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A Note from the Editor.

As part of our Reclaiming Spirit work, Soulforce has developed 
this primer on Biblical Literalism and Inerrancy—the myths 
that the Bible is comprised of the literal and exact words of 
God without mistakes or a need for specialized interpretation.

From this resource we hope you will:
  

 Gain strategies for approaching and de-fanging the text

 Increase your biblical literacy

 Develop your personal positions on biblical inerrancy

 Feel more prepared to have challenging conversations 
 about the Bible and justice

 Intensify your passion for combatting Bible-based 
 violence 

Ending spiritual violence and systemic oppression isn’t just 
about the Bible, but it is a good place to start. Many of us 
come from families, communities, traditions, and cultures for 
whom the Bible is of the utmost importance and the prima-
ry language of any conversation about how the world is or 
should be. 

Biblical literacy gets your Christian conversation partners to 
take you seriously. It can even build common ground based in 
values from which to work together on solving very real 
problems, even if your theologies don’t completely match. 

And maybe most importantly, for those of us who have been 
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harmed by the Bible being used as a weapon or the violent 
theologies that come from that stance, this work can give us 
courage. It can help us find or reclaim our own voice in the 
debate and engage authentically. And all of that hard work 
transforms hearts and minds, including our own. 

Our deepest hope is that this resource serves as a tool in our 
collective struggle for justice and healing from the spiritual 
violence of Christian Supremacy.
 

Many blessings on the journey,

Rev. Alba Onofrio
Spiritual Strategist for Soulforce 
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Introduction to an Ethic of Life

Understanding what the Bible says might seem straight-
forward, but it’s not easy as some would have you believe! 
Many of us grew up with a literal interpretation of the Bible, 
which says whatever is written on the page—right there in 
black and white (maybe with red lettering for the words 
attributed to God)—is clear and true and anyone who can 
read it or hear it read can understand “God’s Word.” 

Biblical Literalism can be appealing, because it is simple, and 
it requires the least amount of outside information and 
preparation. If you have ever heard someone make a claim 
about the Bible and say, “God said it, I believe it, that settles 
it!” then you have experienced a biblical literalist’s way of 
interpreting the Bible. This is also the method of interpretation 
that most often makes anti-LGBTQ statements that go like 
this: “The Bible says that homosexuality is an abomination, so 
God thinks it’s wrong and so do I!”

This may seem like a faithful position for Christians, but it 
isn], in fact, reckless and irresponsible. A literal interpretation 
of the Bible as an uncomplicated text without error contin-
ues to be used as justification for exclusion, discrimination, 
rape, criminalization, imprisonment, and even murder for the 
bodies and spirits of Lesbian, Gay, Trans, Queer and Intersex 
people, as well as Women and Femmes, and Peoples of Color.

Matthew 7:15-16a1  tells us to watch out for false prophets; 

1   “Beware of false prophets, who come to you in sheep’s clothing but inwardly are 
ravenous wolves. You will know them by their fruits.” Matthew 7:15-16a (NRSV)
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they will lead us toward death rather than life. Certain forms of 
Christianity have been weaponized by systems of power like 
white supremacy, imperialism, and heteropatriarchy for many 
generations, under the authority of “God’s Word.” 

Matthew says we will know these false prophets by the fruits 
of their labor–in this case, the repercussions of their theology.

At Soulforce, we determine what is good or evil based on 
an ethic of life. In every case we ask, “Does this theology or 
biblical interpretation lead to life? Or does it cause harm?” If it 
leads to spiritual violence, domination, or death, then it is the 
deceptive work of the false prophets of Christian Supremacy. 

Recognizing the many differences in translation, meaning, and 
application of the text alongside historically violent 
applications of Christian doctrine, it is certainly worth a 
deeper look before we naively adopt an overly simplistic 
interpretation of the Bible. 

When have you experienced a biblical 
literalist or inerrancy style of interpreting 
the Bible?

How do you currently determine what is 
right or wrong? Does the Bible play a role in 
those determinations?

Think About It
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Claim: The Bible is the Literal and Inerrant 
Word of God.

Believe it or not, the idea that the Bible has no errors or 
mistakes is a relatively new concept. 2 It is only in the last 
couple centuries that this doctrine became popular among 
some Christians, mostly in response to the rise of science and 
its perceived threat to biblical authority. And whether or not 
the Bible is historically accurate (as opposed to myth, 
metaphor or allegory) and comprised of the literal words from 
God’s mouth is a debate as old as the religion itself. 

However, other fields of study in the modern era such as 
archeology, anthropology, history, comparative religion, and 
world literature cast significant doubt on a purely literal 
interpretation of the Bible. Christians who maintain biblical 
literalism and inerrancy often reject science whenever it con-
tradicts the text.

Most Christian fundamentalists cite 2 Timothy 3:16 as the 
proof that the Bible is the inerrant Word of God, but in fact, 
the text does not say that it is without errors. It simply says that 
the text is inspired by God:

“All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is 
profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for 
instruction in righteousness.” 2 Timothy 3:16 (KJV)

2   The modern concept of “Biblical inerrancy” began in seminaries in the late 19th 
century as a resistance of the then-current “scientific revolution” happening in many 
fields of study. Funded by two wealthy oil tycoons, the idea of Biblical literalism 
became culturally popular around 1910 through the world-wide distribution of three 
million free copies of “The Fundamentals”, a series of books that defined the core 
beliefs, or “fundamentals,” of conservative Protestant Christianity. (i)



Believing that the Bible is a collection of narrative accounts 
about the Divine written by human people doing their best to 
describe their political history, religious traditions, lived 
experiences and culturally-specific understandings of God 
honors the free will of the various authors of the texts. 

This way of believing also acknowledges the limitations of 
their point of view as well as the real possibility of human 
error. It allows them and us to have our own beliefs and per-
spectives while leaving room for difference. Otherwise, we 
inadvertently deny the authors their own agency and make 
them out to be God’s finger puppets. 

Also, at the time 2 Timothy was written, the letter itself was not 
considered sacred text or “scripture.”3  The Bible (i.e. Christian 
scripture) was not compiled into one authoritative text for 
centuries after 2 Timothy was written. The Hebrew Bible 
(called the Tanakh in Judaism) would have been the only 
authoritative scripture at that time, with its specific cultural 
context and interpretation.4  

Similarly, there is reason to believe that there were many more 
letters written by Paul that have not yet been recovered. And 
most Bible scholars agree that several books in the Bible were 
not actually written by the people they were historically at-
tributed to.
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3   In fact, most biblical scholars believe that it was not Paul, but rather one of his stu-
dents, who wrote 2 Timothy between 90 and 140 CE in the style of Paul’s writings.(ii)

4 The order of the Jewish scriptures creates a narrative that ultimately leads to the 
glorious return of the Jewish people to their homeland after conquest and exile. The 
Old Testament, on the other hand, rearranges the books to point the way to the New 
Testament and the coming of Jesus Christ the messiah. Even if every word in a Bible 
was the literal and true Word of God, we would still have to decipher the correct 
order of the books and the overarching meaning of the Bible as a whole which is 
different between the Jewish and Christian canons. (iii)
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But What Does the Bible Really Say?

The Bible is often presented as one unified text, preserved in 
its original form since its creation, beginning when time itself 
began. This is not the reality. When someone makes a claim 
about what THE Bible says, an elucidating response would be 
to ask “Which Bible are you referring to and why is that one 
authoritative for you?”  

Do you believe that scriptures being “in-
spired by God” is the same as being written 
by God?

If more of Paul’s letters were to be un-
earthed, should they be considered part of 
the Bible?

Does the true identity of the author matter 
in deciding whether the Bible is the literal 
Word of God? Why or why not?

Think About It

For example, David could not have possibly written all the Psalms, 
because they were written over hundreds of years. Paul likely did 
not write the books of 1 & 2 Timothy or Ephesians. And we are still 
unclear about the authorship of the gospels.



On the Creation of the Christian Canon(s).

There is no singular, authoritative Bible. Before the 4th century 
in the West, and the 5th century in the East, each community 
of Christians had their own collection of sacred texts. Some of 
those eventually made it into the Christian canons, others did 
not (including ones that have quotes and teachings attributed 
to Jesus such as the Gospel of Thomas). Even today, different 
groups of Christians have different sets of books (called a 
canon) that comprise their respective Bibles.

Though many of the books overlap, translations of the text can 
be very different. When people say “THE Bible” they are most 
often referring to their own tradition’s canon, so it is always a 
good idea to ask why that set of books is the right set for 
making authoritative claims.

Significantly, early Christians had a variety of differences in 
their beliefs and practices of Christianity based on their 
culture, location, sacred texts, and founding leaders. Even 
basic tenets of the Christian faith and doctrine—such as the 
divinity of Jesus—did not begin to stabilize until the 4th cen-
tury (300 years after the death of Jesus) when Constantine 
made Christianity an official religion of the Roman Empire and 
demanded consistency across its domain.

He convened a world-wide meeting of Bishops (called the 
Counsel of Nicaea) to determine an official, enforceable 
structure for the beliefs and practices of the newly 
state-sanctioned Christian Church.
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How might Christianity be different if it 
had never been standardized or connected 
to institutions of power like the Roman 
Empire?  

On the Original Text(s).

An original copy of a text is called an autograph. We have no 
autographs of any book in the entire Bible. What we do have 
are tens of thousands of fragments. The first complete copy of 
the New Testament that we have dates from over 300 years 
after Jesus lived.5  The earliest texts that are available to us now 
are copies of copies of copies, all written by hand. 

For many centuries, when scribes copied sacred texts, they 
were tasked with “correcting” texts in the following situations:

 1.   a word was apparently missing
 2.   the wording was unclear 
 3.   a phrase or word was “unnecessarily” repeated 
 4.   the teaching was not in accordance with their 
       doctrines

The best we have comes from scholars piecing together many 
ancient artifacts, but no two are the same. Of the tens of 

Think About It

5   This document is called the Codex Sinaiticus, and it also includes the Epistle of 
Barnabas and the Shepherd of Hermas, neither of which are part of current 
Christian Bibles.



thousands of differences, most are not meaningful differences 
(we think), but some of them are. 

And even if we uncovered the original manuscript of every 
single book, the Hebrew people came from an ancient oral 
tradition, so “Bible” stories were told and retold thousands of 
times across generations long before they ever made it to print. 
And as any good story teller knows, the details of a story grow 
and change over time to stay relevant (like modern remakes of 
classic movies and literature). 

What is your favorite retelling or remake 
of a classic? How does the new version dif-
fer from the original? How is the old story 
made relevant in our current context?

On Translation.

Translation is an art more than a science. No matter how clear 
the text or how scholarly the translator, no translation will 
be an exact copy in meaning or words as the original(s). All 
words and texts must be interpreted by the translator, and they 
always lose and gain something in translation, especially in 
the case of translating across cultures, centuries of time, and 
geography. The oldest surviving copy of the Old Testament we 
have is not in Hebrew, but a Greek translation of the original 
Hebrew text.

Think About It
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Also, ancient Hebrew is a very metaphorical language based 
in the body as opposed to Latin or English which are much 
more literal languages. This makes translation tricky because 
metaphors are not always directly translatable. And culturally, 
we use different metaphors for different parts of the body. For 
example, the English idiom “heart and mind” appears in many 
translations of Psalm 7:9 (NRSV translation), but a literal 
translation would be more like “heart and kidneys.” 

The Hebrew word, kilyah (         ), literally means kidneys, 
and it is translated as such in 18 out of the 31 times the word 
appears in the Bible. However, because of the metaphorical 
meanings also associated with kidneys in Hebrew, the word 
is also translated in other verses as “inmost being,” “mind,” 
and “heart,” just to name a few. We should remember that the 
translators of the text are always making decisions between 
literal and figurative meanings of the words on the page. 

Which method of translation is more accurate? Which one is 
more faithful to the message? It is hard to say; each method 
has its own advantages and drawbacks. Most translators try to 
strike a balance between the accuracy of the exact translation 
of the original word or phrase and an accurate interpretation 
of the meaning of the word or phrase. However, this work is 
highly discretional, which is one reason why we have so many 
different versions of the Bible.

Similarly, meaning is lost or changed when translating 
between languages in which some words are gendered and 
languages where words are not gendered or have a third 
gender-neutral (neuter) form. For example, in Hebrew, ruach 
(      ), translated as Spirit [of God] or Holy Spirit in English, 



that hovers over the face of the deep at Creation in Genesis 1 
is femininely gendered (also feminine in Aramaic, the lingua 
franca of Jesus). In Ancient Greek (the language of the New 
Testament) however, the word pneuma (           ) or Spirit is 
ungendered. In Latin (the language of the official translation of 
the Bible of the Roman Catholic Church until 1962), spiritus 
is masculine. Spanish similarly translates Spirit as a masculine 
word, el espíritu. 

Even though English does not inherently gender the word 
spirit, normally using the Spirit, many translations of the Bible 
(unnecessarily) use masculine pronouns when referencing the 
Spirit of God. Should we then understand the Holy Spirit as 
masculine or feminine? Is the Trinity an all-masculine entity? 
How language is gendered in its translation makes a big differ-
ence in how we visualize God, and therefore, how many of us 
can (or cannot) relate to God. 

To make matters even more complicated, the original biblical 
texts written in ancient Greek have no spaces to provide clear 
demarcations between words or sentences, and the Hebrew 
in the Bible was written without vowels or accents. Centuries 
after the Old Testament books were written down, a group of 
Masoretes (Jewish scribes) began annotating biblical scrolls to 
add vowels and accents, but there are many different versions 
of this annotation, and recent discoveries of the Dead Sea 
Scrolls add even more versions of ancient biblical text into the 
discussion.
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Can you imagine trying to decipher the 
meaning of ancient fragments of text when 
all the lines and letters run together without 
spaces or punctuation? 

Based on your experience of the Christian 
tradition, what are the first gender 
characteristics that come to mind when you 
visualize God?

How many times have you heard a preach-
er or faith leader refer to God as “She” or use 
a pronoun for God other than “He”? If you 
heard God referred to as “She” or “They” as 
often as “He”, would that change how you 
experience the Christian God?
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But Is The Bible True?

The Bible is very important for Christians around the world, but 
is the Bible true? Yes and no. 

The Bible is made up of a collections of books from many 
different genres (poetry, genealogy, laws, songs, etc) that are 
in conversation and sometimes contradiction with each other. 
Christian Fundamentalists will claim that the Bible is entirely 
consistent, without contradiction or complication, but to main-
tain such a position requires a lot of theological and linguistic 

Think About It
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acrobatics. Sometimes it is impossible to reconcile the 
differences. 

For example, between the two Creation stories of Genesis 
(Genesis 1:1-2:4 and Genesis 2:4-25), the chronological order 
of when things were created does not match. Does this make 
the Bible untrue?

Not necessarily, but what it does mean is that we cannot be 
fooled into accepting simplistic, literal versions of the text 
at face value. Beautifully, the dialogical configuration of the 
Bible is not an accident or mistake by its authors, copyists, and 
religious architects. 

Their care for difference of perspective and diversity of belief 
calls us to be similarly intentional in the stewardship of the 
text and offers a wonderful richness that is worth engaging 
deeply. The Bible is the beginning of a conversation about 
morals, ethics, and the Divine. It is not the conclusion.

Most core teachings and words attributed to Jesus are 
recorded in the Gospels (Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John). 
However, the Gospels are dated from 30-50 years after 
the death of Jesus (the oldest known fragments of these texts 
date to over 100 years after Jesus’ death), which is import-
ant to note considering that there were no voice recorders (or 
official Jesus scribes) to write down Jesus’s exact words in real 
time, and the literacy of the disciples (who supposedly wrote 
the gospels) is questionable at best.

Notes on the Words of Jesus.
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On Revelation.

Most Christians assert that the Bible is revelation, the Word of 
God revealed to human beings. But is all of it revelation? Or 
only parts of it, like where it says “thus sayeth the Lord” (i.e. 
the direct quotes attributed to God or Jesus)? 

Is there room for any other kind of revelation? John 1:146  says 
that Word of God is also revealed in Jesus, who was a living, 
embodied human being, and we already spoke to the text 
attributed to him. 1 Corinthians 2:107 says that revelation also 
comes to us by way of God’s Spirit, which is reportedly open 
to all of us. 

6   “And the Word became flesh and lived among us, and we have seen his glory, the 
glory as of a father’s only son, full of grace and truth.” John 1:14 (NRSV) 

7   “These things God has revealed to us through the Spirit; for the Spirit searches 
everything, even the depths of God.” 1 Corinthians 2:10 (NRSV) 

8 “For since the creation of the world God’s invisible qualities--his eternal power and 
divine nature--have been clearly seen, being understood from what has been made, 
so that people are without excuse.” Romans 1:20 (NIV) 

Check out the two creation stories in 
Genesis (Genesis 1:1-2:4 and Genesis 2:4-25). Look 
for when human beings are created in each 
account; they can’t be reconciled. Does this 
make the Bible untrue for you?

Think About It
What is your favorite literary genre? Where 
can you find an example of that genre in the 
biblical text?



Where do you find truth in Creation? What 
revelation of the Divine might you have to 
show the world?

Think About It
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Romans 1:208  explains that we have no excuse not to 
encounter God’s revelation, because it is all around us all the 
time in Creation. So yes, there are other valid sources of 
Divine revelation, even if some of those sources contest what 
the Bible says.
 
We offer these few verses as inroads to exploring important 
questions of morality and our beliefs about what is right and 
wrong based on revelation beyond the biblical text. Revelation 
and truth can also be found in us, as creations of the Divine. 
In our lived experiences we have access to revelation when 
we engage our deepest truths and live into our most authentic 
selves as Queer people, as Trans people, as People of 
Color, etc. 

All these interwoven pieces of our bodies and experiences 
make up our complex lives and identities. We are all beings of 
sacred worth and sites of Divine revelation! 

Perhaps most importantly here is the notion that God is still 
creating and still revealing Godself into the world through 
human beings (see Acts 2:179) and all Creation.

9   “In the last days it will be, God declares, that I will pour out my Spirit upon all 
flesh, and your sons and your daughters shall prophesy, and your young men shall see 
visions, and your old men shall dream dreams.” Acts 2:17 (NRSV)
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A short, incomplete list of God-endorsed claims that have been 
historically justified using the Bible: 

To justify slavery // To call for the abolition of slavery // To argue the 
superiority of white Protestants // To argue for the civil rights of African- 
Americans // To accuse and execute women as witches // To support 
the ordination of women // To justify discrimination against LGBTQI 

people // To support the inclusion of LGBTQI people // To support 
capital punishment // To oppose capital punishment // To mistrust and 
persecute Catholic people // To argue that Catholicism is the only true 
church // To justify prayer in public schools // To oppose prayer in pub-
lic schools // To embrace medical science // To oppose medical science 
// To justify war // To oppose war // To exploit the environment // 
To protect the environment // To define a subservient role for women 
// To provide sanctuary to refugees // To empower and liberate poor 
people // To condemn masturbation // To justify the physical punish-
ment of children // To assign guilt for disease // To condemn dancing 
// To determine who can get married // To increase the political power 

of the Church // To prove that the earth is the center of the universe iv

A partial list of people who should receive the death
penalty, according to the Bible:

Women engaged in sex work (if her father is a priest) // Men who 

have sex with men, married women, their step-mothers, or their moth-

ers-in-law // Anyone fighting or working on the Sabbath // Anyone 

who takes God’s name in vein or commits perjury in a capital case

Does this mean that God hates mouthy teenagers, gay 
men, or people who work on Sundays?

No, of course not...



The bad news is that the Bible really does condone and/or 
encourage some horrible things like slavery, and war, and 
women being worth less than men. It can be used to justify 
just about any position, oppressive or liberatory. 

The good news of the Bible is pretty similar to the bad news.
 
The Bible has been a source of courage and strength for many 
generations of believers. It has offered hope and peace in the 
face of impossible odds. Its words contain messages of love, 
empowerment, justice, and liberation. 

The bottom line is that the Bible cannot speak or act on its 
own; its messages require human minds to interpret them and 
human bodies to make them real and alive in the world. 

The Bible can be used for good and for evil. And far too often 
it has been used as a weapon of oppression, rather than a tool 
of justice. 

We hope this guide has given you some tools for better 
understanding the Bible in your own context along with some 
inspiration for the hard religious-based conversations ahead. 

Now that you’re informed, we want to welcome you into the 
Soulforce family and invite you to join us in our mission to 
combat spiritual violence, sabotage Christian Supremacy, and 
reclaim Spirit for the work of healing justice and our collective 
liberation.  
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The Bad News and the Good News of the Bible.
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Applying What You’ve Learned.

Take a deep breath! We just sorted through a lot of biblical 
history and debunked a lot of authority around Biblical Literal-
ism and Inerrancy. Whoo-hoo! You did it! 

Are you ready for more? Here is an offering of some exercis-
es and practices to help you along your journey of scriptural 
analysis and developing your own moral authority outside of 
Biblical Literalism and Inerrancy:

   Take your faith seriously. 

Whether or not we have individual religious convictions, we 
all believe in something (from an informal life mantra to a 
strict doctrinal creed). Build out from your own beliefs and 
experiences to develop your own approach to the conversa-
tion. Do your research. Seek out information and additional 
resources to help you continue to learn and decolonize.  
Congratulations–you’ve already started this one! 

   Speak with authority from the “I” position.

No one is an expert on your life more so than you (not even 
your mom). Our most powerful position is when we testify 
about our own lives, experiences, and truths rather than try to 
argue with others about the legitimacy of theirs. Build 
confidence in your own ethics and experiences as part of 
God’s revelation, rather than defaulting to the Bible as the 
source of authority in moral arguments.



   Be curious rather than judgmental (even with your own 
   beliefs and inconsistencies!)

Remember that decolonizing our minds and spirits is a long 
process; have patience with yourself. We have often been 
taught that there is only one way to read the text, so being 
curious about other interpretations or points of view is one 
sure way to dislodge embedded literalist ideas. When we can 
recognize whose stories are not being told in the Bible, we 
can read the text with greater imagination and ethics-centered 
analysis. Try reading the same Bible story or situation from a 
different character’s experience -- for example, what would it 
be like to read the Gospels from Mary’s perspective? Or the 
story of Abraham from the Isaac’s point of view?

   Live into the questions.

In terms of Biblical analysis and ethics, do not believe the 
common trope that “the simplest answer is most likely the 
right one.” Binary thinking, or the idea that things are simply 
right-or-wrong/black-or-white, is a lie that perpetuates 
Christian Supremacy. As most of us have experienced, the 
world is full of many shades of gray in many situations. Each 
time we can live into the in-between spaces and “both-and” 
thinking rather than “either-or” we are sabotaging the binary 
logic of Christian Supremacy. The challenge is to be comfort-
able with the truth that there are no easy answers. The Bible is 
meant to be an invitation into conversation about ethics and 
morals, rather than the definitive answers to eternal questions.

   Honor the contexts of ancient peoples.

The idea that the cultural and political contexts of 1st century 
Ancient Near East peoples is the same as 21st century peoples 
in the U.S. or even Palestine, robs that Biblical text of its rich 
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cultural context and unique historical perspectives. Rather 
than mapping their somewhat unknown reality onto our own, 
we need to do the research to honor the people and the 
contexts of Biblical narratives. It is very different from our 
own, and we must be careful not to misappropriate the text. 

   Take responsibility for what you believe.

Just like we want Christian fundamentalists to take 
responsibility for their death-dealing theologies and change 
their ways, we too must be willing to question our values and 
ethics and their repercussions in the world. In other words, we 
can’t blame God or the Bible for our beliefs that are actually 
rooted in our own internalized trauma or privilege. 

And in order to use an ethic of life (or something similar) as 
our moral compass for deciphering what is right and good, we 
must be in community with others who experience 
different oppressions in order to determine what theologies 
collectively bring life, versus which ones cause harm and 
death. At its best, this is a code of morality based in solidarity.

   Develop your own canon within the canon.

Using a “canon within a canon” model is the opposite of the 
literalists’ position of giving equal weight to every verse in the 
Bible. In this analysis of scripture, look for meta concepts and 
key verses that you really, truly believe —like “God is Love” 
(from 1 John 4:8). With that baseline, you now have a rubric 
with which to prioritize other verses and concepts in the Bible. 
Everything in scripture or in the Christian tradition that affirms 
your core values (i.e. love in this example) is a keeper, 
and everything else falls lower in the hierarchy of values or 
gets discarded entirely.



Final Guidance.

Remember, no matter how factually accurate your argument 
against Biblical Literalism and Inerrancy is, it will probably not 
change the beliefs and opinions of Christian fundamentalists 
in the heat of an argument. More likely, it will make them shut 
down or become defensive. 

If you’re trying to defend yourself against a Bible-based attack, 
facts debunking Biblical Literalism and Inerrancy might be 
your best strategy to stop the conversation. If you’re trying to 
convince a loved one to accept you, this may not be your best 
tactic to improve your relationship or change their heart and 
mind. For more information about having hard conversations 
with conservative Christians, check out our free online 
resource Across the Divide.
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