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KINGDOM SUSTAINABILITY:  

FAITH-BASED GOVERNANCE FOR A DIGITAL FUTURE  

 

Abstract 

This essay argues that the idea of sustainability cannot be fully 

understood within a merely technical, economic, or regulatory frame. In 

an age marked by digital acceleration, ecological strain, institutional 

distrust, and widening inequalities, sustainability has become a central 

concern for governments, businesses, schools, churches, and civil society. 

Contemporary global discourse increasingly connects development with 

the well-being of people and the protection of the planet, as reflected in 

the Brundtland tradition, the United Nations 2030 Agenda, and major 

international discussions on digital transformation. At the same time, 

official international frameworks now acknowledge that the digital future 

requires governance practices that are trustworthy, human-centered, 

transparent, and accountable. The OECD’s recent digital outlook 

highlights both the rapid growth of digital sectors and the need for 

governance that fosters trust. UNESCO’s global recommendation on the 

ethics of artificial intelligence places human dignity, transparency, 

fairness, and human oversight at the center of AI governance, while NIST 

emphasizes trustworthiness and risk management for AI systems. 

UNCTAD likewise warns that digitalization can widen exclusion and 

intensify environmental burdens if left ungoverned. (OECD) 

https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/oecd-digital-economy-outlook-2024-volume-1_a1689dc5-en.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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From a Christian perspective, these concerns are important but still 

incomplete unless they are located within the horizon of the Kingdom of 

God. This essay therefore proposes the concept of “kingdom 

sustainability,” understood as a form of faith-based governance rooted 

in divine sovereignty, human dignity, truth, justice, stewardship, 

accountability, and hope. Kingdom sustainability does not reject 

technology, markets, or institutional systems. Rather, it seeks to order 

them under the reign of God so that digital transformation serves human 

flourishing, social trust, ecological care, and moral responsibility rather 

than domination, manipulation, or idolatry. The essay develops this 

argument in five movements. First, it interprets sustainability through a 

biblical theology of creation, covenant, and kingdom. Second, it argues 

that governance is a moral and spiritual vocation rather than merely a 

managerial function. Third, it explores the digital future as both 

opportunity and test, requiring wisdom in the governance of data, 

algorithms, platforms, and institutions. Fourth, it outlines the core pillars 

of faith-based governance for a digital age: truthfulness, justice, 

stewardship, dignity, participation, restraint, and accountability. Fifth, it 

applies the framework to business, public leadership, education, and 

church life, showing that kingdom sustainability requires not only 

innovation, but also moral formation and institutional repentance. The 

conclusion contends that the Christian contribution to a digital future is 

not nostalgic resistance, nor naïve optimism, but a disciplined form of 

hopeful responsibility under God. 
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Kingdom sustainability; faith-based governance; digital future; Christian 
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Kingdom Sustainability: Faith-Based Governance for a 

Digital Future 

 

1. Introduction 

The twenty-first century has made sustainability a universal concern. 

What was once often treated as a specialized topic for environmentalists, 

development agencies, or corporate reporting teams has now become a 

defining question for the future of civilization. Societies are being forced 

to ask whether economic growth can be sustained without ecological 

collapse, whether digital innovation can proceed without social 

fragmentation, whether institutions can maintain legitimacy amid rising 

distrust, and whether human beings can retain moral depth in systems 

increasingly shaped by automation, data extraction, and algorithmic 

power. The Brundtland framework helped establish sustainable 

development as the effort to meet present needs without compromising 

the ability of future generations to meet theirs, while the United Nations 

2030 Agenda describes itself as a plan of action for people, planet, and 

prosperity. These formulations made clear that sustainability is not 

merely about conservation; it is about the long-term viability of human 

life in just relationship with the earth and with one another. (UN 

Documents) 

At the same time, the digital future has become inseparable from the 

sustainability conversation. The OECD reports that the ICT sector across 

OECD countries grew about three times faster than the total economy 

over the past decade, and its latest digital outlook emphasizes that rapid 

technological change brings both opportunity and risk. The World Bank 

similarly frames the digital economy as a driver of innovation, jobs, trade, 

and global prosperity. Yet this same digital transformation raises difficult 

questions of governance: who controls data, how power is distributed 

through platforms, who benefits from automation, who is excluded from 

https://www.un-documents.net/our-common-future.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.un-documents.net/our-common-future.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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digital access, and how trust can be preserved in an age of 

misinformation, opacity, and machine-mediated decisions. (OECD) 

Christian thought cannot remain silent before these developments. Yet 

the Christian response must be more than a set of moral cautions 

attached after the fact to technological or economic systems designed 

on other assumptions. The Bible offers a larger vision. It begins not with 

scarcity, competition, or technological inevitability, but with creation 

under God, humanity made in the image of God, and a vocation to 

cultivate and keep the earth. It culminates not in escape from history, but 

in the reconciliation and renewal of creation under the reign of God. 

Between Genesis and Revelation lies a long story of covenant, law, 

prophecy, wisdom, incarnation, discipleship, justice, judgment, and hope. 

Sustainability, from this perspective, is not merely a technical balancing 

act. It is a theological and moral question about how life is ordered 

under God. 

This is why the phrase kingdom sustainability is useful. It names a form 

of sustainability grounded not merely in compliance, efficiency, or 

reputation, but in the reality of God’s kingdom. In the biblical sense, the 

kingdom of God is not simply a private spiritual feeling or a future 

heavenly domain. It is the reign of God breaking into history, ordering 

life toward righteousness, justice, mercy, truth, peace, and faithful 

stewardship. Jesus announces, “Seek first the kingdom of God and his 

righteousness” (Matt. 6:33). That command is profoundly relevant for 

governance. It means that institutions, technologies, markets, and public 

systems should not be governed first by fear, profit, or control, but by 

what accords with God’s righteousness. 

A narrative example may clarify the issue. Imagine a city government 

implementing AI-assisted public services. The technical team is 

enthusiastic: response times improve, resource allocation is optimized, 

and costs decline. Yet residents begin to notice that certain 

https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/oecd-digital-economy-outlook-2024-volume-1_a1689dc5-en.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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neighborhoods receive less favorable outcomes, that decision pathways 

are opaque, and that complaints are difficult to resolve because “the 

system” made the recommendation. A secular governance model may 

ask whether the tool is legally defensible and cost-effective. A kingdom 

sustainability model asks more. Does it honor the dignity of persons? 

Does it protect the poor from hidden disadvantage? Does it remain 

accountable? Is truth being obscured behind technical complexity? Is 

efficiency displacing justice? These questions show that sustainability in 

the digital age is inseparable from governance, and governance is 

inseparable from moral vision. 

This essay therefore advances a central claim: a digital future worthy of 

human beings requires faith-based governance shaped by the values of 

the kingdom of God. Such governance is not sectarian domination. It is 

not the imposition of religious slogans on public life. Rather, it is the 

disciplined application of biblical moral imagination to leadership, 

institutions, and digital systems. It calls decision-makers to govern as 

stewards rather than owners, to value persons above mere metrics, to 

care for creation as God’s world, to tell the truth, to accept limits, and to 

act in hope under divine sovereignty. 

2. Sustainability Beyond Management Language 

Modern sustainability discourse has achieved something important: it 

has widened the frame of responsibility. Corporate and policy 

discussions now routinely acknowledge that economic performance 

cannot be considered in isolation from social and environmental effects. 

John Elkington’s well-known “triple bottom line” idea helped expose the 

inadequacy of measuring success only in financial terms, though he later 

argued that the concept had too often been domesticated into a 

reporting device rather than used as a catalyst for deep transformation. 

That critique remains highly relevant. Institutions frequently adopt the 
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language of sustainability without reordering the underlying 

assumptions that drive their decisions. (Harvard Business Review) 

This problem is not merely managerial; it is spiritual. A business may 

publish an excellent ESG report and still be governed by greed. A 

university may promote social impact while functioning as a prestige 

market. A church may speak of stewardship while imitating the logic of 

platform culture and numerical vanity. The issue is therefore not only 

whether new categories are added to annual reports, but whether the 

institution’s ultimate loyalties are reordered. Christian theology is able to 

name this with unusual clarity because it understands that disorder in 

institutions often arises from disorder in worship. Jesus’ warning that one 

cannot serve both God and Mammon is not a narrow comment about 

money; it is a diagnosis of divided lordship. Where Mammon rules, 

people become instruments, truth becomes negotiable, and the earth 

becomes inventory. 

Kingdom sustainability, by contrast, begins with a different ontology. The 

world belongs to God. “The earth is the Lord’s and all that is in it” (Ps. 

24:1). Human beings are not autonomous owners moving through 

neutral systems; they are creatures and stewards. This changes the moral 

grammar of sustainability. Instead of asking, “How can we preserve the 

system that maximizes our advantage?” the kingdom question becomes, 

“How shall we order life faithfully in a world that belongs to God?” The 

first question is managerial. The second is covenantal. 

This covenantal perspective also rescues sustainability from becoming 

merely defensive. Much contemporary talk about sustainability is driven 

by fear: fear of climate damage, fear of regulatory penalty, fear of 

reputational loss, fear of technological disruption, fear of social 

instability. These fears are understandable, but fear alone cannot sustain 

wise governance. Scripture repeatedly shows that fear produces 

distortions. It leads Israel to idolatry, kings to injustice, disciples to 

https://hbr.org/2018/06/25-years-ago-i-coined-the-phrase-triple-bottom-line-heres-why-im-giving-up-on-it?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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silence, and communities to self-protective compromises. The kingdom 

of God calls leaders beyond both panic and denial. It invites them into 

wise, courageous, accountable stewardship. 

In that sense, sustainability is not simply about preserving systems; it is 

about preserving the conditions of faithful life. It concerns whether 

human communities can remain truthful, just, humane, and worshipful in 

the midst of change. A digital future may be economically impressive yet 

spiritually devastating if it habituates societies to surveillance, 

manipulation, constant distraction, and the erosion of accountability. 

Likewise, a green transition may be environmentally significant yet 

socially unjust if it burdens the poor disproportionately. Christian 

thought insists that sustainability must be judged not only by endurance, 

but by righteousness. 

3. The Kingdom of God as the Horizon of Governance 

The kingdom of God is the central theological horizon for any Christian 

account of governance. In the Gospels, Jesus does not present the 

kingdom as an abstract ideal. He proclaims it as the active reign of God 

entering history, calling people to repentance, trust, and reordered life. 

The kingdom heals, judges, restores, exposes false power, lifts the 

humble, and confronts idolatry. To pray “Your kingdom come, your will 

be done, on earth as it is in heaven” (Matt. 6:10) is to pray for the 

transformation of earthly realities, including how power is exercised. 

Governance, therefore, is never morally neutral. In biblical terms, rulers, 

judges, elders, shepherds, stewards, and household managers are judged 

by how they use entrusted authority. Psalm 72 presents a king whose 

legitimacy is shown by defending the poor, delivering the needy, and 

crushing the oppressor. Isaiah condemns leaders who make unjust 

decrees. Ezekiel rebukes shepherds who feed themselves rather than the 

flock. The New Testament continues this pattern by portraying leadership 

as service rather than domination. Jesus teaches that the rulers of the 
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Gentiles “lord it over” others, but “it will not be so among you” (Matt. 

20:25–26). Greatness is redefined as servanthood. 

This has direct implications for contemporary governance. Whether the 

arena is government, business, education, healthcare, or digital 

infrastructure, the core biblical question remains: does authority serve 

the flourishing of those entrusted to it, or does it instrumentalize them? 

Kingdom governance is not weak administration. On the contrary, it is 

morally disciplined administration. It requires truthfulness, judgment, 

courage, accountability, and care for the vulnerable. What distinguishes 

it is the purpose of power. Power is not for self-exaltation, nor for the 

insulation of elites, but for stewardship under God. 

A striking biblical theme here is entrusted responsibility. Joseph 

manages Egypt’s food system with foresight during years of abundance 

and famine. Daniel serves in imperial contexts without surrendering 

loyalty to God. Nehemiah rebuilds civic life through administration, 

prayer, and public responsibility. The parables of Jesus also assume 

stewardship logic: servants, tenants, and managers are answerable for 

what they do with what they receive. Governance is therefore vocational. 

It is a response to trust, not a license for extraction. 

In a digital future, this entrusted logic becomes even more important. 

When organizations hold large volumes of personal data, design systems 

that shape public behavior, or deploy AI tools that affect access to work, 

healthcare, education, or civic participation, they are exercising a form of 

delegated power. Faith-based governance asks them to recognize this 

morally. They are not merely “running systems”; they are governing lives. 

Kingdom sustainability refuses to let such authority hide behind 

technical language. 

There is also an eschatological dimension. Christians govern within the 

“already and not yet” of God’s kingdom. This means two things. First, 

perfect justice will not be achieved by human systems alone; there is no 
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room for technological messianism or political idolatry. Second, because 

God’s kingdom has already broken into history in Christ, human action 

matters profoundly. Faith-based governance is not passive resignation. It 

is active obedience within hope. It does not expect heaven from code, 

but it also refuses to surrender public life to cynicism. 

4. Creation, Stewardship, and the Moral Ecology of Institutions 

Any account of kingdom sustainability must begin with creation. Genesis 

1 presents a world called into being by God and declared good. The 

goodness of creation precedes its instrumental usefulness. The earth is 

not valuable merely because it can be exploited, traded, digitized, or 

optimized; it is valuable because it is God’s handiwork. Human beings 

are then made in the image of God and given a vocation to exercise 

dominion. But biblical dominion is not predatory domination. Genesis 

2:15 speaks of humanity being placed in the garden to “till it and keep 

it.” Cultivation and care belong together. 

This creation theology gives Christian governance its ecological depth. 

Institutions do not operate in abstraction. They consume land, energy, 

attention, labor, water, minerals, and time. They shape built 

environments and social habits. The digital future, though often 

imagined as immaterial, is deeply material. UNCTAD’s Digital Economy 

Report 2024 stresses that digital technology and infrastructure depend 

heavily on raw materials, while growing device production, disposal, and 

rising water and energy demand are increasing environmental pressures. 

It also warns that unregulated digitalization can leave people behind 

while aggravating climate and environmental challenges. (UN Trade and 

Development (UNCTAD)) 

This matters theologically because it exposes the illusion that digital 

growth is automatically clean, weightless, or morally progressive. A 

platform may appear frictionless to the user while depending on 

extractive supply chains, energy-intensive data centers, precarious labor, 

https://unctad.org/publication/digital-economy-report-2024?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://unctad.org/publication/digital-economy-report-2024?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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and the silent disposal of e-waste. Kingdom sustainability insists that 

such hidden materiality be brought into moral view. The Christian 

steward cannot be satisfied by sleek interfaces if the underlying system 

degrades creation and exploits unseen workers. 

The biblical tradition also teaches the significance of limit. Sabbath is one 

of Scripture’s most countercultural institutions because it rejects endless 

productivity as a sign of blessing. The Sabbath command protects not 

only the privileged but servants, strangers, and even animals. Leviticus 

extends this logic to the land itself. In a world addicted to perpetual 

scaling and twenty-four-hour connectivity, Sabbath is a profound act of 

governance. It says that human beings are creatures, not machines; that 

the earth is not an endlessly disposable substrate; and that rest is not 

inefficiency but obedience. 

Institutions need this wisdom. A company can boast about innovation 

while exhausting employees. A school can celebrate digital 

modernization while overwhelming students with constant platform 

dependence. A church can expand online visibility while quietly 

dissolving contemplative depth, embodied fellowship, and pastoral 

attentiveness. Kingdom sustainability therefore asks not only whether 

systems are productive, but whether they remain humane, rhythmic, and 

capable of honoring created limits. 

Pope Francis’ Laudato Si’ has been influential precisely because it 

reconnects environmental concern with spiritual and moral vision, 

describing the earth as a common home and calling for an integral 

ecology that links environmental degradation, social injustice, and 

spiritual disorientation. That insight is compatible with a broad biblical 

reading: the problem is not merely damaged ecosystems, but damaged 

moral relationships with God, neighbor, and creation. (Vatican) 

A narrative illustration may help. Imagine a Christian university that 

adopts a “smart campus” agenda. Sensors optimize energy use, AI 

https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/en/encyclicals/documents/papa-francesco_20150524_enciclica-laudato-si.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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systems streamline student services, and analytics improve retention. 

These are real gains. But if the same university ignores electronic waste, 

outsources invisible digital labor under unfair conditions, increases 

student anxiety through permanent monitoring, and treats nature on 

campus as an aesthetic backdrop rather than a living environment, then 

it is not practicing kingdom sustainability. True stewardship would ask a 

deeper set of questions: What kind of community are we forming? What 

hidden costs does our digital convenience impose? Are we learning to 

inhabit creation gratefully and responsibly? 

5. The Digital Future as Opportunity and Test 

The digital future is not simply a threat. It has genuine possibilities for 

human flourishing. The World Bank describes digital economy 

development as a source of innovation, job creation, digital trade, and 

broader prosperity. OECD reports show the remarkable dynamism of the 

ICT sector and emphasize that digital transformation can drive 

innovation across the economy. In many societies, digital tools have 

expanded access to education, financial inclusion, health information, 

public services, and market participation. They have made possible new 

forms of creativity, entrepreneurship, and coordination. (OECD) 

A Christian view should acknowledge these goods. Scripture is not 

hostile to tools, administration, communication, craftsmanship, or wise 

coordination. Human beings are culture-makers as well as culture-critics. 

Technology can support healing, learning, transparency, and inclusion. A 

church can use digital media to reach the isolated. A local farmer can 

access wider markets. A school can lower barriers for remote learners. A 

government can improve service delivery through digital systems. To 

reject such possibilities categorically would be another form of unfaithful 

stewardship. 

But the digital future is also a test. It intensifies old moral questions by 

amplifying power. OECD’s current digital governance discussions 

https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/oecd-digital-economy-outlook-2024-volume-1_a1689dc5-en.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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emphasize the need to foster trust in the digital age, while public 

governance work highlights pressure on democracies from 

misinformation, polarization, and declining trust in institutions. 

UNESCO’s Recommendation on the Ethics of Artificial Intelligence places 

human dignity, fairness, transparency, accountability, and human 

oversight at the center of responsible AI. NIST’s AI Risk Management 

Framework similarly stresses that AI poses risks to individuals, 

organizations, and society, and that managing those risks is essential for 

trustworthiness. (OECD) 

These secular and intergovernmental frameworks are important because 

they show that even non-theological institutions increasingly recognize 

that digital systems are not neutral tools. They shape social life. They 

influence opportunity, knowledge, belonging, labor, and power. Christian 

ethics can deepen this recognition by asking not only whether systems 

are safe and compliant, but whether they are truthful, just, humane, and 

ordered toward love of neighbor. 

One of the great dangers of the digital age is that efficiency begins to 

displace moral judgment. If a model predicts accurately, a platform 

scales rapidly, or a dashboard optimizes performance, decision-makers 

may assume that justification has already been achieved. Yet Scripture 

never allows effectiveness to stand alone as a moral category. Pharaoh’s 

grain regime was effective, but domination still mattered. Babel was 

technologically ambitious, but its spiritual direction was disordered. 

Judas managed money, but proximity to resources did not guarantee 

fidelity. In biblical thought, the crucial issue is never simply what works, 

but what is faithful. 

Another danger is opacity. Digital systems often distribute responsibility 

in ways that make it difficult to know who is answerable. Decisions are 

attributed to “the algorithm,” “the model,” “the platform,” or “the 

system.” Kingdom sustainability rejects this diffusion of moral agency. 

https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/oecd-digital-economy-outlook-2024-volume-2_3adf705b-en.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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Human beings remain accountable for the tools they design, purchase, 

deploy, or tolerate. An organization cannot absolve itself by claiming 

technical complexity. The steward remains answerable. 

The digital future also tests our understanding of the human person. If 

education becomes infinitely scalable, do students remain apprentices in 

wisdom or merely users in a content pipeline? If healthcare becomes 

increasingly data-driven, do patients remain persons or become risk 

profiles? If work becomes highly automated, are workers treated as 

bearers of dignity or as friction in a production chain? Faith-based 

governance insists that the human person must not be reduced to data, 

labor input, or predicted behavior. The image of God remains the non-

negotiable center. 

6. The Pillars of Faith-Based Governance for a Digital Age 

Kingdom sustainability requires a coherent governance ethic. Such an 

ethic can be summarized in seven interrelated pillars. 

6.1 Truthfulness 

The digital age has made the governance of truth one of the most 

urgent public questions. Misleading interfaces, manipulated media, 

coordinated misinformation, opaque recommender systems, and 

exaggerated claims about AI capabilities all erode trust. OECD public 

governance work identifies mis- and disinformation as a major pressure 

on democracies, while UNESCO’s AI ethics framework centers 

transparency and accountability. (OECD) 

Biblically, truth is not optional ornamentation. God is truthful, Christ is 

“the way, and the truth, and the life” (John 14:6), and false witness is a 

direct violation of covenant life. Ephesians 4:25 commands communities 

to put away falsehood and speak truth. In governance, this means clarity 

about data use, honest communication about technological limits, 

refusal of manipulative design, and institutional courage to disclose 

https://www.oecd.org/en/topics/digital-government.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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failures. A faith-based organization that hides behind polished 

messaging while quietly tolerating deception has abandoned kingdom 

sustainability at its core. 

6.2 Justice 

Justice is the social heart of kingdom governance. Scripture’s concern for 

widows, strangers, laborers, and the poor makes clear that institutions 

are judged by how they treat the vulnerable. In digital settings, justice 

concerns access, bias, distributional effects, labor conditions, surveillance 

burdens, and whether certain communities are systematically 

disadvantaged. UNESCO explicitly grounds AI ethics in human rights and 

dignity, while NIST’s framework emphasizes impacts on people, 

organizations, and society. (UNESCO) 

Justice in kingdom sustainability requires more than equal rhetoric. It 

requires examining who bears risk, who receives benefit, who is unheard, 

and whose dignity is discounted because of poverty, disability, 

geography, or low digital literacy. A “smart” system that is inaccessible to 

the elderly or opaque to the poor is not just. A digital labor system that 

produces convenience for consumers by making invisible workers 

disposable is not just. The kingdom lens insists on moral asymmetry in 

favor of the vulnerable. 

6.3 Stewardship 

Stewardship means responsible care for what belongs ultimately to God. 

In a digital future, this includes data, platforms, institutional power, 

environmental resources, and human attention. UNCTAD’s warning 

about the environmental footprint of digitalization shows that 

stewardship can no longer be limited to local physical assets; it must 

include supply chains, device lifecycles, energy usage, and e-waste. (UN 

Trade and Development (UNCTAD)) 

https://www.unesco.org/en/articles/recommendation-ethics-artificial-intelligence?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://unctad.org/publication/digital-economy-report-2024?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://unctad.org/publication/digital-economy-report-2024?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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Stewardship also implies purpose. One must ask: to what end is this 

system being used? A school’s learning analytics may either support 

struggling students or intensify performative monitoring. A church’s 

member database may either aid pastoral care or encourage managerial 

control. A firm’s AI tools may either enhance work or strip workers of 

judgment and dignity. Stewards do not ask only whether a tool can be 

used, but whether it should be used in this way, for these ends, under 

these safeguards. 

6.4 Human Dignity 

Human dignity is the anthropological center of faith-based governance. 

People are not lines in a spreadsheet, engagement units in a platform 

economy, or interchangeable elements in automated workflows. They 

are image-bearers. UNESCO’s ethics recommendation explicitly places 

dignity, fairness, and human oversight at the center of AI governance; 

that is a striking resonance with biblical anthropology. (UNESCO) 

In practice, dignity means designing systems that preserve meaningful 

human recourse, respecting privacy, avoiding manipulation, and 

ensuring that efficiency does not erase personhood. Dignity also means 

honoring workers not only as productive agents but as persons with 

bodies, relationships, limits, and consciences. A kingdom approach never 

sacrifices the person to the abstraction. 

6.5 Participation and Voice 

Faith-based governance must be participatory. Scripture does not equate 

leadership with unilateral domination. Wisdom literature values counsel. 

The Jerusalem council in Acts models collective discernment. Paul’s body 

metaphor implies that members who seem weaker still matter to the 

whole. OECD’s digital government work emphasizes human-centered 

public transformation and trust-building through openness, 

participation, and inclusiveness. (OECD) 

https://www.unesco.org/en/articles/recommendation-ethics-artificial-intelligence?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/digital-government-index-and-open-useful-and-re-usable-data-index_6347ec74-en.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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In the digital future, participation means involving affected communities 

in design, evaluation, and correction. It means listening before scaling. It 

means resisting the arrogance that assumes experts alone can define 

human goods. A city deploying predictive tools should hear the 

neighborhoods affected. A school adopting surveillance-based 

proctoring should hear students and faculty. A church using digital 

pastoral tools should hear those who fear being reduced to data. 

Participation is not inefficiency; it is moral intelligence. 

6.6 Restraint and Sabbath 

Not everything that can be automated should be automated. Not every 

data stream should be captured. Not every efficiency should be pursued. 

Faith-based governance includes restraint because creaturely life 

includes limit. Sabbath, in biblical theology, is not withdrawal from 

responsibility but the refusal to absolutize productivity. For digital 

institutions, restraint may mean slowing deployment, rejecting 

manipulative features, preserving offline spaces, limiting surveillance, 

and protecting rhythms of rest. It may also mean accepting smaller scale 

for the sake of truth and care. 

This is especially important in sectors shaped by competitive escalation. 

Leaders often fear that unless they automate faster, monitor more 

closely, or optimize more aggressively, they will lose ground. Kingdom 

sustainability opposes such fear-driven governance. It teaches that 

fidelity may require saying no to certain powers even when markets 

reward them. 

6.7 Accountability Before God and Neighbor 

Finally, faith-based governance is accountable. NIST’s risk framework and 

UNESCO’s ethics guidance both stress accountability and oversight. 

Christian thought radicalizes this by reminding leaders that all authority 

is exercised before God. (UNESCO) 

https://www.unesco.org/en/articles/recommendation-ethics-artificial-intelligence?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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This vertical accountability does not weaken horizontal accountability; it 

strengthens it. Leaders who know they are stewards under God should 

be more willing, not less, to submit to audit, correction, transparency, 

and moral scrutiny. Kingdom sustainability therefore resists both 

authoritarian opacity and spiritualized immunity. No leader, ministry, 

platform, or public office is above answerability. 

7. Kingdom Sustainability in Practice 

To remain useful, the concept must be applied. 

7.1 Business and Economic Leadership 

A company shaped by kingdom sustainability would treat profit as 

necessary but not ultimate. It would invest in product quality, worker 

well-being, truthful marketing, responsible data practice, and ecological 

accountability. Digital transformation would be used to improve service 

and stewardship, not merely to intensify extraction. If AI is adopted, it 

would be governed transparently, with attention to bias, recourse, and 

labor implications. 

Imagine a medium-sized retail platform using AI for demand forecasting 

and customer service. A narrow efficiency model would reduce staff 

aggressively and hide behind opaque automated decisions. A kingdom 

model would automate repetitive functions while retraining workers for 

higher-value roles, keep meaningful human appeal channels open, 

simplify consent language, and review environmental impacts from 

packaging and returns. The key distinction is not whether technology is 

used, but whether it is governed as stewardship. 

7.2 Public Leadership and Government 

Governments increasingly pursue digital public services, data integration, 

and AI-supported administration. OECD’s digital government work 

emphasizes the need for coherent, human-centered transformation and 
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open, reusable public data, while trust in government remains under 

strain in many democracies. (OECD) 

A faith-informed public ethic would not demand sectarian rule, but it 

would insist on justice, human dignity, truthfulness, subsidiarity, and care 

for the excluded. Digital government should reduce burdens for citizens, 

not create new forms of exclusion. Systems must be intelligible, 

appealable, and fair. Special care should be taken for those with low 

digital access or literacy. The poor must not be punished for 

administrative modernization. 

A narrative example is instructive. A municipality digitizes welfare 

applications to reduce corruption and delay. This is a good goal. But if 

the new system assumes high literacy, reliable internet, and effortless 

document upload, many needy citizens may be excluded. A kingdom 

sustainability lens would detect this immediately. It would require 

assisted access, community intermediaries, human support desks, 

multilingual design, and appeal pathways. Justice is not achieved merely 

because the system is efficient. 

7.3 Education 

Education is one of the most important sites of kingdom sustainability 

because it forms future leaders. Schools and universities face enormous 

pressure to digitize, automate, personalize, and scale. Some of these 

changes are beneficial. Yet if education becomes primarily a system of 

credential delivery, attention capture, and analytics-based optimization, 

it will fail in its deeper vocation. 

A Christian educational institution should ask whether digital tools 

deepen wisdom or merely accelerate information transfer. Are students 

being formed in truthfulness, patience, discernment, and responsibility? 

Are teachers preserved as mentors, or reduced to content managers? 

https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/digital-government-index-and-open-useful-and-re-usable-data-index_6347ec74-en.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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Are digital platforms supporting accessibility without hollowing out 

dialogue, presence, and moral formation? 

An institution shaped by kingdom sustainability might allow AI-assisted 

learning while requiring disclosure, reflective use, oral defense of 

arguments, and sustained human mentorship. It would use analytics to 

identify students needing support, not to turn formation into 

surveillance. It would teach digital literacy as moral literacy: how to 

discern truth, resist manipulation, and use tools responsibly. 

7.4 Church and Ministry 

Churches are not exempt from digital pressures. Livestreaming, donor 

analytics, social media branding, AI-generated content, and app-based 

discipleship all create new possibilities. Yet the church must ask whether 

these tools serve the kingdom or subtly reshape the church in the image 

of platform culture. 

A congregation may expand online reach while losing embodied 

community. Sermons may become optimized for clips rather than depth. 

Member data may tempt leaders toward managerial control. Giving 

systems may become frictionless while formation in generosity weakens. 

The church must therefore practice digital discernment. Technology may 

serve mission, but it must never become lord of mission. 

Kingdom sustainability in church life would keep worship, prayer, 

sacraments, truthfulness, pastoral confidentiality, and embodied 

fellowship at the center. Digital tools would remain servants. Numerical 

growth would not be equated with faithfulness. The church’s witness in a 

digital future depends partly on its ability to model non-anxious, truthful, 

humane use of technology. 

8. Dangers and Distortions 

Several distortions threaten kingdom sustainability. 
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The first is technological messianism: the belief that digital systems will 

solve moral and social problems without deeper conversion of persons 

and institutions. This confuses capacity with wisdom. 

The second is fearful withdrawal: the refusal to engage digital realities 

at all. This buries responsibility under the guise of purity. Christians are 

called to discernment, not abdication. 

The third is values-washing: using the language of ethics, sustainability, 

or faith for image management while preserving exploitative structures. 

This is especially dangerous in religious institutions because pious 

language can hide injustice. 

The fourth is reductionism: treating governance as merely legal 

compliance or technical optimization. Kingdom sustainability insists that 

governance is always moral and ultimately theological. 

The fifth is despair. Because the problems are large, some may conclude 

that faithful action is futile. Christian hope refuses this. The kingdom of 

God does not depend on our control, but neither does it make our 

obedience irrelevant. Faithful governance matters even when outcomes 

are partial. 

9. Toward a Practical Framework for Faith-Based Governance 

A concise way to operationalize kingdom sustainability is to ask seven 

recurring questions in any major digital or institutional decision: 

Is it true? 

Does it honor persons? 

Does it protect the vulnerable? 

Does it care for creation? 

Is it transparent and accountable? 

Does it preserve meaningful human agency and rest? 

Can it be offered before God with integrity? 
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These questions are not exhaustive, but they are diagnostic. They 

prevent leaders from reducing decisions to cost, speed, or prestige 

alone. They also force institutions to reckon with hidden harms and 

distorted loves. 

For example, before adopting an AI-based hiring filter, an organization 

should ask not only whether it improves efficiency, but whether it 

encodes bias, reduces persons to narrow proxies, obscures 

accountability, or undermines fair human review. Before launching a new 

digital ministry initiative, a church should ask whether it supports 

discipleship or mainly boosts visibility. Before implementing smart-city 

sensors, a municipality should ask whether citizens understand the 

system, whether marginalized communities are protected, and whether 

data governance is trustworthy. 

The aim is not paralysis. It is wisdom. Good governance requires action, 

but action governed by moral clarity. 

10. Conclusion 

Kingdom sustainability offers a needed Christian response to the 

pressures of a digital future. It begins with the confession that God is 

Creator and King, that the earth belongs to the Lord, that human beings 

bear divine image, and that all authority is stewardship. From that 

theological center follows an ethic of governance shaped by truthfulness, 

justice, accountability, participation, restraint, ecological care, and hope. 

Contemporary global discourse has already recognized several vital 

truths. Sustainable development must hold together people and planet. 

Digital transformation brings extraordinary opportunity but also major 

risks. AI governance requires dignity, transparency, accountability, and 

human oversight. Trust in institutions is fragile and must be actively 

cultivated. These are important insights. Christian faith does not discard 

them; it deepens them. (Sustainable Development Goals) 

https://sdgs.un.org/2030agenda?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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What Christianity adds is the horizon of the kingdom of God. It reminds 

us that sustainability is not only about system survival, but about 

righteous ordering. It reminds us that governance is not merely 

administration, but moral vocation. It reminds us that technology is not 

salvation, but a tool to be governed under God. It reminds us that 

efficiency without justice is failure, innovation without truth is danger, 

and growth without stewardship is disorder. 

In the end, faith-based governance for a digital future does not ask 

Christians to escape history, nor to dominate it triumphalistically. It asks 

them to inhabit institutions faithfully. It calls them to build organizations 

that tell the truth, use power responsibly, protect the weak, honor 

creation, and refuse idolatry. It invites leaders to govern as servants, not 

owners; as stewards, not saviors. 

That is kingdom sustainability: not the sacralizing of modern systems, 

but their patient reordering under the reign of God. 

 

 

Glossary 

Accountability 

The condition of being answerable for decisions, actions, and outcomes. 

In Christian theology, accountability is both institutional and ultimately 

before God. 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) 

Machine-based systems that generate outputs such as 

recommendations, predictions, classifications, or content, influencing 

real or virtual environments. 



Rudy C Tarumingkeng : Kingdom Sustainability: Faith-Based 

Governance for a Digital Future  

 

25 

Creation Care 

A Christian moral commitment to protect, cultivate, and preserve the 

natural world as God’s good creation. 

Digital Future 

The emerging social, economic, cultural, and political environment 

increasingly shaped by data, networks, AI, automation, and digital 

infrastructures. 

Digital Governance 

The policies, norms, institutions, and practices that shape how digital 

technologies are designed, deployed, regulated, and evaluated. 

Faith-Based Governance 

Governance guided by moral and theological convictions rooted in faith, 

especially regarding truth, justice, stewardship, dignity, and 

responsibility. 

Human Dignity 

The inherent worth of every person grounded, in Christian belief, in 

being made in the image of God. 

Kingdom of God 

The reign of God manifested in righteousness, justice, mercy, truth, and 

peace, proclaimed by Jesus and anticipated in Christian discipleship. 

Kingdom Sustainability 

A form of sustainability grounded in the values of God’s kingdom, 

integrating stewardship, justice, truth, ecological care, and hope. 

Misinformation / Disinformation 

False or misleading information, whether shared without intent to 

deceive or deliberately spread to manipulate others. 
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Participation 

The meaningful involvement of affected persons and communities in 

decisions, especially those that shape their lives. 

Sabbath 

A biblical rhythm of rest and worship that affirms creaturely limits and 

resists the absolutization of productivity. 

Stewardship 

Responsible care for resources, power, relationships, and institutions that 

ultimately belong to God. 

Sustainability 

The pursuit of forms of life, development, and governance that can 

endure justly across generations without exhausting social or ecological 

foundations. 

Truthfulness 

The ethical commitment to honesty, transparency, and integrity in 

speech, communication, and institutional practice. 
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