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Good evening and thank you for being here. I am very honored to be 
invited to share this year’s Kay Butler Gill Lecture. I want to express my 
gratitude to those who made this possible, to the Trustees, faculty and to 
the Dean, to the seminary staff who have welcomed me so warmly, and to 
the whole GTS seminary community. It is a privilege to be with you. And I 
hope it will be some fun as well. 

 

Before I begin let me offer a brief aside to any of you who may have heard 
me speak before. If you have, you may be expecting an extemporaneous 
sermon that would sound more like a Baptist camp meeting than a sedate 
lecture in a venerable Episcopal school. Please, don’t be disappointed. I 
assure you that my evangelical corpuscles are still active, even if in this 
instance I try to channel them into a more sedate form. I am offering my 
lecture in this more traditional style for a couple of reasons: 

First, in this talk I want to think about what is evangelical…not be 
evangelical, if you see what I mean.  

The reason is because our subject this evening is about a form of 
evangelism. It is about how we share spiritual and religious beliefs, how 
those “sharings” are received and transmitted, about how we communicate 
with one another. My purpose in this lecture is not to demonstrate one 
form of that process, even the traditional form of a sermon-like exposition, 
but rather to invite you into a reflection on how information and 
communication technology has impacted the process, how it has re-defined 
things like evangelism, sermons, meditations and spirituality. So to do that 
more deliberately, I have chosen to present my ideas to you in as clear and 
objective a manner as I can. I will save my altar call till later. 

A second reason to go a little slower in this talk is that the concepts I want 
to ask you to consider are not always self-evident. I believe that in our 
pride, we may believe that we are shaping technology, when, in fact, 
technology is shaping us. As a Science-Fiction writer, I appreciate the 



difference. And I want you to join me in pondering some of these nuances, 
taking old assumptions out and re-considering them, putting some of our 
post-modern “truisms” to the test to see what new things we can discover. 

Finally, I am delivering my lecture in this way because I don’t really know 
what I am talking about. (But that never stopped any bishop before so I 
will forge ahead!) I say that “I don’t know” and I believe that is the 
strength of my presentation. I am not an expert in the field of electronic 
delivery systems. As you will see in a moment, I did not have some 
cunning master plan of how to create a communications network to rule 
the world. In fact, I am of that generation that looks to twelve year olds to 
explain how things work. But it is precisely in my own naiveté’ that I think I 
have begun to see the contours of what religion will be in the years to 
come. Not the religion of technical experts or trained scholars, but the 
religion, the spiritual life, of everyday people like me. 

So please sit back, open the windows of your imagination, and let’s see 
what we can find together through the lenses of my simple experience. 

To begin, let’s go back to the point of origin, to the place where my 
journey into spirituality and social media first began. 

It was in 2011. I was serving as the interim Dean of a cathedral. As part of 
that job I was encouraging the congregation to improve its website. I was 
appealing to the technically-minded members of the community to engage 
some web designers to re-do the site as one of the most important aspects 
of outreach for the community. In doing this, I was successful in getting 
the website overhauled, but I also opened a Pandora’s Box for myself 
because four of these church members started gently harassing me to join 
them on Facebook. 

I did not want to be on Facebook. I did not think I liked Facebook. My wife 
had been enjoying it as a way to stay in touch with her family and friends, 
so I had a vague idea of what it was: a kind of endless electronic bulletin 
board to post messages and images that could be seen and responded to 
by anyone, or by a smaller self-selected community of what has come to 
be called “Facebook friends”. 



My problem was, I didn’t want to be a Facebook friend. By nature, I am an 
extreme introvert; I was afraid that I would not have anything interesting 
to say or show on Facebook. But my four cathedral colleagues were 
persistent. “How could you encourage people to use technology when you 
won’t use it yourself?” That was the gist of their ongoing pestering of me. 
So finally, I relented. I signed up and became an official Facebook 
participant in the very beginning of 2011. 

 

I remember this time-line very well because I remember the first time I sat 
down to stare at a blank Facebook wall. It was the electronic version of the 
blank piece of paper in the old typewriter, waiting for me to begin The 
Great American Novel. 

I stared at it with absolutely no idea of what to say. I was stepping into a 
global forum of something like 700 million people, and I was speechless. 
Even though, at that moment, I only had an audience of four people, the 
original four who were my first and only Facebook “friends”, I had no clue 
what to do. 

Finally, through the inspiration of desperation, I had an idea. I am an 
introvert by nature, but I am also a “morning person”. I wake early each 
day and I find the early morning hours the best times for me to be 
reflective. My spiritual practice, therefore, has long been to do my prayers, 
light my candles and sit in Zen meditation, early in the day, usually before 
the sun comes up. 

It struck me that during those times I have many thoughts and emotions 
that arise from my prayers and meditation. I have images and feelings that 
surface and linger in my heart and mind. 

I decided to simply try to capture those impressions, whatever they might 
be, and write them down spontaneously on my Facebook page. 

And so I did. I did not take a long time to try to formulate my thoughts. I 
did not try to control what I wrote. I put it down just as it came to me in 
only a minute or two. I jotted down my morning meditation and posted it 
for what it was worth. 



That was how it started. I will not belabor the rest of this story other than 
to say that from these humble origins some wonderful things began to 
happen. 

One of the realities of post-modern media is that it is like playing a 
connect-the-dots game. If one person sends something to another person, 
and that person sends it on to two more people, and those two send it to 
four more, then exponentially, organically, a network begins to form. 

This is one of the fundamental realities of social media: it is crystalline. It 
grows. It adds on, ever building on itself, ever expanding with an 
intentionality of its own. 

That was my experience because, one-by-one more and more people came 
to ask if they could be my Facebook friend to read my daily meditations. I 
always said yes, so little-by-little the number of people on my friend’s list 
grew. As more people told more people a community began to form. I 
remember my amazement when the number hit the 100 mark…then the 
500 mark…then 1,000… 

It went on and on. And not only were people joining me on my own page, 
they were sharing my words on their pages, so the number of people 
reading my meditations, people I might never know were doing so, also 
continued to proliferate. In time, so many people were part of this process 
that they ask me to collect my meditations and publish them so they could 
be maintained in a different form. 

Red Moon Publications is the publishing house I created to do this, 
although that was not my original intention either. When the expanding 
number of people began to ask me to publish my writings I first went to 
some established publishers to see if they would accept my meditations in 
book form. They said no. But even in that “no”, in that rejection, I learned 
something else about the power and dimensions of post-modern 
communications. 

The traditional publishing business that people of my age still remember 
has long gone. The gate-keeper quality of a few national outlets that 
exercise the right to say what can make it to print has dissolved under the 



insistently democratic force of technology. Today, the definition of what 
“publishing” means has altered forever. People can publish themselves 
easily in a host of formats from print books to e-books, on blogs and You 
Tube, even in streams of their own consciousness on Twitter. 

Faced with a rejection from the old school publishing system, I went to 
Barnes and Noble, bought a book called “The Idiot’s Guide To Self-
Publishing”, followed the directions and printed my first collection of 
meditations from 2011 under the title “Hope As Old As Fire”. 

It sold out in a matter of weeks. 

And what is interesting to me is not just this sudden success in an end run 
around the tradition of old-style publishing, but the strange combination of 
electronic media and print media. My first book was not an e-book. It was 
what the people online wanted: something not online. 

We sometimes imagine post-modern technology to be the destroyer of 
print. We conjure up images of future generations who will never hold a 
book in their hands but read in their brains through a chip implanted under 
their skin, but I am not so sure if that will be the case. 

What I discovered with my publishing experiments was that there is a 
subtle, very human and very nuanced relationship between the old and the 
new. People were gathering around my writing because it was accessible 
to them in the immediacy of electronic media, but they were also 
expressing a desire to “touch” those words, to “hold” them for themselves. 

I believe this is part of our spiritual instinct. The sacred is not just a 
cerebral exercise; it is not quantified as information for us; rather it has a 
tangible quality, an intimate quality and, therefore, people wanted to not 
only read the words on a screen, but have them in a form they could keep 
by the bedside, carry in the purse, hold in their hands when they were 
thinking or praying. 

Electronic media is not necessarily the death of tactile media. It may be a 
companion, a door way, a counter-balance. I am not sure, but I believe 
this relationship deserves more thoughtful attention. We must not jump to 
conclusions about the triumph of any one form of communications because 



ultimately the sources of communication, those points of both transmission 
and reception, are human spiritual synapses. The vagaries, the comfort 
needs, the romantic imagination of who we are will hold the technical in 
balance and determine how different forms both emerge and interact. 

As things continue to evolve with how my writing is passed on, I suspect 
new combinations will emerge. Very soon my meditations will come out in 
e-book format. A blog-radio format is in the works. And since my words are 
being shared in distant cultures and different religions, I know they are 
being translated into a variety of languages. 

How do I plan to keep a handle on all of that? 

The answer is: I don’t. While I am both proud and humbled by what has 
happened with my meditations, I have no sense of a need to control their 
distribution. The core Facebook community that reads and disseminates 
them has grown to over 5,000 people now and adds new members each 
day. I have been told that we are one of the largest congregations in the 
Episcopal Church. We meet each day. Every Saturday we have a time for 
prayer requests and hundreds of people participate, not only in asking for 
prayer, but in praying for others. People exchange messages with me and 
with one another. The focus for our daily devotion is passed on in other 
branches of the congregation, far out into numbers I cannot guess or 
count. 

So we are a large congregation, but not actually just an Episcopal 
congregation, or even a Christian congregation, because we are a 
community of women and men from every walk of life. There are members  
from every form of Christian tradition (Catholic, Protestant, Orthodox); 
there are Jews, Buddhists, Muslims, Jains, Hindus and Wiccans; there are 
people who follow their tribal religions; there are agnostics, seekers, 
doubters and people who tell me they are there for reasons they cannot 
explain other than it seems to keep drawing them back. We are from age 
ranges between 10 and 98. We live on every continent except Antarctica. 
We are from every political persuasion. We are ethnically diverse. We 
encompass all economic classes. 



One of the profound learnings of my experience in social media…and this 
cannot be stressed enough…is that true community is possible. In an age 
when religious conflict is endemic we are a small proof that people of all 
faiths (and of no faith) can gather in peace and harmony for a shared 
purpose, and more importantly…in fact, astoundingly…gather for a shared 
spiritual purpose. 

This is not a case of people coming together to do something pragmatic for 
the common good while leaving their spirituality at the door, as if bringing 
their religious convictions with them would automatically imply break-down 
and dissent; no, this is an example of people gathering for a clear spiritual 
focus and doing so with their own religious views intact and apparent. 

That, I believe, is something to celebrate. That is a minor miracle, 
especially in these days. 

The sheer diversity of religious opinion in our community, coupled with the 
constancy with which all of these people continue to share in the 
meditations together demonstrates a critical hope for our future. We may 
not completely understand why it is happening, but it is happening and 
that fact alone should intrigue us and urge us to continue the invitation to 
this type of world without borders. 

So let me now offer some more substance to my lecture by drawing out 
what I would characterize as “observations” based on my experience. If I 
am trying to understand what has happened over these last few years, if I 
am wanting to comprehend how social media has shaped spirituality, if I 
want to describe how a global electronic community came into being and 
continues to grow: these are some of the points to ponder. I welcome you 
all to join me in taking these home with you for further prayerful study and 
action.  

I offer them in no specific order. I will state the observation and make a 
few comments to stir your own thinking. 

 

1. The spiritual community that I just described was created in the 
electronic culture of Facebook in a way that is counter-intuitive to our 



sense of religion.  A religious community is often formed by 
identifying the parameters which circumscribe it: the borders of faith, 
the articulation of creeds, the rules and rituals that become the 
container for a culture. Once people either self-select or are recruited 
into this paradigm, they become a community. In the experience of 
our Facebook congregation, just the reverse process has taken place; 
over time people have entered in without any sense of structure; we 
have no litmus test for belonging, not even the need to believe in a 
higher power. Instead, an unspoken consensus of hospitality has 
developed. We have welcomed people to come and read the 
meditations and say nothing at all; we have members who like to 
remain anonymous (I know this because privately they tell me so); 
we have people who like to engage with others through comments; 
and we have the weekly open invitation for people to ask for prayer 
and share in prayer with no central definition of what that means. In 
effect, this community has evolved a culture of acceptance in an 
almost effortless way. On only three very rare occasions over three 
years have I ever had to excuse someone from the community for 
negative behavior. These were individuals who attempted to enter 
into the community, bringing their very judgmental religious attitudes 
with them. They lasted less than a day and were no disruption to the 
larger community at all. Therefore, one observation is that it is 
possible to create a cohesive spiritual community, living out very 
apparent spiritual values (such as compassion, pastoral care, prayer, 
and study) by simply allowing people to express themselves in their 
own way without censure or control. Somehow, the permeable 
character of the virtual culture is conducive to this kind of positive 
behavior. It does not require policing; it does not need hierarchy. It 
is an exercise in a golden rule that seems instinctive to those who are 
drawn to it. And it manifests itself across the board, meaning that 
persons of all or no religious affiliation are more than capable of 
living in spiritual relationship with others when given the chance. 
What this implies for the nature of religion in the future is both 
intriguing and positive. For one thing, it means that we may have 
more electronic “islands” of spirituality emerging online: inter-



religious, inter-national, inter-cultural communities coalescing around 
a common desire to be together in peace and shared learning. In 
essence, the simple value of shared kindness may be starting to 
appear in the connecting links between people who regularly use 
social media for spiritual reasons. 
 

2. Let’s take a moment and consider these good people in a second 
observation. We have often heard it said that “people in this digital 
age are hungry for spirituality”. I think some of us say that and 
adhere to it because we are hoping it is true and that it will bring 
these folks back to church. But I am not certain if this statement is 
completely correct. Based on my learnings from the online spiritual 
community I have been describing, I would say that people are 
wanting to share their spirituality…not necessarily just receive it. 
There is a difference.   For example, what is it exactly that draws 
people every morning to read my simple little meditations? Of course, 
part of me would like to say that it is the startling brilliance of my 
prose, but honestly I know it is something else, something that 
people express in our community over and over again: the most 
important thing about my online presence is not that it “gives” 
something to people they don’t have or know, but instead, that it 
“releases” something within them that has always been there.  Social 
media seems to have the effect of releasing the human “voice”. It 
gives permission for people, even people who say they are shy or 
introverted like me, to claim a place at the electronic table and 
express themselves. My daily meditations are a catalyst online, not a 
product. They seem to touch a generic vein of spirituality in a wide 
range of people that they recognize, affirm and embrace as their 
own.  Technology has given human beings an enhanced sense of 
capability; it allows us to believe that information is always there for 
us and that we have only to select the format to receive what we 
want; therefore, we are not so much “hungry” to get spiritual content 
since we are forever standing at a buffet of religious data, but rather, 
we are wanting to do something with that experience. We want to 
share it. We want to engage it. We want to make it a living part of 



who we are. And not just at a Sunday service. The interesting thing 
about the online congregation to which I belong is that it gathers 
daily. When theologians say that religion should be a part of daily 
life, they are describing the actual practice of the people who interact 
on my Facebook wall.  And I think what brings people back each day 
is not that they are empty vessels waiting to be filled, but full 
spiritual beings overflowing with the desire to connect with others 
who have a need for spiritual insight.  If we are sincere about 
wanting to understand a “ministry of all believers”, an egalitarian 
congregation or community where every person can feel empowered 
to participate and be who they are, then we need to observe the 
lessons of online spirituality, because that is precisely what is 
happening.  In many ways, my Facebook page is a spiritual pit stop 
for people on a daily basis, a place where they come to read my few 
words, draw energy from the recognition that these words speak to 
their own life situation, and then launch out into real world. 
Therefore, another valuable lesson for us is that social media is not 
an “escape” from reality. It is a reflection of reality, a place of contact 
for human beings who are wanting more out of reality than just 
business as usual. If these folks are hungry for anything, they are 
hungry to do more than a once a week religion may offer them. 

 

3. I think there is a corollary to this sense of engagement that people 
have online that we ought to flag as a third observation. In essence it 
is that people perceive information online to be more reliable than 
other forms of traditional communication.  Consider this as an 
example of what I mean: both the Fox network and CNN are suspect 
to different audiences for different reasons. Therefore, their 
information stream flows only to a particular community. But in this 
vacuum of objective information, people turn to online sources and 
invest them with the confidence they once reserved for people like 
Walter Cronkite.  When we see network news, we think of it as 
“filtered” news, but when we see a cell phone photo or a tweet from 
a demonstrator in Cairo or Kiev, we believe it is authentic. Social 



media embodies a similar phenomenon. Part of the egalitarian nature 
of online spirituality is that it is instantly “criticizable”. If I write 
something in my meditations that are offensive, insensitive or just 
plain wrong in people’s minds, they have an immediate recourse to 
object; they can do so instantly; they can do so without regard to 
credentials, hierarchy or institutional sanction; they can, in effect, 
stop the sermon at any point and take the floor for their own 
opinions. On my Facebook wall, people make any comments they 
wish to share. They can either affirm or reject what I have to say. 
The integrity of my message, therefore, is on the line every day. The 
fact that people seek out sources like mine, because they believe 
they are receiving an unfiltered, genuine expression of faith, is borne 
out by the positive way they respond on a regular basis. One of the 
implications of instant digital media for the future of religion is the 
same as the implications for politics: there is a levelling influence at 
work here, a shift in confidence away from official pronouncements, 
a shift in attitude away from the hierarchs and managers of 
information, and toward the electronic grapevine that offers a vision 
from eye-level, from the street, from the common citizen or common 
believer. This new paradigm is already a powerful force for rallying 
people to a cause; in the days to come it will be an equally 
authoritative medium in creating new “Reformations”, reformations 
far more sweeping than the ones we experienced in the 16th century 
because these reform movements in spirituality will emerge from the 
rapid congealing of a public opinion spread out over continents and 
under no control or coercion of the religious leadership. My few daily 
words are words of support and encouragement, but one day, in 
some distant time of need and change, other writers may rally people 
in a different way; their words will be words of a revolutionary 
nature, a call to religious reform, and that will change the face of 
global religion forever. 

4. A fourth observation is that we may doubt that digital 
evangelism…for any cause…could have the power to make such 
sweeping changes because we think of digital communication as 
being too abbreviated to be consequential. I entitled my lecture 



“OMG” to symbolize this. Digital speak is compressed speak. It is, 
quite literally, changing the way we talk, the way we think, and 
therefore, the way we are. It is popular today to describe how people 
accustomed to online communication adapt to ever more concise 
symbols of meaning. “LOL” means laugh out loud…”BTW” is by the 
way…”BRB” is be right back. We all know that now; it is part of our 
global language system. These quick, short-hand messages may 
seem trivial to us, but it is my contention that they are signaling 
something important to us, something that will shape the gospels of 
a new age. Consider this: before there were written gospels like 
Matthew, Mark, Luke and John, we believe there were collections of 
the sayings of Jesus being circulated among those who wanted to 
hear and follow his message. These were “sound-bites” of his 
sermons, pieces of his thoughts that were remembered, copied 
down, passed around. They were not long written documents. They 
were not formal theological works. In fact, they were the kinds of 
information that would fit easily into a digital format.  I think it is 
worth remembering that the original sources for religions, the words 
of the Koran, the Gospels, and the Sutras, were abbreviated thoughts 
that carried deep meanings. Therefore, the medium is the message, 
as Marshall McLuhan put it.  In effect, digital communication, even in 
its most abbreviated form, is an ideal delivery system for the basic 
building blocks of a spiritual faith. We should not imagine that the 
fingers of the future will only be tapping out short signals of no 
consequence; we need to understand that among their messages will 
be compressed religious realities for a “culture of the concise”; as 
technology morphs the mind of communication, as it trains us to both 
send and receive even our most critical thoughts in abbreviated 
symbol systems, spirituality and religion will be equally re-made in 
the image of the Word. The “Q Document” of the next generations 
will begin circulating and, by so doing, energizing the next 
incarnation of spiritual community. 

 



An emerging, global spiritual community without borders…a gathering of 
human beings highly motivated to express their beliefs and ideas…a 
system for doing so at their fingertips that they trust more than 
institutions…a new paradigm of religion written in the short-hand of 
everyday experience… 

Last year, I wrote a science fiction novel about the future of the Episcopal 
Church. It is called THE BISHOP OF MARS. 

Is what I imagine here, in my four “observations” about spirituality in the 
digital age just that, science fiction, or are there hints here of the trajectory 
we are already committed to, not by our own design, but by the crystalline 
unfolding of the technology we have set in motion? 

I will leave you to ponder that for yourselves. But I will offer my own 
closing thoughts. 

Spirituality is a message.  

It is a message we give to ourselves. It is that deeply internal, deeply 
intimate communication between what we perceive, what we feel, and 
what we believe. When we meditate, when we observe, when we are 
mindful: we are messaging ourselves in a spiritual symbol system that 
forms our individual faith. 

This is the same message we share with others when we find other human 
beings who want to hear what we have to say about what we believe. 
Spirituality is this conversation. It is this exchange. And community is the 
by-product. When we mingle our messages, compare them and collate 
them, we begin the ongoing process of creating religion. 

Finally, spirituality is a message that many of us believe we receive from 
somewhere else, from Someone else, from a source and a power far 
beyond our own intellect or comprehension. We believe we have 
experienced these messages; we believe we have heard the voice of God; 
perhaps only in snippets, in sound bites, in digital flashes of intuition in our 
brains, but we are convinced it is there and it is real. 

These three core qualities of human spirituality are what we are learning to 
communicate in the “digital age”, in this brief transition in our history that 



will soon take us to places we cannot now describe. The brave new world, 
far from being devoid of faith, will be immersed in it. The spiritual will be 
the common. The sacred will be on every screen. The holy will be carried in 
the pocket or the purse or perhaps even under the skin. 

As I have tried to suggest in this lecture, there is a process at work here, 
an ancient process, that is now appearing in a new form through digital 
communications. The same elements are at play in this process because 
they are the ways in which human beings have developed religion in the 
past. The core teachings of a faith are being shared among people who are 
drawn to coalesce around them like planets being formed by particles of 
matter, the substance of a teaching, the building blocks for new 
communities of like-minded people that are taking shape all over the world 
through the Internet. 

What is different is that these communities are being formed across many 
of the old lines of demarcation between us. Spirituality in the digital age is 
porous. It is flexible. It is highly democratic and non-institutional. That 
image of planets coming into being, of a new solar system of spirituality 
being formed around us, is a good one because it reminds us that this 
transformation is far from complete. We can only now see the outlines of 
what the future of spirituality and religion will be, but they are clear 
outlines. 

For one thing, the technology itself will continue to mutate the mind of 
believers. We will be very accustomed to living in a wide and instant 
marketplace of spiritual ideas; we will trust what we see arise from this 
free and open forum, not just what institutional structures tell us; we will 
be used to adapting messages to our own needs, criticizing what we don’t 
like, accepting what we want, even if in so doing we are creating an 
amalgam of ideas, a hybrid spirituality of many parts and pieces. It may 
even be likely that this formative process will one day lead to a global re-
defining of religion: a “Digital Reformation” that will articulate a post-post-
modern vision of what religion is for a great many people around the 
world. 



My own small experience on Facebook is only a fraction of this reality. It is 
a sample, a bit of bone from which we can extract the DNA of the digital 
age to infer what the whole may look like. I do not think my experience is 
in any sense definitive, but it is descriptive. It is what H.G.Wells might have 
called, “The Shape Of Things To Come.” 

And what about “church”? What does this mean for those of us raised in 
and committed to the spiritual communities we call church? 

Again, I don’t know, none of us know, not yet, but I am betting on the 
process, on what we have seen occur in all of the past generations and all 
of the past technologies that brought human beings together in religious 
community. I am believing that these same forces will be at work in ways 
that follow a pattern familiar to our spiritual history: 

First, that the seeds of a faith, the small sound-bites of a religious impulse 
will spread out for people to grasp, one-by-one, individually, just as people 
came to my Facebook page one at a time. 

Then, from these “plantings” of new spiritual visions, more and more 
people will seek one another out; they will self-structure a community, a 
“tent of meeting” called the Internet where they will develop their identity 
and design their meaning. 

Finally, I think this process will not stop in virtual space any more than our 
solar system remained a flying pinwheel of dust. It will take a more 
concrete form. Over time, the online spirituality will produce just what my 
little Facebook page produced; what began as sayings online became 
words in print; it happened because, in the end, people wanted it to 
happen; they wanted to make the virtual the tangible; they wanted to 
engage that creative process. 

Therefore, the digital spirituality of tomorrow may be the essence of the 
formation of a new sense of “church” for tomorrow. As local people 
discover one another, not only online, but nearby, in proximity, in the same 
geography, they will be drawn to put a face to what they have seen and 
heard. They will want to “touch” the ideas they have shared and, 
therefore, they will begin to create physical communities from the ether of 



online ideas. In a few more generations, the church may be social 
gatherings of local online “friends”, like my Facebook friends, who have 
reached critical mass, been inspired by their own visions of spirituality, and 
taken the step out of the water of the electronic ocean onto the dry land of 
a physical embodiment of the next evolution of religion in human history. 

And in the end, the source for all of that spirituality…that strange and 
mysterious impulse that has been with us since we once sat by 
firelight…will laugh and dance before us, winding its way around our 
human invention, always just beyond our reach, always beckoning us on to 
new discoveries and new ways to share our story…a vision of the next 
horizon…an impulse to belong…a longing for the Other that changes to 
adapt to any and every age…precisely because it never changes. 

Thank you. 

  

 

 


