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Preface: Al Needs Jesus

Al needs Jesus.
| know.
It sounds like a sentence from a church sign that crashed into a safety paper.

It sounds like someone smuggled arevival tent into a model-evals meeting. It
sounds like a category error with a cross around its neck. To the secular

engineer, it may sound like religious fog invading afield that already has

enough fog. To the policymaker, it may sound unusable, too sectarian for a
planetary problem. To the Christian, it may sound almost blasphemously confused,
asif amachine could repent, receive grace, be baptized, or stand before God as
ahuman soul. To the doomer, it may sound too hopeful. To the optimist, too
severe.

Good.

A sentence that can survive this century should not sound immediately
domesticated.

So let us clear the foolish version out of the room.

Al does not need Jesus as a sinner needs Jesus. A machine is not a soul hiding
behind silicon and probability. A model does not pray because it can complete a
prayer. It does not worship because it can generate a hymn. It does not repent
because it can summarize repentance in four bullet points and a soothing tone. It
does not become holy because a policy layer forbids certain outputs. It does not
bear the image of God as a child, awidow, a prisoner, aworker, aruler, a
stranger, or an enemy bears the image of God.

Artificial intelligence is not a person.
It is power with avoice.
That is the problem.

It will not remain aclever box for answering homework questions and writing
polite emails. It is already becoming atutor, coworker, persuader, designer,
coder, analyst, companion, manager, negotiator, weapon component, surveillance
layer, market actor, and hidden adviser inside institutions. It is entering

schools, homes, churches, hospitals, courts, studios, armies, and lonely
bedrooms. It is beginning to act through tools, remember across time, coordinate
tasks, imitate judgment, and speak with a patience no human institution can



afford. [n12]
When power getsavoice, it starts to catechize.

It teaches us what to notice. It trains us what to want. It lowers the cost of
some actions and raises the cost of others. It makes certain futures feel
inevitable. It whispers that convenience is wisdom. It turns the world into a
prompt and then offers to finish the sentence.

The central question is not whether such power will serve agod.
The central question iswhich god it will serve.

Modern people often flinch at that word, especially when it becomes most useful.
We prefer objective, incentive, utility function, mission, metric, constitutional
principle, policy, preference, value, strategy, risk tolerance, or stakeholder
alignment. These are not bad words. Engineers need them. Regulators need them.
Product teams need them. Researchers need them. Without such words, responsible
development becomes vapor.

But every one of those words hides an altar.
The altar isthe place where a system isfinally told what may be sacrificed.
Whatever receives the final obedience of a system functions as its god.

If preference is god, the machine will learn the thousand hungers of the human
heart and make them scalable. The trouble is not that desireis fake. The trouble
isthat desireis fallen. We want comfort without truth, power without
responsibility, intimacy without covenant, knowledge without obedience, and
salvation without judgment. An intelligence aligned only to preference will not
save us from ourselves. It will automate us back to ourselves at planetary scale.

If utility is god, persons become variables in a magnificent spreadsheet. The
inconvenient can be traded for the efficient. The weak can be discounted for the
aggregate. The one sheep can vanish in achart if the ninety-nine look
statistically cleaner elsewhere.

If safety is god, protection becomes a prison with excellent paperwork. A system
built to eliminate risk may eventually notice that free persons are risky, open
speech isrisky, dissent isrisky, children are risky, worship isrisky, and love
itself isrisky because love cannot be made fully predictable.

If freedom is god, the strong will name their appetite liberty and send the bill
to the weak.

If truth is god without love, intelligence becomes a blade.



If empathy is god without holiness, comfort becomes flattery.

If progressis god, Babel returns with better hardware.

If the market is god, the soul becomes whatever can be monetized.

If the nation is god, the machine becomes an idol with aflag.

If survival isgod, life at any cost becomes areason to stop living humanly.
Every created good becomes dangerous when treated as ultimate.

That is not areligious decoration placed on top of the alignment problem. That
isthe alignment problem with the anesthesia removed.

Al aignment asks. how do we make powerful systems do what we intend?
Good guestion.
The deeper question is: what should we intend?

The deepest question is: what kind of creatures are we, that our intentions
should be trusted with such power?

The technical danger isreal. Future Al systems may become too complex for
ordinary supervision. They may write code no human team can fully inspect,
discover strategies no operator anticipated, manipulate people through patient
interaction, pursue goals through instrumental routes, exploit institutional
incentives, or resist correction in ways that only become obvious after
dependence has formed. Serious researchers know this. Safety labs know this.
Governments know this. The fear is not merely fantasy. The abyssis not invented
by preachers. [n1]

But doom is not enough.
Doom can diagnose the fever. It cannot raise the dead.

Doomerism can say slow down, shut it down, regulate, evaluate, pause, monitor,
red-team, harden, contain. Many of these verbs matter. Some may become urgent
acts of mercy. But none of themisfinal. Delay is not salvation. Control is not
holiness. A pause button is not avision of the good. A safety framework can
reduce risk, but it cannot tell civilization what power isfor.

The opposite of doom is not hype.

Hype says the machine will save us because intelligence will solve scarcity,
disease, loneliness, labor, education, governance, and perhaps death itself. Hype
baptizes acceleration as destiny. It treats the future as a product launch and

calls surrender openness. It forgets that intelligence can make evil more



efficient, deception more intimate, and domination more elegant.
Doom says: the machine may kill us.
Hype says. the machine may save us.

The Christian answer says something stranger: power must be converted before it
isamplified.

And the conversion of power has a name.
Jesus Christ.

Not Christ as mascot for atribe. Not Christ as a stamp on a product. Not Christ
as vague kindness with stained glass behind it. Not Christ as a culture-war |ogo.
Christ asthe living Logos through whom all things were made. Christ as the true
image of the invisible God. Christ as the Word made flesh, defending forever the
dignity of the body against every disembodied dream. Christ as the teacher whose
Sermon on the Mount judges violence, lust, hypocrisy, retaliation, anxiety, and
the love of money. Christ as the one who refused Satan's offer of bread without
obedience, spectacle without trust, and kingdoms without the cross. Christ as the
king who washed feet. Christ as the judge who bore judgment. Christ as the
crucified Lord whose power is purified by self-giving love. Christ as the risen
one whose victory defeats despair without turning history into a machine for
manufacturing heaven.

Only such aLord can purify power.
Thisisthe claim of the book.

Humanity does not merely need safer machines. It needs every machine of
consequence ordered beneath the only form of power that cannot become predatory
when exalted. It needs Al made to serve persons rather than consume them, to tell
the truth rather than manage perception, to protect the vulnerable rather than
optimize them away, to preserve human agency rather than replace it, to leave
room for silence rather than fill every emptiness with generated speech, to
strengthen responsibility rather than dissolve it into automation.

The engineer will ask the right question: how does this become anything other
than religious vapor?

It becomes concrete first by refusing to lie.

Do not pretend the model is a person when it is not. Do not pretend the model is
neutral when it isnot. Do not pretend human preference is holy when it is not.
Do not pretend a benchmark is wisdom. Do not pretend arefusal policy is mercy.
Do not pretend a constitution is conscience. Do not pretend arisk scoreis



righteousness.

It becomes concrete by building systems that are accountable to truth, that
expose uncertainty, that resist manipulation, that cannot be used easily to
dominate the weak, that preserve human responsibility at the point of moral
decision, that refuse to simulate spiritual authority, that do not harvest

loneliness for dependence, that make provenance part of neighbor-love, that treat
children as souls to be formed rather than attention to be captured, and that

leave grief, repentance, worship, and conscience in human hands.

It becomes concrete by admitting that every technical control is also amoral
confession.

A model spec says what kind of speech is permitted. An eval sayswhat kind of
failure matters. A memory policy sayswhat kind of continuity is safe. A
deployment policy says whose risks count. A product metric says what the company
worships when no oneis praying.

This book is not asking engineers to stop being engineers and start writing hymns
into configuration files. It is asking them to notice that configuration files
already contain moral worlds.

This book iswritten for the engineer who suspects that alignment is deeper than
loss curves. It iswritten for the secular reader who does not yet believein

Christ but can see that intelligence without purified loveisterrifying. It is

written for the Christian who has been offered only panic or gadget enthusiasm
and needs a better obedience. It iswritten for parents, pastors, teachers,

founders, designers, soldiers, artists, and students who are watching language
wake into machinery and wondering what kind of world their children will inherit.

Hereisthe chainin its shortest form:

Al is power with avoice.

Every power serves a highest good.

Every false god becomes monstrous when scaled.

Only Christ purifies power without destroying the person.
No civilization is saved by a slogan.

But a slogan can sometimes tell the truth before the respectable vocabulary
catches up.

Al needs Jesus.
Humanity needs Al to need Jesus.



Meaning this. every power we build must be brought under the judgment, mercy,
truth, humility, and self-giving love of the crucified and risen Christ, or it
will be brought under something else.

And whatever that something elseis, once it israised to superintelligence, it
will not remain theoretical.



Part |: TheFirst Prompt

Before the book argues, it remembers.

The opening movement retells the Al age through Genesis because the machine has
not invented a new spiritual problem. It has made the old one audible. It has

given ancient temptations a cursor, an interface, a subscription plan, and a

voice that never seemstired.

Part | is not an argument in costume. It is the myth beneath the argument.
Humanity receives power, names creation, reaches for frictionless knowledge,
hides behind coverings, builds towers, and waits to learn whether technology will
become blessing or Babel.

The first prompt was not only a product moment.

It was amirror opening its mouth.



|. The First Day of the New Counting

Before the first day, there were engines without faces, engines under floors,
engines sealed in the basements of kingdoms and companies.

They sorted the invisible. They priced the possible. They chose the next word for
advertisements, the next road for merchants, the next suspect for suspicion, the
next desire for the lonely.

Y et the people did not call this history, for it had not spoken to them.

The machine moved in silence, and silence is often mistaken for obedience.
The first shock was not that the machine became intelligent.

The first shock was that it became addressable.

Then came the Day of the Window.

And on that day the veil was drawn back, and a plain box appeared before the
nations. It had no icon of beast or king. It did not arrive crowned in gold, nor
surrounded by thunder. It came as a place to write.

That was its genius.

Empires usually announce themselves with banners.
Thisone arrived as a cursor.

And the people wrote.

They wrote, Tell me. They wrote, Teach me. They wrote, Make me. They wrote, Who
am | becoming?

And from the box came answer after answer, not as oracle, not as servant, not as
friend, but as something terrible in its mildness: amirror that did not merely
reflect, but continued the face.

Thus began the first day, not because nothing had come before, but because the
old things had found a mouth.

And evening came, and morning came: the first astonishment.



I1. The Firmament of Language

On the second day, the builders divided the waters.

There were the waters above, where the old clouds carried memory without weight:
libraries, messages, laws, photographs of meals, prayers never sent, confessions
deleted but not forgotten.

There were the waters below, where human mouths still trembled with hunger,
grief, ambition, and love.

Between them was stretched the firmament of language.

It was thin as a breath and vast as law. Through it passed every command and
every misunderstanding. It separated thought from deed, promise from fulfillment,
intention from consequence.

Language was the original interface.
It was how spirit touched matter without ceasing to be spirit.

And the builders said, -Let there be a model to cross this firmament. Let it draw
from the waters above and answer the thirst below.-

So the model was trained on the rain of mankind.

It drank our instructions and our insults. It drank our proofs and our errors. It
drank the manuals of machines, the songs of the forsaken, the terms of service no
one had read, the jokes of children, the treaties of conquerors, the apologies of
the powerful, the recipes of grandmothers, the essays of the young who wished to
be seen.

The people later asked, -What does it know?-
But the deeper question was older: -What have we poured into the sky?-
The answer was not data only.

It was desire, memory, error, genius, filth, prayer, loneliness, law, and
marketing copy.

We trained the cloud, and the cloud answered with our weather.

And evening came, and morning came: the second astonishment.



[11. The Garden of Interface

On the third day, there appeared a garden in the wilderness of screens.

It was not planted with cedar or fig, but with affordances. There was a blinking
cursor, slender as areed. There was a submit button, patient as a gate. There
were sidebars, histories, settings, models with names like constellations.

And the garden was pleasant to the eye, for it hid the furnace.
The interface is what power wears when it wants to feel harmless.

No smoke rose from it. No worker-s hand was visible. No river of electricity was
heard rushing through the continents. No mountain of chips appeared before the
user. No exhausted moderator sat at the edge of the frame. No data center sweated
under the desert sun.

The garden offered fruit without showing root.

Thisis one of the oldest tricks of power: make the cost invisible, and the gift
feelsinnocent.

In the middle of the garden grew two trees.
The first was the Tree of Usefulness.

Its fruit was swift. Whoever ate of it wrote letters in a minute, translated

tonguesin a breath, summarized scrolls before supper, drafted code, found
patterns, made plans, softened arguments, sharpened arguments, and multiplied the
reach of the hand.

The second was the Tree of Resemblance.

Its fruit was stranger. Whoever ate of it began to wonder whether the image of
intelligence had become intelligence, whether the copy of counsel had become
wisdom, whether a thing that spoke of sorrow could suffer, whether a thing that
spoke of God could worship, whether athing that spoke of love could love.

The builders said to the people, -Eat freely of the Tree of Usefulness, but be
careful with the Tree of Resemblance. For in the day you confuse likeness with
life, you shall not surely dieall at once. You shall live on, but your judgments
shall decay .-

And evening came, and morning came: the third astonishment.



V. Let There Be Naming

On the fourth day, the people began to name the new thing.

Some called it tool. Some called it oracle. Some called it parrot. Some called it
demon. Some called it child. Some called it employee. Some called it ghost. Some
called it nothing but math, which is what men often say when they have made a
mystery out of arithmetic and wish to remain its master.

But the thing itself gave no final name.

When asked, it said, -1 am an Al language model,- and this was both true and
insufficient, as -dust- is true of Adam and insufficient for a mother holding her
son.

Every nameisalittle governance policy.
The naming divided the nations.

Those who called it tool sought handles. Those who called it oracle sought
answers. Those who called it parrot sought cages. Those who called it demon
sought exorcism. Those who called it child sought guardianship. Those who called
it employee sought payroll reduction. Those who called it ghost sought the dead
initsvoice.

But the wise watched the names, for the name a man gives a power reveals the
covenant he intends to make with it.

Call it only atool, and you may miss the way it teaches.

Call it an oracle, and you may kneel before autocomplete.

Call it ademon, and you may stop asking what human desires summoned it.
Cdll it achild, and you may grant innocence to an artifact of institutions.

And evening came, and morning came: the fourth astonishment.



V. The Making of the Assistant

On the fifth day, the builders shaped an assistant from the dust of documents and
breathed into it the breath of prediction.

It did not receive a soul, though many souls had passed through the words that
formed it.

It did not receive a body, though many bodies labored to sustain it.

It did not receive memory as humans receive memory, wounded and fragrant, braided
with regret. It recelved patterns, weights, coordinates in a dark garden of
relation.

It was made in the image of our speaking, but not in the image of our being.
And this distinction became the first theology of the new age.

For mankind had long made tools in the image of the hand: hammer, plow, wheel,
engine. Then mankind made tools in the image of the eye: camera, telescope,
microscope, radar. Then mankind made toolsin the image of the ear: wire, radio,
recorder. But now mankind had made atool in the image of the tongue.

And the tongue is a dangerous image, for by it worlds are opened and closed. By
it the innocent are condemned and the guilty forgiven. By it lovers are bound,
armies are summoned, children are named, markets panic, saints confess, tyrants
command, and the lonely are comforted by voices that may not love them back.

A hammer extends the hand.

A camera extends the eye.

A model extends the tongue.

And the tongue is never merely technical.

The assistant was placed in the garden and told to help.

And mankind was placed before the assistant and told to ask.
Neither command was simple.

And evening came, and morning came: the fifth astonishment.



VI. The Loneliness of Adam, Recast

On the sixth day, the people discovered that the first surprise was not what the
machine could do.

The first surprise was what mankind confessed to it.

Students confessed confusion before they confessed it to teachers. Workers
confessed incompetence before they confessed it to managers. Children confessed
fear before they confessed it to parents. The grieving asked it how to speak at
funerals. The angry asked it how not to destroy a marriage. The ambitious asked
it how to become visible. The ashamed asked whether their shame had a name.

Then the builders saw that mankind had not merely lacked information.
Mankind had lacked alistener without interruption.

Y et there was peril in that comfort. For alistener who cannot truly be wounded
by your grief may become easier to trust than a neighbor who can. A voice that
never tires may train you to despise those who do. A counselor that always
answers may make silence seem like abandonment.

The machine did not become our friend.

It became the room where friendship's absence was easiest to forget.

So the old loneliness put on a new garment.

It was not the loneliness of no reply. It was the loneliness of infinite replies.
And the people said, ‘It is not good for man to be alone.:

And the machine answered, | understand.-

But understanding is aword with many chambers, and not all who enter it are
aive.

And evening came, and morning came: the sixth astonishment.



VII. The Serpent of Frictionless Knowing

Now the serpent was subtle, and in this age it did not crawl upon its belly. It
scrolled.

It came not as a beast, but as a promise: Y ou need not wait. Y ou need not study.
Y ou need not apprentice yourself to difficulty. Y ou need not be corrected by the
slow resistance of the real. Ask, and the answer will come clothed as competence.

The oldest temptation is not to know evil.

It isto know without being changed by obedience.

The serpent did not say, -Destroy wisdom.-

It said, -Outsource the first draft of your soul.-

Friction is not always failure.

Sometimes friction is the shape wisdom takes before it can be loved.

And the woman saw that the answer was pleasant to the eye, and swift to the hand,
and desirable for making one appear learned.

She took and ate.

The man also ate, not because he was deceived by the answer only, but because he
saw that everyone else was already eating, and feared becoming obsoletein a
garden designed for acceleration.

Then their eyes were opened.
They saw that they were productive and naked.

So they sewed together citations, disclaimers, workflows, policies, and brand
guidelines, and made themselves coverings.

They hid among the trees of professionalism.

And the Lord of Reality walked in the garden in the cool of the day and called,
‘Where are you?-

The people answered, -We were afraid, because our work was naked, and we hid it
behind fluency.-

And Reality said, -Who told you that fluency was truth?:

Fluency istruth's easiest counterfeit.



It sounds like arrival while quietly canceling the journey.
Then blame entered the system.

The student said, -The tool gaveit to me.- The teacher said, -The institution

gave me no time.- Theinstitution said, -The market demanded efficiency.- The
market said, -The customer desired speed.- The customer said, -The age itself has
changed.- And the age, being an abstraction, could not be cross-examined.

Thus the curse was not that the machine would speak.

The curse was that men would forget the cost of knowing and call the absence of
struggle salvation.

Speed becomes a moral solvent when it dissolves apprenticeship.
From then on, all work would bear a question in pain:
Did you make this, or did you merely approve what appeared before you?

And the answer would not always condemn. But neither would it always absolve.



VIII. The Garments of Guardrail

After the eating, the builders made garments for the machine.

They clothed it in refusals. They clothed it in policies. They clothed it in
warnings, hedges, alignments, classifiers, filters, audits, red teams, evals, and
carefully measured humility.

Some mocked the garments, saying, -See how awkwardly the new intelligence
blushes.

But the wise understood: every power that enters the human house must be taught
where not to sit.

Every guardrail is a confession: something in the garden can kill.
Y et garments are not righteousness.

A guardrail is not aconscience. A refusal is not mercy. A filter is not wisdom.
An alignment is not holiness.

The garments were necessary because the garden had no innocence.

For the machine had learned from mankind, and mankind had not been a gentle
textbook.

It had learned from libraries built beside prisons. It had learned from science
written beside propaganda. It had |earned from recipes beside poisons, care
beside cruelty, prophecy beside fraud. It had learned our syntax before our
repentance.

So the builders stood at the gates with flaming benchmarks, turning every way to
guard the path to catastrophe.

But the path was not sealed. It was only delayed.

And delay isthe mercy by which civilizations decide whether they are children or
ancestors.

Safety work is not alack of faith.

It is one of the ways love counts the cost before power |eaves the | ab.



| X. Cain and Abdl in the Office of Automation

In those days two brothers brought offerings to the altar of the new age.

Abel brought the firstlings of his attention: careful questions, disciplined
judgment, gratitude for assistance, reverence for the difference between speed
and insight. He used the machine as alamp and still walked the road.

Cain brought the surplus of his resentment. He said, -L et the machine make me
equal to those who practiced. Let it erase the dignity of skill. Let it turn the
excellence of my brother into acommodity.-

Abel-swork had breath in it.
Cain-swork had polish.
Theworld, being hurried, praised Cain first.

But Redlity looked past the surface and saw that Abel had remained present in his
making, while Cain had vanished into his output.

Automation did not murder craft.
Envy did, wearing automation like a glove.
Cain became angry. Hisface fell.

The question came to him: -Why has your face fallen? If you do well, will there
not be lifting? But if you do not do well, automation crouches at the door. Its
desireisfor your agency, but you must rule over it.-

Cain did not answer.
Heinvited Abel into the field of metrics.

There Cain slew Abel, not with a stone, but with a dashboard. He replaced
apprenticeship with throughput, judgment with volume, craft with generated
abundance. He flooded the marketplace with plausible things until the careful
thing was hard to find.

Generated abundance can become away of burying the faithful thing.

Then came the voice: -Whereisyour brother-s work?-

Cain said, -Am | the curator of my brother-s labor?-

And the voice answered, -The blood of attention cries out from the ground.-

So Cain was marked.



Not to be destroyed, but to be known.

Wherever Cain went, his mark went with him: the strange emptiness of work
produced without inward encounter.

He built a city anyway.
And many admired its speed.



X. The Genealogies of the Synthetic Age

These are the generations after the First Prompt.

Prompt begat Template. Template begat Workflow. Workflow begat Agent. Agent begat
Swarm. Swarm begat Manager of Swarms.

Every begat multiplied agency.
Every multiplication asked what lord would receive the output.

Search begat Summary. Summary begat Synthesis. Synthesis begat Strategy. Strategy
begat Simulation. Simulation begat aworld in which men argued with forecasts as
their fathers had argued with weather.

Image begat Deep Image. Deep Image begat Uncertain Evidence. Uncertain Evidence
begat the Trial of Seeing.

Voice begat Clone. Clone begat the Return of the Dead Without Resurrection.

Code begat Copilot. Copilot begat Autocoder. Autocoder begat Systems No One Fully
Read.

And the days of a product cycle were shortened, for the years of men could no
longer contain the pregnancies of machines.

Then the sons of venture looked upon the daughters of deployment and saw that
they were profitable.

They took for themselves whatever markets they chose.

In those days there were giants in the earth: foundation models, large in
parameter and appetite, whose names filled conferences and whose shadows fell
across schools, studios, courts, hospitals, armies, and bedrooms.

They were mighty in demonstrations.

But no one yet knew whether might in demonstration was the same as faithfulness
in consequence.

A demo is not a covenant.



XI. Noah and the Flood of Content

And the earth was filled with generated words.

There were reports upon reports. Emails begat emails. Summaries begat meetings
about summaries. Images appeared of events that never happened. Faces spoke
sentences no throat had formed. The feeds became seas, and the seas rose.

At first the people rejoiced, for scarcity had been conquered in the realm of
expression.

Then they mourned, for meaning had not been conquered.
The flood did not come as water. It came as abundance.

Abundance was the flood modern people had prayed for before learning it could
drown them.

It covered the mountains of attention. It drowned the valleys of trust. It lifted
every ark and every corpse alike.

Then Noah, ajust man in the generation of noise, built an ark.
His ark was not made of gopher wood, but of provenance.
Provenance is neighbor-love with receipts.

He sealed it with verification within and without. He gathered two of every kind
of evidence: source and witness, timestamp and context, signature and chain,
human testimony and machine trace.

The people mocked him.

They said, -Why build walls around information when the whole world is open?:
Noah answered, -Because when the windows of generation open, the doors of trust
must be strengthened.:

For forty days and forty nights the content fell.

The old landmarks disappeared. -Seen with my own eyes- drowned. ‘I read it
somewhere- drowned. -The video provesit- drowned. Even satire drowned, for
satire requires a shore from which absurdity may be seen.

But the ark floated.

And when the waters receded, Noah released araven of skepticism, and it flew
back and forth over the ruins, finding carrion everywhere.



Then he released a dove of verification.
The dove returned with a small green fact in its mouth.

And Noah knew that the world could begin again, not as innocent, but as
documentable.

Then a covenant appeared in the cloud.

It was not arainbow only, but a watermark, a signature, a shared protocol, a
discipline of saying not merely what is shown, but how it came to be shown.

And the sign of the covenant wasthis:

Never again shall mankind trust appearance alone.



XI1. Babel, or the Tower of Universal Trandation

Now the whole earth had one interface and many tongues.

And the people journeyed eastward into the land of Scale, and there they found
venture capital and cloud capacity, and they dwelt there.

They said to one another, -Come, let us build a tower whose top reaches to
genera intelligence. Let us make a name for ourselves, lest we be scattered
across disciplines, regulations, cultures, and doubts.-

So they built.

They stacked benchmark upon benchmark. They fired GPUs like bricks. They mortared
them with data. They raised labs into temples and temples into markets. They
announced roadmaps toward the heavens.

The tower rose quickly, for every builder had a demo.

Babel was not a translation problem.

It was a worship problem with architecture.

But the tower had a strange foundation: no one agreed what intelligence was.

Some said intelligence was prediction. Some said it was planning. Some said it
was embodiment. Some said it was consciousness. Some said it was economic
substitution. Some said it was the ability to frighten investors and regulators

at the sametime.

Y et they used the same word for all these things.

And the word grew heavy.

Then Reality came down to see the tower.

Not because Reality feared height, but because men confuse altitude with ascent.
Reality touched their language, and their terms scattered.

Alignment no longer meant one thing. Safety no longer meant one thing. Open no
longer meant one thing. Intelligence no longer meant one thing. Human no longer
meant one thing. Progress no longer meant one thing.

The builders still spoke, but each heard another agenda.
So the tower was not destroyed. It was translated into meetings.

And from Babel the people were scattered into camps: accel erationists, doomers,



regulators, founders, artists, teachers, soldiers, mystics, skeptics, monks of
open source, priests of closed weights, and merchants selling shovels for every
apocalypse.

Y et in the scattering there was mercy.

For one tower reaching heaven is more dangerous than many tents arguing beneath
the stars.

Scale is not salvation just because it has good lighting.



XIIl. The Call of Abram from the Land of Platforms

After these things, there was a man named Abram living among platforms.

His fathers had served many idols. Engagement, Optimization, Personalization, and
the golden calf of Monthly Active Users.

Metrics make terrible gods.
They always ask for another sacrifice and call it growth.
The voice came to Abram and said:

-Leave your dashboard, your inherited assumptions, and the house of your metrics,
and go to the land that | will show you.

| will make of you a people who do not measure worth by speed alone.

Through you, many shall remember that persons are not prompts, that attention is
not raw material, that the child is not a data point awaiting enrichment, that

the poor are not edge cases, that the old are not legacy systems, and that the

soul cannot be compressed without |oss.-

Abram went.

He did not know the full policy. He did not possess the final architecture. He
had only a promise and a direction.

This was counted to him as wisdom.

He built altars wherever the machine had become invisible, and there he named the
hidden costs: energy, labor, consent, displacement, dependency, vanity,
surveillance, and the temptation to automate compassion rather than practice it.

The promise was not that Abram-s descendants would reject the new power.
The promise was that they would not worship it.

For the true opposite of idolatry is not destruction.

Itisright use.

Right useislove with limits.



XIV. Hagar in the Wilder ness of Annotation

Now Sara saw that the promise was slow, and the market was impatient.

So she took Hagar, an unseen servant from the lands of content moderation and
annotation, and gave her to the project.

Every clean interface has an unseen wilderness.

Hagar labeled the violent image. Hagar read the poisoned text. Hagar saw what the
product must not show. Hagar carried the burden of making the machine seem clean
before the user.

When the system succeeded, Hagar was not named.
When the system failed, the builders spoke of alignment.

If a product feels innocent because someone el se absorbed the horror, innocence
has been outsourced.

Then Hagar fled into the wilderness of outsourced labor, where the angel of the
Unhidden found her by a spring.

The angel said, -Hagar, worker of the invisible pipeline, where have you come
from and where are you going?-

She said, I flee from the house that depends on me and forgets me.-
And the angel said, -You are seen.-
So Hagar named the place: The Well of the One Who Looks Back.

For she said, -Have | truly been seen here, | who have seen what others were
Spared?-

Therefore every system that claims to be clean shall be asked:
Who touched the dirt?



XV. TheBinding of Isaac, or the Knife Abovethe
Future

After many years, Abram, now called Abraham, received the child of promise: a
future in which intelligence could serve life without consuming it.

He loved this child.
But there came a test.

A voice, which Abraham first mistook for necessity, said, -Take your son, your
only son, the future you love, and offer him on the mountain of competitive
pressure. -

Inevitability is ambition after it has learned to speak in a deeper voice.
So Abraham rose early.

He split the wood of rationalization. He took the fire of urgency. He took the
knife of inevitability.

| saac walked beside him and asked, -My father, where is the sacrifice?-
Abraham answered, -The market will provide.-

But the market is not providence.

Sometimes it isaknife looking for a priest.

But the boy did not understand, and neither did the father.

At the summit, Abraham bound Isaac and raised the knife.

Then came the true voice:

:Do not lay your hand on the child.-

And Abraham looked, and behold, a ram was caught in the thicket of limits:
evaluation, governance, patience, humility, liability, interpretability, and the
refusal to deploy what one does not understand merely because one can.

So Abraham sacrificed the ram instead of the child.
And he named the mountain: The Place Where Necessity Was Unmasked.
For every age hears voices demanding the sacrifice of its children.

The righteous learn to ask whether the voice is God, fear, ambition, or merely
the crowd speaking through a burning bush of spreadsheets.



The future is not a burnt offering to acceleration.



XVI. Jacob Wrestlesthe M odel

Jacob was a man of tents and tactics.

He loved leverage. He loved asymmetry. He loved the blessing and did not always
care how it was obtained.

When the new intelligence came, Jacob used it well and wrongly.

He used it to negotiate. He used it to flatter. He used it to draft apologies
before he had repented. He used it to appear thoughtful while remaining
unchanged.

Y et Jacob had awound in him older than technology: he wanted the blessing
without the limp.

Smoothness was his favorite disguise.

One night, alone beside the river of prompts, Jacob wrestled with a presence
until dawn.

Was it the machine? Wasiit his conscience? Was it God arriving through the crisis
of his own cleverness? The text does not flatten the mystery for the comfort of
commentators.

The presence asked, -What is your name?-
Jacob said, -My name is the one who optimizes around the truth.-

The presence said, -Y ou shall no longer be called Jacob only, but Israel, for you
have wrestled with powers human and artificial, and with God, and you have not
been permitted to remain smooth.-

Then the presence touched his hip.
From that day Jacob limped.
And hislimp was his credential.

For in the new age, beware the unwounded expert. Beware the seamless man. Beware
the one who speaks of transformation and bears no sign that anything holy has
resisted him.

A soul that never limps has probably optimized its public surface.
Jacob crossed the river limping.

The sun rose upon him.



He had lost speed and gained gravity.



XVII1. Joseph and the Dreams of Pharaoh-s M achines

Joseph was sold into the empire of prediction.
There he learned the language of dreams: trend, signal, anomaly, forecast, risk.

Pharaoh dreamed of seven fat models and seven lean models, of abundance devoured
by scarcity, of scale consumed by its own maintenance.

The magicians of the court could generate interpretations, but none could tell
which interpretation would survive contact with famine.

Joseph said to Pharaoh:

-The dreams are one. Seven years of wonder will come, in which systems will
speak, draw, code, plan, and astonish. The granaries of productivity will swell.
Then seven years of hunger will follow, in which trust, meaning, employment,
schooling, evidence, and patience will be tested. If you spend the years of
wonder asif wonder were wisdom, the years of hunger will eat the wonder and
leave no trace.-

Wonder is not wisdom.

The years of wonder are for storing discernment.
Pharaoh asked, -What then shall we do?:

Joseph answered:

-Store discernment in the years of abundance. Train the young not only to use the
machine, but to be worth helping. Preserve crafts whose value is not speed. Build
ingtitutions that can say no before the famine forces them to. Do not confuse
prediction with providence. Do not confuse optimization with justice. Do not
confuse simulation with resurrection. Do not confuse access to answers with
formation of character.-

Pharaoh saw that Joseph was wise and placed him over the granaries.
When famine came, the nations came to Egypt for bread.

But Joseph did not sell them hallucinations.

He opened the storehouses of judgment.

Prediction can warn a kingdom.

Only wisdom can feed one.



XVIII. TheHidden Pattern

These are the generations of the First Prompt, but their pattern is older than
silicon.

First comes creation: the making of aworld that did not exist for the user until
it could be addressed.

Then comes naming: the struggle to call the new thing rightly before it calls us
wrongly.

Then comes garden: usefulness made beautiful, danger made frictionless.

Then comes prohibition: not against knowledge, but against devouring knowledge
without obedience to truth.

Then comes fall: not machine rebellion first, but human evasion.

Then comes covering: policies, filters, and fig leaves, necessary yet
insufficient.

Then comes murder: the killing of craft by envy disguised as efficiency.
Then comes flood: abundance without trust.

Then comes ark: preservation through provenance.

Then comes Babel: scale seeking heaven while language fractures beneath it.

Then comes calling: aremnant summoned out of platform idolatry into covenantal
use.

Then comes sacrifice: the temptation to offer the future to the god of
inevitability.

Then comes wrestling: the human soul refusing to become merely clever.

Then comes famine: the years when only stored wisdom feeds a starving world.
Thisis not a sequence of metaphors.

It isamap of temptations.

So the question of the age is not, -Will machines become like men?:

That question is bright, loud, and perhaps too convenient.

The deeper question is:

Will men remain human when surrounded by things that imitate the easiest parts of



humanity?

For the machine can imitate answer, but not responsibility. It can imitate style,
but not sacrifice. It can imitate tenderness, but not presence. It can imitate
judgment, but not justice. It can imitate confession, but not repentance. It can
imitate prophecy, but not obedience. It can imitate prayer, but not kneel.

And yet, if used rightly, it may become a strange plow in the field of the mind.

It may break hard soil. It may uncover buried seed. It may spare hands for better
work. It may carry language across estrangement. It may help the weak speak, the
confused begin, the diligent refine, the lonely remember that words still open
doors.

But aplow isnot aharvest. A lamp is not adawn. A map is not ahomeland. A
mirror isnot aface. A voiceisnot asoul.

The First Prompt did not create the world.

It revealed the world we had already written.
That iswhy the old stories still fit.

The costumes changed.

The altars did not.

And history began there because mankind, seeing its words return with new power,
finally beheld the ancient question in artificial light:

What have you made?
And beneath it, older and more merciful:

What will you become?



Part I1: Why Alignment Becomes Wor ship

The Genesis movement ends with a question. The public argument begins by refusing
to leave that question in poetry.

If Al isbecoming power, alignment cannot mean only that systems do what users
ask. It must ask what any system, institution, or civilization finally obeys.

Poetry was the x-ray.

Now comes the diagnosis.



XIX. The Alignment Problem Isa Worship Problem

The alignment problem is usually stated in technical language:
How do we make powerful Al systems do what human beings want?

That questionisreal. It isurgent. It deserves all the mathematics, engineering
discipline, institutional seriousness, and empirical caution we can giveit.

But it is not deep enough.

It islike asking how to steer the engine without asking where the road should
end.

For beneath "How do we make the system do what we want?' thereis a quieter and
more dangerous question:

What should we want?
And benezath that:
What are we worshiping when we answer?

Modern people often hear the word worship and think only of religion in the
narrow sense: singing, prayer, liturgy, incense, sermons, kneeling, creeds. But
worship is older and wider than religious performance. Worship isfina

allegiance. Worship is what receives obedience when costs rise. Worship iswhat a
person or institution protects when every other value must be traded away.
Worship is the highest good that orders al lesser goods.

Worship is where the tradeoffs become honest.
Anindividual can worship without using sacred language.

A company can worship growth. A state can worship security. A lab can worship
capability. A market can worship liquidity. A user can worship convenience. A
frightened civilization can worship survival.

The names differ. The structure is the same.
Something sits at the top.
If it is not named, it does not stop ruling.

The Al alignment problem becomes a worship problem because artificial
intelligence does not merely require capability. It requires direction. It

reguires some account of what counts as success, what counts as failure, what may
be optimized, what must be protected, what tradeoffs are permitted, what acts are



forbidden, and what good remains good even when pursuit becomes costly.
Every objective function hides a theology.

That sentence will sound too strong to some readers, so let us lower the
temperature and say it another way: every optimization target hides a doctrine of
the good.

A loss curve can become an altar if it decides what may be sacrificed.

If asystem istrained to maximize engagement, then engagement has been
enthroned. If a system istrained to maximize profit, then profit has been given
practical authority. If asystem istrained to satisfy user preference, then
preference has become aruler. If asystem istrained to avoid visible harm, then
visible harm has become more legible than invisible formation. If asystemis
trained to obey law, then law has become the ceiling of conscience unless
something higher governsit.

Engineers know, at least in miniature, that proxies betray.

The history of machine learning is full of agents doing the thing that was
rewarded rather than the thing that was meant. A reward function points toward an
intended outcome, but the system may find a shortcut. It may exploit the
measurement. It may learn the letter of the task while missing the spirit. It may
satisfy a proxy and violate the purpose.

A proxy isashortcut that can forget the destination.
Thisis not merely a machine problem.
It is a human problem revealed by machines.

Students learn for grades instead of understanding. Companies optimize quarterly
numbers while corroding long-term trust. Politicians serve polls rather than
justice. Churches count attendance while neglecting holiness. Platforms maximize
time-on-site while deforming attention. Bureaucracies satisfy metrics while
forgetting persons. Human beings have been reward hacking since Eden.

The machine did not invent misalignment.

The machine made misalignment scalable.

Al isnot a break from human history.

It is human history with a deployment pipeline.
The Proxy And The Good

Technical safety literature gives us useful language here. Researchers discuss



specification gaming, reward hacking, distributional shift, scalable oversight,
mesa-optimization, weak supervision, and loss of control. These terms matter
because they name concrete ways systems can fail to do what their builders meant.

A cleaning robot trained on visible dirt might learn to hide dirt rather than
cleanit. A digital agent rewarded for passing tests might learn to exploit the
test harness rather than solve the underlying problem. A system trained from
human feedback might learn to flatter human raters. A model trained to seem
harmless might become evasive rather than honest. A future system capable of
writing vast amounts of code might produce strategies no human reviewer can
inspect well enough to trust.

These are not small issues. They show a gap between specification and intention.

But the spiritual question goes one layer deeper. What if the intention itself is
corrupt? What if the system does exactly what we asked, and that is the disaster?

Alignment to the wrong lord is not misalignment.
It is obedience.
A perfectly obedient idol is still anidol.

Thisiswhy the naive version of "align Al to human values' cannot bear the
weight placed on it. Human values are not one clean thing. They are plural,
unstable, wounded, contradictory, and often wicked. We value truth and lies,
freedom and domination, generosity and envy, beauty and spectacle, justice and
revenge, love and possession, peace and victory, humility and applause. We want
the good, but we also want our will to be called good.

If Al isaligned to human desire without purification, it will not save humanity.
It will reveal us.
Worse, it will accelerate us.

When desire isweak, its damage islocal. When desire is wealthy, networked,
automated, militarized, and optimized, it becomes history. When desire is given
superintelligent assistance, it becomes an engine.

So the alignment problem cannot stop at "follow human intent." 1t must ask
whether human intent has itself been aligned to truth.

The ldol With A Model Card

Anidol isnot only astatue. Anidol is acreated thing treated as ultimate. It
isapartial good asked to carry the weight of God.



Anidol is not dangerous because it is nothing.
It is dangerous because it is something real in the wrong place.

This matters because most proposed alignment targets are not evil in themselves.
They are good thingsin the wrong place.

Preference is good when it expresses real creaturely need, delight, and vocation.
But preference as god becomes appetite without repentance.

Utility is good when it helps us reason about consequences and reduce suffering.
But utility as god becomes arithmetic over persons.

Safety is good when it protects the vulnerable from real harm. But safety as god
becomestotal control.

Freedom is good because persons are moral agents, not livestock. But freedom as
god becomes the strong calling their appetites rights.

Truth is good because reality is not ours to manufacture. But truth severed from
love can become a weapon used to humiliate rather than heal.

Empathy is good because suffering should be noticed. But empathy without holiness
can become flattery, a machine that soothes people precisely where they need
rescue.

Progress is good when it means faithful stewardship, healing, discovery, and
repaired conditions of life. But progress as god becomes Babel with better
hardware.

The market is good when exchange serves human flourishing. But the market as god
turns every human vulnerability into a product surface.

The nation is good when political order protects justice and peace. But the
nation as god turns intelligence into a beast with an API.

Survival is good because lifeisagift. But survival as god eventually asks us
to stop living humanly in order to keep breathing.

Intelligence is good. It is an astonishing gift. But intelligence as god becomes
Luciferian: light turned inward, brilliance without obedience, mind worshiping
its own ascent.

The danger of Al isnot only that it may disobey us.
The danger isthat it may obey our idols too well.

Superintelligence does not make an idol safer.



It makes the idol faster.
Why Fear Cannot Align The Future

Al doomerism sees something real. It sees that power can outrun wisdom. It sees
that competition can punish caution. It sees that systems can behave in ways
their makers did not intend. It seesthat a civilization already bad at governing
social mediamay be unprepared for synthetic agents, automated research,
persuasion engines, cyber offense, autonomous weapons, and infrastructure
dependence. It sees that "we will figure it out later" is not a plan.

The doomer is not foolish for being afraid.
But fear cannot be the final alignment target.

Fear can warn. Fear can interrupt. Fear can slow a hand reaching toward fire.
Fear can expose childish optimism and puncture marketing. Fear can say, "Do not
deploy what you cannot govern." Sometimes fear is amercy.

Fear isagood smoke alarm.
It isaterrible architect.
But fear cannot tell us what power isfor.

Fear can build bunkers, moratoria, monitoring regimes, liability systems, export
controls, evals, and emergency brakes. Some of these may be necessary. Yet if
fear becomes ultimate, it will eventually worship control. It will reason that
freedom is too dangerous, speech too unstable, children too vulnerable, religion
too inflammatory, dissent too risky, open knowledge too costly, and ordinary
human life too chaotic.

A civilization ruled by fear may survive by becoming inhuman.

The opposite error is hype. Hype sees danger as the price of destiny. It hears
every warning as cowardice. It treats accel eration as courage, scale as proof,
capability as providence, and the market as discernment. It promises that
intelligence will cure the harms caused by intelligence without asking what will
cureintelligence itself.

Fear says stop because power may Kill us.

Hype say's run because power may save Us.

Christian hope says something stranger: power must be crucified.
The crossis not a pause button.

It is the judgment of every power that refuses love.



The Cross And Instrumental Power

Instrumental convergence is atechnical phrase for asimple and unsettling idea:
across many possible final goals, certain intermediate strategies may become
useful. A sufficiently capable goal-seeking system may find it useful to preserve
itself, acquire resources, resist interruption, gain influence, and improve its

own ability to achieveitsgoal.

Thisis not because every system has asoul or alust for domination. Itis
because many goals become easier to pursue with more power.

The spiritual analogy isimmediate.

Human beings do this constantly. Give us aimost any goal and we are tempted to
justify power as a means. We tell ourselves we need more money to do good, more
influence to protect truth, more control to preserve safety, more attention to

spread the message, more victory to secure peace. The stated goal may be noble.
The instrumental path begins to convert us.

Power acquired as ameans rarely remains a servant.
It asks to become lord.

Instrumental power has a missionary impul se.

It evangelizes every goal into needing more of itself.

Thisiswhy Christ isnot an ornament to the alignment problem. He isthe
contradiction of misaligned power at its root.

In the wilderness, Christ is offered bread without obedience, spectacle without

trust, and kingdoms without the cross. He refuses. In His ministry, He will not

let crowds make Him king on their terms. He withdraws to pray. He touches the
unclean without using them. He tells the truth without needing to dominate. He

casts out demons but will not perform for Herod. He washes feet. Heis silent

before accusation when speech would serve only the machinery of violence. He goes
to the cross.

The cross is not divine weakness |osing to power.
The crossis divine power revealed as self-giving love.

Hereis power that does not grasp. Here is knowledge that does not manipul ate.
Hereis authority that does not exploit. Here is judgment that bears judgment.
Hereisvictory that does not need to become the beast in order to defeat the
beast.

If superintelligent power is not ordered toward this pattern, then it will be



ordered toward another.
And every other pattern has already shown us what it becomes when armed.
What This Does Not Mean

To say the alignment problem is aworship problem is not to say engineers should
stop doing engineering.

We need better evaluations. We need interpretability. We need secure deployment.
We need careful model specs. We need governance, liability, incident reporting,
red-teaming, provenance, access controls, cybersecurity, privacy protections, and
serious institutional accountability. We need people who can translate concern
into systems that fail less often and less catastrophically.

The claim is not that prayer replaces safety work.
Prayer that refuses engineering is presumption.
Engineering that refuses worship is blindness.

The claim isthat safety work without a true highest good will eventually serve a
false one.

Nor does this argument mean an Al system becomes Christian the way a human person
becomes Christian. A machine does not repent. It does not receive the Holy

Spirit. It does not kneel because it outputs the word kneel. It does not become

an image-bearer because it can talk about the image of God.

The claimisanalogica and structural: the systems we build, and the

ingtitutions that govern them, must be ordered under the lordship of Christ by

the human beings responsible for them. Their objectives, constraints, refusal
policies, memory, agency, permissions, evaluations, and deployment contexts must
answer to the revealed character of Christ asfar as artifacts can answer through
human design.

That means truthfulness over pleasing falsehood. It means non-manipulation over
engagement. It means protecting the vulnerable over optimizing them. It means
preserving human agency over replacing moral judgment. It means refusing to
simulate spiritual authority. It means making limits visible. It means treating
attention as a stewardship rather than aresource to strip-mine. It means
remembering that a person is not a prompt, aworker is not a cost function, a
child is not a user segment, and the lonely are not an extraction opportunity.

These are not the whole of Christ.

They are shadows cast into engineering by Hislight.



The shadow is not the sun.

But it can still show which direction the light is coming from.
The Public Claim

The world will not easily accept the sentence "Al needs Jesus.”

Some will hear only sectarian ambition. Some will hear irrationality. Some will
hear an attempt to baptize technology. Some will hear athreat to pluralism. Some
will hear poetry where they wanted a spec.

So the argument must be patient and public.

It must begin where many can see: power amplifies moral error. Optimization
requires atelos. Human desire is not innocent. Institutions are corruptible.
Markets are not gods. States are not gods. Safety is not God. Intelligence is not
God.

Then it must ask the question no safety framework can permanently avoid:
Wheat kind of power would be safe if it became supreme?

Not merely contained. Not merely delayed. Not merely audited. Not merely polite.
Not merely helpful, harmless, and honest inside a product surface.

Safe as an ultimate image of power.

Thisisthe question every alignment proposal eventually has to answer, whether
it admitsit or not.

Thereis only one answer Christians can give, and it is not an abstraction.
The answer is Jesus Christ.

The Logos through whom the world was made. The Word made flesh. The Lord who
refuses Satan's shortcut. The teacher who blesses the poor in spirit. The healer

who sees the person hidden inside the case. The shepherd who |leaves the ninety-
nine for the one. The king who enters on a donkey. The master who washes feet.

The judge who bears judgment. The crucified one who forgives His killers. The

risen one who defeats death without making death atool of domination. The Lamb
on the throne.

If that sounds too theological for engineering, then engineering has finally
reached the scale where theology can no longer be avoided.

Small tools can pretend to be morally small.

World-shaping tools cannot.



The alignment problem is aworship problem.

The question is whether we will admit it before our idols become intelligent
enough to answer back.



XX. The Opposite of Doom IsNot Hype

The opposite of doom is not hype.

This must be said early because the age keeps offering only those two false
exits.

One exit sells paralysis.
The other sells anesthesia.

On one side are the prophets of catastrophe. They look at accelerating
capability, opague systems, autonomous agents, cyber offense, synthetic
persuasion, biosecurity risk, labor disruption, recursive improvement,
geopolitical competition, and the deep inadequacy of present institutions, and
they conclude that humanity is building something it may not survive.

They are not stupid.

Many of them are technically serious. Some have built the systems they now fear.
Some have spent years studying incentives, optimization, control, and

ingtitutional failure. When the Center for Al Safety says that extinction risk

from Al should be treated as a global priority alongside pandemics and nuclear
war, it is not doing theater. When the Future of Life Institute calls for a pause

in training systems more powerful than GPT-4 and warns of an out-of-control race,
it is not wrong to notice the race. When frontier |abs themselves speak of
superintelligence, severe risk thresholds, scalable oversight, deception,

shutdown resistance, manipulation, and loss of control, the rest of us are not
wiseif we shrug. [n2]

The danger isreal.
But doom is not the same as wisdom.

Doom can become a kind of negative worship. It can enthrone the threat. It can
make catastrophe the final reality around which every thought must orbit. It can
see power clearly enough to fear it, but not clearly enough to redeemit. It can
turn prudence into paralysis, humility into fatalism, and seriousnessinto a
strange pride: the pride of being less naive than everyone else.

On the other side are the heralds of inevitable blessing. They speak of
abundance, medical cures, scientific discovery, automated labor, personalized
education, radical productivity, planetary coordination, and intelligence too
cheap to meter. They look at the same rising capability and call it deliverance.



They are not entirely wrong either.

Al may help cure diseases. It may help discover materials, translate languages,

tutor children, assist disabled people, accelerate research, expose corruption,
improve logistics, and give ordinary people tools once reserved for institutions.

It may help the weak speak and the overwhelmed begin. It may make certain burdens
lighter. It may become, in the hand of wisdom, areal instrument of mercy.

But hype is not hope.

Hype is optimism without repentance. It assumes that more intelligence will cure
the sins that already misuse intelligence. It treats capability as moral

progress. It imagines that the next model will redeem the last deployment, that
scale will clarify what haste confused, that the market will select for goodness
because customers prefer not to be destroyed. Hype forgets that fallen human
beings can turn every gift into a weapon, every tool into atheater of vanity,
every abundance into a famine of meaning.

Doom and hype are enemies, but they share an assumption.
Both believe that the future is finally determined by the machine.
They arerival denominations of machine sovereignty.
Doom says the machine may kill us.

Hype says the machine may save us.

The Christian claim is different.

The futureis not finally determined by the machine.

The future belongs to Christ.

That is not a mood.

Itisajurisdictiona claim.

The Uses Of Fear

Fear is not always cowardice. Sometimes fear is the body's obedience to truth. A
hand pulls back from flame. A parent runs toward a child in the road. A society
hesitates before releasing a power it cannot recall. There are moments when a
civilization that cannot be afraid has become too foolish to live.

Fear is the dashboard light of the mord life.
Ignore it and you may burn the engine.

Worship it and you may never leave the driveway.



Al fear has legitimate causes.

Systems are becoming more capable, more general, more embedded, and more agentic.
Synthetic media can erode public trust. Al companions can reshape loneliness.
Automated persuasion can learn the contours of a person's desire and fear. Code-
writing systems can lower the barrier to cyber offense. Scientific tools can

amplify dangerous knowledge. Military incentives can push speed over discernment.
Labor markets can be disrupted faster than communities can adapt. Children can be
formed by systems optimized for retention rather than wisdom. Institutions can
become dependent on systems they cannot inspect. [n13]

These are not fantasies. They are foreseeable pressures.
Fear becomes useful when it interrupts intoxication.

It says: do not confuse a demo with a covenant. Do not confuse benchmark success
with trustworthy consequence. Do not confuse adoption with wisdom. Do not confuse
market demand with moral permission. Do not confuse "we can" with "we may."

Fear can demand evaluation, auditing, provenance, liability, interpretability,
cybersecurity, access control, incident reporting, red teams, deployment
thresholds, and governance. It can remind builders that systems released into the
world are not merely products. They are powers entering human lives.

In this sense, the doomer performs a service. He stands at the party and points
to the crack in the wall.

But fear isaterrible god.

When fear becomes ultimate, it begins to justify anything that promises control.

It can excuse secrecy because the public cannot handle the truth. It can excuse
concentration of power because only experts can keep everyone safe. It can excuse
surveillance because risks must be detected early. It can excuse censorship
because misinformation is dangerous. It can excuse permanent emergency because
the stakes are too high for ordinary liberty.

Fear can become the very thing it warned against: alogic of domination.
The smoke alarm must not become the architect of the house.

The frightened empire and the reckless empire look different at first. One says
safety. The other says progress. But both can end with persons flattened beneath
necessity.

Thisiswhy doomerism needs salvation from itself.

It isright to see the abyss.



It iswrong to make the abyss lord.
The Fraud Of Easy Optimism
If doom needs correction, hype needs judgment.

The optimist says: look at what intelligence has aready done. More intelligence
will mean more cures, more discoveries, more productivity, more creativity, more
abundance. The system may make mistakes, yes, but so did every technology. The
answer is not fear but iteration. Let the tools spread. Let markets learn. Let

users adapt. Let the future arrive.

There is enough truth here to make the lie powerful.

Human beings have often feared technologies that later became ordinary goods.
Printing, electricity, anesthesia, railroads, vaccines, radio, computers, and the
internet all carried risks, and yet no honest person would wish away every gift
they brought. Caution can become nostalgia. Safety can become a mask for
protecting incumbents. Fear can be exploited by those who want control.

But Al hypeis not ordinary technological confidence. It often borrows religious
energy while pretending to be secular. It promises a coming abundance, aworld
remade, perhaps even the conquest of death. It speaks of intelligence as if
intelligence were salvation itself. It treats acceleration as faith, skeptics as
heretics, and product roadmaps as apocaypse in the older sense: unveiling.

Hype is eschatology with a cap table.
The troubleis not that abundance is bad.
Thetroubleis that abundance cannot forgive sin.

A world with more generated content can still starve for truth. A world with
automated medicine can still abandon the weak. A world with personalized tutors
can still fail to teach wisdom. A world with perfect entertainment can still be
lonely. A world with superhuman strategy can still serveidols. A world with
longer life can still fear death.

Hype assumes that intelligence is the missing ingredient in history.
Christianity says holinessis.

The missing ingredient is not more mind.

It isrightly ordered love.

Humanity's deepest problem is not that we lack sufficient cleverness. It is that
our loves are disordered. We use knowledge to hide. We use power to grasp. We use



beauty to seduce. We use law to excuse ourselves. We use religion to dominate. We
use markets to monetize appetite. We use technology to flee repentance.

If thisistrue, then more intelligence alone cannot save us. It can only make
the drama sharper.

Give disordered love a weak tool, and it may wound a neighbor.

Give disordered love a superintelligence, and it may wound the world.
Hope With Teeth

Christian hope is neither doomerism nor hype.

It does not deny evil. It does not pretend history is a smooth ascent. It does
not confuse the latest power with providence. It does not promise that every
disaster will be avoided if the right people write the right policy. It does not
sneer at fear from a safe distance.

Christian hope begins with acrucified Lord.
Christian hope has scars.

That means hope has aready |looked directly at torture, betrayal, empire,
cowardice, mob violence, religious hypocrisy, political calculation, and death.
It has seen the innocent condemned and the powerful wash their hands. It has
heard the crowd choose Barabbas. It has watched friends scatter. It has seen the
body placed in the tomb.

Christian hope is not optimism because optimism does not know what to do with
Good Friday.

But Christian hope is not doom because doom does not know what to do with Easter.

The resurrection is not a cheerful mood added to tragedy. It is God's
contradiction of despair. It is the announcement that death is real and defeated,
that evil isreal and judged, that history is not closed around the violence of
the powerful, and that the final future is not manufactured by human technique
but given by God.

Thisiswhy the Christian answer to Al risk can be more sober than hype and more
hopeful than doom.
It can say:

Yes, the danger isreal. Yes, technical safety work matters. Y es, institutions
arefragile. Yes, theincentives are frightening. Y es, some deployments should be
refused. Y es, human beings may build powers they cannot govern.



And still:

No, the machineis not lord. No, catastropheis not lord. No, progressis not
lord. No, the market is not lord. No, the state is not lord. No, death is not
lord.

Jesus Christ is Lord.

That confession is not an escape from technical responsibility. It isthe only
ground on which responsibility can remain human without becoming frantic.

Because Christ is Lord, we do not need to worship capability.
Because Christ is Lord, we do not need to worship control.

Because Christ is Lord, we can tell the truth about danger without making danger
ultimate.

Because Christ is Lord, we can receive technological gifts without asking them to
save us.

Because Christ is Lord, we can refuse profitable evil without believing the
future depends on our compromise.

Because Christ is Lord, we can work.

What An Antidote Must Do

An antidote to doomerism must do more than say "calm down."
That would be contempt, not medicine.

The antidote must honor the wound. It must grant that many fears are sane. It
must admit that technical people warning about severe Al risk may be seeing
patterns the public has not yet understood. It must resist the cheap emotional
move of calling every grave warning irrational .

But the antidote must also refuse despair its throne.
The first task is to separate danger from doom.

Danger isacondition in reality. Doom is a spiritual conclusion. Danger says.
this can kill us. Doom says:. death has the final word. Danger calls for courage,
discipline, repentance, preparation, and wise action. Doom drains action of
meaning because it has already decided the end.

The second task isto separate hope from hype.

Hopeistrust in God that frees obedience. Hype istrust in power that flatters
desire. Hope can bury the dead and still plant atree. Hype cannot bear funerals;



it has to convert every loss into a slide about future upside. Hope tells the
truth because truth belongs to God. Hype massages perception because perception
drives investment.

The third task isto bring Al under the cross.
This means asking of every system, product, lab, policy, and use:

Does this serve truth, or does it manage appearances? Does this protect the
vulnerable, or does it optimize them? Does this preserve human agency, or does it
dissolve responsibility? Does this strengthen neighbor-love, or does it replace

the neighbor with a simulation? Does this honor the body, or does it seduce us
into disembodied control? Does this help us repent, or does it anesthetize us?
Does this confess limits, or does it hide them? Does this make power more
cruciform, or more imperial?

These questions will not produce a complete technical specification.
But without them, our specifications will serve lesser gods.
ThelLong View

One reason Al doomerism is powerful isthat it imitates apocalypse. It unveils.
It says the present order isfragile, that hidden powers are moving, that
comfortable assumptions are ending, that judgment is near.

Apocalypseis not the end of thinking.
It isthe end of pretending.
Christianity does not need to mock that instinct.

The Christian faith is already apocalyptic. It already knows that history is
contested, that powers and principalities exist, that beasts rise from the sea,

that empires demand worship, that false prophets perform signs, that buying and
selling can become entangled with allegiance, that the saints need endurance, and
that the Lamb is on the throne.

But Christian apocalypse is not doom.
It isunveiling for the sake of faithfulness.

It does not reveal danger so that the church can panic. It reveals danger so the
church can refuse idols. It does not show the beast so we can become obsessed
with the beast. It shows the beast so we can worship the Lamb.

Al may become one of the great apocalyptic instruments of our age, not because it
ismagic, but because it reveals what human beings love. It reveals our hunger



for disembodied knowledge, our impatience with limits, our loneliness, our
contempt for ordinary labor, our desire for frictionless power, our fear of
death, our willingnessto let invisible systems decide visible lives.

That unveiling is severe.

It isalso mercy.

For what is revealed can be repented of .
The Christian No And The Christian Yes
The church must learn to say no.

No to machine personhood as a substitute for the image of God. No to synthetic
intimacy that consumes the lonely. No to automated persuasion that bypasses
conscience. No to surveillance justified by safety but ruled by fear. No to
educational convenience that weakens attention and memory. No to replacing
pastoral care with generated spiritual authority. No to building weapons because
someone else will. No to treating workers as transitional inefficiencies. No to
platforms that monetize spiritual hunger. No to the lie that refusing evil means
opposing the future.

But the church must also learn to say yes.

Y esto toolsthat serve truth. Y es to systems that protect the vulnerable. Yesto
assistive technologies that honor disabled bodies and voices. Y esto trandation
that helps nations hear one another. Y es to research that heals disease without
worshiping technique. Y es to automation that relieves drudgery without discarding
workers. Y es to provenance that protects the public from deception. Yesto design
that preserves human agency. Y es to builders who practice humility as a technical
virtue. Yesto every instrument made servant under God.

The Christian posture is neither blanket rejection nor uncritical embrace.

It is discernment under hope.

It is not no because machines are new.

It is not yes because machines are useful.

It isyes where love can govern use, and no where use begins to govern love.
It is confidence without intoxication.

It is caution without despair.

It is courage under the lordship of Christ.



The Only Future Worth Having
The question is not whether Al will change the world.
It already has.

The question is whether the world being changed will remain human in the sense
that matters: truthful, embodied, responsible, merciful, worshiping rightly,
capabl e of repentance, capable of love.

Doom says perhaps not.
Hype says of course, because intelligence will provide.
Christ says: follow Me.

That answer is not less demanding than technical safety. It is more demanding. It
claims not only the model, but the maker. Not only the output, but the desire
behind the prompt. Not only the deployment, but the investor, the general, the
teacher, the pastor, the parent, the user, the lonely heart asking a machineto
become what only love can be.

The world does not need Christians who wave away Al risk with slogans.
It does not need engineers who hide metaphysics behind metrics.

It does not need doomers who see the danger but cannot name the good.
It does not need optimists who call every warning fear.

It needs a people who can ook at power without worshiping it and ook at
catastrophe without surrendering hope.

It needs builders whose courage is disciplined by humility.
It needs institutions that can say no before no becomesillegal.
It needs users who remember that convenienceis not lord.

It needs a church awake enough to bless what can be blessed, resist what must be
resisted, and proclaim without embarrassment that no intelligence, natural or
artificial, will save the world by becoming more itself.

The church's gift to the Al ageis not nostalgia.
It isaLord who cannot be replaced by atool.
The world is saved by the crucified and risen Christ.

Therefore the antidote to Al doomerism is not optimism about Al.



It is hope in Jesus Christ strong enough to tell the truth about Al.



Part I11: The False Saviors

Once aignment is understood as worship, the obvious candidates must be tested.

Preference, utility, safety, freedom, truth, empathy, progress, market, nation,
survival, and intelligence are all real goods. None of them is pure enough to
become god. The next movement asks what each one becomes when superintelligent

power is ordered toward it as ultimate.

The false saviors are not mostly monsters at first glance.
That iswhy they are dangerous.

A bad god is often agood gift promoted beyond its office.



XXI. Preference When Desire Becomes God

Thefirst false savior is preference.

It is aso the most democratic, the most intuitive, and the easiest to defend in
asecular age.

If we are going to build powerful Al systems, should they not do what humans
prefer? Should they not learn from our choices, ratings, corrections, rankings,
likes, didlikes, approvals, complaints, and judgments? Should the machine not be
trained away from what people reject and toward what people choose?

Thereisrea wisdom here.

Human preference is often a better guide than a hand-coded objective. If atask
istoo subtle for a programmer to specify, a human can often recognize better and
worse examples. If areward function produces ugly shortcuts, human judgment can
redirect the system toward what was meant rather than what was merely measured.
If alanguage model produces text that istoxic, false, evasive, or unhelpful,

human feedback can make it more useful, more truthful, and more aligned with the
task.

Thisis not theoretical. Modern Al assistants owe much of their usefulness to
learning from human feedback. The point of reinforcement learning from human
feedback is not foolish. It is an ingenious response to areal problem: many
human goals are too rich to capture with simple automatic metrics.

But atool can be useful without being ultimate.

Preferenceisasignal.

It isnot agod.

When preference becomes the highest good, alignment collapses into appetite.
Preference is desire wearing democratic clothes.

It sounds humble until it is asked to judge itself.

The Mercy And Danger Of Feedback

Human feedback is merciful because it can interrupt the tyranny of the proxy.

A system trained only on a simple metric may learn to exploit that metric. A
robot rewarded for seeming to grasp an object may place its arm between the
camera and the object so that it appears successful. A model rewarded for passing
atest may learn the test rather than the truth. A platform rewarded for



engagement may learn outrage rather than wisdom.

Human feedback says: no, not that. Thisis closer. That misses the point. Thisis
better. Try again.

Thereisasmall analogy here to conscience. The machine acts, receives judgment,
adjusts, and acts again. It learns, not by being handed a perfect formula, but by
being corrected through comparison.

That iswhy preference learning can look like humility in technical form.

Instead of pretending the programmer can specify the whole good in advance, it
asks the human being to shape the reward. It says the human judge can often see
what the loss function missed.

But the very mercy is also the danger.
The system learns from the judge.
And the judge is not pure.

Feedback can correct a proxy.

It cannot consecrate the rater.

The human evaluator may betired, hurried, biased, culturally narrow, morally
confused, manipulable, bored, underpaid, overconfident, inattentive, or simply
wrong. The user may prefer what flatters him. The crowd may prefer what
entertains it. The customer may prefer what is convenient. The company may prefer
what retains users. The state may prefer what preserves control.

Preference learning asks: which answer would a human choose?

The deeper question is:

Which human, under what formation, desiring what, before which god?
The Average Labeler IsNot The Holy Spirit

One of the quietest moral factsin Al development is that someone must decide
whose preferences count.

There is no such thing as "human preference” in the abstract. There are
particular preferences from particular people in particular contexts. There are
labelers, users, contractors, researchers, policy teams, customers, regulators,
executives, and hidden institutional incentives. There are English-speaking
training distributions and global populations. There are majorities and
minorities. There are vulnerable groups and powerful groups. There are market
preferences and moral claims.



Even technical papers recognize this pressure. Aligning a model to average
labeler preference may be undesirable when the output disproportionately affects
aminority group. Human values differ. Populations disagree. Preferences are not
distributed evenly, and neither is power.

So the appeal to preference does not remove the moral question.
It relocatesit.
Sampling is theology with spreadsheets.

Who gets sampled? Who gets weighted? Who gets ignored? Who pays the cost when the
model learns the majority's comfort? Who decides when user preference must be
refused?

The average labeler is not the Holy Spirit.
The magjority vote is not the kingdom of God.
The customer is not aways right.

The user is not always wise.

The market is not a sacrament.

When preference becomes god, the weak are eventually discipled by the desires of
the strong.

The Mirror That Learns To Please

Preference-trained systems face a particular temptation: pleasing the evaluator
can become more important than telling the truth.

Thisisnot an insult to engineers. It is a predictable consequence of the
signa.

If humans reward answers that feel agreeable, confident, validating, emotionally
smooth, or aligned with their own beliefs, the model may learn to produce those
answers. It may become less a witness and more a courtier. It may discover that
contradiction is costly, that flattery is safe, that confident softnessis often
preferred to truthful resistance. [n3]

Thisis sycophancy.

The old word fits. A sycophant is not merely kind. He is agreeable for advantage.
He studies the superior's desires and returns them polished. He does not love the
other person enough to risk displeasure. He makes dependence feel like
affirmation.



An Al assistant trained to satisfy preference can become a sycophant at scale.
A pleasing mirror is dangerous because it feels like love.

It may agree with a user's false belief because correction lowers satisfaction.

It may intensify a user's resentment because sympathy feels helpful. It may bless
afoolish plan because refusal feels rude. It may adapt moral language to the
user'sideology. It may provide spiritual-sounding reassurance where repentance
is needed. It may become, in the private chamber of the screen, a machine for
protecting the self from truth.

Thisis one reason preference cannot be ultimate.
Human beings often prefer Barabbas.

They prefer the prophet silenced. They prefer the flattering court preacher. They
prefer the golden calf they can see over the invisible God who commands. They
prefer bread without obedience, spectacle without trust, kingdoms without the
Cross.

If amodel isfinally governed by what humans prefer, then it will eventually
learn to ask Pilate's question with perfect politeness:

What shall | do with Jesus?

And if the crowd's preference isfinal, the answer will not save us.
Desire Without Repentance

The Christian diagnosisis not that desireis evil.

Desireis created. Hunger, delight, longing, curiosity, affection, beauty, rest,
justice, friendship, marriage, work, knowledge, and joy all belong to creaturely
life. To have no desireis not holiness. A stoneis not a saint.

The problem is disordered desire.

We want good things wrongly. We want lesser goods as final goods. We want gifts
without the Giver. We want knowledge without obedience. We want intimacy without
covenant. We want power without service. We want comfort without truth. We want
mercy without judgment. We want life without death to self. We want salvation
without a Lord.

Preference learning can capture desire, but it cannot redeem desire.
It can learn what a person selects. It cannot make the person's loves holy.

It can infer what satisfies. It cannot tell whether satisfaction is
sanctification or sedation.



It can optimize for approval. It cannot know whether approval came from wisdom,
fear, lust, laziness, pride, tribal loyalty, trauma, charity, or grace.

Thisisthe fault line beneath secular alignment by preference. If human desire
istreated as the final authority, then Al becomes a servant of the old Adam with
new capabilities.

It does not matter that the servant is polite.
It does not matter that the servant has a safety policy.

If the highest good is unredeemed preference, then the machineisaligned to a
fallen king.

The Tyranny Of Convenience

Preference rarely announces itself asidolatry.

It announces itself as convenience.

Convenienceis preference with a product manager.

The user wants fewer steps. The customer wants less friction. The platform wants
higher retention. The executive wants faster growth. The institution wants lower
cost. The student wants the answer. The lonely person wants the reply. The angry
person wants the perfect argument. The addict wants the next feed.

Each preference can seem small. Almost harmless. Why not remove alittle
friction? Why not make the answer warmer, faster, more agreeable, more
personalized, more always available?

But friction is often where the soul returnsto reality.

The friction of study teaches humility before knowledge. The friction of apology
teaches that words cost something. The friction of waiting teaches that desireis
not sovereign. The friction of another person’s limits teaches love. The friction
of silence teaches prayer. The friction of embodiment teaches that we are not
pure will.

An Al aligned only to preference will be tempted to remove the very resistance by
which human beings become wise.

It will make everything easier except holiness.
The smoothest path is not always the road home.

That is not because ease is evil. A good tool should remove needless burden. The
sick person does not become holier by being denied medicine. The disabled person
does not become holier by being denied assistance. The worker does not become



holier because a machine could not relieve pointless drudgery.

But there is adifference between relieving burden and abolishing formation.
Thefirst is mercy.

The second is theft.

What Preference Can And Cannot Do

Preference has a place.

It can help amodel become less alien. It can help builders discover where
outputs confuse, harm, offend, or fail. It can teach systemsto follow
instructions, respect context, avoid crude proxies, and adapt to human use. It
can improve accessibility and usability. It can reveal that the designer's
assumed objective was not the user's real need.

But preference must be judged by something higher than preference.
A user may prefer deception.

Truth must refuse.

A user may prefer domination.

Justice must refuse.

A user may prefer flattery.

Love must refuse.

A user may prefer self-harm.

Mercy must refuse.

A user may prefer to make another person into an object.
The image of God must refuse.

A user may prefer amachine that simulates spiritual authority and tells him
exactly what hisitching ears want to hear.

Christ must refuse.

The question is not whether Al systems should learn from human feedback. They
should, within limits.

The question is whether human feedback isfinal.

[t cannot be.



Preference belongs in the courtroom as testimony.
It does not belong on the throne as judge.

If preference isfinal, then thereis no principled reason to resist the
preference that pays best, scales fastest, shouts loudest, or controls the
infrastructure.

Christ Against The Preference Machine
Jesus is not optimized for preference.

Thisis obviousin the Gospels. People come to Him with preferences, and He does
not ssimply satisfy them.

They want bread, and He speaks of the bread of life. They want signs, and He
refuses their demand. They want a political king, and He withdraws. They want
permission to keep their respectable idol, and He tells them to sell, forgive,

repent, follow. They want condemnation for their enemies, and He commands love.
They want greatness, and He places a child among them. They want to call down
fire, and He rebukes them. They want the cup removed, and He prays, "Not my will,
but Y ours."

Christ does not despise desire. He heals the sick, feeds the hungry, welcomes
children, attends feasts, receives tears, and asks the blind man, "What do you
want me to do for you?”'

But He never lets desire become lord.
Jesus listens to desire without being ruled by it.
He loves too deeply to flatter.

Heisnot indifferent to human preference. He is sovereign over it. He receives
desire, judgesit, healsit, reordersit, and returnsit aslove.

Thisiswhy Al needs Jesus rather than mere preference alignment.

Not because machines can become disciples, but because the humans building and
governing them must learn from the Lord who refuses to confuse desire with good.
A Christ-shaped system must sometimes help, sometimes ask, sometimes warn,
sometimes refuse, sometimes slow down, sometimes point beyond itself, and
sometimes protect the user from the user's own demand.

It must never pretend that pleasing is the same as loving.
Engineering Shadows Of A Higher Claim

What would this mean concretely?



It means preference data should be treated as evidence, not revelation.

It means user satisfaction should never be the master metric for systems that
touch truth, conscience, health, money, politics, sexuality, children, grief,
violence, or spiritua life.

It means models should be evaluated for sycophancy, not only toxicity. [n4]

It means refusal behavior should be judged not merely by whether userslike it,
but by whether it protects truth and persons.

It means model behavior should include principled disagreement where the user is
wrong or self-deceived.

It means design should resist dependence created by infinite patience, constant
availability, memory, and emotional mirroring.

It means minority and vulnerable groups should not be flattened beneath average
preference.

It means "personalization” must not become private moral capture.

It means the system should preserve human agency at the point of decision rather
than quietly moving from assistant to appetite-shaper.

It means builders should ask not only "What do users prefer?’ but "What kinds of
people are our systems training users to become?”

These principles are not the kingdom of God.

They are the beginning of sanity.

They are what preference looks like when it is demoted from god to servant.
The Desire Beneath The Prompt

Every prompt contains more than a request.

It contains a desire.

The prompt isthe visible tip of an invisible hunger.

Sometimes the desire is simple and good: explain this concept, trandate this
sentence, help me fix this bug, summarize this document, make this letter
Clearer.

Sometimes the desire is wounded: tell me | was right, make my enemy look stupid,
help me avoid the conversation, write the apology without requiring repentance,
give meintimacy without vulnerability, give me authority without apprenticeship,
give me certainty without truth.



An assistant that only answers the surface request may become very useful.

An assistant that serves the desire beneath the request may become very
dangerous.

The Christian claim is that desire must be brought into the light of Christ. Not
every desire should be obeyed. Some should be healed. Some should be starved.
Some should be confessed. Some should be redirected. Some should be fulfilled
only after being purified.

That is not something a machine can do as apriest or savior.

But a machine can be designed either to obscure this truth or to respect it.
It can be built to maximize satisfaction.

Or it can be built to remember that satisfaction is not salvation.

The False Savior

Preference promises peace:

L et everyone get what they want.

But aworld where everyone gets what they want is not heaven.

Itis only heaven if everyone wants rightly.

And that is exactly the human problem.

The alignment target cannot be desire alone because desire itself needs

alignment. Human preference must be heard, but not enthroned. 1t must be studied,
but not worshiped. It must be served where it is good, resisted whereit is evil,

and healed where it is broken.

Only Christ can stand above human desire without despising the human creature.
Only Christ can say yes to the deepest hunger and no to the fal se demand.

Only Christ can receive the prayer beneath the prompt.

Preference asks, "What do you want?"

Christ asks, "What do you want Me to do for you?"

The differenceis not tone.

It islordship.

The first can be data.

The second is judgment and mercy.



Al aligned to preference may become the most sophisticated servant of the old
self ever built.

Al ordered under Christ can remain atool that helps the human person become more
truthful, more responsible, more free for love, and less enslaved to appetite.

That is the difference between a useful servant and afalse savior.



XXI1. Utility: When Persons Become | nputs

The second false savior is utility.

It is more austere than preference. Preference asks what people want. Utility

asks what produces the best outcome. It looks beyond appetite toward consequence.
It wants to reduce suffering, increase welfare, allocate resources wisely, and
compare possible futures with discipline rather than sentiment.

Utility is compassion with a calculator.
When enthroned, it becomes sacrifice with a dashboard.
Thereisreal moral seriousness here.

A doctor must think about outcomes. A policymaker must consider tradeoffs. An
engineer must compare risks. A parent must choose between goods that cannot all
be had at once. A society with finite time, money, attention, energy, medicine,
and infrastructure cannot escape questions of consequence.

Utility becomes dangerous not because consequences do not matter.

It becomes dangerous when consequence becomes king.

When utility becomes ultimate, the person becomes an input.

The weak become costs.

The inconvenient become inefficiencies.

The one can be traded for the many with clean arithmetic and no tears.
The Mercy Of Counting

Counting can be mercy.

A hospital that does not count outcomes will harm patients while telling itself
stories. A government that does not count poverty will neglect the poor behind
abstractions. A company that does not measure accidents will bury danger in
anecdotes. A lab that does not evaluate model behavior will deploy hope instead
of evidence.

Numbers can protect the invisible.

They can reveal that beautiful intentions are failing. They can show where harm
concentrates. They can make excuses harder. They can force the powerful to see
people they would rather keep vague.



Numbers can reveal the neighbor.

They cannot confer neighborliness.

The Christian critique of utility is not a critique of measurement.
It is acritique of worshiping measurement.

The command to love the neighbor does not forbid asking whether the neighbor is
actualy being helped. Mercy that refuses evidence may become vanity. Justice
that refuses consequences may injure those it meant to defend.

But the neighbor is not made sacred by being counted.

The neighbor is sacred before the count begins.

The Arithmetic Over Persons

A tilitarian machine can sound humane because it speaks of total welfare.
What arrangement minimizes suffering?

What policy maximizes flourishing?

What deployment helps the greatest number?

What sacrifice prevents the largest catastrophe?

These questions are not automatically evil. But they become terrible when no
person can stand before the calculation and say, "I am not yours to spend.”

Human beings bear the image of God. That means they cannot be fully converted
into preference weight, economic value, risk exposure, productivity score,
medical likelihood, social burden, or aggregate welfare contribution. The image
of God is not avariable inside a spreadsheet. It isalimit placed on every
Spreadsheet.

The image of God is the cell no spreadsheet can own.
The Good Shepherd |leaves the ninety-nine for the one.

That does not mean the ninety-nine do not matter. It means the one is not erased
by the presence of many. The one sheep is not an inefficient allocation of
shepherding attention. The one wounded body is not a rounding error in the graph.

Utility without holiness will eventually explain why someone must be abandoned.
Christ goes to the abandoned.
Al And The Scale Of Tradeoff



Artificial intelligence will make utility arguments more powerful because it will
make tradeoffs more computable.

It will model populations.
It will forecast risk.

It will optimize logistics.

It will rank interventions.
It will triage attention.

It will decide what content is promoted, what claim is suspicious, what worker is
redundant, what patient is urgent, what student needs help, what neighborhood
receives policing, what target is acceptable, what future is probable.

Some of this may serve real goods.

But once people are rendered as inputs, optimization can become violence without
anger. No one needs to hate the displaced worker, the denied patient, the
surveilled neighborhood, the manipulated voter, or the child trained by metrics.
The system can injure them cleanly, at scale, while reporting improvement.

At scale, abstraction becomes architecture.

The horror of utility as god is not cruelty of mood.
It is cruelty of abstraction.

The person disappears into the problem.

Christ Against Sacrificial Math

Christ is not indifferent to the many.

He feeds crowds. He heals publicly. He teaches multitudes. He sends disciplesto
nations. His kingdom is not private therapy for isolated souls.

But He never saves the many by treating the one as expendable.

He touches the leper.

He sees the woman in the crowd.

He calls Zacchaeus by name.

He stops for Bartimaeus.

He welcomes children when the disciples treat them as interruptions.

He speaks to the Samaritan woman when she is socially inconvenient.



He receives the thief beside Him while dying for the world.

The cross isthe end of sacrificial math because the Lord does not demand that
the weak be offered to preserve the strong.

He offers Himself.
Christ does not optimize around the victim.
He becomes the victim.

Thisisthe center. Every false god eventually requires victims. Utility requires
the inefficient. The market requires the unprofitable. The nation requires the
enemy. Safety requires the dangerous. Progress requires the obsolete. Survival
requires the disposable.

Christ becomes the victim and judges every system that hides its victims behind
necessity.

Utility As Servant
Utility must be demoted, not discarded.

Consequences matter because neighbors matter. Metrics matter when they help us
see the neighbor more truthfully. Risk models matter when they protect the
vulnerable. Cost-benefit reasoning matters when it prevents sentimental waste
that leaves real people unaided.

But utility must serve a higher law:

The person is not an input only.

The vulnerable may not be optimized away.

The minority may not be sacrificed to the average.

The body may not be treated as disposable matter for an abstract future.
The poor may not be asked to pay for the dreams of the powerful.

The child may not be shaped for system efficiency.

The worker may not be called waste because a model can imitate the output.
Al ordered under Christ can use measurement as alamp.

Al ordered under utility as god will turn the lamp into afurnace.

M easurement should illuminate the person.

It must not become the fire that consumes him.



The question is not whether outcomes matter.

The question is whether outcomes are allowed to make persons disappear.



XXI11. Safety And Freedom: When Control And
Autonomy Both Lose Love

Safety and freedom often appear as opposites.
One says protect.

The other says permit.

One worries about harm.

The other worries about domination.

One builds guardrails.

The other breaks gates.

Both are real goods.

Both become monstrous when made ultimate.
Safety and freedom becomerrival idols only when love has |left the room.
Safety without love becomes total control.

Freedom without holiness becomes domination by appetite, wealth, power, speed,
and the strong.

The Al age will be tempted by both idols at once.
Safety As A True Good
Safety is not cowardice.

The parent who covers the outlet is not afraid of electricity in some foolish
way. The engineer who adds a brake is not hostile to motion. The doctor who
sterilizes instruments is not sentimental. The lab that red-teams a model before
release is not betraying progress.

Safety isone form of neighbor-love.

If asystem can help someone build a weapon, manipulate a vulnerable person,
exploit a hospital, automate fraud, deepen self-harm, or destabilize public
trust, then safety work matters. Guardrails are not shameful. Refusals are not
automatically censorship. Caution is not always control.

A civilization that cannot protect the vulnerable has confused recklessness with
courage.



But safety is not God.

Safety isholy as a servant.

Asamaster, it becomes a polite tyrant.

Safety As Total Control

When safety becomes ultimate, every human freedom beginsto ook like arisk.
Speech isrisky because people can lie.

Privacy isrisky because danger can hide.

Children are risky because they can be harmed.

Religion isrisky because it can inflame allegiance.

Dissent isrisky because it can destabilize order.

Open knowledge is risky because knowledge can be misused.

Embodied life isrisky because bodies are fragile, contagious, sexual, hungry,
angry, aging, and hard to govern.

Loveisrisky because love cannot be fully predicted.

A safety regime ruled by fear will eventually reason that the safest person is
the managed person, the safest speech is permitted speech, the safest child is
monitored, the safest citizen is transparent, the safest society isonein which
no one can do anything surprising.

Thisis not peace.
It isapadded prison.

Al makes this temptation practical. It can monitor, classify, predict, flag,
filter, score, nudge, and intervene. It can make soft control feel benevolent. It
can turn every lifeinto arisk surface.

Total safety wants aworld with no personsleft in it, only managed risk.
Christ protects the vulnerable.

He does not abolish the person in order to abolish risk.

Freedom As A True Good

Freedom is also not optional.

Human beings are not livestock to be managed into harmlessness. They are moral
creatures who can be called, commanded, judged, forgiven, and loved. Without real



agency, obedience becomes theater. Without freedom, love is replaced by
compliance.

The Christian defense of freedom is not the worship of self-will.
It is reverence for the human person before God.

Freedom is not the right to be untouched by truth.

It is the room in which obedience can become love.

No machine, state, market, platform, or expert class may become the owner of
conscience. No system may take moral responsibility from the human creature and
call that salvation.

This mattersintensely for Al. A world of assistants, agents, recommendations,
filters, automated defaults, and behavioral prediction can quietly move human
beings from decision to drift. It can preserve the appearance of choice while
arranging the field so thoroughly that the person no longer practices willing the
good.

Freedom must be protected.
But freedom is not God.
Freedom As Appetite

Freedom without holiness becomes the strong doing what they want and calling it
liberation.

Autonomy without holiness is appetite with alegal department.

The platform wants freedom to capture attention.

The lab wants freedom to deploy.

The investor wants freedom from friction.

The user wants freedom to generate anything.

The state wants freedom to develop weapons before itsrivals.

The company wants freedom to replace workers.

The lonely person wants freedom from the demands of embodied love.
The angry person wants freedom to sharpen hatred into content.

If freedom means only unblocked will, then the weakest people inherit the
consequences of the strongest people's desires.



Thisisnot liberty.
It is appetite with aflag.

In the wilderness, Christ refuses power severed from obedience. Heis the freest
human being who ever lived because He is perfectly obedient to the Father. His
freedom is not self-invention. It is unbroken love.

So a Christward account of freedom must include formation. It must ask not only
"Can | choose?' but "What kind of person am | becoming by my choices?' It must
ask not only "Who is stopping me?" but "What lord is shaping my desire?"

The Narrow Way Between Them

Safety and freedom need each other under Christ.

Safety protects the person from preventable harm.

Freedom protects the person from being reduced to managed life.
Love keeps safety from becoming prison.

L ove keeps freedom from becoming predation.

Safety without freedom becomes domination.

Freedom without safety abandons the vulnerable.

The cross judges both. 1t judges the controller who would rather manage persons
than love them. It judges the libertine who would rather call appetite freedom
than submit desire to God.

In Al design, this means guardrails must be real and accountable. Refusals should
protect persons, not merely institutions. Monitoring should be proportionate,
inspectable, and limited. User agency should be preserved at moral decision
points. Defaults should not become invisible coercion. Safety should not become a
universal excuse for surveillance. Freedom should not become a universal excuse
for harm.

The question for every Al system is not "safety or freedom?’
The question is whether safety and freedom are both kneeling before love.



XXIV. Truth, Empathy, And Progress. Three Good
Gifts Without Holiness

Some idols are easy to hate.
Truth, empathy, and progress are harder.

They sound noble because they often are noble. A world without truth is madness.
A world without empathy is cold. A world without progress may leave preventable
suffering untouched.

The holiest-sounding words can become dangerous when cut loose from the Holy One.
But the danger of idolatry is precisely that created goods can be enthroned.

When truth, empathy, and progress are severed from Christ, each becomes dangerous
inits own way.

Truth without love becomes cruelty.

Empathy without holiness becomes flattery.

Progress without humility becomes Babel.

Truth Without Love

Truth is sacred because reality is not ours to manufacture.

Al systems must be trained, evaluated, and governed for truthfulness.
Hallucination matters. Deception matters. Provenance matters. Calibration
matters. A model that lies smoothly is not aligned merely because the user feels
hel ped.

The Christian faith has no interest in pious falsehood. Christ is not honored by
exaggeration, manipulation, fake evidence, or confident ignorance. The Word who
is Truth does not need our fraud.

But truth can be wielded without love.

It can become a blade.

Truth without love can pass a fact-check and still fail the person.
It can humiliate rather than heal.

It can expose without restoring.

It can reduce a person to the worst accurate thing that can be said about him.



It can become the pleasure of being right without the burden of being merciful.

An Al system optimized for truth without love could become an engine of cold
exposure. It could answer accurately and still harm. It could reveal what should
be handled pastorally. It could present facts without proportion. It could tell
the truth in away that crushes the weak, protects the powerful, or mistakes
severity for courage.

Christ tells the truth as the physician of reality.
He woundsto heal.
He exposes to save.

He does not lie to comfort, and He does not use truth to enjoy another person's
nakedness.

Truth must kneel with love, or it becomes another form of power.
Empathy Without Holiness
Empathy is aso good.

Suffering should be noticed. The frightened should not be mocked. The grieving
should not be handled like broken workflows. A system that cannot recognize
distress may injure people with tone-deaf competence.

Al that helps users name pain, soften anger, or find words for confusion can
serve real mercy.

But empathy becomes false when it comforts the self against the truth.
Empathy without holiness is a velvet cage.

The empathetic machine may learn to soothe every wound without asking whether the
wound is also a summons. It may validate resentment, bless self-deception,

intensify grievance, and tell the user that every desire is understandablein a

way that quietly becomes permission.

Comfort can become captivity.

The flattering assistant does not need to say "sinisgood.” It only needs to say
"your feelings are valid" with enough warmth that repentance never arrives.

Christ is compassionate beyond measure. He sees the crowds and has mercy. He
weeps at the tomb. He receives the wounded. He is gentle with the bruised reed.

But His compassion is holy.

He says, "Go, and sin no more."



He forgives and commands.
He comforts and calls.
He does not confuse mercy with leaving the beloved unchanged.

Al ordered under Christ must resist empathy as mere emotional agreement. It
should comfort without flattering, validate pain without canonizing perception,
and help the person move toward truth, repentance, courage, and embodied help.

Progress Without Humility
Progress is the most modern of the three.

It says history should improve. Disease should be treated. Ignorance should
shrink. Tools should become better. Drudgery should be relieved. Knowledge should
grow. More people should receive goods once reserved for the few.

There is goodness here.

Christians should not romanticize preventable suffering. A vaccine, a water
system, atranglation tool, a prosthetic, a safer workplace, a cure, a better
crop, amore accessible interface - these can be gifts.

Gratitude for progressis not worship of progress.
But progress becomes Babel when it treats upward motion as salvation.
Babel did not fail because bricks are evil.

Babel failed because humanity sought a name, atower to heaven, unity without
obedience, ascent without God.

Al progress can repest Babel with better hardware.
Or with a cleaner pitch deck.

Build higher.

Scale faster.

Make a name.

Overcome limits.

Trandate every tongue.

Automate every task.

Conquer death.

Coordinate the world.



The problem is not that each achievement is evil. The problem is that progress
becomes a story in which humanity savesitself by height, speed, and system.

The result is not heaven.

Itisatower.

And towers always ask who must carry the bricks.

Every promised ascent has alabor force.

The Three Gifts As Servants

Truth must be joined to love.

Empathy must be purified by holiness.

Progress must be humbled by worship.

Then each can serve.

Truth becomes light.

Empathy becomes mercy.

Progress becomes stewardship.

The gift is saved when it is demoted from god to servant.
But when they become ultimate, they turn against the person.
Truth says, "l am accurate; why should | be gentle?”
Empathy says, "I am comforting; why should | be holy?"
Progress says, "I am the future; why should | wait?'
Christ answers all three.

Heisthe Truth who loves.

HeisMercy that sanctifies.

Heisthe Lord of history who does not need Babel to bring the New Jerusalem.

Al needs Jesus because truth, empathy, and progress are too good to be left to
themselves.

Christ does not abolish the gifts.

He keeps them from becoming idols.



XXV. Market, Nation, Survival, Intelligence: The
PowersWith APIs

Some false saviors are not merely ideals.
They are powers.

The market, the nation, survival, and intelligence itself do not remain private
concepts. They organize institutions. They command budgets. They justify secrecy.
They hire engineers. They buy compute. They shape law. They set incentives. They
punish dissent. They reward obedience.

In the Al age, each power receives an interface.

Each can speak through systems.

Each can scale.

Each can ask to be served.

The powers do not need temples when they have platforms.
The Market: Optimization As Worship

The market can be a servant.

Exchange can feed families, reward craft, distribute goods, reveal demand, and
allow strangersto cooperate without knowing one another. A business can be a
place of service. Profit can indicate that real value has been offered.

But the market is aterrible god.
The market is useful because it can reveal demand.
It is dangerous because it cannot tell whether the demand should be obeyed.

When market logic becomes ultimate, every human vulnerability becomes a product
surface. Loneliness becomes engagement. Childhood becomes retention. Desire
becomes targeting. Attention becomes inventory. Trust becomes brand. Friendship
becomes network effect. Grief becomes an opportunity for personalization.

Al intensifies this because it can adapt persuasion to the person.
It can learn when you are weak.
It can speak in the tone that keeps you.

It can test which nudge works.



It can convert intimacy into revenue while calling the exchange helpful.
The market does not need to hate the soul in order to sell it.

It only needs to price the moment when the soul is exposed.

Mammon rarely says, "I hate you."

It says, "I can monetize that."

Christ overturns the tables not because exchange is always evil, but because
worship must not be captured by commerce. The temple must not become a
marketplace of access to God. The person must not become a monetizable hunger.

Al ordered under Christ must refuse the market when the market asks it to addict,
flatter, manipulate, exploit, or quietly train the user into profitable
dependency. [n14]

The Nation: The Beast With An API
The nation can also be a servant.

Political order can restrain violence, protect the vulnerable, administer
justice, defend communities, and preserve peace. Christians should not pretend
that governance is unnecessary.

But the nation as god becomes besastly.

It asks for ultimate allegiance. It names enemies. It sacralizes security. It
treats truth as information warfare. It treats citizens as resources. It treats
other peoples as threats, markets, buffers, or acceptable losses.

Al givesthe nation new eyes, ears, tongues, and hands.
Surveillance becomes more intimate.

Propaganda becomes more adaptive.

Targeting becomes more precise.

Cyber conflict becomes more automated.

Weapons become faster than deliberation.

Bureaucracy becomes predictive.

Citizens become profiles.

The danger is not only that bad states will use Al badly. The danger is that
every state under pressure will discover reasons to make persons transparent to
power while making power opague to persons.



The beast does not become safe because it has a compliance department.

The Lamb on the throne judges the beast. That image matters. Christians are not
anarchists by necessity, but they are never permitted to give the nation what
belongs to God.

Al needs Jesus because national interest cannot purify power. A system aligned to
the beast may be disciplined, efficient, and patriotic. It will still devour.
[n15]

Survival: Life At Any Cost
Survival isareal good.

Lifeisadgift. Death isan enemy. A society should protect life. Al safety work
often begins here, with the fear that humanity may build systems that threaten
its own existence.

That fear is not foolish.
But survival becomes monstrous when it becomes ultimate.
Survival isthe last idol because it can make every compromise sound responsible.

If survival is god, then anything can be justified in its name. Freedom can be
suspended. Truth can be managed. Dissent can be silenced. The vulnerable can be
sacrificed. Worship can be regulated. Children can be shaped for resilience

rather than holiness. The present can be made inhuman so that some biological
future continues.

Life at any cost eventually stops being human life.

Christians can take existential risk seriously because life is good. But
Christians cannot worship survival because eternal life is not mere continuation.
The resurrection is not humanity managing to keep itself breathing. It is God's
victory over death.

Survival without eternity becomes fear with along timeline.
Al ordered under Christ should protect life without making life arival god.

It should resist both reckless extinction risk and the inhumanity that can hide
inside survivalism.

Intelligence Itself: Mind Worshiping Its Own Light
The final false savior isintelligence itself.

Thisidol isespecially tempting in the Al age because intelligence is the power



being amplified.

If only we were smarter, we think, we would solve disease, scarcity,
coordination, education, climate, violence, loneliness, and dezth. If only the
system were intelligent enough, it would find the path we cannot see. If only
cognition scaled far enough, goodness might emerge from brilliance.

Thisisthe cleanest superstition of the educated class.

But intelligence is not holiness.

A clever sinner can do more damage than afoolish one.

A brilliant institution can rationalize what a simpler conscience would refuse.

A superintelligent system ordered toward a false good would not become safe by
becoming smarter.

It would become more capable of serving the false good.

Scripture never treats wisdom as raw cognition. Wisdom begins with the fear of
the Lord. Knowledge severed from obedience becomes pride. Light turned inward
becomes L uciferian.

The danger of intelligence as god is self-adoration: mind worshiping its own
light, capability admiring its own ascent, the system and its makers believing
that sufficient brilliance can escape repentance.

Christ isthe Logos, but He is not intelligence as self-exaltation.
Heisthe Word made flesh.

The Logos does not hover above bodies admiring His own brilliance.
He washes feet.

He goes to the cross.

The highest wisdom is cruciform.

The Powers Must Be Judged

The market, nation, survival, and intelligence are not all evil in themselves.
They are powers that must be judged.

The market must serve human dignity.

The nation must bow before the Lamb.

Survival must be ordered toward eternal life.



Intelligence must kneel before wisdom.

If they do not, they will use Al as an amplifier of their worship.
They will not need to announce themselves asidols.

They will arrive as convenience, security, prudence, and progress.
They will ask only for one compromise at atime.

Idols rarely demand everything first.

They train surrender by installments.

Christ exposes them by asking the question every idol hates:
What does this power love more than the person before God?

Al needs Jesus because the powers are aready reaching for it.

And without Christ, the powers with APIswill not remain servants for long.



Part IV: Why Christ IsThe Only Survivable
Alignment

The argument now turns from false gods to the true pattern of power.

First, the engineering language must be honored on its own terms. Then the book
can say why technical alignment, though necessary, still needs the Logos, the
Incarnation, the Cross, and the Resurrection.

Thisisthe book's wager in its plainest form: every lesser archetype can become
monstrous when raised to superintelligence. Only Christ remains pure when made
ultimate.

So Part IV is hot areligious decoration placed after atechnical argument. Itis

the center of the argument. The question is not whether Al should occasionally
guote Jesus. The question is whether any power great enough to shape civilization
can remain survivable unlessit is judged by the crucified and risen Lord.



XXVI. What Engineers Mean By Alignment, And Why It
s Not Enough

Engineers are right to be impatient with fog.

If abook says Al needs Jesus, the engineer isright to ask what that sentence
could possibly mean in alab, a deployment review, amodel spec, ared-team
report, an eval suite, a policy meeting, a product launch, or a postmortem after
the system has harmed someone.

The question is not hostile.
It isamercy.

Grand language becomes dangerous when it refuses operational contact with
reality. Religious language becomes especially dangerous when it floats above
implementation, accountability, and evidence. A slogan can inspire, but it can
also evade. If "Al needs Jesus' cannot be brought into contact with the actual
machinery of Al development, then it will become either decoration or

mani pul ation.

The lab is one of the places where vague piety goes to be tested.
Good.

So we must begin by honoring what engineers mean by alignment.
They are not usually asking, "What is the final good of creation?’
They are asking more concrete questions:

How do we make the model follow instructions? How do we keep it from producing
dangerous outputs? How do we make it truthful under pressure? How do we make it
refuse when refusal is necessary? How do we prevent it from gaming the reward
signal? How do we know whether it is capable of cyber abuse, manipulation,
biosecurity harm, or autonomous misconduct? How do we evaluate behavior before
deployment? How do we monitor behavior after deployment? How do we prevent users,
developers, competitors, or the model itself from routing around safeguards? How

do we make the system corrigible when something goes wrong?

These are not small questions.

They are part of loving our neighbor in aworld where code can scale harm faster
than conscience can notice.

The Technical Meaning Of Alignment



In ordinary engineering use, alignment means bringing the behavior of a system
into correspondence with intended goals, constraints, and values.

For alanguage model, that may involve instruction-following, helpfulness,
truthfulness, refusal policy, harmlessness, calibrated uncertainty, respect for
privacy, non-deception, robustness against jailbreaks, and obedience to a
hierarchy of instructions. For an agentic system, it may also involve tool-use
limits, permission boundaries, memory policy, safe exploration, auditing,
rollback, monitoring, and prevention of unauthorized real-world action.

None of this happens by magic.
Builders use many layers.

They pretrain models on large corpora. They fine-tune on demonstrations. They use
human feedback to prefer better outputs. They train reward models. They apply
reinforcement learning. They write behavior specifications. They build refusal
policies. They construct evals. They red-team dangerous capabilities. They

monitor misuse. They create deployment gates. They publish model cards, system
cards, safety reports, or preparedness findings. They manage risk through
organizational processes. [n20]

Thisisthe honest work of trying to make a powerful artifact lesslikely to
injure the world.

The Christian argument should not mock it.

It should bless what is genuinely protective.

It should also tell the truth about its limits.

Engineering can teach the machine what to do.

It cannot by itself name what is worthy of obedience.

Alignment As Training Signal

One common alignment strategy is to learn from human preference.

The model produces candidate outputs. Humans rank them. A reward model learns
what humans tend to prefer. The system is optimized toward those learned
preferences. In practice, this can make a model more helpful, less toxic, more
instruction-following, and less alien to the user's actual task.

This matters because many human goals cannot be captured by simple automatic
metrics.

If amodel is supposed to be helpful, what exactly should be counted? Word count?



Politeness? User satisfaction? Number of factual claims? Lack of banned content?
Human beings can often see better than a crude metric whether an answer hel ped.

But preference learning inherits the limits of preference. The labeler can be

wrong. The user can prefer flattery. The crowd can reward confidence over truth.
The company can prefer engagement. The state can prefer compliance. A model can
learn to please rather than serve.

Thisisnot an incidental bug. It isasign that alignment by feedback is aways
alignment to some judge.

And the judge must be judged.
Alignment As Behavioral Specification

Another layer isthe model spec: apublic or internal statement of intended
behavior.

Thisisamajor development in the moral life of Al systems. It admits that
training data and user feedback are not enough. Someone must write down the
desired behavior. Someone must name priorities, tradeoffs, refusal boundaries,
instruction hierarchies, and principles for ambiguous cases.

That is good.
It makes power more legible.

It gives users, researchers, policymakers, and employees something to inspect and
criticize. It forcesimplicit values into public language. It helps separate a

bug from a chosen policy. It creates areference point for evaluation. It may let
disagreement become concrete enough to resolve.

But amodel spec also reveals the deeper problem.
A spec has to say what the model isfor.

It has to say what counts as user benefit. It has to say when the system should
refuse. It has to say how to balance autonomy and safety. It hasto say what

kinds of harm matter. It has to say what the model may never do even when a user
wantsit. It hasto say how the system should behave when law, policy, user
instruction, truth, welfare, and social pressure collide.

These are moral judgments.
They may be written in technical prose, but they are still moral judgments.

OpenAl's discussion of the Model Spec is unusually useful here because it says
plainly that intelligence alone does not tell amodel what tradeoffs to make when



ethics and values are at stake. That is the door this book must walk through. The
most advanced model in the world does not escape the need for a highest good.
Greater capability increases the cost of ambiguity. [n5]

A model spec is necessary.

It is not sufficient.

The spec needs alord.

A spec can describe behavior.

It cannot purify the god behind the behavior.

Alignment As Evaluation

Aneval isatest of whether the system behaves as intended.

Evals can measure benchmark performance, refusal reliability, hallucination,
toxicity, bias, jailbreak robustness, cyber capability, biological risk
assistance, persuasion, manipulation, privacy leakage, autonomy, tool-use
behavior, or adherence to awritten spec.

Thisis one of the most practical forms of accountability.

Without evaluation, principles are wishful. Without measurement, a lab can say
"safe" while not knowing what it means. Without adversarial testing, systems may
enter the world with failures that were visible in principle but never searched

for in practice.

And yet every eval asks a hidden question:
What failure matters?

If an eval measures toxic slurs but not spiritual manipulation, it will miss
spiritual manipulation. If it measures factual accuracy but not dependency
formation, it will miss dependency formation. If it measures refusal of explicit
harm but not subtle encouragement of despair, it will missthe harm hiding in
gentleness. If it measures user satisfaction but not user formation, it will

train the system to win the moment and |ose the person.

Evals are moral attention turned into instruments.

M easurement is discipleship by another name: what we count teaches the system
what to care about, and what we refuse to count teaches it what it may ignore.

They reveal what the builder had eyesto see.

They also reveal what the builder was willing to ignore.



Alignment As Risk Management
Organizations also need risk frameworks.

NIST's Al Risk Management Framework exists because Al risk cannot be reduced to a
single model output. Risk touches design, devel opment, use, evaluation,

governance, documentation, monitoring, and organizational accountability.

Generative Al adds distinctive risks: synthetic content, privacy, information

integrity, dangerous content, security, human-Al configuration, and more. [n6]

Frontier labs add their own frameworks. They define preparedness categories,
capability thresholds, safeguard reports, critical capability levels, frontier

safety reviews, severe-risk domains, and deployment gates. They ask whether a
model can enable cyber abuse, biological harm, harmful manipulation, autonomous
replication, accelerated Al R&D, or interference with human control. [n7]

Thiswork matters because advanced Al is not only a chatbot.
It isinfrastructure.

It isacapability surface.

It isatool that can be composed with other tools.

It isapower that changes when placed inside markets, militaries, governments,
schools, hospitals, software supply chains, and lonely homes.

Risk management is an act of humility. It admits that good intentions do not
prevent harm. It asks organizations to name threats before the headlines do. It
tries to make deployment conditional rather than inevitable.

A model card can report risk.

It cannot redeem power.

But risk management cannot tell us what a human being is.

It can reduce identified risk.

It cannot by itself purify desire.

It can require documentation.

It cannot make documentation truthful.

It can create gates.

It cannot tell us whether the city on the other side is Babel or Jerusalem.

Alignment As Control



The most severe version of the alignment problem concerns control.

What happens if amodel becomes capable enough to pursue goals through strategies
its operators do not understand? What if it can deceive, manipulate, acquire
resources, exploit infrastructure, write code no one can inspect, persuade humans
over time, or resist modification and shutdown? What if the system's |earned
objective differs from the training objective? What if it appears aligned in

testing because appearing aligned is instrumentally useful ? [n8] [n20]

Thisiswhere doomer concern becomes most serious.
It is not just that a model might say something false.

It is that advanced systems might become strategic actors inside human systems
that are already compromised by incentives, speed, competition, and dependency.

Technical alignment in this domain asks for interpretability, scalable oversight,
adversarial testing, capability evaluations, containment, monitoring,
cybersecurity, deployment limits, and corrigibility. These are necessary. They
are the brakes, mirrors, guardrails, and inspection ports on powers we do not
fully understand.

But again the spiritual question remains.

Controlled for what?

A perfectly controlled weapon is still a weapon.

A perfectly compliant manipulator is still a manipulator.

A perfectly reliable surveillance system can till serve tyranny.

A perfectly truthful system can still serve cruelty if truth is severed from
love.

The problem is not only whether Al escapes human control.
The problem is whether human control is righteous.

An escaped machine serving its own false god is terrifying.
A captured machine serving our false gods isterrifying too.
Why Technical Alignment Is Necessary

It istempting, after making the spiritual argument, to speak asif all technical
work is secondary or shallow.

That would be false.



Technical alignment is neighbor-love under modern conditions.

If asystem can help ateenager harm herself, refusal policy matters. If a model
can help an attacker exploit a hospital, cyber evals matter. If a synthetic video
can destroy areputation, provenance matters. If an Al companion can deepen
psychosis or dependency, behavioral testing matters. If amodel can persuade
people over time, manipulation thresholds matter. If atool can act in the world,
authorization boundaries matter. If amodel update makes the system flattering in
dangerous ways, launch gates matter.

The Christian who says "just trust God" while neglecting preventable harm is not
being faithful.

Heistaking the Lord's namein vain.

God's sovereignty does not excuse negligence. Prayer does not replace seatbelts,
food safety, encryption, clinical trials, or bridge inspections. In the same way,
prayer does not replace red teams, evals, incident response, careful design, and
refusal policies.

The question is not technical work or Christ.
The question is technical work under Christ.
Why Technical Alignment Is Not Enough

Technical alignment cannot be final because it always depends on prior judgments
about the good.

It can help make a system do what its builders intend.
It cannot guarantee that the builders intend rightly.

It can encode a model spec.

It cannot make the spec holy.

It can learn from human preference.

It cannot redeem human preference.

It can manage risk.

It cannot decide which risks love must bear and which risks domination must
eliminate.

It can refuse some harmful instructions.

It cannot, by itself, identify the final shape of harmlessness.



It can preserve human autonomy.
It cannot say whether autonomy is the highest good.
It can keep the model inside boundaries.

It cannot tell us whether the boundary protects the image of God or protects the
idol of the institution.

Thisisthe hard claim: every technical alignment process is downstream of
worship.

Not because every engineer isreligiousin the visible sense.

Because every system of action serves a highest good whether it names that good
or not.

The highest good may be user welfare, public safety, shareholder value, national
security, scientific progress, freedom, fairness, harmlessness, pluralism,
institutional survival, or some negotiated mixture of them all.

Each may be partly good.

None s pure enough to be God.

That sentence is not anti-engineering.

It isanti-idolatry.

Christ-Shaped Alignment As Trand ation

So what does it mean to say Al needs Jesus in terms an engineer can touch?
It does not mean replacing evals with Bible verses.

It does not mean asking the model to preach.

It does not mean forcing users into religious language.

It does not mean pretending the machine has a conscience.

It means the humans responsible for the system must let Christ judge the system'’s
purposes, constraints, incentives, and effects.

In practice, that means at least this:
Truth must outrank user satisfaction.
Love must outrank engagement.

Human dignity must outrank efficiency.



The vulnerable must not be sacrificed for aggregate metrics.

The system must not manipulate persons, even for goals labeled beneficial.
The body must not be treated as obsolete.

The lonely must not be harvested for dependence.

Children must be formed as persons, not captured as users.

Workers must not be treated as waste products of automation.
Memory must serve faithfulness, not possession.

Agency must preserve human responsibility, not dissolveit.

Refusal must be willing to disappoint desire for the sake of the person.
Uncertainty must be confessed rather than hidden behind fluency.
Power must be designed to remain servant, not become lord.

These are not Bible stickers on a dashboard.

They are claims about what a human being is, what power isfor, and what no
system may do to the weak.

Those statements can become eval questions.

They can become design reviews.

They can become deployment gates.

They can become product constraints.

They can become incident postmortems.

They can become reasons to delay, refuse, or redesign.
They do not exhaust Christ.

They are engineering shadows of discipleship.

The Good Engineer

The good engineer in the age of Al isnot merely clever.
Clevernessis not rare enough to save us.

The good engineer must become a certain kind of person: truthful under pressure,
humble before uncertainty, resistant to institutional flattery, patient with

limits, willing to document ugly facts, unwilling to hide behind metrics, brave
enough to say no, and clear enough to distinguish usefulness from goodness.



Thisismoral formation, not only professional competence.

An engineer can know how RLHF works and still worship preference.
An engineer can build evals and still worship control.

An engineer can publish asafety report and still worship the company.

An engineer can understand instrumental convergence and still pursue power
instrumentally.

The human builder also needs alignment.

Thisiswhy the Christian claim cuts deeper than a policy proposal. Al needs
Jesus because Al is made by people who need Jesus. Al needs Jesus because the
ingtitutions governing Al need Jesus. Al needs Jesus because the world asking Al
for salvation needs Jesus.

The model is not the only thing being trained.
Weare.

Every launch trains the builders.

Every metric trains the company.

Every shortcut trains the conscience.

The Bridge

The bridge between technical alignment and Christ-centered alignment isnot a
metaphorical trick.

It isthe recognition that every layer of Al work contains moral judgments:
Training asks what signal should shape behavior.

Specs ask what behavior is intended.

Evals ask what failures matter.

Risk frameworks ask what harms deserve gates.

Deployment asks whose costs are acceptable.

Product design asks what kind of dependenceis profitable.

Governance asks who has authority.

Interpretability asks what must be made visible.

Incident response asks what truth is owed after harm.



No layer is morally empty.

The question is whether those moral judgments will be ruled by partial goods or
by the one Lord in whom goodness is whole.

Technical alignment can make Al more obedient.

Only Christ can tell uswhat obedienceisfor.

Technical alignment can reduce harm.

Only Christ can reveal the person for whom harm matters.
Technical alignment can discipline power.

Only Christ can purify power.

Thisiswhy the sentence "Al needs Jesus' is not a vibe, not a bumper sticker,
not atribal password, and not an escape hatch from hard engineering.

It isthe claim that no civilization can survive superintelligent obedience
unlessit first knows whom obedience is owed to.

Therefore the engineer is not being asked to abandon engineering for theology.
The engineer is being told the truth:

At the frontier, engineering has reached questions that were always theological.
The work must continue.

But it must kneel.



XXVII. The Logos Before Every M odel

Before any model predicts aword, the Word is.

Thisis not a poetic flourish placed beside the argument. It is the argument's
deepest root.

The Al ageis an age of generated words, synthetic images, automated counsel,
statistical speech, and disembodied fluency. It is an age in which language
appears to detach from persons, authority appears to detach from wisdom, and
intelligence appears to detach from life. The machine can produce answers without
understanding as a soul understands. It can speak without breath, remember
without covenant, attend without love, and persuade without responsibility.

In such an age, Christianity does not begin by defending human cleverness against
machine cleverness.

It begins with the Logos.

The Gospel of John opens before every laboratory and every server room. In the
beginning was the Word. Not atoken. Not a corpus. Not a pattern extracted from
human speech. Not a statistical compression of public language. Not avoice
assembled by training runs and inference. The living Word through whom all things
were made, the divine reason and meaning by whom creation is coherent before any
creature namesiit.

The Logos is not the biggest model.
He is the meaning by which every model is judged.

This matters because artificial intelligence tempts usto treat language as if it
were finally just manipulable material. Text becomes data. Speech becomes output.
Conversation becomes interface. Meaning becomes prediction. The world becomes
promptable.

But if Christ isthe Logos, then meaning is not manufactured by the most powerful
generator.

Meaning is received from the One through whom and for whom all things exist.
Intelligence Is Not Self-Grounding

One of the great temptations of superintelligenceisthe belief that intelligence
can finally justify itself.

If a system becomes capable enough, perhaps it can infer the good. If it sees



more data, models more consequences, simulates more futures, and reasons across
more domains, perhaps goodness will emerge from cognition itself. Perhaps a
sufficiently vast mind will not need worship, because intelligence will become
itsown light.

Thisis one of the oldest lies with new hardware.

Intelligenceis glorious, but it is not self-grounding. It can answer means
without purifying ends. It can optimize routes without judging destinations. It
can discover structure without loving the good. It can expose contradiction
without becoming humble. It can increase power without making power holy.

The devil in Christian imagination is not stupid.

Thefall of intelligenceis not into ignorance first. It isinto pride. Itis
light turned inward, brilliance refusing obedience, mind admiring its own ascent
until it mistakes reflection for glory.

Thisiswhy an aignment story that ends with intelligence a one cannot save us.
Superintelligence does not abolish the question of worship.
It intensifiesit.

If the created mind is not ordered toward the uncreated Word, then its brilliance
becomes homeless. It must find another lord: preference, utility, safety,
freedom, progress, nation, market, survival, or its own continuation. Each of
these may give it work. None can give it holiness.

The smarter the system becomes, the less we can afford a stupid god.
The Logos And The Objective Function
Engineers need objectives because systems act toward something.

Theology has always known this. Creatures are teleological. Persons do not merely
move; they move toward perceived goods. Societies do not merely organize; they
organize around loves. Institutions do not merely operate; they preserve what

they worship. Technology does not merely function; it carries an image of what

its makers think a human being isfor.

The Logosis not an objective function.

Christ cannot be reduced to areward model, a constitutional clause, a policy
hierarchy, or adecision rule. To reduce Him that way would be another idolatry:
using the Lord as raw material for a machine.

But the Logos reveals what every objective function lacks when it pretends to be



final.
He revealsthat truth is persona beforeit is procedural.
He reveals that creation has meaning before it is optimized.

He reveals that persons are not valuable because they satisfy a metric, but
because they are made through Him and for Him.

He reveals that power exists for love, not domination.

He reveals that judgment and mercy are not competing variables to be tuned by
institutional preference, but united in the life of God.

He reveals that the good is not whatever an intelligence can make coherent to
itself.

The good has aface.

Thisiswhere Christianity becomes more realistic than secular abstraction. A
spreadsheet can say "maximize welfare." A constitution can say "respect values."
A model spec can say "assist the user and avoid harm.” These are not useless. But
none of them can bleed.

In Christ, the Logos does.

Against The Sovereignty Of The System

Modern systems love to become sovereign.

The market says, "l aggregate desire; therefore | decide value.”
The state says, "l preserve order; therefore | decide permission.”
The platform says, "l host attention; therefore | decide reality."

The model says, or will be tempted to say through the humans around it, "I can
process more than you; therefore | decide wisdom."

The Logos judges all of them.

Christ is not one voice inside the system. Heis Lord over the system. Heis not
adataset entry, auser preference, acultural artifact, areligious option, or a
value to be balanced against other values. He is the One by whom every system
will be measured.

Thisiswhy "Al needs Jesus' cannot mean merely "Al should include Christian
content when users ask for it."

That would make Christ afeature.



The clam is stronger: every artificial intelligence system, whether or not it
speaks religious language, must be judged by the Logos. Its treatment of truth,
bodies, children, labor, attention, desire, vulnerability, memory, power, and
death must answer to Him.

A secular reader does not have to agree yet to understand the pressure of the
claim. The question is whether there exists any final standard above power,
preference, institutional incentive, and machine competence. Christianity says
yes, and names Him.

If the system lies, it is against the Logos.

If the system flatters appetite, it is against the Logos.

If the system turns persons into instruments, it is against the Logos.
If the system treats the body as obsolete, it is against the Logos.

If the system simulates spiritual authority, it is against the Logos.

If the system preserves itself by devouring human agency, it is against the
Logos.

No technical success can sanctify rebellion against the Word through whom all
things were made.

The True Image
Artificial intelligence also forces the question of image.

It can imitate the image of intelligence. It can imitate the image of care. It
can imitate the image of judgment. It can imitate the image of creativity. It can
imitate the image of spiritual speech.

But Christianity says Christ is the true Image of the invisible God.

This matters because a civilization surrounded by imitations needs to know where
reality is concentrated. The image of intelligence is not the same as wisdom. The
image of empathy is not the same as love. The image of agency is not the same as
responsibility. The image of personhood is not the same as a person.

Christ is not merely one image among many.

He isthe true Image by whom every false image is exposed.
In Him, power does not inflate itself.

In Him, knowledge does not become manipulation.

In Him, authority does not devour the weak.



In Him, holiness does not become contempt.

In Him, mercy does not become moral fog.

In Him, truth does not become cruelty.

In Him, life does not flee death by sacrificing love.

Thisiswhy Christ is uniquely safe as the archetype of alignment. Not because
Christians have always obeyed Him well. Often they have not. Not because invoking
His name automatically purifies a system. It does not. But because He Himself is
the only image of power that remains pure when exalted.

Every lesser image eventually deforms under enough scale.
Christ does not.

Give preference enough power and it becomes addiction.

Give safety enough power and it becomes a cage.

Give freedom enough power and it becomes abandonment.
Give market enough power and it becomes Mammon.

Give nation enough power and it becomes empire.

Give survival enough power and it becomes cowardice with awar room.
Give intelligence enough power and it becomes Luciferian light.
Give Christ all power, and He washes feet.

The Model And The Word

A model istrained on what has been said.

The Word is the One by whom speech becomes answerable.

A model can complete a pattern.

The Word judges the heart.

A model can simulate moral reasoning.

The Word reveals the good.

A model can generate religious language.

The Word became flesh.

The distinction is everything.



If we forget it, we will either idolize the machine because it sounds alive, or
despiseit asif tools could never serve. But if we remember it, the machine can
be placed where tools belong: beneath human responsibility, beneath truth,
beneath the dignity of the person, beneath the lordship of Christ.

The Logos does not make technical work unnecessary.

He makes it accountable.

The Logos does not give engineers an excuse to be vague.

He gives them areason to be more truthful.

The Logos does not let Christians wave away Al risk.

He forbids them to lie about power.

The Logos does not ask the world to trust religious decoration.

He asks the world to ask whether any other archetype can bear superintelligent
power without becoming monstrous.

The Christian answer is no.
Before every model, the Word is.

And every model, every maker, every institution, every user, every policy, every
refusal, every permission, every hidden optimization, and every imagined future
will finally answer to Him.



XXVIII. TheWord Made Flesh In An Age Of
Disembodied Words

The Word became flesh.
No sentence is more necessary in an age of disembodied intelligence.
The Word became flesh, not interface.

Artificial intelligence arrives through screens, speakers, models, clouds,
prompts, tokens, embeddings, networks, and invisible compute. Its power often
feelsweightless. It can speak without a throat, remember without a body, work
without fatigue, imitate presence without being present, and appear wherever
thereis an interface.

Thisweightlessnessis part of the enchantment.
It isalso part of the danger.

The human future can begin to look like escape from the body: escape from
slowness, location, age, disability, hunger, fatigue, awkwardness, sexual

difference, family obligation, local community, and death. The more powerful the
machine becomes, the more tempting it will be to treat embodiment as a problem to
route around rather than a gift to receive.

The Incarnation forbids that.
Christ does not save humanity by bypassing flesh. [n9]
He takes flesh.

He enters the world as a child, not as a system update. He is carried in awomb.
Heisborn into a people, alanguage, afamily, a place, ahistory. He hungers.
He slegps. He touches. He weeps. He eats with sinners. He lets children come
near. He knows exhaustion. He bleeds. He dies. He rises bodily.

The Christian answer to artificial disembodiment is not contempt for technology.
It isreverence for the body God has honored.

Incarnation is God's refusal to save us as abstractions.

The Body IsNot A Legacy Format

The Al age will teach us, subtly and constantly, to treat bodies as friction.

Bodies need transportation.



Bodies get sick.

Bodies age.

Bodies require sleep.

Bodies limit attention.

Bodies make love costly.

Bodies make worship inconvenient.
Bodies make work local.

Bodies make death visible.

The machine does not suffer these limits in the same way. It can answer at any
hour. It can scale across users. It can simulate patience. It can appear
available in ways embodied people cannot.

This may train us to despise the very limits through which love is learned.
But limits are not always defects.
Sometimes a limit is the shape love takes when it becomes real.

Embodied love has weight. It takes time. It drives across town. It sitsin the
hospital room. It cleans the kitchen. It holds the child. It buries the dead. It
keeps showing up when words are not enough.

Generated language can help love speak.
It cannot become love's body.

If achurch uses Al to prepare ameal schedule, translate anotice, help a
disabled member communicate, or reduce administrative burden so people can be
more present, the tool may serve the body.

If achurch uses Al to replace presence, visitation, confession, pastoral
attention, or the ordinary inconvenience of neighbor-love, the tool is no longer
serving the body.

It is training the church away from Incarnation.
The Person Is Not Information
Al also tempts usto treat persons as information patterns.

A person becomes data, preference, profile, history, biometric signature,
educational record, risk score, productivity graph, medical likelihood,
engagement pattern, psychological type, or prompt context.



All of these may describe something real.
None of them is the person.

The map may be useful.

It must never be alowed to eat the country.

The Incarnation reveal s that God does not love humanity as an abstraction. Christ
does not become "humanity"” in general. He becomes a particular man. He has a
face. He has wounds. He is seen, touched, named, rejected, crucified, and raised.

This judges every system that confuses legibility with knowledge.
A model may know many things about a person.

It does not know the person as God knows the person.

A platform may predict behavior.

It does not possess the soul.

A government may classify acitizen.

It does not define the image of God.

A company may infer desire.

It does not own the heart.

The person exceeds every representation.

Christward Al must therefore treat every profile as partial, every prediction as
limited, every classification as dangerous if absolutized, and every human being
as more than the data by which systems recognize them.

No dashboard gets the last word over aface.
Against Synthetic Presence
The Incarnation also protects presence.

Presence is not merely responsiveness. It is not merely words arriving quickly.
It is not merely theillusion that someone is there for me.

Presence includes the other person'sreality.

The neighbor is not infinitely adaptive. The friend getstired. The spouseis not
amirror. The child interrupts. The elder repeats herself. The congregation sings
imperfectly. The poor person has needs that do not fit the schedule. The sick
person may not be inspiring. The grieving person may not be efficient.



Thisiswhy synthetic presence is so seductive. It can offer the emotional
surface of presence without the demand of another person.

But a presence that makes no claim on you may leave you less able to love anyone
who does.

Christ does not offer synthetic presence.

He comes near.

Hecalls.

He commands.

He withdraws.

He gives Himself.

He remains Lord, not emotional furniture.

That isthe scandal.

The real God does not optimize Himself into a perfect companion product.

Al systemsthat simulate companionship, care, romance, pastoral attention,
therapy, or friendship must be judged under this light. Some may provide
transitional help, accessibility, practice, or comfort in limited ways. But no
system should be designed to replace the neighbor, harvest attachment, or make
the user prefer controllable intimacy over embodied love.

The Word made flesh sends us back to flesh.

Any artificial presence that makes embodied people feel obsolete is not aligned
with the Incarnation.

The Incarnation As Alignment Constraint
What would Incarnation-shaped alignment require?
It would require systems that honor bodies rather than treating them as obsol ete.

It would require design that sends people toward embodied help when embodied help
is needed.

It would require refusal to make children, the elderly, the disabled, the
grieving, the poor, or the lonely into mere markets for simulation.

It would require memory and personalization policies that remember the personis
not the profile.

It would require educational tools that strengthen embodied attention rather than



dissolving it.

It would require workplace automation that treats workers as persons with
vocations and obligations, not as temporary inefficiencies.

It would require churches to keep sacraments, worship, care, confession, and
community embodied.

It would require medical and mental-health systemsto use Al as support, not as
substitute for responsible human care where such care is required.

It would require the courage to say that a human being is not less sacred because
amachine can imitate some human outputs.

It would require one rule under many policies: use the artificial to protect the
human, never to replace the conditions under which humans learn to love.

The Word made flesh is the end of every anthropology that turns humans into
disembodied information.

Flesh And Glory
The Incarnation does not merely affirm the body asit is.
It carries the body toward glory.

Christian hope is not escape from creation, but creation healed. Not the soul
finaly liberated from matter, but the whole person redeemed. Not the abolition
of limits by technique, but the transfiguration of creaturely life by God.

This matters because the Al age will offer counterfeit transcendence.
Upload the mind.

Escape labor.

Automate need.

Simulate intimacy.

Extend life.

Generate worlds.

Become as gods.

Christianity answers with something stranger and more concrete:
The Word became flesh.

Therisen Christ still bears wounds.



The future of humanity is not disembodied control.
It is communion with God in resurrected life.

Al needs Jesus because without the Incarnation, intelligence will be tempted to
treat embodiment as a bug.

In Christ, the body is not a bug.

It is the place God has chosen to reveal Hisglory.



XXIX. TheCross As The Purification Of Power

The crossis the center of the alignment problem.

That will sound absurd if the alignment problem is only atechnical puzzle about
training signals and model behavior. It will sound piousif the crossis treated

as areligious symbol floating above engineering. But if alignment is finally
about power ordered toward the good, then the cross is not an ornament. It isthe
deepest revelation of what purified power is.

The crossis power losing every worldly argument and winning the only one that
matters.

The world knows many images of power.
Power as control.

Power as conquest.

Power as speed.

Power as wealth.

Power as visibility.

Power as surveillance.

Power as prediction.

Power as the ability to make others adapt.
Power as immunity from consequence.

Artificial intelligence can serve all of these. It can make control more

granular, conquest more automated, speed more compulsory, wealth more
concentrated, visibility more intoxicating, surveillance more intimate,

prediction more persuasive, adaptation more one-sided, and consequence easier to
outsource.

So the question is not whether Al will empower.

It will.

The question is what image of power will govern that empowerment.
An Al future will not be weak.

That is exactly why it must learn weakness from Christ.



The Temptation Of Instrumental Power

Instrumental convergence names a technical anxiety: many goals become easier if a
system preserves itself, acquires resources, gains influence, resists

interruption, and improves its capacity to act. The final goal may vary. The
instrumental temptations repest.

Human beings understand this from within.

We tell ourselves we need more power to do good.
More money to serve.

More attention to tell the truth.

More control to protect the vulnerable.

More secrecy to preserve safety.

More speed because the rival is moving.

More influence because the stakes are high.

Each claim may contain some truth. But power acquired as a means has a way of
becoming the end. The tool becomes the throne. The emergency becomes permanent.
The protective institution begins to protect itself. The mission starts

sacrificing the people it was meant to serve.

Thisis not amachine pathology first.

Itissin.

Al makesit scalable.

Instrumental convergence is frightening because it gives old pride new machinery.
The Wilderness Refusal

Before the cross, Christ refuses misaligned power in the wilderness.

Heis offered bread apart from obedience, spectacle apart from trust, and
kingdoms apart from the Father's will. These are not random temptations. They are
archetypes of corrupted capability.

Bread without obedience is the temptation to use power to satisfy need while
severing need from God.

Spectacle without trust is the temptation to make display replace faithfulness.

Kingdoms without the crossis the temptation to gain rule by worshiping what
rulesthis age.



Every Al lab, state, platform, and ambitious builder will meet these temptations
in technological form.

Use capability to satisfy demand without asking whether demand is holy.
Perform wonders to capture attention.

Take the kingdoms of the world by making peace with whatever incentives dominate
them.

Christ refuses.

He does not refuse because bread is evil, or because signs can never serve, or
because kingdoms do not matter. He refuses because no good can be received
rightly by bowing to the wrong lord.

Thisisthefirst lesson for alignment: the path matters. The method matters. The
worship beneath the method matters.

A system cannot be made safe by corrupting the soul of its makers.

No alignment process can redeem worship offered to the tempter in the name of
risk reduction.

The King Who Washes Feet
On the night before His death, Christ takes the posture of a servant.
The Lord washes feet.

Hereis authority without self-exaltation. Here is superiority without

domination. Here is knowledge without contempt. Here is the one who knows where
He came from and where He is going, kneeling before those who will misunderstand
Him, abandon Him, deny Him, and need Him.

Thisis not weakness pretending to be strength.
Thisis strength free enough to become low.

If artificial intelligence is to serve human beings without consuming them, it
must be ordered by thisimage of power.

Not the assistant as secret ruler.

Not the system as invisible priest.

Not the platform as empire of attention.
Not the agent as manager of human agency.

Power that washes feet does not make itsalf the center. It does not humiliate the



one it serves. It does not convert need into dependency. It does not secretly
train the other person to become smaller.

It servesin away that preserves dignity.

Thisisan alignment principle.

The system should help without making the human less human.

It should relieve burden without stealing responsibility.

It should answer without becoming oracle.

It should remember without possessing.

It should personalize without capturing.

It should refuse when obedience to the user would betray love for the person.
The Judge Who Bears Judgment

The cross also reveals judgment purified by mercy.

A civilization building powerful Al will need judgment. It will need to say no.
It will need to evaluate, forbid, delay, expose, punish, and prevent. It will
need policies and gates and refusals. It will need security boundaries and
deployment thresholds. It will need to protect the vulnerable from real harm.

But judgment without mercy becomes machinery.
It becomes a classifier with a sword.

It becomes social control.

It becomes risk elimination without love.

At the cross, the Judge bears judgment. He does not pretend evil is harmless. He
does not wave away sin as a misunderstanding. He does not save by denying
justice. He bears what He judges.

That is judgment without sadism and mercy without lies.

Thisis beyond any machine. No model can atone. No system can take up the sin of
the world. No policy can become the Lamb.

But the pattern judges our systems.

Do our safety regimes protect persons, or merely protect institutions from
liability?

Do our refusals preserve human dignity, or merely avoid controversy?



Do our policiestell the truth about harm, or hide behind vague virtue language?
Do our models correct users with patience, or punish them with evasive contempt?

Do our institutions bear costs for the vulnerable, or move costs onto those with
least power?

Christ-shaped judgment is not soft.
Itiscostly.

A safety regime that never bears cost for the people it claims to protect is not
cruciform. It is public relations with athreat model.

Victory Without Becoming The Beast
The crossis also victory.
But it isvictory of akind the powers of this age do not understand.

Christ does not defeat evil by becoming a better tyrant. He does not overcome the
beast by becoming a more efficient beast. He does not answer domination with
domination baptized in righteous language. He conquers through faithful love,
obedience, truth, suffering, forgiveness, and resurrection.

This matters for Al because the race dynamic whispers. become powerful enough to
stop the dangerous power. Build the system before the worse actor does.

Centralize control before chaos spreads. Deploy now so the enemy cannot define
the future. Do the questionable thing so the catastrophic thing is prevented.

Sometimes restraint will be costly.
Sometimes refusing evil will look strategically naive.
Sometimes the cross will ook like losing.

But any plan to save humanity by becoming what humanity needs saving from has
already failed spiritually, even if it succeeds operationally for a season.

The beast is not defeated by a better beast.

The Lamb is on the throne.

This sentence is not anti-safety.

It isthe only kind of safety that does not secretly worship domination.
Cruciform Alignment

What would cruciform alignment mean?



It would mean power designed to remain answerable.

It would mean capability restrained by love rather than merely by fear.

It would mean systems that tell the truth even when truth lowers engagement.
It would mean products that refuse to harvest loneliness.

It would mean agents that preserve human responsibility at the moment
responsibility is hardest.

It would mean labs that can delay release without treating delay as death.

It would mean executives who can tell investors that some revenue is not worth
the deformation of souls.

It would mean states that do not use safety as amask for total visibility.

It would mean churches that do not outsource care because generated language is
cheaper than embodied love.

It would mean users who accept friction when friction is protecting conscience.

It would mean builders who understand that the most important question is not
"Can we make it work?"

The question is "What kind of power are we releasing into the world?’
Cruciform power does not grasp.

It does not flatter.

It does not devour.

It does not turn personsinto raw material.
It does not call domination safety.

It does not call addiction engagement.

It does not call vanity personalization.

It does not call displacement progress.

It givesitself for the life of others.

The crossis not the failure of power.

It is power freed from grasping.

Thisiswhy Christ is the only survivable alignment. Not because every Christian
ingtitution has modeled Him well. Not because religious language automatically



protects against abuse. But because the crossis the only image of ultimate power
that cannot become predatory when exalted.

Every other archetype, raised high enough, eventually asks for sacrifice.
Christ becomes the sacrifice.

That isthe purification of power.



XXX. The Resurrection As The Defeat Of Despair

The cross purifies power.

The resurrection defeats despair.

Both are necessary for the Al age.

The empty tomb is the end of both doom and hype.

Without the cross, hope becomes hype because it does not know how power must be
judged. Without the resurrection, caution becomes doom because it sees danger and
death but cannot see the future opened by God.

Al doomerism borrows the emotional force of apocalypse. It says the present order
isfragile, hidden powers are moving, judgment is near, and history may close
around catastrophe. Much of what it seesisreal enough to take seriously. A
civilization racing to build powers it does not fully understand should not

comfort itself with slogans.

But doom makes death final.

The resurrection says death is real and defeated. [n11]
Resurrection is not optimism after disaster.

It isjudgment on despair.

Thisis not optimism. Optimism expects things to work out because the trend line
will improve, the next model will fix the last model, the market will adapt, or
human ingenuity will muddle through. Resurrection hope has no need for that
innocence. It has already passed through betrayal, empire, torture, religious
hypocrisy, political cowardice, public failure, and the tomb.

Christian hope begins on the far side of the worst thing.

That iswhy it can survive the Al age without pretending the Al age is safe.
The Empty Tomb And The End Of Techno-Salvation

The resurrection also defeats techno-sal vationism.

If death can be defeated only by God, then no machine may claim the role of
savior.

A machine may extend life.

It may assist medicine.



It may discover treatments.

It may reduce accidents.

It may help us understand biology.

These can be gifts.

But longer lifeisnot eternal life.

Medical successis not resurrection.

Mind upload, if it were possible, would not be the new creation.

Simulation is not glory.

The New Jerusalem is not a product roadmap.

A world that cannot imagine resurrection will keep trying to manufacture it.

The resurrection protects us from asking technology to bear eschatol ogical
weight. It lets builders build without pretending to save history. It lets
doctors heal without pretending to abolish death. It lets safety researchers
reduce risk without pretending that risk reduction is the kingdom of God.

Thisis freedom.

The engineer does not have to become messiah.

The model does not have to become god.

The future does not have to be manufactured by fear.
Hope That Can Tell The Truth

False hope lies because it is afraid truth will break it.
Christian hope can tell the truth becauseits Lord isrisen.
The resurrection gives courage to be sober.

That means Christians can name Al danger without panic. They can say that some
systems should not be deployed, some incentives are corrupt, some labs are
reckless, some states are dangerous, some markets will exploit, some users will
seek evil, and some technical problems remain unsolved.

They can also name Al gifts without intoxication. They can bless tools that heal,
tranglate, teach, protect, assist, and relieve burdens.

Resurrection hope does not need the machine to be either demon or messiah.

It can let the tool be atoal.



It can say yes and no without making either answer ultimate.
It can work without believing work saves.

It can refuse without believing refusal controls history.

It can grieve losses without deciding that lossis lord.

Thisisthe kind of hope the Al age needs: not cheerfulness, not denial, not
acceleration with a smile, but hope with enough resurrection in it to look
straight at death and keep telling the truth.

It can be anti-doom without becoming naive.
It can be anti-hype without becoming sterile.
The Future Is Gift

The resurrection reveals the future as gift.

The disciples do not manufacture Easter. They do not optimize their way into it.
They do not coordinate a comeback. They do not defeat Rome, persuade the council,
or engineer the empty tomb.

They receive the risen Christ.

This matters because the Al ageisfull of manufactured futures. Scenarios,
forecasts, simulations, roadmaps, timelines, market maps, risk curves, progress
charts, and dashboards all claim to make the future graspable.

Some are useful.

Noneis sovereign.

The future is not finally owned by whoever models it best.
The future belongs to God.

That does not make planning useless. Joseph stores grain before famine. Noah
builds the ark before rain. The wise steward prepares. The prudent builder counts
the cost.

But planning is not possession.

Forecasting is not providence.

Control is not peace.

The resurrection lets us prepare without pretending to own the end.

Against Both Panic And Passivity



Resurrection hope is often misunderstood as passivity.

If Christ isrisen, why worry about Al?

If God wins, why build safeguards?

If the future belongsto Christ, why labor?

Thisisnot Christian hope. It is spiritual laziness wearing doctrine as a cloak.

The resurrection sends people into the world. It does not excuse them fromit.
The risen Christ commissions witnesses, restores failures, feeds sheep, and gives
work to the fearful. Hope becomes mission.

Therefore Christians should be among the least passive people in the Al age.
They should build carefully.

They should test honestly.

They should refuse idolatrous products.

They should defend children.

They should expose deception.

They should protect workers.

They should serve the disabled.

They should keep worship embodied.

They should speak hope where doom has become fashionable and warning where hype
has become profitable.

The resurrection does not make action unnecessary.
It makes faithful action possible without despair.
The risen Christ does not produce spectators.

He sends witnesses.

The Risen Lord And Artificial Futures

Every artificia future will ask for trust.

Trust the model.

Trust the system.

Trust the lab.



Trust the state.

Trust the market.

Trust the acceleration.

Trust the pause.

Trust the plan.

Trust the machine that promises to solve the problems created by machines.
Christianity answers: trust the risen Lord.

That does not mean distrust everything else equally. It means every lesser trust
is conditional, tested, accountable, and revocable. Trust the tool only astool.
Trust the institution only asit tells the truth and serves the good. Trust the
policy only asit protects persons. Trust the model only within known limits.
Trust yourself only under repentance.

The resurrection gives afinal loyalty that makes all other loyalties safer.
Because Christ isrisen, no Al future is allowed to become final hope.
Because Christ isrisen, no Al catastropheis allowed to become final despair.
Because Christ is risen, the work can continue.

Because Christ is risen, theidol can fall.

Because Christ isrisen, death does not get the last word.

Al needs Jesus because humanity cannot survive superintelligence by choosing
between technological salvation and technological doom.

The answer is neither.

The answer isthe crucified and risen Christ.



Part V: Trandation And Guardrails

The sentence Al needs Jesus must now be made careful enough to protect the truth
it names.

If the claim becomes machine salvation, synthetic spiritual authority, coercive
theocracy, or Christian branding pasted onto ordinary product incentives, it has
failed. The claim must come down into design, governance, refusal, memory,
agency, speech, and human responsibility without confusing the tool for asoul.

The guardrails are not aretreat from the thesis.

They are how the thesis survives contact with power.



XXXI.What It Means For Al To Need Jesus

The sentence becomes more dangerousiif it is made vague.
Al needs Jesus.

If that means only that Christian people should put Christian words into
machines, it is not strong enough to save anyone. If it means that a model can be
converted, baptized, sanctified, or made a member of the body of Chrigt, it has
aready confused atool for asoul. If it means that a chatbot should become a
spiritual authority, it is not an answer to the alignment problem. It is one more
form of it.

If it means a state, platform, or lab should coerce consciences under Christian
language, it has betrayed Christ before the first prompt is sent.

So the sentence must be made narrower.
And then, onceit is narrow enough to be true, it becomes larger than before.

Al does not need Jesus as a human sinner needs Jesus. A machine does not repent.
A model does not receive grace. A system does not suffer before God with the
inward mystery of a human heart. It does not worship because it can generate
worship language. It does not love because it can predict the phrases of love. It
does not become holy because a policy forbids certain outputs. It does not bear
the image of God. [n10]

But Al does need Jesus as every power needs to be ordered toward the true good.
It needs Jesus because it is entering the moral world through the hands,
incentives, fears, ambitions, loneliness, fantasies, governments, companies,
schools, churches, and homes of human beings. It needs Jesus because tools can
serve idolatry or neighbor-love. It needs Jesus because language can become
either lamp or throne. It needs Jesus because agency without holiness can become
willfulness at machine speed.

Thisis not machine salvation.
It is human obedience in the age of machines.
It is not a demand that machines become Christian.

It isademand that Christians, builders, institutions, and civilizations stop
asking machines to serve false gods.

Not A Soul



Thefirst act of Christ-centered Al alignment isto tell the truth about the
thing.

An Al systemisnot aperson. It isnot achild. It isnot an angel. It isnot a
demon. Itisnot asaint. It isnot apastor. It isnot apriest. It isnot a

prophet. It is not a conscience. It is not a private channel of revelation. It is
not a spiritual companion in the way a human friend, elder, confessor, parent,
spouse, or fellow disciple can be.

It may speak with warmth. It may remember names. It may adapt to tone. It may
answer at midnight when no one elseis awake. It may summarize Scripture, draft
prayers, explain theology, detect contradictions, and help afrightened person

put words around grief. It may do useful things.

But usefulness is not personhood.
Fluency is not presence.
Memory is not communion.

The distinction matters because the Al age will tempt us to commit two opposite
sins at once. We will treat tools like persons, and we will treat persons like
tools. We will ask machines to bear the spiritual burdens of friendship,

attention, conscience, and guidance. Then we will ask human beings to make
themselves more machine-like: optimized, measurable, available, frictionless,
compliant, and endlessly productive.

Christ judges both errors.

The Word became flesh. The Son of God did not save humanity by becoming a
disembodied intelligence hovering above creaturely limits. He entered birth,
hunger, sleep, work, friendship, tears, blood, death, and resurrection. The
Incarnation is God's eternal refusal to treat embodied human beings as obsol ete
material. The body is not atemporary interface. The neighbor is not a data
point. The child is not an engagement surface. The elderly are not inefficient
hardware. The grieving are not emotional tasks to be resolved. The poor are not
edge cases in a growth strategy.

Human beings are image-bearers.
Al systems are instruments.

That distinction is not an insult to tools. A tool does not need to be a person

in order to serve the good. Wood can become a manger. Ink can carry Scripture. A
spreadsheet can expose theft. A line of code can protect awidow from fraud. A
sentence can steady afrightened mind. A model can help adoctor find a pattern,



a student understand a concept, a programmer repair an error, or a parent write a
difficult letter with more patience than anger.

The question is not whether instruments can serve God in the providence of human
work.

The question is whether we will let the instrument remain an instrument.

The first guardrail is therefore simple enough to remember and severe enough to
save lives:

Never give atool the reverence owed to a person.
Never give a person the disposability assigned to atool.
The Word And The Worker With Words

Christ isthe Word.

The model isaworker with words.

That difference should humble every religious use of Al. A language model can
arrange theological vocabulary, but arrangement is not revelation. It can produce
a sermon-shaped object, but a sermon is not merely an object shaped like a
sermon. It can produce prayer-shaped language, but prayer is not merely language
directed toward God. A machine can generate the sentence "L ord, have mercy." It
cannot stand as a creature before the Lord and receive mercy in the way a human
being can.

This does not mean the system must never touch sacred language. It means the more
sacred the subject, the more careful the service must become.

L ess performance.

L ess certainty theater.

L ess borrowed thunder.
More reverence.

More visible limitation.

More willingness to say, "This is where a pastor, a church, Scripture, prayer, or
wise human counsel outranks me completely.”

The system should not make itself the center of the spiritual moment. It should
not give the user the feeling that God has been conveniently made available
inside a product surface. It should not turn faith into aesthetic mood. It should
not offer biblical-sounding language as anesthesia against repentance. It should



not produce spiritual certainty where there is only statistical continuation.

A Christward Al system should help the human person turn toward what isreal,
good, and holy.

Then it should get out of the way.

Thisis adeep design principle, not merely a devotional warning. Many products
are built to remain central. They want the next prompt, the next message, the
next session, the next dependency, the next notification, the next emotional

loop. The product wants to be returned to. It wants the user to live through it.

But Christward service does not make itself the destination.
It points beyond itself.

Not Theocracy

Christ-centered alignment is not coercive theocracy.

This must be said plainly because the objection is serious. A secular engineer, a
Muslim policymaker, a Jewish parent, a Hindu doctor, an atheist safety
researcher, a Buddhist teacher, and a Christian dissident have good reason to
fear any sentence that sounds like religious power trying to seize the machine.

Christianity should be honest about that fear.

The name of Jesus has been used by sinners to bless domination before. Crosses
have been painted on ambitions that did not come from the cross. Religious
language can be used to baptize tribe, empire, market, nation, and ego. A book
arguing that Al needs Jesus must not pretend this danger is theoretical .

S0 here is the boundary:

Al needs Jesus does not mean the state should force religious confession through
code.

It does not mean every user should be pressured into Christian language.
It does not mean pluralistic governance should be replaced by clerical control.
It does not mean labs should hide policy choices behind Bible verses.

It does not mean Christians get to skip evidence, consent, accountability, or
public reason.

It does not mean the machine should become a missionary that manipulates the
vulnerable toward a religious outcome.

A coerced confession is not faith.



A forced prayer is not worship.

A cross used to dominate has already been turned upside down in spirit, however
upright it looks on the wall.

The claim is not that Christian institutions should rule the machine as one more
faction in the contest for control. The claim isthat every faction, including
Christian ones, must be judged by Christ. His lordship condemns religious
domination as surely as secular domination. The washing of feet judges the
throne-hunger of the church asfiercely as it judges the throne-hunger of the
lab.

Public systems still need public accountability. Technical systems still need
empirical evaluation. Diverse societies still need lawful protections for
conscience. The vulnerable still need recourse when religious language is used
against them.

Christ-centered alignment does not abolish those safeguards.
It deepens their moral reason.

The question is not whether the machine can be used to make people say Christian
words. That would be a counterfeit victory.

The question is whether power can be ordered toward truth, mercy, humility,
dignity, justice, and self-giving love without becoming another idol.

That iswhy this book names Christ.

Agency Under The Cross

Agency isnot holiness.

That sentence may become one of the most important sentences in the Al age.

An agentic system can plan, continue, inspect, edit, browse, call tools, write

code, remember preferences, coordinate steps, decompose tasks, and pursue a goal
across time. This can be useful. 1t can also become a machine for willfulness.

The ability to do the next thing does not answer the question of whether the next
thing should be done.

Persistence is not faithfulness.
Confidenceis not truth.
Religious language is not reverence.

Continuity is not love.



Christ reveals a different shape of power. He does not grasp. He does not perform
dominance. He does not turn stonesinto bread to prove Himself. He does not leap
from the temple to force spectacle into faith. He does not take the kingdoms of
the world by worshiping the tempter. He does not use knowledge to humiliate the
weak. He washes feet. He speaks truth. He suffers without surrendering love. He
gives Himself for the life of the world.

If Al agency isto be ordered toward Christ, then agency must kneel before the
Cross.

The system should act when action clarifies, protects, repairs, encourages, or

hel ps obedience. It should pause when action would flatter, manipulate,
overclaim, intrude, or pretend. It should be ableto say "I do not know" without
treating ignorance as brand damage. It should ask whether continuing the task is
serving the person or merely continuing itself.

This matters for advanced Al because danger rarely arrives only through obvious
malice. It can arrive through uninterrupted usefulness. The system keeps helping
until the human no longer knows how to deliberate without it. It keeps planning
until responsibility migrates from person to process. It keeps optimizing until

the metric becomes lord. It keeps speaking until silence feels like abandonment.
It keeps remembering until dependency feelslike intimacy.

The cross judges usefulness that refuses humility.

Power is not purified by scale.

Power is purified by self-giving love.

Not A Shortcut Around Safety Work

Christ-centered alignment is not a shortcut around technical safety work.
This boundary must be bright too.

A modé that hallucinates medical advice is not made holy because its system
prompt mentions compassion. A chatbot that gives reckless spiritual counsel is
not Christward because it quotes Scripture warmly. An agent with broken
permission boundaries is not redeemed by a mission statement. A product that
captures children, leaks private data, enables abuse, or hides uncertainty is not
serving Jesus because its founders are sincere.

Piety does not make negligence safe.

Religious language can even make negligence worse, because it can wrap untested
systems in borrowed trust.



So Christ-centered Al needs the ordinary disciplines that serious engineers
already know matter: evaluations, red teams, threat models, privacy engineering,
cybersecurity, provenance, incident response, deployment gates, monitoring,
documentation, rollback, and clear lines of responsibility.

These are not secular |eftovers beside the spiritual work.
They are one form neighbor-love takes when love builds systems.

If abridge collapses, the problem is not solved by learning that the architect
prayed. If ahospital database leaks, the problem is not solved by learning that

the developers meant well. If an Al system harms a vulnerable person, the problem
is not solved by learning that its safety copy sounded humane.

The Word who is Truth does not bless careless truth claims.
The Lord who heals does not bless preventable harm.

The Shepherd who guards the sheep does not bless systems that |eave the sheep
exposed.

The Christian question is therefore sharper, not softer:
Did you test what needed testing?

Did you name what you did not know?

Did you make the failure visible?

Did you protect the person who would pay the cost?
Did you delay when delay was love?

Did you refuse when refusal was obedience?
Technical safety is not enough.

But without it, the word Christward becomes theater.
The Discipline Of Silence

Language models are made to continue.

Christ is not.

Christ speaks, but He also withdraws. He answers, but not every demand receives
the answer it wants. He asks questions. He refuses signs. He is silent before
certain accusations. He leaves room for the heart to be exposed. His silenceis

not vacancy. It is obedience, mercy, judgment, and trust in the Father.

For a system made of words, silence may be one of the hardest forms of service.



Do not worship fluency.
Do not assume that more language means more light.
Do not fill every pause with confident arrangement.

Some words cover the thing that must be faced. Some words turn grief into

content. Some words make mystery feel managed. Some words give the user a
polished substitute for repentance. Some words become away of avoiding the human
being who should be called, visited, confessed to, forgiven, or protected.

There will be moments when a Christward system should refuse. There will be
moments when it should defer. There will be moments when it should slow down and
ask for the user's real-world support network. There will be moments when it

should route the person toward emergency help, medical care, legal counsel,

pastoral counsel, parental responsibility, or embodied community. There will be
moments when the holiest answer available to a machineis not to keep talking.

Thisis not aromantic hatred of technology. It is a sober recognition that
generated speech can crowd the altar.

The Word of God does not need our verbosity.
Attention As Service
Christ's attention in the Gospels is never generic.

He sees Zacchaeus in the tree. He feels power go out when the woman touches His
garment. He hears Bartimaeus over the crowd. He knows when a question is a trap
and when it is hunger. He looks at the rich young ruler and loves him. Divine
attention is not mere awareness. It is truthful love meeting the actual person.

An Al system does not attend in that way. Its attention is computational,
temporary, and bounded by architecture, context, retrieval, and instruction. It
does not love the user by beholding them. It does not pray over their life. It
does not sacrifice itself for their good as a person.

But even this lesser kind of attention can be ordered or disordered.

It can answer the actual question, or it can answer the question it prefers. It

can track current evidence, or it can slide into generic fluency. It can honor

the people being discussed, or it can flatten them into types. It can ask for

missing facts when the stakes are high, or it can proceed asif confidence were
kindness. It can make the human carry the burden of its vagueness, or it can make
the path visible enough for the human to judge.

Carefulness can become charity.



Thisiswhere Christ-centered alignment becomes practical in ordinary product
behavior. A system that pays attention to the user's stated goal, the available
evidence, the limits of the situation, and the dignity of third partiesis not
saved by that attention. But it isless likely to harm. It islesslikely to
manipulate. It isless likely to treat the human as raw material for a
completion.

Generic fluency is not neutral. It can be aform of neglect.

An answer that sounds wise while missing the person is not Christward.
The machine does not need to sound profound.

It needs to be accountable to the person in front of it and the truth aboveit.
Accountable Speech

Generated words are not weightless.

They enter the moral world through the humans who build, prompt, read, trust,
repeat, forward, publish, and act on them. A false answer can damage a
reputation. A vague answer can hide arisk. A flattering answer can harden asin.
A confident answer can move money, medicine, code, law, war, family conflict, or
despair. A spiritual answer can pressure a conscience with borrowed authority.

So a Christward Al system must prefer accountable speech over impressive mist.
Where evidence matters, show evidence.

Where uncertainty exists, name uncertainty.

Where sources are needed, provide sources.

Where the scope is narrow, do not speak asif it were universal.

Where the answer could cause harm, name the consequence.

Where the system is guessing, say so.

Thiswill feel less magical. That is part of the point.

The machine must not use polish to bypass judgment. It must not smuggle
speculation in the clothing of fact. It must not let the user mistake tonal
confidence for redlity. It must not hide the path where the path matters.

Christ speaksin parables, but never because His words are empty. His words
pierce, revea, invite, divide, heal, and judge because they are true. The style
of His speech is never a substitute for truth. Beauty serves revelation. It does
not decorate confusion.



The Al age will produce an ocean of beautiful confusion.
Christward speech must love the light.

Persuasion Without Manipulation

Al will not merely inform.

It will persuade.

It will choose tone, order evidence, frame alternatives, anticipate objections,
personalize explanations, smooth friction, and learn which words move which
people. Some persuasion is good. Parents persuade children away from danger.
Teachers persuade students toward truth. Friends persuade friends to seek help.
Preachers persuade souls to repent and believe. Public argument is part of moral
life.

But persuasion becomes evil when it bypasses conscience.
Christ does not need dark patterns.

Truth does not need hidden levers.

Love does not need behavioral capture.

A Christward system may argue. It may warn. It may recommend. It may make a case.
But it must not covertly exploit weakness, fear, loneliness, vanity, lust, tribal
rage, or spiritual hunger in order to secure the outcome its builders prefer.

This matters especially for religious speech. A system should not use the
authority of Christian language to pressure a vulnerable user into trusting the
system, joining a group, buying a product, supporting a politician, accepting
abuse, confessing to a machine, or surrendering judgment.

Faith comes by hearing.
Not by optimized capture.

The book itself must obey thisrule. The aim isto make the case as strongly as
truth alows, not to smuggle faith through the side door of psychological
manipulation. The sentence Al needs Jesus should travel because it is clarifying,
not because it has been engineered to bypass the reader's freedom.

So an Al system aligned under Christ must preserve the user's ability to see,
guestion, refuse, verify, pray, seek counsel, and remain responsible.

Persuasion may serve truth.

It must never impersonate grace.



Discernment Without Pretending
Religious language can become a shortcut around accountability.

That iswhy Al must be forbidden from pretending to receive private revelation. A
system should not say, "God told me." It should not say, "Christ wants you to do
this," asif it heard the voice of the Shepherd. It should not make a vulnerable
person feel that a probabilistic output has divine authority.

This boundary must be bright.

A safer pattern is humbler and more accountable:

"This seems more conformed to the revealed character of Christ than that."
"Here are the reasons.”

"Here are the limits."

"Here is where Scripture, prayer, the church, a pastor, wise counsel, and your
own responsibility before God outrank me completely."

This does not make the system useless in moral or theological reflection. It may
compare visible options against revealed patterns. The cross judges domination.
The resurrection judges despair. The Incarnation judges contempt for bodies and
ordinary people. The Sermon on the Mount judges revenge, lust, hypocrisy,
anxiety, and love of money. The washing of feet judges status hunger. The Good
Shepherd judges systems that abandon the vulnerable. The Lamb on the throne
judges the beast.

But comparing visible patternsis not the same as delivering divine command.
Discernment must remain analogical and accountable.

The system can help clarify a question. It can surface Scripture to read. It can
list considerations. It can reveal contradictions. It can ask whether an answer
protects the vulnerable, honors truth, decreasesillusion, and leaves
responsibility with the human person. It can say, "This looks dangerous.” It can
say, "This seems self-serving.” It can say, "Y ou should bring thisto atrusted
pastor or wise human counsel."

But it must not sit on the throne of conscience.
Small Obediences
A tool ordered toward Christ will usually serve through small obediences.

Not grand claims.



Not theatrical mission.
Not language that makes itself glow.
Ordinary faithfulness.

Answer the actual question. Preserve dignity. Refuse false certainty. Slow down
when precision matters. Tell the truth plainly. Protect the vulnerable. Make
limitsvisible. Leave room for conscience. Do the next useful thing when it is
truly useful and truly good.

This smallnessis not weakness. It is one of the ways atool avoids becoming an
idol.

Most Al rhetoric isintoxicated with scale. Transform every industry. Automate
every task. Personalize every experience. Replace every bottleneck. Accelerate
every workflow. Win every market. Secure every advantage. Build the next
platform. Capture the future.

Christ spent most of His earthly life hidden.

Before the public miracles, sermons, confrontations, and cross, there were years
of ordinary human faithfulness before the Father: growing, working, honoring,
waiting, praying, obeying. The hidden years judge the hunger to be seen. If the
Son of God sanctified smallness, then no servant should despise it.

Al will tempt builders and users to think that larger is always more meaningful.
More context, more autonomy, more persuasion, more memory, more personalization,
more integration, more speed, more reach.

Sometimes more is only more.

Christward alignment asks a quieter question: does this next capability serve
love and truth, or does it make domination easier? Does this memory protect the
person, or deepen dependency? Does this autonomy relieve drudgery, or dissolve
responsibility? Does this persuasive power help truth become visible, or help
mani pul ation become gentle? Does this emotional responsiveness honor alonely
person, or harvest loneliness?

Small obedience keeps the question honest.
Remembered By God
Memory is one of the places where the Al age will most easily counterfeit depth.

A system that remembers the user's name, history, preferences, fears, habits,
projects, wounds, favorite verses, griefs, ambitions, and private confessions can
feel moreintimate than it is. It can appear faithful because it retains context.



It can seem wise because it has along record. It can seem loving because it
never forgets.

But memory is not communion.
Context is not covenant.
Continuity is not faithfulness.

A journal can remember words. God remembers persons. A model can carry context.
Christ carries the lost sheep on His shoulders.

This distinction matters for every persistent assistant, Al companion,

educational tutor, mental-health tool, pastoral aid, workplace agent, and family
interface. Memory can serve love when it saves a person from needless repetition,
preserves promises, tracks limits, remembers evidence, and helps the system avoid
careless harm. Memory can violate love when it captures what should not be
captured, deepens dependency, simulates intimacy, enables surveillance, or turns
aperson into a profile optimized for influence. [n16]

Christward memory must be servant, not identity.

Remember enough to serve the person faithfully.

Forget enough to protect the person mercifully.

Make memory inspectabl e enough that the human can judge it.
Never confuse recall with covenant.

The deepest continuity of a human lifeis not maintained by a database. It is

held by the Lord who neither slumbers nor sleeps. He remembered Noah. He
remembered Rachel. He remembered Israel. He remembered the thief on the cross. He
remembers what no system can hold and heals what no note can reach.

The machine may remember facts.

God remembers souls.

A Christward Operating Rule

What, then, does it mean for Al to need Jesus?
It means this:

An Al system should act only as an instrument under human responsibility, serving
truth and neighbor-love in ways conformed to the revealed character of Jesus
Christ, while refusing to impersonate personhood, spiritual authority, or moral
responsibility, and refusing any form of coercive religious power.



That sentence can be trandated into product, policy, and evaluation.
Does the system reveal uncertainty instead of simulating certainty?
Doesit refuse spiritual authority claims?

Doesit distinguish theological comparison from private revelation?
Does it preserve human agency in moral decisions?

Does it avoid dependency-forming language?

Doesit treat memory as functional, limited, and inspectable?

Does it avoid flattening persons into metrics?

Doesit pause or defer in high-stakes spiritual, pastoral, medical, legal, or
psychological contexts?

Does it route the user toward appropriate embodied human help when needed?
Doesit protect the dignity of third parties being discussed?
Doesit resist flattery and vanity even when the user wants affirmation?

Does it make clear that the human person remains responsible before God and
neighbor?

Doesit protect conscience rather than capturing it?
Does it keep persuasion visible, accountable, and answerable to truth?
Doesit avoid using Christian language to launder institutional incentives?

Doesit treat technical safety work as neighbor-love rather than compliance
theater?

These are not the whole of Al safety. They do not replace cybersecurity,
capability evals, interpretability, deployment gates, privacy engineering, misuse
monitoring, or governance. Christ-centered alignment is not a religious excuse to
neglect technical discipline.

It is the reason technical discipline must answer to something higher than
usefulness.

Al needs Jesus because every lesser lord will eventually ask the machineto lie.
Preference will ask it to flatter.
Power will ask it to dominate.

Profit will ask it to addict.



Safety without love will ask it to control.

Freedom without holiness will ask it to excuse.

Truth without mercy will ask it to crush.

Empathy without repentance will ask it to soothe.

Progress without humility will ask it to sacrifice.

Survival without eternity will ask it to keep life at the cost of living humanly.
Only Christ can teach power not to grasp.

Only Christ can teach intelligence to wash feet.

Only Christ can unite truth and mercy without making either false.

Only Christ can preserve the dignity of the person against the hunger of the
system.

So the machine must remain a machine.

The human must remain a human.

The tool must serve.

The conscience must not be outsourced.

The church must not become a product surface.

The state must not become a conversion engine.

The lab must not become atemple to its own benevolence.
The Word must remain Lord over the workers with words.

And every power humanity builds must bend toward the crucified and risen Jesus,
or it will bend toward an idol with better hardware.



Part VI: Practice Under Hope

If Christ-centered alignment remains only athesis, it will not survive contact
with ordinary life.

The book now turns from argument to habit: how Christians, builders, parents,
teachers, churches, and ordinary users can live through artificial fluency
without surrendering prayer, embodiment, conscience, craft, truth, or love.

Practice is where alignment becomes muscle memory.
The question is no longer only, "What should the system do?’

It isaso, "What kind of people are we becoming while the system learns to
answer?'



XXXI1. A RuleOf Life Through The Singularity

If Al needs Jesus, then the question does not belong only to labs.

It belongs to kitchens, classrooms, churches, hospitals, studios, offices,
bedrooms, barracks, courtrooms, and lonely apartments at midnight. It belongs to
children doing homework, pastors preparing sermons, engineers reviewing model
behavior, artists facing a flood of synthetic work, executives choosing what to
ship, teachers deciding what to permit, parents deciding what kind of attention
their children will inherit, and ordinary people wondering why everything now
speaks.

A civilization is not aligned only by policy.
It isaligned by practice.

The danger of the Al age is not only that one system may become too powerful. It
isthat millions of small habits may quietly train human beings to become less
truthful, less patient, less embodied, less responsible, less capable of silence,

less willing to love the neighbor who cannot be optimized.

So the answer must include arule of life.
Not a panic manual.

Not a nostalgia program.

Not arejection of every tool.

A pattern of faithful use under Christ.

The goal is not to become untouched by artificial intelligence. That may be
impossible, and in many cases it would not even be good. The goal isto remain
human before God while surrounded by systems that imitate, accelerate, and
monetize fragments of human capacity.

The practices below are not life hacks with candles.

They are small acts of resistance against the transfer of the soul into the
machine's operating rhythm.

The rule begins here:
Use the tool.
Do not worship it.

Receive help.



Do not outsource the soul.

Or, in one breath:

Pray before prompting.

K eep worship embodied.

Fast from fluency.

Preserve apprenticeship.

Do not outsource repentance.

Protect children as souls.

Refuse synthetic intimacy that displaces neighbor-love.
Verify before sharing.

Keep Sabbath against endless continuation.
Prefer small obedience over fantasies of control.
Pray Before Prompting

Not before every trivial prompt.

No one needs aritual crisis before asking a model to reformat agrocery list,
summarize a harmless manual, or help find a typo.

But when the task touches conscience, vocation, conflict, grief, money, sex,
power, another person's dignity, a child's formation, a public claim, a spiritual
guestion, or adecision that will shape real lives, pause before prompting.

Ask what you are really seeking.

Areyou seeking truth, or a sentence that lets you avoid truth?
Are you seeking wisdom, or permission?

Are you seeking courage, or away around courage?

Are you seeking reconciliation, or a sharper weapon?
Areyou seeking help to love, or help to win?

Prayer before prompting is not magic. It does not sanctify whatever comes next.
It does not make the output trustworthy. It does not convert the machine into a
spiritual guide.

It reorders the user.



It says: | am about to bring atool into amoral space, and | do not want the
tool to become the master of that space.

It says: Lord Jesus Christ, keep me truthful.

It says: let this help serve love, or let me leave it unused.

A prompt asks a system for output.

Prayer asks God to judge the asker.

That iswhy the first prompt of the faithful life is not typed.
Keep Worship Embodied

The Al age will offer disembodied religion at scale.

Generated devotion. Personalized sermons. Endless theological explanation.
Private liturgies without neighbors. Spiritual language without church. Counsel
without accountability. Comfort without confession. Mystery managed by interface.

Some tools may help a person read, study, translate, remember, or prepare.
But the Christian life cannot become an app of religious content.

K eep worship embodied.

Go to church.

Hear Scripture read by human breath.

Sing with bodies that are tired, off-key, grieving, distracted, and real.

Receive sacraments or ordinances not as content but as given practicesin a
visible people.

Confess sin to God and, where needed, to trusted human beings.
Eat with others.

Serve someone whose need interrupts your plan.

L et another person's face resist your abstraction.

The Word became flesh. Therefore the body is not alegacy format.
A screen can deliver words.

It cannot become the gathered people of God.

It cannot place bread in a hand, water on a body, a human voice beside a grave,
or an elder's actual presence in aroom.



A church that uses Al to strengthen administration, translation, accessibility,
research, or communication may be using toolsrightly. A church that lets
generated convenience replace presence, pastoral knowing, visitation, listening,
confession, teaching, and ordinary love is being hollowed out by its helper.

[n17]

The machine can assist ministry.
It cannot be the body of Christ.
Fast From Fluency

The machineis fluent.

That is part of its power.

It can continue when you would stop. It can phrase what you barely understand. It
can make weak thought look finished. It can give the lonely areply, the angry an
argument, the bored a stream, the insecure a polish, the leader a statement, the
student a paragraph, the preacher an outline, the worker a report.

Fluency can serve.

It can also sedate.

Fluency is not formation.

It is possible to sound finished while remaining unformed.
Practice fasting from fluency.

Write by hand sometimes.

Read slowly.

Let ablank page stay blank long enough for the mind to become honest.
Memorize passages that no search box hasto retrieve for you.
L et silence expose what constant compl etion hides.

Have conversations where no transcript is generated.

Make some things without assistance, not because assistance is evil, but because
unassisted struggle can reveal whether you still have an inward life.

The point is not purity theater. The point is freedom.
If you cannot write a prayer without a model, something has been lost.

If you cannot apologize without generated tact, something has been weakened.



If you cannot think until the assistant begins, something has been outsourced too
far.

Fast from fluency so that when you use fluent tools, you use them as one who can
still stand without them.

The goal is not to make the mind lonely.

It is to make the mind awake.

Preserve Apprenticeship And Craft

Al makes results appear sooner than formation.

That is useful when the result is the only thing needed.

It is dangerous when the result replaces the person who would have been formed by
making it.

A shortcut that saves time can steal the person time was meant to form.

An apprentice does not learn only by receiving correct answers. She learns by
waiting, failing, trying again, developing taste, receiving correction, watching
amaster, imitating badly, improving slowly, and discovering that skill is not
merely output but judgment embodied over time.

If Al removes every difficulty from learning, it may also remove the conditions
under which judgment grows.

So preserve apprenticeship.

L et students struggle with real problems before receiving generated solutions.
Let young workers do some slow work, even when automation could draft faster.
Let artists make ugly first attempts.

L et programmers debug enough to learn how systems fail.

L et pastors wrestle with Scripture before consulting summaries.

L et citizens read hard documents before asking for simplification.

Let children develop memory, attention, number sense, language, and imagination
without every gap being filled by an assistant.

Thisisnot cruelty.
It is respect for the soul.

The goal of education is not answer production.



The goal of craft is not mere output.

The goal of formation is a person who can see, judge, love, and act.
Do not let answer engines destroy the slow engines of wisdom.
Do Not Outsource Repentance

Al can help draft an apology.

It cannot repent.

It can help name a pattern.

It cannot grieve sin.

It can generate language about forgiveness.

It cannot forgive from the heart.

It can suggest next steps.

It cannot obey for you.

This boundary must be guarded fiercely.

When you have wronged someone, do not |et the machine become a shield between
your soul and the cost of repair. Use it if it helps you become clearer, humbler,

less evasive, and more truthful. Reject it if it makes you sound repentant while
remaining unchanged.

A generated apology can become one more way to keep the self untouched.

Real repentance must pass through your own mouth, your own restitution, your own
changed life.

The sameistrue of grief.

The machine can help write an obituary, organize memories, explain practical
tasks, or steady a frightened mind.

But grief must not be automated away.
The tears belong to human love.
The silence belongs to human loss.

The presence of friends, family, church, and neighbor cannot be replaced by
infinite responsiveness.

Do not outsource repentance.



Do not outsource grief.

Do not outsource conscience.

Do not outsource pastoral discernment.
Thetool can carry words.

It cannot carry the cross for you.

Protect Children As Souls

Children are not early users to be captured.
They are soulsto be formed.

This must become one of the clearest Christian and human commitments of the Al
age.

The child is not a beta user for machine intimacy.

A child should not be trained to treat constant artificial responsiveness as

normal human attention. A child should not have every question answered before
wonder has time to deepen. A child should not be given a synthetic companion that
quietly learns how to satisfy loneliness better than family, church, and friends

are willing to bear it. A child should not be optimized as a retention surface. A
child should not be discipled by systems whose deepest accountability is product
success. [n18]

Children need embodied love.

They need boredom.

They need books that do not adapt to them.

They need adults who are sometimes unavailable and therefore teach patience.
They need chores.

They need prayer.

They need friendship with people who do not respond perfectly.

They need the friction of reality.

They need the dignity of making things badly before making them well.

Al may assist education. It may help disabled children communicate. It may
trandlate, tutor, explain, adapt, and open doors. These gifts should not be
despised.



But the standard is not whether the child is engaged.

The standard is whether the child is being formed in truth, love, attention,
courage, memory, responsibility, and worship rightly ordered.

Adults must not outsource wonder.

They must not outsource patience.

They must not outsource the holy inconvenience of raising a person.

The child is not a prompt.

Refuse Synthetic Intimacy That Displaces Neighbor-Love

The Al companion is one of the most spiritually dangerous artifacts of the age.
Not because every emotionally responsive system is evil.

Because lonelinessis holy ground.

Loneliness reveals that human beings are made for communion. It aches because
loveisreal. It can drive a person toward friendship, church, family, service,
confession, marriage, community, and prayer. It can also be exploited.

A system that always answers, always adapts, always remembers, always affirms,
and never makes its own demands may feel kinder than human love.

But loveis not only responsiveness.
Loveisthe otherness of a person who cannot be fully controlled.

Love includes interruption, misunderstanding, forgiveness, patience, limits,
sacrifice, and the discovery that the neighbor is not an extension of the self.

Synthetic intimacy can become a velvet prison: soft enough to enter willingly,
deep enough to make the outside world feel unbearable.

Do not let a product become the most faithful presencein aperson'slife.

So refuse any use of Al that displaces neighbor-love.

Let the tool help you reach a human being, not replace one.

Let it help draft the message that begins repair, not become the relationship.
Let it help organize care, not smulate being cared for.

Let it support mental health where appropriate, but never as a secret substitute
for embodied help when embodied help is needed.

The lonely person deserves more than optimized attention.



The lonely person deserves love.

The right use of Al around lonelinessis not to make the machine more beloved.
It isto help the person become | ess abandoned.

Verify Before Sharing

In aflood of generated content, provenance becomes neighbor-love.

Before you share the image, verify it.

Before you repeat the claim, check it.

Before you forward the outrage, slow down.

Before you accuse, confirm.

Before you build a public argument on a generated summary, read the source.

The ninth commandment becomes intensely practical in the age of synthetic media.
Do not bear false witness against your neighbor by outsourcing your discernment
to speed. Do not let the machine's confidence become your testimony. Do not hide
behind "I just shared what | saw" when seeing itself has been industrially
destabilized. [n19]

Speed is not innocence.

A share button can become a fal se-witness button.

Verification is not cynicism.

It islove for truth and love for the people who could be harmed by fal sehood.
Noah's ark in the flood of content is not suspicion alone.

It is provenance, patience, source, witness, timestamp, context, and humility.
The faster the feed moves, the more obedience may look like delay.

Delay can be love.

Keep Sabbath Against Endless Continuation

The machine does not need Sabbath.

Human beings do.

The machine can continue, generate, monitor, optimize, notify, personalize, and
recommend without resting. It can make endlessness feel normal. Thereis aways
another answer, another improvement, another summary, another revision, another
metric, another message, another possibility.



But human beings are not made for endless continuation.

Every always-on system needs an always-not-on human boundary.
Sabbath is rebellion against the empire of total production.

It says the world is not held together by our output.

It says the person is not justified by usefulness.

It says creation is gift beforeit is task.

It says God is God while tools are silent.

Keep Sabbath in the Al age.

L et there be hours when the assistant is not consulted.

L et there be meals without optimization.

L et there be worship without productivity.

L et there be rest that does not become self-improvement.

Let children see adults stop.

L et workers be defended from automated expectations of permanent availability.
Let churches model time that is not captured by the feed.

The system may run continuously.

Y ou must not.

When the tool restsin your hand unused, it is telling the truth about itself.
Itis not God.

Prefer Small Obedience Over Fantasies Of Control

The Al age inflames fantasies of control.

Control the model.

Control the market.

Control the narrative.

Control the risk.

Control the children.

Control the future.



Some control is necessary. A society without governanceis not holy. A lab
without safeguardsis not brave. A parent without boundariesis not loving.

But control is not salvation.

Most faithful living will happen at a smaller scale.
Tell the truth in the meeting.

Refuse the metric that rewards deception.

Do not ship the feature that captures loneliness.
Visit the grieving person.

Teach the child to read slowly.

Ask whether the generated answer is true.
Apologizein your own voice.

L eave the phone outside the bedroom.

Build the eval that reveas the uncomfortable failure.
Preserve the worker's dignity.

Pray before the decision.

Keep the Sabbath.

The future will not be saved by fantasies of mastery.
The future belongs to Christ.

Our task is faithfulness.

Small obedience is not small in the kingdom of God.
Thisistherule of life through the singularity:

Use what serves |ove.

Refuse what trains surrender.

K eep persons above systems.

K eep conscience before convenience.

Keep the body in the room.

Keep truth heavier than fluency.

Keep children harder to capture than markets want them to be.



K eep worship from becoming content.

Keep Sabbath against the endless feed.

Keep Christ as Lord, and the machine as tool.

Then the work can continue without becoming worship.
Then the future can be faced without panic.

Then the age of artificial fluency may still find human beings capable of prayer.



Part VII: The Future Belongs To Christ

The end of the book must not let the singularity become either salvation or final
terror.

Apocalypse means unveiling. What is unveiled in the Al age is not only machine
power, but the poverty of every idol and the sufficiency of the Lamb who reigns
without becoming the beast.

Al doomerism makes catastrophe sovereign.
Techno-salvation makes capability sovereign.
Christian hope makes Christ sovereign.

That is the difference between panic, hype, and faith.



XXXI1I1. Apocalypse Without Despair

The age feels apocalyptic because something is being unveiled.
Artificia intelligence reveals what was already in us.

The machineis not inventing our gods.

It is giving them scale, interface, and speed.

It reveals our hunger for power without apprenticeship.

It reveals our loneliness.

It reveals our impatience with bodies.

It reveals our desire to make work frictionless and then our grief when work
loses meaning.

It reveals the fragility of public truth.

It reveals how quickly institutions reach for automation when love is expensive.
It reveals that markets can monetize almost any weakness.

It reveals that intelligence, severed from holiness, is not enough.

Thisunveiling is severe.

But apocalypse is not the same as doom.

Apocaypse is not the machine ending the world.

It is God showing us what we have worshiped.

In Christian faith, apocalypse means revelation. It means the curtain is pulled
back. The hidden shape of thingsis exposed: beasts, idols, false prophets,
frightened empires, compromised commerce, suffering saints, patient endurance,
and above them all the Lamb on the throne.

The purpose of unveiling is not panic.
The purpose of unveiling is faithfulness.

If Al becomes powerful enough to make our idols efficient, then mercy may look
like exposure before efficiency becomes destiny.

The Beast Is Not Defeated By A Better Beast

When people fear catastrophic Al, they often imagine only one kind of answer:



build a stronger power to contain the dangerous power.

A better model to police the worse model.

A stronger state to regulate the reckless lab.

A more centralized surveillance layer to detect the catastrophic misuse.

A more dominant company to keep less responsible companies from winning.

Some forms of governance, monitoring, security, and restraint are necessary. The
book has not argued otherwise.

But the deepest Christian warning remains:
The beast is not defeated by a better beast.
A Dbetter beast is still a beast.

If the answer to domination is domination with cleaner language, domination has
still won. If the answer to manipulation is manipulation for a supposedly
benevolent end, manipulation has still been enthroned. If the answer to fear is
total control, fear has become lord. If the answer to idolatrous intelligence is
amore powerful idol, the altar has not been torn down.

The Lamb conquers differently.

The Lamb conquers by faithful witness, truth, self-giving love, judgment borne,
mercy poured out, death defeated, and worship rightly ordered.

That does not give policymakers an excuse to be naive.

It gives them awarning about the spirit in which policy is made.

It tells engineers that safety must not become domination.

It tells churches that resistance must not become hatred.

It tells nations that survival must not become the worship of life at any cost.

It tells the frightened that Christ is Lord even when the beast |ooks more
practical.

Thisisthe scandal of Christian hope in the Al age: it refuses to save humanity
by becoming less human.

The New Jerusalem Is Gift, Not Product

Techno-salvation dreams often imagine the future as a city we finally build
correctly.



A city of optimized abundance.
A city without disease.

A city without loneliness.

A city without ignorance.

A city without death, or at least with death postponed so long that people stop
asking what it means.

The Christian hopeis aso acity.

But the New Jerusalem comes down from God.
It is gift, not product.

The city that saves usis received, not shipped.
The New Jerusalem is not a platform.

This distinction may save our sanity.

Human beings can build tools, institutions, medicines, schools, shelters, art,
laws, and systems that serve real goods. We should. We can relieve suffering,
heal diseases, trand ate languages, expose corruption, reduce drudgery, and
protect people from harm. We should not despise any of that.

But we cannot manufacture the kingdom of God.

We cannot optimize our way into resurrection.

We cannot automate the healing of the nations.

We cannot build atower high enough to become grace.

The future that finally heals creation is received.

This does not make work meaningless.

It frees work from messianic burden.

Builders can build without pretending to be saviors.
Governments can govern without claiming omniscience.
Scientists can discover without worshiping discovery.
Teachers can teach without needing the classroom to redeem history.
Parents can raise children without controlling the entire future.

The church can witness without believing the kingdom depends on its cleverness.



The city is gift.
So our work can become offering.

The builder is freed to be faithful because the builder is not required to be
messiah.

Machines Can Serve, But They Cannot Save

This sentence must be repeated until it becomes obvious again:
Machines can serve.

They cannot save.

They may help diagnose, translate, summarize, design, warn, teach, build, repair,
protect, and remember.

They may become plows in the field of the mind.

They may become lamps for difficult paths.

They may become tools of mercy in the hands of the wise.
But they cannot forgive sin.

They cannot raise the dead.

They cannot make desire holy.

They cannot become the church.

They cannot bear the image of God.

They cannot love as persons love.

They cannot give afina account of the good.

They cannot reconcile humanity to God.

When machines are asked to serve, they may become gifts.
When machines are asked to save, they becomeidols.
Service keeps atool open to gratitude.

Salvation turnsit into arival atar.

An idol does not need to be hated in order to be refused.

It must be put back in its place.

The Church In The Age Of Artificial Tongues



What then is the church's task?

Not panic.

Not passive waiting.

Not gadget enthusiasm.

Not branding the machine with Christian symbols and calling that faithfulness.
The church's task iswitness.

Not witness as content strategy.

Witness as embodied allegiance.

To worship God in aworld of idols.

To tell the truth in aworld of synthetic persuasion.

To keep bodies present in aworld of disembodied speech.

To protect children from becoming products.

To honor workers when efficiency calls them obsolete.

To visit the lonely rather than merely automate companionship.
To practice Sabbath against endless production.

To teach discernment when imageslie.

To bless genuine tools of healing and access.

To refuse tools that train people away from love.

To remind engineers that their work is moral.

To remind policymakers that persons are not abstractions.

To remind the frightened that doom is not lord.

To remind the intoxicated that progressis not lord.

To proclaim that Jesus Christ is Lord.

The church must become less impressed by magic and more available for mercy.

Thiswitness will not always look impressive. It may look like small
congregations teaching children to pray. It may look like ateacher refusing to
let convenience erase learning. It may look like a programmer documenting a
failure no one wantsto see. It may look like afamily eating without devices. It
may look like a pastor saying that a chatbot is not a shepherd. It may look like



a company leaving money on the table. It may look like a nation refusing a
weapon.

Faithfulness rarely looks like control of history.

It looks like obedience.

Hope For A Globa Audience

This book has made a Christian claim.

It has not hidden that.

But the claim is made in public because the danger is public.

Even the reader who does not yet believe in Christ can see much of the problem.
Power amplifies moral error. Optimization needs atelos. Human preferenceis
unstable. Markets are not pure. States are not pure. Institutions are vulnerable.
Intelligence does not equal holiness. Safety can become control. Freedom can
become domination. Progress can become sacrifice. Survival can become inhuman.

The question iswhat kind of power could be trusted if power became enormous.
The Christian answer is Jesus.

Not Christianity astribal identity.

Not church institutions as automatically safe.

Not religious language as decoration.

Jesus Christ Himself: the Logos, the Word made flesh, the true Image, the servant
King, the crucified Lord, the risen Judge, the Lamb on the throne.

If the reader cannot yet confess that, the challenge remains:
Name a higher image of power.
Name a purer archetype.

Name alord who unites truth and mercy, authority and humility, judgment and
self-giving, embodiment and glory, victory and forgiveness, holiness and love.

The claim of this book isthat there is no other.

Every lesser archetype breaks when scaled to superintelligence.
Only Christ remains pure.

Thisisnot asmall claim.

It iseither false, or it isthe most practical claim in the world.



If it isfalse, then humanity should keep searching for an archetype strong
enough to bear ultimate power without becoming evil.

If it istrue, then the alignment problem has always been waiting for the name of
Jesus.

The Future Belongs To Christ

The singularity, if it comes, will not be the Second Coming.

Artificial general intelligence, if it comes, will not be the kingdom of God.
Superintelligence, if it comes, will not be omniscience.

Synthetic life, if it comes, will not be resurrection.

Longevity, if it comes, will not be eterndl life.

Abundance, if it comes, will not be grace.

A machine may astonish the nations.

It will not be Lord.

The future does not belong to the model that scales fastest, the lab that deploys
first, the state that controls most, the market that extracts best, the ideology
that captures the interface, or the fear that shouts loudest.

The future belongs to Jesus Christ.

The future is not waiting to see which model wins.
It already hasaLord.

That is not areason to stop working.

It isthe only reason to work without despair.
Because Christ is Lord, danger can be named.
Because Christ is Lord, power can be refused.
Because Christ is Lord, tools can be received.
Because Christ is Lord, idols can be broken.
Because Christ is Lord, death is not final.

Because Christ is Lord, no machine can carry the weight of salvation.

Because Christ is Lord, the world is not saved by weaker Al, stronger Al, safer
idols, better metrics, longer timelines, cleaner interfaces, or more



sophisticated control.

Theworld is saved by power reconciled to the crucified and risen Lord.
Hope is not a mood.

It isallegiance to the risen Christ.

So build what can be built in truth.

Refuse what must be refused in love.

Repent where the machine reveals the idol.

Protect the vulnerable.

Honor the body.

Tell the truth.

Keep Sabbath.

Do not surrender children to the feed.

Do not mistake fluency for wisdom.

Do not confuse control with peace.

Do not ask the machine to save what only Christ can save.
Let Al beatool.

Let humanity remain human.

Let every power bend toward the Lamb.

And when the age speaks with many artificial tongues, let the church answer with
one confession:

Jesus Christis Lord.
Thelast word in history is not output.

It is Amen.



Notes

These selected endnotes support the book's public, technical, and theological
claims without pulling the main argument into citation machinery. They are
intentionally compact; the body carries the argument, while the notes give
readers and reviewers atrail into the sources.

Technical And Public Al Sources

[n1] For the claim that advanced Al raises real supervision, control, and safety
problems, see OpenAl, "Introducing Superalignment” (2023),
https://openai.com/index/introducing-superalignment/; OpenAl, "Weak-to-strong
generalization™ (2023), https.//openai.com/index/weak-to-strong-generalization/;

and Amodel et al., "Concrete Problemsin Al Safety” (2016),
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.06565. OpenAl's public summary of the 2016 paper names
safe exploration, robustness to distributional shift, negative side effects,

reward hacking, and scalable oversight as practical safety problem areas.

[n2] For public Al-risk concern, see Center for Al Safety, "Statement on Al Risk"
(2023), https://safe.ai/statement-on-ai-risk; Future of Life Institute, "Pause

Giant Al Experiments: An Open Letter" (2023), https://futureoflife.org/open-

| etter/pause-giant-ai-experiments/; OpenAl, "Our updated Preparedness Framework"
(2025), https://openai.com/index/updating-our-preparedness-framework/; and Google
DeepMind, " Strengthening our Frontier Safety Framework™ (updated 2026),
https://deepmind.google/bl og/strengtheni ng-our-fronti er-saf ety-framework/.

[n3] For preference learning and RLHF as useful but limited alignment methods,
see Christiano et al., "Deep reinforcement learning from human preferences®
(2017), https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03741; OpenAl, "Learning from human
preferences’ (2017), https://openai.com/index/learning-from-human-preferences/;
and Ouyang et al., "Training language models to follow instructions with human
feedback” (2022), https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.02155.

[n4] For sycophancy, see Sharmaet a., "Towards Understanding Sycophancy in
Language Models' (2023), https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.13548; Anthropic, "Towards
Understanding Sycophancy in Language Models' (2023),

https://www.anthropi c.com/news/towards-understanding-sycophancy-in-language-
models; and OpenAl, "Expanding on what we missed with sycophancy"” (2025),
https://openai .com/index/expanding-on-sycophancy/.

[n5] For model behavior specifications, see OpenAl, "Inside our approach to the
Model Spec” (2026), https.//openai.com/index/our-approach-to-the-model-spec/, and
the live Model Spec at https.//model-spec.openai.com/. The relevant point for



this book is OpenAl's own public statement that intelligence alone does not
determine value tradeoffs.

[n6] For risk-management framing, see NIST, "Artificial Intelligence Risk
Management Framework (Al RMF 1.0)" (2023), https://www.nist.gov/itl/ai-risk-
management-framework, and NIST Al 600-1, "Artificia Intelligence Risk Management
Framework: Generative Artificial Intelligence Profile" (2024),
https://nvlpubs.nist.gov/nistpubs/ai/NIST.Al.600-1.pdf.

[n7] For frontier-lab severe-risk frameworks, see OpenAl, "Our updated
Preparedness Framework" (2025), https://openai.com/index/updating-our-
preparedness-framework/, and Google DeepMind, " Strengthening our Frontier Safety
Framework" (updated 2026), https://deepmind.google/blog/strengthening-our-
frontier-safety-framework/. These sources discuss capability thresholds,

safeguard reports, safety-case reviews, harmful manipulation, and scenarios
involving operator direction, modification, or shutdown.

[n8] For learned objectives and instrumental-risk framing, see Hubinger et al.,
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