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Response to David K. Naugle 

Jonathan Wright  

 

Dr. Naugle suggests in “Building a Christian Worldview” that there is 

great power in words, language, and story.  His appreciation for the power of 

words reminds me of conservative talk show host Rush Limbaugh’s assertion: 

“Words mean things.”  As an English professor, I could not agree more with 

Dr. Naugle and Mr. Limbaugh.  Words, especially when woven into a story, are 

indeed powerful and meaningful.  Dr. Naugle’s presentation includes a number 

of such words and phrases that are worthy of examination, but I want to focus 

primarily on “Christian worldview.”  Even though Faulkner University is a 

Christian university, we cannot assume that everyone on campus understands 

what “Christian worldview” means, nor can we assume that everyone who 

claims to be “Christian” can also claim a “Christian worldview.”   

I believe that in order to claim a “Christian worldview,” one must first 

understand what “Christian” means.  I have to confess that I did not know what 

“Christian” meant even after I had become a baptized “believer.”  As I matured, 

I learned that a Christian is one who accepts Jesus Christ’s offer of salvation by 

faith and then strives to imitate Him.  In addition to knowing what it means to 

be a “Christian,” one who claims a “Christian worldview” must, to the best of 

his or her ability, know and share Christ’s worldview, which recognizes, among 

other things, that there are physical and spiritual forces at work in the world, 

that scripture is authoritative and applicable to everyday life, and that there is a 

significant difference between saying and doing, between seeing and believing.
1
  

I agree with Dr. Naugle that those who have a Christian worldview see the 

world, metaphorically speaking, through a spiritual lens and that those who 

“liturgically consummate” a Christian worldview think, love, and behave 

Christianly.  I wonder, though, if an “unconsummated” or “dormant” Christian 

worldview is, in fact, a Christian worldview at all.   

During his life on earth, Jesus Christ not only practiced what he 

preached, but he also practiced what he perceived.  He also differentiated 

between those who followed his lead and those who did not.  For instance, 

when explaining why he spoke to the people in parables, Christ praised his 

disciples for seeing and hearing what his hard-hearted audience could not 

(Matt. 13:15-16).  In light of the words “seeing,” “hearing,” “perceiving,” 

“understanding” and the suggestion that one’s failure to see, hear, and “turn” is 

a heart issue in this passage, if we were to hear Christ make this remark today 

in our hearing, we would have good reason to think that he was referencing Dr. 

Naugle’s take on worldview.  

 

                                                
1 See, for example, John 9:41 and John 12:40.  

Since Christ himself differentiated between his disciples and those who 

“will be ever seeing but never perceiving,” I want to respectfully suggest that a 

Christian worldview necessarily involves both perceiving and practicing, 

believing and behaving, “knowing and doing,” seeing the light of life and 

“walk[ing] in the light, as he is in the light.”
2
  A secular worldview or a 

worldview that is Christian in name only might permit less, but not a true 

Christian worldview.  No matter what worldview we might claim, we practice 

(in word and deed) the worldview we perceive (i.e., understand, comprehend) 

and hold closest to our hearts, even when we might wish, on some level, to do 

otherwise.  To illustrate, I want to share a brief story about “Anne,” a new sister 

in Christ.    

Although Anne has clothed herself in Christ through baptism, she has 

not yet thrown off her old ways.  In the few weeks since her baptism, Anne has 

engaged in a range of ungodly practices, such as drinking to the point of 

drunkenness, using vile and profane language, threatening to kill others in 

moments of rage, destroying personal property, fighting, behaving 

promiscuously, and contemplating moving in with her boyfriend of two weeks.  

At the same time, she has also expressed remorse for her failings and sought 

counsel on almost a daily basis because she wants to make better choices.  At 

the moment, Anne is in a time of transition.  She is attempting to view the 

world through two vastly different worldviews, her “old” secular, carnal 

worldview and her “new” Christian worldview.  And, for the most part, she is 

practicing the worldview that she has known most of her life, the worldview 

that she knows, and perhaps still loves.  Only God knows if Anne will one day 

fully adopt a Christian worldview and begin pouring out her life for Christ as a 

living sacrifice in the future.  (I pray that she does, for her sake and for the body 

of Christ’s sake.)   

In spite of her struggles, we can not be too harsh with “Anne” because, 

after all, she is a “babe in Christ;” besides, even seasoned, “mature” Christians 

“don’t get it” sometimes.  For example, mature Christians might “know” about 

the joy that awaits those who die in Christ, but they don’t always think of dying 

in a positive light.  In fact, the opposite is true.  Consider Dr. Naugle’s 

introduction again for a moment.  Two “older guys,” presumably Christians, get 

into a “heated discussion” about whether there will be baseball in heaven or 

not.  One man promises to do some research on the topic, and he later reports to 

his friend, “Well, I have some good news and some bad news.  The good news 

is that there will be baseball in heaven!  The bad news, however, is that you’re 

pitching day after tomorrow!”  However humorous the joke might be, it is also 

sad because it suggests that dying and going to heaven is “bad news.”  

Unfortunately, the joke reflects reality all too well.  Too often Christians today 

think the prospect of dying, even in Christ, is “bad news.”   

                                                
2 1 John 1:1-7. 
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More than a few Christians that I know seem to dread living according 

to Christian principles because they fear ending up “unhappy” or unsatisfied in 

this life.  Sexual promiscuity is one of many “happy” pitfalls that entrap 

Christians.  Most “mature” Christians “know” what the Bible says about living 

chaste lives, but many adopt a secular worldview when it comes to sexuality: 

personal happiness dictates what is “right,” not scripture.   Last year one of my 

students at Faulkner, a self-proclaimed believer in Christ, defended premarital 

sex on the grounds that it was necessary to avoid the unhappiness of marrying a 

“sexually incompatible” spouse.  A single man, the student had no first-hand 

knowledge about sexual incompatibility, but he had “seen it happen,” and it 

was “sad.”  Far sadder was the fact that the student failed to see that his 

conclusion about premarital sex reveals a “gap” between his “knowing and 

doing.”         

Since many “mature” Christians are dissatisfied with matters of life and 

death, it should come as no surprise that many are also dissatisfied with the 

church.  Dr. Naugle does not explain fully why “mature” Christians are 

“dissatisfied,” but perhaps it is because they perceive that church leaders see 

“church” not as a family – something to belong and contribute to in a 

meaningful way – but as a function, something the flock must “do” out of a 

sense of duty.  Or perhaps “mature” Christians are dissatisfied with a 

misconception commonly held by immature, weak, and churchy, judgmental 

Christians: that those who “do church” are “faithful” Christians.  As Dr. Naugle 

noted, when Christians confuse activity in the church with faithful Christianity, 

compartmentalizing comes into play.  Metaphorically speaking, Christians don 

Christianity, faith, and religious convictions like “dress clothes” on Sunday 

morning, but shed them Sunday afternoon in favor of comfortable, less 

restrictive “play clothes.”  Of course, scripture teaches us that walking with 

Christ and in a Christ-like manner is a daily exercise.
3
    

 Although Dr. Naugle refers to equating attendance and participation in 

church activities and programs to devotion and spiritual growth as “the mega 

church mistake,” mega churches are not the only churches making this mistake.  

For years, I have witnessed congregations of all sizes in our fellowship 

confusing faithful attendance at church services and activities with faithfulness 

to Christ.  I’ve also witnessed the same congregations confusing sporadic 

attendance to church services and activities with wavering faithfulness to 

Christ.  As Christians, we cannot and must not discount the value of church 

attendance or the practice of any spiritual discipline, but these are, at best, 

indicators of where a person’s heart might be at any given moment.  At the 

same time, we cannot confuse attendance at church services and activities with 

faithfulness.  If we do, then we might end up misjudging both the faithful and 

the hypocritical.   

                                                
3 See, for example, 1Thessalonians 4:12; Titus 3:14; Hebrews 3:13. 

Solomon says in Ecclesiastes that “[t]here is a time for everything, and 

a season for every activity under heaven.”
4
  Sometimes seasons in life prevent 

faithful Christians from participating in church activities.  When our twin 

daughters were born with birth defects, for example, my wife and I could not 

attend church activities regularly.  We felt disconnected from the body for quite 

some time because our daughter Mikayla, who was born with multiple birth 

defects, had to have one surgery after another.  She also contracted life-

threatening illnesses frequently.  Had others judged our faithfulness by our 

church attendance during that time, they would have thought us “unfaithful.”  If 

we struggled with our faith during that difficult time in our lives, we struggled 

because we were disappointed with God, not because of our sporadic church 

attendance.  In fact, we were often frustrated because we could not stay 

connected to the body of Christ as much as we would have liked.  We did not 

enjoy much peace about the matter until a friend reminded us that we were 

serving Christ by serving our children for a season.  When Mikayla’s health 

issues became too difficult for us to manage at home, we had to place her in a 

children’s nursing home.  Once the difficult season passed, we were able to 

return to our former practice of attending church activities on a regular basis.  

While we were going through the most difficult season of our adult lives, two 

Christian friends of ours were enjoying a season of such good health in their 

families that they had the time and energy to engage in an extramarital affair, 

which they hid from their spouses and their church family for some time.  They 

were also able to attend services faithfully on Sundays.  By “punching the time 

clock at church,” they were able to keep up appearances.  Consequently, they 

were counted among “the faithful,” even though there was a huge disconnect 

between their professions of faith and their practices throughout the week.  

Because the bride of Christ is made up of individual Christians, she is certainly 

either weak or sinful or both at times; but in spite of her flaws, the church is 

also necessary, relevant, and beloved.      

 Since Dr. Naugle began his presentation by reporting that many mature 

Christians are dissatisfied with church, regardless of their level of participation, 

his conclusion that “the church and her liturgies are the key” to the “liturgical 

consummation of a biblical worldview” might seem like a contradiction.  Dr. 

Naugle’s conclusion is, in fact, a paradox, a seemingly contradictory statement 

that proves to be true upon close examination.  It is true that attending church 

activities doesn’t necessarily lead to, much less equate to, devotion or 

faithfulness.  But it is also true that those who live out a Christian worldview 

from the heart will, like Christ, desire worship with a community of like-

minded (and like-hearted) believers.   Consequently, Christians should not “go 

to church” simply to become more devout and more loving.  Instead, Christians 

should “become” like Christ and then go to church services to worship, to love, 

to establish and strengthen relationships, and to hear or share the story that 

                                                
4 Ecclesiastes 3:1 
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unites Christians around the globe, as Dr. Naugle suggests.  The same principle 

can be applied to Christian faculty at a Christian university.  Christian faculty 

members should “become” like Christ and then go to work to worship, to love, 

to build and strengthen relationships, and to both hear and “tell the story” of 

Christ.  As for me, while I am at Faulkner, I want two things above all.  I want 

to know Christ, and I want others to see Christ living in me.  Do I know Christ?  

Do others see Christ living in me?  If not, according to my Christian worldview, 

I have failed my students and my Lord miserably.     

 

Jonathan Wright is Assistant Professor of English at Faulkner University. 

           

 

Response to David K. Naugle 

Jason Jewell  

 

Dr. Naugle has given us much food for thought with his diagnoses of what ails 

contemporary Christianity as well as his prescriptions. I find myself in 

substantial agreement with most of what he has to say and would like to devote 

my response to amplifying his points and exploring possible implications of his 

prescriptions. 

 The “linguistic destitution” of which Professor Naugle complains has 

preoccupied some of my colleagues and me for several years. To see an 

example of how far we have fallen from an earlier era, consider the following 

quotation describing the ingénue Mrs. Hauksbee from the Rudyard Kipling 

short story “Three and—an Extra”: “She was a little, brown, thin, almost 

skinny, woman, with big, rolling, violet-blue eyes, and the sweetest manners in 

the world. You had only to mention her name at afternoon teas for every 

woman in the room to rise up and call her not blessed.”
1
 

 Kipling was no friend to Christianity, at least not at the time he wrote 

this story. Yet he was thoroughly familiar with Biblical idiom and did not 

hesitate to employ it in his writing, no doubt confident that his readers would 

get the joke in his reference to the “wife of noble character” of Proverbs 31. 

The same can be said of numerous other British and American writers of the 

eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Even as late as the mid-twentieth century, 

this phenomenon was in evidence. I recall reading a scholarly debate in my 

own field (early modern British history) where one wounded scholar replied to 

a stinging criticism from another, “An erring colleague is not an Amalekite to 

be smitten hip and thigh.” 

Today the situation is completely reversed; professing Christians are 

unfamiliar and uncomfortable with basic Biblical concepts and expressions and 

grope for terminology from an anti-Christian popular culture to articulate 

religious thought and sentiment. In my own humanities classes, I have to pause 

to explain to Christian students from Christian homes fundamental Biblical 

doctrines such as the Incarnation and the Atonement. To a great extent, I am 

unable to offer spiritual meat to these students because they possess the 

spiritual vocabulary of George Orwell’s Newspeak. 

                                                             
1
 Rudyard Kipling, “Three and—an Extra,” in Collected Short Stories, Vol. 1 (London: Folio Society, 2005), 12. 
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