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About The Ordered Soul Series 

The Ordered Soul Series is a collection of Christian books exploring what it 

means to be truly human in a world that has become increasingly uncertain about 

the nature of the human person. 

Each book examines a particular question facing the modern soul. Some explore 

identity, morality, conscience, grace, freedom, suffering, or the search for 

meaning. Others address the pressures created by contemporary culture and ask 

how the Christian understanding of humanity speaks into those challenges. 

Although the subjects differ, every volume is built upon the same conviction: that 

the deepest questions of human life cannot be answered rightly until we 

understand who man is before God. 

The books are connected by a common vision, but they are not chapters in a single 

work. Each volume has been written as a complete book in its own right and may 

be read in whatever order best serves the reader's interests. Together they form a 

wider conversation about the recovery of the human soul through the truth of 

Scripture. 

Throughout the series, the central concern is not simply the correction of ideas 

but the restoration of persons. The Bible presents humanity as created by God, 

disordered by sin, redeemed through Christ, and called into the fullness of life for 

which it was made. Every volume approaches that reality from a different 

perspective while remaining faithful to the same biblical foundation. 

It is my hope that these books will do more than inform the mind. I hope they will 

encourage thoughtful reflection, honest self-examination, deeper confidence in 

Scripture, and above all, a renewed appreciation for the wisdom of God's design 

for human life. 

Whether this is your first encounter with The Ordered Soul Series or one of 

several volumes you have read, my prayer is that these pages will help you see 

both yourself and your Creator more clearly. 

Robert Willoughby 
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The Human Question 
Every age is remembered for the questions it asks. 

Some generations wrestle with political power. Others are shaped by war, 

scientific discovery, economic change, or technological progress. Yet beneath 

every public debate lies a quieter question that ultimately determines the 

direction of a civilisation. It is the question from which all the others take their 

meaning. 

What does it mean to be human? 

The answer we give to that question shapes far more than we often realise. It 

influences how we understand freedom and responsibility, marriage and family, 

justice and compassion, truth and love. It determines whether the body 

possesses meaning or is simply material to be interpreted by the mind. It 

determines whether our desires are guides to be trusted or aspects of ourselves 

that must be examined. It determines whether identity is something we receive 

or something we create. 

For much of history these questions were rarely asked explicitly because the 

answers were widely assumed. The culture into which people were born 

provided an understanding of the world, of humanity, and of God that shaped 

ordinary life. Those assumptions were not always honoured, and they were not 

always understood, but they existed. They gave coherence to society because 

they offered a shared account of what a human being was. 

That shared understanding has weakened. 

Today many people no longer inherit an answer to the question of human 

identity. They are expected to construct one for themselves. The search for 

identity has become one of the defining features of modern life, not because 

people have suddenly become more self-absorbed than previous generations, 

but because they have increasingly been told that the responsibility for 

discovering and defining themselves rests with them alone. 

This change reaches far beyond the debates that dominate headlines. Questions 

surrounding sexuality, gender, relationships, and personal identity are not 

isolated controversies. They are expressions of a much deeper uncertainty about 

the nature of the human person. Before we can speak wisely about any of these 

issues, we must first ask a more fundamental question: What is man? 
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This book argues that Christianity begins its answer in a place that modern 

culture has largely forgotten. It begins not with the isolated individual searching 

inwardly for identity, but with God creating. The Bible presents human life not 

as something we invent but as something we receive. Our identity is not self-

authored but grounded in the One who made us. Our dignity and our purpose 

are inseparable from the created order to which we belong. 

This conviction is often misunderstood. It is sometimes assumed that the 

Christian view diminishes human freedom or ignores the complexity of human 

experience. Neither is true. The Scriptures take the human heart with profound 

seriousness. They recognise the reality of desire, suffering, temptation, 

confusion, grief, and longing. They speak honestly about the brokenness of the 

world because they speak honestly about the brokenness within every one of us. 

That is why this book is not written against people who struggle. It is written for 

everyone who has ever asked where human identity is ultimately found. The 

questions explored in these pages are deeply personal. They touch families, 

friendships, churches, and private lives. They affect parents trying to love their 

children faithfully, young people seeking to understand themselves, Christians 

attempting to speak truth with compassion, and all who wonder whether modern 

culture has asked the human soul to carry more than it was ever created to bear. 

The Christian answer is both humbling and hopeful. It tells us that we are not 

our own creators, but neither are we abandoned to ourselves. We are creatures, 

made in the image of God, living in a world that possesses meaning because it 

has been spoken into existence by its Creator. The order of creation is not the 

enemy of human flourishing but its foundation. It is within that order that 

freedom finds its purpose, love finds its meaning, and identity finds its home. 

Everything that follows grows from that conviction. 

Before we can understand what has gone wrong with humanity, we must first 

understand what humanity is. Before we can ask how the soul is restored, we 

must first ask how it was made. Before we can speak about identity, we must 

first speak about creation. 
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The Search for Self 
A person rarely asks who he is when life feels settled. The question usually rises 

when something once received begins to weaken, when an old answer no longer 

holds, or when some inward experience no longer seems to fit the world a 

person has inherited. Identity becomes urgent when belonging becomes 

uncertain. 

A child does not begin life as a philosopher. He does not come into the world 

asking for a theory of the self. He comes into the world needing to be held, 

named, fed, protected, and loved. Before he can explain himself, others speak 

over him by their presence. He is a son or daughter before he is an individual. 

He belongs before he chooses. His identity is given to him through faces, 

voices, touch, place, family, habit, and memory. 

This is why the modern obsession with identity is not merely vanity. It is often 

the symptom of a deeper loss. A person begins searching for himself when the 

places that once named him no longer feel strong enough to hold him. Family 

may be fractured. Church may be distant or distrusted. Community may be thin. 

The body may feel confusing. Desire may seem to contradict inherited teaching. 

The future may no longer appear as a path to receive, but as a self to construct. 

The modern world meets that uncertainty with a particular answer. It tells the 

person to look inward. Somewhere inside, beneath expectation, tradition, fear, 

shame, religion, and social pressure, there is said to be an authentic self-waiting 

to be discovered and expressed. The task of life becomes the uncovering of that 

self, the naming of it, and then the demand that others recognise it. 

There is something persuasive in this message because it takes the inner life 

seriously. Many people have been silenced, misunderstood, controlled, or forced 

into roles that did not fit them. Many have carried wounds no one named. Many 

have lived beneath expectations that were more about family pride, social 

respectability, or religious appearance than truth. When such people hear that 

the inner life matters, they may experience it as liberation. 

Christianity should not dismiss that too quickly. The inner life does matter. 

Motives matter. Desire matters. Fear matters. Wounds matter. Conscience 

matters. Hidden suffering matters. God does not deal only with outward conduct 

while ignoring the inward person. Scripture is deeply concerned with the heart. 
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The question is not whether the inner life matters. The question is whether the 

inner life has the authority to define the whole person. 

That is where Christianity and the modern age divide. Modern identity culture 

increasingly treats the inward experience as the deepest truth of the self. If a 

feeling is persistent, painful, powerful, or central enough, it becomes more than 

an experience. It becomes identity. The person does not merely say, “This is 

something I feel.” He begins to say, “This is who I am.” 

That shift can feel natural, especially when the experience has been carried in 

silence. A young person who has long felt different may finally discover a name 

for what was once wordless. The label may bring relief. It may gather confusion 

into language and loneliness into community. It may seem to say, “You are not 

strange. You are not alone. There are others like you.” For someone who has felt 

invisible, that can be profoundly powerful. 

Yet a label can both help and narrow. It may describe an experience without 

telling the whole truth about the person. It may name a desire while quietly 

giving that desire too much authority. It may begin as a tool for understanding 

and end as a master. The self, grateful to have found words, may not notice that 

it has moved from describing part of life to defining the whole of life. 

This danger is not limited to sexuality. A man may become “the successful one” 

until failure feels like non-existence. A woman may become “the strong one” 

until she no longer knows how to confess weakness. A person may become “the 

wounded one” until healing feels like losing the only identity they know. 

Another may become “the rejected one” and interpret every relationship through 

old pain. Another may become “the authentic one” and mistake impulse for 

truth. 

The self is always looking for a name, and the name it receives will shape the 

life it tries to live. If success names me, I will fear failure. If wound names me, I 

will fear healing. If desire names me, I will fear restraint. If approval names me, 

I will fear rejection. If the age names me, I will fear being out of step with the 

age. 

Christianity offers a different foundation. It does not deny that people carry 

desires, wounds, temperaments, histories, and longings. It does not pretend that 

the inner life is simple. But it refuses to let any of these become the final name 

of the person. Before I am my desire, my wound, my role, my failure, my 
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success, my social category, or my self-description, I am a creature made by 

God. 

That answer does not solve every personal struggle immediately, but it changes 

the ground on which every struggle is faced. If I am created, then I am not 

required to invent myself from nothing. If I am known by God, then I am not 

dependent upon the age to make me real. If I bear His image, then my dignity is 

older than my confusion. If I am accountable to Him, then my inner life must be 

examined rather than merely expressed. 

This is both comfort and challenge. It comforts because the person is not 

abandoned to the instability of self-invention. It challenges because the person 

is not free to treat the self as final authority. The same truth that gives identity 

also judges it. The same Creator who gives dignity also gives form. 

The search for self therefore becomes dangerous only when it becomes 

detached from truth. A person may find language for his pain without finding 

healing. He may find a community for his desire without finding holiness. He 

may find affirmation for his self-description without finding peace. He may find 

permission to express himself while never learning how to govern himself. 

This is why identity cannot be separated from worship. Whatever defines me 

will eventually command me. The thing that tells me who I am will also tell me 

what I must protect, what I must fear, what I must pursue, and what I must 

excuse. Identity is never merely descriptive. It becomes formative. 

The modern age tells the person to look inward for the answer. Christianity tells 

him to look first to the One who made him. This is not because the inward life is 

irrelevant, but because the inward life cannot interpret itself safely without God. 

The heart is too divided, desire too persuasive, memory too wounded, fear too 

strong, and pride too subtle for the self to become its own final judge. 

The search for self must therefore become a return. It is not a journey inward 

without end, nor a continual reinvention of identity, nor obedience to every 

desire that asks to be called truth. It is the return of the creature to the Creator in 

whose light the self can finally be seen clearly. 

That return will not be painless. False identities do not loosen their grip easily. 

The self does not surrender sovereignty without fear. Desire does not accept 

judgement without protest. Wounds do not heal merely because they are named. 

Yet the first step toward order is recognising that the self is not enough. 
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The soul cannot become whole by circling itself. It must be called out of itself, 

not into contempt, but into truth. Created order matters because it tells the 

searching person that life has a shape beyond emotion, a dignity beyond labels, 

a purpose beyond desire, and a hope beyond self-description. 

The search for self is real. Christianity does not mock it. It answers it by saying 

that the self is not the starting point of truth, and therefore cannot be the end of 

the journey. The answer begins with the God who created the one who searches. 
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The Need to Belong 
Human beings do not only need to know who they are. They need to know 

where they belong. Identity and belonging are closely joined because the self 

rarely understands itself in isolation. We come to know ourselves through 

relationship, place, memory, duty, affection, worship, and the communities that 

receive us before we can fully explain ourselves. 

A child first learns this without words. He belongs before he understands 

belonging. He is held, named, corrected, fed, protected, and loved into a world 

that already exists. His identity begins not as a private act of self-description but 

as participation in a life shared with others. Family, at its best, gives him a first 

answer to the question of who he is because it gives him a place from which to 

ask it. 

This is one reason the collapse of belonging has made identity so unstable. 

When family becomes fragile, when community thins, when church loses 

authority, when neighbourhoods become temporary, when history is forgotten, 

and when duty is treated as a burden rather than a bond, the individual is left 

increasingly alone before the question of the self. He has more freedom to 

choose, but fewer places strong enough to receive him. 

The modern person often experiences this as liberation before he experiences it 

as loneliness. He is no longer bound by so many inherited expectations. He may 

leave home, change career, reject family assumptions, choose his own moral 

framework, and build a life very different from those who came before him. 

Some of that freedom may correct real injustices. Not every inherited structure 

was good, and not every form of belonging was kind. 

Yet when the old places of belonging weaken, the human need for belonging 

does not disappear. It simply searches for a new home. A person who no longer 

knows himself through family, faith, place, or inherited moral order will seek 

identity elsewhere. He may find it in career, politics, sexuality, ideology, 

trauma, online community, personality type, activism, or personal reinvention. 

The soul will attach itself to something because it cannot live nowhere. 

This helps explain the power of modern identity movements. They do not 

merely offer arguments. They offer belonging. They give people names, stories, 

symbols, communities, language, recognition, and a sense of shared struggle. 

For someone who has felt alone, misunderstood, or unnamed, this can feel like 
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rescue. The movement may say, “You have a people. Your difference has 

meaning. Your pain has a name. Your desire has a home.” 

The Church should understand why that is powerful. Many people who enter 

modern identity categories are not first making a philosophical claim about 

human nature. They are seeking a place where their experience can be spoken 

without fear. They are looking for a community that will not treat their hidden 

life as shameful. They are searching for a name that makes sense of what had 

previously felt confusing or lonely. 

If Christianity answers that search only with correction, it will not be heard as 

truth. It will be heard as distance. A person who feels unseen will not easily 

receive doctrine from people who have never seemed willing to see him. A 

daughter telling her parents about a same-sex relationship may not first be 

asking for a lecture on moral order. She may be asking whether she is still 

loved. A young man in church carrying private sexual confusion may not first be 

asking for a public position. He may be wondering whether honesty would cost 

him the only spiritual family he has. 

This does not mean belonging is higher than truth. False belonging can damage 

the soul by receiving a person into a community built upon a false account of 

humanity. A group may welcome someone warmly while confirming the very 

disorder from which God would recover him. Emotional safety can become 

spiritually dangerous if it protects the self from truth. Not every place that feels 

like home is able to lead a person home. 

But truth must not be separated from belonging either. Christianity is not a 

philosophy for isolated individuals. God does not call people merely into correct 

ideas but into a people, a household, a body, and a shared life. If the Church 

tells modern people that they are not defined by desire, it must also show them 

the deeper family in which their true identity can be lived. 

This is where many churches need to examine themselves. It is possible to hold 

a true doctrine of created order while embodying a thin account of Christian 

belonging. A church may speak rightly about marriage and family while 

unintentionally leaving the unmarried, the childless, the widowed, the divorced, 

or the same-sex attracted believer feeling peripheral. It may defend biblical 

sexuality while failing to cultivate friendships, hospitality, confession, patience, 

and spiritual kinship strong enough to sustain costly obedience. 
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When this happens, modern identity culture appears more compassionate than 

the Church because it offers immediate belonging where the Church offers only 

moral boundaries. The offer may be built upon false foundations, but it still 

answers a hunger the Church has sometimes neglected. If Christians are 

surprised that people seek identity elsewhere, they must ask whether the 

household of faith has truly felt like a household. 

Belonging is not merely social comfort. It forms the soul. The people to whom 

we belong teach us what to honour, what to fear, what to excuse, what to pursue, 

and what to call good. A community gives more than companionship; it gives 

moral imagination. This is why belonging cannot be treated as neutral. To 

belong somewhere is to be shaped by that place. 

Modern belonging often gathers people around shared desire, wound, grievance, 

or self-description. Christian belonging must gather people around something 

deeper. It gathers people around creation, fall, grace, repentance, forgiveness, 

holiness, and hope. It does not deny wound or desire, but it refuses to make 

either the centre. It receives the person without allowing the person to be finally 

named by the thing from which God is calling him toward wholeness. 

This is a difficult balance. A church that welcomes without discernment 

becomes confused. A church that guard’s doctrine without warmth becomes 

barren. One loses order, the other loses charity. Created order requires both 

because the person needs both. He needs truth strong enough to correct him and 

love patient enough to remain near while that correction does its work. 

The first human loneliness in Scripture appears before sin enters the story. Man 

is placed in a good world, yet God says it is not good for him to be alone. That 

truth should keep Christians from treating loneliness lightly. Human beings are 

not designed for isolated self-sufficiency. They are made for communion, 

responsibility, friendship, worship, and shared life before God. 

This has direct importance for the questions this book must eventually face. If 

someone is called to costly chastity, the Church must not treat loneliness as a 

private inconvenience. If someone is called to receive identity from God rather 

than from sexuality, the Church must help make that identity visible in real 

relationships. If someone is asked to surrender a false belonging, the Church 

must offer true belonging in its place. 
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This does not remove the pain of obedience. It does not make every longing 

disappear or every wound close quickly. Some griefs remain griefs even when 

surrounded by love. Some sacrifices are still sacrifices even when they are 

honoured. But a faithful community can keep sorrow from becoming isolation, 

and it can remind the person that the Christian life is not meant to be carried 

alone. 

The deeper issue, then, is not whether human beings need belonging. They do. 

The issue is whether belonging will be built upon truth or upon the self’s 

demand to be affirmed. Modern culture often says, “You belong because your 

self-definition is unquestionable.” Christianity says, “You belong because God 

calls you into a people where every self is being brought under His truth and 

mercy.” 

That difference matters. The first protects the self from judgement. The second 

brings the self into healing. The first gathers people around identity as they 

define it. The second gathers people around God as He defines them. The first 

may feel kinder at the beginning, but the second is the only belonging strong 

enough to recover the whole person. 

The need to belong is therefore not an embarrassment to the Christian argument. 

It is part of the argument. Created order does not leave the person alone before 

God as an isolated moral unit. It places him within a world of relationships, 

obligations, loves, limits, and gifts. It tells him that he is not self-made, and also 

that he is not meant to be self-contained. 

The modern self often wants to belong without surrender. It wants a home that 

never corrects, a people that never questions, and a name that never judges. But 

no such belonging can heal the soul. To belong truly is not merely to be 

accepted as we are. It is to be received into a life that can make us what we were 

created to be. 

This is why the recovery of belonging must come before many modern people 

can hear the recovery of doctrine. They need to know that Christian truth is not 

a cold structure standing over against human loneliness. It is the form of a 

household where truth and love are meant to dwell together. If the Church can 

become that household, it will speak created order with far greater credibility. 

The soul cannot live nowhere. It will belong either to God or to something less 

than God. It will be gathered either into a people being formed by truth, or into 
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a people gathered around desire, wound, and self-definition. Created order calls 

the person not only to receive who he is, but to receive the place where that 

identity can be lived before God. 

 

 



Page 15 of 55 
 

When the Self Becomes the Centre 
Every civilisation has a centre, even when it does not name it. There is always 

something around which life is organised and by which other things are 

measured. It may be God, nation, family, honour, reason, progress, pleasure, 

freedom, or power, but some centre always exists. A society may claim to be 

neutral, but neutrality never lasts. Something eventually takes the place of 

ultimate authority. 

For much of Western history, that centre stood outside the individual. Even 

where people failed to live faithfully, they generally inherited a world in which 

God, nature, family, church, and moral order were assumed to possess authority 

beyond personal preference. Truth was something to be discovered, not 

manufactured. The self-existed, but it was not expected to carry the whole 

burden of meaning by itself. 

The modern world has shifted that centre inward. The individual self is now 

increasingly treated as the place where meaning begins. Personal experience has 

become morally powerful. Feeling has become evidential. Desire has become 

interpretive. A person is encouraged to look within, find the truth of the self, and 

then require the world to recognise it. 

This movement is often described as freedom, and in some ways it appears 

generous. It allows people to resist false expectations, name hidden wounds, 

reject oppressive roles, and speak honestly about experiences that previous 

generations may have ignored. The modern self is not wrong to notice that 

inherited structures can become corrupt. Families can wound, churches can 

shame, societies can exclude, and traditions can be used to protect injustice. 

The problem is not that the self has been allowed to speak. The problem is that 

the self has been made sovereign. Once the self becomes the centre, its inner life 

begins to function as authority rather than testimony. Feelings no longer simply 

report experience. They begin to define reality. Desires no longer need to be 

examined by truth. They increasingly become truth for the person who feels 

them. 

This places an unbearable weight upon the individual. If identity is no longer 

received, it must be constructed. If meaning is no longer given, it must be 

created. If moral order is no longer discovered, it must be negotiated. The 
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person becomes author, judge, defender, and redeemer of the self all at once, 

and the burden is far heavier than the language of freedom first suggests. 

A young woman may arrive at adulthood with more choices than any generation 

before her. She may choose her career, beliefs, relationships, location, 

appearance, politics, and public identity. Yet every choice also asks her to 

decide who she is. Freedom becomes exhausting when there is no larger truth to 

receive. The self that was promised liberation finds itself continually revising, 

explaining, and defending its own meaning. 

This helps explain the fragility of modern identity. If I define myself, then any 

challenge to my definition feels dangerous. If my inward experience is the 

deepest truth about me, then disagreement feels like erasure. If desire has 

become identity, then moral boundaries around desire feel like hatred. The 

sovereign self may appear confident, but it is often anxious because it rests upon 

something unstable. 

Christianity speaks differently because it begins differently. It does not begin 

with the self as the source of meaning. It begins with God as Creator. The self is 

real, precious, and morally serious, but it is not ultimate. It must be understood 

in relation to the One who made it, the body in which it lives, the moral order 

under which it stands, and the relationships through which it is formed. 

This is where many modern conversations fail. Christians often speak about 

moral conclusions before recognising that the listener is standing inside an 

entirely different account of the self. A Christian may say, “This desire must be 

ordered under God,” while the other person hears, “The deepest truth about you 

is being denied.” The words collide because the foundations are different. 

The issue is therefore not merely disagreement about sexuality. It is 

disagreement about whether any authority outside the self has the right to define 

the person. Once that question is answered in favour of the self, the rest of the 

debate has already been shaped. Scripture, creation, body, tradition, conscience, 

and community may still be consulted, but only insofar as they confirm what the 

self has already claimed. 

Sexuality became one of the central battlegrounds of this shift because sexuality 

reaches into desire, body, intimacy, shame, longing, and belonging at once. 

Once the self becomes the centre, sexuality naturally moves from conduct to 

identity. It becomes not merely something a person experiences, but the 
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language by which the person explains who he is. At that point, sexual ethics 

can no longer be heard only as moral instruction. They are heard as claims about 

personhood. 

This is why the modern age reacts so strongly to non-affirmation. It is not 

merely defending behaviour. It is defending the sovereign self’s right to name 

reality from within. The emotional force of the reaction makes sense once the 

deeper structure is seen. If the self has become the centre, then any outside 

authority that contradicts the self must appear oppressive. 

Created order directly challenges that centre. It says the self is not the source of 

meaning but the receiver of meaning. It says the body is not meaningless 

material beneath internal perception. It says desire is not revelation. It says 

freedom is not self-rule. It says human identity must be understood within the 

form God has given, not invented from the intensity of inward experience. 

That challenge is offensive to the modern self, but it is also merciful. The self is 

not strong enough to be its own creator. It cannot bear the burden of producing 

its own truth. It cannot heal itself by naming every desire sacred. It cannot 

become whole by requiring the world to affirm what has never been brought 

under God. 

This is not because the inner life is worthless. Christianity is deeply concerned 

with the inner life. It cares about motive, conscience, fear, longing, grief, 

temptation, and desire. But it refuses to let the inward life become lord. The 

heart must be known, but it must also be judged. The self must be heard, but it 

must also be called beyond itself. 

The later questions of the series begin to appear here. When the self becomes 

the centre, moral language starts to bend around self-protection. Sin becomes 

harder to name because desire has been granted authority. Grace becomes 

sentimental because transformation feels like violence against identity. 

Conscience becomes confused because it must choose between God and the 

age. Recovery becomes necessary because the self, having tried to rule itself, 

discovers that self-rule has not made it whole. 

The Christian answer is not to destroy the self but to dethrone it. The self is not 

nothing. It is not to be despised, erased, or crushed. It is to be restored to its 

proper place before God. A creature becomes most truly itself not by becoming 

sovereign, but by receiving life within the order of the Creator. 
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This is the mercy hidden inside the offence of created order. It tells the person 

that he does not have to invent a self strong enough to survive every challenge. 

He does not have to turn desire into identity, wound into destiny, or feeling into 

truth. He does not have to become his own origin, judge, and saviour. He may 

receive himself from God. 

The modern self resists this because surrender feels like loss. In one sense, it is 

loss. It is the loss of false authority, false identity, and false freedom. But it is 

not the loss of the person. It is the beginning of the person’s return to truth. The 

self that gives up sovereignty is not destroyed; it is finally placed where healing 

can begin. 

This is why the next movement of the book must turn to created order itself. If 

the self is not the centre, then what is? If identity is not invented from within, 

then where is it received? Christianity answers by returning to creation, not as a 

weapon against modern people, but as the foundation from which humanity can 

be understood at all. 
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The Gift of Created Order 
The modern self wants to begin with freedom, but Christianity begins with gift. 

That difference changes everything because a gift is received before it is 

understood, and it carries meaning before the receiver has any power to define 

it. Life itself comes to us in that form. No one chooses to exist, chooses their 

body, chooses their first breath, chooses their parents, or chooses the world into 

which they are born. 

This is one of the most humbling facts about being human. Before any act of 

self-expression, there is reception. Before the individual can say “I am,” life has 

already been given. The modern world often finds this difficult because it wants 

identity to begin with choice, but the deepest things about us are not chosen. 

They are received, and only then interpreted. 

Created order is the Christian name for this given reality. It does not mean that 

life is easy, simple, painless, or without disorder. It means that humanity is not 

raw material waiting for the self to impose meaning upon it. Human beings 

come into existence already bearing a nature, a dignity, a form, and a purpose 

that precede personal preference. 

This is why Genesis matters. It is not merely the opening of the Bible. It is the 

opening of human meaning. It tells us that the world is not accidental chaos, that 

the body is not meaningless matter, and that humanity is not self-originating. 

The biblical account does not begin with the isolated individual searching 

inwardly for identity. It begins with God creating. 

 

[Genesis 1:27] 

And I, God, said unto mine Only Begotten, which was with 

me from the beginning, Let us make man in our image, after 

our likeness; and it was so. 

 

This verse gives humanity both dignity and limit. It gives dignity because man 

is made in the image of God. It gives limit because man is made, not self-made. 

The same truth that raises human beings above mere biology also prevents them 

from turning inward and treating the self as final authority. 
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That balance is essential. If we speak only of dignity, we may begin to imagine 

that the person is free to define himself without reference to God. If we speak 

only of limit, we may forget the glory and worth that God has placed upon 

every human life. Scripture holds the two together. Man is honoured because he 

is created in God’s image, and man is humbled because he is created at all. 

The body belongs inside this created order. Christianity does not treat the body 

as an inconvenience attached to a truer inner self. The body is part of the truth 

of the person. It is not the whole person, but neither is it disposable material 

beneath the command of personal feeling. To be human is to be embodied, and 

embodiment carries meaning. 

This is where the Christian vision begins to conflict sharply with the modern 

one. The modern imagination increasingly treats the body as something 

interpreted by the self. The body may say one thing, but the inner self is thought 

to say something deeper. Biology becomes secondary to psychology. Form 

becomes secondary to feeling. The given is placed beneath the chosen. 

Christianity cannot accept that reversal. The inner life matters deeply, but it 

does not stand above creation. Feelings may be powerful, sincere, persistent, 

and painful, but they do not possess authority to erase the meaning of the body. 

A person may experience tension between body and feeling, but the existence of 

tension does not prove that feeling is the higher truth. 

This is not an abstract issue. A young person confused about identity may hear 

the modern world say, “Your body does not define you; your inner truth does.” 

That message can feel merciful if the body seems like a burden. It can appear to 

offer escape from shame, discomfort, difference, or longing. Yet Christianity 

asks whether a self divided against the body can ever truly be at peace. 

Created order says something different. It says the body is not an enemy to be 

overcome, nor a blank surface to be overwritten, but part of the gift of being 

human. The body may suffer, weaken, age, and carry marks of the fall, but it 

still belongs to the truth of the person. Redemption does not mean escape from 

embodiment. It means the restoration of the whole person before God. 

The creation of male and female belongs here. It is not a late addition to 

Christian morality. It is not merely a social arrangement invented for ancient 

society. It stands within the structure of creation itself. Humanity appears in 
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Scripture as embodied distinction, and that distinction is not treated as 

accidental. 

The male and female form of humanity reveals that difference is not hostility 

and union is not sameness. Man and woman are not interchangeable versions of 

an abstract human self. They are distinct and complementary forms of embodied 

humanity. This complementarity is not merely emotional or social. It is written 

into the biological and relational structure through which human life continues. 

This does not mean every man and woman will marry. It does not mean every 

marriage will have children. It does not mean childlessness removes the 

meaning of marriage, or singleness removes the fullness of humanity. 

Christianity must be careful here because careless speech can wound the 

infertile couple, the unmarried believer, the widow, and the person whose life 

has taken a path they did not choose. 

But the existence of exceptions, wounds, and sorrows does not remove the 

structure itself. An elderly husband and wife still stand within the male-female 

form of marriage even when childbearing is no longer possible. A childless 

marriage still bears the structure of complementarity even where fertility is 

absent. The form remains meaningful even when one of its ordinary fruits is not 

present. 

This is why Christian teaching has historically understood marriage as the 

covenant union of man and woman. Affection alone does not create the form. 

Loyalty alone does not create the form. Companionship alone does not create 

the form. These things are good, but they do not possess the authority to 

redefine what marriage is within created order. 

This is a hard saying in the modern world because modern people often treat 

emotional sincerity as the decisive moral test. If two people love one another, 

the age asks what more can be required. Christianity answers that love itself 

must be ordered by truth. Desire, affection, and companionship matter, but they 

must receive their meaning within the created form God has given. 

That answer must be spoken with care because for some it will not sound like 

an argument; it will sound like loss. A person experiencing same-sex attraction 

may not be thinking first about philosophy, biology, or anthropology. He may 

simply hear that a form of companionship he longs for cannot be blessed by the 

faith he still wants to follow. If Christians cannot recognise the grief contained 
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in that sentence, they have not yet understood the human weight of their own 

doctrine. 

Yet grief does not erase created order. It reveals how deeply the fall has entered 

human experience. The fact that obedience may be costly does not mean the 

command is cruel. The fact that desire may be sincere does not mean it is rightly 

ordered. The fact that a person may suffer under a limit does not mean the limit 

is false. 

Created order is not given to humiliate those who struggle. It is given to tell the 

truth about what human life is for. It gives the self a shape beyond impulse, a 

dignity beyond self-description, and a freedom deeper than self-invention. It 

prevents identity from becoming a private project with no boundary except the 

intensity of desire. 

This is why the modern self resists it. Created order interrupts the claim that the 

person belongs only to himself. It says that freedom is not the power to define 

reality, but the capacity to live truthfully within it. It says that the body is not 

mute, desire is not sovereign, and identity is not invented from within. 

The Christian view does not deny the inner life. It simply refuses to worship it. 

It recognises that human beings are complex, wounded, longing, tempted, 

embodied, spiritual, relational, and often internally divided. It takes all of that 

seriously, but it brings the whole person under God rather than allowing one 

part of the person to rule the rest. 

This is the mercy of created order. It saves the person from having to build 

identity out of unstable material. It tells the anxious self that truth exists before 

feeling, that dignity exists before achievement, and that purpose exists before 

desire. It tells the wounded person that pain is real, but not final. It tells the 

tempted person that desire is real, but not lord. 

The later volumes of this series will trace what happens when this order is 

denied. Moral language begins to collapse because words are reshaped around 

the self. Sin becomes misunderstood because desire is either excused or 

condemned without being properly named. Grace becomes sentimental if it is 

detached from restoration. Conscience becomes fragile when truth and feeling 

are confused. Man must be recovered because self-definition cannot make him 

whole. The sovereign self must finally be confronted because a creature cannot 

become God without losing itself. 



Page 23 of 55 
 

Here, however, the foundation is simpler. The human person is created. His 

identity is not invented, but received. His body is not meaningless, but given. 

His desires are not ignored, but ordered. His freedom is not destroyed by form, 

but made meaningful through it. 

The modern world hears created order as restriction because it has forgotten that 

gifts have shape. A river needs banks. A house needs walls. A language needs 

grammar. A life needs form. Without form, freedom does not become richer. It 

becomes formless, restless, and finally exhausting. 

Created order is the form of the gift. It tells us that humanity is not an 

experiment in self-definition, but a life received from God. The task of the 

person is not to invent a self strong enough to resist every limit, but to receive a 

created life and learn how to live it truthfully before the One who gave it. 
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When Desire Becomes Identity 
Desire is one of the most powerful movements within the human person 

because it does not present itself as an abstract idea. It rises from within. It feels 

immediate, personal, and often deeply honest. A person may argue with 

doctrine, tradition, family, or conscience, but it is much harder to argue with 

something that feels as though it has emerged from the centre of the self. 

This is one reason modern culture has learned to trust desire so deeply. Desire 

appears to speak from the inside, and the inside has become sacred to the 

modern imagination. If a desire is persistent enough, painful enough, or central 

enough to a person’s emotional life, the modern world often assumes it must 

carry moral authority. It is no longer merely something the person feels. It 

becomes something the person is. 

That movement changes everything. If desire remains desire, then it can be 

examined. It can be judged, ordered, restrained, purified, redirected, or denied. 

It can be brought before God and asked what place it should have within a 

created life. But if desire becomes identity, then to question the desire feels like 

questioning the person’s very existence. 

This is why modern discussions surrounding sexuality so quickly become 

existential. The disagreement is not heard merely as disagreement over moral 

behaviour. It is heard as an attack upon personhood. If the language of identity 

has already taught someone to say, “This desire is who I am,” then the Christian 

response, “This desire must be ordered under God,” sounds to that person like, 

“You must disappear.” 

The Church must understand that before it speaks. It must understand not in 

order to surrender truth, but in order to speak truth with the seriousness the 

subject deserves. Many people who have built their identity around sexuality 

have not done so because they first developed a philosophical theory. They have 

done so because desire, loneliness, secrecy, shame, and the longing to be known 

all gathered together until a label appeared to explain them. 

For some, that label felt like rescue. The person who had felt strange or 

unnamed suddenly found language. The person who had felt isolated suddenly 

found community. The person who had felt shame suddenly heard voices saying 

there was nothing to hide. The person who had feared rejection suddenly 

discovered a place where the hidden thing could be spoken aloud. 
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A Christian response that mocks this is not wise. It may be correct about 

doctrine and still fail to understand the human road by which many people 

arrive at modern identity. False identity often becomes attractive because it 

answers a real hunger. The hunger may be for belonging, recognition, 

tenderness, honesty, or relief from secrecy. If the Church cannot recognise the 

hunger, it will not understand why the false answer has power. 

Yet the reality of the hunger does not make the answer true. Desire may reveal 

something important about a person’s inward life, but it cannot be allowed to 

define the whole person. The Christian claim is not that desire is unreal. It is 

that desire is not sovereign. It may be deep, but it is not deepest. It may be 

persistent, but it is not ultimate. It may be painful, but it is not lord. 

This distinction prepares the way for the Christian understanding of sin, which 

is far more searching than the modern world often imagines. Sin is not merely a 

list of external acts. It is not only deliberate rebellion, conscious cruelty, or the 

breaking of a visible command. Sin is disorder within the person. It is the 

turning of some created good away from its proper place. It is desire claiming 

authority it was never given. 

A man can desire admiration until it becomes vanity. He can desire security 

until it becomes greed. He can desire justice until it becomes vengeance. He can 

desire comfort until it becomes cowardice. He can desire intimacy until it 

becomes lust. In each case, the desire may have some natural root, but it 

becomes disordered when it refuses to live under truth. 

This is why Christianity cannot accept the modern idea that a desire becomes 

morally trustworthy simply because it feels sincere. The human heart is too 

skilled at defending itself. It can turn selfishness into self-care, pride into 

confidence, anger into righteousness, lust into love, and rebellion into 

authenticity. The heart is not always lying, but it is never safe as its own final 

judge. 

[Jeremiah 17:9] 

The heart is deceitful above all things, and desperately 

wicked; who can know it? 

  

This verse does not deny that human beings feel deeply. It denies that depth of 

feeling is the same as truth. The heart may be wounded and still wrong. It may 
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be sincere and still confused. It may be passionate and still disordered. It may 

plead with great emotional force and still need to be brought under the 

judgement and mercy of God. 

That is not a truth aimed at one group of people. It is the condition of mankind. 

Every person knows what it is to want something wrongly, to explain away a 

compromise, to rename a sin, or to defend a desire because surrendering it 

would feel like death. The person experiencing same-sex attraction is not 

uniquely fallen. He shares the same human condition as the proud, the greedy, 

the bitter, the lustful, the fearful, the resentful, and the self-righteous. 

This matters because the Church must never speak of sexuality as though 

disorder lives only outside its walls. A church that speaks strongly about 

homosexuality but tolerates pride, gossip, pornography, adultery, greed, cruelty, 

cowardice, and spiritual vanity has not understood holiness. It has merely 

selected the sins it finds easiest to condemn. 

At the same time, universal sinfulness does not erase moral distinction. The fact 

that every person is fallen does not mean every desire can be blessed. It means 

that no one speaks about fallen desire from a place of innocence. The Christian 

who names disorder in another must also name disorder within himself, or his 

words will carry the smell of pride rather than truth. 

This is where the distinction between desire and identity becomes merciful, 

though it may not sound merciful at first. The modern world says, “You are your 

deepest desire.” Christianity says, “You are deeper than your deepest desire.” 

The modern world says, “To deny desire is to deny yourself.” Christianity says, 

“To deny disordered desire may be the beginning of receiving your true self 

back from God.” 

That difference is enormous. If a person is his desire, then repentance becomes 

self-hatred. If a person is made in the image of God, then repentance becomes 

the refusal to let desire reduce him. The call to holiness is not a call to erase the 

person, but to restore the person to the truth of creation. 

For someone carrying same-sex attraction, this may still involve real grief. It is 

dishonest to pretend otherwise. The desire may not feel like a passing impulse. 

It may be bound up with the longing for companionship, affection, tenderness, 

shared life, and a future not lived alone. To say that such desire cannot be 
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enthroned as identity is not a small demand. It may feel like the surrender of a 

whole imagined life. 

The Church must not answer that grief with slogans. It must not speak as though 

obedience is easy because the doctrine is clear. Clarity does not remove cost. A 

command may be true and still be heavy to bear. The Christian community must 

therefore learn to say two things together: desire must be ordered under God, 

and those called to costly obedience must not be left to carry that obedience in 

isolation. 

This is one reason the modern world often seems more compassionate than the 

Church. It offers immediate affirmation, while the Church sometimes offers 

only prohibition. Yet affirmation alone cannot heal the soul if it confirms a false 

foundation of identity. The deeper Christian answer must be more demanding 

and more loving. It must say, “You are not defined by this desire, and you are 

not abandoned because of this struggle.” 

That answer requires a kind of community many churches have not yet learned 

to become. It requires friendships strong enough to survive honesty. It requires a 

vision of singleness that is not treated as failure. It requires families and 

congregations that honour people whose obedience is hidden, difficult, and 

easily misunderstood. It requires churches that do not idolise marriage while 

calling others to chastity. 

If desire is not identity, then the Church must offer an identity deeper than 

desire. It cannot merely remove the modern label and leave the person 

unnamed. It must recover the Christian language of creature, image-bearer, 

sinner, disciple, brother, sister, friend, servant, and child of God. These are not 

sentimental titles. They are stronger names than any category the modern age 

can offer. 

The later volumes of this series will unfold these themes more fully. The nature 

of sin must be understood because desire does not become holy simply by being 

human. The nature of grace must be recovered because people cannot be 

restored by condemnation alone. The crisis of conscience must be faced because 

some souls are crushed by shame while others silence conviction altogether. The 

recovery of man must be possible because no one is healed merely by knowing 

what is wrong. 
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Here, however, the point is simpler and foundational. Desire is part of the 

human person, but it is not the whole person. It may reveal need, wound, 

longing, confusion, temptation, or disorder, but it cannot be permitted to define 

identity. The self may feel strongly, but strength of feeling does not establish 

truth. 

The modern world has made desire into a voice of revelation. Christianity sees 

desire as something that must be brought into the light. Some desires will be 

affirmed, some purified, some restrained, some denied, and some healed only 

slowly over time. But all desire must kneel before God because only God can 

tell the human person who he truly is. 

The soul is too precious to be named by appetite. The image of God is too deep 

to be reduced to attraction. The person is too great a thing to be defined by what 

he wants, fears, suffers, or longs for. Desire may ask to become identity, but 

Christianity must refuse that request for the sake of the person desire would 

otherwise consume. 

A human being is not saved by becoming whatever he feels himself to be. He is 

saved by being restored to what God created him to become. 
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When Love Is Asked to Become Affirmation 
One of the clearest signs of a confused age is that its strongest words become its 

least stable words. They are used constantly, but not carefully. They carry 

emotional power, but not fixed meaning. They become tools for persuasion 

rather than instruments of truth. 

Love is now such a word. Almost everyone appeals to it. Parents appeal to it 

when they want to protect their children. Activists appeal to it when they 

demand recognition. Churches appeal to it when they speak of welcome. 

Families appeal to it when they are trying not to fracture under disagreement. 

The word is everywhere, but because it is everywhere it is often unclear. It may 

mean affection, kindness, romance, loyalty, compassion, approval, tolerance, 

inclusion, or the removal of moral judgement. 

This confusion matters because modern identity culture increasingly defines 

love as affirmation. To love someone now often means to confirm their self-

understanding, validate their desires, approve their chosen identity, and avoid 

any moral judgement that might cause emotional pain. Under this definition, 

disagreement becomes unloving by nature because it refuses to give the person 

the affirmation they have come to regard as necessary for being seen. 

This creates a painful difficulty for Christians. A father may love his daughter 

deeply while believing that her same-sex relationship falls outside God’s design. 

A Christian friend may care sincerely for someone while being unable to affirm 

the moral meaning that person gives to a relationship. A pastor may want his 

church to be gentle, welcoming, and humane while still refusing to bless what 

Scripture does not bless. 

The modern world often struggles to understand this position because it hears 

non-affirmation as personal rejection. If the person has been taught that 

sexuality is identity, then refusal to affirm sexuality will feel like refusal to love 

the person. If desire has been placed at the centre of the self, then a moral 

boundary around desire will feel like a boundary around belonging. 

The Church must understand why the question hurts before it tries to answer it. 

When someone asks, “How can you love me if you do not affirm me?” they 

may not be setting a trap. They may be speaking from years of fear, secrecy, or 

rejection. They may be asking whether there is still room for them at the table. 

They may be asking whether disagreement means abandonment. 
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Christianity must answer with more than a slogan. It must say that love is 

deeper than affirmation because God’s love is deeper than affirmation. God does 

not love human beings by approving everything within them. If He did, 

repentance would have no meaning and grace would have no purpose. Divine 

love receives sinners without pretending sin is harmless. It comes near without 

surrendering holiness. It forgives, corrects, disciplines, restores, and calls the 

person beyond the false peace of being left unchanged. 

That is why love cannot be reduced to emotional agreement. A doctor who tells 

the truth about illness is not hateful because the diagnosis hurts. A parent who 

warns a child against destructive choices is not hateful because the warning 

frustrates the child. A friend who confronts addiction is not hateful because the 

addicted person feels judged. In ordinary life, we know that love sometimes 

tells the truth precisely because it refuses to abandon the beloved to harm. 

Yet in matters of identity, this wisdom often disappears. Emotional pain is 

treated as proof that wrong has been done, and the avoidance of pain becomes 

the measure of compassion. This is dangerous because truth often hurts before it 

heals. Conscience hurts when it wakes. Repentance hurts when it begins. Grace 

comforts the sinner, but it does not do so by pretending there was no sin to 

forgive. 

The collapse of moral language begins here. Love becomes affirmation. Hate 

becomes disagreement. Harm becomes discomfort. Courage becomes self-

expression. Compassion becomes permission. Judgement becomes cruelty. 

Once words are changed in this way, the moral world becomes difficult to 

navigate because people can no longer name reality accurately. 

This is not a minor problem. If disagreement is hatred, no moral conversation 

can continue. If truth is harm, only comforting falsehood remains. If love 

requires affirmation, then love is no longer free to correct, warn, restrain, or call 

someone toward repentance. The word love remains, but its moral substance has 

been hollowed out. 

Christianity cannot accept that change because it would make the gospel 

unintelligible. The cross declares that human beings are loved beyond measure, 

but not affirmed in their sin. It tells us that God’s love is deep enough to enter 

our condition and holy enough to redeem us from it. It does not say, “You were 

always whole.” It says, “You were worth saving.” That distinction is everything. 
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A person experiencing same-sex attraction does not need a Church that despises 

him. He does not need cold doctrine thrown at him from a safe distance. He 

does not need whispers, suspicion, mockery, or the fear that his struggle makes 

him uniquely unclean. Such responses are failures of Christian love, and no 

appeal to doctrine can make them righteous. 

But neither does he need a Church that tells him desire is destiny. He needs 

something harder and better. He needs people who will tell him the truth 

without withdrawing affection. He needs friendship that does not collapse under 

disagreement. He needs a community where obedience is honoured, loneliness 

is noticed, celibacy is dignified, and the image of God is seen before the 

struggle is named. That is love acting truthfully. 

Modern affirmation often appears kinder because it asks less. It does not require 

the person to change, and it does not require the community to bear a long 

burden with them. It gives immediate emotional relief, but not all relief is 

healing. A false peace can be gentle, and a lie can speak with a soft voice. 

The Church must resist both harsh truth and gentle falsehood. Harsh truth may 

be accurate, but it misrepresents the heart of God if it is spoken without 

tenderness. Gentle falsehood may feel compassionate, but it leaves the person 

unrecovered. The Christian calling is neither cruelty nor surrender, but truth 

carried in love. 

That phrase is often used easily, but it is one of the hardest things in the 

Christian life. It requires courage because truth will be resisted. It requires 

humility because the one speaking truth is also a sinner. It requires patience 

because people rarely receive difficult truth quickly. It requires tenderness 

because wounds do not heal under contempt. 

It also requires clarity.  The Church must not become embarrassed by the 

distinction between love and affirmation. If it loses that distinction, it will 

eventually lose the ability to preach repentance at all. Every serious moral claim 

will sound unloving. Every call to holiness will sound oppressive. Every 

boundary will sound like rejection. The Church may still speak warmly, but it 

will no longer know how to speak redemptively. 

This danger is already visible. Some churches, anxious to appear 

compassionate, begin by changing tone, then slowly change doctrine, then 

eventually treat the older doctrine as hateful. Other churches, seeing this 
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compromise, harden themselves in the opposite direction and speak with a 

severity that seems to fear compassion. Both errors reveal the same weakness: 

the inability to hold truth and love together. Christ does not divide them. 

 

[John 1:14] 

And the same word was made flesh, and dwelt among us, 

and we beheld his glory, the glory as of the Only Begotten 

of the Father, full of grace and truth. 

 

Grace and truth belong together because human beings require both. Grace 

without truth becomes permission. Truth without grace becomes condemnation. 

In Christ, love becomes redemptive presence. He comes near without 

surrendering holiness, and He speaks truth without ceasing to be merciful. 

That is the pattern the Church must recover.  The question, then, is not whether 

Christians should love those who disagree with them, those who experience 

same-sex attraction, or those who have built their identity around modern 

categories. Of course they should. The harder question is whether Christians 

still know what love is when affirmation has become the language of the age. 

If love means affirmation, Christianity must eventually disappear because 

Christianity calls every person to repentance. If love means willing the good of 

another before God, then love may sometimes have to stand against the very 

desire the other person believes will make them whole. That will be 

misunderstood, and it may be resented, but the Christian cannot allow the 

modern world to define love against the character of God. 

To love someone is not to agree that they belong to themselves. It is to 

remember that they belong to God, and to act toward them with the patience, 

courage, humility, and tenderness that such a truth requires. 
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The Cost of Obedience 
Obedience is easy to praise when it costs someone else. 

It becomes harder when the command of God reaches into the part of life where 

desire, loneliness, hope, and imagined happiness have gathered. Many 

Christians speak readily about obedience in principle, but far more cautiously 

when obedience asks them to surrender something they deeply want. The 

human heart does not object to holiness only because it hates God. Sometimes it 

objects because it is afraid of what faithfulness may take away. 

This is why any serious Christian account of identity must speak about cost. If 

created order is true, then it is not merely an idea to admire. It becomes a 

summons. It tells the person that desire must be brought beneath God, that the 

body has meaning, that sexuality has a form, and that not every longing can be 

followed without disordering the soul. 

For some people, that summons will feel like a relief. It will bring clarity where 

confusion had begun to rule. It will place limits around impulses that had 

already become destructive. It will give the self a structure strong enough to 

resist the chaos of endless choice. For others, however, the same summons may 

feel like grief before it feels like peace. 

A same-sex attracted Christian may hear the Church speak of created order and 

know that the teaching is not merely public doctrine. It reaches directly into his 

private future. It may touch the possibility of romance, companionship, home, 

touch, shared life, and the ordinary human desire not to grow old alone. If he 

believes historic Christian teaching, obedience may not mean simply resisting 

one temptation on one occasion. It may mean accepting a form of renunciation 

that many other believers rarely have to imagine. That cost must not be 

minimised. 

A church that calls people to costly obedience must not then speak as though the 

cost is imaginary. It must not pretend that doctrine automatically removes 

loneliness, or that clarity removes longing, or that the call to chastity is easy 

because it can be stated in a sentence. A command may be true and still be 

heavy. A boundary may be good and still be painful. A life may be faithful and 

still carry sorrow. 

This is not unique to questions of sexuality, although sexuality makes the cost 

especially visible. Every Christian must eventually meet the place where 
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obedience contradicts desire. One person must surrender ambition. Another 

must forgive a wound he would rather nurse. Another must remain faithful in a 

marriage that has become difficult. Another must tell the truth when dishonesty 

would protect him. Another must let go of bitterness that has become part of his 

identity. 

The form differs, but the principle remains. Discipleship means that the self is 

not allowed to govern itself without contradiction. Christ does not merely 

comfort the self. He claims it. 

This is where modern culture and Christianity part ways sharply. The modern 

world increasingly treats the denial of deep desire as psychological harm. 

Christianity treats the denial of disordered desire as part of spiritual formation. 

The modern world asks whether the person is being allowed to express the self. 

Christianity asks whether the self is being brought into truth. 

That does not mean Christianity is indifferent to psychological pain. It simply 

refuses to make pain the final measure of truth. Some pain reveals cruelty and 

must be repented of. Some pain reveals injury and must be healed. Some pain 

reveals fear and must be comforted. But some pain comes because a false self is 

being dethroned, and that kind of pain cannot be avoided without avoiding 

sanctification itself. 

This is why the Christian answer must be both firm and tender. If it is only firm, 

it will crush bruised people beneath true words spoken wrongly. If it is only 

tender, it will comfort people into remaining unrecovered. The Church must 

learn to say that obedience can be costly without implying that the cost cancels 

the command. Christ never hid the cost of following Him. 

 

[Luke 9:23-24] 

And he said to them all, If any will come after me, let him 

deny himself, and take up his cross daily, and follow me. 

For whosoever will save his life, shall lose it; but whosoever 

will lose his life, for my sake, the same shall save it. 

 

Those words are not gentle in the sentimental sense, but they are merciful 

because they tell the truth. Christ does not invite people into a life of self-

affirmation. He calls them into a life where the self must be denied, not because 
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the person has no worth, but because the self in its fallen condition cannot be 

trusted to lead the way home. 

The cross is not a metaphor for mild inconvenience. It is the place where the old 

claim of the self is put to death. That death may look different in different lives, 

but no disciple escapes it. The proud must die to pride. The lustful must die to 

lust. The fearful must die to fear. The self-sufficient must die to independence. 

The bitter must die to the grievance they have learned to love. The person 

whose desire asks to become identity must die to the claim that desire has the 

right to name him. 

This is hard, but it is not hatred. It is the ordinary shape of Christian discipleship 

applied to the most painful parts of the self. The modern world hears self-denial 

as erasure because it has confused the fallen self with the true person. 

Christianity hears self-denial as the path by which the true person is recovered 

from the false self that has taken possession of him. 

Yet this recovery is not automatic. It must be lived among people who 

understand what is being asked. A church may preach self-denial correctly and 

still fail if it leaves the obedient person alone. When someone is called to 

chastity, the Church must not honour the command while ignoring the life that 

must now be lived. It must ask what friendship, family, hospitality, and spiritual 

companionship should look like for those whose obedience is costly in hidden 

ways. 

This may require repentance in many churches. Too often, Christian culture has 

spoken as though marriage were the normal completion of adult life and 

singleness were a waiting room, a deficiency, or a problem to be solved. Such a 

culture cannot credibly call some people to lifelong chastity while treating the 

unmarried as incomplete. If the Church asks people to receive their identity 

from Christ rather than sexual fulfilment, it must itself believe that Christ is 

enough to make a life whole. 

That belief must become visible.  It must be visible in meals shared, homes 

opened, friendships deepened, burdens noticed, and single people honoured as 

full members of the household of faith. It must be visible when a same-sex 

attracted Christian is not treated as a threat, a project, or a curiosity, but as a 

brother or sister whose faithfulness may be costly and whose presence may 

teach the Church something about obedience it has forgotten. 
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The Church must not ask people to give up one form of belonging while 

offering no other. 

This is one of the reasons modern affirmation can seem so attractive. It offers 

immediate belonging at the exact point where Christian obedience may appear 

to threaten it. It says, “You do not have to be alone. You do not have to deny 

yourself. You do not have to carry a cross that others do not understand.” That 

message has emotional power because it speaks to a real fear. 

The Christian answer cannot simply be, “That message is false.” It must also 

show that Christ gives a truer belonging, even when obedience costs dearly. If 

the Church cannot embody that belonging, its doctrine will sound like 

abandonment even when it is true. 

There is also a quieter cost that must be acknowledged. The person who seeks to 

obey may be misunderstood by both sides. The wider culture may see him as 

repressed or ashamed. Some Christians may still see him primarily through 

suspicion. He may find himself belonging fully nowhere, criticised by those 

who affirm what he refuses and mistrusted by those who should most 

understand his faithfulness. 

That burden is real.  The Church should have special honour for those who carry 

it. There is a kind of obedience that is visible and praised. There is another kind 

that is hidden and lonely. A person may resist temptation for years without 

anyone knowing the battle. He may choose faithfulness in the privacy of his 

own room, in the silence after conversation, in the ache of seeing others receive 

the life he once imagined for himself. Such obedience may not look dramatic, 

but heaven sees it. 

This is where grace must be planted as a seed before it is fully unfolded later. 

Grace is not the removal of all cost. It is the presence of God within the cost. It 

is not divine permission to avoid obedience, nor is it cold demand without help. 

Grace forgives when we fall, strengthens when we are weak, and slowly teaches 

the soul that surrender is not the same thing as destruction. 

The person who loses his life for Christ does not vanish. He is returned to 

himself in a truer form. He may not receive every desire he once believed 

necessary for happiness, but he may receive a life deeper than the one desire 

promised. That does not make the path painless, and it must not be used to 
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silence grief. It simply means that Christianity does not measure life only by the 

fulfilment of natural longing. 

This matters for every reader, not only those for whom sexuality is the visible 

struggle. The book is not inviting one group to carry a cross while everyone else 

studies it from a distance. It is asking every person where desire has made a 

claim upon identity. It is asking where obedience feels like loss, where the self 

resists surrender, and where the language of authenticity has been used to 

protect what God is asking us to place before Him. 

The cost of obedience reveals what we truly worship. If a desire cannot be 

surrendered, it has become more than a desire. If a relationship cannot be placed 

beneath God, it has become more than companionship. If a self-description 

cannot be judged by truth, it has become more than language. It has become an 

altar. 

Created order does not call us to hate the self, but it does call us to refuse the 

self’s false sovereignty. It tells us that obedience is not the enemy of identity, 

but the way identity is purified. The self that refuses all limits may appear free 

for a time, but it remains captive to whatever desire has become strongest. The 

self that bows before God may appear restricted, but it begins to live within a 

freedom deeper than appetite. 

The Church must say this without cruelty and without embarrassment. It must 

say that holiness is worth the cost, that chastity is not wasted life, that singleness 

is not failed humanity, that obedience seen only by God is precious, and that no 

one who follows Christ faithfully is living a lesser story because their desires 

are not fulfilled in the way the world expects. 

The cost of obedience is real. We do no one any kindness by pretending 

otherwise. But the cost of disobedience is also real, even when it is hidden 

beneath affirmation, companionship, and cultural approval. One cost is felt 

immediately. The other may reveal itself slowly in the disordering of the soul. 

Christianity asks us to trust that Christ knows the difference. 

It asks us to believe that losing the false self is not the same as losing life. It 

asks us to believe that created order is not a prison, but the shape of the way 

home. And it asks the Church to become the kind of people among whom costly 

obedience is not merely required, but shared, honoured, and sustained. 
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Conscience Under Pressure 
There are few things more difficult than trying to remain faithful when every 

surrounding voice has changed its definition of goodness. 

A Christian may once have assumed that conscience was mainly a private 

matter. It told him when he had lied, when he had been cruel, when he had 

betrayed a promise, or when he had hidden a sin beneath respectable language. 

But in the modern age conscience has become public as well as private, because 

the pressure placed upon the soul now often comes from outside. The individual 

is not merely asked what he believes. He is asked whether he will speak, 

celebrate, affirm, approve, or remain silent when the age demands agreement. 

This pressure is especially strong in questions of sexuality and identity because 

modern culture has made affirmation the test of compassion. It is no longer 

enough for a Christian to treat people with dignity, refuse cruelty, defend civil 

peace, and remain personally kind. Increasingly, he is asked to approve the 

moral meaning that others give to themselves. If he cannot do so, his refusal is 

treated not as conscience, but as harm. 

That is a serious change. It means the conflict is no longer only about behaviour 

or doctrine. It is about whether conscience still has the right to stand before God 

when culture has already reached its verdict. The Christian must ask whether he 

belongs first to the age or first to the Lord. That question is not theoretical when 

it enters family, work, friendship, education, public speech, and church life. 

A mother may love her son deeply and still be unable to affirm every identity 

claim he has made about himself. A teacher may want every child in the 

classroom treated with gentleness and protection, yet still feel conscience 

troubled by the demand to speak as though the body no longer matters. A pastor 

may want wounded people to find mercy in the Church, yet still know that 

mercy cannot require him to bless what Scripture does not bless. These are not 

easy situations, and anyone who treats them as easy has not understood the 

strain placed upon ordinary souls. 

The modern world often frames such conflict as a choice between compassion 

and cruelty. That framing is false, but it is powerful. It places the Christian 

under emotional pressure before the argument even begins. If he speaks, he may 

be accused of hatred. If he remains silent, his conscience may accuse him of 
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cowardice. If he tries to explain the distinction between dignity and agreement, 

he may find that many no longer believe such a distinction exists. 

This is why conscience must be formed before the moment of pressure arrives. 

A weak conscience will either collapse or become harsh. It will collapse if it 

fears people more than God. It will become harsh if it mistakes courage for 

anger. The Christian conscience must be neither timid nor cruel. It must be 

steady, humble, instructed, and answerable to God. 

Scripture gives the principle plainly. 

 

[Acts 5:29] 

Then Peter and the other apostles answered and said, We 

ought to obey God rather than men.  

 

This verse is often quoted in moments of conflict, but it should not be quoted 

lightly. It is not a licence for stubbornness, bitterness, or self-importance. It is 

not permission to treat every disagreement as persecution or every social 

difficulty as martyrdom. It is a sober reminder that human authority has limits, 

and that the soul must remain finally answerable to God. 

That answerability matters because conscience can be pressured in more than 

one direction. The modern world pressures Christians to surrender conviction in 

the name of compassion. Some religious environments pressure people to 

suppress complexity in the name of certainty. One side may wound conscience 

by silencing truth. The other may wound it by silencing tenderness. Both distort 

the soul. 

This is why the Church must learn to form conscience rather than merely 

inflame opinion. Opinion reacts quickly. Conscience listens carefully. Opinion 

wants to win. Conscience wants to be faithful. Opinion often borrows its 

emotions from the crowd. Conscience stands alone before God, yet does so with 

fear and humility because it knows it can be mistaken, hardened, or self-

deceived. 

In questions of created order, conscience must hold several truths together. It 

must hold that every human being bears the image of God and must not be 

mocked, mistreated, or dehumanised. It must hold that desire does not possess 
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final authority over identity. It must hold that the body belongs to the truth of 

the person. It must hold that sexuality has a created form. It must hold that 

obedience can be costly and that those who bear that cost need real belonging 

rather than religious distance. 

If conscience lets go of any one of these truths, it begins to deform. If it keeps 

moral order but loses human dignity, it becomes severe. If it keeps compassion 

but loses moral order, it becomes sentimental. If it keeps freedom but loses 

responsibility, it becomes permissive. If it keeps conviction but loses humility, it 

becomes proud. A rightly formed conscience must be larger than the slogans of 

either side. 

This is especially important for Christians who are themselves experiencing 

same-sex attraction or other conflicts between desire and doctrine. Their 

conscience is often pressured from both directions. The wider culture may tell 

them that obedience to historic Christian teaching is repression or self-hatred. 

Some Christians may make them feel that honesty about their struggle places 

them under suspicion. They may wonder whether there is any place where they 

can be both truthful about what they experience and faithful to what they 

believe. 

The Church must make such a place possible. It must allow confession without 

panic, struggle without stigma, and costly faithfulness without loneliness. A 

conscience that is trying to obey God should not be crushed by the very 

community that ought to strengthen it. Nor should it be seduced by a culture 

that calls surrender to desire by the name of freedom. 

Freedom itself must be carefully understood. The modern world often speaks as 

though freedom means the removal of every external moral claim. Christianity 

understands freedom differently. Freedom is not the right to invent reality or the 

ability to follow desire without judgement. Freedom is the capacity to live 

truthfully before God. A person may be permitted to do something and still be 

harmed by it. A society may legalise something and still not make it righteous. 

Civil freedom and moral truth are not the same thing. 

This distinction allows Christians to defend freedom of conscience without 

confusing it with moral approval. A Christian may believe that no one should be 

bullied, threatened, or denied ordinary human dignity because of sexuality. He 

may also believe that same-sex relationships fall outside God’s design. He may 

defend a person’s civil liberty while refusing to affirm the moral goodness of 
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that person’s choices. That is not contradiction. It is the difference between 

coercion and conviction. 

A free society needs that distinction. Without it, public life becomes a contest 

between approved beliefs and forbidden beliefs. People learn to say what is safe 

rather than what is true. Conscience goes underground, and when conscience 

goes underground it does not disappear. It either becomes resentful or afraid. 

Neither produces a healthy civilisation. 

The right to disagree is therefore not a minor courtesy. It is one of the conditions 

under which truth can still be pursued. If moral disagreement is treated as 

hatred, then difficult subjects can no longer be discussed honestly. If identity 

claims are placed beyond question, then the self has become sacred in a way no 

creature should be sacred. If only affirmation is permitted, then compassion has 

been replaced by managed speech. 

Christians must defend the right to disagree, but they must also be worthy of 

that right. Some disagreement is careless, ignorant, mocking, or cruel. The right 

to speak does not make every manner of speaking righteous. A Christian who 

speaks truth with contempt may defend conscience while disobeying Christ. He 

may be technically right and spiritually wrong. 

This is where the crisis of conscience becomes deeper than culture. The real 

question is not only whether Christians will be allowed to speak. It is whether 

Christians will speak as people whose souls have been ordered by the truth they 

defend. A disordered soul can turn even true doctrine into a weapon. A fearful 

soul can turn silence into prudence. A proud soul can mistake social rejection 

for faithfulness. A compassionate but untethered soul can mistake compromise 

for love. 

The conscience must therefore be continually brought before God. It must be 

taught by Scripture, softened by mercy, strengthened by courage, corrected by 

humility, and guarded from the desire to be praised by either the Church or the 

world. The goal is not to have a conscience that merely resists modern pressure. 

The goal is to have a conscience that hears God clearly. 

This chapter only plants what a later volume will need to explore more fully. 

Conscience is fragile because the soul is fragile. It can be wounded by harsh 

religion, numbed by repeated compromise, confused by false compassion, or 

hardened by pride. It can become oversensitive and see guilt everywhere, or 
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deadened and see guilt nowhere. The recovery of conscience is therefore one of 

the great needs of modern Christianity. 

Here, however, the immediate point is this: created order cannot survive in a 

person, a church, or a civilisation unless conscience remains answerable to truth 

beyond the self. Once conscience becomes captive to cultural approval, created 

order becomes negotiable. Once conscience becomes captive to fear, love grows 

cold. Once conscience becomes captive to pride, truth loses its beauty. 

The Christian must learn to stand under God before standing before the age. 

That standing will sometimes be costly. It may cost approval, comfort, 

reputation, friendship, or peace within family. Yet if conscience is surrendered, 

something deeper is lost. The person may keep social acceptance, but lose the 

quiet integrity of the soul before God. 

The modern age asks for affirmation. Christ asks for faithfulness. The difference 

between the two may become one of the defining tests of the Church in our 

time. To pass that test, Christians will need more than correct opinions. They 

will need consciences formed by truth, chastened by humility, and made brave 

by the fear of God rather than the fear of man. 
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The Church as Family 
If Christianity calls people away from self-definition, it must also call them into 

a people strong enough to receive them. 

This is one of the great tests of the Church in the modern age. It is not enough to 

be right about created order. It is not enough to defend biblical teaching on 

sexuality, marriage, desire, and the body. If the Church tells people that they are 

not defined by desire, it must also show them the deeper family in which their 

identity can be lived. Otherwise, the doctrine may be true, but the person may 

experience it as abandonment. 

The modern world understands the power of belonging. It offers language, 

community, sympathy, recognition, and public identity. It tells the isolated 

person that he has a people. It gives symbols to his pain, names to his desires, 

and a story in which his struggle becomes part of a shared cause. This belonging 

may be built upon false foundations, but it is still answering a real human 

hunger. 

The Church must not answer real hunger with abstractions alone. A same-sex 

attracted Christian who desires to follow Christ may already know the doctrine. 

He may believe that the body matters, that male and female are created realities, 

that marriage has a God-given form, and that desire must be placed under the 

lordship of Christ. The question pressing upon him may not be whether 

obedience is required. It may be whether obedience can be survived. 

That is not a dramatic question. It is an ordinary one.It appears after the sermon 

has ended, when everyone else goes home to a spouse or family. It appears at 

weddings, when the joy of others is sincere but still sharp. It appears in 

conversations about children, anniversaries, holidays, and ordinary domestic 

life. It appears when the Church speaks warmly about family, as it should, but 

fails to notice those for whom natural family is wounded, absent, impossible, or 

painfully complicated. 

If the Church is to be faithful, it must recover a deeper understanding of family 

than biology alone. Christianity honours the natural family, but it does not make 

the natural family ultimate. Marriage is holy, but it is not salvation. Children are 

a blessing, but they are not the measure of human worth. The household is a 
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gift, but the kingdom of God is larger than any household. When the Church 

forgets this, it unintentionally teaches some people that they are standing at the 

edge of Christian life rather than within its centre. 

The New Testament does not leave the unmarried, the widowed, the childless, 

the estranged, or the celibate without a home. It speaks of brothers and sisters, 

fathers and mothers in the faith, households gathered around Christ, believers 

bearing one another’s burdens, and a people whose deepest kinship is not 

created by blood but by redemption. The Church is not merely an institution that 

teaches doctrine. It is meant to be the visible family of those who belong to 

God. 

That truth becomes especially important where obedience is costly. If a person 

is called to chastity, friendship must become more than politeness. If a person is 

called to surrender an imagined future, the Church must offer more than 

occasional sympathy. If a person is asked to bear a cross that others do not fully 

understand, the Christian community must become a place where that cross is 

not carried alone. 

This requires more than saying, “You are welcome here.”  Welcome is a 

beginning, but family is deeper than welcome. A visitor can be welcomed and 

still remain unknown. A struggling person can be greeted kindly and still feel 

unable to speak honestly. A church can be friendly without being familial, warm 

without being close, doctrinally sound without being safe for confession. 

The Church as family must learn how to stay near without becoming careless 

about truth. It must be able to hear the words, “I am struggling,” without panic. 

It must know how to respond to honesty without gossip, suspicion, or theatrical 

concern. It must not treat same-sex attraction as a scandal greater than pride, 

greed, pornography, bitterness, vanity, or spiritual coldness. If every person in 

the Church is fallen, then honesty about fallenness should not be shocking. 

At the same time, the Church must not confuse compassion with silence. A 

family that never speaks truth is not loving. It is evasive. The Church must be 

able to say that some desires cannot be obeyed, some relationships cannot be 

blessed, and some identities cannot be received as final. But it must say this 

within a life of shared meals, friendships, service, prayer, patience, and long 

faithfulness, not from a distance that makes truth sound like rejection. 
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This is where many churches have become thin. They have retained moral 

positions while losing the communal strength that makes those positions 

liveable. They can describe what a person must not do, but they are less 

prepared to become the kind of people among whom obedience becomes 

possible. This weakness has consequences. If the Church is not a family, then 

the world will offer another one. 

A church shaped by created order must therefore honour forms of love that are 

not romantic or sexual. This is essential because modern culture often treats 

romantic fulfilment as the highest form of human intimacy. It assumes that to be 

without sexual partnership is to live an incomplete life. Sadly, some churches 

have absorbed this assumption, speaking of marriage as though it were the 

normal destiny of every mature believer and singleness as an unfinished 

condition. 

Christianity has better resources than this. Christ Himself was unmarried. Paul 

spoke of singleness not as failure, but as a meaningful vocation. Friendship in 

Scripture is not trivial. Brotherhood and sisterhood in Christ are not sentimental 

phrases. Hospitality is not an optional kindness for especially sociable people. 

These are part of the structure by which the Church becomes a real home. 

If we recover this, the conversation changes. The person called to chastity is not 

being called into emptiness, but into a different form of fruitful life. The 

unmarried believer is not waiting outside adulthood, but living a life that can be 

rich in service, friendship, prayer, responsibility, and love. The same-sex 

attracted Christian is not merely someone denied one form of relationship, but 

someone invited into the household of God as a full brother or sister. 

This does not remove grief. It should not be used to silence lament or to make 

costly obedience sound easy. Some longings remain painful even when 

surrounded by love. Some losses must be named as losses. Some sacrifices will 

not be understood fully by those who have not had to make them. The Church 

must be mature enough to allow sorrow without treating sorrow as unbelief. 

A true family does not require people to pretend they are not wounded. 

It also does not allow wounds to become identity. This balance is difficult, but 

necessary. The Church must be able to sit with pain without enthroning pain, to 

honour struggle without allowing struggle to define the person, and to comfort 
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loneliness without declaring every desired companionship holy. That is the kind 

of family created order requires. 

The family of God must also become a place where parents can walk through 

difficult conversations without choosing between panic and surrender. A mother 

whose daughter comes out should not feel that the only available responses are 

total affirmation or emotional exile. A father should not be left alone trying to 

reconcile love, doctrine, fear, grief, and hope. Churches must teach people how 

to remain truthful and tender long before such moments arrive. 

This requires patient discipleship rather than slogans. Parents need to know that 

love does not require agreement, and disagreement does not require distance. 

Friends need to know that faithfulness may be misunderstood. Pastors need to 

know that wounded people are listening even when no one has told them so. 

Young people need to know that the Church has a richer answer to identity than 

silence followed by correction. 

The Church as family must be formed before crisis reveals whether it exists. 

When a church is already marked by humility, confession, hospitality, and 

serious discipleship, difficult conversations can be carried within a larger life. 

When a church is marked by appearance, fear, gossip, and shallow friendliness, 

the same conversations become almost impossible. People hide because hiding 

seems safer than truth. Then the Church is surprised when they seek belonging 

elsewhere. 

This is why created order cannot remain only a doctrine of the body. It must 

become a doctrine of the household of faith. God does not merely create 

individuals with private moral obligations. He creates a people in which those 

obligations can be lived. The lonely need brothers and sisters. The tempted need 

companions. The grieving need presence. The repentant need restoration. The 

faithful struggler needs honour, not suspicion. 

A church that understands this will speak differently. It will not speak about 

“those people” as though they are outside the room. It will know that every 

sermon on sexuality is being heard by people carrying histories the preacher 

may never know. It will remember that some listening are parents, some are 

friends, some are quietly struggling, some are angry, some are afraid, and some 

are trying to decide whether Christian truth has any mercy in it. 
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Such a church will still teach created order. It will not surrender the meaning of 

male and female, marriage, the body, or obedience. But its teaching will come 

from within a life that proves the Church is not merely guarding boundaries. It 

is gathering souls into the care of Christ. 

This prepares the way for recovery because no one is recovered in isolation. 

Man is not healed by being handed a doctrine and left alone with it. He is 

restored through truth, grace, conscience, discipline, belonging, and time. The 

Church must therefore become the place where created order is not only 

defended but embodied, where the truth about humanity can be seen in the way 

Christians love one another. 

The question facing the Church is therefore not only whether it will hold the 

historic Christian position. It is whether it will become the kind of family that 

makes faithfulness thinkable for those who are asked to carry that position at 

great personal cost. If it cannot do that, it may win arguments while losing 

people who needed a home. 

Created order tells us that human beings are not self-made. The Church must 

show what it means that they are also not meant to be alone. To belong to God 

is to be gathered into a people, and that people must become more than an 

audience, more than an institution, and more than a moral boundary. It must 

become a household where truth is spoken, burdens are shared, and no faithful 

person is treated as though costly obedience makes them less complete. 

Only then will the Church be able to say to the searching soul, with both 

honesty and credibility, “You do not belong to yourself, and you do not have to 

walk by yourself.” 
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Receiving Yourself 
The modern world tells the individual to become himself, but it rarely explains 

where the self comes from. 

That is the weakness hidden beneath much of the language of authenticity. It 

assumes that the self already possesses the truth about itself and that the highest 

task of life is simply to express that truth outwardly. The person must listen 

inwardly, trust desire, name the deepest feeling, and then shape life around it. To 

become oneself means to obey the inner voice. 

Christianity understands the matter differently. The self is not ignored, but 

neither is it treated as final. The self must be received before it can be rightly 

expressed. A person does not discover who he is by turning endlessly inward, 

because the self turned in upon itself eventually becomes confused, defensive, 

and alone. He discovers who he is by standing before God, the Creator who 

gives identity before the person can understand it. 

This is why created order is not merely a doctrine about sexuality. It is a 

doctrine about receiving life. The human person is not self-originating, self-

defining, or self-redeeming. He is given. His body is given. His nature is given. 

His dignity is given. His moral calling is given. Even his freedom is not 

absolute possession, but a stewardship to be exercised within truth. 

To receive oneself is therefore very different from inventing oneself. Invention 

begins with the will. Reception begins with humility. Invention asks what I want 

to become. Reception asks what I have been made to be. Invention treats limits 

as obstacles to self-expression. Reception asks whether some limits are part of 

the mercy by which a creature remains human. 

This does not mean that receiving oneself is easy. For some, the body may feel 

like a burden. For others, temperament may feel difficult, family history painful, 

desire disordered, or personal weakness humiliating. To receive oneself before 

God is not to pretend that every part of one’s experience is simple, pleasant, or 

whole. It is to bring the whole self, including the conflicted self, into the light of 

the Creator. 

That is a hard grace.  A person experiencing same-sex attraction may not find it 

easy to receive himself within created order. He may feel that part of his inward 

life stands in painful tension with the form of humanity Scripture describes. He 

may wonder how to receive a life that contains desires he believes he must not 
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obey. He may fear that accepting created order means rejecting some part of his 

own experience as meaningless. 

Christianity must answer carefully. It does not ask him to pretend that the desire 

is unreal. It does not ask him to despise himself. It does not ask him to reduce 

his whole life to denial. It asks him to receive his identity from a deeper source 

than desire and to bring even painful desire beneath the lordship of Christ. That 

is not self-hatred. It is the refusal to let desire become the final interpreter of the 

self. 

Every Christian must learn this in some form. The anxious person must not let 

fear interpret reality. The bitter person must not let grievance interpret justice. 

The proud person must not let superiority interpret worth. The wounded person 

must not let pain interpret identity. The sexually tempted person must not let 

longing interpret truth. The self must be received from God because every lesser 

source will eventually misname it. 

This is where the modern command to “be yourself” becomes inadequate. 

Which self should be obeyed? The impulsive self, the wounded self, the fearful 

self, the desiring self, the resentful self, the disciplined self, the redeemed self? 

Human beings are not simple. There are many movements within the soul, and 

not all of them deserve authority. 

Christianity does not call the person to be false. It calls the person to become 

true. That requires more than self-expression. It requires judgement, repentance, 

patience, grace, and transformation. The true self is not whatever rises most 

loudly from within. It is the self restored to God’s intention. 

This prepares the way for the later question of recovery. Man does not need 

merely to be affirmed, nor merely condemned. He needs to be recovered. He 

needs to be restored from the disorder that sin has brought into desire, language, 

conscience, body, relationship, and will. Recovery is not the creation of a new 

identity out of private longing. It is the restoration of the person to the truth for 

which he was made. 

This is why created order is hopeful rather than merely restrictive. If order 

exists, then disorder is not meaningless. If there is a true form of humanity, then 

confusion is not final. If God has created man with purpose, then the person is 

not trapped forever inside the strongest feeling of the present moment. There is 
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a truth deeper than the confusion, and there is grace for the journey back toward 

it. 

The modern self often fears this because it has learned to identify truth with 

threat. If truth comes from outside the self, then the self may have to change. If 

the body has meaning, then desire may not rule. If God defines the person, then 

personal identity is not absolute. These are real losses for the sovereign self, but 

they are also the beginning of freedom. 

A creature is not liberated by pretending to be uncreated. He is liberated by 

receiving creation truthfully. A person is not made whole by defending every 

inward claim. He is made whole by allowing God to order the inward life. 

Freedom does not mean that nothing may contradict the self. Freedom means 

the self can finally stop pretending to be God. 

This is why Christian identity is not fragile in the same way modern self-

definition is fragile. If I define myself, then I must defend myself endlessly. 

Every disagreement becomes danger. Every challenge becomes erasure. Every 

unchosen limit becomes oppression. But if God defines me, then I can be 

corrected without being destroyed. I can repent without ceasing to exist. I can 

surrender desire without surrendering dignity. 

That is a profound mercy. The person who receives himself from God can face 

the truth about his own disorder because his worth does not depend upon being 

already whole. He can confess sin because sin is not the deepest truth about 

him. He can acknowledge temptation because temptation does not name him 

finally. He can endure limits because limits do not erase his humanity. He can 

walk through grief because grief is not the end of the story. 

The Church must learn to speak this identity clearly. It must say to every person, 

not only those caught in modern identity questions, that the truest thing about 

them is not sexuality, career, wound, failure, family role, political tribe, marital 

status, or private desire. The truest thing is that they are created by God, 

accountable to God, loved by God, and called into restoration before God. 

That identity is both gift and summons. It gives dignity before achievement. It 

also calls the person out of self-rule. It says, “You are not nothing,” and it also 

says, “You are not your own.” The first comforts the wounded. The second 

humbles the proud. Both are needed because fallen humanity is always tempted 

either to despair or to sovereignty. 
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Receiving oneself therefore means receiving more than comfort. It means 

receiving the truth of creaturehood. It means allowing God to tell me what my 

body means, what my desires are for, what my freedom is for, and what kind of 

life leads toward wholeness. It means accepting that I may not fully understand 

myself until I am willing to be understood by Him. 

This is the point at which the whole argument of the book gathers together. The 

search for self cannot end in the self. The places of belonging cannot be rebuilt 

around desire alone. The sovereign self cannot carry the weight of meaning. 

Created order gives life its form. Desire must not be allowed to become identity. 

Love must not be reduced to affirmation. Conscience must remain under God. 

The Church must become a true family for those learning to live faithfully 

inside these truths. 

The modern world tells the person, “Become who you feel yourself to be.” 

Christianity says something older, harder, and more merciful: “Receive who you 

were created to be, and let God restore you there.” 

That restoration may take a lifetime. It may involve sorrow, discipline, 

repentance, waiting, loneliness, friendship, failure, forgiveness, and slow 

healing. It may not remove every tension in this life. But Christianity has never 

promised that the road to wholeness would be the road of least resistance. It 

promises that truth and grace meet in Christ, and that no false self can give what 

He gives. 

To receive yourself is not to accept every impulse as sacred. It is not to enthrone 

every desire, baptise every longing, or treat every inward movement as 

revelation. It is to receive your life as a creature before God and then allow 

every part of that life to be reordered by Him. 

Only then can identity become stable. Only then can freedom become 

meaningful. Only then can dignity and design be held together. Only then can 

the soul stop circling itself and begin the long return home. 

Created order is not the enemy of the self. It is the place where the self is given 

back its true name. 
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Who Will Define Humanity? 
Every generation eventually arrives at the same question, even if it asks it in 

different ways. 

What is a human being? 

Some generations ask it through philosophy. Others ask it through politics, 

science, education, or law. Our own generation increasingly asks it through 

questions of identity, sexuality, freedom, and personal authenticity. The 

language has changed, but the question has not. Before we can decide how 

human beings ought to live, we must first decide what human beings are. 

This book has argued that the modern world and Christianity begin from 

fundamentally different starting points. 

The modern world increasingly invites the individual to look within himself for 

the truth of his identity. It encourages him to discover the deepest movements of 

the inner life, to organise his understanding of himself around those 

experiences, and then to ask the world to recognise that identity as authoritative. 

In this vision, freedom is found through self-definition, and authenticity is 

measured by the willingness to express whatever the self believes itself to be. 

Christianity begins somewhere else entirely. 

It begins not with the isolated individual but with the Creator. It teaches that 

human life is received before it is interpreted, that identity is given before it is 

expressed, and that freedom is found not in escaping the order of creation but in 

learning to live truthfully within it. Human dignity is not diminished by this 

vision; it is secured by it. We matter because we have been made in the image of 

God, not because we possess the power to define ourselves. 

This difference reaches far beyond the debates that first brought many readers to 

this book. 

The question of created order is not simply about sexuality. It is about the 

meaning of the body, the purpose of freedom, the nature of love, the place of 

conscience, the limits of desire, the value of family, the possibility of truth, and 

ultimately the purpose of human existence itself. Once we change our 

understanding of what a human being is, every other moral question begins to 

change with it. 
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That is why the issues explored in these pages matter so deeply. They are not 

isolated controversies to be settled by clever arguments or changing public 

opinion. They are symptoms of a much larger question concerning the nature of 

reality itself. Is humanity something we receive, or something we invent? Is the 

self the author of its own meaning, or does meaning precede the self? Can 

freedom exist without truth, or does freedom only become meaningful when it 

is directed toward the purpose for which we were created? 

These are not merely theological questions. They are profoundly human ones. 

Every parent raising a child, every teacher shaping young minds, every pastor 

caring for a congregation, every husband and wife building a home, every 

young person wondering who they are, and every older person reflecting upon 

the course of life is answering these questions in one way or another. Even those 

who never think about philosophy still live according to some understanding of 

what a human being is. 

For that reason, the Christian response must always be marked by both 

conviction and humility. 

Conviction, because truth cannot be surrendered simply because it has become 

unpopular. If humanity is created by God, then neither culture nor personal 

desire possesses the authority to redefine what God has made. Love requires 

honesty, even when honesty is difficult. 

Humility, because every Christian stands under the same truth he proclaims. 

None of us approaches created order as those who have perfectly embodied it. 

Every one of us knows what it is to live with disordered desires, confused 

motives, selfish ambitions, wounded relationships, and hearts that do not always 

love what is good. We do not defend created order because we have mastered it. 

We defend it because we need it. 

That humility should shape the way Christians speak. 

The purpose of this book has never been to provide arguments with which to 

defeat opponents. Arguments may expose error, but they cannot restore a soul. 

Christian truth is never served by arrogance, nor is it strengthened by contempt. 

The person struggling with identity is not a problem to be solved but a fellow 

bearer of God's image. The parent wrestling with difficult conversations is not 

an enemy to be defeated but someone seeking wisdom. The believer carrying 
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hidden temptations is not an outsider to grace but someone walking the same 

path of discipleship as every other Christian. 

If this book has one central conviction, it is this: the human person is too 

precious to be defined by anything less than the God who created him. 

We are more than our desires, more than our wounds, more than our 

achievements, more than our failures, more than the names the world gives us, 

and even more than the names we give ourselves. Our lives find their deepest 

meaning not in self-definition but in receiving ourselves from the One who 

knew us before we ever began searching for identity. 

This does not remove every struggle. It does not answer every painful question, 

nor does it promise that obedience will always be easy. The Christian life has 

never been presented as the path of least resistance. It is the path of truth, and 

truth often asks us to surrender the very things by which we have learned to 

define ourselves. 

Yet surrender is not the same as loss. 

The God who calls us away from false identities is the same God who gives us a 

truer one. The God who places boundaries around human life is the same God 

who designed human life for flourishing. The God who calls us to receive 

ourselves is not taking something from us that is truly ours. He is restoring to us 

what was always intended from the beginning. 

That is why created order should never be understood as a prison. It is the 

architecture of human flourishing. Just as music requires harmony, language 

requires grammar, and a garden requires order if it is to grow, so human life 

requires a form within which it can become fully itself. Freedom without order 

eventually becomes confusion. Desire without truth eventually becomes slavery. 

Identity without creation eventually becomes an endless burden of self-

construction. 

The modern world tells us that we must become the authors of ourselves. 

Christianity offers something both older and more hopeful. It tells us that we do 

not have to carry the impossible burden of inventing our own humanity. We are 

invited instead to receive our lives as gifts, to discover our identity in the God 

who made us, and to allow Him to restore what sin has disordered. 

Every person must decide where that journey begins. 
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Will we begin with ourselves and ask God to confirm what we have already 

decided? 

Or will we begin with God and allow Him to teach us who we truly are? 

Between those two starting points lies not merely a disagreement about 

morality, but two entirely different understandings of what it means to be 

human. 

One asks us to create ourselves. 

The other asks us to receive ourselves. 

One places the burden of identity upon the individual. 

The other places the whole of human life within the wise and gracious order of 

its Creator. 

That is the choice before every generation. 

It is also the choice before every soul. 

The question is no longer, "Who do I want to become?" 

The question is, "Who was I created to be?" 

 

 


