
Asleep in the Light  Wake Up About Spiritual Passivity 

Questions for your group: 

1) 1 Chronicles 12:32 (NIV) …from Issachar, men who understood the times and knew what Israel should 
do—200 chiefs, with all their relatives under their command; 

a. What is necessary to develop wisdom to know what direction we need to head with our families, friends 
and our own lives? To be men and women of Issachar? Be specific.  

b. After answering 1a, then list the obstacles and how do we move them out of the way? Everyone says 
they’re sooooooo busy, me too! But eternity is at stake for our friends, family and the next generation. 
What are the big cuts we need to make in our lives to free up space to learn more about God and then 
share our faith with confidence? To disciple the next gen successfully? i.e. less ESPN(JB!), social media, TV? 
 

2) Jim mentioned that on a scale of  1 to 10, many of those needing Christ in the 60s were at an 8. They had a 
sense of right and wrong, a foundational understanding of the Judeo/Christian tenets, they respected the 
church and its leaders, there was an acceptance of the deity of Jesus, many had at least a nominal church 
background, and there was a belief that truth existed and the Bible was true. 
Events such as door-to-door evangelism, bus ministry, church revivals and Sunday School would give these 
folks the bump to move them from an 8 to a 10 (a saving faith in Christ). Evangelism was much easier 
compared to today.  
In our culture today, especially with Gen Z’s and Millennials, many have not received the truths they so 
desperately need, they haven’t been taught to a depth where they understand their faith and can defend 
it, many feel the Bible contains errors, and many are not aware of foundational Judeo/Christian tenets. 
Due to church scandals and Christians leading hypocritical lives, they often have a negative view of the 
church and Christians. James Emery White says bringing people to the Lord has moved from an event in 
the 60s to a process and an event in our current culture. We literally have to start sharing are faith with 
the understanding they know very little about God, the church, Jesus, absolute truth, etc.  
How does this new norm shape are evangelism efforts? In an era where Christians are getting discouraged 
due to little fruit from faith sharing, how can this information be encouraging?  
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No Relationship w/ Christ                                                                                     Saving Faith in Christ 

 

3) Jim used the phrase regarding discipling the next generation, “Intentional with a sense of urgency”. What’s 
this look like as we go about our everyday lives. Mainly focus on Monday through Saturday…the harder 
days. For help, check out Deuteronomy 6:4-8. 
 

4) See the attached, adapted section from James Emery White’s excellent book, Meet Gen Z. Regarding the 
“squishy center”, what are the ramifications on raising up the next generation? Gen Z’s are reeling from 
secularization, privatization and pluralism. Does everyone in the group understand these 3 processes? If 
not, take the time to discuss them.  

 



The Squishy Center  

When it comes to driving forces in relation to such things as the rise of the nones, most would say it’s happening 
because we now live in a post-Christian world. The thinking is that processes such as secularization, privatization, and 
pluralization have taken their inevitable toll.  

That is true. And it is critical we understand all three processes.  

Secularization is the process by which something becomes secular. It is the cultural current making things secular. Famed 
sociologist Peter Berger defined secularization as the process by which “sectors of society and culture are removed from 
the domination of religious institutions and symbols.”  This simply means that the church is losing its influence as a 
shaper of life and thought in the wider social order, and Christianity is losing its place as the dominant worldview.  

Privatization is the process by which a chasm is created between the public and the private spheres of life, and spiritual 
things are increasingly placed within the private arena.  So when it comes to things such as business, politics, or even 
marriage and the home, personal faith is bracketed off.  

Pluralization is the process by which individuals are confronted with a staggering number of ideologies and faith options 
competing for their attention.  The number of options for the private sphere to consider multiplies explosively, but 
particularly at the level of worldview and faith.  Peter Berger speaks of the traditional role of religion as a “sacred 
canopy” covering the contemporary culture. Religion, at least in terms of the idea of there being a God that life and 
thought have to consider, once blanketed all of society and culture. Today that canopy is gone, replaced instead by 
millions of small tents under which we can choose to dwell.   

Think about the effect of these cultural currents. Secularization means there is less of a supportive context for faith. 
Privatization has made all things related to faith a private affair, like having a favorite color or food. But most 
devastating of all has been pluralization. Not only are there multiple faiths and worldviews contending for our attention, 
but there is also the idea that they are all equally valid, equally true.  

Yet the real power of these forces is their effect on what I call the “squishy center.”  

Secularists 25%                                                50% Squishy Center                                                         25% Believers 

I_________________________________________________________________________________________I 

Let’s set up a couple of extremes. In figure 1.6 I’ve set on one end the hard-core secularists and estimated them at 25 
percent of the country. That might be generous, but it makes for easy math to demonstrate the cultural dynamic at play.  

On the other end (see fig. 1.7) are the true believers. These are individuals who have come to faith in Christ, and he 
operates as their Forgiver and Leader, emphasis on the “Leader” part. These people are not Christian in name only but 
have had the deepest needs of their lives intersected by Christ, and their relationship with him is changing them to 
reflect him more with each passing year. Let’s make them 25 percent too, which also might be generous.  

These two poles are not without warrant. The latest findings from Pew’s American Religious Landscape Study found that 
not only are the nones growing more secular, but the truly religious are also growing more devout.  

In between these two poles, we have 50 percent of the country. This is the squishy center (see fig. 1.8). And it is squishy 
because those in its midst tend to be soft and pliable in terms of being shaped. Their individual beliefs have little 
definition, and even less conviction. If they consider themselves Christian, it is with a small c. Those in the center do not 
have the solidity of the secularist or the believer. As a result, those in the center tend to move toward whatever is 
culturally most influencing. However the culture tends to mold, shape, and pressure is how they are molded, shaped, 
and pressured.  

In the past, the forces within culture tended to move the center toward the believers’ side of things. This meant that 
those hovering in the squishy center, if asked, would have said they were a Christian. That was the cultural thing to say. 



And they probably would have gone to church—at least on special days. There was cultural pressure on them if they 
didn’t.  

But culture has changed. It’s not moving people that way anymore. It’s not shaping people that way anymore. Now 
virtually everything in culture is moving the squishy center to the secularists’ side. Today, if asked about their religion, 
people in the center say they’re nothing, because that’s the cultural thing to say. And they don’t go to church, because 
that’s also the cultural thing not to do. This is what I mean by the squishy center and the way culture dictates to it.  

Even modern representations of bygone eras when culture moved the squishy center to the Christian side of things 
airbrush such realities away. For example, look at the enormously popular BBC show Downton Abbey. When asked why 
the series failed to show Christianity as a central part of the characters’ lives (which would have been the norm for 
aristocracy in the early part of the twentieth century), the show’s historical consultant gave a blunt answer. The 
executives in charge of the series ordered producers to “leave religion out of it” for fear of alienating an increasingly 
atheistic public. As a result, the Crawley family is never shown in the process of sitting down at the table for dinner; 
instead, the action begins partway through the meal—all to avoid having to show the characters saying grace, which 
they very much would have done.  

Few cultural observers within the Christian community deny this dynamic in regard to culture and the squishy center. 
However, there are varied responses. The most prevalent is to use it to try to calm everyone down in regard to the rise 
of the nones and other troubling headlines. After all, the thinking goes, we’re just losing the “nominals.” And a little 
sloughing off of the uncommitted fringe, it is maintained, can be a good thing. And further, they would add, it’s not like 
we “lost” someone who was truly “found.” So the idea being promoted is, “Don’t worry; it’s not a big deal.”  

I take a different view. I would argue that it is a very big deal. The nominal population, no matter how it was shaped 
historically, has always been America’s mission field. It’s who Wesley and Whitefield, Moody and Graham won to Christ. 
The squishy center has always been the prime evangelistic target. Its inhabitants were the ones most open, the ones 
who represented the fields white unto harvest.  

We must realize, as the old saying goes, that “facts are our friends,” meaning that reality, no matter how much it bites, 
is always worth biting into. The important news of late is that reaching the nominals has become a much tougher task. 
So rather than heave a huge sigh of relief that evangelical faith may not be losing any ground in terms of percentage 
points, we must recognize that all this means is that we are, for now, holding our own.  

But “holding our own” isn’t exactly the mission.  

Perhaps even more alarming is that as the squishy center moves increasingly toward the secular side of things, swelling 
the ranks of the nones, the bridge those very nominals once offered between the two sides of believers and secularists 
is fast disappearing. As Ed Stetzer has rightly observed, “In the past, those of nominal faith were a bridge between the 
Christian community and the irreligious community. As the cultural cost of being a Christian increases, people who were 
once Christian in name only likely have started to identify as nones, disintegrating the ‘ideological bridge’ between 
unbelievers and believers.”  

But this is about more than losing an ideological bridge. We are also losing a relational bridge—one we can walk across 
to reach the largest generation in American history. [White is referring here to GenZ’s!] 

Adapted from White, James Emery. Meet Generation Z: Understanding and Reaching the New Post-Christian World 
(pp. 28-32). Baker Publishing Group. Kindle Edition.  Above it says see fig. 6, 7  and 8. I condensed to just one graphic 
to save space.  

 


