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THE STRATEGIC CONTEXT 
 

I want to thank all of you for being here and for inviting me to contribute some thoughts to the critical question 

of what we should be doing for our part in the efforts of the Church given the situation which we face in the 

surrounding culture.   

I have promised in my title a strategy.  We need a strategy because we are at war.  It is not a war against other 

human beings (even if those human beings are at war with us).  It is a war against what St. Paul calls the 

Kosmocrats of the darkness of our age: bodiless, wickedly smart,  highly accomplished ruiners of worlds.  You 

may not as a practical matter believe in them but I assure you they believe in you.  Bodiless, they fight without 

bullets.  Wickedly smart, they fight with ideas. 

These ideas are highly effective weapons of mass destruction.  One person in the grip of a gnostic totalitarian 

idea is relatively harmless. The idea itself can blind and harness millions, who personalize them, become the 

vehicle for their activity and lay waste to whole societies and regions of the world.  This is not a theoretical risk.  

We are somewhere in the middle of one of the most destructive assaults of such malignant ideas in history.  

The gnostic ideologies that drove the convulsions of the 20th century are gaining ascendancy again in the 

universities and in the wider culture, and they represent an ongoing mortal threat to civilization.  Whether we 

like it or not the history of our lives will be in large measure determined by the effectiveness of our warfare 

against those ideas.  

I think we could use some experienced advice from a military strategist.  The sixth century BC Chinese general 

Sun Tsu says first we must have a thorough knowledge of our own strengths and weaknesses as well as the 

strengths and weaknesses of our enemy.  Then we should ruthlessly attack the enemy at his weakest point 

using our greatest strength.  Sun Tsu guarantees a win unless we fail one of three tests:  1. failing to weigh the 

risks carefully 2. Holding back out of cowardice   3. Being unwilling ask others to suffer in order to win the 

battle. 

What is the greatest weakness of the Kosmocrats?  What strengths do we have to array against that weak 

point?  What are the risks?  Are we willing to both suffer and ask others to suffer?  Do we have the stomach for 

war? 
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AWAKENING TO A WORLD CREATED AND GOVERNED BY THE LOGOS 

 

Before we lay out the battle maps we must overcome a serious weakness in our ability to read them that has 

thus far proven fatal in this conflict:  we are not very good at thinking about cosmology.  The early church was 

very animated by the reality that the Logos designed, built and controls the cosmos -- not merely as a 

philosophical concept, but as an ontological and physical reality.  Many pagans shared this tenet of cosmology 

with us, including Stoicism and Platonism in the West as well as Taoism, Chinese Buddhism, and Confucianism in 

the East.  It was explicitly rejected by some philosophers, particularly the Epicureans, and all gnostics.   

As the Christian philosophical synthesis came to predominate, our mental muscles once sharpened by 

controversies about cosmology weakened from neglect.  By contrast, the gnostic systems we are facing are very 

interested in the cosmological roots of reality and have created powerful mythologies about those roots that 

have become the presumed common sense of our age.  This is the key to their domination. 

I’m going to take Marxism as an important example today because of the current surge of cultural Marxism 

dominating the universities and rapidly moving into society.  The simple act of glancing through Karl Marx's 

doctoral dissertation shows that his revolutionary thought was not first political or economic.  Marxism is 

rooted in a cosmos that is revolutionary at its very roots. 

Following the arguments of Epicurus, Marx explores the following question:  if all atoms are the same and all 

move under the same force of gravity, then why do they not just travel forever in a straight line?  Epicurus’ 

answer is that some atoms swerve imperceptibly away from a straight line, and do so without an external 

cause.  Lucretius says that these atoms are consciously breaking the bonds of fate.  Marx says that this means 

that "there is something in its breast that can fight back and resist."  For Marx the actual source of being for the 

atom is its resistance to the straight line which Marx calls "the mode of being which it has to negate." Atoms 

complete their self-realization by being repulsed by other atoms.  They only come together because of a shared 

repulsion for those other atoms. 

Thus for atoms, for men, and for groups of men, being itself is defined by resistance to that which orders the 

cosmos and resistance against others.  Utopia is found by escaping the suffering caused by these constraining 

forces and achieving a state undisturbed by the notion that the gods impose order on the world.  It is from this 

cosmology that Marx developed his historiography - the myth of eternal class struggle in which groups find their 

very identity in their war with one another and their war with the constraints of the cosmos.   

Marxism gained so much acceptance not because of its appeal as a political or economic system.  In fact its 

ideals have survived multiple, catastrophic failures of the political and economic systems built upon them.  The 

appeal of Marxism is in a cosmology that explains where being comes from, assigns blame for our suffering, and 

provides a path to channel one’s resentments into a collective myth of escape to utopia.   

The ancient Christian philosophical synthesis brought in an understanding in common with both Stoics and 

Platonists of the Logos ordering the Cosmos.  It rejected along with nearly everyone else Epicurus’ idea of a self-
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forming and self-governing Cosmos.  Despite modernity’s claims to novelty, at its root it can be seen as an 

enlightenment revival of then-2300-year-old Epicureanism, which the philosophes transformed into a myth of 

rational science triumphing over primitive cosmologies.  Neo-epicureanism enthroned human rationality while 

strangely ignoring the implications of the obvious non-human ordering intelligence behind natural phenomena. 

Reductionist materialism is an age old metaphysical belief, not a new scientific theory proven by 

experimentation.  In fact, for nearly a century, science itself has been eroding the basis of this metaphysical 

belief, increasingly rendering it a system of faith that bravely persists in spite of abundant rational and empirical 

evidence.   

Einstein destroyed the notion of a hard line between matter and energy by showing that they are two sides of 

the same coin and have an exact mathematical relationship.  It has been discovered with incomprehensibly 

explosive results that Epicurus' indestructible atom can be destroyed, and that it consists of quantum particles 

which have logical states that store information and transform it over time.  Computer scientists have now 

succeeded in early experiments to harness these quantum states to store and process information millions of 

times faster than the fastest supercomputers.  I was a regular participant in a philosophy of physics seminar at 

All Souls College in Oxford.  There it was a commonly held notion that the cosmos is energy actively configured 

by information rather than the dumb clockwork many materialists still assume is the scientific view. 

Epicurus said that all that existed were atoms and the metacosmia – the void.  The void held nothing but the 

immaterial gods, which had nothing to do with the material realm.  Atheistic materialism is just a neo-Epicurean 

metaphysics that makes that which is visible and solid the only reality.  But again, 20th century quantum 

dynamics has destroyed this metaphysical model.  According to the materialist model, if you produce a perfect 

vacuum in which there are no atoms, there is nothing there.  Quantum dynamics says that that void is filled 

with a constant activity of creation and destruction of particles.  Now that we can detect what is in the void we 

have also learned that about 96% of what is there in the cosmos is something that is not atoms, is not light, is 

currently incomprehensible to us, and is controlling the interaction of the atoms and accelerating the expansion 

of the universe from the void.   

Atoms do seem to behave badly at times, or at least in ways that are impossible for humans to precisely predict 

and control.  Heisenburg discovered that at the scale of the electrons swarming around an atom, the very idea 

of precise location and direction has no meaning in nature and can't be predicted, not even theoretically.  The 

next time you observe smoke from incense in a ray of sunshine, look closely at the motion of the smoke 

particles bumping through the air.  They are being moved around by the impacts of countless molecules moving 

at random, a process known as Brownian Motion.  Those specs of oxidized frankincense are gigantic compared 

to an atom, and millions of atoms can act randomly on them in a way that statistically leads to a predictable 

path.  But at the atomic level, predictability goes away and the motion should be completely random.   

But there's a tiny elephant in the living room called DNA.  The physicist Edwin Schroedinger gave a paper 

entitled "What is life" in which he theorized about what he called an aperiodic crystal as the carrier of life itself.  

He knew that what he was predicting was impossible because of Brownian motion, because it would require (in 
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his words) "incredibly small groups of atoms, much too small to display exact statistical laws... [to] ...play a 

dominating role in producing very orderly and lawful events within a living organism."  Watson and Crick were 

so convinced by Schroedinger’s prediction of these impossibly harmonized atoms that they launched the search 

that led to their discovery of the double helix of DNA.  Schroedinger's aperiodic crystal is in every one of the 70 

Trillion cells in your body proving that both life and the Cosmos happen because something is orchestrating all 

of these particles together in a way that defies our deepest understandings of both physics and biology.   

When atoms do deviate from these patterns, the result is destructive rather than constructive.  The errant 

atoms in carbon structures that lead to genetic mutations were put forth as the mechanism for pushing 

evolution forward by producing a variety of creatures to be sorted out by natural selection, but Darwin himself 

held out serious doubts that random mutation alone could account for even a small part of the apparently 

massive simultaneous explosion of new body types being discovered as shale field fossils in his own day.  

Decades of research into huge samples of genetic mutation data have only shown deleterious effects from 

mutation and never the formation of complex new structures.  A single flagellum that enables a cell to swim 

requires the orchestration of 150,000 proteins to come together into a rotary nanomachine.  There is no 

evidence that the random atom behaving badly can even take one step towards such an achievement.  The 

atoms that swerve from their intended path can boast cancer as among their most impactful achievements, for 

which I have found little reason to admire their supposed propensity to resist so praised by the Marxists. 

Science has been on a continuous journey of discovery into the vast amounts of information inherent in the 

cosmos.  The cosmos has been teaching us more and more complex mathematics just to keep up with our 

understanding of what it is happening in it.  Many new (and to some apparently useless) mathematical 

disciplines have been developed in the past hundred years only to later discover that the they allow us to 

understand and predict things that were already operating according to those mathematics in the cosmos 

before we developed them.  Using nothing but mathematics, Pierre-Simon Laplace predicted at the turn of the 

19th century that stars would collapse into black holes.  220 years later we have finally seen a black hole, 

behaving precisely according to his calculations.  Laplace saw in such events a powerful mind capable of 

understanding everything that would ever happen in the cosmos and all of the interrelationships. 

Hundreds of physical constants have now been identified which must be precisely set to their current levels in 

order to make life exist.  The probability of this having happened is so astronomically low that in a desperate 

effort to make the math work, a leading theory has developed called multiverse theory -  there are an infinite 

number of universes containing every possible combination of every event throughout all time and because – 

and only because- of this, our impossibly specific universe is possible.   If there is a place in the mind of man 

furthest away from the simplicity of Occam's Razor, it must be multiverse theory.  It is useful to us as a measure 

of the desperation facing those who wish to sustain faith in an ancient Epicurean materialist myth that the 

cosmos is self-created through random events in the face of massive evidence to the contrary. 

I could go on in this vein for days, but must sadly leave the science to the scientists.  For our purposes, my point 

is that Marx is not just a bad philosopher, historian and political and economic theorist.  Marx is all of these 

things because he is a bad cosmologist and a bad scientist.  The exclusively material world of randomly errant 
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atoms that somehow create a world - not just with no orchestrating principle, but in active defiance of 

orchestrating principles, becomes more and more every day an antiquated notion empirically verifiable as a 

delusion.  Marx’s invisible historical force eternally dividing humanity into classes that have their being because 

they go to war with one another and with divine order is rooted in an ancient Epicurean cosmology rejected 

globally in the 6th century BC from Socrates to Shanghai.  It had a new flourishing for a few centuries following 

the enlightenment but has been devastated under the weight of our growing awareness of the sheer volume of 

information – of Logos - that fills and orders the cosmos.   

I wish I could say that when the average Christian takes out his mental map of the world this is what he sees.  

Sadly, innumerable professing Christians take out a map handed to them by others dividing the world into 

regions of faith and reason and accept the caricature that we represent an outmoded, extinct cosmology 

replaced by shiny new science.  For many the map is also balkanized into warring economic classes, races, 

genders and sexual proclivities.  We unconsciously acquiesce to the Marxist myth of the inevitability of progress 

towards a utopia by oppressed classes that derive their very being by fighting their oppressors and fighting the 

way in which the Logos has ordered the cosmos.   

If we consciously or unconsciously see the world through a cosmology radically out of step not just with Judaism 

and Christianity, not just with the the best of ancient philosophy, not just with cutting edge science, but even 

with reality itself, we will not read the landscape of our warfare correctly.  We will see ourselves as weak where 

we are strong and the Kosmocrats as strong where they are weak and we can be therefore be assured of 

defeat.  We will have to wait with everyone else to see, again, why the dangerous game played by Epicurus, the 

philosophes, Marx, Hitler, Stalin, Lenin, Mao, Pol Pot and Chavez leads again to a catastrophic unraveling on its 

way to a utopia that has never and can never be reached by a mass flight from reality. 

To win we must ourselves awaken to a world made and ordered by the Logos   This is much harder than it 

sounds, because facing truth is very difficult.  Until we have done it, we cannot fault our culture for failing to do 

so.  Judgment begins at the house of God so that metanoia can begin there.  As individuals we must learn to live 

the truth so that we do not obscure our vision and lose our direction.  When things do go wrong we must 

endure the curative process of identifying what went wrong, engaging in a painful dialogue with the Logos, 

being dismantled and rebuilt according to His nature.  We can't complain about the structure of the world until 

we stop lying to ourselves and others about our own relationship to it because if we don’t we will never know 

to what extent we are contributing to the disease.  

 

THE GREATEST VULNERABILITY OF GNOSTIC SYSTEMS 
 

And here I will tell you what I believe to be the Achilles Heel, the missing scale on the dragon, the chink in the 

armor, the unlocked barn door, the Kryptonite of the Kosmocrats.   The extremes to which those possessed by 

these ideologies are willing to go to restrict speech and harm those who will not be silent demonstrate for us 
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what they most want us not to do.  Public shaming, slander, censorship, legal and regulatory restriction, jailings, 

firings, refusing access to financial services, exclusion from an increasing number of professions, organized 

boycotts on businesses and organized violence all cost money, take effort and spend political capital.  This only 

makes sense if our speech is highly dangerous to them at a particularly vulnerable point. 

George Orwell in his essay "Looking Back on the Spanish War,"  sought to answer the question frequently asked 

in Europe amongst the rubble of World War II: Why?  His answer is chilling.  He said the cause was the death of 

respect for objective truth which allowed those with political and economic interests to employ journalists and 

propagandists and many who were both at the same time to enrage the passions of millions with complete 

falsehoods while concealing inconvenient atrocities. 

A common form of reeducation under Soviet Marxism was to place a person in a room with 5 objects and ask 

them to count how many there were until they gave the politically correct answer that there were four.  If they 

persisted in counting to five they were subjected to any means of persuasion necessary to break their will to 

discern reality, or at least their will to voice reality.  Gnostic systems require the consenting silence of those 

who know what needs to be said.  They dissolve in the face of a relentless voicing of reality.   

Marx was completely aware of this vulnerability right after he first moved to Paris at the ripe old age of 25.  In 

his Economic And Philosophical Manuscripts of 1844, he presents a simple solution that has been implemented 

to the present day.  Marx knew that his system hung on the idea that being itself derives from resistance to the 

external order imposed by others.  He knew that what he called the “individual man” as opposed to the 

“socialist man” would argue that man must have his true being in an actual created origin.  Marx admits that 

without that origin he cannot prove that the cosmos or man are real.  He then tells the ‘individual man’ who 

questions "give up your abstractions and you will give up your question along with it... Do not think, do not 

question me... for Socialist man" the question "becomes a practical impossibility."  When Socialist man speaks, 

the individual man must be silent. 

Tyranny is the deliberate removal of nuance.  When you tear a man's tongue out you do not prove that what he 

is saying is wrong.  You prove that you are terrified of what he will say next.   While denying the claims of true 

reality gnostics live, and force others to live, in a simulacrum of reality, with reality ripped from its heart and 

replaced by a delusional operating system for producing a utopia.  And in order to keep the game going, they 

attempt to force those who know the game is up to live in silence. 

At this moment in time we still have the possibility of speaking truth relentlessly without the certainty of 

terrible suffering, and the possibility of speaking into reality a world in which truth is again allowed to be 

spoken.  If we do not speak now then I believe that one or both of those possibilities will soon disappear.   

We have a major strategic advantage to the extent that our speech corresponds to the speech of the One who 

still holds all things together by the Logos of His power.  In a battle of words and ideas we have the deck stacked 

unfairly in our favor. That is precisely why the other side avoids debate and gravitates toward tyrannical 

suppression of that kind of speech.  It is precisely why our strategy should be to relentlessly voice reality.   
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The fact that the Logos corresponds to the deepest roots of reality itself means that faith in the Logos means 

something much different than the category faith is relegated to in popular culture and even I fear in our 

churches.  If you consult the great universal oracle Google it will tell you that faith is the belief in the truth of 

something that does not require any evidence and may not be provable by any empirical or rational means.  We 

have a much better definition from a Letter written to a Jewish community in the first century. 

After the Author tells us that Christ was the agent of creation and therefore the eternal Logos, he says that faith 

is the hypostasis – the substantia of what we hope to actually experience and the elenchos – the legal proof by 

trial – of what is unseen.  That is a thoroughly empirical definition which is the opposite of mere wishful thinking 

and much more akin to the use of theory in science.  Faith is not inherently virtuous and is frequently directed 

towards that which is not true and eventually that untruth will become apparent.  Far from claiming that it does 

not matter if what we believe is actually real, we stake everything on it being real, inviting falsification at every 

step by acting at great risk relying on the presumption of its reality. 

If you want to find people believing in unreality regardless of evidence you might want to go say the following 

on a university sidewalk:  “There are two sexes designed to serve different roles in a unity of purpose”.."A baby 

comes from a man and a woman"  "Each of us has only half of a reproductive system, though it is designed to 

give pleasure, it is also designed to make babies, and only includes very specific organs."  Then you can 

encounter the belief in the truth of something that does not require any evidence and may not be provable by 

any empirical or rational means.  Then you will see empirical rational science infinitely verifiable by anyone 

breathing being suppressed by the blindest imaginable blind faith.   

In addition to being dangerous, affirming simple realities in the face of such faith is enormously simple and 

simplifying.  When our minds are no longer required to deny bodily realities in order to go along with the 

zeitgeist, the levels of our being are synchronized.  We don’t have to live with our mind full of contradictions.  

We can offer relief to those struggling in the dangerous mental labyrinths of a highly irrational and dogmatic 

political correctness. 

The presence of the Logos in every person also means that we are speaking that which humans can’t not know.  

Helping others return to innate knowledge means that we don't have to do this perfectly, and can rely on reality 

to emerge inexorably as the layers of delusion are exposed.  We don’t even need to try to convince people.  We 

just need to say what we believe to be true as clearly as we can.  We can then listen to the responses of others 

with true respect for the Logos in them.  We can recognize truth wherever we hear it and refine the message 

when it is possible to do so.  It can and must be done experimentally in an a willing encounter with the 

unknown precisely because ultimate Knowledge is not under our control. 
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RELENTLESSLY VOICING REALITY 

 

Sun Tsu tells us that if we know where our greatest strength can be arrayed against the enemy's greatest 

weakness we simply need to look for the opportune moment to do so, and, having weighed the risks, be 

courageous enough to endure together the suffering necessary to bring certain victory.  How might we turn the 

strategy of relentlessly voicing reality into tactical action? 

We are privileged to have this conversation at a time when our options for doing so are expanding more rapidly 

than at any point in human history.  In the year 1450 every book in Europe was a hand copied manuscript and 

they numbered in the thousands.  Ten years later they were printed and there were millions.  A major part of 

that innovation took place here in Mainz at the hands of Johannes Gutenberg.  The control of the flow of 

information by a very select oligarchy was broken, and the number of those able to engage in mass 

communication greatly expanded.   

But until just recently the expense of printing still allowed a large amount of control by a small number of 

people.  Let’s go back just 50 years, when those who controlled the world’s media seemed largely uninterested 

in exposing the lies of Soviet communism and the suffering it was causing.  Alexandr Solzhenitsyn was 

determined to do so.   Because of the constraints of print media he had to secretly write small sections by hand 

over a decade and hide them with various friends.  The KGB confiscated a large cache of his materials.  He was 

only able to publish outside of Russia and was forced into exile six weeks later.  But once these obstacles were 

overcome, and Solzhenitsyn’s Gulag Archipelego made it to the grandchild of Herr Gutenberg’s press, no 

credible intellectual would ever be able to defend the Soviet flavor of Marxism again. 

Only 50 years later the mass publishing of text is within the easy reach of every single person in the West.  In 

1991, there was one website.  Now there are almost 2 billion.  Radio and then television have enjoyed what will 

turn out to be a very brief dominance.  In 2004 the first internet audio broadcast, or podcast, took place.  Now 

over 60 Million people listen to a podcast at least once a week, and long form podcasts are the fastest growing 

form of media in the world.  Just 20 years ago the tools of professional quality audio and video production were 

under the control of governments and a very small number of wealthy families who owned media corporations.  

These capabilities are now available to everyone in this room. 

Technologically we are at a moment that will overshadow Gutenberg in its implications for how communication 

is carried out worldwide.  Our response should be a concerted effort to relentlessly voice reality using these 

tools to their best advantage.  

And here is a warning:  What if we don’t speak?  if we do not speak, then our own resentments and frustrations 

will continue to build until they are strong enough to destroy us.  Reality violated does not go away, and when 

we try to accept the suppression of reality and try to obey those who tell us we cannot voice it, it creates 

internal conflict that eventually becomes unbearable.  Whatever risks we pose by speaking up (and those risks 

are real), they pale by comparison to the risk of what we ourselves might become if we do not speak.  Surely 
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there is sometimes a virtuous silence accompanied by Grace to dissipate the resentment and frustration.  But 

cowardice is the abandonment of all virtue at once, and if our silence is from cowardice we should not presume 

on such divine assistance.  If we choose to watch in silence knowing what desperately needs to be said we may 

ourselves be swept by our own resentments into the maelstrom of humanity raging in a world built on lies.  

When human relationships are about to be severed by death, our concern becomes very focused.  Our largest 

regrets at the deathbeds of others and on our own gravitate inexorably to the things that we have not said that 

need to be said.  Doesn't this suggest that our most urgent innate sense of purpose as humans is speaking 

Logos into the minds of others, ordering the Cosmos into a place that is habitable by speaking truth in love.   

 

THE LOGOS CREATES HABITABLE SPACE FOR HUMAN THRIVING 
 

That is why is not just about making sure we file a minority report in our time.  Logos is never just theoretical.  

The Logos spoke into primordial chaos and transformed chaotic potential into actual habitable order.  The 

Logos in us is the power of truthful speech to dissolve structures built on falsehood and bring well-being that 

supports human thriving into existence.    We have the power and therefore the obligation to change the future 

by speaking the truth.  

By contrast gnosticism flees truth seeking utopia but ends up creating hell on earth.   A culture that rightly 

recognizes the fragility and complexity of natural ecosystems experiments ruthlessly with the human 

ecosystem.  A culture hell-bent on destroying hierarchy produces hierarchies so rigid they yield ever more 

creative means of oppression.  

Scientism set out to prove that morality, meaning, family, community, worship and the transcendent were 

merely physiological phenomena.  They proved beyond their wildest dreams our innate wiring for these things 

but those very proofs now make two questions unavoidable – why is it that way, and what do we risk by 

designing societies that violate that innate wiring?  Some of the most interesting thinkers today are atheists 

that freely acknowledge the deep necessity of all of those things but are trying to figure out how to get to them 

without a God and without the mess of religion.   

Fortunately God is able to get to them messes and all.  God so loved the Cosmos - the incarnation is an 

engagement with the cosmic order's disorder for the purpose of restoring it to order.  The direction, the telos, 

of salvation is back towards an original purpose, not a return to a static archaic state, but towards a future 

which is paradise because all creatures are restored to their true nature and are drawn back together after a 

foolish age of civil war into a divinely ordered will to collaborate, a harmonious dance that restores the all-too 

fragile beauty of ecosystems, societies, families, and people. 

The world around us will begin to transform when and only when we learn to follow the Logos become flesh 

and instantiate these ideas into the local, the specific, the human, the personal.  The proof is in the pudding.  
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You can't work towards well being if you can't first define what it is, and if you don't then you will work towards 

something that is not well being.   

In that sense we also aim at the destruction of an old order, not to establish our own tyranny but as a liberating 

force building communities of refuge, providing inarguable empirical proof of what works and an implicit 

rebuke to the absurdities and suffering caused by systems built on lies.  The Christian ideal has not been tried 

and found wanting, it has been found difficult and left untried.   

We have seen the gaping vulnerability of the Kosmocrats and the opportunity for victory that it presents.  We 

have seen the greatly unfair advantage that we have at that point of attack.  According to Sun Tsu, we are only 

two tests away from certain victory: 

Do we have the courage to strike?  Are we willing to suffer and to ask others to suffer? 

 

THE COURAGE TO FIGHT AND THE WILL TO SUFFER 
 

It turns out the central issue in this war of ideas turns on the meaning of suffering.  Extreme suffering forces 

everyone to ask the question of whether being itself is evil, along with the One who made it.  The gnostic 

answer is yes, and therefore the moral imperative is to go to war with Him, with his creatures, and with His 

order.  Our answer is to affirm the goodness of being because it is God’s good creation distorted by that very 

rebellion of creatures and therefore need of a restoration to its original harmonized order. 

The Logos made flesh experienced suffering on a Roman cross in a way that seemed like He was being 

intentionally abandoned by God to the power of an evil regime.  We too must enter suffering, and believe into 

the reality of the Logos even in the deepest encounter with the pain of the unknown and the unknowable.   

The ideal human is therefore the one that suffers in order to speak truth to change the world.  This is the  

essence of the heroic across cultural stories going back to the beginning of civilization:  the willingness to give 

meaning to suffering by confronting the unknown, being willing to see reality as much it can be seen, and then 

describe it to others as accurately as possible.  This encounter with the Logos that transforms both the hero and 

the world he serves is what all heroes have in common.   

Our call to join in this strategically sound conflict is therefore a call to make our lives a great story, a call to true 

heroism.  It is a call that will resonate with the deepest innate desires of those with whom we serve, bring out 

the best in them, give their lives deep and enduring meaning, and elicit efforts that will make us gape in 

astonishment.  It is a call to relentlessly voice reality to bring a new and thriving world into being. 
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