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    To Mom and Dad, who first introduced me to the God of the Bible.
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Introduction
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I was in a new town, in a new building, with new people. I was about six years old. 

Because I was sitting with my family, I was comfortable, up until the moment that the children my age were expected to leave that room and go to another part of the building. When I looked over at my family for support, they all waved me to the door. 

By the time I left, there were no other children present that I could follow out of the room. As I walked away from my family and made my way toward the door, fear began to grip me. I saw the door, but I didn’t know where it led. I had no idea how to navigate through the new space to get wherever it was I was supposed to be. 

I stepped through the large door and passed to the other side. The door closed behind me. The light was dim. Tears began to wet my cheeks. I was alone, in a new town, in a new building, in a new space in the building, with no further direction.

The difference between the Philosophers mind and everyone else’s, is everyone else has nature and history as their basis for normalcy. So, when something anomalous or out of the ordinary occurs that demands attention and explanation, it’s in relation to or in contrast with the norms in nature or the past. 

The philosophers mind, on the other hand, has nothingness as his or her basis for normalcy. So, that there is anything and that anything has particularity is the anomaly. Which means anything and everything deserves investigation and explanation. Why is there anything and why is it what it is? 

“Why is there something rather than nothing?”, truly is the lens through which the philosopher sees. 

The Theologians presupposition is that God created with great intention and meaning. 

The philosopher coupled with the theologian, then, should lead us to this moment in our society when we are asking fundamental questions related to the nature of humanity, including things like the definition of sexuality, morality in politics, and the relationship between the subjective and objective. 

What should be highest? What should be named God, the king among kings? self-expression, tolerance and compassion? Or facts, law and order? 

So, where are the philosophers, and why do the theologians insist on parroting irrelevant religious mantras in the face of our society’s deterioration? 

We’re lost without the philosophers and stuck without a deeper relevant theology.

When your math teacher asks you to show your work, what are they asking?

If the math student has the right answer but cannot demonstrate how they arrived there, then they do not know what they ought.

Having the right answer is hardly the aim. It’s not quite beneficial.

If the expectation of showing your work is removed, then having the right answer slowly becomes relative. 

Christianity is in a moment that is preceded by a few centuries in which no one has requested of it to show its work. As a result, we Christians now have no idea how to get to the right answer that we claim to have. 

No wonder relativism has taken root.

Friedrich Nietzsche, 19th century philosopher and critic of Christianity was right, “God is dead.” 

He believed that modern man disposed of the need for the religious domain. He argued that as a result, it would usher in an oscillation between totalitarianism and nihilism, hierarchy and equality. It would produce horrors only found in descriptions of hell. 

Here we sit on the other side of the 20th century, the bloodiest in recorded history. 

Here Christianity sits, in a culture that doesn’t know what a woman is and has no compelling reason for its claims of absolutes. The West is now drowning in relativism, dogma, ideology, and tribalism . . . and that’s just our theologians!

There is a true sense in which for the last few centuries our society has been running on the fumes of the Christian worldview that helped build it. It seems quite evident now that those fumes have dissipated. 

I would argue that Christianity in the west today, is running on the fumes of its doctrinal depths and advances of the past. It is marked by dogma and tradition, psychobabble and wishing. 

The fundamental questions and answers that have been assumed for so long about the world and our existence, being asked in our growing secular culture, have been responded to by Christianity with religious cliché’s. 

The responses have little to no connection to the world and its varying fields of study. Perhaps this is because modern western Christianity itself has followed right behind in the severance of the sacred and secular. 

There has been a growing distance between modern Christianity and the depths of and roots in the knowledge of God. 


In our modern forms of specialized education there is a tendency to lose the whole in the parts, and in this sense, we can say that our generation produces few truly educated people. True education means thinking by associating across the various disciplines, and not just being highly qualified in one field, as a technician might be. I suppose no discipline has tended to think more in fragmented fashion than the orthodox or evangelical theology of today.

—Francis Schaeffer, The God Who Is There (Chicago, Illinois: InterVarsity Press, 1968), 32.



That is a devastating critique.

I grew up as an evangelical pastor’s kid. I knew all the Sunday School answers. Yet Christianity hadn’t helped me sort out my own significant shortcomings. Where exactly was salvation?

Christianity has grown and flourished but is now withered and decayed. It’s irrelevant. Which means, God is irrelevant. That is an oxymoron. We must be missing something; something about God and something about us.

Passion, dogma, or sincerity does little to highlight truth in a relativistic age.

Having the right answer, while pointing our finger at secularism and post-modernism ends up being self-incriminating.

If we don’t take issue with ourselves first, as the blind absolutists, or spineless universalists, then any outcries against evil will just expose our ignorance and self-righteousness. 

We can blame the truth holders that we inherited the cliches from, but they are dead and gone. We are here now. Are we going to do the work necessary to unearth the reasons why the truth we claim to have is good and eternal?

God is the eternal good. He is the creator of all things. All created reality is good because it is about Him, patterned after Him, and hence, for Him. 

The cosmic design and function come from the realities that define God and His function.

All truth is God’s truth. There is no truth present at any point, at any level of analysis, in any field of study, that doesn’t find its roots, its origin in the nature and character of the triune God. If you understand who God is, you will understand why whatever the truth is, is true. If you want to understand God, figure out why the truth anywhere is true. 


Common grace assures us that no worldview is entirely mistaken; the pervasive power of sin assures us that no worldview in any way removed from Scripture is benign. Let God be true, and every worldview a liar.—D. A. Carson “The Dangers and Delights of Postmodernism”, Modern Reformation, July/August 2003. https://www.modernreformation.org/resources/articles/the-dangers-and-delights-of-postmodernism 



This is my journey, deep below the surface. Come along. Join me as I retrace some of my steps to what I discovered.
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THE JOURNEY: A LONG SHOT


Curiosity killed the cat.
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1

At Home
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It’s 2018, northwest side of inner-city Chicago. I’m at a local diner, sitting across from a lifelong friend who leans in across the table from me. With concern, he asks, “Are you stuck?” 

In the span of just a few months, a handful of those closest to me, expressed in similar language the possibility that I may be in a bad place. A place that if I didn’t move away from or get out of, could lead to some chaotic, disturbing, dark unknown. 

“Are you stuck?”

I heard them, but I was somehow getting in my own way.

I’m an introvert. I’m an inward, slow processor. This means, there are thoughts that I will consider for a long time before speaking or taking action.

Most of the time I have no idea what to say or how to respond because I haven’t sorted out the words in my head yet. For an inward processor, it is already determined that no words come out before some words get organized, checked, and then “okayed” before being released. 

I have an affinity for the past. 

I’m conservative; not a risk taker.

I’m orderly. I like things to be organized. I need structure. I thrive in systems.

I’m competitive. Competition motivates me. I’m task oriented.

You get the generic picture.

It’s been several years since graduating from college. I haven’t pursued a position in my field, church ministry. The jobs I’ve worked have been in manual labor. Give me a broom or a box to move and I’ll be more than content.

It was never clear to me whether I was avoiding something, perhaps out of fear. 

I was born into a Christian family. My dad was pastor of a Baptist Church on Chicago’s northwest side. Being in the heart of Chicago and in a church that reflected the diverse neighborhoods that mark the north side certainly helped round out my experience and vision of the world. 

However, a significant aspect of my identity could be marked by the evangelical Christianity of our generation. I’m as comfortable in and around church and Christian life as anyone. Being a pastor’s kid definitely adds a layer of exposure. 

For better or worse, I am a product of our twenty-first-century Christianity. 

When I decided as a junior in high school to pursue a vocation in Christian ministry, it was a stamp on the appreciation I had for my heritage. So, the path forward seemed clear enough. 

Yet, here I was, years later, seemingly a victim of my own anxieties.

There seemed to be conflict within, slowing me down and hindering me from moving forward toward my goal.

Part of it was I was busy analyzing my own life, along with the Christian worldview it was set in. 

“Are my reservations good?”

“Are my conservative tendencies righteous?”

“Does my orderliness and high view of authority match the Christian explanation?” 

“Will my approach to life produce the good things I desire out of life?” 

“Are the best Christian and theological explanations today the best to be had?” 

My drive to question and contemplate led me on this journey. I had no idea it would lead me where it did. 
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2

In Undergrad
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After high school, I landed in Louisville, Kentucky, on the campus of the Southern Baptist Theological Seminary. Boyce College was the undergrad school. 

There are a few notable elements that had a significant impact on me and this journey while attending there.

For starters, there were a couple of classes—Worldviews and a course in Theology and Culture—that really resonated with me. 

Up until those two classes I always wondered about my proclivity to think. Each professor in both classes emphasized the element of being able to process and develop as a critical thinker. This helped affirm, to some degree, that not only was I not weird, but I had a tendency toward a value that could be used for good. 

Another course, Theology III, I took with Dr. Russell Moore, who was the vice president of the seminary at the time. I’ll never forget the opening lecture. It changed my understanding forever. 

Dr. Moore drew a horizontal line across the whiteboard. He put a cross somewhere in the middle of the line and went on to explain how all things, all of history is taken into account by the narrative found in the Scripture. The central message, called the gospel or good news, of the Scripture narrative, is the central element to all things.

In order for me to understand something at all, I typically have to understand the whole as well as its individual parts at the same time. 

I grew up in church. I knew the Bible stories. I had spent endless hours at that point digging into Christian teaching and lifestyle. But how did it all come together and resonate with all reality?

Dr. Moore initiated for me the idea that this central message found in the Christian Bible was the central reality from which all things find their ultimate meaning. 

I spent the next several years thinking about and building into this idea. 

Dr. Moore operated from this underlying framework when lecturing and preaching. One of his sermons that played a significant role in my pursuit of understanding this framework was on Christ and marriage from Ephesians chapter 5. 

There were a couple of key concepts that I took from his sermon.

First, marriage was patterned after what God was doing in history, namely, Christ’s death, burial, and resurrection. Dr. Moore explains that Paul’s comparison between marriage and Christ and His church is not arbitrary. 

He argues that marriage itself is being produced by the underlying framework of what Christ is and is doing with His church. When God institutes marriage at the beginning of the Scripture narrative, He’s using the Christ crucified, resurrected, and coming again framework, even though Christ has not entered into the history storyline to accomplish that yet. 

Second, Dr. Moore emphasizes the priority of union in marriage and the gospel, and that it plays a central role in how the gospel functions. 

The point of marriage is union. Two becoming one. 

That element is coming from the reality of Christ being united to His church. And we see that language emphasized through the book of Ephesians and the rest of Paul’s letters in the Bible.

Union wasn’t just an add on but played a central role in what God was doing in history and how the institution of marriage was designed to operate. 

As I continued to process, there was a word, a question that became a useful tool in my journey down into the depths of theology and reality. 

The question was “Why?” 

“Why?” gets you behind and underneath any who, what, where, or how. It leads you as far behind or underneath as you would like to go.

So, critical thinking, the gospel as central, the concept of union, and the question “why?” were tools and ideas that I took with me after I graduated and moved back to Chicago. They would play a vital role for the next several years as I searched deeper for truth.
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A Janitor
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Back in Chicago, I was job hunting for a few months. After several offers and job interviews, I landed at my home church working under the facilities superintendent. 

The job included everything from cleaning, maintenance, and construction. This allowed me the next several years to spend endless hours listening to sermons, debates, lectures, and podcasts. One year I listened through the entire Bible four times. 

As I listened through varying material hour after hour, I was thinking and processing. It wasn’t just background noise. I was fully engaged in whatever it was I was listening to.

One of the areas I quickly grew interested in and spent several years diving into was the debate of God’s existence. It was fascinating, not only because it was a discussion that has been going on for millennia, but because we live in a time and culture where religion and theology are criticized for not being serious disciplines.

We live in an age of skepticism. Science and modern technology are what we believe in. Religion and theology are for ancient people who knew nothing about the world like we know now. The religious domain is put on the same level as belief in Santa Claus or the Easter Bunny. 

Attending atheist debates seemed like a natural path to take if I wanted to grow in my ability to think critically about what I held as most important, namely God and His message. 

I’ll never forget the first debate I came across on YouTube on the subject. It was between William Lane Craig and Frank Zindler. 

I was taken aback by how weak the argument for atheism was in light of William Lane Craig’s case for God and Christianity. The strengths and weaknesses of the arguments didn’t seem to mirror the popular culture and higher education’s consensus on the matter. 

I am biased of course. Who isn’t? But as I listened to several hours’ worth of debates on the subject over the next several years, I grew in critical thought. When I heard a weak argument from the side I favored, I would note it. When I heard substantive argumentation from the opposing side, I would note it. 

I was not interested in simply receiving a pat on the back by content that affirmed what I already thought. I was interested in figuring out what the truth was.

I realized that the sign that someone truly valued the truth, would not be found simply in their ability to defend what they knew and believed, but their willingness to critique it. If what they had was true, then it would be able to withstand the harshest judgment. 

Critical thinking drove my curiosity and pursuit of truth. I used the question “why?” like a shovel that calloused my hands. 

As I moved from floor to floor, room to room, cleaning in that old church building, I spent hours and hours listening through Christian sermons, oftentimes listening through the same sermon or sermon series several times. 

I tuned into preachers who tended to explain the central message of the Scripture. Preachers like John Piper, Russell Moore, John MacArthur, and Ryan Fullerton, to name a few. 

I wasn’t as interested in the practicality of the content and how it applied immediately to me, although I took all I could get. I was interested in understanding why the gospel message would resonate at all. 

What was the nature of this particular explanation, the gospel, the so-called ultimate truth? 

I continued to grow in understanding. Not only that the Christian message was accurate but could only be true if it was the central and fundamental explanation of literally everything. 

The more I listened and analyzed, the more I was convinced that this central message of Christianity was a far more superior explanation than any other I had encountered. At the same time, the more I learned and understood, new questions would arise. So, the need to continue to go deeper and journey further remained.

What was the central message of the Bible, and could it be summed up? 

The Christian message, the gospel, can be summed up in five points. I took this from my church youth pastor.


1.  God: He is the greatest entity; eternal, all good, creator of all things.

2.  Man: made in the image of God; made to reflect God and be in perfect relationship with Him.

3.  Sin and Penalty: Man rebelled against God, resulting in death, eternal separation from God.

4.  Jesus: God in flesh, came to earth to die, be buried and rise, on behalf of the sinner.

5.  Repentance and Faith: Man’s response for salvation, be reunited to God by; acknowledgment of guilt of sin and putting trust in Jesus for new life.



What seemed to make the most sense was the idea that in order for the gospel to be true, in all the ways it claimed and at varying levels of analysis, it had to be the foundation upon which all of created reality was built. It had to be the root from which all of natural reality has been produced. 

So, when God is creating, He is patterning the created order and history after the points, the elements that make up the Christian message. This is an incredible concept. 

Paul’s point when he makes his case for marriage in Ephesians, is that when God creates at the beginning and institutes marriage, He is using the blueprint of Christ and His church to do it. 

That doesn’t seem natural at first glance because It’s obvious that Christ and the Church come on the scene so far later in the storyline. It seems like God is getting the idea for Christ and the church from marriage. But when you have a writer/director, who is orchestrating all things, He can unfold the story in that manner. 

As I listened through those sermons, this was the argument I was hearing them make. 

The gospel message was the foundation or the central theme for the existence and meaning of all things. I began to jot down different ways of stating this idea. Here are a few. 


The gospel is central to all of life. 

The gospel makes sense of everything.

The gospel is the interpretive key to understanding the mysteries of the universe, all areas of life, and human experience.

God designed, with the elements and realities of the gospel woven into the fabric of the created order and human experience; so that the meaningfulness of life is found as it relates to, is connected to, based on, reflective or a copy of, the realities of the gospel. 

The gospel is not only the rescue plan for sinners, or the prescription for saints, but is also the DNA of the created order, human existence, and experience. 

The gospel is the DNA of creation, the rescue plan for sinners, and the prescription for saints. 

The gospel is central to all things in two ways:



First, all of history is God’s doing and under His orchestration, in which Christ’s death, burial, and resurrection is the theme. This means everything in the universe, including the individual, plays a role in God’s grand story of history.

Second, the elements, both great and significant, small and insignificant, that make up life experiences, individually reflect and point to the great narrative story of Christ and the church.

Here are a couple of examples of the Christian message being the root of reality.

A preacher once explained the purpose of marriage with five P’s: Purity, Partnership, Procreation, Pleasure, Picture. 

With the framework that marriage was patterned after the gospel, I began to process these five P’s and see if they aligned with what I understood the gospel to entail. They appeared to line up very well. 

If you pushed each of those terms to their end you would land where the gospel says its message is leading. Namely, a place or condition that is 

Pure—right clean. 

Partnership—in relationship. 

Procreation—ongoing life, future, hope. 

Pleasure—happiness. 

Picture—something larger than itself, tied to an eternal highest. 

I jotted down synonyms of each of those “P” words. Then I decided to jot down antonyms of each of those words. What I discovered was that the description when you put all of those antonyms together was something like hell: polluted, alone, dead end, pain, and meaninglessness. 

That’s an example of how the makeup of the reality we all acknowledge as real and meaningful, to whatever degree, is connected to and rooted in this Christian explanation we call the gospel.

One more example. 

The gospel being central to all of reality and desire to see and show its consistency, was a thought I developed after hours of listening to atheists debates. 

From my biased position, it seemed as though no matter how well the opposing argument was constructed, the proponent for atheism was fixed in his position. Yet their most often and strong response was that there was not sufficient evidence for the existence of God. 

So, I came up with this question for the atheist or agnostic: “What would you require as sufficient evidence for the existence of God?” 

Now, this question seeks to take into account the atheist’s worldview, oftentimes being naturalistic. 

After listening to varying kinds of ideas for evidence proposed by atheists of God’s existence that they would be more likely to believe, I realized how insufficient they were. Things like, “If God came down right now,” or, “If God wrote in the sky with the stars, ‘I am real.’” 

Evidence such as these would be fairly easy to ignore or explain away. 

I began to think about what I would require if I were trying to hold to a naturalistic worldview and wanted to figure out what would be the strongest evidence for God. I came up with the concept of incarnation and resurrection. Not Jesus’ incarnation or resurrection, but the concepts.

Anything short of God becoming a human and stepping into history, where He could be related to, talked with, watched, observed, could be disregarded as not enough. 

Becoming a historical figure is important because it places Him at the same level of scrutiny as any other verifiable reality that we judge things by. If He showed up out of thin air for a moment or wrote a message in the sky, that would be far less substantive than becoming a historical figure. 

He would then have to do something that we would acknowledge as the most difficult according to anyone’s standards. Being dead and then coming back to life after a few days, would be in that category. Now, death isn’t just physical, it resonates with the human on the emotional, psychological, spiritual, levels. It’s the greatest enemy of humans. 

In short, the Christian documentation and explanation has in it a degree of evidence for the existence of God that is sufficient according to anyone’s standards, including the historians, the humanists, the psychologists, the naturalists, the religious, or the scientist’s. 

For the moment, whether you believe the offered content as actual or not doesn’t matter. Conceptually, you can’t come up with a higher degree of evidence to be required. You could add to it, but you can’t up the degree of it. 

I state it this way: if you locked twelve naturalistic atheists in a room and they did not come out until they provided the best evidence they would require for the existence of God, through all of their propositions, discussions, critiquing, and brainstorming, the concepts of incarnation and resurrection would be on their final list. 

Journeying down and arriving at this level of understanding and explanation about the Christian worldview was extremely satisfying. 

If the true worldview was analyzed, it would have to resonate at all levels of analysis. It would have to be the source and foundation for all that is. It would have to bring an explanatory power to every field of study no matter how small or great in detail. 

To spend several years analyzing and critiquing Christianity and begin to see how all things were tying together, was extremely meaningful. 

What God was doing with Jesus and His salvation plan was the blueprint for all of reality.  

After years of thinking through that concept, at some point along the way, I realized, that blueprint wasn’t the bottom level.

A question arose in my mind—Jesus and His salvation plan is something particular. Why this plan? Where was it coming from? 

I knew it was coming from God. It was His plan, and He is the one who instituted it. But why the particulars of this plan, centered around Jesus, and operating in this way?

Why create?

Why male and female or any particular that makes up a human?

Why the long length of time between the garden and the Messiah?

Why sacrifice and suffering? 

My initial thought was that God didn’t do anything arbitrarily and certainly not the most important things. Everything He did was initiated and birthed out of who and what He was. 

But what was it about God that produced what we understand the gospel to be; what the created order, history and the human experience is? 

What was the gospel message standing on? Where was it coming from? Why was it something particular and what gave those particulars meaning?

So, although I followed the theologians down to this point, that the central message of the Scripture is the foundation and meaning for all things, I realized that I could inquire further.
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Biblical Theology and the Trinity
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There were two elements that played important roles as I continued drilling down beneath the central message of the Scripture narrative.

The first was developing an understanding of the entirety of the Scripture story. 

In my second year of college, I read through the Bible in a year for the first time. The point was not to spend time going in depth but rather to read at a quick pace to get the overall picture. That was one of the most beneficial studies I’ve done. 

It’s a lot of content. To see it all in one shot, as well as the parts, characters, and individual stories that make it up, really brings tremendous understanding. 

When you put a jigsaw puzzle together, one of the first things you do is look at the picture depicted on the box that shows what the completed puzzle looks like. As you put the pieces together you reference the completed picture to help guide and test whether or not you are putting the pieces together correctly. 

In a lecture series on his Systematic Theology book, Wayne Grudem has seven lectures on how to interpret the Bible. In those lectures, he discusses what Biblical theology is.

Biblical theology is viewing the Bible as a single unit, and how all of the different parts, books, characters, stories, and themes are coming together and operating in unison to make up one large narrative. The entire scriptural narrative is centered around the person and work of Jesus. 

This view of the Bible, as an unfolding story in which all of its parts are linked and supporting one another, really helped me get a handle on the Bible. 

Around the same time, I read a book titled Preaching Christ from the Old Testament by Sidney Greidanus. He walks through a hermeneutical structure which explains how the Old Testament is about and moving toward Jesus. Jesus isn’t just hinted at or mentioned a few times throughout the Old Testament. The Old Testament is playing the crucial role of laying the foundation and being uniquely positioned to produce Jesus as the Messiah. In theological circles we call it seeing, teaching, or preaching Christ from all of Scripture. 

The Village, written and directed by M. Night Shyamalan, is one of my favorite movies.

It involves a group of people who live in a small village. As the movie unfolds, you grow accustomed to their living arrangements, clothing style, speech patterns, and way of life. You quickly learn of the threat lurking in the woods that surround the village and the precautions they take to guard against it. 

It’s not until the last ten minutes of the movie that there is a sudden shift, an unveiling. The entire movie changes and gets turned upside down. 

You thought you were watching a certain kind of movie, with a particular set of characters, with specific motivations, dealing with unique circumstances, and leading to a particular possible outcome. When in fact it wasn’t that at all. There’s a plot twist.

The new information pulled back the curtain to reveal what was previously unknown. The new information then changes everything about the story, characters, and circumstances up to that point. 

So now when you go back and watch the movie again with the information from the end, you begin to see and understand the story at an entirely new level. 

This is precisely one way the Bible is written and should be understood.

When Jesus is on the road to Emmaus and explains to the disciples walking with Him how all of the Old Testament is leading to and about Him, it’s the same point about the entirety of Scripture being a single unit. There is an overarching theme and plot line. 

The apostles, after Jesus ascended and they are filled with the Holy Spirit, preached and explained how everything God was doing up to that point was about bringing Jesus into history to die and resurrect. 

The book of Hebrews goes into significant detail to make the point that what God was doing with all of the particulars of the law, tradition, journey, Israel, kings, prophets, and priests in the Old Testament was unfolding a story that had Jesus as the main character. 

When Paul is discussing marriage in his letters in the New Testament and saying that the great mystery is now being revealed, it is exactly what happens in the last ten minutes of The Village. The veil is pulled back and you are clued into what is really happening in the story. 

Understanding that the gospel was the center, Jesus was the center of the gospel, and the entire Scripture narrative was unified, helped me to begin to see how all of the varying pieces, themes, genres, concepts, events, and characters were coming together to form one explanation of things. 

The second element that I began to give attention to was God as a Trinity. It seemed to be central to who God was and how He operated. Being a trinity wasn’t just another item on a list of characteristics about God but appeared to be near or at the center of who He was and brought all the other characteristics together. 

A friend I was interacting with at the time shared that God being in three persons is perfectly in line with the way the cosmos and humanity functions. God could not and would not create in the fashion that He did if he was not three persons. A unitary God would have no purpose, no glory, and probably no means of creating anything outside of Himself, let alone people, if there was no relational element in Himself first.

This began to make sense as I thought about how the central elements of what God has created and what He was doing in history were things like union, love, and relationship. 

If these things, initiated by God, were not ultimately and primarily rooted in who and what God was in the first place, then they could not be ultimate or significant. This deserves its own time and study but let me leave you with some excerpts from an explanation from Abdu Murray in a Question-and-Answer session. 

Murray mentions that there are three levels to handle the legitimacy of the trinity: the logical possibility, the Biblical warranting, and the Theological necessity of the Trinity. The third one was where I spent the most time processing. Here is how he explains.


When there were no other beings than God, then who was He relating to, before He created us and the angels and all these things? He needed to create something outside of Himself in order to be a relatable or relational being. Because you don’t just love in a vacuum. You have to love someone or something. You have to be merciful and compassionate to someone or something. So, God would have had to create something outside of Himself to be a relational being. The Problem with that is, if God needs something outside of Himself then He can’t be fully great. The Trinity solves the problem. It doesn’t create a problem. It solves it beautifully because God doesn’t need anything outside of Himself to be a relational being. The Father loves the Son. The Son loves the Spirit. The Spirit loves the Father and the Son. And on it goes in eternity, in the community of the Trinity. He never lacks relationship. He defines relationship. And therefore, He is a Great God.—Abdu Murray, RZIM HQ “Is the Trinity A Contradiction? Abdu Murray Q&A RZIM,” YouTube, April 6, 2020, 11:20. 

https://youtu.be/xYFSN-Ix7iE
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5

My Political Awakening
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I couldn’t care less about politics. Growing up, my dad was into politics and was always up to speed on what was happening on the national, state, and local levels. Living in Chicago, the politics were certainly something to be concerned about.

But me, I just didn’t care. The reason was, I didn’t understand. There was just no place in my conceptual framework for the political domain. But that was about to change. 

I came across a New York Times bestselling author, Eric Metaxas, and a series he hosts titled, “Socrates in the City.” In this series, Eric hosts influential figures from a wide spectrum of fields including scientists, politicians, philosophers, and writers.

One guest in particular, Os Guinness, piqued my interest. He discussed the current political state from a philosophical framework that was rooted theologically. It wasn’t the typical evangelical talking points that I and so many were so accustomed to. 

It became clear, as I listened, that politics was nested inside philosophical ideas. Dr. Guinness was able to unpack some of those ideas. This helped me get a handle on why politics was such a big deal. 

Around the same time, I came across people like Ben Shapiro, Andrew Klavan, Thomas Sowell, and Dave Rubin. Each was interested in politics but were able to bring context to the discussion that pulled back the veil to show more of what was behind and underneath the issues. 

In this information age and era of social media, it became apparent that memes, paragraph posts, and three-minute videos on some of the most controversial topics are what dominated. Quite a significant problem. The opposite was needed. 

Finding the places where topics were given more time and space to be explored, discussed, and argued over seemed to be a far more beneficial means in learning, understanding, and pursuing truth. 

Politics, at least in the American context, was predominantly divided between conservative and liberal. Of all possible values and ways of dividing, why was it split up in this way?

I began to think about what each of those two opposite values meant independently and in relation to one another. At the same time, I was listening to voices who helped me see the philosophy underneath which the politics stood.

One of the most significant problems in our political arena and in the public square today is the absence of philosophical understanding upon which our politics rest. 

What is the value of liberalism? Not politically, just the concept of being liberal all by itself. There is a priority there that is so fundamental to being human, to surviving and thriving, that it’s no wonder that it is of highest value for an entire society. 

The same could be said for the concept of being conservative. 
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