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In general, however, | see very little to no
constructive criticism in

here in regards to discussions of spiritual
belief, although | have

received some very encouraging and helpful
constructive criticism in

email.

I'm going to ammend that because | have seen some
constructive criticism

here in regards to spiritual belief, but only from one or two
individuals.

There's constructive and destructive criticism.
And when you feel one way and the majority of a group feels another, you
decide in advance if it's worth getting your keesta in the BBQ pit before

you spew forth destructive criticism on certain issues, particularly
religion.

Well, attempting to destroy people's beliefs and barbecuing my keister are
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not priorities in my life today:). | don't have to consider those
activities for very long before | decide that my energy can be better
spent.

If a person's beliefs are strong enough, you can't destroy them. You might
get them wondering about things for a bit, but they'll come right back to
what's in their heart.
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