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Posted on 7th July by Jonathan Clatworthy This post continues my series about future directions for the
Church. Here I argue that ministers and church leaders need to be more open and honest about the
contradictions contained within the Christian beliefs we have inherited. In an earlier post post I argued that we
need to accept more readily that Christians believe different things. As long as they offer this sterilised fantasy
to people who can see the contradictions perfectly well, Christianity is being discredited. Christians disagreed
with each other right from the start. Sometimes their disagreements have even caused wars. The contradictions
are too many to list, but some are obvious to the uncommitted who look on at us quizzically. What puts people
off Christianity most often is the contradictory messages about God. God loves us, but sends most of us to
everlasting suffering after death. The still-popular doctrine of substitutionary atonement explains. How guilty
do you really feel about that? Despite being the unrivalled ruler of the universe God really had no choice. Not
only is the theory complete nonsense: Added to this is the reluctance to admit that many biblical texts
contradict each other, or issue commands we now consider immoral. Are we supposed to flourish and enjoy
life, or grit our teeth in this vale of tears as we prepare for the Day of Judgement? Was Jesus fully human and
tempted to sin as we are, or did he know everything and live a perfect life without ever making a mistake?
Does becoming a Christian completely change your life, or do you carry on bringing up your children,
shopping, cooking, going to work and taking summer holidays just as before, except that you now attend a
church and give it money? Why do so many church leaders muddle along without admitting the
contradictions? Mainly, as far as I can see, because they are still mesmerised by the apparent success of our
current superficial Evangelicalism in attracting people to church services. It was not always thus. For most of
Christian history disagreements have been openly debated. One doctrine after another has been settled at one
time and reopened at another when circumstances changed. There is nothing unusual about this. It happens in
every organisation that lasts longer than a generation. What is unusual is the determination to present
Christianity as though it was a coherent whole with no outstanding disagreements. This absurd idea is a
diluted version of a much more robust 16th-century theory, which I briefly summarised in an earlier post: If
this was the case it would have followed that every Christian who dutifully accepted every statement in the
Bible would hold exactly the same opinions as every other such Christian. There would be absolute unanimity
of belief. Anyone who dissented on the slightest question would reveal themselves to be not a true Christian at
all. The one true version of Christianity would cover every matter mentioned anywhere in the Bible. If there
was any truth in this, it would follow that every disagreement between Christians has to be put through the
same meat grinder. The Bible would contain the answer to every relevant question. On principle there would
have to be a single true biblical resolution for each one. So, for those who believe it, each disagreement has to
be interpreted as a disagreement about the meanings of biblical texts. Once the biblical answer is established,
the mistaken will accept their error and uniformity of belief will be re-established. In reality of course this is
poppycock. The Bible says many different things. Characteristically, people who belong to this tradition find it
easy enough to seek out a biblical text which can be interpreted as support for whatever they want. Yet the
fantasy continues. I doubt whether most church leaders are committed to it. Unfortunately, what they do seem
quite committed to is refusing to challenge it. For those panicking about numbers of churchgoers, it still seems
to be the goose that laid the golden egg. We humans never know everything. We know nothing with absolute
certainty. We need to challenge the control freaks who think their answers are the only legitimate ones.
Christianity, like every long-lasting tradition of understanding, contains within itself some contradictions.
Christians disagree about how to resolve them. Because none of us knows all the answers, the debates and
challenges should not be suppressed. They should be welcomed as signs of a living, creative, caring church.
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When asked to evaluate their faith and the condition of their interior lives, most projected a confident,
composed opinion of themselves. In this, the third of a four-part series, Barna Group explores the state of
Christian women. Such confidence continues when women were asked to describe the characteristics of their
faith. Women, almost without exception, assign positive attributes to their spiritual life. The same can be said
for spiritual freedom. When it comes to negative characteristics, Christian women are much less likely to
admit to any of them. In fact, the numbers are almost exactly reversed as those for the positive attributes. A
Different Kind of Sin Churches have long taught the seven deadly sins or modern interpretations of them:
And, at least when it comes to women, movies may have it right. Most Christian women point to relationships
as being the cause of their most significant heartache. The numbers fall significantly after that. About one in
twenty women say their major disappointments have come from health. Then came other relational, financial
and moral disappointments. Career and faith came in last on the list, with only one in fifty women pointing to
either as the cause of their biggest life disappointment. To think half of women claim to evaluate their
relationship with God consistentlyâ€”that shows women would like to be very intentional in their faith
pursuits. On the other hand, are some of these self-assessments believable? Do so few women really struggle
with fear, doubt and confusion? Do they really think disorganization is their biggest sin? Or are women
reluctant to admit their shortcomingsâ€”even in an anonymous survey? When there is a strong sense that
social desirability is affecting the results, it is helpful to address possible underlying reasons. For example,
perhaps Christian women are reluctant to admit their struggles because they might experience shame and guilt
by giving a more honest response. Perhaps women need to learn to have grace and compassion for themselves
and one another. This current study shows that most women tend to offer one-dimensional, emotionally
guarded responses about their spirituality. Christians need better tools for self-assessment, especially through
the lens of the Bible.
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Having refused to admit small mistakes, we may soon refuse to admit making large ones, all to our undoing. As a result,
even in a case of grave sin our conscience may get seared as with a branding iron.

Open as PDF Everything that is an enemy of love is sin. Self-pity is one of the sins against love. Having
compassion for others is an attribute of love. But when we pity ourselves, we only love ourselves, not others.
Our love is on the wrong track; it has a false object. Although our love should really belong to our neighbours,
we withdraw it from them and become guilty of withholding love from them. Self-pity belongs to the
"ego-illnesses". We pamper our egos, in which this sin sits; yet this sin will have to die if the new man is to
arise. This is especially evident during times when God chastens and judges us. During such times we often
pity ourselves. It is especially dangerous, because we usually do not recognize it as a sin and do not realize
that our self-pity strengthens our "old man". The root of self-pity is our reluctance to admit that we are sinners,
who need to be chastened. If we recognized our sins and mistakes, we would be grateful when God begins to
attack them, when He judges and chastens us, even though it might hurt. Instead of pitying ourselves and
complaining, we would only find that what we have to suffer in the way of chastening is much too little. Those
who pity themselves do not have the right attitude towards sin. Although they do not realize it, they cannot
admit their sin. When they get into trouble, they accuse God instead of themselves and thus they set up a
barrier against God, they even call down His wrath upon themselves and forfeit their heavenly glory. Those
who pity themselves do not act according to the words of Scripture, "Strive. They are not consumed by the
desire to attain holiness and see Jesus. Rather, they are fascinated by their own egos. When they are being
chastened and judged by God, they complain that things are not going well with them. That makes them
incapable of seeing that it is the chastening that will help them "share his holiness" Heb. Nor can they see that
Satan is standing behind them, laughing scornfully when they complain and pity themselves. For now he has
attained his goal, they have fallen prey to an idol, their own egos. Satan knows that self-pity furthers every
other sin and therefore it is a triumph for him. Yes, with our self-pity we are reacting just the opposite of how
the Holy Scriptures say we should act. We should judge ourselves. That means that we are supposed to judge
ourselves especially severely when God judges and chastens us. The Apostle Paul writes, "But if we judged
ourselves truly, we should not be judged. But when we are judged by the Lord, we are chastened so that we
may not be condemned along with the world" 1 Cor. The Holy Scriptures are challenging us to take a stand
against our "old man", to condemn it with its sin so that God does not have to do this one day. That is why our
goal must always be to let ourselves be judged for our egoistic sins like self-pity. We must condemn ourselves
so that the judgment of God, His severe punishment, will not strike us in eternity. We must renounce our
self-pity with complete resoluteness. We cannot afford to give any room in our hearts to self-pity, which
nourishes many other sins. At the very first thought of self-pity that comes to us, we must call upon the blood
of the Lamb and say aloud, or to ourselves: I do not want to have anything more to do with self-pity; I am a
sinner and need this judgment and chastening. I am receiving a lenient punishment for what my deeds are
really worth. For the sake of Your redemption, Jesus, I will not let You go unless You change my self-pity
into compassion for others. I want to condemn my self-pity ever anew, so that You will not have to judge me
for it one day. Then Jesus will have compassion on us; then He will finish His work of education in us and
take us out of this school again at His timing. When we take measures against our self-pity without sparing
ourselves, God the Father will spare us and lovingly treat us like His own Son. Self-pity and making excuses
are the soil that nourishes our sin. Whoever wants to be set free from his sin must pull it out of this soil no
matter how high the price.
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Sin dulls you to the things Christ wants you to be thinking about and to be doing. Psalm says: "There was a time when I
wouldn't admit what a sinner I was. But my dishonesty made me miserable and filled my days with frustration.

Living the Bible in your daily life You are here: All too often, we get defensive and justify our actions or we
blame someone else instead of take full responsibility. The Bible is full of this sort of behavior, starting with
Adam himself. When he eats the forbidden fruit, he basically blames Eve for giving it to him. And in effect, he
blames God for giving him Eve. He never accepts his own responsibility in the situation. How things might
have been different if he had repented and gone to God to apologize instead of hiding in the bushes. The Bible
recounts plenty of situations where someone sinned and did not repent. It would take too much time. When the
Israelites disobeyed God, they lost battles, experienced plagues, and ultimately were defeated and taken in
captivity to Babylon. Instead, I want to focus on what we should do when we sin. Or rather, immediately after
we sin. Of course it would be better for us if we never sinned in the first place. He did the exact opposite of
what he should have done. Just like Adam, David was hiding in the bushes. He was putting on a show that
nothing was wrong. We do the same thing today. Enter Nathan the prophet, stage right. God revealed to
Nathan what David had done. This could be a hint to us in the way we confront someone about mistakes they
have made. He tells of rich man who had many sheep but took the one lamb of a poor man to prepare a feast
for his guest. See II Samuel, chapter He tells Nathan that man should pay back the poor man with four lambs
and die for his terrible crime. Sin must be uncovered first David thought he had covered his tracks. He thought
he was going to get away with breaking two of the Commandments: But now his eyes are opened and he
finally admits his sin. Nathan exposes what David had tried to hide. This was the first step for David. And so it
must be for us. If we have sinned, it must be exposed and we must admit our mistakes instead of covering
them up. The next step is repentance. We have to admit that what we have done is wrong, and accept
responsibility for our own actions instead of blaming others or circumstances. David did this and so can we.
Why do we think we can keep making excuses and cover up our mistakes with self-justification or blaming
others? Because we lack humility. It takes humility to accept responsibility for your actions and quit blaming
someone else. But you can do it. The world says humility is weakness. But the world is wrong. Humility is
immense, spiritual strength. When you have disobeyed God When you have sinned, the quicker you let your
natural humility come to the surface in your heart, the sooner you can admit what you have done wrong and
repent of it. He could discern if there had been true repentance. Let it go already! That includes whatever you
did wrong thirty years ago or just now. As long as you have repented. So put down the guilt. Accept His
forgiveness and be free. This is why God sent Jesus to this earth of ours. Jesus did not live and die in vain.
That means forgiveness is a powerful force in your life, here and now, and can wash away all sin and burden
of guilt when humility and repentance have set up shop in your heart. And if God has forgiven you, who are
you not to forgive yourself? Blessings as always, James P. If you know someone who might be helped by it,
please share it with them.
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5: Why Has America Been So Reluctant to â€˜Ownâ€™ the South? | Interview | ZÃ³calo Public Square
Pastors may be reluctant to admit that their ministry lifestyle is causing sin in their lives because, after all, they are
involved in holy work and they are expected to live more holy lives than others.

Self-Pity Everything that is an enemy of love is sin. Self-pity is one of the sins against love. Having
compassion for others is an attribute of love. But when we pity ourselves, we only love ourselves, not others.
Our love is on the wrong track; it has a false object. Although our love should really belong to our neighbours,
we withdraw it from them and become guilty of withholding love from them. Self-pity belongs to the
"ego-illnesses". We pamper our egos, in which this sin sits; yet this sin will have to die if the new man is to
arise. This is especially evident during times when God chastens and judges us. During such times we often
pity ourselves. It is especially dangerous, because we usually do not recognize it as a sin and do not realize
that our self-pity strengthens our "old man". The root of self-pity is our reluctance to admit that we are sinners,
who need to be chastened. If we recognized our sins and mistakes, we would be grateful when God begins to
attack them, when He judges and chastens us, even though it might hurt. Instead of pitying ourselves and
complaining, we would only find that what we have to suffer in the way of chastening is much too little. Those
who pity themselves do not have the right attitude towards sin. Although they do not realize it, they cannot
admit their sin. When they get into trouble, they accuse God instead of themselves and thus they set up a
barrier against God, they even call down His wrath upon themselves and forfeit their heavenly glory. Those
who pity themselves do not act according to the words of Scripture, "Strive. They are not consumed by the
desire to attain holiness and see Jesus. Rather, they are fascinated by their own egos. When they are being
chastened and judged by God, they complain that things are not going well with them. That makes them
incapable of seeing that it is the chastening that will help them "share his holiness" Heb. Nor can they see that
Satan is standing behind them, laughing scornfully when they complain and pity themselves. For now he has
attained his goal, they have fallen prey to an idol, their own egos. Satan knows that self-pity furthers every
other sin and therefore it is a triumph for him. Yes, with our self-pity we are reacting just the opposite of how
the Holy Scriptures say we should act. We should judge ourselves. That means that we are supposed to judge
ourselves especially severely when God judges and chastens us. The Apostle Paul writes, "But if we judged
ourselves truly, we should not be judged. But when we are judged by the Lord, we are chastened so that we
may not be condemned along with the world" 1 Cor. The Holy Scriptures are challenging us to take a stand
against our "old man", to condemn it with its sin so that God does not have to do this one day. That is why our
goal must always be to let ourselves be judged for our egoistic sins like self-pity. We must condemn ourselves
so that the judgment of God, His severe punishment, will not strike us in eternity. We must renounce our
self-pity with complete resoluteness. We cannot afford to give any room in our hearts to self-pity, which
nourishes many other sins. At the very first thought of self-pity that comes to us, we must call upon the blood
of the Lamb and say aloud, or to ourselves: I do not want to have anything more to do with self-pity; I am a
sinner and need this judgment and chastening. I am receiving a lenient punishment for what my deeds are
really worth. For the sake of Your redemption, Jesus, I will not let You go unless You change my self-pity
into compassion for others. I want to condemn my self-pity ever anew, so that You will not have to judge me
for it one day. Then Jesus will have compassion on us; then He will finish His work of education in us and
take us out of this school again at His timing. When we take measures against our self-pity without sparing
ourselves, God the Father will spare us and lovingly treat us like His own Son. Self-pity and making excuses
are the soil that nourishes our sin. Whoever wants to be set free from his sin must pull it out of this soil no
matter how high the price.
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We are reluctant to admit we are guilty of sin. Worse, we have even gone to the point of thinking that if we simply ignore
the whole topic of sin we need not concern ourselves with it's horrible consequences.

These scenes unite the plot, themes, and symbols in a perfect balance. The first scaffold scene, which occurs in
Chapters , focuses on Hester and the scarlet letter. She stands on the scaffold with quiet defiance, holding her
baby in her arms. Meanwhile, a crowd of townspeople has gathered to watch her humiliation and hear a
sermon. Her husband, Roger Chillingworth, has just returned and is in the outskirts of the crowd. Her lover,
Arthur Dimmesdale, shares her platform but not her public humiliation. The principal characters are all here.
The townspeople are present to pass judgement, just as they will be in the final scaffold scene. Hester stands
alone with Pearl in her arms, a mere infant and sign of her sin. Dimmesdale, with other officials who represent
the church-state, shares the platform. In the crowd is also Roger Chillingworth whose voice is added to those
of the crowd when demanding that Hester reveal her partner in sin. The focus on the adultery and the letter is
strengthened by the topic of sin in Mr. The Second Scaffold Scene The second scaffold scene again provides a
view of all the principal characters, a dramatic vision of the scarlet A, and one of the most memorable tableaus
in American literature. In the covering of darkness, Dimmesdale has made his way to the scaffold to perform a
silent vigil of his own. In his spiritual torture, he cries out with a shriek of agony that is heard by Hester and
Pearl as they journey to their home from the bed of the dying Governor Winthrop. This cry is also heard by
Mr. Hester and Pearl join Dimmesdale on the scaffold, the place where seven long years earlier "Hester
Prynne had lived through her first hours of public ignominy. He replies that their meeting will be instead at the
great judgement day rather than here in the daylight. As though to taunt him, a great meteor burns through the
dark sky, illuminating the scaffold, the street, and the houses. Hawthorne describes the scene as "an electric
chain," the minister and his lover holding hands with their child between them. Also illuminated in the
darkness is the fiendish face of Roger Chillingworth. This time, although the townspeople are not present, they
talk about the scarlet A in the sky throughout the next day. The chapter abounds in symbols: In this powerful
scene, Dimmesdale regains his soul, Pearl gains her humanity, Chillingworth loses his victim, and Hester loses
her dreams. Here again, the main characters come together, and this time Dimmesdale reveals his "scarlet
letter. He escapes the diabolical clutches of Chillingworth who, without his victim, shrivels and dies. He has
learned that happiness must be willed not by himself, but by God. In this final scaffold scene, all the symbols
and characters are once again present: And, of course, death is present also.
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It takes humility to repent, to admit you're wrong. It takes humility to accept responsibility for your actions and quit
blaming someone else. It takes humility to ask God's forgiveness.

Cobb is Emeritus B. Phinizy Spalding distinguished professor in the history of the American South at the
University of Georgia. He has published 13 books and many articles focusing on the interaction of the
economy, politics, and culture in the American South. Three of his booksâ€” The Selling of the South: This
transcript of the discussion has been edited for clarity and length. And, if so, what does that mean? Well, if I
were truly the most Southern man on earth, I would tell you that I had no idea. This comes up in Texas all the
time. In the West, bar fights happen inside the bar. At what point did Americans begin to identify the South as
a distinct region? I think at that point the differentiation was not so much Southern colonies, as slave colonies.
And that sufficed to define the South even into the early national period. And, of course, slavery itself, the
institution, became one of the characteristics that set the South apart from the rest of country, which is really
ironic because slavery was kind of the impetus for the development of New England. It financed the expansion
of the Northeastern financial establishment; it was an incredible boon to the national banking system when it
was reinstituted in the [early s]. And so New England is heavily involved of course in the slave trade: And
commerce related to slavery becomes kind of the accelerant for the development of New England and
ultimately a good bit of the Northeast. So slavery came to define the South because it seemed so out of
character for a new nation trying to find itself and which had already gone on record as being about freedom
and equality and liberty. Were there forces other than slavery that forged this sense of regional distinctiveness?
Identity is not something that we get to pick. We are not the sole arbiters of our own identity. Our identity is
partially what we think we are, but it is also defined by others. What they see us as being. And as the nation
developed in the first few decades, there were already differences in the South and the New England states.
The South is a dispersed population, organized around the agricultural plantation. New England is organized
more around the small towns, the villages. More concentration of the population and more demand for
education and innovation spawned what I always call a foolish Yankee faith in education. That also spawns,
then, the market for public communication, for newspapers and magazines and journals. Whereas in the South
everything is so spread out, and any printing material you get there would take so long to arrive, it would be
way out of date. And public education was unknown. The planters who had the money, they educated their
kids privately. There was no investment in public education. So with all of that, basically the definition of the
South as a region set apart from the rest of the country was actually written in New England. And at the same
time, New Englanders and the New England media are pushing New England as the essence of what this new
country is supposed to be aboutâ€”the New England ideals of frugality and hard work and piety. And, the
advantages clearly lie with New England in this respect. When we finally decided we were not going to fight
Great Britain anymore, we no longer had the kind of antithetical foe or antagonist that group identities are
usually dependent on. Now you had these people out in outrageously hot weather living dissolute lives
growing wealthy off the labors of bondsmenâ€”so it was easy to write the South out of the central narrative of
American history, but make it a vital component nonetheless in the formulation of a national identity. Slavery
itself, the institution, became one of the characteristics that set the South apart from the rest of country, which
is really ironic because slavery was kind of the impetus for the development of New England. Thanksgiving
was basically a New England holiday. So there was a strong resistance to celebrating Thanksgiving that
carried over well through the Civil War era. And, you know, the South is then set up as the antithesis of what
America is supposed to beâ€”and certainly what New England is and can bring to the countryâ€”even though
New Englanders are the first people to come up with the whole notion of secession after the War of They held
a convention at Hartford to discuss the idea of pulling out, because they were upset about the War of because
it hurt shipping very badly. The New England colonies were not flourishing, and by that time the cotton gin
had been invented for over a decade and the Southern population was flourishing. And of course slavery was
thriving and there was westward expansion across the lower Southwest. Cobb in Los Angeles. Photo by Jake
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Fabricius. How did Southerners react to these characterizations of them? Up until the rise of abolitionism on a
national scale, I think the Southerners were not really too much attuned to this more critical view of
themâ€”possibly because not many of them were reading what was being written about them. And yet the
South enjoyed disproportionate political power prior to the Civil War? The South dominated the presidency.
They dominated the Supreme Court. But that political dynamic is shifting by the time you get to the s because
the white population is expanding much more rapidly across the mid-Atlantic states and into the Eastern,
Midwestern states. The crusade against slavery creates this sense of resistance and being besieged by external
forcesâ€”Northern forcesâ€”and that kind of siege mentality becomes much more characteristic. So the siege
mentality originated before the Civil War? Oh yeah, but it really did! At least in my examination, it does come
forward really in a very pronounced way only with the abolitionist surge of the s. And I think it is just
something that most Southerners had not previously contemplated in terms of where they stood relative to the
rest of the country. What was the primary impulse for Southern states to secede? But if you go back and just
read the debates over secession in each Southern stateâ€” which I have had the dubious pleasure of doingâ€”it
becomes very clear that the debate is taking place between two groups of slaveholders. And every state
secession convention was dominated, not just by slaveholders, but by large slaveholders. There was a lot of
opposition from the upland mountain counties where there was no slavery and no real sense of being worried
about an interest in slavery to preserve. Secession happened because the people who were interested in
promoting and protecting the institution of slavery were also the people who were in power. They dominated
the state legislatures and they dominated the state secession conventions. The Confederate government was
unpopular almost instantly. And so Confederate white affections settled on the military: Was slavery, then, the
reason Southernersâ€”even those who owned no slavesâ€”fought on behalf of the Confederacy? One of them
was underage and the other never made it any closer to the front than North Carolina, where he died of
measles. The one who was underage came home on furlough over Christmas of and tried to get discharged
because he had signed up underage. Benjamin, and never hears anything. The kid goes back to his unit and
dies that September in the Battle of Antietam. And his family never had any slaves. They had acres of land. It
was a war that served the interest of slaveholders and was precipitated by just the existence of the institution of
slavery and of course the desire to see it expand. But we cannot necessarily extrapolate from that to say that
everybody who fought in that war was fighting for slavery. And as much as I am in favor of getting rid of the
public display of Confederate monuments, I do think it is important to realize that there is a possibility that
people see their ancestors as fighting for something other than slavery. I have trouble making the leap to where
they still kind of defend themâ€”these monumentsâ€”but there is an essence in there that there is some benefit
of the doubt still due, I think. Did the Confederacy ever forge something akin to a new national identity? You
know there was all this talk about stirring up Southern nationalism in the decade prior to secession. The
planters sent their sons to northern schools. The majority of the men at Princeton in were from the South. We
are going to stop hiring these Yankee tutors that come to the plantation. We are going to quit reading Northern
books and Northern newspapers. I mean, their premise is that we are really trying to restore the original intent
of our forefathers, and what they had in mind in terms of the sanctity of the sovereignty of the states by
creating our own nation. It was a very centralized slave-holding republic. There was more concentrated power
in the Confederacy then there was in the United States government at that time. But a brand-new government
trying to govern in war is infinitely more difficult. So the Confederate government was unpopular almost
instantly. And Confederate white affections settled on the military: What was the Lost Cause? And what led to
its emergence? In the grand sweep of human history there have been as many nations built on defeats as much
as on victories. Because you can find unanimity and a ferocity in how you handle defeat and how you react to
defeat as much as through victory. Basically, what they were trying to do was create a Southern nationalism
that had never existed before secessionâ€”based on the idea of the hallowed Confederate warriors fighting
against overwhelming odds who only lost because they were so outnumbered. It was also an attempt to restore
masculine pride among Southern white men. So it is really the basis of kind of a nationalist ethos. And it
leads, of course, to the erection of all these monuments at the end of the 19th century and during the early 20th
century. Is it fair to call that ethos sort of the cult of the noble loser? Yeah, I think it is. Is there any connection
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between that cult of the noble loser, the Lost Cause, and country music? I think there is in the sense that there
is a kind of chip-on-your-shoulder mentality that so much of country music exudes.
8: Basilea Schlink:You Will Never Be the Same.
Why do some folks find it especially difficult to admit they're wrong about something? Why is it so hard for certain
individuals to admit mistakes? As leaders, it's important to wrestle with this so that we can increase our level of
self-awareness and understand where our own reluctance to own and acknowledge our failures might come from.

9: Confess | Definition of Confess by Merriam-Webster
Added to this is the reluctance to admit that many biblical texts contradict each other, or issue commands we now
consider immoral. There has been much debate about the Bible's condemnation of gay sex while ignoring the many
commands, like stoning adulterers, which not even the most committed biblical literalists support.
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