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SixteenyearsagoI stoodin theDepartmentof Gov-
ernmentof theUniversityof Texastogiveatalk. I was
fresh out of graduateschool,and it was my here’s-
why-you-should-hire-melecture. I wantedto teach
aboutethicsandpolitics, soasacademicjob seekers
doeverywhere,I wasshowing thefacultymy stuff.

So what did I tell them? Two things. The first was
thatwe humanbeingsjust makeup thedifferencebe-
tweengood andevil; the secondwas that we aren’t
responsiblefor whatwe do anyway. And I laid out a
ten-yearplan for rebuilding ethicalandpolitical the-
ory on thesetwo propositions.

Doesthat seemto you a goodplan for gettinga job
teachingtheyoung?Or doesit seema betterplanfor
gettingcommittedto thestatementalhospital?Well,
I wasn’t committedto thestatementalhospital,but I
did geta job teachingtheyoung.

I’ ve beenasked to tell you how I becamea nihilist,
and I’ ve beenasked to tell you how I escapedfrom
nihilism.

PerhapsI shouldfirst explain just whatmy argument
for nihilism was.
As I mentionedabove, I madetwo claims: first that
we make up the differencebetweengood and evil,
secondthatwearen’t responsiblefor whatwedoany-
way. My argumentreversedthis order, becausefirst
I deniedfree will. The reasoningwasnot very orig-
inal. Everythingwe do or think or feel, I thought,is
just an effect of prior causes.It doesn’t matterthat
someof thoseprior causesaremy previousdeedsor
thoughtsor feelings,becausethosewould be effects
of still earliercauses,andif we tracedthechainfur-
therandfurtherback,sooneror laterwe would come
to causesthat areoutsideof me completely, suchas
my heredityandenvironment.
SecondI concludedthat if we don’t have free will,
thengoodandevil can’t makesense.Ontheonehand
I’m notresponsiblefor my deeds,soI can’t bepraised
or blamedfor goodor evil; on theotherhandI’m not
responsiblefor my thoughts,soI can’t have any con-
fidencethat my reasoningwill lead me to the truth
aboutgoodandevil. Sofar it mayseemthatmy argu-
mentwasmerelyskeptical,notnihilist. But I reasoned
thatif thegoodfor mancannotbeknown to man,then
it cannotbeofferedto manashis good;for all practi-
cal purposes,thereis nogood.
This practical nihilism was linked with a practical
atheism,for my argumentswere couchedin sucha
way that I thought they applied to God too. He
couldn’t escapecausalityeither, I thought; therefore
Hecouldn’t possessconfidentknowledgeof goodand
evil any more than I could. And even if He could
achieve sucha standard,it would make no sensefor
Him to enforceit. Trappedin causalitylike Him, hu-
manbeingshave no ultimatecontrol over their con-
duct. TheupshotwasthatalthoughGodmight exist,
He would be irrelevant. I couldn’t quite rule out the
existenceof God, but I thoughtI could rule out the
existenceof aGodthatmattered.
Holes Large and Numerous
Theholesin theprecedingargumentsaresolargethat
onecanseelight throughthem. Onehole is that in
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order to deny free will I assumedthat I understood
causality. That is foolish becauseI didn’t know what
causalityreally is any more than I understandwhat
free will really is. They are equally wonderful and
mysterious,soI hadno businesspretendingto under-
standonein orderto attacktheother. Anotherprob-
lem is that my argumentwasself-referentiallyinco-
herent.If my lackof freewill mademy reasoningun-
reliablesoI couldn’t find out which ideasaboutgood
andevil aretrue, thenby the sametoken I shouldn’t
havebeenableto find out which ideasaboutfreewill
aretrueeither. But in thatcaseI hadnobusinessdeny-
ing thatI hadfreewill in thefirst place.

At this point two thingsmustbe clearly understood.
Thefirst: Onemight think thatmy argumentsfor ni-
hilism werewhatledmeto becomeanihilist, but that
is not true. I wascommittedto nihilism already, and
cooked up the argumentsonly to rationalizeit. The
second:Onemight think that my recognitionof the
holesin theargumentswerewhatenabledmeto “es-
cape”nihilism, but that is not true either. I saw the
holesin my argumentsevenat the time, andcovered
them over with elaboratenonsenselike the needto
take anironic view of reality. Goodandevil just had
to bemeaninglessandpersonalresponsibilityjusthad
to be nonexistent. The argumentsweresecondary. I
wasdetermined.

A friend, may he forgive me for quotinghim, thinks
my dismissalof my previousrationalizationsaselab-
oratenonsense.Doesit seemtoo pat?Is it really that
simple?Theansweris thatyes,it really is thatsimple.
In my presentopinion(thoughnotmy opinionof six-
teenyearsago),modernethicsis goingaboutmatters
backwards.It assumesthattheproblemof humansin
is mainly cognitive, that it hasto do with thestateof
ourknowledge.In otherwords,it holdsthatwereally
don’t know what’s right and wrong and that we are
trying to find out. Actually theproblemis volitional.
It hasto do with thestateof our will. In otherwords,
by andlargewedoknow thebasicsof right andwrong
but wish we didn’t, andwe aretrying, for onereason
or another, to keepourselvesin ignorance.Is this an
ad hominemargumentthat becausemy motive was
bad, my nihilism must have beenfalse? No, it is a
diagnosis,with myself ascasein point. My nihilism
was“f alse” becauseit wasself-referentiallyincoher-
ent. [There may exist nihilisms which are falsefor
reasonsother thanself-referentiallyincoherency, but
I amspeakingonly of theversionI heldmyself.] The

motive was“bad” becausealthoughI knew this to be
thecase,ratherthangive up thenihilism I embraced
the incoherency. What onemustdo with sucha fel-
low asI oncewasis not to tell him what he doesn’t
know (becausehereally knows it), but to blow away
thesmokescreensby whichhehidesfrom theknowl-
edgehehasalready.
The Motives Behind Nihilism
Thenhow did I becomea nihilist? Why wasI sode-
termined?Whatweremy realmotives?
Therewere quite a few. One was that having been
caughtup in radical politics of the late ’sixties and
early’seventies,I hadmy own ideasaboutredeeming
the world, ideasthat were opposedto the Christian
faith of my childhood. As I got further and further
from God,I alsogot furtherandfurtherfrom common
senseabouta lot of otherthings,includingmoral law
andpersonalresponsibility.
Thatfirst reasonfor nihilism led to asecond.By now
I hadcommittedcertainsinsthat I didn’t want to re-
pent. Becausethe presenceof God mademe more
andmoreuncomfortable,I beganlooking for reasons
to believethatHedidn’t exist. It’ sa funny thingabout
us humanbeings:not many of us doubtGod’s exis-
tenceandthenstartsinning. Most of ussin andthen
startdoubtingHis existence.
A third reasonfor beinga nihilist wassimply thatni-
hilism wastaughtto me. I may have beenraisedby
Christianparents,but I’d heardall throughschoolthat
eventhemostbasicideasaboutgoodandevil aredif-
ferent in every society. That’s empirically false as
C.S. Lewis remarked, “cultures may disagreeabout
whethera manmay have onewife or four, but all of
themknow aboutmarriage;they maydisagreeabout
which actionsaremostcourageous,but noneof them
rank cowardiceas a virtue.” But by the time I was
taughtthe falseanthropologyof the times, I wanted
verymuchto believe it.
A fourth reason,relatedto the last,wasthevery way
I wastaughtto uselanguage.My highschoolEnglish
teachersweredeterminedto teachme the difference
betweenwhat they calledfactsandwhat they called
opinions,andI noticedthat moral propositionswere
alwaysincludedamongtheopinions.My collegeso-
cial scienceteacherswereequallydeterminedto teach
methedifferencebetweenwhat they calledfactsand
what they called“values,” andto muchthe sameef-
fect: theatomicweightof sodiumwasa fact,but the
wrong of murderwasnot. I thoughtthat to speakin
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this fashionwasto be logical. Of courseit hadnoth-
ing to do with logic; it wasmerelynihilism itself, in
disguise.
A fifth reasonfor nihilism was that disbelieving in
Godwasagoodwayto getbackatHim for thevarious
thingswhichpredictablywentwrongin my life afterI
hadlostholdof Him. Now of courseif Goddidn’t ex-
ist thenI couldn’t getbackat Him, sothis mayseem
a strangesort of disbelief. But mostdisbelief is like
that.
A sixth reasonfor nihilism was that I had cometo
confusesciencewith a certainworld view, onewhich
many sciencewritershold but that really hasnothing
to with science.I meantheview that nothingis real
but matter. If nothing is real but matter, then there
couldn’t besuchthingsasminds,moral law, or God,
could there? After all, noneof thosearematter. Of
coursenoteventhepropertiesof matterarematter, so
afterawhile it becamehardto believe in matteritself.
But by thattimeI wassodisorderedthatI couldn’t tell
how disorderedI was.I recognizedthatI hadcommit-
tedyetanotherincoherency, but I concludedthatreal-
ity itself wasincoherent,andthat I waspretty clever
to have figuredthis out even moreso, becausein an
incoherentworld, figuringdidn’t makesenseeither.
A seventh and reinforcing reasonfor nihilism was
that for all of the other reasons,I had fallen under
the spell of the nineteenth-centuryGermanwriter
Friedrich Nietzsche. I was, if anything, more Niet-
zscheanthanhewas. Whereashe thoughtthatgiven
themeaninglessnessof things,nothingwasleft but to
laughor be silent, I recognizedthat not even laugh-
ter or silencewereleft. Onehadno reasonto do or
not do anything at all. This is a terrible thing to be-
lieve,but likeNietzsche,I imaginedmyselfoneof the
few who could believe suchthings who could walk
the rocky heightswheretheair is thin andcold. But
themainreasonI wasanihilist, thereasonthattiedall
theseotherreasonstogether, wassheer, mulishpride.
I didn’t wantGodtobeGod;I wantedJ.Budziszewski
to beGod. I seethatnow. But I didn’t seethatthen.
The Stupidity of the Intelligent
I have alreadysaidthateverythinggoeswrong with-
out God. This is true even of the good things He’s
givenus,suchasour minds. Oneof thegoodthings
I’ ve beengiven is a strongerthan averagemind. I
don’t make the observation to boast;humanbeings
aregivendiversegifts to serve Him in diverseways.
Theproblemis thatastrongmindthatrefusesthecall

to serve Godhasits own way of goingwrong. When
somepeopleflee from God they rob andkill. When
othersflee from Godthey do a lot of drugsandhave
a lot of sex. When I fled from God I didn’t do any
of thosethings;my way of fleeingwasto getstupid.
Thoughit alwayscomesasa surpriseto intellectuals,
thereare someforms of stupidity that one must be
highly intelligentandeducatedto commit.Godkeeps
themin his arsenalto pull down mulish pride, andI
discoveredthem all. That is how I endedup doing
a doctoraldissertationto prove that we make up the
differencebetweengoodandevil andthat we aren’t
responsiblefor what we do. I remembernow that I
eventaughtthesethingsto students;now that’ssin.

It wasalsoagony. You cannotimaginewhata person
hasto do to himselfwell, if youarelike I was,maybe
you canwhat a personhasto do to himself to go on
believing suchnonsense.St. Paulsaidthattheknowl-
edgeof God’s law is “written on our hearts,our con-
sciencesalsobearingwitness.” The way naturallaw
thinkersput this is to saythatthey constitutethedeep
structureof our minds. That meansthat so long as
we have minds,we can’t not know them.Well, I was
unusuallydeterminednot to know them; thereforeI
hadto destroy my mind. I resistedthe temptationto
believe in goodwith asmuchenergy assomesaints
resist the temptationto neglect good. For instance,
I loved my wife andchildren,but I wasdetermined
to regardthis love asmerelya subjective preference
with no realandobjective value. Think what this did
to verycapacityto lovethem.After all, loveis acom-
mitmentof thewill to thetruegoodof anotherperson,
andhow canone’swill becommittedto thetruegood
of anotherpersonif hedeniesthereality of good,de-
nies the reality of persons,anddeniesthat his com-
mitmentsarein hiscontrol?

Visualizea manopeningup the accesspanelsof his
mind and pulling out all the componentsthat have
God’s imagestampedon them. The problemis that
they all have God’s imagestampedon them, so the
mancanneverstop.No matterhow muchhepullsout,
there’s still moreto pull. I wasthat man. BecauseI
pulledoutmoreandmore,therewaslessandlessthat
I could think about. But becausetherewaslessand
lessthat I could think about,I thoughtI wasbecom-
ing moreandmorefocused.BecauseI believedthings
thatfilled mewith dread,I thoughtI wassmarterand
braver than the peoplewho didn’t believe them. I
thoughtI saw anemptinessat theheartof theuniverse
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that washiddenfrom their foolish eyes. Of courseI
wasthefool.
Escape Through Horror
How then did God bring me back? I came, over
time, to feel a greaterand greaterhorror aboutmy-
self. Not exactly a feelingof guilt, not exactly a feel-
ing of shame,just horror: anoverpoweringsensethat
my conditionwasterribly wrong. Finally it occurred
to meto wonderwhy, if therewereno differencebe-
tweenthe wonderful and the horrible, I shouldfeel
horror. In lettingthatthoughtthrough,my mentalcen-
sorsblundered. You see,in order to take the sense
of horrorseriouslyandby now I couldn’t helpdoing
soI hadto admit that therewasa differencebetween
thewonderfulandthehorribleafterall. For oncemy
philosophicaltraining did me somegood, becauseI
knew thatif thereexistedahorrible,therehadto exist
awonderfulof whichthehorriblewastheabsence.So
my walls of self-deceptioncollapsedall at once.
At this point I becameaware again of the Savior
whom I haddesertedin my twenties.Astonishingly,
thoughI hadabandonedHim, hehadneverabandoned
me.I now believeHewasjust in time. Thereis apoint
of no return,andI wasalmostthere.I saidI hadbeen
pulling out one componentafter another, and I had
nearlygot to themotherboard.
Thenext few yearsaftermy conversionwerelike be-
ing in adarkatticwhereI hadbeenfor alongtime,but
in which shutterafter shutterwasbeingthrown back
so that greatshaftsof light began to streamin and
illuminatethedustycorners.I recoveredwholemem-
ories, whole feelings,whole ways of understanding
thatI hadblockedout.
Of courseI hadto repudiatemy dissertation.At the
time I thoughtmy careerwasover becauseI couldn’t
possibleretool,rethink,andgetanything written and
publishedbeforemy tenurereview cameup, but by
God’sgracethatturnedout to beuntrue.
Defending What I Had Denied
As anethicalandpolitical theorist,what I do now is
polesapartfrom what I did sixteenyearsago. What
I write about now is thosevery moral principles I
usedto deny theoneswecan’t notknow becausethey
areimprintedon our minds,inscribeduponour con-
sciences,writtenonourhearts.
Somecall theseprinciplesthe“naturallaw.” Suchasit
is, my own contribution to thetheoryof naturallaw is
a little differentthanthoseof someotherwriters.One
might saythat I specializein understandingtheways

thatwepretendwedon’t know whatwereallydo, the
wayswe suppressour knowledge,the wayswe hold
it down, the ways we deceive ourselvesand others.
I do not try to “prove” thenaturallaw asthoughone
couldprovethatby whichall elseis proven;I dotry to
show that in orderto getanywhereat all, thephiloso-
phiesof denialmustalwaysat somepoint assumethe
veryfirst principlesthey deny. It is amatterof aweto
methatGodhaspermittedmeto make any contribu-
tion at all. His promiseis that if only the rebelturns
to JesusChrist in repentantfaith, giving up claimsof
self-ownershipandallowing this Christ therunof the
house,He will redeemeverythingthereis in it. Just
so,it wasthroughmy rescuefrom self-deceptionthat
I learnedaboutself-deception.Hehasredeemedeven
my nihilist pastandput it to use.
Many of my studentstell me they strugglewith the
samedark influencesthat I oncedid. I hopethat by
telling the story of my own escapeI may encourage
themto seekthelight.
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TheUltimate

Commitment
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Commitment!Theanswersurprisedme–notthecon-
tent,but thesource.Theword wasspokenby Jackie,
one of four boys with whom I was walking on that
Sundaymorning. I consideredit a matureresponse
for a fourteen-year-old.
On thatSunday, I haddecidedto take a differentap-
proachin my MissionArlington Bible study. It wasa
brisk Novemberday, andjunior high schoolboys get
restlessin a hurry whencoopedup in a small room.
SoI suggestedthatwetakeaperambulatoryapproach.
Wecouldwalk andlearn.After all, JesusHimself did
muchof His teachingwhile walking;andI’m sureHis
discipleshadmuchlongerattentionspansthanjunior
high boys.
I hadbegunthediscussionwith a questionon thena-
tureof love,curioustoseewhattheresponsewouldbe
from youngsterswho camefrom lessthanprivileged
backgrounds.Two of theboys,JackieandJordanboth
respondedto the question.The othertwo boys were
not asinterestedandtheir levelsof attentionseemed
to ebbandflow. But at leastthey weren’t beingdis-
tractions,andmaybesomeof whatwasbeingsaidwas
finding fertile ground,evenin their minds.
It waswhenJackietalkedof commitmentthatI knew
he hadmorethana simplesuperficialunderstanding
of love. Our discussioncontinuedas we talked of
God’s love andhow He makesHis love personalto
uswhenHecameto usin Personin Jesus,His Son.
Poll takersoccasionallyconductsurveys of religious
beliefs,andpublishedresultswill show thatanover-
whelmingmajority of thepopulacehave somebelief
in God. What peoplebelieve aboutHim sometimes
getsconfusing,however. It seemsthatsome,while ac-
knowledgingHis existence,donot really includeGod
in their personallives. They seeHim asimpersonal
andunknowable.Therefore,to them,He is irrelevant
or nonessential.

For the professingChristian, this is somewhat per-
plexing. Perhapstheattitudesof thosewho fail to be-
lieve in a loving, personalGod canbe explainedby
thewaythey treattherealityof sufferingandinjustice
in the world in which they have to live. How cana
loving God allow so muchsuffering andinjusticeto
exist?
If onebelievesin a Divine Creator, who saysthatHis
creationis good,thensuffering of childrenandinjus-
ticesaredifficult to reconcilewith God’s beautyand
goodness.God’s love andbeautytell us a greatdeal
aboutour world. Divine love andbeautyareexten-
sionsof God’s characterandpersonality. To saythat
we experiencethe giving andreceiving of love, that
we appreciatebeauty, and that we opposeinjustice–
andthatGoddoesn’t–would be to saywe have capa-
bilities theCreatordoesnot have. That doesn’t even
makegoodnonsense.
God createdin us the capacityto experiencethe joy
of beauty. Beautyis everywhere–sunrise,sunset,the
graceof an animal, the majestyof mountains,the
serenity of a deep forest, the music of a flowing
stream.It canbe found in thework of a gifted com-
poser, poetor author.
Love is thework of God’s handaswell. Any manor
womanwho loves,andwho believesin God asCre-
ator, hasto concludethat love is partof His creation.
Hegaveusloveandthecapacityto giveandto receive
it. Obviously, love comesin differentcontexts. The
Greekshave a word for the friendshipkind of love,
anotherfor the love betweena manandwoman.The
mostprofoundkind of love is expressedby theword
agape, God’ssufferinglove. It is thestrongestwordin
any humanlanguagewhich speaksof God’s love for
us.This is thekind of love to whichHe is continually
callingusto actout.
The Bible tells us thatGod took the initiative in cre-
ation (Gen. 1:1). He speakscreationinto existence
(Gen. 1:3-26). The Genesisaccountthen relates
God’s creationof maleandfemale,“in His own im-
age” (Gen. 1:27). What doesthis mean? There
is only oneconclusionwe candraw from Scripture;
namely, that the Creator–infinite, holy, andperfect–
createdmenandwomenfor a relationshipwith Him-
self. This is notadescriptionof animpersonalandan
uncaringGod.
If onebelievesin God,andacceptsthefactthatGodis
perfect,thenit goeswithoutsayingthatthelovewhich
He hasextendedto the humanrace is a productof
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theperfectrelationshipGodestablishedwith usin the
beginning.To saythathumanitycan’t understandthis
perfectlove would beanunderstatement.Perhapsall
Godwantedwassimply to walk with us in a garden.
But thena maladycalled“sin” enteredcreationand
thehumanrace,andin sin humanitylost thecapacity
to giveandunderstandGod’s love.
Sin canbe calleda disease.It becamea part of hu-
manity’s conditionearly on, and it is debilitating to
humanity. Unlike other diseasesfor which humans
have discoveredpreventionsand cures,this particu-
lar diseaseis incurable. We know very little about
sin other than its symptoms.Even the ApostlePaul
hadlittle understandingof this malady, asevidenced
by hisquandarydescribedin Romans7:15-24.At the
very least,Paul wasconstantlybaffled by it evenaf-
terhebecameaChristian.Wedon’t reallyunderstand
sin, even thoughwe experienceit, practiceit openly,
andsuffer its consequences.
In light of all this, I wantedmy Mission Arlington
boys to realizethat God is a God of surprises. He
refusedto leave us to our sin. Even thoughwe lost
thecapacityto give andunderstandHis perfectlove,
we have never lost our capacityto receive it. God’s
commitment,acommitmentarisingoutof His perfect
love for us,is to provide salvationfor all of humanity
throughHis Son(John3:16).
Lovenecessitatesacommitment,whetherit’ s thelove
of onefriend for another, the love of onespousefor
another, the love betweenparentsand children, or
the love of God for us. Jackiewas“right on” when
hementionedcommitmentasa characteristicof love.
What greatercommitmentcould be madethan the
commitmentGod madeto us, to keeploving us and
seeingthe best in us, in spite of our worst? Love
“alwaysprotects,alwaystrusts,alwayshopes,always
perseveres.” (1 Cor. 13:7N.I.V.)
Tomakeacommitmenttoapersonmeanstrustingthat
personto dealproperlywith thatwhich is committed.
Thelovertruststhepersonwho is lovedto receivethe
love in the spirit in which it is offered. This “God-
kind-of-love,” of necessity, involvesrisk–therisk that
the offered love could easily be rejected. The most
painful experiencea personcanhave is to berejected
byanother. Therearethoseamonguswhoseemafraid
to love someonefor this very reason–thefear of re-
jection. Love makesonevulnerable.It lowersone’s
defensesandexposesusto thepossibilityof pain.
Commitment,asan indispensableelementof suffer-

ing love, is irrevocably tied to vulnerability. Those
who arecapableof hurting us the mostarethosewe
love. Without suchvulnerability, love losesits capac-
ity to commitandlosesits capacityto risk.
SinceGod’s love is perfectand infinite and beyond
our imagination,it mustnaturallyfollow thatHis pain
is likewisemeasuredinfinitely whena personrejects
His loveandrefusesto acceptHis Son.Yet,He loves
us–compassionately, completely, infinitely, beyondall
measure.God hasgiven eachof us a “shot at life.”
He hasmadeknown to us how muchHe lovesus in
sendingusHis Son,Jesus.At thesametime,because
He lovesus,He hasgiveneachof us the freedomto
acceptor to rejectHim.
It is herenonbelieversstumble. They fail to realize
that humanchoiceis necessaryto the dynamic; be-
cause,unlesstheobjectof one’s love is freeto accept
or to rejectit, thereis a realquestionasto whetheror
not it is love.
I have, sincebecominga Christian,thoughtof com-
mitment as being a step that only I took–by com-
mitting my life to Jesus. My focus on the subject
hassometimesbeenunilateral,asif it wasa one-way
street. But God madea commitmentto me beforeI
ever evendreamedof makinga commitmentto Him.
His commitmentto all of humanityfinds its ultimate
expressionin JesusChrist. JesusChrist is God’s sac-
rificial commitmentto mebeforeI everknew Him, an
expressionof His suffering love!
“While wewerestill sinners,Christdiedfor us.” (Ro-
mans5:8N.I.V.). HecommittedHis lovefor us.Now,
this is truly remarkable!It is entirelyconsistentwith
God’sactivity throughoutthehistoryof sinanddeath.
In the Bible, we have the recordof God taking the
initiativeat every turn. Godactsfirst, whetherin cre-
ation or redemption.He doesnot wait for humanity
to take thefirst step.He createdus for a relationship
with Himself. He hasalwaysbeenthe first to reach
outandestablishthepossibilityof a relationship.
Before I knew my sinful condition was a detriment
spiritually, Godhadmadeanultimatecommitmentof
love to me.This manifestationof God’s love to asin-
ner suchasJohnDowdy, Jr. is beyond my compre-
hension.God’sgraciousloveis magnificentandover-
whelming. He really doesconsidermespecial,love-
able,andworthsaving! What’smore,I amconvinced
thatGodactuallywantsmy company!
God’s love is not counterfeit,it is real. And when
love is real,it mustfind expression.Thereis no other
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way for love to be real. SinceGod is the Sourceof
love, it hadto follow thatHe would expressHis love
to humanity, theobjectsof His love. God’s lovecould
only befinally andcompletelyexpressedin oneway–
by His gift of Himself to us.
ThePersonof JesusChristis thefull andfinal expres-
sion of God’s love for us. He becameoneof us. He
was born of a woman,born into poverty undercir-
cumstanceswhichcausedmany to questionthelegiti-
macy of His birth. Helivedapproximatelythirty-three
years,workedwith His handsasacarpenter, andhon-
oredHis fatherandmother. WhenHebeganHis pub-
lic ministry, it wasasanobedientSonof His Heavenly
Father. His public ministry lastedaboutthreeshort
years,followed by deathon a Romancrossreserved
for criminals. He wastempted,yet without sin. Did
He have to die? I think the answeris “yes.” On the
cross,Hebecameoursubstitute,takinguponHimself
thesinsof theworld.
God’s perfect,redeeminglovehad to find expression
– andthiswasGod’sultimategift of love. Hediedfor
us,andin theprocesshadahead-oncollision with all
theforcesof hell itself – somethingI would have had
to contendwith hadHe not sufferedtherefor me on
thecross.
But thecrosswasn’t all therewasto it. Deathcouldn’t
hold Him. God raisedHim from the dead. Justas
God’s gracecausedHim to go to the cross,God’s
gracecausedHim to extendto usHis resurrectionlife.
Godis aGodof surprises.
BecauseGodsurprisedall of uswith theresurrection,
Hegivesusrealhopein aworld filled with sinandin-
justice.While it is difficult to try to figureGodout, it
is equallydifficult to try to figureout thecrucifiedand
resurrectedOne. Even today, peoplestill can’t fig-
ureJesusout. Somemoderntheologianshave begun
to questioncertainthingsabout“the historicalJesus.”
Thereis evena groupcalled“The JesusSeminar.” It
seems,superficiallyat least,to be a groupof schol-
arswhomeetandtakevoteson theauthenticityof the
Gospels,trying to figureoutwhatJesussaidor did not
say, whatHedid or did notdo. They apparentlythink
they havemoreinsightthanthefaithful.
What the membersof The JesusSeminarfail to see
is that, becauseGod doesn’t do things the way we
would, He doesn’t always meet our expectations.
They seemto be hung up, for example,on the fact
that Jesus’post-resurrectionappearanceswere only
to believers,not to non-believers. Haven’t they read

whatJesussaidtoThomas,theapostle?“Becauseyou
have seenme, you have believed; blessedare those
who have not seenandyet have believed.” (Jn. 20:29
N.I.V.).
Timeshaven’t changed.If we can’t make Jesusmore
likeus,thenourtendency is tobackoff andevenreject
Him. Humanityoften refusesto acceptthe fact that
God is going to be God, whetherHe matchesup to
ourexpectationsor not. Our temptationis to persistin
trying to recreateGodin ourown image.
Thegoodnews is thatHemeetsourneed.If wecan’t
understandHim, sowhat?We don’t have to, because
He hasgivenustheability to receiveHis perfectlove
andsalvation without understandingfully. He gives
us a gift of faith that hasthe potentialto lead us to
understanding.
The real problemis God’s love is very disturbing,if
we really take Him seriously. It shouldcauseus to
live courageously. After all, Jesushasalreadysetthe
examplefor courageousliving. Jesuslivedsocoura-
geouslyHe wascrucified. After His resurrectionand
ascension,He asked us, His disciples,to live at the
point of risk.
Consider the risk
Humanity is alwaysonegenerationaway from total
unbelief, unlessour commitmentis to faith and the
telling of His story.
His Gospelis alwaysat risk becausethereare those
whowouldcommitatrocities“in thenameof Christ”;
thosewho would justify their racistattitudesandvi-
olent activities andclaim to beChristian. Manipula-
tion andtheuseof intimidation,howeversubtle,often
substitutesfor the work of theHoly Spirit, theSpirit
of JesusChrist.
Therearetheinstancesthatbringrisk to theGospelby
thoseChristianswhoareill-tempered,causingnonbe-
lieversto bedrivenfurtheraway from His truth.
Sexualmisconductandfinancialdishonestybothbring
embarrassmentto thecommunityof faith.
We would regularly put the Gospelat risk whenwe
resortto the legalismfrom which our faith in Christ
hassetusfree.
Accepting the watering down of His
Gospel,makingit “cheapgrace”(D. Bonhoeffer), de-
stroys commitmentand distorts the expectationsof
theGospel’shope.
While Jesusis a great teacher, thereare thosewho
stopthere;failing to recognizethat He is more than
a teacher. He is the Christ of God’s future hopefor
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humanity.
Risk! A necessaryelementthat accompaniesGod’s
love. God’s love necessarilyextendsGod’s risk. The
risksof faith in my own life have led to intensespir-
itual struggles,as I have wrestledwith doubt,ques-
tioning how a loving Godcouldallow sin to getaway
with so muchevil in the world He created.Intellec-
tually, the risk of acceptingGod’s love in Christ has
sometimesprovidedthebasisfor ridiculefrom would-
befriends,andhassometimesled to beingmisunder-
stoodin thepracticeof law.
Genuineministrytakesplaceeverydayin thenameof
Christ,resultingin changedlives,mineincluded.The
Gospel’s critics andits detractorshavedenigratedthe
Christ,madefun of Him, andhaveevenwatereddown
andcheapenedHis message.Somehaveeventried to
silenceHim. But Jesusis just as alive and present
todayaswhenHe rosefrom the deadtwo thousand
yearsago. He hassharedHis life with sinful human-
ity, committingHimself to us.
How cananybody, onceconfrontedwith the truth of
God’s love, missout on Who He is andhow He has
cometo us in Personin His Son? Therehad to be
a reasonfor sucha drasticact of redemptionby the
eternalGod.Hegotmy attention,andI’ veneverbeen
thesamesince.
It is only God’s commitmentof His love that ulti-
mately redeems, reconciles, and provides the
paradigmfor living a life that is worth living. The
crossof Christ epitomizesGod’s ultimate love, His
sacrificiallove,His suffering love for asinful human-
ity, for Jackieandhis friends,andeven for me. Be-
causeof thechangesHehasbroughtaboutin us,there
is thepossibilityto livesacrificiallivesin trying to do
somegoodin theworld, encouragingothersto live in
peace.In God’sultimatecommitmentof lovein Jesus
Christ,HehasgoneasfarasHecangoin reachingout
to establishrelationshipwith eachindividualmember
of the humanrace. His purposewas to createeter-
nalmonumentsin thechangedlivesof thoseto whom
He hasimpartedHis resurrectionlife andon whose
heartsHe haspermanentlywritten His words. Only
themindof Godcouldconceivesuchaplan;andonly
GodHimself couldcarryit out.
How do I respondto suchlove?By gratefullyaccept-
ing it; andby humbly andprayerfully turning all of
myself and all I understandover to Christ, trusting
Him to daily transformme andchangeme in accor-
dancewith His will.
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