
Foreword for Paradoxy  

Here’s what I know: again this year, literally tons of new books will be published – shelves, 

libraries, trucks, dumpsters full – and most among them won’t carry a fraction of the substance 

this book holds. A bunch of them will become big sellers too, even though they don’t hold a 

candle – in terms of content or readability – to this one. There are many reasons for this paradox, 

including this: too many people want simple, easy, quick, and formulaic answers to the problems 

they face, and those books deliver what the customer wants – at least they deliver information 

that is simple, easy, quick, and formulaic.  

But those readers will eventually discover that formulaic answers don’t serve. They don’t match 

the complexities and unpredictabilities of the real world like this book does. That’s why I know 

you’re in for something better with this book.  

Ken Howard does what good leaders do in times of change and challenge. First, he describes 

where we are. Then he tells the story of how we got here. Then he gives us a vision of where to 

go from here.  

In describing where we are and recounting how we got here, Ken strikes a beautiful and difficult 

balance: he simplifies without oversimplifying complex historical and philosophical 

developments. His approach provides a good onramp if you don’t have a lot of historical, 

theological, or philosophical background, and yet it won’t insult your intelligence if you’re more 

knowledgeable in these matters.  

The vision Ken proposes isn’t a step by step plan. It can’t be, because we live in vastly different 

settings and face different opportunities and different obstacles. Instead Ken offers an intriguing 

vision, evoking a twist on Robert Frost’s famous poem. Where Frost pictures two leaf-strewn 

pathways diverging in the yellow wood, one of which is “less traveled by,” Ken sees two wide 

and well-traveled roads, but between them, a barely visible path. That’s the one he invites us not 

only to explore, but to widen by our walking it so that others may follow.  

Along the way, he provides apt and intriguing quotes, like roadside rest stops with interesting 

historical markers, to remind us that though we may feel like pioneers moving into uncharted 

territory, we are part of a long tradition of pioneers who blazed trails of their own in the past, 

making possible the future we know as the present. Seen in that light, suddenly it matters very 

much whether we seek to preserve the church in its current state, abandon it altogether, or help it 

become a creative agent for a better future – the world that will be the present for our great-

grandchildren.  

Key to that creative work is not simply good ideas, but true faith, hope, and love, rooted in the 

living God in whom we trust, whom we love, and by whom we seek to be empowered. And it’s 

at that point of connection with God – not just in theory, but in experience and practice – that 



Ken’s proposal – what he calls Incarnational Orthodoxy or Paradoxy – offers a vision that 

transcends old polarities between liberal and conservative.  

As a person from a very conservative background, I know that what conservatives cherish 

beneath their arguments and divisions is the experience of God, the nearness of God. It’s their 

pearl of great price, and in defending a lot of other things, I believe this is what they really are 

seeking to defend. And as a person who has grown first to accept, then begrudgingly to respect, 

and eventually to love liberals, I also believe the same is true for liberals. On both sides a lot of 

other issues get mixed in, but in appealing to this core treasure, this core desire – and not only in 

appealing to it, but more, in embodying it – Ken offers a way forward that I believe has the only 

real hope.  

It’s no accident that Ken “gets” this way forward and embodies it, because it flows from his own 

biography, spanning Jewish and Christian, conservative and liberal, Pentecostal and liturgical, 

academic and pastoral. And beyond that, as you’ll learn in these pages, Ken also knows this way 

forward because he has seen a church polarize and divide, and then saw another church take 

shape beyond schismatic polarity.  

For Episcopalians and for all mainliners, this book holds great value, and for Evangelicals and 

charismatics, I believe the same is true. It can help us discover an identity where those terms 

become less like epithets applied to enemies and more like family names applied to neighbors.  

May that better day come!  

Brian McLaren 
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