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Love does not 
delight in evil but 
rejoices with the 

truth.
(1 Corinthians 13:6)

Is There Any Truth For
 Which We Should Seek?

HIGHLIGHTS

PART 1 TRUTH
Does objective truth exist beyond science and 
math? Should we bother to try to find it?

Continued on Page 2

PART 2 THE SUBJECTIVE EXISTS
Often truth depends on the situation and 
who’s looking at it. Does that point to truth?

Continued on Page 3

PART 3 THE VALUE OF DISCERNMENT
If truth can’t be objective, then there’s no 
right and wrong, but how could we tell?

Continued on Page 4

PART 4 THE INTOLERANCE OF TOLERANCE
How can we tolerate intolerance if we don’t 
understand the words? Know what I mean?

Continued on Page 4

PART 5 CURIOSITY
Curiosity motivates truth seekers.

Continued on Page 5

PART 6 SEEK AND FIND
When we relentlessly seek, we find treasure.

Continued on Page 5

“Curiosity has its 
own reason for 

existing.” 
-Albert Einstein

Issue No. One useless wasted space

The order of  the Universe lends itself  to absolute truth. Why would the spiritual be different?

You most of  all, can’t handle the truth! The sign says it all.
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Isn’t it surprising that today, in 
the Information Age, we seem even 
more lost in the wilderness  of 
uncertainty than Pilate was in his 
day? What should be the most 
informed generation is in fact 
inundated by more contradiction, 
myth, and misdirection than perhaps 
any other time in history. We have 
been mired in intellectual apathy and 
in the confusion demanded by 
relativism, and stunted by a pseudo 
objective attempt at naming all 
cultures wholly good. Ever heard any 
of these phrases? “It's  not bad, it's 
just different,” or “That's  the truth 
that works for you, but not for me,” 
or “Everything’s  relative,” and still 
more, “All religions  are basically the 
same.” These are partially true, 
sometimes  true, or even merely true-
sounding depending on their context. 
They're often spoken as axioms of 
modern understanding of morality, 
religion, or philosophy. Do statements 
such as  these (truth claims in and of 
themselves) hold up under scrutiny?

The basis of these lines of 
reasoning can be summed up as the 
denial of any universally objective 
viewpoint by which to determine 
right, wrong, good, evil, holiness, 
secular, profane, true and false (which 
always becomes “depends”),  up, 
down, wise, foolish, big, small, or 
what is  marriage, what is murder, fun, 
food, music, or artwork and other 
very basic concepts that, at their most 
basic level, are themselves universal, if 

not agreed upon in how they are 
applied. The universality of the 
concepts themselves translates into 
truth and into an assumption that 
there might indeed be an order or 
proper position with which to view 
them all in general. The seemingly 
universal obscuring of said concepts 
also points to a natural order, but one 
that is being corrupted in order to get 
what we want. If we murder 
someone, we would probably have a 
very good reason as to why that 
person needed to be murdered or 
how the world is  better off without 
them, at least in our own minds. And 
so it goes.

I have always been under the 
assumption that if something were 
true, it mattered very little whether I 
believed it or not, or even whether I 
knew about it. It would still be true. 
The chair that I'm sitting on could 
not be denied existence, even if it 
were not seen or felt,  simply by 
deciding that while I  may think it's a 
chair, another culture might think 
otherwise. It's  still, by any other 
name, a chair (“A rose by any other 
name would smell as sweet.”), and it 
exists for the moment and for a 
purpose. If I were a lion tamer, it 
might have another purpose, but it 

would be a far cry from its  original 
intended purpose, and so studying it 
as  a lion tamer's tool would help us 
very little in understanding its  actual 
purpose.

The three blind men and the 
elephant is often used to explain how 
all religions  are the same, just pieces 
of a greater, unknown whole... but all 
three felt an elephant.  If we kept the 
same argument of not being able to 
know because all truth is  subjective 
then the elephant would cease to be 
an elephant each time someone 
claimed it was something else.  But the 
point of the blind men analogy works 
against that use since the blind men 
ultimately, wrongly identify the 
creature. That doesn't make the 
elephant not an elephant, nor does it 
trap the elephant into being less than 
a sum of its parts for each of the 
men. It just means the men didn't see 
it yet,  but they can discover it. Truth is 
the elephant, and either all religions 
are ultimately wrong, or one of them 
is  the elephant. They contradict too 
much to put them together. That 
would be some elephant! More like a 
Frankenstein's monster!

While culture is certainly diverse, 
and thankfully at that, it doesn't mean 
all aspects of culture fit reality. Thai 

 “Truth? What is Truth?” And with that he left.
PILATE’S TRAGICALLY RHETORICAL QUESTION ECHOES STILL.

While culture is certainly diverse, and thankfully at that, it 
doesn't mean all aspects of  culture fit reality. 
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culture, for example, is intimately entwined 
with Buddhism, but does Thai Buddhism fit 
reality 100% and are the teachings of 
Buddhism consistent? Should it be 
unquestioned merely for the sake of 
cultural sensitivity? And if so, doesn't that 
take away the right of even a Thai person 
to consider Buddhism critically? Does it 
make him any less  Thai to become atheistic 
or Christian? Does  the mere fact of 
something being accepted by a culture 
make it something to be wholeheartedly 
embraced by its people? By the same token, 
should a muslim be refused to test whether 
the assertions of his country's dogmatic 
lawmakers are true or not? Truth has a 
habit of sticking around whether we assert 
its authority or not. It doesn't need a law to 
protect it, though law might protect 
observance of it. We're quick to judge 
critically the polytheism of the ancients 
(though it's  very much alive today in other 
forms  in many countries), calling it 
primitive or superstitious nonsense. But 
what justifies our own “modern” beliefs  as 
immune to such criticism in the name of 
cultural sensitivity? Do our beliefs stand up 
under the weight of our own methods of 
scrutiny?

     If the adage today of this mindset were 
true, that “there is  no universal truth,” then 
we should all cease to exist “in a puff of 
logic” along with this  statement of universal 
truth! The adage is  pierced by it's own line 
of reasoning. It should be that simple to 
convince people to stop repeating this 
impossible contradiction, but unfortunately, 
every great lie is  filled with elements of 
truth.

SUBJECTIVE TRUTH EXISTS
     Whether or not subjective truths exist is 
not arguable and therefore an objective 
truth itself. (ex: Not all food is considered 
edible or desirable universally, but even so 
all food can be measured by nutritional 
value or detriment, objectively, tastes and 
preferences  as ide. ) The studies of 
anthropology and sociology express  the 
various  perceptions of different peoples,  but 
for us to throw out objective truth,  or even 
the search for it, in favor of keeping only 
subjective realities is intellectual suicide.  So 
too the case of observing that we all have 
biases and therefore we should all just throw 
our hands up in exasperation because we 
are so helpless to know what's what. 
Accepting such an extreme solution treats 
truth as non-existent and then disregards 

“What justifies 
our own 

“modern” beliefs 
as immune to 

such criticism in 
the name of  

cultural 
sensitivity?

Do our beliefs 
stand up under 

the weight of  our 
own methods of  

scrutiny?”

Are believers in God just imaginative wishful thinkers? Intelligent minds on both sides differ. Can they both be right? This guy loves garlic sticks.
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that a truth claim was just made! 
Such illogic starts by revealing the 
truth of human nature (that we all 
have biases), but makes a blanket 
statement about the bias by saying 
that since we can't properly be trusted 
to tell right from left, then like a bull 
in a China shop we should conclude 
that there is no right and left. 
     Building objective frameworks of 
thought around the denial of the 
same doesn't help us understand 
anything. We must instead learn 
discernment,  a concept used daily but 
shunned as  a discipline, to ferret out 
the universals from the local, the 
black from the white, all the while 
acknowledging the grey area of the 
“Almighty Depends”. But surely there 
are rainbows for all to see. Surely, 
grey is  not all there is, as  I have 
hopeful ly a lready shown ( the 
aforementioned intellectual suicide).

DISCERNMENT EXISTS
     The very foundation of several 
academic pillars: Science,  History, 
Math, and all the various -ologies 
along with studies like Logic,  all 
assume truth can be known,  and even 
that much of it remains consistent. 
Without such basis, our world would 
be unable to have discernment of any 
kind let alone know what it is.  So 
when we get to those cloudy greys, we 
can exercise discernment based on 
the already gained foundations of 
knowledge and wisdom. This is often 
easier said than done because of the 
different world-views, values (i.e. 
morals), and situations which may be 
involved. However, if there is wisdom 
and knowledge to build from, then we 
can test for contradictions and 
discover morals and truths, evils  and 
falsehoods. If after our tests, and 
there may be a long battle in search 

o f answer s, the va lue seems 
unreasonable or a world-view untrue 
(as a cult's  is a twisted version of its 
parent faith), then we can discern that 
it is discardable or at least in need of 
amendment. Even democracy's  rule 
by the popular pole can turn its  teeth 
against us,  so let's be discerning 
whether the accepted standard is 
viable and good or not. We are often 
far too quick to go with the flow or 
else to agree to disagree.

THE INTOLERANCE OF TOLERANCE
     D.A. Carson noticed that the 
definition of tolerance has been 
tur ned on i t s head f rom i t s 
modernistic, rational, coherent 
concept to a confused one meaning 
quite the opposite to fit the cultural 
values of Today. In the climate of 
Modernism, tolerance was focused on 
the person regardless of how 
distasteful their ideas were. Ideas 

“Intent is prior to content.” -Ravi Zacharias
To explain truth to him who loves it not is but to give him more plentiful material for 

misinterpretation. -George Macdonald

Casting golden calves doesn’t make them gods any more than believing lies about reality makes them real. There is no spoon.



TRUTH  SEEKERS!  PAGE5

Truth Seekers, 1234 Main Street, Any Town, State ZIP  |  123-456-7890  |  someweb.addy.here

were hotly debated, and indeed because of 
tolerance debate was encouraged--Truth was 
assumed reachable. Now, tolerance is for 
the ideas  themselves  instead of the person's 
right in sharing them. The idea has a right 
to exist regardless of how illegitimate it 
might be, so long as it doesn't disagree with 
the mainstream too much and certainly 
mustn't disagree with the new view of 
tolerance. Simply disagreeing becomes 
intolerance rather than refusing someone 
the right to share. And so then it becomes 
tolerant to refuse someone's  right to share 
as long as their ideas disagree with 
mainstream.  “I don't like your idea. 
Shutup,” becomes the heroic thing to say 
under this  definition of tolerance. Where 
did the search for truth go? Where is 
debate? What now is  the measure for good 
or bad ideas? Feelings? Cultural norms? 
Certainly, even experimentation is thus 
disallowed by implication.

Furthermore, for the definition of 
tolerance to be coherent, I have to assume 
disagreement is  taking place to begin with if 
something is  to be tolerated!  We don't 
tolerate what we agree with. We tolerate 
that which is disagreeable. Therefore, let's 
stop pretending that this  kind of anything-
is-viable-except-that-which-gets-in-our-
business tolerance is  of any value at all. 
That's  not as  humble as it appears. At the 
same time, as  we begin to weigh ideas with 
universal standards  as they are discovered 
or perhaps revealed, then let's  not forget 
lessons of the recent past:  that we can easily 
let our opinions  become like universal 
standards. That should become my main 
focus for this  essay. I desire to discern with 
truth seekers which is  which, so that we 
might all know that which is truly 

important. We don't have to have all the 
answers, but we ought to have foundations. 
We ought to know our Creator and how to 
relate with him. He exists, or he doesn't.

CURIOSITY
Not knowing can be a 

w o n d e r f u l s t i m u l u s ! 
Einstein said, “Curiosity 
has it's  own reason for 
existing.” If we have a 
question, it's best to seek 
an answer (from multiple 
sources  at times). If we 
have no questions there 
may be an unknown pride 
or blindness. Sometimes 
we are best served by assuming a neutral 
stance and seeking answers  anew. Truth 
stands under scrutiny, but keep in mind, 
since there's obviously many conflicting 
beliefs  politically, religiously, and even 
theoretically (among science disciplines), it's 
sometimes  not easy to reach the truth or see 
it for what it is. The truth of a given issue 
could also be merely aesthetic or dependent 
on preference. Sometimes the truth is 
finding that we don't really know the full 
truth for various  reasons. Yet that should be 
the last resort as  an act of humility, or 
perhaps the proper place of mystery,  not an 
act to end the pursuit of knowledge. A good 
stumper does not imply the absence of a 
good answer.

SEEK AND FIND
Regarding Truth Seeking from a 

theological perspective, the question is  often 
asked (by believers and non-believers alike), 
“How can God send people to Hell just 
because they didn't get the chance to hear 
about Jesus?” There are several possible 

“I desire to 
discern with truth 
seekers which is 

which, so that we 
might all know 

that which is truly 
important. We 

don't have to have 
all the answers, 
but we ought to 

have 
foundations.”

“Relative Morality” essentially means that 
everyone is perfectly moral. -Steve Dawe

The eternal skeptic
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approaches to answer this question 
for the evangelist. One is  to point to 
the Scriptures.  What did the 
prophets, Jesus, Paul, and other 
apostles say in this vein? 
     Paul asked this  same question but 
with the intent of encouraging 
Christians to spread the gospel 
(Romans 10:14). The prophets  said, 
“seek and you will find if you seek 
with all of your heart.” Jesus said to 
Pilate, “All those on the side of Truth 
listen to me.” Paul said (2 Thess 2), 
“[The world] refused to love the truth 
and so be saved.” Perhaps people 
aren't suffering from a lack of 
evidence about God (even in nature, 
although our concrete jungles block 
the view), but that the problem rather 
is a concerted effort to suppress truth.

When Israel was under God's 
wrath and they repented, God stayed 
his wrath and delayed “the day of the 
LORD.” When John had his 
revelation of the end,  he recounts a 
similar judgement but worldwide and 
unlike Israel, plague after plague,  the 
people will not turn to God. Perhaps 
then we should consider the human 
condition first. Is there a majority 
seeking hard to please or even to find 
God? Or is it more common that 
even given missionaries doing their 
work tirelessly and with enthusiasm, 
people refuse to carefully consider 
their words? 
    In general, do people want to 
pretend to be thought of as “good” 
while doing whatever they want, or 

are they openly pursuing the right 
things to do over their own desires? Is 
there even a majority seeking the best 
interest of the community rather than 
selfish ambition in the pursuit of their 
own individual happiness and 
convenience? Too often, the answer is 
no because we can't be bothered. The 
question isn't why can't God just offer 
forgiveness to everyone; the question 
is  why did he offer it to anyone at all? 
The questions are: “Is God fair?” and 
“What is our true condition?” Biblical 
history tells us, God is and has  been 
bea r ing w i th human i t y w i th 
tremendous restraint over centuries. 
T he B ib le say s , th i s  pat i en t 
endurance has a time limit. Jesus 
himself advised his  listeners to repent 
while they could and try to do 
something about the world's ignorant 
rebellion against God (in contrast to 
our just complaining about it).
     The question “What about those 
who don't get to hear about Jesus,” 
becomes moot when taking all this 
into consideration. Not that the 
question is  illegitimate, but that often 
it becomes  either an expression of 
ignorance about who God is and who 
we are or a thinly veiled attempt to 
suggest that there is  no God or that 
there must be more than one way to 
heaven.

It's  true we've been asked, 
commanded even,  to preach Jesus--to 
be his hands and feet. “How can they 
hear without someone preaching,”  
but let's not forget who we work for. 

He has  gone first,  before missionaries 
ever reached the deepest jungle 
villages  of Burma. [see Eternity in their 
Hearts regarding the Karen tribe] In 
their dreams, he speaks to muslims 
and Hindus within oppressive 
regimes. And all that was created 
speaks of his handiwork, so that men 
are without excuse. The truth seeker 
is  guaranteed to find God. The 
problem is  no one seeks truth. No one 
that is, except for the objects  of His 
grace and mercy (so that none can 
brag) .  In the words of Ravi 
Zacharias, “The truth seeker finds 
that he is sought.”

by Erik Turkelson

For further consideration:

“Seek and you will find if  you seek
 with all of  your heart.” -God

BUT WHO’S HEART TRULY SEEKS?

THOSE WHO SEEK TRUTH, FIND GOD.THOSE WHO SEEK TRUTH, FIND GOD.

Deut 4:29
Jeremiah 29:13

John 18:37

Isaiah 33:6 
Prov 1:7, 8:17 

Acts 17:26-28

Jeremiah 5:1
Matthew 7:7-8

WHEN YOU DON’T SEEK TRUTH...WHEN YOU DON’T SEEK TRUTH...

John 15:24-27 Psalm 52:1-3

Hosea 5:4-6 1 John 4:6

2 Thess 2:9-12

NOBODY SEEKS,                                   
BUT THE SPIRIT OPENS EYES.
NOBODY SEEKS,                                   
BUT THE SPIRIT OPENS EYES.

1 Corinthians 2 Romans 3:9-11
Ephesians 2:8-10


