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If you have ever wondered why non-Christians reject the gospel
and turn down your invitation to attend your church, then I
have  a  book  for  you.  Barna  Research  has  produced  a  book
entitled, unChristian: What a New Generation Really Thinks
about Christianity. This book helps us understand why non-
Christians seem so cold to the claims of Christianity.

The researchers found that a minority of young people who
believe that labels like “respect, love, hope, and trust”
describe Christianity. But the rest have lost respect for
Christianity. David Kennaman, President of the Barna Research
Group and one of the authors of the book, says we need to
resolve this perception problem if we are to connect with the
youngest generation.

He lists six common perceptions that non-Christians have about
Christians and Christianity.

1.  Hypocritical  –  outsiders  to  Christianity  believe  that
Christians say one thing and do another. They found that 84
percent knew a Christian, but only 15 percent believed that
the Christian they knew acted consistently with his or her
beliefs.

Hypocrisy is not just a 21st century phenomenon. Lately I have
preached on the subject of hypocrisy and have been reminded
how  Jesus  spoke  so  strongly  against  hypocrisy  in  the  1st
century.  But  this  survey  shows  that  Christians  must  be
authentic and acting consistently with Christian beliefs.

2.  Focused  on  converts  –  outsiders  often  feel  more  like
targets. Christians want to get them saved, but they don’t
listen to them and these outsiders don’t feel truly loved.
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3. Anti-homosexual – the younger generation is less likely to
see homosexuality as sin so they equate Christians with being
anti-homosexual. There is a real need for us to show biblical
compassion as we also address this issue with our biblical
convictions.

4. Sheltered – outsiders feel that Christians often offer
simplistic answers to the complex and troubling aspects of
modern life. They perceive us an old-fashioned, boring, and
generally out of touch with reality.

5. Political – often outsiders perceive Christianity as merely
an extension of right-wing politics. They feel Christians are
too political or are motivated by political interests. That
doesn’t mean Christians shouldn’t be salt and light, but they
should be aware that this is a connection that non-Christians
often make.

6. Judgmental – nearly 90 percent of outsiders say the term
“judgmental” accurately describes Christians today. Only 20
percent of outsiders view the church as a place where people
are accepted and loved unconditionally. Christians sadly are
known more for their criticism than for their love. And we may
be so fixated with sin that we cannot really love broken
people.

As we look at the six perceptions, we should admit that some
of  these  criticisms  would  surface  no  matter  how  well
Christians try to be loving and gracious. After all, many of
these same people would probably call Jesus judgmental. So
some of these perceptions will be with us no matter what we
say or do.

But I think it is important for us to be real and authentic
rather than hypocritical. And we should be relevant rather
than sheltered. So there is some work for us to do if we are
to effectively reach the next generation. I’m Kerby Anderson,
and that’s my point of view.



Millennials and Media
How has the Millennial generation been influenced by media and
technology?  Thom  and  Jess  Rainer  attempt  to  answer  that
question  in  their  book,  The  Millennials:  Connecting  to
America’s  Largest  Generation.  Their  survey  of  1,200  older
Millennials provides a detailed look at this generation.

When technology first comes on the scene, there are early
adopters then a significant majority and finally laggards.
Millennials fit into the category of early adopters. In the
survey  they  were  asked  if  they  agree  with  the  following
statement: “I am usually among the first people to acquire
products featuring new technology.” About half agreed with the
statement, and half disagreed with the statement. And even for
those who disagreed, it is safe to say they did not fit into
the category of laggards. Millennials are quick to embrace new
technology.

When  asked  how  they  most  frequently  communicate  when  not
actually with the other person, they rated phone first (39
percent),  then  texting  (37  percent),  and  then  e-mail  (16
percent). At the bottom was by letter (1 percent). The survey
also  noticed  a  difference  between  older  and  younger
Millennials. Put simply, the younger you are, the more likely
you are to communicate by texting.

Social media is also a significant part of the lifestyle of a
Millennial. Not surprisingly, the most popular social media
site  was  Facebook  (73  percent),  followed  by  MySpace  (49
percent).

Although social media can be accessed in many ways, still the
most  pervasive  is  through  the  computer.  Millennials  use
computers both for work and for personal use. Most Millennials
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(83 percent) use a computer for work and spend about 17 hours
on it each week. And Millennials spend 17 hours per week on
computers for personal use.

If  you  put  these  numbers  together,  you  find  something
shocking. The average Millennial spends 17 hours per week on a
computer for work, and spends the same amount of time on a
computer for personal use. That totals 34 hours per week on a
computer. “That means that roughly one-third of Millennials’
waking lives are spent on a computer.”

If Christians are to reach the Millennial generation, it is
important to know how they use media and technology. I’m Kerby
Anderson, and that’s my point of view.

January 25, 2011

Is the Internet Changing How
You Think?

January 21, 2011

Can the Internet change how you think? That was a question
columnist Suzanne Fields asked the other day. If you go to
Edge.org, you will notice that the question they pose for this
year  is  slightly  different.  It  is:  “How  is  the  Internet
changing the way you think?”

I have been wondering the same thing. Unlike Suzanne Fields, I
wasn’t wondering IF the Internet was changing our thinking but
HOW it is already changing the way we think. There were two
reasons why I have been thinking this.

First, look at the younger generation being raised on the
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Internet. If you haven’t noticed, they think and communicate
different  from  previous  generations.  I  have  done  radio
programs and read articles about the millennial generation.
They do think differently, and a large part that is due to the
Internet.

A second reason for my interest in this topic is an Atlantic
article  by  Nicholas  Carr  entitled  “Is  Google  Making  Us
Stupid?”  He  says:  “Over  the  past  few  years  I’ve  had  an
uncomfortable  sense  that  someone,  or  something,  has  been
tinkering  with  my  brain,  remapping  the  neural  circuitry,
reprogramming the memory.” He believes this comes from using
the Internet and searching the web with Google. And he gives
not only his story but many anecdotes and some research to
back up his perspective.

A developmental psychologist at Tufts University puts it this
way. “We are not only what we read. We are how we read.” The
style  of  reading  on  the  Internet  puts  “efficiency”  and
“immediacy” above other factors. Put simply, it has changed
the way we read and acquire information.

Now you might say that would only be true for the younger
generation. Older people are set in their ways. The Internet
could not possibly change the way the brains of older people
download information. Not true. The 100 billion neurons inside
our  skulls  can  break  connections  and  form  others.  A
neuroscientist at George Mason University says: “The brain has
the ability to reprogram itself on the fly, altering the way
it functions.”

The Internet does appear to be altering the way we read and
think, but more research is needed to confirm if this true. If
so,  parents  and  educators  need  to  take  note  of  what  is
happening in our cyberworld. I’m Kerby Anderson, and that’s my
point of view.
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The Last Christian
I just finished another novel by one of my favorite authors,
David Gregory. I really enjoyed The Last Christian for several
reasons, including the creation of characters I truly cared
about,  but  there  are  two  big  reasons  that  I  find  myself
continuing to think about.

The book is set in 2088. Abby Caldwell, who
grew up as the daughter of missionaries in
Papua New Guinea in a tribe cut off from the
rest of the world, comes back to the U.S. and
learns that Christianity has died out. She is
“the  last  Christian.”  Her  grandparents  had
left  her  a  message  sixteen  years  before
telling her that God had impressed on both of
them  that  she  was  His  choice  to  bring
Christianity back to this country, but because
she had no contact with the outside world, she hadn’t received
it. At the same time as Abby’s entry to American culture
(quite a shock for someone who grew up in a primitive jungle
culture), stories start popping up on “the Grid” about people
having dreams of Jesus.

One reason the book was compelling is its explanation of how
Christianity died out. One of the main characters is a history
professor  at  a  Dallas  university  who  gives  a  five-point
lecture about what rendered Christianity so irrelevant and
obsolete as to have no presence in the culture at all. The
biggest  point  was  the  lack  of  distinctiveness  between
believers and unbelievers. Since professing Christians had the
same  beliefs  and  the  same  behaviors  of  those  with  no
allegiance to Christ, there was no reason for anyone to become
a Christian.
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And that’s where we are today in 2011: in an excruciatingly
dangerous  position  of  losing  our  Christian  voice  in  the
culture because in the majority of our lives, Jesus Christ
makes absolutely no difference at all. At Probe Ministries, we
call this being “culturally captive.” When our beliefs and
behaviors are informed and shaped more by the surrounding
culture than by the Word of God and the character of God, we
have  been  taken  captive.  Paul  warned  the  first-century
Christians about this very thing: “See to it that no one takes
you captive through philosophy and empty deception, according
to  the  tradition  of  men,  according  to  the  elementary
principles of the world, rather than according to Christ”
(Colossians  2:8).  The  Last  Christian  paints  a  chilling
scenario of what could happen right here in the United States,
just as the light has gone out in Europe (except for small
pockets of believers—God is still faithful!).

The other thing I really loved about the book is the heroine’s
progression of understanding of her faith. When she arrives in
the U.S., convinced God wants her to share the gospel with her
home country, she defines it as “we are sinners and Jesus died
to pay the penalty for our sin so we can go to heaven when we
die.”  Naturally,  this  message  does  not  resonate  with  a
completely secular audience. The author uses marvelous means
to  enlighten  her  to  the  much  larger,  far  more  compelling
description of the gospel as the truly good news that God
invites us into His life, a quality of abundance and joy and
love today that is so much bigger than simply having one’s
ticket-to-heaven card punched.

For the past year, reading through all four gospels, I’ve been
meditating a lot on what Jesus preached: the Kingdom of God,
which He sometimes also called the Kingdom of Heaven. The
Kingdom is a party! Do a word search for “kingdom” in the New
Testament,  and  you’ll  see  it  connected  with  words  like
righteousness,  peace,  joy,  power,  treasure,  fine  pearls,
fruit, and eating and drinking at God’s table. Sounds like a
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party to me! In John’s gospel, Jesus refers to the kingdom as
“life.” Over and over and over again.

If people saw the Christian life as being connected to the
source of life—Jesus our Lord—and saw Christians living lives
marked by peace, joy, power, treasure, fruitfulness, and a
radiant quality of life that comes from letting Jesus shine
through us in His beauty and power, we wouldn’t need to fear
that the horrible scenario painted in The Last Christian will
come to pass.

Party on!

This blog post originally appeared at
blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/the_last_christian

on Jan. 18, 2011.

Mapping America
Jan. 18, 2011

A new study verifies what many of us have known for some time.
Children who grow up in an intact family and attend religious
services do better than children who do not. Dr. Patrick Fagan
at  the  Family  Research  Council  documents  this  in  Mapping
America. He uses the data collected by Drs. Nicholas Zill and
Philip Fletcher from the National Survey of Children’s Health.

They found a significant discrepancy between children who grew
up in intact families (with both biological parents) and those
who  came  from  broken  homes.  They  also  found  a  similar
discrepancy between those who attend religious services weekly
and  those  who  worship  less  frequently.  They  found  that
children in the former groups were five times less likely to
repeat a grade, less likely to have behavior problems at home
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and  school,  and  more  likely  to  be  cooperative  and
understanding  of  others’  feelings.

The benefits not only accrued to the children, but also had an
impact  on  the  parents.  For  example,  parents  of  kids  from
intact families who worship regularly were much less likely
(21  percent)  to  be  contacted  by  the  child’s  school  about
behavior  or  achievement  problems  compared  to  parents  (53
percent) whose kids were not living with both parents and not
attending church services regularly. Parents of the children
in the first group also report less stress, healthier parent-
child relationships, and few concerns about their children’s
achievement.

Even more surprising in the study was the these differences
held true even after controlling for family income and poverty
as  well  as  for  the  parents’  education  level,  race,  and
ethnicity.  In  essence,  the  study  suggests  that  the  best
prescription  for  society  is  a  stable  family  and  family
worship. In this environment, children thrive emotionally and
achieve academically. They become the foundation for the next
generation of leaders and citizens.

In a sense, this study is the flip side of studies that were
published years ago about the impact of divorce on children.
In my book, Christian Ethics in Plain Language, I document the
three e’s of negative impact of divorce (emotional impact,
educational impact, and economic impact). Whether you look at
these positive studies or the earlier negative studies, you
can  see  the  importance  of  family  and  worship.  I’m  Kerby
Anderson, and that is my point of view.
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Index of Belonging
Jan. 13, 2011

The American family has been in trouble for some time, but it
is often difficult to provide a clear statistical picture of
what is happening. Dr. Patrick Fagan at the Family Research
Council has put together an Index of Belonging and Rejection
that might be the best tool yet to help us understand what is
happening to children in these families.

Only  45  percent  of  American  children  have  spent  their
childhood in an intact family. The study defines an intact
family as one in which a biological mother and father remain
legally married to one another since before or around the time
of their child’s birth.

Let’s look at the other part of the index. The first part is
belonging.  The  second  part  is  rejection.  When  we  look  at
American teenagers and their parents we see that 55 percent of
the  teenagers’  parents  have  rejected  each  other,  either
through divorce, separation, or choosing not to marry.

Patrick Fagan warns that “American society is dysfunctional,
characterized by a faulty understanding of the male-female
relationship.” He goes on to explain the individual children,
as well as communities, suffer the consequences of a “culture
of rejection in American homes.”

There are some ethnic and regional differences. Asian-American
children are most likely to live in intact families. African-
American children are least likely. And children living in the
South are more likely to live in intact families.

Broken homes lead to broken hearts and a disturbing increase
in social problems. These include higher levels of poverty,
unemployment,  welfare  dependency,  domestic  abuse,  child
neglect, delinquency, crime, drug abuse, academic failure, and
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unmarried teen pregnancy and childbearing.

A nation’s strength depends upon the strength of its families.
This new index illustrates once again in a very powerful way
that the strength of the American family is waning. Churches
and  Christian  organizations  need  to  do  what  they  can  to
strengthen families through preaching, teaching, and programs.
I’m Kerby Anderson, and that’s my point of view.

Muslim Bias in Textbooks?
Oct. 5, 2010

The Texas State Board of Education has been the center of
controversy over textbook adoption. And since Texas buys so
many public school textbooks, what happens in Texas affects
the rest of the nation.
 
Earlier  this  year  there  was  a  battle  over  curriculum
standards. The latest battle was over a resolution over what
is perceived as a Muslim bias in the textbooks. The resolution
that  was  passed  over  a  week  ago  alleges  that  some  older
textbooks  are  “politically-correct  whitewashes  of  Islamic
culture and stigmas on Christian civilization.”
 
Those are pretty strong words, and so my first inclination was
to  check  out  the  charges  and  see  if  they  were  true.
Unfortunately, the knee-jerk reaction of the left and the
media  was  to  dismiss  the  accusations  without  even
investigating  them.
 
I collected articles from Internet Web site such as MSNBC,
FoxNews, and WorldNetDaily. And you can add to that various
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newspaper accounts. The Christian or conservative sources at
least took the time to interview the man responsible for the
resolution before the Texas State Board of Education. The
others  did  not.  Oh,  they  did  take  the  time  to  get  some
comments  from  the  Texas  Freedom  Network  or  other  liberal
groups  that  condemned  the  resolution  as  erroneous  and
politically  motivated.
 
If you took the time to dig through all the charges and
accusations, you would find a few facts that were relevant to
the resolution. The concerns seemed valid because of the space
and tone of the presentations. The textbooks devoted twice or
nearly twice as much space to Muslim “beliefs, practices and
holy  writings”  as  to  Christian  beliefs.  And  the  tone  was
different. For example, Christians during the Crusades were
called “violent attackers” while Muslims were called “empire
builders.” The resolution also called attention to what it
called “sanitized definitions of jihad.”
 
The fact that the resolution barely passed illustrates that
trying  to  identify  and  document  religious  bias  in  our
textbooks may just be too controversial. I’m Kerby Anderson,
and that’s my point of view.

Church, Marriage and Family
Does going to church strengthen marriage and family? I would
think that any Christian would agree with that statement. But
I find it exciting that even secular researchers would agree
that church and religious activities are good for marriage and
family.

On a regular basis, the Heritage Foundation posts the latest

https://probe.org/church-marriage-and-family/


findings from researchers. This month their “Top Ten” related
to religion and family. Here are some of the findings they
summarized.

Researchers have found that couples who believe that marriage
has  spiritual  significance  tend  to  adjust  more  easily  to
marriage and experience lower levels of conflict. They have
found  that  marriages  in  which  both  the  husband  and  wife
frequently attend church services are less likely to end in
divorce  than  marriages  in  which  neither  spouse  attends
frequently. On average, wives who attend church weekly with
their husbands experience higher level of marital happiness
than peers in marriages in which neither spouse attends church
weekly.

Adolescents who attend church more frequently and report that
religion is important in their lives are more likely to marry
and less likely to cohabit than peers who are less religious.
Adolescents who consider religion to be important in their
lives tend to have a higher expectation of getting married
than their peers. Young adults who attended religious services
frequently during adolescence are more likely to disapprove of
premarital  sex  and  cohabitation  than  peers  who  had  not
attended services frequently.

Research even found that urban mothers who give birth out of
wedlock are more likely to become married within a year of
their children’s birth if they attend religious services. Men
and women who attend religious services weekly are less likely
to commit an act of domestic violence than peers who seldom
attend.

Many years ago, Linda Waite and Maggie Gallagher wrote the
book, The Case for Marriage: Why Married People are Happier,
Healthier,  and  Better  off  Financially.  At  the  time,  they
documented the benefits of marriage. These findings not only
show the benefits of marriage, but the benefits of church
attendance to marriage and family. I’m Kerby Anderson, and



that’s my point of view.

July 22, 2010

The Gender Spectrum
When I use the term “gender spectrum,” you
might think in terms of masculinity on one
end and femininity on the other. We hear men
being prompted to “get in touch with your
feminine side.” (For some reason, women never
seem to be exhorted to “get in touch with
your masculine side.” Huh.)

But I don’t think that’s the way it works.

In Genesis 1, we are told that “God created them male and
female” (Genesis 1:27). I think, rather, that there is one
spectrum of masculinity and another spectrum of femininity. I
also think that God is the one who chooses where on the
spectrum babies are born, according to His design and for His
pleasure and glory.

The Femininity Spectrum

I suggest that little girls come into the world at some point
on a femininity spectrum. On one end  is the girly-girl who
comes out of the womb asking for the little flower headband to
wear in the hospital nursery, and she keeps on running toward
all things frilly and girly. She loves pink, loves to wear
dresses and twirl around to “be pretty,” wants to wear nail
polish and makeup just like Mommy (or like the other ladies
she sees on TV).
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On the other end of the spectrum is the tomboy jockette, who
can’t stand wearing dresses, wants to climb trees and play
tackle football with the boys. These girls are often gifted
athletically and many are natural leaders. When these little
girls’ type of femininity is supported and encouraged, they
are comfortable in their skin just the way God made them. Wise
parents also make sure they wear dresses and “act like a lady”
when it’s time to do that—with the promise that when they get
home, they can put their jeans or sweats back on and be
comfortable.

Sometimes,  though,  girly-girl  types  can  morph  into  “mean
girls” and inform the jockettes that they’re not good enough
as girls, and they can receive the message that it’s not okay
to be the kind of girl they are, the kind of girl God chose
for them to be because He has a good plan for them. They can
grow up not feeling secure in their femininity.

The Masculinity Spectrum

On one end is the rough-and-tumble boy—athletic, noisy, enjoys
getting dirty. He bonds to other boys shoulder-to-shoulder,
engaging in common activities or tasks, and tends to find



face-to-face interaction intimidating.

On the other end of the spectrum from the athletic boy is the
aesthetic boy: emotionally sensitive, gifted in art, music,
theater, dance, or some other kind of art. He usually avoids
athletics, getting dirty, and anything having to do with balls
coming  at  him.  He  bonds  eyeball-to-eyeball,  connecting  to
others’ hearts through their eyes the way most girls do, but
they are not girls. And then, of course, there is everything
in between.

In our culture, we tend to define masculinity in terms of the
rough-and-tumble type ONLY, but I don’t think God agrees,
since He delights to create so many sensitive boys and those
who are a balance between the two. In fact, even as toddlers,
they can reveal themselves by responding to another child’s
upset by dropping what they’re doing and going over to pat
them, soothe them, and attempt to comfort them: “You okay?
It’s okay.” This sensitivity is a beautiful thing to behold,
but it can get a little boy in trouble. Since we define
masculinity so narrowly, it is easy to marginalize and shame
the masculinity of the sensitive boy. Especially if his daddy



is a rough-and-tumble sort of man who is flummoxed by a little
boy who would rather Daddy read to him than throw a football.

If the sensitive boy is affirmed in his type of masculinity,
he can grow up to be a phenomenal husband, father, pastor,
counselor, artist, musician, dancer—the list goes on. When
tomboy girls are loved and accepted by their parents just the
way they are, they can grow up to be great moms and teachers
and scout leaders, especially of boys.  If, however, they are
ostracized for the way they are designed, they can burn with
the indignity of being “other than.”

It’s these sensitive, gifted boys that are most at risk for
embracing a gay identity, especially when others wound them by
slapping false labels on them, even from a young age: gay,
queer, homo, fag. Tomboy girls, especially the ones gifted
athletically, are quickly tagged with ugly false labels as
well: lez, queer, gay. They can easily think, “What do others
know that I don’t know? If they say it, it must be true.”

But it’s not true. They’re not gay, they’re gifted. If only
they could be helped to see themselves that way!

Our goal as adults should be to help all children grow into
gender-secure, emotionally healthy kids who are glad God made
them a boy or a girl, and are comfortable in their own skins
just the way God made them. I think it starts with affirming
the different kinds of masculinity and femininity. It’s ALL
good!

 

This blog post originally appeared at
blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/the_gender_spectrum

on January 4, 2011.
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Unrealistic Expectations
Lots of things can keep us stuck in places that are hard to
get out of.

Like harboring unrealistic expectations.

When my first son was four years old, I found myself angry and
frustrated with him a lot. One day I “happened” to see a book
on the inspirational display at the grocery store, Overcoming
Hurts and Anger. I don’t remember anything else from that book
except  the  wise  counsel  to  adjust  your  unrealistic
expectations. I realized that although my son was four, and a
smart, prodigious four at that, it was still not fair to
expect him to be and do things appropriate for a twelve-year
old. It was amazing how much happier I was when I decided to
expect four-year-old things of him!

Many people have unrealistic expectations of what growth and
change should look like. The downside of our microwave culture
is that we expect things to be fixed instantly. Last week a
friend who is just starting out a long journey of overcoming a
lot of hurts from her past asked what she could do to speed up
the process. I suggested she work to build daily the always-
popular habit of saying no to her flesh and yes to self-
control, loving others, and doing the opposite of what comes
naturally.  Fifteen  minutes  later  she  texted  me  with  a
question: “I hate people today. Can I stay home from church?”

So much for the fast track!

One  of  the  most  dangerous  places  for  our  unrealistic
expectations, though, is what we think God should do. Some of
the most bitter and angry people I know, or who have loud
voices  in  the  culture  (think  of  the  “new  atheists”  like
Richard Dawkins, Christopher Hitchens, and Sam Harris) are
those who feel betrayed by God, so they decide He isn’t there.
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That sense of betrayal and disappointment comes from having
expectations of God according to how we think He should act:

• Protect the innocent from pain and suffering
• Protect the people who maybe-aren’t-so-innocent-but-not-as-
bad-as-axe-murderers from pain and suffering
• Show the same grace to all of us by treating us all the same
• Give us an easy life
• If I do all the right things to be “a good person,” God
should do His part to make life work the way I want it to

When we pray fervently for what we want and He doesn’t answer
the way we want, many of us get angry with Him. That’s a part
of my story. It’s easy to decide God doesn’t care, or He is
evil, or He isn’t there at all.

Many times, we pray in faith, believing God will give us what
we ask for, but we ask for things He never promised in the
first place. Or even worse, we “claim” them on the basis of a
scriptural  promise  wrenched  out  of  context,  such  as  “all
things  you  ask  in  prayer,  believing,  you  will  receive”
(Matthew 21:22). Jesus never promised that if we believe in
our prayers, we would receive what we ask for. Believing in
the Bible is all about trusting in and surrendering to the
goodness and character of GOD, not our prayer list. We will
always receive an answer to our prayers because God is good.
Sometimes the answer is “No, beloved,” because we ask amiss.
Psalm 84:11 promised, “No good thing does He withhold from
those who walk uprightly.” If God says “no,” it’s because it’s
not a good thing for us. His “no” is a “yes” to something
else. But because we have such a limited perspective, it is
essential that we trust in the unlimited perspective of the
God who sees everything.

When we feel disappointed in God, when we think, “God didn’t
come through for me,” that’s the time to take a step back and
ask, “What kind of unrealistic expectations did I have in the
first place?” That may be a great question to talk through
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with a mature trusted friend who can see things more clearly.
Then we can place the unrealistic part of our expectations
into God’s hands as an act of worship and trust . . . and
watch our anger and frustration subside.

I’ll share some thoughts about why those expectations of God
are unrealistic in my next blog post.

 

This blog post originally appeared at
blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/unrealistic_expectations

on Oct. 11, 2010.
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