to believing, then calling on the name of 
the Lord and being saved.
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In the meantime, how shall we then live?

I recall the somewhat infamous tracts called “The Four Spir-
itual Laws.” Apparently, there was a time when there was 
so much interest in Christianity that people would carry 
these in their pockets and purses. That way, they could just 
give them out whenever and wherever. But nowadays, there 
is much less need for such techniques. Rather during this 
drought, we depend more and more on the grace and sov-
ereignty of God to intervene. Meaning, 1,000 years ago, in 
times of physical drought, there was not much that a farmer 
could do about a field that he had planted. His only real op-
tion was to throw himself on the mercy of God for the crops. 
Similarly, in times of spiritual drought, our expectations are 
different. We know that many people are not listening nor 
hearing, so we adjust our expectations.

In these dry seasons, maybe what people need is not so 
much to hear from us, but to see God directly for themselves. 
Of course, in the end that is what sharing the Gospel and 
evangelization is supposed to lead to anyway. But when the 
masses are not likely to listen, what else can we do but throw 
ourselves on the mercy of God for our fellow man?

Some plants will grow,
Some people will listen.
But we can hardly know which or who.



There will come a day,

When all the nations,

Will come and say,

We worship you. We worship you.

 

There will come an hour,

When all God’s power,

Is on display,

And all will say,

We worship you. We worship you.

A Song
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I rarely write publicly about social issues, so please don’t 
take this article that way. And I should beg the pardon of 
some readers who might take offense at my words below.

Even so, I would like to share some thoughts about perma-
nent skin markings, or what are modernly called tattoos. My 
caveat is that I was raised at a time when kids were taught 
not to consider them. But I don’t think that is my only moti-
vation for this critique.

Rather I love beauty.

And I find tattoos to be one of the most disappointing in-
ventions of man. They remind me of graffiti on the wall of 
a dirty, slimy, truck-stop bathroom stall. People who have 
them involuntarily disgust me. Honestly, I am instantly 
turned off and want to turn away. I can’t help it. Such marks 
are the opposite of beauty to my eyes.

Some people might find that hard to understand, and I rec-
ognize that there are all types in the world. So why should 
my preference for beauty be more valuable than someone 

Beauty
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else’s? I get that, and I understand. 

Yet, I am wildly motivated by beauty. And I believe that hu-
man skin is wildly beautiful…as it is, and without needing to 
be altered. Such is how I am.

But it is not just physical beauty I pursue. I also find emo-
tional beauty to be extremely attractive. And let me explain 
why tattoos are emotionally unattractive to me.

Motivations

People will give all sorts of reasons for getting a tattoo. But 
probably most commonly it’s because they think them to be 
attractive…beautiful. And by getting one, they want to make 
themselves more beautiful.

But I would like to suggest that in many cases, there is a much 
deeper, and different motivation. For some, they rather get 
tattoos because they want attention. “Look at me!” And of 
course, that is probably rooted in a deeper issue which is 
“Love me!”

People need love. And some feel that by having others look 
at them, it might lead to love. Which could be true. Or may-
be not. See, in this world of the internet, some people will 
do almost anything to try to get others to look at them. Even 
to defile their own precious skin. (Or get implants…or try to 
make their hair grow, or, fill in the blank.)

Now, when I see a middle-aged man, who has left his wife 
and is driving around Miami in a new yellow convertible 
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with a 25-year old blond, I have one thought: Mid-life crisis. 
And when I see a person with a tattoo, whether rightly or 
wrongly, I tend to think: Desperate for attention.

For certain folks, getting a tattoo can be a despairing cry for 
help. It’s revealing. To me, it’s like standing on the corner 
with a sign, begging for donations.

People who are that desperate for attention and maybe for 
love, probably have not much to give. They may not be full 
of love, and therefore can’t share their overflow with others. 
Rather they may be pleading for such love themselves. And 
a tattoo seems to me like they are publicly broadcasting to 
the world that they are not capable of loving anyone; at least 
they might not be able to give love in a healthy way. Rather, 
they desire to get love from others. And if someone is that 
anxious, I guess I find it odd that they would want everyone 
to know it. To me, it is not something to be publicly adver-
tised. And because of all this, I find body markings to be 
emotionally unattractive. Again, that’s just me.

Attention

Beauty is intimately connected to love; but also, to unique-
ness and distinction. Think of a father with nine children. 
All of those kids will be seeking attention at one time or an-
other from their dad. And some ways to stand out as differ-
ent are by being beautiful, strong, funny, smart, loud, etc. A 
similar dynamic happens with children in school.

Beauty can at times lead indirectly to love, which is the ul-
timate goal for everyone. But sometimes there first needs 
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to something to catch someone’s attention: great hair, nice 
arms, piercing eyes, smile, voice, etc.

And as attraction goes, the size of one’s community is also a 
factor. If there are nine kids in a family, there might be some 
vying for attention. But in a school of 900, the dynamics 
change dramatically.

Therefore, beauty in the age of the internet is also affected. A 
boy might have 100 kids in his class, and 50 could be women. 
But on his phone, he can see millions of beautiful women. 
With such odds, what chance do the girls in his class have for 
catching his eye? Of course, they still can, but the situation 
changes.

I think that this electronic reality is one of the reasons peo-
ple turned to tattoos. They can be easily noticeable, and at 
one time, not everyone had them. (Nowadays it is just the 
reverse and so to be different, people will probably start NOT 
getting them.) Anyway, tattoos can be personalized so peo-
ple might feel it is a unique form of beauty. Even so, such 
markings usually make me imagine that someone took a 
Sharpie marker and started to draw on their own arm. Cer-
tainly, doing so would be noticeable, and one might inquire 
about it. But in the end, I see no beauty in it. Rather, it seems 
the person is only about garnering attention.

Christians

What about Christians and tattoos?

The first time I saw a Christian with a tattoo, it was on the 
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hand of 50-year old Ethiopian male evangelist. It was a cross, 
about half an inch long and it was old and faded blue. It was 
not beautiful to me, despite it being a cross. I surmised that 
he had received it when he was very young. My first thought 
was: He should get that thing removed. It makes him look old 
and dirty.

I think believers have the very least motivation for using 
skin markings as a way to get attention, and that is because 
we know the love of the Father. We have it. We need not seek 
out love or attention from any other humans. We don’t need 
people to look at us and we don’t crave human love the way 
the non-Christians do. We already know that human love is 
imperfect and will never ultimately satisfy. So why bother 
striving for it, right?

We also know that if God loves us as we are, then we are 
beautiful just as we are. We need not change. That does not 
mean we can’t do things to accentuate beauty if we want to. 
Anyone is free to do anything. But we don’t need to. Remem-
ber, we are physically beautiful; and more importantly, 
we are emotionally beautiful.

And when Christians are that self-confident, we can turn 
outward and look towards those who have not yet seen God. 
In so doing, we can reaffirm their own value and worth.

Helping Others

Despite my ranting here against such body marks, I have to 
pause and step back. I wonder if there is some good to be 
found in all this. I mean, although in my flesh I might per-
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sonally find tattoos to be both physically and emotionally 
ugly, maybe I can think about them differently for a moment. 

In this dying world around me, tattoos are easy to spot if 
they are visible. That’s because, by design, they are notice-
able. What if some or all of these people are trying unsuc-
cessfully to find attention and love through tattoos? Maybe I 
can look at and see the beauty inside of the such people. In 
some situations, it could even be possible to offer them that 
which we believe their heart desperately craves: A glimpse of 
the infinite and boundless love of God.

I wonder if God knows that such overt body marks are ways 
for his children to quickly see and understand those who are 
crying out for his love. Almost like God is pointing at certain 
people and saying, “Every time you see a tattoo, know that 
that person is likely in need of prayer, attention and love.”



There are some verses of the Bible which sound very uni-
versal.

• God desires that all humans might be saved.
• The earth will be filled with the knowledge of the 

Lord, as the waters cover the sea.
• This Gospel shall be preached to all peoples.
• Go into all the world, and disciple all nations.
• Every knee will bow, and every tongue will confess, 

that Jesus Christ is Lord.

Such notions can be interpreted and understood to mean 
that one day, every person on the planet will either pledge 
allegiance to the God of the Bible, or at least acknowledge 
his divinity and authority.

However, regardless of your beliefs about these verses or oth-
ers, it is fair to say that Christianity is in no way universally 
accepted today. When I say “universally,” I mean when com-
pared with the idea that nearly 100% of the planet would 
agree that the sky is blue.

Every Knee will Bow
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That’s not to say that there are not Christians in every na-
tion; after 2,000 years, there are. Even churches are every-
where. However, estimates are somewhere around 5-30% of 
all people adhere to some form of Christianity. (I personally 
lean more towards to 5-10%.)

Evangelicalism

I have much praise to heap, and very little critique; 
for all my years in evangelical communities.

However, I have always worried that there could be one of-
ten over-looked dynamic. And that is the ambiguity over the 
universality of Christianity. I fear that it has the potential to 
set some people up for expectations that could lead to disap-
pointment.

Now, in raising this topic, things are instantly opaque and 
potentially confusing. We have to mention predestination 
and remember all the additional arguments between the 
Calvinists and Arminians. And then there is the notion of 
not wanting to despise the day of small beginnings. Final-
ly, we should acknowledge the role of the Evangelist in the 
Church. All of these elements, and many more, play a part.

Predestination

This topic fills encyclopedias, so let me make it brief: Does 
God preordain certain people to salvation in heaven; the rest 
be damned? Or are the gates of the Kingdom flung wide in 
hopes that all will choose to enter? In my humble estima-
tion, the reason there is a debate over this is because certain 
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Scriptures seem to indicate a Christian theology that favors 
that later. That is, despite the fact that Jesus was originally a 
messenger only to the Jews, there is a heavy emphasis—es-
pecially in New Testament ideologies—that all nations are 
invited. On the other hand, the relatively small percentage 
of those who have accepted this message, even after all these 
years, has maybe led some people to wonder why. Meaning, 
if God desires that all should be saved, and the door is open, 
then what’s the hold up? Even if today we see as many as 30% 
who claim to be some sort of Christian, that’s still nowhere 
near everyone. And it could be that apparent inconsistency, 
that has caused various theologians to conclude that maybe 
only some are destined for heaven (Calvinism). 

The most shocking truth in this area of thinking is the ex-
tremely low proportion of Jews who have accepted Christi-
anity. To be certain, in the last 50 years, the number of Jewish 
Christians (or Messianic Jews) has skyrocketed. But for most 
of the past two millennia, to be Jewish was the opposite of 
being Christian. Even with recent growth, as a percentage of 
Judaism, the numbers are still remarkably low. Remarkable 
in the fact that Christianity started as a subset of the Jewish 
faith.

What can we say then about predestination? From my per-
spective, mostly this: that there is no consensus. And yet, 
the vagueness which with this topic is either presented or 
tactfully side-stepped in pulpits means that the average 
church attender has the potential for great confusion. But 
regardless of one’s position, it is still a fact that not all the 
earth believes, and never has. And to drive home the point, 
apparently neither the Calvinists nor the Arminians would 
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have us assume that one day all will be saved.

Day of Small Beginnings

No one serious in Christianity has any desire to quench 
the Spirit. William Carey is the classic poster child for this 
premise. He was determined to be a missionary to India 
back in 1792, but none of the contemporary mission agen-
cies would admit him, much less send him. He was famously 
told by one mission leader something like: “If God wants to 
save the heathen in India, he can do it without your help.” 
The short story is that Carey went anyway and had an amaz-
ing, far-reaching impact on that nation. So great and trans-
formational was his work, that some say he is the father of 
modern-day India. (www.bethanygu.edu/blog/stories/wil-
liam-carey/)

Well, that’s important since wise leaders today do not want 
to repeat the failures of Christians who tried to stop Carey. 
And so, in many circles, there is a kind of a “figure it out 
yourself” perspective in place. That applies also to revivals 
and revivalists. See, we never know where the Spirit will 
move, or on whom, and so we frequently withhold judge-
ment. But that means that we might not be able to really say 
who is in and who is out; how big the Church really is; and 
what is to be expected for the future in terms of growth. This 
too can lead to disappointment and disillusionment.

The Evangelist

The Bible seems to instruct all Christians to be ready to 
be a witness to what they have personally experienced. In 

https://bethanygu.edu/blog/stories/william-carey/
https://bethanygu.edu/blog/stories/william-carey/
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Evangelical circles, this is traditionally emphasized more so. 
Sometimes it’s a simple as “please invite your friends to the 
Easter service;” or as extensive as requiring members to start 
house groups.

And yet, certain individuals also have a type of gifting to-
wards evangelism. I call this the role of the Evangelist. These 
folks want and need to talk to people: sometimes to individ-
uals and sometimes to crowds. They feel their bones as if on 
fire, until they have the chance to speak. Besides just being 
heard, the Evangelist is frequently hoping to see social reviv-
al break open, so that the hearts of the masses are awakened 
to love God.

In fact, in times of awakening, this kind of scenario could 
really happen:

Betty, a simple Christian, hears a knock at her door. She an-
swers to see one of her neighbors, an acquaintance only. The 
neighbor, Sophie, asks if she can take a few minutes to talk 
to her. Apparently, Sophie heard from another neighbor that 
Betty goes to church. And now Sophie says she is desperate to 
know how to become a Christian. “Betty, please tell me how 
to become a Christian.”

That is a far cry from what most Christians experience 
when there is not only no awakening, but instead a spiritual 
drought (see pages 152 and 179). In these current dry times, 
it is more common for Christians to go door-to-door, trying 
to find someone—anyone—who has an interest to listen.

Therefore, for people gifted in Evangelism, times of drought 
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are particularly painful. It’s as if God has called and gifted 
them, but it’s nearly impossible for them to do what they be-
lieve God wants them to do. And that’s because the masses 
are not interested in listening. Sometimes an Evangelist will 
swivel to the Church to try to find an audience. I have seen 
frustrated Evangelists who turn their attention to Christians, 
in order to try to “train them for evangelism,” for example. 
I can’t really blame them, since I understand that they are 
trying to do something. Even so, such efforts are often re-
ally not about training, but about giving the Evangelist the 
chance to open their mouths and be heard. I mean, if there 
is a drought in place, then sowing more seeds will not fix 
the drought. Similarly, if there is a spiritual drought, I fear 
it won’t be fixed by having more trained evangelists. Rather 
water is needed for the former, and the Holy Spirit for the 
later. 

All this to say, that sometimes the Evangelists need some 
extra special attention to mitigate their heightened disap-
pointment over their occasional inability to live out their 
calling.

The Result

If we believe that every knee will one day bow, do we know 
if it will be done willingly? And regardless, when? To both 
questions, we don’t know. It could be that one day everyone 
will gladly bow, but it could also be that not everyone will 
be happy to see that God really is King of the universe. (This 
later group might be forced to bend the knee, against their 
will.) Even so, it could all be 1,000 years into the future…or 
maybe next week. There is no way to know.
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If I am honest, my effect to draw attention to the potential 
confusion is likely a reflection of my own inner turmoil. I 
was raised in a time of great expectations (see page 226). 
And I was likely originally steering towards an universally 
accepted Christian worldview. Even so, in my years on Earth, 
I see that not all are being saved, and that makes me won-
der what we are to realistically expect. That whole process 
and journey has probably made me more open to the notion 
of predestination. But upon further reflection...no, I think 
I can safely reject Calvinism. It’s not just about predestina-
tion, but more about the numbers and percentages. I just 
want to know about how many will be really saved in the 
end. 100%? 50% 10%? I don’t even really know why I want to 
know. I guess it is so that I can anticipate what to expect for 
loved ones, friends and acquaintances. Maybe it is a desire to 
prepare my heart for either sadness or great joy.

Selah.

After all the verses are analyzed, and all theologies explored, 
in the end I just keep coming back to one basic statement. 
Jesus is reported to have said that narrow is the way to life, 
and few find it. But wide is the path to destruction and many 
find it. It is not that I wish this to be true, but I fear that it 
must be. I find this to be the core of the core. If so, then 
apparently—despite the wishes of his Father, and the way 
that some verses imply universal acceptance of Christiani-
ty—that is how it all turns out in the end. Yes, every knee 
will bow, but the vast majority will not be saved. I need not 
try to explain it away under the guise of “predestination,” 
but simply because Jesus said it. I will probably never under-
stand why. But at least I know what to expect.



Let the wind of the Spirit rise over the Earth,

Let the Tree of Life be shaken.

That the leaves may fall upon this world,

And bring healing to the nations.

 

The Spirit taught me this late one night on the beach in 
Wilmette, Illinois, USA. It was circa 1990.

I have felt at liberty to use it nearly everywhere; whether in/
for cities or nations. I simply replace the underlined words 
with whatever proper geographic noun I prefer. In person I 
have spoken this as if an incantation from Texas to England 
to Uzbekistan to Indonesia. But even much farther reaching 
with hands spread wide over maps of the Earth.

Only once was I prevented by the Spirit from doing so and I 
will tell you the short story. 

A Rune*
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In 1998, I was driving along some highway in Los Angeles 
and I went around a bend in the road. There, far off in the 
distance, I saw, for the very first time with my own eyes, the 
Hollywood sign. Of course, it was familiar to me from pho-
tos, but never in person—until that very moment. Almost 
immediately I began to recite my rune, but never got beyond 
the first letter: L. Instantly it was as if the Spirit put a hand 
over my chest to halt my efforts. I knew I had to stop speak-
ing and I did. Within seconds I was swiftly overcome with 
emotion. For the implication was clear to me: Either the 
Spirit had no intention whatsoever of ever bringing healing 
to Hollywood, or for some other reason unknown to me, I 
was prevented from making this declaration.

Since that day I have never spoken these lines over Hol-
lywood. And despite my residence in LA lasting for some 
months then, I never even once uttered a prayer for the area 
Hollywood. I am sure others do. But for some reason, it is 
not for me to do so.

The only thing I can think is that if Los Angeles is maybe the 
Great Prostitute (see page 25), then this could be why God 
prevents such a blessing.

 

*Rune: a saying with mystical meaning. Released for the 30.



1. Did God make man in his own image?
2. Or did man make God in his own image?

It depends on who you ask, right?

Certainly, both questions, and any possible answers, 
come to us ultimately from man. For we collectively 
cannot ask God directly; but only the people of God. 

And even the Bible, despite the ancience* and tradition, is 
still a book written by men, about God. Is it inspired? Di-
vine? The Bible says so. And for those who have it, the Holy 
Spirit can bear witness.

To that end, one might ask, is God’s very existence in the 
hearts of men, in any way dependent first upon humanity?

Or to put it slightly differently, if I were the only person on 
the planet, and it had always been that way, would I be able 
to write the Bible, based on the universal and spiritual rev-
elation I would naturally receive—just by being alive and 
having the Spirit?

Successfully Failing and the 
Humanness of God
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If I really were alone here, I can’t help but wonder if my un-
derstanding of the Creator God might be different; based 
maybe more on my experience with fundamental elements 
like water, air, earth, fire and electricity? 

(I have to pause here to note that CS Lewis—the famous 
Christian theologian—once said that if he were not a Chris-
tian, he would be a Zoroastrian. And that faith system places 
a high value on water, air, earth and fire.)

Anyway, this all makes me ponder if any Christian theologi-
cal tenets might have inadvertently resulted from heavy hu-
man influence over the course of thousands of years. And if 
I am honest, I desire to inquire: How much of my theology 
can I reasonably guess, is truly and only inspired by the Holy 
Spirit…or less ideally so, by humans? (hopefully, all of the 
former and none of the later)

Of course, we could debate the questions above for centuries 
and still not all agree. Unfortunately, there is no universal 
answer to whether God came first, or man. (By universal, I 
mean in the way that nearly 100% of the people on the plan-
et would agree that the sky is blue.)

Selah

But let us assume for a minute that the Bible is correct, that 
God made man in his own image. (speaking of the God of 
the Bible, of course)

That’s because, yesterday, I heard an acquaintance say:
If we are made in the image of God, then to become more like 
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God, one must become more human.

What a curious thought. And one I would like to explore.

So, if man is made in the image of God, then how do we de-
fine image?

A physical image? Emotional? Spiritual? Intellectual? All of 
these?

Of course, we don’t really know. Jesus said he came to show 
us the Father; and yet he most likely had 10 fingers and 10 
toes. But does the Father really look like us? Maybe. Some 
might say probably. And does the Father have a personality? 
Feelings? How “human” is the Father then?

We should also ask ourselves, what do we mean by becom-
ing more human?

The Bible tells us that God is without sin, and that humans 
are not. Therefore, one line of reasoning might be to say that 
to become more human means to become more sinful; since 
that is our natural nature.

However, I find it hard to conceive of the idea that as we 
become more sinful, we become more like God. That really 
makes very little sense.

But maybe one could say that we need to instead embrace 
our humanness, in light of first being redeemed. (When 
I say redeemed, I mean born-again.) Remember, even re-
deemed people are sinful, but they just repent a lot.
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So maybe there is value for a redeemed person, to try to get 
in touch with their own humanity. At least for perfectionists 
like me.

Perfect

Alexander Pope said, “To err is human; to forgive is divine.”

I might only alter that slightly to say, “To err is human; to not 
is divine.”

We people are clearly not divine, so we should not in any 
way be reluctant to fail. Being human does not mean we only 
fail, but failure is part of what we do as humans. It is what 
we should expect of ourselves, at least sometimes. When we 
fail, we just keep getting up and going on. We repent if nec-
essary, and we never quit trying. But in so doing, it’s not that 
we are “trying” to be perfect. Rather we are “trying” to live. 
And failing and succeeding are just parts of living.

One might even say that “failure” and “success” are only real-
ly terms we apply to ourselves. For when a little child draws 
a picture, they rarely deem it to be a success or a failure. In-
stead, it is their creation—whether “good” or “bad” by any-
one’s estimation. Therefore, a perfectionist might benefit 
from rearranging his or her personal definition of “failure.”

Fears

I heard someone once say:
If you are fearful, then do something each day that you are 
afraid of. At least one thing. 
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I guess that is advised to somehow engender courage. I am 
not sure if I am a fearful person. Even so, I thought a lot 
about this suggestion and I even kind of tried it. But some-
how it didn’t do much for me. So I went back to the drawing 
board.

See, I am not sure about fear, but I do know that I tend to-
ward perfectionism.

And so I thought, what if a different phrase better describes 
me?: Fear of failure. Or even fear of what I consider to 
be a failure.

Then I had an idea that instead of doing something each day 
that makes me afraid, what if I do something each day that 
makes me fail? 

That way, I could get used to it and possibly be more com-
fortable with it. And in so doing, maybe “fear of failure” 
would lose any hold it might have on me.

That’s kind of an odd thought:  Trying to fail at least once a 
day?

I mean how do you even start out? Maybe go yell at your 
boss? Or throw your hair dryer in the bathtub? Hit your car 
with a hammer?

What if it could be more general, like intentionally making a 
bad decision? (As in choosing to eat ice cream for breakfast.) 
Or just doing something, even if you are not sure whether it’s 
a good or bad idea. Like deciding to build your own bicycle.
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Possibly it could mean being more willing to make mistakes, 
and even experimentally trying them when one is identified. 
Like purposely leaving the garage door open when going to 
work.

Whether I can actually successfully start failing, (or even 
need to), is maybe less of the issue. Maybe it’s sufficient to 
give myself permission to fail. And then when I do feel like 
I fail, to be thankful that I am human, instead of instantly 
condemning myself for my failure, and for not being perfect 
as God is.

Now, if my failure is also sinful, I can always repent—as I 
normally do. Which is an added bonus for one who is re-
deemed; for in doing so, the spiritual palate is cleansed. And 
yet, there is the still that nagging disappointment for need-
ing to repent in the first place. A reminder that I am not 
perfect. Sigh.

Well, if I end up being able to successfully fail and then to 
overcome perfectionism, there is still one thing, at which I 
never want to fail...and that is repentance.

 

*“Ancience” is new spelling and pronunciation of the noun 
“ancientness.” See page 34.



Vowels are sounds we make with the least breath constric-
tion.

Therefore, to be MORE than a vowel is to be as pure breath.
Two people who inhale each other.
Something beyond physical touch,
Where the spiritual, emotional and physical blend, and two 

beings become one.
A relationship that is as natural and as easy as breathing.

Breathing, like romance is affected by both the mind and the 
heart: by both thinking and feeling.

But in love, passion most often gets credit.
For thoughts can be mimicked to the nearly identical. And 

yet, feelings can’t truly be cloned.
Therefore, we allow romance to be mysterious and unique; 

lifting souls to a realm where they find themselves capa-
ble of doing anything.

Sometimes our breathing is calm and quiet, and sometimes 
heavy,

But without breath there is no life.
It is the core of our existence; it is the basis of our relating; it 

is the essence of love.

U and I could be more than 
just vowels
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Prophets

In times past, the prophets were present to basically di-
rect the people back to God. They spoke of being called 
by God to proclaim repentance. And for those who lis-

tened to them and obeyed, the prophets encouraged to 
persevere in faith. Sadly, but frequently, the prophets were 
murdered—since nobody likes much to be told they are bad 
(and are sinners sinning), and that they need to repent and 
change their lives. In most cases, eventually the unrepentant 
could tolerate it no more, and that was almost always the 
end of the prophet. 

Nowadays, it’s hard to know what voices are prophetic—if 
in fact any even exist. Actually, in the age of relativism, any-
one can find apparent inspiration in anyone or anything. But 
this is a function—a condition, if you will—of the season in 
which we find ourselves. Meaning, in times when the people 
are far from God, even the prophets do not always speak true 
truth. And today it can be challenging to find pure voices, 
amidst the current tidal waves of communication and in-
formation. Therefore, the role, or office of the prophet is at 

An Encouragement: Of 
Droughts and Prophets
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best questioned and commonly misunderstood. At worst, it 
is maligned, and the very title becomes a bad word.

And yet, despite the dark times, the remnant still needs to be 
encouraged.

Prophecy

It is to this end that I have sought to learn what can be known 
from prophets who have a proven track record. Some read-
ers might balk, but to make it more palatable, I will not even 
mention the sources. Even so, I hope to take some of their 
words and cull them down. And my goal is to encourage. So 
here goes.

The US is currently in a spiritual drought and has been for a 
number of decades. However, this drought has a divinely ap-
pointed end date and time. God will one day declare the end 
and the drought will be over. Therefore, we must acknowledge 
the drought and recognize that there is nothing we can do 
to stop it early. But we are encouraged that it will one day 
most certainly cease. Similarly, with this knowledge, we are 
not discouraged by the rising tide of godlessness that we see 
around us. It’s merely a result of the drought. And God has 
ordained this season and the coming end date.

Drought is defined as:
• A period of dryness, especially when prolonged.
• A period of dryness that causes extensive damage to 

crops or prevents their successful growth.
• A prolonged or chronic shortage or lack of something ex-

pected or desired.
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In a real drought, crops are damaged. But in a spiritual 
drought, it is people who are harmed. Both the redeemed 
and unredeemed can be damaged and have stunted growth. 
Sadly it’s part of this reality, but we the redeemed do not lose 
hope. For we will come out in the end, okay.

This whole idea of a drought is actually greatly encouraging 
to me, and here’s why: I am occasionally conflicted by verses 
which state that God’s kingdom will never stop growing, yet 
it seems sometimes to have ceased in my society. See, I per-
ceive the mounting non-biblical culture around me. That is, 
I observe the growing values, norms, beliefs and behavior 
which are in stark contrast to what the Bible teaches. 

So the idea of a drought reassures me that yes, these are bad 
times; but for some reason, that’s what it needs to be, as 
deemed by God…and it’s only temporary. The Church here 
will soon see a different norm.

As to this specific drought, when it lifts, there will be some 
drastic and remarkable changes (per the prophets): 

1. The way the True Church is perceived by non-Chris-
tians will change dramatically…into awe, wonder and 
sometimes fear.

2. This same True Church will operate in profound new 
levels of unity.

3. A great harvest of Christian conversions will happen. 
It will be a great awakening, when as many as 10-20% 
of the population will hear and respond to the repen-
tance call.

4. Because there will be so many, Christians will even 
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gather in stadiums at times, where meetings will be 
characterized by demonstrations of power. Some 
people will be physically healed.

5. In fact, some Christians will operate in a tremen-
dously powerful healing ministry, with an ability to 
heal every disease. That’s not to say that every person 
will be healed, but that no disease known to man will 
prevail.

The next three points may be received by some as bad news; 
and justifiably so. They may be a catalyst for the above items, 
or they may take place at a different time, even much later.

6. A new empire will emerge in Europe, that has traces 
of Communism and Islam. This powerful empire will 
terrorize the Earth in various ways. But God will raise 
up a Church that will faithfully stand against it. Even 
so, a great global-reaching war will take place.

7. As part of this war, the US will be attacked, most like-
ly on the East coast. The result will be that the sov-
ereignty of the US will be temporarily disrupted. In 
fact, for a time, parts of the US will be occupied by 
foreign forces.

8. Unfortunately, disaster will come to both the West 
and East coasts of the US. In the East it will primarily 
be the result of the global war; while the West will 
face earthquakes, disease and famine. The end result 
will be that many people will move to the Midwest 
where they will find refuge. 

The ultimate reason for all this dramatic activity is due to 
the return of Jesus to the Earth. Just as profound worldwide 



Of Droughts and Prophets 183

miracles took place in the window of time when Israel be-
came a nation, so will supernatural activity take place when 
Jesus comes back. This is ultimately the season we are in, or 
about to enter. This is not just good news…it is great news, 
for the redeemed.

Amos 8:11 says

Behold the days are coming, declares the Lord God, when I 
will send a famine on the land, not a famine for bread or a 
thirst for water, but rather for hearing the words of the Lord.

I am not saying that the time we live in is that which was 
spoken by Amos, but it might be. On the surface that sounds 
preposterous when one considers the millions of online 
sermon videos; or the thousands of churches where faith-
ful servants speak regularly to attentive crowds. And yet, it 
seems that so proportionately few are hearing and listening 
to the true truth. 

Selah

Nevertheless, the drought will end.
And those alive will marvel at how they felt at times that it 
never would. 
And they will chuckle. For it will all be but a fading memory.

Thankfully, only a memory.



Thoughts for Reflection

Why are there no Protestant monastic orders?

Why do traditional monks not marry?

What social role might a monk play in a secular society?

Can a soul find deeper solitude with a spouse, than alone? 
(Mike Mason, Mystery of Marriage)

What else does this image inspire?

Monk Never
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WANNABE

GOT THE CHANTS

MONK
NEVER



Part 2 in the After the Influence Series*.

I ran into an old friend and he told me that he’s now di-
vorced. I said, “Oh man, I am so sorry to hear that.” At 
first sheepish, he briefly replied by saying it was the best 

thing that ever happened to him, and he couldn’t be happier.

So, then the next time someone told me that they were get-
ting a divorce, I said with a big smile, “Congrats!”

Increasingly common situations like this have forced me to 
reflect on why divorce has a negative stigma in society. Ac-
tually, forget about the social order: Let me start by asking 
myself why I have thought it to be a bad thing. Well, firstly, 
one friend, Bill, was abandoned by his wife. That was a very 
painful time in his life, and I observed that with empathy. 
For another acquaintance, her kids were traumatized by the 
parents separating; and some would question whether they 
have ever recovered.

Ok, so the kids suffer. Right? I think everyone knows that, 
even though some contend that kids turn out fine. Another 

The Vow
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common issue is that couples frequently spend all their sav-
ings on divorce lawyers. So, a divorce can bring on financial 
calamity. Got it. Divorce also has the power to cause emo-
tional stress, to induce hurt feelings and on and on. Final-
ly, there are the biblical restrictions about divorce. (In my 
world, this last point is almost ignored since divorce is so 
common.)

So, despite all the negative effects of divorce, and even Jesus’ 
rejection of divorce, I feel there is one bigger issue that we 
often ignore. 

It’s the vow.

You know, the promise to stay together until death, and all 
that.

Somehow, when we bump into someone and they tell us 
they are now divorced, the mere label of being “divorced,” 
makes that vow all just vanish into thin air. We almost never 
ask why, and many couples don’t bother trying to explain. 
“Irreconcilable differences” is the only thing we need to as-
sume. And then we can all just move on, right?

Well, back when divorce was not as common, I surmise that 
it did not really matter if a person knew one or two divorced 
folks. But things change when 50% of the people I know are 
divorced. All those people made public vows that they later 
broke. That’s like half of the people in a high-rise apartment 
building all breaking their leasing contracts. Or pretend you 
are building a house, and 50% of the contractors you work 
with do not uphold their end of the bargain. You can see 
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how that could make building a house extremely difficult. 
Are there any similar social ramifications regarding divorce?

And yet, we are told that people are free to divorce for any 
reason, but we must not question their ability to keep other 
promises in their lives. Now if it were a business, and some 
businessperson had a reputation for dealing dishonestly 
with the customer, would everyone just give him or her a 
pass? Not really, right? Customers would look elsewhere and 
leave bad reviews.

Despite people trying to act like it’s nothing, it is. 

Because of that vow, divorced people carry a stigma for the 
rest of their lives. It’s like they wear a scarlet D on their cloth-
ing. And that is unfortunate. It is this issue that I would like 
to address. 

See, divorce could be a lot less damaging if people did 
not make a vow for life.

The point of my ramblings is not to try to hold people to 
their promises. Believe me, I have heard too many sad sto-
ries that have made me conclude that in their situation, di-
vorce was the only possible option. And yet, I still have an 
issue with it. And it is this: I don’t like the fact that everyday 
thousands of people make a promise to stay married for life, 
when everyone knows that 50% of them will not keep it.

And that’s the rub. Why do we allow people to continue 
making these kinds of absolute statements—lifelong con-
tracts, if you will— when we all know that it’s a flip of a coin 
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as to whether they will be able to keep their end of the bar-
gain. It’s like a mortgage lender continuing to give home 
loans to people when he or she knows that half will never be 
able to repay. Why do it? It only hurts citizens by basically 
sub-criminalizing them. (Ok, so breaking a contract is not 
necessarily a crime, but it is considered by most to be ques-
tionable at best, and unethical, immoral or even illegal at 
worst.)

Is there a Better Way?

As I see it, there are generally two approaches that people 
are taking. On the one hand, there are many resources avail-
able that provide assistance in keeping one’s vow. These are 
people who try to prevent divorce in the first place. That 
would seem to be the ideal. But with 50%, I fear we need to 
be honest. On the other hand, some attorneys are only too 
happy to profit off of breaking up families. These are people 
who appear to be practical and try to help people who are 
going to split up anyways. But is that it? Are these the only 
options, to either try to help people keep their promise, or 
just provide an easy way out?

I guess I would like to take a different approach. I for one 
would like to suggest that some wedding officials change the 
vows that couples make. At least for some couples. I do not 
think people getting married should any longer take 
for granted the chance to promise to marry for life. As 
a State-sanctioned law, maybe it should be forbidden. This 
would prevent people from failing so much. It’s just like not 
allowing people to take out a loan we know they can’t keep.
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You see, instead of the “’til death do us part,” imagine that a 
vow like this were used:

I promise to stay with you as long as we both agree to do so.

That leaves the door open to exit should one or both parties 
in the future deem it so necessary. And it means that when 
half of the marrying couples do break up, they should not 
need to carry forward any sense of failure or dishonesty. I do 
believe there is merit to this idea, and it is not only seman-
tics.

If the above suggested vow causes any of us to bristle, I would 
like to make three observations:

1. That vow above sounds so unromantic! I admit, it’s a far 
cry from, “I’ll love you forever.”

2. On a more practical level, for some people, the idea that 
the other parent of their children might not stick around 
is very unsettling. And therefore, they do not want to en-
ter that kind of agreement. They prefer to mate for life, 
as it were, for at least the proliferation of the species.

3. We have been conditioned to believe that marriage 
should only be for life. I personally believe this is a car-
ry-over of the Judeo-Christian influence on American 
society. And yet, now as the nation has continued to 
erode away at the historical traditions, this one, I sus-
pect, may also need to perish. True Christians can maybe 
be expected to marry for life, because they have the Holy 
Spirit to enable them to achieve such heroics. But for the 
non-Christians, or the people who only call themselves 
Christians, they may have very little in their favor. What 
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goodness would compel them to stay faithful? Or to up-
hold their end of the bargain? Even to remain married? 
Since they do not have the Holy Spirit, maybe we should 
not expect much from them, particularly in their ability 
to stay married. That sounds harsh, but I fear it may be 
true.

The traditional Vow is an example of how the Church has 
significantly influenced society. And because of this effect, 
we all assume that there is only one kind of marriage; and 
that means forsaking all others, until death. On the one 
hand, this appears good, but possibly only for the Christian, 
I would argue. See, when the Church asks non-Christians to 
make such promises, it sets many of them up for failure.

Some will protest and quote the statistic that even in the 
Church, the divorce rate is still 50%. Well, maybe not. I need 
to say not everyone who attends church (or who gets mar-
ried in a church) is a Christian. And just being born into a 
Christian family, also does not make one a Christian. Rather, 
Christians are those who have repented of their sins, con-
fessed their allegiance to Jesus as the Messiah, and vowed 
to live their lives as guided by the Holy Spirit. These are the 
True Christians (see pages 201-205). And among True Chris-
tians, the divorce rate is much, much lower. I do not have 
an exact number since I lost the statistical reference. But 
someone did a study and found it to be much lower than 
50%. They also found a direct correlation between sincere 
Christians and the ability to stay married. So you see, the 
Holy Spirit in a person’s life really does make a difference, at 
least as it relates to keeping a promise.
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I shall conclude by saying that when True Christians marry, 
it can be expected—ideally—to last for life. And those Chris-
tians should still be allowed to vow, “’til death do us part.” 
But for everyone else, marriages should be more contractu-
al, with a clause that easily allows for separation. While not 
romantic, it is the reasonable and respectable way to handle 
people who have very little chance for living promise-keep-
ing lives. And again, using the lending analogy, it’s like 
saying that only those who can meet much higher require-
ments, should ever be given a loan in the first place.

One practical way to implement this, would be for True 
Christian marriage officiants to interview the couple in ad-
vance. If the couple appear to be truly born-again and seem 
to have the Holy Spirit, then they can vow whatever they like. 
But if the couple appears to be nominally Christian at best, 
they should be counseled to use a vow that will allow them 
to easily divorce in the future should that be the best course.

I also think the Church should start using two different 
phrases: “Christian marriage” and “marriage.” I think this 
could do wonders for helping people understand that they 
are not the same. We should probably be talking about two 
different commitments, two different promises, two differ-
ent vows.

 

*After the Influence is a Series that explores ways that cul-
ture has been influenced by Christianity.



Part 1 in the After the Influence Series*.

 “Snap!,” cried Patrick, as his castle of blocks collapsed.

“Did he just say ‘snap,’?” asked I.

“Yeaaah….why?” replied his older sister. She was seven and 
Patrick was just about to turn five. And I was babysitting.

I laughed to myself since I had heard a few years earlier that 
one way to break a swearing habit, is to simply find nicer 
words to replace them. So the D-word becomes Darn. And 
the S-word becomes…well, Snap. In fact, I had known an ac-
quaintance who seemed to be constantly (and annoyingly) 
saying Snap! for this very reason.

As a babysitter, it sounded funny to me since I could not 
imagine Patrick being alive long enough to develop a prob-
lem with swearing, much less needing a fix. I guessed his 
folks had taught him “Snap!” to start with, in hopes that he’d 
not have to learn it later as a replacement.

Snap
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But it got me thinking about words. (I love words, by the 
way.) And I reflected how in seasons of personal growth, it is 
often common to remove impolite words from one’s vocab-
ulary, and substitute for better choices. We do it ourselves; 
and we also counsel our spouses and children likewise. It is 
probably that way in every culture, among every language. 
Normal.

Anyway, I was at work about five years later and heard a 
co-worker in a moment of disappointment, say, “Cheese and 
Rice.” The guy sitting next to her glanced over and snickered. 
He had a chance to process her comment and realized what 
she had done. She too had used a replacement phrase—
“Cheese and Rice”—instead of saying “Jesus Christ.” (See how 
they kind of rhyme?) Her choice of words was innocuous on 
the surface, being used instead of the similarly sounding al-
ternative which could be perceived as impolite or unprofes-
sional. Maybe she was also trying to break a habit.

Religion

When I was growing up, I didn’t think much of the religious 
references that some people use as exclamations:

My God – Oh My God – Jesus Christ – Jesus Holy Christ – 
Mary Mother of God, etc.

However, when I become a Christian believer, I started us-
ing certain terms—“God” and “Jesus” particularly—only in 
reference to prayer. This holy exercise seemed a far cry from 
some dumb jerk actor making a crass, derogatory reference 
to the God I now love, serve and worship. So, it ticked me 
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off at first, and I found myself sensitive to it. Soon after my 
conversion, I recall turning off a video and saying out loud: 
“Why the heck do you have to blaspheme the Lord?” It called 
to mind the commandment not to take the Lord’s name in 
vain.

Then a few years later, I saw a cartoon that was apparently 
supposed to take place in the Middle East. One character, 
instead of saying, “By God,” as an exclamation, said, “By Al-
lah.” And that got me thinking. I wondered, Why don’t the 
stupid movie writers have their characters defile and defame 
Allah? It’s like they have a thing against the God of the Bible. 
And yet, if secular society were to altogether stop using the 
Lord’s name in vain, and instead make reference other dei-
ties, what might that imply? Would I really prefer that? That 
notion really got me pondering.

Now getting back to that day at work, when I heard “Cheese 
and Rice,” I wasn’t initially sure what to think. Should I be 
offended? But then, how could I be? I just ignored it, despite 
knowing it was kind of sort of a reference to Jesus Christ. 
It confused me for a moment; but on the inside, it elicited 
no particular response. Therefore, I assumed that it neither 
caused any specific offense to the Holy Spirit.

But then one day in the weeks following, after my philosoph-
ical gears had time to process, I had a halting thought: If I 
were going to try to help someone to stop using profanity, 
I would encourage them to swap the bad word, with a good 
word. Just like my friend used “Snap.” We all know the bad 
words, but what are some good words, I wondered? Well, 
think about it…the best words we have are religious words. 
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“God” and “Jesus,” for example, being penultimate.

And then it hit me. What if the fact that when non-Chris-
tian movie writers take the Lord’s name in vain, it is not just 
a display of their darkly sinful demeanor? Maybe it is rath-
er a sociological long-term result of a Christian-disci-
pled culture. 

At one time in the past, this nation was mostly Judeo-Chris-
tian. In fact, it was less than 75 years ago when children were 
taught to pray to God/Jesus in public schools. The Bible was 
revered and held in honor throughout society (in general). 
And what if there were Christians long before who taught 
people to say, “Oh my God,” instead of some other unpalat-
able curse word or phrase? If that be true, then maybe some 
felt that using “Jesus Christ” instead of something else, was 
just like saying “Snap;” it was a much better choice, and may-
be much less offensive to everyone. Therefore, and curious-
ly, what if it was the Christians who originally advocated for 
the use of such terms in society? I could only attribute such 
a circumstance to be due to a different time in history.

Out of the mouth of babes, you have ordained praise.

With that in mind, now when an unrepentant sinner says, 
“Jesus Christ,” I am not sure whether to wince, or to chuck-
le to myself. Funnily, they could be construed in one sense 
to be calling on the Savior of the world, despite their best 
intentions. And “Oh my God,” could easily be interpreted 
as the most basic form of prayer. In using such phrases, the 
modern-day non-Christian utterer might be trying to curse 
God or to slur his name, but the fact that he or she is us-
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ing religious terminology could be a testimony to the reality 
that at one time this nation was discipled.

Just to belabor the point, think about it: If a person was tru-
ly hateful toward God, they would make sure never to let 
a religious reference drip from their tongue. No one wants 
to talk about that which they truly despise. I mean, when a 
Christian wants to swear, do they say, “Oh Satan!”? Uh…no.

And doing a little historical research, in societies gone by 
which have banned everything but atheism, they have gen-
erally scrubbed religion from all speech; if only to prevent 
the power of suggestion.

Now, if my suspension is true, all of this is quite amusing to 
me since nowadays Christians generally consider “God” and 
“Jesus” to be swear words…at least when used in film and on 
television; and/or as a replacement for curse words. This is 
understandable. And yet, at least the actors are making a 
reference to religion (although usually disrespectfully)…but 
maybe our Christian ancestors might have felt at one time 
that this was a better option than some verbal alternative.

Even so, now it is no longer palatable for Christians to hear 
references to Christianity spoken thus by the pagans. And 
so, Christianity continues to have some suggestions: “God,” 
becomes, “Gosh,” or “Gosh darn.” And “Jesus,” becomes, 
“Geez.” Or better yet, it is preferred to just drop “Jesus,” or 
“Geez” altogether. 

So, in modern times, I guess Christians don’t mind if 
non-Christians use non-religious profanity, as long as they 
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don’t verbalize religious terminology in derogatorily the 
same way. Maybe we no longer have a true religious solution 
for swearing. And so, the best we can offer is Snap.

Another aspect, as it relates to swearing, could be quite iron-
ic if my theory is true. See many Christians have by and large 
seemed to have long stopped influencing the non-Chris-
tians; in fact, just the reverse is common. For example, I 
can’t tell you how many people who call themselves Chris-
tians—people I know—who use every profane word in the 
book…at least in their private lives. (Sadly, even some pas-
tors.) So while the Christians may have at one time in the 
past helped non-Christians to give up swearing; nowadays 
it is the non-Christians who are helping the Christians to 
embrace it.

Again, it is a different time, and this is a different nation. 
And maybe it is also due to the fact that the number of True 
Christians (see page 203) has plummeted as a percentage of 
the general population.

Well, what can I say to all that?

Snap!

 

*After the Influence is a Series that explores ways that cul-
ture has been influenced by Christianity.



I like to run away. It is my preferred, although imperfect, 
style of dealing with the world. And especially with con-
flict. I do not like to fight or to challenge. I tend to be pas-

sive and gentle, and I try to be kind. I try not to kill anything, 
even an insect.

And yet, I do not live in a similar world. That is, I give. But 
the world takes. I let live, and the world kills.

To highlight this point, let me relate a story.

I recently sought solitude and reflection on a bench near a 
lake. I saw the location from afar and decided to stop and 
visit there. On my walk, around the lake to reach the bench, 
I chanced upon a frog. I rarely see such animals since I nor-
mally live in a desert. And I was walking fast enough to ap-
parently startle it. It jumped just thrice to move away from 
my path, and I was about to stoop down and marvel at its 
beauty. This…one of God’s amazing creations. But before I 
could even come to a complete halt, it leapt twice more, to-
wards the lake shore to probably seek refuge in the water. In 
the blink of an eye two ducks appeared from the water’s edge, 
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and one promptly gobbled up the frog. The other looked on 
longingly. I only had a view of one leg briefly dangling from 
the duck’s mouth. I wanted to chastise the duck for killing 
the frog which had done nothing deserving of the ending of 
its life that moment. It was only mistakenly fearful of me. 
But can I discipline an animal for what it does naturally? The 
ducks were merely hungry. And yet, I could not help notic-
ing the irony: In my effort to seek out peace and tranquility, 
and then the beauty of creation, a form of violence met me 
along the way. I was left reminded that even in the animal 
kingdom, they eat each other. (www.riotandthedance.com/)

And so do we…do we not? Not as we eat food, but certainly 
humans are wont to devour each other in other ways: trick-
ing, stealing, lying, conniving in trade, manipulating, tak-
ing, holding in servitude, and I could go on.

And so, that is why I feel I must always leave. I do not want 
to live only to be “food” for something or someone else. And 
I want to live longer than that frog. Therefore, I have to re-
cluse away from the maddening ducks and the “madding 
crowd,” else I may be eaten…at least figuratively. I feel that 
sometimes I seek only that peaceful bench, where I can exist 
safe from harm.

Parenthetically, I myself eat only vegetables and fruits, 
which are also arguably alive—but they do not have blood. 
So maybe, my inmost desire in life is only for a serene bench 
under a fruit tree, with some vegetables growing about.

Since I do not kill and because I do not want to act like the 
world does, I am perpetually leaving…moving from place to 

http://riotandthedance.com/
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place…in order to stay alive. I honestly know no other way to 
survive—except to become as violent, or at least as selfish as 
the world is.

I conclude that given such choices, I would rather wonder 
about as a vagabond.

And to continue seeking that bench.

PS. I hope someone will place a bench over my grave one day. 
And that I will be buried away from any lakes so that there 
are no frogs about. There, some progeny may hopefully find 
solitude.

July 30, 2019



If we could reduce the entire Bible down to one single verse, 
it would be this:

You must be born again. (John 3:3)

That is the core of Christianity in a nutshell. These five words 
are said to have been said by Jesus, in a conversation with a 
Jewish religious leader named Nicodemus.

Jesus went on to explain that he was referring to a spiritual 
re-birth experience. That is, he spoke of repentance…a turn-
ing around and starting over with a new life.

And we as modern-day readers can rightly and fairly ask 
some questions in response:

1. Why? Why should I be born again? Answer: Because 
Jesus the Lord, has said so. He specifically said one 
can’t see the Kingdom unless one is born again. And 
in another place, Jesus said that no one can come to 
the Father (ie: enter heaven) except via Jesus (John 
14:6). Therefore, to be part of his Kingdom, and to 
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one day have eternal life in heaven with him and his 
Father, we must be born again.

2. How? How should I be born again? Answer: By re-
penting of your sins and by receiving forgiveness 
from God. If you confess with your mouth that Je-
sus is Lord and believe in your heart that God raised 
him from the dead, you shall be saved (Romans 10:9). 
That is, you must first believe that Jesus is capable 
of forgiving sins. I assure you, as the perfect Messi-
ah, who rose from the dead, he is. Then, you must 
confess that you were born a sinful creature and have 
been your entire life. Finally, are you willing to trust 
him as your master, above all other authorities?

At the beginning of my article on Simplist Christianity (see 
page 209), I go into further details about this dynamic and 
interaction. But here, I am only going to focus on scripture.

Other Verses

Invariably, some could disagree with me and might protest 
that another verse best encapsulates the Bible. For example, 
I can think of at least three that some folks might propose:

1. For God so loved the world that he gave his only Son, 
so that whosoever believes in him, should not perish, 
but shall have eternal life. (John 3:16)

2. Jesus answered, “The most important is, ‘Hear O 
Israel, the Lord our God, the Lord is One. And you 
shall love the Lord your God with all your heart and 
with all your soul and with all your mind and with all 
your strength.’ The second is this: ‘You shall love your 
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neighbor as yourself.’ There is no commandment 
greater than these. (Mark 12: 29-31 and Deuteronomy 
6:4)

3. All authority in heaven and on earth has been given 
to me. Therefore, go and make disciples of all nations, 
baptizing them in the name of the Father and of the 
Son and of the Holy Spirit, teaching them to observe 
all that I have commanded you. (Matthew 28: 18-20)

These of course are crucial and important verses and yet I 
will explain briefly why they are not the core.

For point number one, we might hear and ask: “How are we 
to believe in him?” And that would certainly be an import-
ant question. We can’t assume that mere mental belief in 
the historical existence of Jesus can save a person from per-
ishing. No, we believe by being born again. Which leads us 
directly back to John 3:3.

For the second point above we might ask, “Why must I fol-
low these two commandments in the first place? Because of 
my birth religion?” And the answer is because only once you 
have been born again, here is now your charge. So, John 3:3 
is a precursor to these verses in Mark 12.

For the third point, we also see a command bestowed on 
those who have already been born again. Therefore John 3:3 
is the first step.

True Christianity

I believe that not only is the Bible reducible to John 3:3, but 
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that this simple verse also holds the key to the singular dis-
tinction between Christians and non-Christians. That is, 
those who are born again, are Christians; those who are not 
born again, (or who are not sure if they are), are not Chris-
tians, regardless of what they may call themselves.

Think of it like this: If you want to follow Jesus, there must 
be a time when you begin. When did you (or will you) take 
your first step to follow the Lord and Messiah? In effect, we 
could say that that day, that step, is the moment you repent 
and are born again.

Therefore, it is not enough to go to church, to be born into 
a Christian family, or to believe that Jesus was a real person 
from history. In our minds and hearts, he is not merely a 
great prophet. Rather, he is the only channel by which we 
are forgiven, once and for all. He saves all who repent and 
turn to him. We must be born again.

Repentance does not mean changing yourself or getting 
your life together. It means to stop trusting yourself and in 
your good works, and instead to trust in God to deliver you 
through faith in Jesus. So, we come to God, through Jesus, 
when we are broken and at our end. We don’t make ourselves 
good first. God makes us good later. Therefore, no one is too 
far gone to repent. All people can be forgiven, except those 
who never repent.

Not everyone uses the term, “born again.” Although, I would 
suggest doing so, as Jesus himself did. But even so, if a per-
son can point to a certain day, or season in their life when 
they turned around, repented and first trusted in Jesus for 
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their forgiveness and salvation, then they have also likely 
been born again.

And just because we are born again does not mean we stop 
confessing our sins. Rather we continue to do so. Our first 
confession becomes a lifestyle in which we practice our hu-
mility daily.

John 3

My entire faith journey hinges on John 3:3. So you can imag-
ine my shock when I recently read an article suggesting that 
the conversation may have been fabricated and may never 
have even taken place. Let me explain.

As is today, when Jesus walked the earth, he was a controver-
sial figure. At least, towards the end of his life he was. He in-
evitably challenged human authority by pointing us primar-
ily to the Father God. This caused problems especially for 
religious leaders who felt Jesus was misleading the people. 
In fact, many denounced him as a false prophet. Therefore, 
Nicodemus, also a religious leader, felt he had to visit Jesus 
at night, and in secret.

He began his conversation by stating that he believed that 
Jesus was from God, for how could he do miraculous heal-
ings and deliverances otherwise? Jesus responds by saying, 
in effect, It is true that no one can see the authority (or reign) 
or God unless one is born again.

We could pause here and ask whether Jesus was stating this 
as an affirmation of Nicodemus (as in, You recognize the 
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Kingdom, therefore you must be one of us, despite your reli-
gious title and your crawling around at night); or as a chal-
lenge to him. We don’t really know, but Nicodemus under-
stands it to be a challenge. In verse four, he asks Jesus how it 
is possible to re-enter the womb.

And Jesus explains that every person must be born once as 
a baby, and then later a second time, spiritually. The later 
is what he means by being born again. But apparently the 
word “again,” also means “from above.” So, when Jesus said 
this, Nicodemus might have heard him say either, “You must 
be born from above,” or, “You must be born again.” To me, 
this is clear since being born again also means being born 
from above… that is spiritually, as a call to repentance from 
God.

Anyway, the article I read suggested that maybe the reason 
that Nicodemus had to ask for clarification was because of 
the dual word meanings. Which I could imagine. But then 
the article drops a bomb. John wrote his book in Greek, 
most likely about 65 years after the death and resurrection 
of Jesus. And it is in Greek that we can see these two word 
meanings. But historically we know that Jesus was almost 
certainly speaking in Aramaic or possibly in Hebrew. And 
those languages do not have a word with two meanings. 
Therefore, the article speculates, maybe the whole conver-
sation was made up by John as he wrote the book of John.

So, I went back and re-read chapter three and I do not see 
any conflict. Meaning, let’s imagine Jesus used Aramaic to 
say, “You must be born again.” Then the reply form Nicode-
mus would be appropriate. On the other hand, if Jesus had 
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said (also in Aramaic), “You must be born from above,” then 
I still think the conversation could have happened. And that 
is because the emphasis is still on the verb born. That is: You 
must be born.

Old Testament

One final thought relates to the distinctions often made be-
tween the Old and New Testament, and the old and new 
covenants. I find it fascinating that in effect God was calling 
people all throughout the Old Testament to be born again 
as well. It was not written with that term, but think of all 
the prophets…Isaiah, Daniel, Joel, Habakkuk, etc. They all 
were calling people to repent. To turn around. To come back 
to God. We can even assume that the prophets themselves 
were similarly and personally called to the same. That is, 
they also individually had to repent and be born again. We 
see similar dynamics in the life of Abraham, Moses, David 
and even in Adam and Eve.

Therefore, my only conclusion is that the most important 
message for all humanity for all of history, is a call to repen-
tance. And yes, it is always couched in a posture of love and 
grace. 

At the end of the day, we must be spiritually born again.



This is a profound quote, that has given me insight, hope 
and much mental fodder:

It is useful to ponder the fact that, by Augustine’s peri-
od [354-430 AD], James, Peter, and Paul would all have 
been condemned as heretics.

page 190, When Christians Were Jews, by Paula Fredriksen, 
Yale Press, 2018

A Provocation
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I read the other day that there are an estimated 43,000 
Christian denominations in the world today. So, do we 
really need another one? Even so, who can possibly 

crawl through all those belief structures to find out if any re-
late to oneself? Where to begin? So, instead, I will describe 
the kind of church movement to which I would like to belong, 
based on my beliefs. I suspect it is aspirational, but maybe 
one day I will try…

This new denomination, called  
Simplist Christianity, seeks to simplify 
Christianity as much as possible.

The core, fundamental teaching of the faith is this: Jesus, 
the Messiah, Lord and Son of God, rose from the dead to 
save sinners.

To adhere to this faith, one must be born again. Adherents 
may be called “Christians,” “Born Again Christians,” or “Sim-
plists.”

Simplist Christianity
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To be born again (and therefore to become a Christian), do 
this: Confess your sins to God, repent from your sins (turn 
away), and say this: “I believe that Jesus, the Messiah and 
Lord, rose from the dead.” Now you are a Christian and you 
are born again and saved.

By taking this step of faith, know this: God forgives you; God 
gives you new life; God replaces your heart of stone with a 
heart of flesh; God gives you his Spirit so you can remain 
faithfully his; God gives you eternal life so that after your 
body dies, your soul will be united with his.

As a new Christian, you first priorities every day are to love 
God and love people.

The core existence of the Christian life is thus: Repent; be 
born again; receive the Spirit and/or be baptized in the 
Spirit (and if desired, also in water); love God; love others; 
remember the sacrifice of Jesus whenever you eat (commu-
nion); pray; give; train and encourage others to do these 
same things.

Simplist Christianity affirms the Apostles Creed. To all oth-
er issues, we turn to the Bible. In conflict with other Chris-
tian beliefs (especially those that do not relate to salvation), 
we rely on the Bible, while humbly confessing, “Only God 
knows.” We strive for unity with all other born again believ-
ers.

Apostles Creed

I believe in God, the Father almighty, creator of heaven and 
earth.



Simplist Christianity 211

I believe in Jesus Christ, his only Son, our Lord.
He was conceived by the power of the Holy Spirit and born 

of the virgin, Mary.
He suffered under Pontius Pilate, was crucified, died and 

was buried.
He descended into hell.
On the third day, he rose again.
He ascended into heaven and is seated at the right hand of 

the Father.
He will come again to judge the living and the dead.
I believe in the Holy Spirit and the holy universal church, 

which is the communion of born again believers.
I believe in the forgiveness of sins, the resurrection of the 

body, and the life everlasting.
Amen.

Selah

Within this new denomination are elements that may re-
mind some of American Evangelicals, Christadelphians, 
Charismatics, Arians (of Arius), ultra-orthodox Bible funda-
mentalists, Methodists and Anabaptists. Below are aspects 
of this movement, in alphabetical order.

Baptism

Baptism is allowed at or after the age of decision. Repen-
tance and being born again must precede baptism. All con-
verts must be Spirit baptized, which may or may not in-
clude water baptism. Water baptism is optional and is not 
a requirement for salvation. Many converts are involuntarily 
Spirit baptized at the moment they are born again. However, 
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if a convert feels they have not been at least Spirit baptized 
at conversion, and if they desire for a separate spiritual ex-
perience, they can pray alone, or have a special time of group 
prayer with the laying on of hands. For both water and Spir-
it baptisms, converts can opt to be baptized in Jesus name 
only, or in the “Father, Son and Holy Spirit.” The convert and 
baptizer shall discuss both options and the convert shall de-
cide. Infant baptism is not practiced, but babies and anyone 
below the age of decision can be dedicated by parents. Be-
lievers shall respect each other, even when differences exist.

Believers

Those who have been born again in Jesus are part of the 
worldwide family of faith. Therefore, humanity is divid-
ed into two groups: the Redeemed and the Rebellion. All 
humans start in the Rebellion, and later some join the Re-
deemed by following Christ. Based on the words of Jesus, 
we assume that the vast majority of humanity remains in 
the Rebellion and sadly will do so for all eternity. On the 
judgement day, when all must bow and confess Christ, the 
Redeemed will do so gladly; the Rebellion will do so against 
their will. The designations of Redeemed and Rebellion can 
be challenging and complex at times, since this arrangement 
does not cleanly follow denomination lines. Therefore, true 
believers do not use human-created denominations as a sin-
gular basis for recognizing the faithful. Sometimes, such de-
terminations must be done on an individual basis.

Bible

The Bible is the best book for understanding the nature of 
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God and of the Christ. It is the closest we have to the Word 
of God. The words of Jesus as recorded in the Bible are the 
believer’s primary standard for truth and wisdom (Solum 
Verbis Christi). The remainder of the Bible is to be used as 
the secondary source for truth and wisdom (Sola Scriptu-
ra). The New Testament represents the new covenant and 
therefore it takes priority over the Old Testament in areas 
of perceived conflict. Believers are encouraged to study, ex-
amine, analyze and scrutinize the Bible, in the same spirit as 
the Bereans.  

Churches

The global Church is made up of the family of believers (see 
Believers above). The local congregations within that Church 
have various gifts, callings and purposes…just like believ-
ers. The variations in local fellowships are to ensure that all 
believers have a spiritual home and community. Simplist 
communities shall meet at least once a week for fellowship, 
worship and exhortation. The local church is not a build-
ing or an organization, it is just the collection of believers. 
Therefore, technically church exists when believers gather. 
Gatherings can be in homes or rented buildings if needed. 
Local fellowships shall strive to remain unregistered with 
governmental authorities, if at all possible.

Clergy

There is no special clergy class. Leaders are identified and 
known because they are the servants of all. Some fellow-
ships will opt to financially support certain members, and 
some will not. It is up to the local founding congregation to 
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decide. Leaders should not be referred to with titles. Specif-
ically, nobody should be called “Father” or “Pastor;” but if 
a title must be used, “Brother” or “Sister” shall suffice. Lo-
cal congregations may opt to have an elected board that will 
oversee decisions when necessary. In other cases, where a 
board is not needed, more mature believers in fellowships 
shall preside and assume additional responsibilities as nec-
essary. Weekly teaching and exhortation in churches will 
rotate among the believers who desire to share, and who are 
approved by those presiding.

Commands of Christ

Repent; be born again; receive the Spirit and/or be baptized 
in the Spirit (and if desired, also in water); love God; love 
others; remember the sacrifice of Jesus whenever you eat 
(communion); pray; give; disciple others.

Creed

The New Apostles Creed.

Communion

Communion can be celebrated by any believer, at any time, 
with any food. It is not about the food; rather it is about the 
remembering—while eating meals—what Jesus has done 
for believers. Simplist Christianity rejects consubstantiation 
and transubstantiation.
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Death

All human physical bodies die eventually. Even so, the soul 
of a human persists after the bodily death. The souls of the 
Redeemed are immediately united with Christ, whereas the 
souls of the Rebellion presumably wait for the final Judge-
ment. The words of Jesus may provide clarity and inspiration.

Diet

The Bible prescribes no singular diet. However, believers are 
encouraged to treat the body as a temple in which the Spirit 
lives, and therefore should try to eat and drink as healthily 
as possible.

Divine Healing

Through God’s Spirit, Jesus can and does heal people today. 
Believers can also heal people the same way. For various 
reasons, healings do not always occur, just as not everyone 
learns from a specific teacher.

Equality

All believers are equal in Christ.

Giving

Financial contributions are ideally not to be collected in 
church services. However, donation boxes are available at 
assemblies for people who want to contribute to the ongoing 
maintenance.
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Heaven and Hell
Simplist Christianity affirms that the Bible teaches a literal 
heaven and hell. On these subjects, the words of Jesus give 
insight into what we can expect regarding life after death.

Holy Spirit

The Holy Spirit (or just “Spirit”), is God’s manifestation in 
physical dimensions. Some believers believe that the Holy 
Spirit is a part of the Trinity, and others reject this. Similarly, 
some refer to the Holy Spirit as “he” and others as “it.” In 
both cases, it is up to the conviction of the believer to deter-
mine. Jesus can give the Spirit directly, and so can believers. 
The Holy Spirit is frequently transferred by the laying on of 
hands. The Spirit gives spiritual gifts to believers, which are 
described in the Bible.

Human Government and Politics

Jesus is King over His Kingdom, and believers are citizens 
of this Christ Kingdom. Therefore, Christian believers have 
no other kings or countries to which they pledge higher, or 
equal allegiance. Believers are cautioned about earthly pol-
itics, as they can easily, accidentally and inadvertently place 
faith and trust in humans instead of in King Jesus. Chris-
tians are allowed to join the military but are forbidden from 
participating in direct combat. Should they be ordered to 
fight, they will petition as conscientious objectors.

Jesus

Jesus is the promised Messiah (the anointed one), and the 
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Son of God. He is sinless and was born of a virgin. He died 
as a sacrifice for all, by being crucified unjustly. He rose from 
the dead and ascended into heaven. He is the King of Kings 
and Lord of Lords and he sits at the right hand of God. He 
will return to earth and judge the nations and all peoples 
at the end of the age. Some believers contend that Jesus is 
divine and others say not. But that distinction is not import-
ant as long as all believers accept Jesus as Lord and Messiah. 
Meaning, believers can accept or reject the divinity of Christ 
and still be faithful. It is not a condition of salvation to ac-
cept or reject the divinity of Christ.

Judgement

Jesus has been given authority to judge, by his Father God. 
He will return to earth to judge the people of all nations.

Christian Marriage

Christian Marriage is between a biological man and a bio-
logical woman. The main purpose of Christian Marriage is 
to mate and be fruitful and produce offspring. For those be-
lievers who do not marry, there is celibacy. Celibacy is recog-
nized as the highest Christian path, since it was the one cho-
sen by Jesus, John the Baptist and many other noteworthy 
followers of Christ. However, not many are able to sustain 
the celibate lifestyle and they should marry.

Predestination

The Bible can be interpreted to affirm or deny predestina-
tion. Therefore, believers are free to choose their preference.
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Sabbath

Jews celebrated Saturday as the Sabbath. Christians have 
historically used Sunday. They day is not important, as long 
as for every believer, there is one day of rest in a week. In 
terms of gathering for worship, any day is acceptable, and 
local fellowships can decide.

Salvation

You must be born again. That means confessing sin, declar-
ing adherence to Jesus as Lord for the rest of your life, and 
determining that with the help of God to live a new life. If 
you confess with your mouth that Jesus is Lord and believe 
in your heart that God raised him from the dead, you shall 
be saved. You shall know a tree by its fruit; and you shall 
know a believer by their spiritual fruit. Some people believe 
it is possible to lose one’s salvation, and others not. It is up 
to the believer to form their own convictions.

Satan

Satan (aka Devil) is the present king and ruler of the earth; 
He indirectly controls all power, wealth (money) and 
non-Christian organizations. His purposes are to kill, steal 
and destroy. Jesus came to destroy the work of the Satan. 
Therefore, since the time of Christ’s appearing, Jesus and the 
Redeemed have been undermining and pushing back the 
darkness over the earth. Even so, the fallenness of a wicked 
and dying world is the work of Satan and his spiritual fol-
lowers, also known as demons. Satan is a fallen angel.
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Second Coming

Jesus will return to earth, in bodily form, just as he said he 
would. Most likely, that will take place in Jerusalem.

Sexuality

Human sexuality is based on biological mating protocol. 
Human sexuality for believers is expressed in either fruitful-
ness or faithfulness…that is, either in (1) Christian Marriage 
between a biological man and a biological woman (ie. fruit-
fulness) or (2) in celibacy (ie. faithfulness). Sexual immoral-
ity (which is to be repented of), is any sexual activity outside 
the bounds of a marriage between a biological woman and 
biological man.

Sin

The Bible is the source of deciding what is and what is not 
sin. When both the New and Old Testament speak about 
sin, the New Testament takes priority since it reflects the 
new covenant. Sin is to be repented of at salvation. Even so, 
believers who continue to sin should regularly practice the 
confession of sins to God and to other believers.

Spirit Realm

There is a spirit realm where spiritual beings operate. These 
beings are commonly referred to in the Bible as angels (mes-
sengers of God) and demons (in allegiance to Satan). Believ-
ers worship in spirit and in truth and therefore also partial-
ly operate in the spirit realm. Therefore, the words of Jesus 
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provide believers with instructions on how to interface with 
the spirit realm.

Trinity

The Trinity is accepted by some believers and rejected by 
others. It is up to the believer to select their preference. Sim-
ilarly, the divinity of Christ is determined by the believers’ 
conviction and preference. It is not a condition of salvation 
to accept or reject either the Trinity or Christ’s divinity. Be-
lievers shall respect each other, even when differences exist.



I was just reading through an article on the four main 
schools of prophetic interpretation. These comprise the 
ways people have been interpreting the book of Revela-

tion since it was written. You might find it helpful to read 
the PDF, before you continue with my statements below. 
(www.revelationrevisited.org/The%20Four%20Major%20
Schools%20of%20Prophetic%20Interpretation.pdf)

However, I will give a summary of the four schools as well:
1. Preterist
2. Historicist
3. Idealist (Symbolic)
4. Futurist

1. Preterist: This claims that most, if not all, of Revelation 
took place in the first century. It relies heavily on Matthew 
24, where Jesus speaks of things happening in the current 
generation. Therefore, Nero was the Anti-Christ and the 
Tribulation was the destruction of Jerusalem. One point 
that Preterists do not agree on is the Second Coming: Some 
of them say Jesus already returned and some not yet. This 
school was formalized in the 17th century.

Art and Revelation

221

http://www.revelationrevisited.org/The%20Four%20Major%20Schools%20of%20Prophetic%20Interpretation.pdf
http://www.revelationrevisited.org/The%20Four%20Major%20Schools%20of%20Prophetic%20Interpretation.pdf


222 Art and Revelation

2. Historicist: This states that Revelation predicted things 
that took/take place between the time of the Apostles un-
til the return of Jesus. It allows for various interpretations 
depending on the season. For example, Historicists alive 
during the time of Nero would have named him as the 
Beast. Other Historicists, like Martin Luther, at the time of 
the Protestant Reformation, called the Pope the Beast. Sim-
ilarly, in the 1940’s Historicists might have called Hitler the 
Beast. Therefore, it gives a general credibility to Revelation 
as prophecy, but does not require any specific consensus on 
interpretations. It was first suggested in the 6th century.

3. Idealist: The prophecies of Revelation do not necessarily 
indicate any actual events, in the present or the future, (but 
they could), and are mostly symbolic. Revelation is there-
fore largely a way to glean spiritual lessons and those vary, 
depending on the reader.

4. Futurist: The major events of Revelation will take place in 
the future and only then they will be identifiable. This allows 
Revelation to retain Canonical status, without having to give 
modern explanations of what it really predicts. Futurists dis-
agree over the timing of the future rapture. This school is the 
most popular today and was formed in the 1830’s.

The article linked above is nice in that it comprehensive-
ly and neutrally tries to explain how people have legitimate 
different interpretations. The only real conclusion after this 
article, that any humble and thoughtful person can have, is 
that none of us can know the full truth, with certainty. We 
each have our preconceptions and preferences and that af-
fects how we understand.
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I know that for me, as a trained engineer (and an idealist), I 
am always looking for the right answer. Life to me frequently 
is a long hallway where every ten steps there is a right and a 
wrong door and we have to choose wisely and correctly—if 
we want to explore any of the rooms. That preconditioned 
tendency towards a very binary, black and white existence, 
does not allow much space for uncertainty. (I am sure that 
someone has likely identified this trait and even created a 
scale out of it…like how comfortable we are with uncertain-
ty. 0 could mean uncomfortable, and 100 would mean com-
fort with ambiguity.)

Anyway, if such a scale exists, I am plausibly around a 65. 
Which means, I am somewhat comfortable with uncertain-
ty. And yet, when it comes to the Bible (which I have been 
taught is the Christian’s absolute truth), I am more likely 
about a 12. I prefer to know the precise solution to the given 
math problem, especially spiritually. Otherwise, how can I 
pledge my full allegiance to the cause of Christ? And yet, how 
am I to find spiritual comfort in a topic as big as the Future, 
where there is clearly no consensus? There is not—and has 
never been—consensus, whereby human minds (even Spir-
it-indwelt Christian minds) have agreed to a corresponding 
2+2=4 on this subject. Think about that: even true believers 
have never unanimously agreed on how to interpret the book 
of Revelation. Therefore, there is no way to assign a right or 
wrong answer, except to claim opinion or doctrine.

I guess this makes me wrinkle my brow in contemplation, 
and makes me want to lend my mental capacity to consider 
whether I can dream up any other outside-the-box ideas.
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Here’s one:
What if we were to take the book, The Final Quest, by Rick 
Joyner and read it? Have you read it? If not, I would sug-
gest you consider doing so. It can be described as allegori-
cal, and about the end of the age. And yet, it appears to me, 
as a reader, to be a legitimate vision that the author experi-
enced. (Some may inquire how exactly I define a “legitimate 
vision,” and my answer to that would be, “I honestly don’t 
really know.”) Even so, did Rick Joyner have the Holy Spirit 
when he wrote The Final Quest? I would say probably. Did 
John have the Holy Spirit when he wrote Revelation? Again, 
I think yes. (www.amazon.com/Final-Quest-Rick-Joyner/
dp/192937190X)

So, my first idea is not intended to be a demotion, but only 
to build off of an idea that Martin Luther raised around 500 
years ago: That Revelation should not be part of the biblical 
Canon. Luther stated that this last book of our Bible was 
simply far too open to interpretation. Just for the sake of ar-
gument, what if the book of Revelation is no different than 
The Final Quest? Would any of us argue that Rick Joyner’s 
book should be added to the Bible as the 67th book? I doubt 
that even Mr. Joyner would wish for that. But if we were to go 
ahead and do that, it would instantly open it up for scores of 
critiques and interpretations.

I would call Rick Joyner an artist. He may well also be a 
prophet and if so, I would support his giftings. But art as 
such is not something I am likely to attack, since it is the 
sincere creation of the artist. I test every prophecy I hear, but 
I do not test all art that I see or experience. I let art be art and 
I respect it for that.

https://www.amazon.com/Final-Quest-Rick-Joyner/dp/192937190X
http://www.amazon.com/Final-Quest-Rick-Joyner/dp/192937190X
http://www.amazon.com/Final-Quest-Rick-Joyner/dp/192937190X
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And so I would like to suggest that maybe we need a fifth 
school of prophetic thought which I would call Artistic (or 
Non-Canon). See, if Revelation is no longer Canon, then we 
have less reason to argue over it. Instead, we can let it be the 
artistic book that it is. Similar to The Final Quest.

Some may argue that this notion of mine is merely a re-brand-
ing of one of the existing four schools of thought—the Ide-
alist (or Symbolic). But I feel the need to make a distinction 
here. The Artistic school would be different from the other 
four in that it would start with the assumption that Reve-
lation is not Canon; and therefore, interpreting it symbol-
ically does not diminish our respect and veneration for the 
rest of Scripture. Meaning, we can still label Revelation as 
symbolic, without also implying that the Gospels are merely 
symbolic, for example.

By raising this idea, I am not saying I fully believe it, nor 
am I arguing that Revelation should be removed from the 
Bible; but maybe only that that book should have a special 
introduction—something that could identify it as distinctly 
different from the rest of the Bible?

Just a thought…one that I picked up and brushed off after all 
these centuries. Thanks go to Martin Luther.

For the resilient-minded, here are some controversial yet re-
lated ideas for further thought: www.jesuswordsonly.com/
books/219-luther-and-canon.html (I do not fully endorse 
this page, only that it raises some fascinating concepts.)

https://www.jesuswordsonly.com/books/219-luther-and-canon.html
https://www.jesuswordsonly.com/books/219-luther-and-canon.html


aka The Second Coming…and Preterism mentioned
 
1989-1999

I was born again in 1989, late in the Fall. Little did I know 
that at the very time as I was nearing age 20, the global 
calendar was nearing 1990. This of course marked the be-

ginning of a unique decade that culminated in 2000.

If I had studied history, I would have known that about ev-
ery 100 years, and especially at the changing of the millennia 
(1000 AD and 2000 AD), certain Christians get kind of “su-
percharged.” This is primarily in the convenience of contem-
plating that a year that ends in either 00 or 000 could in fact 
be the year that Jesus finally comes back. There is nothing 
particularly special about such years—really—except that 
our human minds wonder if such easy to remember dates 
might somehow be more conducive for the re-appearing of 
Christ. Or maybe it’s just that such kinds of numbers cause 
Christian leaders to conveniently set some sort of goal in 
their minds, which in turn capture their imaginations and 
subsequently wind up in their weekly teachings.

Jesus 2.0
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Well, the reason I mention this is because when my college 
years ended and I was thrust upon the world, (or vice ver-
sa), I was caught up in the flood of anticipation. Since I had 
never before experienced the world as a non-college-student 
Christian (as I was born again in my first year at universi-
ty), what I saw and went on to see during the decade of the 
1990’s became for a time, my standard for the normal. But 
little did I know that much of the excitement of Christianity 
at that time had a great deal to do with the looming future 
year 2000.

Maybe for me it was more pronounced. I mean, I attended a 
huge church, where the pastor himself had called for 10 years 
of prayer for the most remote edges of the earth; and many 
other leaders then circled about him and his vision. There-
fore, it felt that we were all focusing our prayers and efforts 
on a reachable goal. I also had a close friend then, whose 
parents actually worked, full-time, for a ministry called 
AD2000. Their express intent, if I remember correctly, was 
to facilitate the reaching of the entire world with the Gospel, 
by 2000. And this was in hope that Jesus would come back 
soon. (This of course is based on the teaching from Matthew 
24:14, where Jesus makes a reference that he will not return 
until the Gospel has been preached to all nations.)

Another factor I faced was that late in the 1990’s, I worked 
at a ministry that was advocating for the reaching of all un-
reached people groups. They were somewhat unique in that 
they had issued their clarion call long before, in 1974. And 
while they did not place any particular significance on 2000, 
they were heavily in the swirl of that magical decade.
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In fact, as I write today, May 21, 2019, is the 10-year anniver-
sary of the death of Dr. Ralph Winter. He was the one who 
founded the US Center for World Mission and who put forth 
the challenge to reach all people groups with the Gospel. His 
words were later repeated and amplified, especially by those 
who were championing 2000. I pause to pay him homage.

2000-2019

And so, when January 1, 2000 came and went, we all realized 
that Jesus had in fact not returned. There was a bit of a let-
down, to be honest. But in my heart, I still harbored hope 
that maybe we needed to wait until the end of the year, just 
in case. And when that too passed, I thought that maybe it 
would all be delayed by a few years. In truth, at first there 
was still momentum for me to keep believing for the soon 
return of Christ.

But the years dragged on, and before I knew it, it was 2010. 
And then people started talking about “2020” or “2025,” and 
setting various goals. And when I observed that, it made me 
feel that maybe the dates and years on the calendar were 
sometimes just arbitrarily selected by individuals who hoped 
to stir up revival, or even to draw attention to themselves. At 
the very least, maybe it was a good excuse for helping people 
to get more serious about their faith.

During the years from 2010 to 2019, I felt as if I were in a des-
ert. All that excitement that I remember from the 1990’s was 
totally gone. And in truth, I have to admit that it likely will 
not happen again until 2090, when the Church will antici-
pate that maybe, just maybe, Jesus will return by 2100. And 
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if the world lasts, and Jesus still does not appear, I would 
expect a similar dynamic in place in 2990.

In these days, I try to step back and attempt to imagine what 
my life might have been like if I had been born farther away 
from the end of a century. Then presumably I would have 
known nothing of the anticipation I actually experienced in 
my twenties. Maybe my life would have been more normal, 
or at least seeming less like a spiritual adrenaline rush. The 
important thing I tell myself, is that Christianity is not de-
fined only by the hope we have in the return of Christ. Cer-
tainly, that is part of the faith, but not all of it.

Even so, I would be dishonest if I did not admit disappoint-
ment. For me, I had placed an unusually high perspective 
on the goal of AD 2000 and I worked towards it in whatever 
ways I could. And then in my free time, I would often offer 
prayers and devotions along those lines. So then, when the 
world did not much change when the calendar changed, I 
wondered what now?

Some ideas came immediately into my head:

• Love God and love people
• Disciple all nations
• Glorify God and enjoy him forever
• Repent, believe, love, celebrate communion, pray, 

give, disciple others (George Patterson’s basic com-
mands)

Those are all well and good, but it’s hard to set a reachable 
goal around these items. Maybe I am more task oriented, 
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desiring a “finish line” in sight; and I find these to be too 
ongoing and repetitive. Now I will admit that I am not very 
accomplished at any of these, and so I am sure I could be 
kept occupied quite adequately for all time. Sigh. Well, may-
be that is really what the Christian life is mostly about.

A Reasonable Criticism?

Despite my self-pity, I eventually made an interesting ob-
servation: I had only waited in a quasi-hyperactive state of 
anticipation for about 10 years…but some people have wait-
ed effectively their whole lives. And actually, humanity has 
been waiting for close to 2,000 years for Jesus to come back.

The reason of course, that we are all waiting, is because Jesus 
said he would be back. But the tragic irony is that in Mat-
thew 24:34 Jesus appears to explain that he’d return in the 
next 50 years or so. This verse states,

Truly, I [Jesus] say to you, this generation will not pass away 
until all these things take place.

When he says “things,” we assume that he meant everything 
he explained in verses 1-33, which includes his return. His 
same statement is repeated in Mark 13 and Luke 21, so it’s 
not easily argued as some random one-off comment.

These ideas were magnified recently for me after reading a 
quote by CS Lewis. Apparently, in 1960 when referring to 
the Matthew text above, he wrote, “It is certainly the most 
embarrassing verse in the Bible.” (Lewis, 98) And the reason 
this may have the power to unnerve Christians is because 
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Jesus was apparently wrong in what he said. At least what 
is written, (and attributed to Christ) is incorrect. And that’s 
because Jesus did not return in the course of that genera-
tion, nor has he yet, I believe.

Incidentally, if you want to go back and read the first 33 vers-
es of this chapter, you will see that in addition to his return, 
the other “things” Jesus spoke of there are:

• The destruction of the Temple – verse 2 (already hap-
pened in 70 AD)

• Appearance of false Messiahs and people claiming to 
be Jesus – verse 5

• Wars and rumors of war – verse 6
• Famines and earthquakes – verse 7
• Execution of Christians – verse 9
• Christians being hated by all nations, for being  

Christian – verse 9
• Great falling away among Christians – verse 10
• False prophets – verse 11
• Gospel being proclaimed to all nations – verse 14
• The abomination of desolation in the holy place – 

verse 15 (what happened in 70 AD may have been the 
full fulfillment of this)

• People fleeing Judea for the mountains – verse 16 
(what happened in 70 AD may have been the full ful-
fillment of this)

• Greatest tribulation ever – verse 21
• False Messiahs and false prophets deceiving many 

with signs and wonders – verse 24
• The coming of the Son of Man, clearly seen by many, 

even those far away – verse 27
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• After the tribulation, the sun will be darkened; the 
moon will not give light; stars will fall from heaven 
– verse 29

• Sign of the Son of Man appearing in heaven – verse 
30

• All people of the earth will mourn – verse 30
• All the people will see the Son of Man coming on the 

clouds of heaven – verse 30
• Jesus sending out angels with a trumpet call, who will 

gather the elect from one end of heaven to the other 
– verse 31

CS Lewis reminds us that when we find ourselves flustered 
by the fact that Jesus spoke something erroneously, we 
should also remember what Christ said in Matthew 24:36:

But concerning that day and hour, no one knows, not even 
the angels of heaven nor the Son, but the Father only.

Jesus clearly said that he had no idea when he would be com-
ing back.

How could it be that the Son of God would not know this 
seemingly important facet of his existence? I mean, he did 
accurately predict the destruction of the temple, which hap-
pened in 70 AD, and which is clearly within that “genera-
tion.”

Could it be that maybe Jesus only assumed that the destruc-
tion of the temple and his return would happen simultane-
ously? Or could it be that the first Gospel writer included 
similarly sounding statements in the same paragraph…that 
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maybe did not really take place in the same original conver-
sation? Another possibility is that while the question posed 
to Jesus in verse 2 seems to conflate the destruction of the 
temple, the return of Christ and the end of the age, maybe 
the long answer Jesus actually provided was never intended 
to imply that all that would take place at the same time.

We can only speculate.

Even so, regardless of any feelings of embarrassment, there 
is really no biblical conflict here. Jesus said he did not know 
when he’d be back, and so we should not blame him for pre-
dicting the timing of his return in error. (And for all those 
people who have at one time later in history predicted the end 
of the age…and then been proven wrong…Jesus can apparent-
ly relate.)

I believe that part of the reason these verses still leave us 
scratching our heads may be because we tend to back-proj-
ect our knowledge of the Trinity onto this monologue from 
Matthew 24. But remember, on that day, we know that the 
disciples (and maybe others) already believed that Jesus was 
the Messiah. But as far as we know, none of them claimed 
that he was God. And yet, when the Trinity was officially 
dogmatized in 325 AD (almost 300 years later), we were told 
then that Jesus was actually God in the flesh when he walked 
on earth. And so, with that information, we can in the pres-
ent-day return to Matthew 24 and rationalize that there is no 
obvious reason that Jesus (as God) would not have known of 
his return date—at least to the point that he could get it so 
wrong. I mean, as of now, he’s at least 1,900 years off.
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However, if we reject the doctrine of the Trinity (as I explain 
in my book by the same title), then maybe, just maybe, we 
can have a deeper understanding, and more sympathy, as to 
why Jesus as the Messiah and Son of God could have made 
such an incorrect statement.

Preterism

Since it is related, I want to mention a perspective that seems 
to take a different approach to interpreting these verses. 
Many Christians do not realize that some folks have divid-
ed Christianity into four camps regarding biblical prophecy: 
The Futurists, the Historicists, the Idealists and the Preter-
ists. Curiously, the later believe that everything in the bul-
leted list above actually took place in or before 70 AD. That’s 
right, they say Jesus returned, the resurrection took place, as 
well as the final judgement. That way they can say that the 
verses are true, and Jesus was correct in what he said: that 
all those things took place in that generation. However, even 
when I try to think outside the box, I cannot rationalize how 
this interpretation could be anywhere close to being correct. 
As is shown in the list on page 231, I identify only 3 out of 19 
points that could maybe have taken place by 70 AD. For the 
rest, I am simply not convinced by the arguments that Pret-
erism makes.

For a more detailed criticism about the teachings of Preter-
ism, please see www.evidenceunseen.com/theology/escha-
tology/a-critique-of-preterism/

In closing, I do not believe that we need to invent new ortho-
doxy because we can’t imagine how Jesus could have been 

(http://www.revelationrevisited.org/The%20Four%20Major%20Schools%20of%20Prophetic%20Interpretation.pdf)
http://www.evidenceunseen.com/theology/eschatology/a-critique-of-preterism/
http://www.evidenceunseen.com/theology/eschatology/a-critique-of-preterism/
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wrong about the date of his return, or because we are tired 
of waiting. Rather we can take him at his word that he did 
not know. And with hope we can look forward to his future 
coming.

For further reading, please see this very helpful PDF article 
about the prophetic schools of thought. (www.revelation-
revisited.org/The%20Four%20Major%20Schools%20of%20
Prophetic%20Interpretation.PDF)

 

NOTE: CS Lewis, The World’s Last Night: And Other Es-
says, 1960, p.98. www.archive.org/details/worldslast-
nighta012859mbp/page/n111 

http://www.revelationrevisited.org/The%20Four%20Major%20Schools%20of%20Prophetic%20Interpretation.pdf
http://www.revelationrevisited.org/The%20Four%20Major%20Schools%20of%20Prophetic%20Interpretation.pdf
http://www.revelationrevisited.org/The%20Four%20Major%20Schools%20of%20Prophetic%20Interpretation.pdf
https://archive.org/details/worldslastnighta012859mbp/page/n111 
https://archive.org/details/worldslastnighta012859mbp/page/n111 


Reflections on the Last Supper

Part 2 in the Renouncing Rome Series (Part 1 is the book, 
Trinity: In His Own Words)
 

Podium

The man walked to the front, placed his notes on the 
podium and began by asking, “Do you know why you 
are circumcised?”

This was my very first men’s retreat, and I was 24 years old. I 
had no idea what to expect, but I certainly would never have 
guessed that it would start that way. Then again, since only 
men were present, I suppose that was a fair topic. Because I 
am personally circumcised, I was particularly attentive; pri-
or to that moment, this was a topic I had truthfully never 
contemplated.

The man speaking was one of the pastors of a local church 
that I had recently joined. He qualified his question since 
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not every man is circumcised. He then explained about the 
history of this practice, even quoting the relevant Bible vers-
es. He said that while this form of skin cutting is common 
nowadays in many hospitals, there is a long and rich history 
going back thousands of years.

And then he said the part that has really stuck with me all 
this time. He stated that most men will go to the bathroom 
five or more times a day. And in so doing, it is common for a 
man to look at his penis. When a man is circumcised, in the 
bathroom he sees the results of the cut and can be reminded 
multiple times a day that he has been physically marked as 
being in covenant with God. It’s basically a form of remem-
bering—who one is, and one’s relationship with God.

I was really surprised to hear his interpretation of this prac-
tice, since at the time it seemed quite intrusive and per-
manent, if only for the purpose of jogging one’s memory. 
Then again, I surmised, maybe the risk of forgetting is so 
significant, that a physical marking is necessary. What really 
struck me however, was the connection of this covenant to 
something that every man does frequently. Because if you 
think about it, the only things we maybe do more often than 
go to the bathroom, are eat, drink, talk or breathe.

From that point going forward, every so often, I found myself 
wondering about the value of remembering and the poten-
tial dangers of forgetting. Occasionally I have also reflect-
ed on ways we can connect our daily activities with things 
we want to make sure not to forget. Eventually, I decided to 
write my thoughts down, and this is the result.
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Incidentally, the rest of this article is not about circumci-
sion, but it is about remembering.

Rings

Many people wear rings. Since we humans have digits (fin-
gers and toes), it makes sense that we have been wearing 
them for thousands of years. And in some countries, people 
wear wedding rings, which are at least partly for the pur-
pose of remembering. In such situations, a married person 
can look at their ring at any time and remember their rela-
tionship. It is a visual cue to intentionally call something to 
mind.

But it is not only our eyes that can do this. Frequently smells 
will make a person recollect a prior experience. Or being 
somewhere physically, like visiting one’s hometown after 
many years. In fact, all five senses, and even that which is 
beyond senses—our metasenses—can have the same effect.

All that to say, we are creatures who actively remember.

Communion

Since I was raised Roman Catholic, every Sunday I listened 
to the priests say that we are to take communion “in remem-
brance” of Jesus. Communion itself is also called the Eucha-
rist and involves eating bread and wine (or wafers and grape 
juice). The actual phrase I heard so often was, “Do this in 
remembrance of me.” This reference is from two parts of the 
Bible, and I will show them both here.
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Luke 22: 17-20

And when he [Jesus] had taken a cup and given thanks, he 
said, “Take this and share it among yourselves; for I say to 
you, I will not drink of the fruit of the vine from now on 
until the kingdom of God comes.” And when he had tak-
en some bread and given thanks, he broke it and gave it to 
them, saying, “This is my body which is given for you; do this 
in remembrance of me.” And in the same way he took the 
cup after they had eaten, saying, “This cup which is poured 
out for you is the new covenant in my blood.”

1 Corinthians 11: 23-25

For I [Paul] received from the Lord that which I also deliv-
ered to you, that the Lord Jesus in the night in which he 
was betrayed took bread; and when he had given thanks, he 
broke it and said, “This is my body, which is for you; do this 
in remembrance of me.” In the same way he took the cup 
also after supper, saying, “This cup is the new covenant in 
my blood; do this, as often as you drink it, in remembrance 
of me.”

In the Catholic ritual of communion, bread and wine are 
blessed by a priest. Then a phenomenon called transubstan-
tiation doctrinally takes place, which means that the bread 
turns into the body of Jesus and the wine turns into his 
blood. Incidentally, Protestants do not generally agree with 
this notion, and instead they claim that the wafer/bread and 
grape juice/wine remain intact. In the age of science I be-
lieve that the Catholic doctrine has largely become symbolic 
out of necessity.
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So, when I stopped attending the Catholic Church, and 
switched to Protestantism, I saw communion done slight-
ly differently. Some churches celebrate communion once a 
week, once a month, once a year, or even not at all. There 
seems to be a focus on remembering, but I have always been 
curious why communion is done almost exclusively with 
thin wafers and grape juice. From that regard, it has always 
felt to me just like the Catholic ritual.

About ten years ago, I spent some concerted time thinking 
about communion. I wondered, if Protestants reject tran-
substantiation (and even consubstantiation as well), then 
why are we still stuck using the same elements of wafers and 
grape juice, just as the Roman Catholics do?

When I really tried to imagine myself participating in the 
Last Supper, it seemed clear to me that Jesus was only eating 
bread and drinking wine because back then, that was the 
common fare at nearly every evening meal. And because of 
this notion, I began to try to “celebrate communion” no mat-
ter what I was eating: lasagna, a burrito, pizza, etc. And the 
same goes for drinking: If wine represents the blood of Jesus, 
then maybe so can water, juice or any other libation. This ex-
periment was easy for me to do when I was eating alone; but 
I will admit, even then I frequently forgot. However, for the 
times when I didn’t forget, I was actively remembering, just 
as Jesus said to do.

Yet when I ate with others and tried this, it was usually down-
right awkward. I only attempted it with other Christian be-
lievers, and only then when I said grace. But I could tell that 
in almost every case, they were not prepared to think of their 
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meal as a kind of mini communion service. This dynamic 
perplexed me. It seemed the reasons my friends could not 
imagine communion when we met for lunch, were possibly 
because they thought:

1. It was the wrong fare;
2. It needed to be done in church (or with a large group);
3. Communion is a special ritual, and distinct from nor-

mal eating.

After a few months, honestly the subject fell to the back 
burner of my contemplations. And it was not until I was 
recently researching for my Trinity book, that I stumbled 
upon some deeper insights which have illuminated my un-
derstandings. I will now share what I have learned.

Traditions

The first and most foundational aspect to this study is that 
despite what Protestants say, there is mostly still some over-
lap with Roman Catholic traditions. For example, here are 
five Protestant traditions that are Roman in origin:

• The Bible Canon (that is the contents of the Bible)
• The Trinity
• Worship/Church on Sunday
• Christmas
• Easter

In my book, Trinity: In His Own Words, I comment about 
each of these five. (www.alignment.life)

https://alignmentpublishing.wordpress.com/books/
http://www.alignment.life
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Similarly, the Roman Catholic Church recognizes seven sac-
raments:

• Confirmation
• Penance
• Orders
• Extreme Unction (blessing given to those about to 

die)
• Matrimony
• Communion
• Baptism

Apparently, when the Protestants left back in the sixteenth 
century, they rejected five sacraments, but opted to retain 
the last three, with stipulations for the last two: (1) For com-
munion, Martin Luther renounced transubstantiation, but 
insisted on consubstantiation (the idea that the bread and 
wine were not transformed into, but co-existing with, the 
actual body and blood of Jesus). However, for most non-Lu-
theran Protestants today, they would reject both, and say 
that the bread and wine are merely symbolic of the body 
and blood of Christ. (2) Regarding baptism, the Protestants 
largely dropped infant baptism and opted for adult baptism 
only.

The reason that Protestants still have a ritual for commu-
nion, is because it is inherited directly from Catholicism 
and confirmed by Luther. But I still wondered, why do the 
Catholics and Protestants almost exclusively use wafers for 
communion? Is it just because it’s convenient for a church 
service?
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The Last Supper

T. Alex Tennent wrote a book in 2014 that is all about the 
Last Supper. It is called The Messianic Feast (www.themessi-
anicfeast.com/). His research led him to realize that the use 
of wafers comes from the notion of unleavened bread. And 
that is based on the widely-held belief that the Last Supper 
was actually a Passover meal (a Seder). And if a Passover, 
then only unleavened bread would have been allowed; and 
then that was what would have been used by Jesus. So ap-
parently when the ancient Catholics deemed communion a 
sacrament, they felt that to be authentic, the ritual needed 
to use wine and unleavened bread; since that is what they 
concluded was eaten by Jesus. This would explain why in the 
Catholic world, leavened bread could not be the genuine Eu-
charist, as well as why no one could replace the wafers for a 
piece of pizza, for example.

The only problem is that all the documentation we have to-
day says that Jesus used leavened bread and wine at the Last 
Supper. This creates a conflict because leavened bread was 
legally forbidden at all Passover meals. Meaning while Jesus 
was at times unconventional, it would have been almost im-
possible for him to have used leavened bread at a Passover.

Apparently, this conundrum started Mr. Tennent wonder-
ing. And the result is a massive, 600-page book that reads at 
times like an academic textbook as well as a detective novel. 
He concludes that due to Bible verses and modern-day ac-
curate understanding of calendars, that it would have been 
impossible for the Last Supper to have taken place on Pass-
over. Rather, Tennent postulates that the Last Supper took 

https://themessianicfeast.com/
https://themessianicfeast.com/
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place on the evening before the national Passover.

The implication would be that Jesus never got to eat the 
Passover meal the following day, since he was executed ear-
ly the next morning. Therefore, the Last Supper was sim-
ply Jesus getting together with his friends to hang out and 
eat. And at that time and place in history, almost all meals 
involved bread. And wine was safer to drink than water, so 
there you go.

One conclusion is that there is no lasting ritual for believers 
to take communion in the form of wafers and grape juice 
(or unleavened bread and wine). Rather, “communion” as 
we know it today is a Roman-added tradition that has mor-
phed in some circles into a Protestant tradition. This idea is 
curious for me, since it somewhat supports my theory that it 
is acceptable to “celebrate communion” with other food and 
drink, instead of only the traditional elements.

Remembering

Since Mr. Tennent argues that the Last Supper took place 
on a Wednesday night, this means that Jesus would actually 
have been killed the next day, on Passover Thursday; just as 
all the spotless lambs were slain. In effect, Jesus became the 
perfect and final Passover lamb himself. This has a beauti-
fully symbolic meaning.

If this all be true, then there are some startling implications 
for me:

1. Jesus was the final fulfillment of Passover and therefore 
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believers need not celebrate this feast any longer (even 
Messianic believers). Although if people want to, they 
are free to do so, since Jesus celebrated many Passovers 
before he was killed. And there is still a rich symbolism 
that puts the sacrifice of Jesus at the center of Passover.

2. The Last Supper was just Jesus getting together with 
his closest friends to hang out and eat. It happened on 
the eve of Passover, somewhat like people gathering on 
Christmas eve. In that culture, every meal included wine 
and bread. And to eat the bread, it had to be separated, 
which was commonly done by hand. Today we refer to 
that as “breaking bread”—a phrase which has come to 
have its own meaning: fellowship.

3. The over-arching theme of the Last Supper con-
versation revolved around Jesus trying to tell his 
friends to never forget him or what he was going to 
do for them. In fact, Jesus used a metaphor to help them 
in this effort. Per the two Bible references, Jesus said that 
whenever we eat, we are to remember how his body was 
broken to pay for our sins. He also said that whenever we 
drink, we are to recall his blood that was shed to pay for 
our sins. Most people eat three times a day. That means 
three times a day we have the chance to remember the 
sacrifice that Jesus made for us.

4. The bread is not the most important take-away from the 
Last Supper; the remembering is. And for this analogy, 
the remembering is tied to eating. If the Last Supper 
had taken place in Asia, they would have most probably 
eaten rice instead of bread. And in that setting, one can 
imagine Jesus dividing or scooping rice and saying that 
whenever you do this in the future, remember that his 
body was divided (or broken) to pay for our sins.
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In Our World

The modern tradition of communion as part of a church ser-
vice seems to have some drawbacks:

1. It limits people remembering to just once a week, instead 
of three times a day.

2. By using unleavened wafers, it makes communion dis-
tinctly different than any other eating people do during 
the rest of the week. And that disconnects the metaphor 
from all types of eating, and instead connects it to just 
church-based communion—which again may only hap-
pen once a week, once a month…or at some churches, 
once a year.

3. It somewhat clumsily integrates nibbling into a church 
service that is otherwise devoid of eating. This specifi-
cally can cause discomfort for visitors who may be very 
unfamiliar with the communion experience.

4. In some settings, it makes the wafers and juice the cen-
tral focus, instead of Jesus.

5. It has introduced confusing complexities like transub-
stantiation and consubstantiation, which are speculative 
at best, and oftentimes produce divisions in the King-
dom.

On the other hand, since church services mostly no longer 
revolve around a meal in someone’s home, there is usually no 
food present. And in fact, no eating takes place at all during 
a church service. It is mostly about listening, maybe some 
singing, and possibly some conversations afterwards. So the 
eating/drinking-as-a-form-of-remembering metaphor is at 
risk of being completely lost in these kinds of church set-
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tings. Therefore, to pass out wafers and juice in a service is a 
way to kind of integrate eating, which then gives us a chance 
to remember Jesus, using the Last Supper eating analogy. 
It is a bit circuitous, but it gets the job done…sort of. (Note: 
Now that companies make packaged cups that contain juice 
and a wafer, the process for churches is much more efficient 
and less obtrusive that it was before.)

Despite the eating awkwardness potential in church ser-
vices, this metaphor and remembering exercise is still ex-
ceptionally relevant for all settings that do involve food. 
Whether people eat alone or with others, three times a day 
they can remember the sacrifice that Jesus made for them. 
We can imagine people meeting up for lunch (after church 
even) and someone volunteering to pray before they eat. 
In that prayer, the person can mention that as they eat and 
drink, they remember the broken body and spilled blood of 
Jesus, given for our sins.

Plus, when we tie the remembering to any form of eating, it 
allows the message to spread more quickly to non-Christians, 
without being as potentially clunky. Meaning, non-Chris-
tians do not even need to come to church to hear this anal-
ogy. Instead, any Christian can invite a non-believer to their 
home for dinner and before digging in, mention that they 
always take time at meals to remember the sacrifice that Je-
sus made for our sins.

And one side contemplation is that maybe full regular meals 
need to be re-integrated as the central facet of communi-
ty worship services. Eating lunch or dinner together at 
church—as part of a service—provides ample fellowship op-
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portunities, as well as teaching moments (before and after 
eating). It’s also a chance for the poor to be fed and it allows 
for the communal remembering experience to be a useful 
and usable metaphor. Similarly, it gives space to model how 
Christians are to eat together; and finally, it nicely facilitates 
the house church model of Christianity.

I suspect that in these Bible references, maybe Jesus was try-
ing to leverage something we already do a lot (eating), and 
to connect that to something he considered quite import-
ant: that we would never ever forget all that he has done for 
us. It seems to me that after about 2,000 years, there are at 
least a billion people alive today who remember the sacrifice 
of Christ. Therefore, I would say that by and large, Jesus has 
succeeded in making sure his followers did not forget about 
him.

That said, for Protestants (at least), it might be even more ef-
fective if we further disconnect communion from the rituals 
of Rome, and re-connect it in a more integrated way to our 
normal daily routines of eating and drinking.



I am an observer, so I shall tell you what I see.

I see my hands, forming these words. They are connected to 
a body, that which I call myself. When I look in the mirror, I 
see a face. My hair, my eyes, my mouth. It’s alive.

In turning away from the mirror, I observe my surround-
ings; the earth and sky all around me. There are trees and 
plants; forests, lakes, streams and oceans. There are clouds 
and stars at night. There is the moon and the sun. I also see 
wild animals and birds; although some are tamed.

And then there is my home where I breath and eat and sleep 
and defecate. It’s also where I work. And then there are the 
people with whom I interact: family, friends, spouse, chil-
dren, parents, in-laws, co-workers, neighbors, strangers and 
the rest of humanity.

I know from what I have been told that I was born into this 
world and that one day I will die. I have learned from history 
that long before me there was still this earth with people and 
animals and trees.

Observations and Dogs
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That is what I see, but that is not all I see.

There is also a knowing—a seeing with non-physical eyes.

I am aware of my soul, blissful inside my body. I sense the 
spirits around me. I “see” an eternality that was before me 
and will be after me. I observe that something that made the 
world in which I live.

Selah

Oh, I also see a dog.

My friend adopted that dog.

He was lonely, and maybe so also was the dog.

He named it Freddy. I don’t know if Freddy named my friend.

Now neither of them seems as lonely.

I noticed that he feeds Freddy each day. But some days he 
forgets to give fresh water. Even so, Freddy seems to still love 
him. At least Freddy doesn’t leave.

My friend asked me, “Can an animal be capable of love as we 
know it?”

And so I pondered; If love is a feeling, then do all animals 
feel and express emotions? If love is a commitment, then do 
pets make commitments?
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And I wondered if Freddy wonders about us? And what 
might he wonder?

Freddy certainly gets excited at times and he seems driven 
by things like treats and dinner. What else makes him tick?

Selah

At the core, we are all driven by one involuntary force 
alone: To Live and Stay Living; that is, to Survive. Every 
alive being shares this common drive and destiny, even 
Freddy. Knowledge of this fact has the power to unify.

Selah

We always do first what keeps us alive. We eat, sleep, use the 
bathroom, build shelters.

As people, we find a certain affinity with fellow humans to 
assist each other in our survival. Animals appear to have this 
instinct with each other as well.

In birth, we are brought forth from another. In giving birth, 
we give another life.

If we focus on the life, that is, the living experience, we ap-
pear to have three options: to encourage it, to be neutral 
about it, or to discourage it. Said differently, we can give life, 
be neutral, or take life. That is, we can either love, trade, or 
hate. Therefore, love and giving, go together. Similarly, tak-
ing and hate, go together. That is why a loving mother can 
give life to a child. Conversely, a violent and angry individual 
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can take a life by killing.

Someone once said that the biggest obstacle to greatness, is 
goodness. That is, if something is good enough, it will never 
become something great.

Similarly, the greatest obstacle to love is not hate, but trade.

Trade is that sense of doing something, without having 
to do too much. It is primarily self-focused, and it is 
mostly about getting. It gives a false sense of encour-
aging life, without requiring someone to make much 
sacrifice. In that sense, trade is an enemy of true love.

LOVE TRADE HATE
Encourage Life Be Neutral Discourage Life

Giving Exchanging Taking
Birthing Killing
Sacrifice Partial Sacrifice No Sacrifice

Family/Tribe Strangers Enemies

Jesus said that we are to love one another. Therefore, we may 
naturally ask ourselves, “Okay, am I hating anyone? I guess 
not, so I must be doing a good job.” But we also need to in-
quire how much we are trading, because trade can be an im-
pediment to love. And Jesus did not say, “Trade, but just be 
nice about it.” Instead, he said to love, which is about giving, 
not getting. And real love is not trading.

I had a friend once who had a table he did not want. He was 
buying a new one. I asked him what he would do with his 
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old table. He said get rid of it somehow, maybe donate it. 
I needed a table, but he did not know that. I asked him if I 
could take it off his hands. He then offered to sell it to me 
for $100. Now, why did he want to trade me money for that 
table that he did not want and was willing to donate? If I had 
been his child, would he have charged me $100? Or would 
he have given that worthless table away for free? Of course 
he would not have charged his child. But for me, since I was 
not related to him…and more importantly, because I was not 
someone he wanted to give to (that is to show love to), he 
opted to suggest a trade. Essentially, his did that because he 
was more interested in getting something, than in giving. 
And that demonstrates perfectly how trade is the biggest ob-
stacle to love.

Selah

If I see an advertisement for a used bicycle, I might be 
tempted to buy it. Let’s pretend that I answered the ad and 
purchased the bicycle. Maybe I spent 10 minutes interacting 
with the former owner and then paid the money. I never saw 
that person before.

If the next day I find out that that person is dead, what will I 
think? Will I mourn the loss? Probably not. I did not know 
them.

Selah

I find it so interesting to think of how many films contain 
people killing each other, while comparatively so very few 
depict children being born. Even so, most storyized killings 
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are not random acts of violence, but are more commonly 
characterized as a way to protect other lives. But still.

Selah

I also notice that Freddy the dog does not use any form of 
currency. It seems then that dogs either love or hate. But 
maybe they do not engage in trade with each other.

Selah

And so, to organize my observations, I see four main compo-
nents to a human life:

1. SELF
2. OTHER HUMANS
3. PHYSICAL SURROUNDINGS
4. METAPHYSICAL

SELF
Self-care, movement and 
survival related activities; 
sleeping, hygiene, eating, 
thinking, walking, reading, 
driving, exercising.

OTHER HUMANS
Interaction with other  
humans: give, trade and 
take; family, love, friends, 
work, employment, help-
ing, caring, serving, etc.

PHYSICAL  
SURROUNDINGS

Interaction with physical 
surroundings: animals, 
trees, plants, water, air, fire, 
earth, space.

METAPHYSICAL  
OR SPIRITUAL

Interaction with God/ 
deities/higher power/
spiritual world, etc.: faith, 
prayer, worship, spirituality.



Big eyes look out, on the world about,

And we wonder why questions remain.

They’re just like me, which is plain to see,

And yet who is addressing the strain?

She must reach forth, or maybe it’s back,

To the place where she gives fully out of her lack.

And then the two faces finally mirror in close observation.

No speech, but a new understanding. For we are each:

good and bad, 
poor and rich, 
happy and sad.

But we are not all aware…so how can they care?

No condemnation. But neither stagnation.

Open Our Eyes
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Have you ever had a bad day at work? Ever gone home and 
complained to family or friends about what happened?

Let me relate a story of another person who also had a bad 
day at work: Baruch. He lived around 590 BC and we don’t 
know too much about him. Apparently, he was a scribe. And 
his dad’s name was Neriah.

Baruch took a writing gig, working for Jeremiah. (He’s the 
guy we know today as “the prophet Jeremiah.”) But back 
then he didn’t seem to be as universally respected.

In Jeremiah chapter 36, we read about Baruch’s first day on 
his initial assignment. It seemed to go okay. He showed up 
with his stylus and scroll and Jeremiah told him to write 
down what he said. Nothing out of the ordinary; that’s what 
scribes did.

The content of the scroll was a bit intense. It certainly was 
not a casual shopping list or inventory control. Jeremiah 
said that this is what God told him to write, and it basically 
included all the bad things that Israel, Judah and other na-

Baruch’s Bad Day
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tions had done to offend God. The reason it needed to be 
written down is because God told Jeremiah that maybe the 
people would repent once they realized what they had done; 
and then God could forgive them. I suppose at least the in-
tention was good.

So Baruch started to write. We don’t know how long it took, 
but it could have lasted a day or more. All Baruch had to do 
was record what he heard. And he did just that.

Once it was complete, he probably sat back in satisfaction 
of his work, with the scroll on his lap. But, then Jeremiah 
looked at Baruch and announced his next assignment and 
this one did not involve writing.

Jeremiah started by saying,

“I am banned from going to the house of the Lord…”

Wait, what? Banned?

How did you, Jeremiah, get banned from the Temple? That’s 
like Mother Teresa getting banned from India. Or Jesus being 
banned from a church. That in itself is just weird.

And Jeremiah continued,

“…so you are to go, and on a day of fasting in the hearing of 
all the people in the Lord’s house you shall read the words of 
the Lord from the scroll that you have written at my dicta-
tion. You shall read them also in the hearing of all the men 
of Judah who come out of their cities. It may be that their 
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plea for mercy will come before the Lord, and that every one 
will turn from his evil way, for great is the anger and wrath 
that the Lord has pronounced against this people.”

I can imagine that Baruch may have said, or at least thought 
something like, “Now wait a minute. I am a scribe and I 
came here to write and have done that. You are asking me 
to do something for which I am not trained. I never speak to 
crowds. And no offense, but these words came from you…I 
mean, ahem, from God, but through you, so…don’t you think 
it would carry more weight if you read them yourself?”

And if Baruch had some hesitations, he probably would 
have been justified. See, if you read verses two and three, 
God actually did not specify who was to write the words nor 
who was to deliver the bad news. Therefore, it wasn’t like Ba-
ruch was going to disobey God directly if he politely refused 
such a request. It was just that Jeremiah had asked him. If 
Baruch said no, we can assume Jeremiah would have found 
another way.

And it was not only that Baruch might have been uncomfort-
able speaking. He knew what the scroll said, and it wasn’t all 
nice. He would have to deliver some pretty harsh statements 
and since he would be the messenger, he could get blamed. 
This was a much more difficult task since it would associate 
him much closer with the prophet and with the words.

Nevertheless, in the end, Baruch accepted. Maybe he felt 
this was important and maybe he had faith that God would 
intervene miraculously. If the people really did repent, he 
could be part of a great revival.
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He was faithful and he did as Jeremiah asked. He read the 
words in the temple. And after doing so, some religious 
leaders who had heard him, asked if the words had come 
from Jeremiah. He told them yes. Then they warned him to 
take Jeremiah and go hide somewhere. And they took the 
scroll from him. They then reported the words to the king 
who demanded to hear what the scroll had to say. So one of 
the King’s servants read it aloud. After every three or four 
columns, the King cut the scroll with a knife and tossed the 
piece into the fire. Eventually, the entire scroll was destroyed 
in the flames. Talk about a dramatic way to send a message 
to all in the King’s court. This would be like someone giving 
a Bible or a Quran to a government official, who would then 
rip parts of it out and burn it in a nearby fire. It was pret-
ty bold. And the King’s attitude was clear: this was garbage, 
nonsense, and fit to be burned. Most certainly it was not to 
be obeyed.

Anyway, while all that was happening, we can assume Ba-
ruch ran to get Jeremiah and then went off to hide. We read 
in chapter 36, verse 26, that the king then ordered both Jer-
emiah and Baruch to be arrested.

Therefore, let’s think for a moment about Baruch. He was a 
simple scribe, trying to survive. He took a job with Jeremi-
ah and did it faithfully. Then he was asked to do something 
much harder, which was to READ those words, in public. 
And the words were not nice and welcomed. They were not 
part of the Bible back then. They pronounced judgement 
and destruction for the people. This was not a happy and en-
couraging message. It would be like being invited as a guest 
speaker in a church and standing up and saying, “Thank 



260 Baruch’s Bad Day

you for inviting me here today. God has revealed to me your 
great sin, which I will now explain. And if you don’t repent, 
you will all die a most painful and tormenting death, start-
ing tonight.” That would be hard to hear for most people, 
even the humble among them.

But Baruch did it. And then the king found out and ordered 
him to be arrested. All the sudden, he was a criminal. His 
very life was in danger and he knew it. Revival did not break 
out. No one repented. And the result must have been pret-
ty upsetting to Baruch since it came to God’s attention and 
God told Jeremiah to deal with it.

In chapter 45, we see that Jeremiah eventually approached 
Baruch and basically said, Look, I know you are stressed out. 
I know you are upset. This job of following Yahweh is some-
times no easy task. For some, it can cost dearly. 

He then even repeated Baruch’s own words: You said, ‘Woe 
to me! The Lord has added sorrow to my pain; I am worn out 
with groaning and find no rest.’ So as we can see, Baruch was 
distressed and probably angry. He might not have under-
stood why God would allow him to suffer while just trying 
to make a living. He was trying to be faithful and yet wound 
up seeing the government issue a warrant for his arrest. He 
never wanted to be a criminal. He did not know that helping 
the great prophet Jeremiah would make him an outlaw and 
might get him executed. He never anticipated that. And if 
he had known it, he probably would have never taken the 
job.

Selah
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Sometimes for us, when life is hard, we like Baruch, might 
say, Woe to me! The Lord has added sorrow to my pain; I am 
worn out with groaning and find no rest.

And yet, God’s words to Baruch reassure us. Jeremiah went 
on to say:  I will overthrow what I have built and uproot what 
I have planted, throughout the earth. Should you then seek 
great things for yourself? Do not seek them. For I will bring 
disaster on all people, declares the Lord, but wherever you go 
I will let you escape with your life.

This is a message just for Baruch, but there maybe something 
for us in there too. Meaning, Baruch was upset and confused. 
He felt he had a reason to be angry and even to blame God. 
But God helped him to look at it from a different perspec-
tive. Basically God said that all have sinned and fallen short 
of the glory of God. And at that time in history, punishment 
was coming. And if they did not repent, thousands of others 
would die, but Baruch would live. At that moment, Baruch 
might have wanted much more in life…than merely to live. 
He might have wanted to prosper and make money. Maybe 
get married and have children. Maybe pursue other dreams 
of his. But it was not that kind of season. Mass destruction 
was coming. Even so, God was gracious to Baruch to spare 
his life and show him that soon he would learn to focus on 
being thankful—for life—rather to focus on all that he had 
not. Instead of complaining that he couldn’t find work now 
that he had become a criminal, he would thank God for life. 
Instead of being upset for having to hide from the author-
ities trying to arrest him, he would thank God for life. In-
stead of focusing on how his dreams had not come about, he 
would thank God for life. Instead of all the reasons he could 
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have for being upset, he would remember that God told him 
he would spare his life, and that was enough reason to praise 
God. In fact, it was all he needed.

Selah

If you are breathing right now, you have enough reason to 
thank God…all day today and everyday for the rest of your 
life. Will you spend your time focusing on all the reasons to 
be upset and discouraged and sad and disappointed? Or will 
you remember the precious gift of life God has granted you?

On that day when you get to heaven and meet some of 
those who died in the womb, they might excitedly ask you, 
“So what was it like? I mean, what was it like to walk on the 
earth? Was it beautiful? Do the flowers really smell? What 
is it like to taste food?” And countless other little things we 
take for granted every day. If we spend our time NOT being 
thankful, we might be ashamed in those moments…when 
we realize how blessed we are to live and breathe and how 
many others never get that chance.

May we be like Baruch after he heard the word of the Lord: 
Thank you God for life. In the midst of all the trials and trag-
edies and hardships and travails, thank you for life. Even 
if nothing else good ever happens to me, I will not cease to 
thank you for the chance I have had to live and breathe. And 
for those who died before they had the chance to breathe, I 
will cherish each moment so that one day I can tell them of 
the unfathomable privilege to live.

God spared me. Blessed be the name of the Lord.



August, 2015

Dear Glow Inc,

When I first moved to Colorado Springs, over twenty years 
ago, someone I met said, “Have you seen the castle?”

I was a bit surprised since I had not, and had never heard of 
any particular castle in the city. However, after inquiring, I 
found out that there in fact is a castle, and tours are open to 
the public. The person who alerted me, also told me that it 
had been built by General Palmer, in 1871, who is common-
ly credited as the founder of Colorado Springs. This was all 
new to me and I made a mental note to try to visit the castle 
when I had the chance. I was grateful that this person had 
taken the time to share this information. However, he went 
on to tell me a few more details about the castle, which were 
particularly curious, but I never confirmed as to their verac-
ity. Anyway, he said that General Palmer built the castle as 
a way to woo his wife to move to Colorado. Evidently, she 
either was from England or very much enjoyed England and 
so Palmer decided a castle was a great way to make her feel 
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agreeable to Colorado. My friend said the castle tempted 
her to come, but after a short time (like a year or two) she 
moved back to England to the regret of Palmer. Evidently, 
there were also some health problems and the altitude did 
not help. She never returned to Colorado and died at the age 
of 44 in England. This notion all sounded fascinating to me, 
and the castle even more curious.

So, then fast forward to 2010, when I met Joy as I was travel-
ing in India. I was smitten by her and after a while decided I 
would propose to her. However, I was not sure if she would 
be interested in ever moving to the United States since she 
had spent all her life in India. I knew I was only in India 
temporarily, so I started thinking of ways I could interest 
her. I have to be honest…I did think of General Palmer and 
lamented that I did not have the resources to build a castle. 
In fact, I had very little that seemed of interest. Nonetheless, 
I thought and thought and finally came up with an idea. So 
here is what happened…

First of all, I proposed to her while in India and she agreed. 
However, soon thereafter I had to return to Colorado. She 
stayed in India and we decided we would set a wedding date 
in the next couple of months.

Then I emailed her to find out the time, date and location of 
her birth. She was a bit skeptical, but I convinced her to tell 
me without letting her know why. Then I went online to find 
the latitude and longitude coordinates of the location of her 
birth. Then I found another website where you can generate 
star maps of the night sky. On that site, I entered the date, 
time and the latitude and longitude of her birth location to 
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find out what the stars would have looked like if I had been 
standing at that very place at that specific time. The website 
generated the star map and I saved the image to my comput-
er. Then I printed that image where the stars were black on a 
white background, but instead of printing on paper, I print-
ed on a clear plastic sheet. Then I borrowed an old overhead 
projector from a friend who is a teacher. I then projected the 
image onto my ceiling. Wow, it worked.

Now I all needed was some cool glow paint. So, I found your 
site and purchased the white glow paint.

Once the paint arrived, I put the projector in one corner and 
turned it on. I stood on the ladder and carefully painted all 
the stars I could reach. Because the ceiling was lower than I 
had hoped, in order to get all the stars to show on the ceil-
ing, I had to put the projector in each corner. So, I painted as 
much as I could from one corner, and then moved it to the 
next. I painted each night after work and it took me about a 
week, mostly because it is hard for me to paint very well on 
a ceiling.
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In the end, I don’t know how many stars there are, but I es-
timate somewhere between 2,500-3,500. It is an amazing 
mural. I decided not to tell Joy, but to wait until we married 
and she (hopefully) arrived in my bedroom. I assumed she 
would appreciate my efforts. In the meantime, I would stare 
each night in stupefied amazement since the ceiling looks so 
fascinating. I would get excited at the idea of her seeing this 
for the first time and I hoped that it would help her be more 
comfortable with life in Colorado Springs.

After about two months, the unthinkable happened. As we 
talked on the phone, she started to distance herself from me 
and soon thereafter called off the engagement. She said she 
did not want to move to the US and did not want to marry. 
At that point, I was devastated, and I decided I had to tell 
her about the stars. Even when I explained what I had done, 
she did not change her mind.

I was crushed.

But as the weeks of my mourning turned into months, I 
started to regain my breath and I began to see that even pain 
can weave complimentarily into the fabric of life.

And, now, five years later, I stare each night at those beau-
tiful stars that I have come to love. Sometimes I think of 
General Palmer and sometimes I think of Joy. But most often 
I am just thankful that Glow Inc exists.



Ceiling fan is the central shadow.   
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Be excellent.

Put others above yourself.

Have a healing heart as well as healing hands.

Know that the sacrifices you make will not be in vain: as 
you serve people, the good you give will come back to you.

Recognize that acts you do that seem insignificant to you 
may have great meaning for others…for you are  

“The Doctor.”

Call every patient by his or her name and treat  
each person with dignity.

Be compassionate and don’t lose sight of humanity in the 
sea of cures, treatments, prescriptions and preventions.

Encourage the weak, sick and dying.

Cheer on the downcast and discouraged.

Thoughts for a New Doctor
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Hold the hands of those who are leaving this world.

Live up to the hope that others put in  
you and your abilities.

Be an example of health and the care of one’s self.

Motivate others to live and live well.

Cry with the grieving.

Hug the widow.

Don’t ever give up.

Show them your hands can heal.

Give them your healing heart.



To you mountains, I give warning
Though you rise in stately wonder,
You shall never know the glory
Nor the strength that comes from Christ.

To you rivers, lakes and streams
Oh so pure and fresh pristine,
Can you fathom just how much
The Lord has washed away our sins?

And to you trees extending high
Forever growing toward the sun,
We shall live well past your death
For the Son has bought us life.

Though this nature may surround us
All believers stand secure,
Not in what the world may offer
But in faith and hope and love.

To You Mountains
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As I have mentioned in the poem at the start of this 
book, it could be argued that True Christians live 
contradictory lives more than anyone else. For exam-

ple, we love, when people hate us. We give to those who rob 
us. We’ve been forgiven and redeemed, yet we still sin and 
need to repent.

Similarly, we live in the world, but are not to be of the world.

But the most significant discrepancy I find, particularly if 
these be the end times, is the notion of good versus evil. Let 
me elaborate. Jesus taught us to pray each day that God’s 
Kingdom would come. And yet, he also later warned us that 
wickedness would increase at the time of the end. This mod-
ern-day paradox seems to trip up many believers and there-
fore I would like to share a few thoughts.

When we Christians see evil in our lives, it is natural for us 
to rebuke it and remove it from ourselves. We don’t always 
do that, but we usually learn to. That’s primarily because 
the Spirit does not dwell nicely with wickedness. Similarly, 
when we see evil around us, we tend to have a very similar 

Contradictions
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reaction. But what do we do when it seems it is all around us 
and won’t go away? Sometimes it feels like it’s everywhere 
we turn. Quite possibly, this penultimate contradiction is 
reserved for those blessed to be alive at the end of the age. 
Because maybe we are living in final hours leading up to the 
return of Christ, and maybe this is why evil is increasing. If 
so, then how do we pray for and seek God’s Kingdom, when 
we simultaneously know that God has ordained that the ex-
act opposite is supposed to happen? Said differently, how 
are we to react to social evil in these last days?

Well, for the sake of the Spirit inside us, I suppose we should 
come away and try to ignore it, as much as possible. But we 
can also warn others about it. Similarly, when we pray, “May 
your kingdom come and your will be done,” we can also take 
comfort that if this is really the end, then God’s kingdom is 
about to appear, AND that this rising evil IS God’s will. That 
may be difficult to reconcile, but it is possible. 

On the other hand, this dynamic can be confusing because 
what if these are NOT the last days? What if the return of 
Jesus happens 500 years from now? In that case, it might 
just be that global evil is arising. In that case, we can pray for 
God’s Spirit to send revival as a relief for his children. 

Regardless, during seasons like this, we need to surround 
ourselves with light and with those who have the Spirit. We 
don’t do well alone. These kinds of situations necessitate 
that we be reminded all day, everyday, that we are not alone 
in our worldview, beliefs and lifestyle choices. We can also 
take care of our place and our circle of existence. Prayer to 
God and trust in God also are key elements for survival.
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Farming Analogy

In Matthew 13:24-43, we read a parable of Christ. He tells 
us that a farmer planted wheat, but soon thereafter, an en-
emy came and sowed weeds in the same field. So that when 
growth became evident, they could see both the wheat and 
the weeds. The workers (actually “slaves”) asked the field 
owner if they should pull the weeds and they were told not 
to. Apparently the farmer felt that that could damage the 
wheat, and so opted to let them grow side by side, all the way 
until the harvest. At that point, the farmer gave instructions 
to first pull the weeds, and then the wheat. The weeds were 
to get bound in bundles and thrown to the fire. The harvest-
ed wheat was to go into the barn.

As a gardener, I regularly pull weeds. Sometimes as much 
as once a week I am out there carefully removing those crit-
ters. Sometimes vine weeds will wrap themselves around my 
plants and strangle them. In that case, I have to quickly both 
cut the weed and slowly unravel them. But I know that if I 
do not pull the weeds early enough, they will kill my plants.

After I finish in the garden, I sometimes like to give God 
farming advice. I frequently remind God of what I have ob-
served, and therefore, how I can’t quite fathom the approach 
taken in Matthew 13 for dealing with weeds. For me, it’s ob-
vious that it is possible to pull weeds so as not to damage the 
plant. Similarly, by leaving weeds in place, the plants could 
very well die due to neglect. Of course, my suggestions are 
not merely agricultural, but spiritual as well. I am thinking 
of the spiritual weeds and of the spiritual wheat—that is, of 
Christians.
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And yet, maybe this is not a fair comparison for I might 
be mixing metaphors. For example, the weeds that I read 
about in the Bible possibly are not those that actually kill 
the wheat. Maybe they just grow side-by-side and have the 
potential to ruin the harvest through mixing—that is, if they 
were never removed. The word the Bible uses for “weeds” is 
“tares” which some claim is a form of rye. If that is the case, 
then rye is likely not the like of “weed” to destroy the wheat, 
but rather to just take up space in —and nutrients from—the 
field. And so, maybe it does not matter if they stick around 
until the end, since the wheat will still grow just fine. 

Then again, going back to my garden metaphor, I have 
personally met many people who have lost their faith; and 
I can’t help but wonder if their surroundings were at least 
partly the cause. That is, allegorically, were they choked by 
the weeds that surrounded them?

I may never know, but I do know that I am not the Gardener, 
but rather, just one of the plants. Even so, when I see weeds 
growing around me, I will raise my voice so as to at least alert 
the Gardener.

In Between

As I started this book, I will similarly finish with this poem.

We the now and not yet people,
With a now and not yet King,
In a now and not yet Kingdom.
We are always in between.
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In a paradox allegiance,
With obedience to both:
For the One who sits in heaven,
And the rulers here on earth.

But it’s not just in our duty,
For our beings contradict:
We are fashioned from the dust,
Yet the Spirit moves in us.

Yes we eat, but then we fast.
We show love when people scorn us;
Singing songs in persecution,
Finding hope amidst distress.

In betwixt the world and heaven,
As if swinging, hung in time,
From the holy to the common,
And then back again we fly.

We can bless; and we may curse.
After straying we repent.
Both as saints and yet still sinners,
We are strong when powerless.

Hope and faith may ebb and flow,
Though we strive to walk the path.
We are thankful for new life,
Yet we find a gain in death.
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We are told when Jesus comes,
That then all will be aligned.
Contradictions finally gone,
And our true selves then alive.

In the meantime, we are pulled,
To the West and to the East:
Sometimes bad, and sometimes good,
And a thorn to keep us meek.

We the now and not yet people,
Yes we weep, but still we sing.
Of the joys and all the sorrows,
Being always in between.



She taught me to love, to feel and to write. Better said, 
she taught me to express myself—especially through 
pen and paper.

In return, you might have thought I’d have given her my 
heart. But you’d be wrong. You see, I did not know the value 
of her gift. And so, instead, my act of misguided gratitude 
was to abandon her. I used the wings that she gave me to 
fly far away. Alas, how broken people do such abominable 
things. And so, my heart grieves and laments at what might 
have been the biggest mistake of my life. Similarly, when 
I also consider the crimes of emotional hurt I perpetrated 
against her, I can only break down.

I am sorry Reeper. I am sorry for all I did and did not do. 

Selah

Can any tribute be complete without a reference to Rich 
Mullins? His song, “The Hatching of a Heart,” contains vers-
es that use the analogy of a hatching egg—a word picture 
that speaks to my experiences as well. I had to leave “the egg” 
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by learning how to feel, and to express that in what I say and 
in what I write.

Well the night was cold and my heart was hidden
Very safely in a shell.
But I knew somehow I’d have to run that risk
Have to open up myself.
But you said, “Look at the stars on the face of the sky
They’re the same ones Abraham saw.
Come under my wings I will make you shine.
Give you strength enough to love.”

Oh, now I’m getting strong enough.
You helped me chip my way out and open myself up.
And for the snow that comes with winter,
And for the growth that comes from pain,
For the joke I can’t remember,
Although the laughter long remains;
For the faith that brought to finish,
All I doubted at the start,
Lord I give you praise for all that makes,
For the hatching of a heart.  
      ~Rich Mullins

It seems that age and wisdom give us perspective to know 
better what matters more and what matters less. I had many 
teachers, but none taught me like the Reeper. To learn to 
love is more valuable than Geometry or Rhetoric. To learn 
to feel and to express those feelings is more important, in 
fact, than any of the subjects taught in school—at least for 
a poet, it is. 



If it’s true that experience is a dear school, but a fool will 
learn in no other, then maybe this corollary is also accurate: 

Love is a safe and sacred school, and a locked heart will learn 
in no other.

Thank you Reeper for the priceless gift you gave me. With 
your pen, as it were, I write these words.

With fondness,
An Oregano Prince with Fly-away Hair
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