
The founding fathers wrote
in The Declaration of Inde-
pendence about “self-evi-

dent truths.”  By this, they meant
that observable, absolute truth
does exist, and on these truths as
foundation blocks, they could
build both a philosophy for living
and governing.  

To discover truth, the found-
ing fathers could have looked to
human philosophers, as did the
French revolutionaries.  And
indeed, they did consult contem-
porary and historical writers of
their day, but not as primary
sources.  For primary sources, they
looked to the Holy Bible.  

Quite a long historical record
exists to show how highly the
founding fathers esteemed the
Bible as primary truth, including
the establishment of colleges and
universities, state taxpayer support
for churches and pastors, and fed-
eral government expense to print
Bibles.  (All of this occurred 150
years before the U.S. Supreme
Court suddenly discovered that
such government actions were
“unconstitutional,” even though it
was the writers of the Constitution
who committed those acts.)  Innu-
merable references by America’s
founding fathers express Christian
faith as being essential elements of
freedom and the maintanance of
self-governance.  And the found-
ing fathers were only a small
group of men.  There are far  more
such references of this kind that
rang from pre-revolutionary pul-
pits and fathers at family dinner
tables during America’s formative
years.

After the Bible, the founding
fathers looked to Natural Law,
Common Law, and written human
works such as Magna Charta,
Rutherford’s Lex Rex, Locke’s
Two Treatises on Government, and
Blackstone’s Commentaries on the
Laws of England.  

Natural Law is God-breathed.
It is the natural order of things, the
knowledge of right and wrong and
the aspects of human behavior
informed by the “conscience.”
Paul wrote of it in Romans as that
which is observed in nature, reve-
lation of such to man making him
aware of God.  God created
nature; God created Natural Law.
He set the universe in motion, and
it continues to operate by His
laws—naturally.  One of those nat-
ural laws is that each facet of
nature must be productive, or it
dies.

God made man’s mind.  It is
generally agreed among scholars
that the mind has three facets:
intellect, emotion and will.  The
intellect is that which is known;
emotion, that which is felt; will,
that which is done.  These facets
work in concert with each other.  

Many scholars believe that
the conscience is infallible; com-
mending a person for doing right
and condemning them for what is
done wrong.  Guidance of the con-
science comes from the intellect,
and God placed knowledge of His
law in man; it is natural.  If man
violates this known revelation of
God’s law, the conscience con-
demns the man; and the will
makes a choice.  Man can choose
to obey God’s law or reject it.  

Man’s intellect is informed by
exposure to knowledge, and to big
ideas.  As man accepts or rejects
that knowledge, his conscience
either commends or condemns
him, but by a warped intellect—an
intellect informed by erroneous
knowledge—man can violate Nat-
ural Law, and fight against the
conscience.  But man can never
escape his obligation to obey Nat-
ural Law, even when his intellect
informs him otherwise.

God gave His written code to
Moses.  Condensed into 10 Com-
mandments, these provided the
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outline for a sustainable and pre-
dictable system of law.  Those
commandments dealt with two
aspects of human life: man’s rela-
tionship with the Creator and
man’s relationship with man.  Our
“religion” is encapsulated in the
first four commandments and our
civil and criminal laws—the
State—in the remaining six com-
mandments.  (Interestingly, most
artist’s depictions of the tablets
show them divided in this man-
ner.)  

In terms of human gover-
nance, God separated religion
from State control when He set
aside the tribe of Levi to serve as
priests to Jacob’s family.  When
those who were not Levites
attempted to cross the line and per-
form priestly responsibilities, God
judged them—even killed them.  It
cost Saul his kingship.  But God
subjected all of the tribes of Jacob
to His precepts, in the establish-
ment of civil law and criminal law,
and observance of faith’s require-
ments.  God gave His Law as a
way of life for His people, and to
follow His Law would result in
peace and prosperity; to ignore or
fail to follow it would result in
destruction and death (see Deut.
28).

Common Law embodies the
practice of civil and criminal law
that grew during more than a mil-
lennia as England continued to
build its own nationhood.  Com-
mon Law precedents preceded
Magna Charta and the idea that
government could only be estab-
lished by consent of the governed.  

Records of English Kings as
early as the Fifth Century showed
a consistent reliance on the Roman
Catholic Church to define portions
of Common Law as they pertained
to the moral actions of English cit-
izens, and to assist in adjudication
of claims between citizens.  In that
way, Catholic teachings as they
touched civil and criminal law,
became incorporated into Com-
mon Law.  For centuries, Common
Law, the Bible, Magna Charta and
the laws of various Kings (them-

selves subject to Holy Writ) served
as the basis of English law.

The founding fathers adopted
Common Law (except those por-
tions that dealt with the English
monarchy).  They also studied and
relied upon the work of lawyers
such as Sir Edmund Coke and
William Blackstone, men who dis-
tinguished themselves in the prac-
tice, development and codification
of Common Law.  Blackstone,
whose commentaries became the
primary source of America’s earli-
est legal systems, studied Coke.
Coke served as the chief prosecu-
tor in the King’s court during the
early 1600s.

All of this is to say that Amer-
ica’s legal and governing founda-
tions are big ideas, self-evident
truths; ideas both profound and
simple, and as such, immensely
powerful.  America’s founding
fathers built our legal and govern-
ing systems upon a strong founda-
tion.  Modern American courts
have incredibly declared, by
implication, that the founding
fathers were wrong and in fact, so
misguided so that they violated
their own Constitution.  The
Supreme Court began stepping
away from original intent almost
from the beginning, but it took 150
years for it to first assault Ameri-
ca’s Christian foundation, and
slowly pull out its cornerstone,
leaving us now with a legal system
based only on the whim and fancy
of a ruling elite, the oligarchy
called the United States Supreme
Court.

Some of those Big Ideas

The founding fathers were
able to balance the idealism found
in striving toward big ideas at the
same time as coping with real
world problems—they were real-
ists.  The 10 Commandments
clearly enough stated, “Thou shalt
not kill,” a self-evident truth.  The
founding fathers knew better than
to govern themselves in the simple
hope that every person would obey
that commandment; they created
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criminal laws to punish murderers.
Laws, they saw, bound the spirit of
man in such a way that allowed
mankind to live in peace.  Yet the
practical failings of humans never
kept the founding fathers from
faith in big ideas.  Rather than
treating them as elusive, they saw
how ideas and actions were inter-
woven in a tapestry of peace and
prosperity.  

Man is, by nature, a spiritual
creation; that is a big idea.  God
breathed His spirit into man at cre-
ation.  If man will not believe in
the true God, he will invent one—
idols, earth, the environment, poli-
tics.

Procreation is a big idea.
When God ordered the universe,
He instructed Adam and Eve to
bear children and fill the earth.
Not to do so would have resulted
in the death of the human race.
The same is true of all types of
life; if it doesn’t reproduce, it dies.
Violation of any aspect of God’s
law results in judgment, but none
more severe than to fail to procre-
ate.  Any official government pol-
icy that opposes this big idea
stands to put at jeopardy the sur-
vival of not only the government,
but of the species.  Governments
must promote the procreation of
human life and protect against
those forces that threaten it.

The nuclear family is a big
idea.  “Family’s First” would have
been a perfect campaign motto for
a congressional candidate in 1787.
Everyone would have known what
it meant, and it would remain so
until the late 1960s.  God said chil-
dren were to honor their parents,
and if they did, He promised them
a long life.  The first and most
important unit of government is
the family.  Though the Declara-
tion makes no mention of family
being an unalienable right (one
suspects that in 1776 no one would
have been foolish enough to chal-
lenge such a notion) it does identi-
fy life, liberty and pursuit of hap-
piness as primary.  Human life
springs from the union of a man
and woman; liberty and self-

restraint are learned at home;
virtue and self-reliance come from
strong families.  Governments
must protect the institution of the
family.

The ultimate value of human
life is a big idea.  God said we
should not murder, and to prove
His own love for us, He allowed
His own Son, though completely
innocent, to be murdered in place
of us.  The founding fathers wrote
of human life as being inalienable,
something over which no man has
authority, save when a person
waives that right by murdering
others.  Sometimes, protecting life
means sacrificing some lives, a
fact very well known to those who
have fought in America’s wars.
Law and American justice must
protect human life against all those
who threaten it.  

Sexual purity and faithfulness
to one’s spouse—and family—are
big ideas.  God said we are not to
commit adultery, and as such,
requires fidelity and sexual purity
among humans.  Laws that punish
sexual deviance and protect purity
help preserve the order and securi-
ty of society.  Sexual license may
be private in terms of an intimate
act, but it is not private by nature.
Immoral private sexual acts—
adultery, fornication, sodomy—
have negative societal impact,
whether in terms of family break-
down, out of wedlock pregnancy,
communicable disease or negative
affects on the spirit of a communi-
ty.  Ultimately, sexual license con-
tributes to societal breakdown and
death.  Most Americans agree that
governments do not belong in the
privacy of the bedroom with
adults.  Yet, governments have a
vital interest in promoting and pro-
tecting moral purity.

The right to own and use
property is a big idea.  God said
we are not to steal another’s prop-
erty.  The founding fathers, as
expressed by John Locke, and
later, in the US Constitution, saw
property as an inalienable right.
As such, governments were to
respect and protect private proper-
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ty.  This included real estate and
buildings, but also, that which
could be earned by the sweat of
one’s brow: salaries, wages,
investments and the like.  A pri-
mary responsibility of government
is to enforce contracts, and protect
the rights of people to gain, hold,
own, sell and profit by property.

Telling the truth is a big idea.
God said we are not to lie.  Lying
breaks down the security of a fam-
ily, community, state and nation.
We must be able to rely on each
other telling the truth in order to
conduct our daily affairs.  But
telling the truth also assumes that
truth exists and can be known;
truth cannot be relative or situa-
tional.  Truth must be truth (and
that is a huge idea).  Governments
must protect truth-tellers and pun-
ish liars.

Right motivations toward
owning and using things. and
holding close certain relationships
is a big idea.  Paul told the
Corinthian Christians to be “cheer-
ful givers.”  He described a socie-
ty where wealthier members need-
ed to give to help less wealthy
members, in fact, reminding them
that some day, the poorer ones
might return the favor.  Such an
attitude stands in stark contrast
with being a greedy or covetous
person.  God says we are not to
covet; we are not to take or be
envious of what is rightfully some-
one else’s.  Covetousness is rooted
in self-centeredness and leads to
the disregard of God’s law.  A
nation filled with covetous people
would be a dangerous place to
live.  A government that moves
from protecting private property to
transferring private property from
one class of people to another
would be a government based on
power and greed, not based on
law.  Governments must guard
against policies that encourage and
act on covetous behavior and
worse yet, discourage charity.

As it was 
in the beginning

At America’s beginning, the
founding fathers built their new
government on the big ideas of
worship of God, prohibiting the
government from regulating reli-
gious faith, and establishing a con-
stitution based on the moral teach-
ings of the 10 Commandments and
Common Law.  Common Law
found its roots in the various writ-
ings of the apostles, the gospels,
Old Testament writings and the
traditions of the Christian leaders
of its earliest days.

When the Northwest Ordi-
nance stated, “religion, morality
and knowledge” were require-
ments for mankind’s happiness,
they pointed to the big ideas found
in the Holy Scriptures.

When President George
Washington spoke to the Delaware
Indian Chiefs on May 12, 1779, he
said, “What students would learn
in American schools above all is
the religion of Jesus Christ.”  Pres-
ident Washington said elsewhere,
“It is impossible to rightly govern
the world without God and Bible.”

God’s Word remains static,
stable, predictable, unchangeable.
Man’s law, by contrast, historical-
ly reacts to the whim of powerful
rulers, and so it was until man’s
law, as expressed in the United
States Constitution, reflected
God’s Law.  Man’s law was arbi-
trary and brutal until tamed by
God’s Law and codified into our
written Constitution.  To see
today’s Constitution as somehow
based on Reason, or the Enlighten-
ment, majority rule, science, or
human philosophy, is to have
removed America from her foun-
dation.  

All forms of government are
wholly dependent on the founda-
tion on which they stand.  It is not
that we cannot have government
based on Science, or Reason, or
Sustainable Development, or Ani-
mal Rights, or any other big ideas.
It is that such governments so con-
strued will not be republics that
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maximize human liberty and pro-
tect human life.  They may more
likely be powerful centralized
governments dependent solely on
the whim of ruling elitists. 

Dr. David Noebel writes in
Understanding the Times about
big ideas that stand in conflict.  He
writes about a “Christian World-
view” as opposed to a “Humanist
Worldview,” or “Marxism-Lenin-
ism” or “New Age” philosophies.
It is possible to summarize this
conflict simply: God or no God.
Either Genesis 1:1 is right—“In
the beginning, God created…”—
or it is wrong.  If it is wrong, and
the truth is that “In the beginning,
gas created…,” then the form of
government seen at America’s
beginning will no longer work (in
fact, it would have to be argued
that it never did work).
If the big idea that dominates
American government is “no
God,” then by necessity, individ-
ual liberty and choice must be lim-
ited by a powerful government.
Big government becomes a friend,
while personal choice is sacrificed
for the good of the whole.  The big
ideas foundational to our tradition-
al form of government must
change.  Our new big ideas would
include:

A family can be any
organizational form
where people live toget-
her for any reason.

The government is
also the parent.

We have choice to
kill our innocent unborn
children, but must stop
executing murderers —
and by all means, we
must extend grace to ter-
rorists.

Sexual preferences
must be tolerated, pro-
moted and accepted.  All
genders must be sexual-
ly liberated (we must
understand that there are
least 64 genders and
accept them all).

Individual use of
property must be

ordered by the needs of
the community, and
growth must be sustain-
able.

All persons should
expect to live in a state
of equality of things; no
person should ever go
hungry or be allowed to
over-indulge.  

All children can learn
everything.  No child
should be left behind.
Equal outcomes for
everyone.

Government should
es-tablish an accepted
level of prosperity for
all, and redistribute
assets as needed to
maintain a proper bal-
ance.

Humans are created
by their environment
and subject to it, and
therefore, manipulation
of the environment is the
chief role of govern-
ment.

A government built on these
liberal principles cannot continue
to claim to be one that promotes
individual freedom.  Rather, free-
dom that presumes these princi-
ples to be true dooms that all indi-
vidual decisions will have to be by
a central government.  It is inev-
itable.

Liberals & conservatives

The big ideas expressed by
those who care about political and
governmental issues ultimately
draw the line between modern day
liberal and conservative thought.
Dictionary definitions of these
terms are no longer useful.

Liberals

One group of political
thinkers — liberals — sees all
truth as relative.  The liberal’s big
idea is that big ideas are always
evolving, and so is truth.  Science
and reason must always trump
religious faith since nothing can be
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“known” by faith.  Since scientists
and philosophers are constantly
discovering new truths and ideas,
every rule and law must be evolv-
ing.  Since everything evolves,
everything is at the mercy of envi-
ronmental factors.

By environmental factors, lib-
erals mean two things.  They mean
those actions and attitudes that
impinge on a person, forcing them
into a set of actions and reactions.
Or they mean the physical envi-
ronment, that is, Gaia — the earth
mother.

Liberals see individuals as at
the mercy of the actions and atti-
tudes of others.  Most often, oth-
ers’ actions and attitudes work to
the detriment of certain protected
classes of people — the victim
classes.  Victims include children,
sick, elderly and any minority
group not identified as either
Christian.  Liberals, in fact, see
Christians as an environmental
element that works against the rest
of the people, and all the more, if
they are white Christians.

Liberals also see the natural
environment as a big idea; so big,
in fact, that human society must be
organized to maximize the peace
and protection of the environment.
Liberals see humans as Evil Ones
who attack, denigrate and destroy
Earth.

Since humans are creations of
their environment (and the chief
antagonist of Gaia), then it is the
object of government to manipu-
late, create and protect the envi-
ronment in such a manner as to
best suit the needs of human vic-
tim groups; all the time making
sure the water, air and dirt are kept
clean (although Gaia comes first).

Liberal politicians, then, are
the big idea people who are in
charge of manipulating the envi-
ronment for the common good.

Liberals see people as ther-
mometers, who reflect the impact
of factors over which they have no
control.  The people need liberal
politicians to make life bearable.

Incredibly, liberals see it as
wrong that government should

impose on people absolute law
based on a system of foundational
beliefs, yet at the same time, see
the need for a strong central gov-
ernment in order to protect the
people as a whole.  

Liberals say they oppose a
rigid moral code; they accuse con-
servatives of “imposing their
morals on others.”  Teaching chil-
dren how to put a condom on a
banana, however, they see as a
positive manipulation of the envi-
ronmental factors that otherwise
will drive teenagers to have pre-
marital sex; maybe even with
members of their own gender.
Liberals do not see that they
impose morals on anyone; what
they endorse is for everyone’s
good.  

Liberals are quick to defend
freedom of the press, but believe
religion must be erased from the
public debate.  Author Ann Coul-
ter wrote, “Liberals hate religion
because politics is a religion sub-
stitute for liberals and they can’t
stand the competition.” In truth,
liberals are dogmatic and rigid
while imposing their own morality
— which conservatives label
“immorality”—on others.

Conservatives

The modern conservative sees
that absolute truth exists and can
be counted on as guidance for
life’s decisions.  Even secular con-
servatives hold to certain basic
principles as facts, whereas reli-
gious conservatives look to the
Bible and religious instruction to
find the big ideas upon which they
base their lives.

Conservatives see that they
are mostly in control of their own
lives.  They can choose to do good
or evil, work or not work, obey the
law or break it.  They are free to
accept God on His terms, try to set
their own terms, or reject Him
altogether.

Likewise, conservatives rec-
ognize the effect of environmental
factors on their own lives.  As
such, they can choose to change
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those factors, accept them, or
move on to a different environ-
ment.

Conservatives use external
factors (actions and attitudes of
others) as a springboard to their
own success.  When they, and
countless others like them are suc-
cessful, everyone benefits.  Best of
all, this is done efficiently, without
government interference and cost.

Conservatives see the natural
environment as a great laboratory
for ideas, recreation, human enjoy-
ment and use.  They are unlikely
purposely to poison their own
wells, or their neighbors’.  They
are stewards of the environment,
not its victims.  

Conservatives resent when
the government tries to be their
nanny or conscience.  They need
neither, since they are, in a human
sense, self-sufficient.  And Christ-
ian conservatives know they will
ultimately answer to God and so,
are fully reliant on Him for His
gracious daily gift of life and sus-
tenance.  They look to family,
friends and church for support, but
only when they want it; not when
someone else says it is good for
them (as others define “good”).

Conservatives see the object
of government is to protect their
right to become what they want to
be.  Generally, conservatives see
government as a necessary organi-
zation for certain aspects of life —
transportation, military defense,
protecting and enforcing contracts,
etc.

Conservatives disdain the
idea of the government redistribut-
ing private property for some
greater good that others have
defined.  They feel perfectly com-
petent to find needs and meet them
on their own, without the govern-
ment taking their hard-earned
money.  They practice charity
when they are lead to do so, not
because the Department of Human
Services demands it of them.

Conservatives are like ther-
mostats.  When the environment
gets uncomfortable, they change
the setting, either cooling down or

warming up.  They see themselves
as in control of their destiny;
though religious conservatives
acknowledge God as the ultimate
Sovereign to Whom they answer
for each decision.

Religious conservatives do
not live as libertarians.  Libertari-
ans see themselves as entrusted
with their own liberty.  Rather,
religious conservatives live as
trustees of the liberty bestowed on
them by God, with a charge from
Him to live in accordance with His
Big Ideas (see above).  Central
government has purpose because
God so defined it; and it has limits
for the same reason.

Conservatives do not attempt
to force their morals on anyone.
Rather, they prefer to live by the
moral standards God established.
In reality, man will live either by
God’s moral standards or man’s;
either way, someone’s morals will
be imposed.

Caveat

The terms liberal and conser-
vative really do not well define
any dominant political camp.  Peo-
ple are naturally a mixture of
thoughts, ideas and persuasions.
They may be overly pious as it
concerns family and gender rela-
tions — even ultra conservative —
while placing trust in centralized
government to provide economic
security — ultra liberal. 

The pro-life union worker
may be conservative about pro-
tecting the lives of unborn chil-
dren, but still demand that govern-
ment reign in corporations and
insure lucrative pensions.  The
pro-family conservative middle
manager may resent homosexuals
trying to gain status as “normal,”
but expect that government will
provide Social Security and
Medicare until their dying day.
The pro-decency conservative
homemaker may protest the filth
that spews from daily TV shows,
but demand more government
spending on public education.

It seems that many mod-
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ernists, whether conservative or
liberal, or in combination as most
of us are, have lost sight of the big
ideas that formed America’s foun-
dations.  Therefore, it is common
for many well-meaning people of
faith to blindly follow the big
ideas of those forces that steal
their freedoms and run their lives
in contradiction to their own per-
ceived beliefs and desires.  They
support those liberal politicians
who, at their root, never trust peo-
ple of faith and, by their actions,
enforce a form of law repugnant to
Christians.

Corporate vs.
Individual applications

America’s founding fathers
fought against government tyran-
ny of the spirit.  James Madison
and Thomas Jefferson opposed the
collection of taxes to pay for
churches and preachers not
because they were against belief in
Christ; they opposed government
forcing a preferred form of faith
on citizens.  Each citizen, they
saw, needed to choose for himself
which form of faith to follow.
This would best be accomplished,
they believed, if federal and state
governments did not choose an
official religion.  Yet, at no time
did they suggest that government
had no interest in promoting reli-
gious faith — quite the contrary.

The founding fathers saw cor-
porate religious faith, especially
the Christian faith, as a require-
ment for maintenance of freedom.
That fact made it possible for them
to refer to self-evident truths,
which were accepted by faith even
if observable in nature.  

The truth is that no society
can, over the long run, successful-
ly force a set of beliefs onto all of
its citizens, but it can highly affect
what they believe.  Even if those
truths are Biblically based, gov-
ernments cannot force people to
believe them, but governments can
go a long way in negatively affect-
ing religious belief, and to do so
requires replacing the idea of self-

evident truths with relativism,
hedonism and humanism.

If schools paid for by the gov-
ernment (called “public” schools)
choose for curriculum certain
ideas as seen through a humanist
worldview, then the students they
produce will see big ideas as rela-
tivistic.  Big ideas are what each
person defines, but the idea defin-
ers will be those who see mankind
as god, and see God as irrelevant.
In such a society, there can be no
room for foundational truth,
beyond the belief that all truth is
evolutional.

To continue to operate, gov-
ernments must rely on certain
shared beliefs.  If those beliefs are
informed by Natural Law, Com-
mon Law, Mosaic Law, Declara-
tionism, and original intent of the
Constitution, there will be maxi-
mum freedom.  If governing
beliefs are informed only by sci-
ence and reason that is not
informed by faith, freedom will
eventually give way to rule by
might.

A nation consists of millions
of citizens, each making decisions
informed by something.  It
remains the responsibility of those
of us who trust in the big ideas —
self-evident truths — embraced by
the founding fathers, to compete in
the marketplace of ideas.  We have
that right; we have that responsi-
bility.  We must inform those with-
in our circle of influence about
self-evident truths, the big ideas
created by God.  That is the way
we will preserve and protect our
freedoms.

In 2 Timothy 2:2, Paul writes
about how believers were to
spread the Gospel.  He said that
faithful men (humans) were to
teach other faithful humans.  One
tells another who tells another.  We
who believe in the Creator God
must use this same formula to con-
test for big ideas and pass along
truth.  To do so will change socie-
ty.
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Big Ideas Matter 
in Big Ways

Time will reveal who wins the
battle of big ideas.  

Biblical Christians (those who
have actually read and studied the
Bible) know that in time, God
wins; in fact, He has always been
winning.  At the end, though, God
will bring with Him all who have
understood the biggest idea of all;
that God is love, God sent His son
to redeem fallen man, and in so
doing, gave man all the big ideas
he needs to live what Christ called
the “abundant life.”

While we live here on this
earth, especially in the United
States, it is not so clear which big
ideas will win.  Apathy and Igno-
rance, those dreadful twin human
characteristics, infect both liberals
and conservatives.  In some ways,
though, conservatives are more
prone to dropping out of the big
idea debate.  They would rather be
left alone.  Without Christian con-
servative salt and light, the big
ideas of darkness will ultimately
and naturally evolve into a govern-
ment system run by might, not by

right.
When right can no longer be

defined as God’s big ideas, but
rather, as the ideas evolving out of
man’s reason and study, then
human rights will naturally give
way to a set of government-
imposed rights.  Such can only be
the case because there will be no
consensus of rights by the people.
If rights are arbitrary, then so, too,
is government and only an ever
stronger hand can rule the people.

Each generation must redis-
cover and redefine its foundational
big ideas.  It remains unknown
which ideas today’s generation
will look to as foundational, but it
is crucial to ask and instruct them.

We the people established the
Constitution in part to pass along
the blessings of liberty to our pos-
terity.  That means our progeny
must know, understand and incor-
porate into their own belief sys-
tems the big ideas that matter for
eternity.  The alternative is to sell
out their future for rule by the
strongest humans, rather than by
God’s meek champions.
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