Why Didn’t God Communicate to
Us More Clearly?

Why is there so much confusion among believers and
denominations? Why didnt God state everything in a simple,
abridged manner to avoid this cluster of contradictory
interpretations? This not only relates to young earth vs old
earth, but on hundreds of doctrinal topics.

Thanks for your letter. You ask a very good question: “Why
didn’t God state everything in a simple, abridged manner to
avoid this cluster of contradictory interpretations?”

Let me attempt to provide some possible options to consider.
Before doing so, however, I must honestly admit that I do not
know (with any certainty) why God did things the way He did.
The only way I could know this would be if God had told me.
And He hasn’t. However, He may have given us some clues in the
Bible itself.

First, I think we should always bear in mind that MOST of the
Bible is readily comprehensible when read carefully. To be
sure, there are “some things hard to understand” (2 Peter
3:16), but much of the Bible (when read carefully) is readily
understandable.

Second, sometimes man’'s difficulty with biblical
interpretation stems from sinfulness and a strong motivation
not to WANT to understand what the text says. This, I think,
is why Jesus sometimes spoke in parables. Parables revealed
spiritual truth to those open to receive it, but hid the truth
from those who rejected Jesus and His message. Along these
lines, note in particular Jesus’ statement in Matthew
13:10-17-

And the disciples came and said to Him, “Why do You speak to
them in parables?”
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Jesus answered them, “To you it has been granted to know the
mysteries of the kingdom of heaven, but to them it has not
been granted.

“For whoever has, to him more shall be given, and he will
have an abundance; but whoever does not have, even what he
has shall be taken away from him.

“Therefore I speak to them in parables; because while seeing
they do not see, and while hearing they do not hear, nor do
they understand.

“In their case the prophecy of Isaiah is being fulfilled,
which says, ‘YOU WILL KEEP ON HEARING, BUT WILL NOT
UNDERSTAND; YOU WILL KEEP ON SEEING, BUT WILL NOT PERCEIVE;
FOR THE HEART OF THIS PEOPLE HAS BECOME DULL, WITH THEIR
EARS THEY SCARCELY HEAR, AND THEY HAVE CLOSED THEIR EYES,
OTHERWISE THEY WOULD SEE WITH THEIR EYES, HEAR WITH THEIR
EARS, AND UNDERSTAND WITH THEIR HEART AND RETURN, AND I
WOULD HEAL THEM.'

“But blessed are your eyes, because they see; and your ears,
because they hear.

“For truly I say to you that many prophets and righteous men
desired to see what you see, and did not see it, and to hear
what you hear, and did not hear it.

(See also Isaiah 6:9-10; Mark 4:11-12; Luke 8:16-18; etc.).
Thus, some of the difficulty with understanding God’'s word
comes from man’s sinfulness, hard-heartedness, and unbelief.

Finally, with those passages which are really difficult, and
about which very good Christian scholars differ, I think we
have a motivation to dig deeper into God’s word, to study more
diligently, to seek His meaning more carefully and
prayerfully. By agonizing over difficulties, many Christians
have gained a very deep knowledge of the Scriptures.

These are at least some POSSIBLE reasons why God’s word 1is
sometimes difficult to understand. I hope they help at least a
little bit.



The Lord bless you,

Michael Gleghorn
Probe Ministries

“A ‘Just Right’' Planet?”

Sue:

I enjoyed reading your article entitled “Evidence for God's
Existence” on probe.org. I found it to provide interesting
insight.

I found your comments regarding a “just right” earth
particularly intriguing. You stated that our “just right”
planet is clear evidence that is was created by “a loving
God.” As someone who has witnessed the fury of mother nature
more than once, I am compelled to ask — do you include
volcanic eruptions, floods, tidal waves, and earthquakes in
this “just right” view of God’s creation of the earth?

I find it very hard to believe that this planet we live on is
as “just right” as you portray. I have seen massive landslides
that buried charities, churches, and brothels side by side
without regard. I have seen so many God-fearing people struck
by flood and other natural disasters that I cannot help but
fail to understand how the earth can be so “just right.” Think
about how many innocent children suffered for days, even weeks
in immense pain and agony, buried under rubble in an
earthquake, before finally dying. Are such tragedies really
part of a “just right” design?

I recent read a research paper from the American Oceanographic
Institute regarding some really cool bacteria — they live 2
miles deep in the ocean near hot thermal vents in the ocean
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floor where no light has ever penetrated. The water
temperature there reaches 800 degrees or more and contains
highly toxic and poisonous chemicals (well - to humans at
least). These conditions are not so different than you might
find on other planets in our solar system. I know that one day
we will land spacecraft on other planets and find, in the most
hostile environment imaginable, living organisms thriving in
places we never thought possible.

Like you, I marvel at the intricacies of the world (and
universe) we live in — it truly is a wondrous place. William
Paley is well-known for his “watchmaker” theory - he, too,
marveled at our universe and was so overwhelmed at it’s
complexity that he said that someone MUST have engineered it -
for it could not possibly exist without a designer.

I offer you this challenge, then — let’s apply Mr. Paley’s own
logic to God himself. Surely you will agree that God himself
is far more complex and intricate than the universe is. By Mr.
Paley’s logic, something so complex MUST have a creator.
Therefore, someone or something MUST have created God, since
such complexity cannot exit without a designer. I submit that
Mr. Paley is simply a victim of someone in need of a reason -
we all want to have a reason. Some of us can accept the fact
that we don’t yet know where the universe came from. Others,
like Mr. Paley, are so desperate to explain things that they
will simply make something else up which is immune from
question to explain that which they cannot.

I say these things not to inflame you or attack you. I simply
seek knowledge, thought, and interaction with people of
differing viewpoints than my own. Perhaps one day I will come
to agree, perhaps not. But I find that speaking to everyone I
can, becoming their friend, and agreeing to disagree to be
very fulfilling in my life.

Hopefully you will take a few minutes to talk with me and we
will both go our ways with a little more knowledge and insight



than we started with.

I have received quite a few e-mails from people who disagreed
with me in this article, but none that were as gentle and
reasonable and sweet-tempered as yours! It says something
about your character, methinks. . . . <smile>

Two answers. First of all, concerning the horrific destruction
that gets unleased in nature: according to the Bible, which
gives us information we couldn’t know otherwise because it’s
information from “outside the box,” this world is in a state
very different from the one God originally created. After sin
entered the world courtesy of the first human beings, the
whole world was plunged into a state of corruption, decay and
destruction that spawned natural disasters like hurricanes,
tornadoes, floods and droughts. (And then you add the HUMAN
disasters that are a result of moral corruption and decay that
spawned atrocities like the Holocaust and Sept. 11!-But that’s
another story.)

At the risk of belaboring the point, allow me to offer an
illustration. My sister-in-law is an extraordinarily gifted
cake decorator in Chicago, and I live in Dallas. She wanted to
share one of her creations with me, and was told by a mentor
that if she packed a cake with the right precautions, she
could FedEx it to me and it would arrive intact. Apparently,
the folks at FedEx didn’t know that, and when I opened the box
it was a mess of crumbs and broken sugar flowers. It still
tasted wonderful, and evidence abounded for its original
beauty and glory, but it got ruined between Chicago and
Dallas. Her heart sank when she learned what had happened to
it, not only because of the waste but because her hopes for
pleasing me with the cake’s original condition were dashed. I
think it’s an illustration of how it grieved God for His
beautiful earth to be ruined by the mishandling of the people
into whose hands He had placed His creation to be good
stewards, because their sin caused all manner of destruction
not only between people but also on the earth itself. The fact



that the cake was ruined after it left my sister’s hands
didn’t detract one bit from the gifted design and skill that
went into creating it in the first place. I still contend that
God’'s design is “just right,” even though the world doesn’t
function as perfectly as it did when He first created it.

Secondly, concerning the idea that someone or something must
have created God: as you move backward in discerning cause and
effect, there must eventually be an Uncaused Cause in order
for anything to exist at all. At some point there has to be
something or someone who has always existed who is responsible
for causing other things to come into existence, because
nothing comes into existence on its own. Thus, at some point
there had to be an Ultimate Causer (or Ultimate Cause) that
has always been here. Because if you can go “beyond God,” so
to speak, to a time when there was nothing and no one 1in
existence, then there would be no way for God to come into
existence without a cause. There MUST be an Uncaused Cause.

Hope this helps you to understand where I'm coming from!
Most respectfully and cordially,

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“How Do You Develop an
Apologetics Ministry Within a
Church?”

First off I want to commend you on your approach to defending
and sharing the truth and love of the Gospel, as you show
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respect for others, without backing off from your discovery
and communication of truth. It is very refreshing to see! I
have two questions.

First, do you have any suggestions for ways to develop an
apologetics ministry within the church? Second, I am
considering pursuing a more focused apologetics/evangelistic
ministry path, apart from working inside a church. I am
definitely considering pursuing a Masters, or possibly
Doctorate, degree. Are there any schools (Christian or
secular) or degree programs that you would recommend with my
ministry goal in mind? Also, are there any career paths that
you would suggest for that type of pursuit, i.e. professor of
philosophy at a secular university, speaker, or working at
Probe Ministries? Thank you for your time. And again, I
appreciate your ministry and your respectful approach to it.

Thank you for your kind letter and we are pleased that you
have found our site both encouraging and helpful.

There are several suggestions about starting an apologetics
ministry through the church, but it must be a two-pronged
approach. Christians must be schooled or trained to some
degree in apologetics and there must be regular opportunity to
encounter non-Christians in a non-threatening manner. A simple
reading group can be arranged for Christians to read helpful
apologetics-oriented books like Lee Strobel’s Case for Christ
and Case for Faith. You could schedule a Probe Mind Games
Conference and offer the Basic Defense Track. (Click on the
“Mind Games Conference” button on our home page for
information.) For the most part, Christians today not only do
not really know what they believe, they certainly don’t know
why. To encounter non-Christians, you could host a regular
film night or reading group. These groups would watch or read
secular movies and books which raise worldview or ethical
issues. With a mixed group, Christians can begin to hear what
non-Christians really believe and think and begin to interact
with them just by stating opinions. This can be enjoyable and



non-intimidating. A moderator needs to be skilled in not
letting some people dominate the discussion or get preachy.

There are a couple of Christian universities and seminaries
that offer programs in apologetics. I believe that Trinity
International University (www.tiu.edu) in Deerfield, Illinois
offers such a program. Biola University (www.biola.edu) in Los
Angeles also contains the Talbot School of Theology which
offers apologetics and worldview-related programs through
Professors John Mark Reynolds and J. P. Moreland. Southern
Evangelical Seminary (www.ses.edu) in South Carolina 1is
heavily geared towards apologetics. Famed apologist Norm
Geisler is its president. Denver Seminary
(www.denverseminary.edu) offers a degree in apologetics. I
also know that Bryan College (www.bryan.edu) in Dayton,
Tennessee utilizes worldview heavily in their undergraduate
programs but I don’t know if they have a graduate program that
specializes in apologetics.

Ray Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“What Do You Say When People
Call Christians Hypocrites?”

I was just wondering.. when people call Christians hypocrites,
what is a good response? Isn’t everyone a hypocrite in one way
or another? I mean, I TRY not to be one, but like all humans,
I mess up. Thankfully I am a Christian and have God’s
forgiveness. What is a quick reply that I can give people who
accuse me of hypocrisy?

That is a tough accusation, for sure. Too bad it’s so often
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accurate.

I would agree with the person that many Christians are indeed
hypocrites, and it saddens God greatly. But you might remark
that the church is supposed to be a hospital for sick people,
not a museum for perfect people.

Sometimes, the “Christians are hypocrites” charge is nothing
but a smokescreen, which is why I would ask if they have any
personal experience with it, or if it’s just something they’ve
heard and they’re using it to keep distance between themselves
and Christians. Or, more accurately, between themselves and
God.

If someone were to make that comment to me, I would respond
with, “Is that something you’ve just heard, or have you had a
personal experience with someone in a church who hurt you?”
I'd try to find out the heart of the matter. Sometimes people
just need for someone to know and acknowledge that they were
hurt by a Christian who brought dishonor to the name of
Christ, and they would appreciate a compassionate and
regretful response. I have been able to say, “I am so sorry
you had to experience that. So is God.”

I would also ask, in humility, “Have I done anything to make
you see hypocrisy in me that I need to ask forgiveness for?”
And then be prepared to LISTEN to the answer!

Hope this helps!

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries



“Why I Don’t Believe 1in God”

Dear Christian Philosopher,

One day I was asked why I believed in God. I had a very hard
time coming up with one reason. However, since my faith has
disappeared, I have had a relatively easy time coming up with
reasons that I do not believe in Him. Here are five:

e I have not perceived God. Everything that I believe
exists, I have perceived. As a result, I do not believe in
God (since I don’t believe that He exists).

e I have not received reliable testimony that anyone that
has perceived God. However, I have received reliable
testimony that others have not perceived God. Therefore,
since I must perceive something (or at least hear reliable
testimony from a perceiver) before I say it exists, I do not
believe in God.

e I do not believe in God because he does not exist. God
does not exist because everything that exists must take up
space and God does not take up space. Therefore, God does
not exist.

e It is impossible for spiritual substance to interact with
physical substance. The Christian God is composed of
spiritual substance and the world is material substance. The
Christian God created the world. Since creating the world
entails spiritual substance interacting with and
manipulating physical substance, the Christian God cannot
exist. (If spiritual substance can interact with physical
substance, then how?)

e There is no such thing as spiritual substance (Descartes
mind or the other realm); i.e., the soul, the devil, angels,
hell etc. (If there is spiritual substance, then I would
like to hear some reasons why I should believe that there 1is
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such a substance.). My reason for saying that there is no
such thing as spiritual substance is due to spiritual
substance being unperceivable and non-existent (assuming
that to exist is to take up space). In fact, spiritual
substance cannot be perceived because human-kinds faculties
for perception only gather information from material
substance. Since all human faculties are material, they
cannot gather information from spiritual substance because
the spiritual substance would have to interact with the
material faculties; and it is impossible for spiritual
substance to interact with physical substance.

Like I said, my faith disappeared. I believe that if someone
shows me how I have made a mistake, then my faith will come
back. I know that these reasons are probably not great in the
eyes of a seasoned philosopher (I am just doing my
undergraduate work right now), but in my stage of development
as a thinker, these are huge roadblocks. Thank you.

Dear ,

Thanks for your letter. I will respond to each of your five
points individually.

1. I have not perceived God. Everything that I believe
exists, I have perceived. As a result, I do not believe in
God (since I don’t believe that He exists).

By perceive, do you mean through the senses? If so, for this
reason to be valid you must present a case for a strong
empiricism such as that of the logical positivists of the
early 20th century. They believed that only that can be held
as true knowledge which is empirically verifiable. This has
been shown to be self-referentially incoherent, since the
theory itself can’t be so verified. Consider, too, the things
I'm sure you believe exist even though you haven’t perceived
them by your senses, things such as electricity or love. You
can see the effects of these things, but not the things



themselves (if love can be called a “thing”). Similarly, we
can see the effects or the works of God without seeing Him. If
you mean you haven’'t perceived God in any way, there 1is
nothing I can say to that, except that this is no proof that
God doesn’t exist. It could be that you have closed off any
avenues by which you might perceive Him.

2. I have not received reliable testimony that anyone that
has perceived God. However, I have received reliable
testimony that others have not perceived God. Therefore,
since I must perceive something (or at least hear reliable
testimony from a perceiver) before I say it exists, I do not
believe in God.

Again, by perceive do you mean by the senses? If so, my first
response still stands. If you mean any kind of perception,
then millions of people can offer positive testimony. Of
course, if you have decided already that God doesn’t exist,
then you will write such testimonies off to something else.
But that would be no argument against God'’s existence, but
rather a testimony of your own philosophical/religious biases.

3. I do not believe in God because he does not exist. God
does not exist because everything that exists must take up
space and God does not take up space. Therefore, God does
not exist.

Here you first need to present an argument to prove that
anything which exists must take up space. Materialists have
the same obligation as theists to prove their world view.

Here are some reasons I find naturalism untenable. Consider
first that if matter is all that exists (since all existing
things must take up space), then the universe must be
explainable purely in terms of natural laws, including the law
of cause and effect. If there is a purely materialistic
cause/effect explanation for everything, then even our mental
processes are nothing more than the motion of atoms in our



brains (whether chemical or electrical) acting in a strict
cause/effect sequence. But if this is the case, how can we
know whether what we think is true, or whether it is just the
result of determined natural processes? How do you know that
what you think about the world outside yourself actually
obtains? It could all be simply mental images your brain has
produced. There must be something in our reasoning abilities
which isn’t reducible to natural processes.

In addition, such determinism strikes at the heart of free
will, which means that you didn’t make a free choice to write
your letter: it simply happened as a result of the natural,
non-mental, processes of your brain and body.

One more note: Those working in artificial intelligence still
haven’t been able to produce a computer which thinks like a
human. If reason were a strictly causal process surely they
would have been able to do so already.

4. It is impossible for spiritual substance to interact with
physical substance. The Christian God 1is composed of
spiritual substance and the world is material substance. The
Christian God created the world. Since creating the world
entails spiritual substance 1interacting with and
manipulating physical substance, the Christian God cannot
exist. (If spiritual substance can interact with physical
substance, then how?)

Why do you believe it is impossible for spiritual substance to
interact with physical substance? Some say that such
interaction would negate natural laws. But I see no reason to
accept this. We can’t deny the interaction of the supernatural
with the natural just because it complicates matters.

Just how this happens I cannot say. But my limited
understanding shouldn’t be an impediment to belief. If we have
good reasons to believe God exists and created the universe,
and there are no objections significant enough to overcome



those reasons, then one 1is justified in believing in God.
Because there are other reasons to believe in God, the burden
is on you to prove the spiritual cannot interact with the
physical.

5. There is no such thing as spiritual substance (Descartes’
mind or ‘the other realm’); i.e., the soul, the devil,
angels, hell etc. (If there is spiritual substance, then I
would like to hear some reasons why I should believe that
there is such a substance.). My reason for saying that there
1s no such thing as spiritual substance is due to spiritual
substance being unperceivable and non-existent (assuming
that to exist is to take up space). In fact, spiritual
substance cannot be perceived because human-kind’s faculties
for perception only gather information from material
substance. Since all human faculties are material, they
cannot gather information from spiritual substance because
the spiritual substance would have to interact with the
material faculties; and it 1is impossible for spiritual
substance to interact with physical substance.

You (again) make your presuppositions very clear: 1) all
existing things take up space, and 2) the spiritual cannot
interact with the material. Again, I ask that you present a
case for your materialism and for your assumption about the
impossibility of spiritual/natural interaction.

Here I have simply tried to respond to your ideas and show
where I see weaknesses. For positive arguments to believe,
there are numerous resources available. I suggest that you
look for copies of C.S Lewis' books Mere Christianity and
Miracles. For a study on mind/body dualism from a Christian
perspective, see J.P. Moreland, Scaling the Secular City: A
Defense of Christianity (Grand Rapids: Baker Books, 1987),
chapter 3. Also look through the list of articles on our web
site (www.probe.org) under the categories Theology/Apologetics
and World View/Philosophy. My articles on atheism and miracles
address the issue of naturalism.



Rick Wade

Probe Ministries

“How Do I Answer This
Atheist’s Argument?”

I'm a young Christian doing some study at University. I
am currently engaged in a debate with an atheist who reckons
his argument is indestructible. I have tried to critique it
but he reckons that my logic is false.

This is his proof for the non-existence of god:

First, in order to discuss the existence of god, we must
define god. So I say god must be conscious. That way we can
distinguish god from any random forces that might be out
there just spitting out universes. But I’m conscious and I’'m
not god so we must further define god so that god can be
distinguished from a highly advanced alien race. So god must
be the First Cause. There we have it, god must be conscious
and the first cause or god doesn’t exist. If god isn’t
conscious OR if god isn’t the first cause THEN god doesn’t
exist. Let’s examine what it means to be conscious or to
have awareness. When one is aware of something and that
something moves or changes then one is aware of that
movement or change. The change causes a change within the
one who is aware of it. Example: When a leaf blows across
the road the position of that leaf in my mind changes. My
mind changes from knowing where the leaf was to knowing
where the leaf is. To be Conscious is to be Changeable. So
we can say, If god isn’t CHANGEABLE or if god isn’t the
first cause then god doesn’t exist. Now, let’s examine what
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it means to be the first cause. The first cause must be
uncaused for there can be no cause preceding the first
cause. Now since no change can occur without cause (unless
of course you believe that things like the universe can just
pop into existence without cause) God must not be able to
change. To be the First Cause is to be unchangeable. So we
can say, If god isn’t CHANGEABLE or if god isn’t
UNCHANGEABLE then god doesn’t exist. Logically nothing can
be changeable and unchangeable. SO GOD DOESN’T EXIST. There
are only 5 logical objections to My Proof.

God Being Consciousness

God Being The First Cause

e Consciousness Requiring Change

The First Cause Requiring Unchangeableness

e Something Not Being Able To Be Both Changeable and Also
Totally Unchangeable.

Choose Your Poison. Yes, If anyone can debunk my proof I
shall withdraw it and stop using it. Furthermore I shall
move into the ranks of the Agnostics. Our point of
contention is that you insist that The Cause must be
conscious which requires change when we both know that in
order for the first cause to exist it must be totally
unchangeable. Now, if you or anyone else would care to
explain how something can be both changeable and totally
unchangeable, I’d be glad to hear it. Until then you’re
flying on a wing and a prayer, which means you’re falling.
The changeable vs. unchangeable paradox is the basis of my
whole proof. The basic premise is that a thing can’t both
have a property and not have the same property. i.e. A line
can’t be totally straight and partially non-straight or
curved. As it turns out the definition of God which is used
by most people and mainstream religions requires god to be
changeable and totally unchangeable, thus creating a
paradox. If I were to believe in ‘god’ I could still never
be a Christian. Here’s a good exercise that will help you



choose a religion. Try to work out in your own mind what god
must be like. But don’t just say god must be all good try to
prove each characteristic of your god.

This is what he is saying, and quite frankly, I don’t have an
answer. Any help would be much appreciated.

Thanks so much for your time.

I think there are two problems here, one building upon the
other. The basic problem is the atheist’s understanding of God
as first principle. This is an understanding bequeathed to us
by Greek philosophy. Plato didn’t have a God as in Judaism and
Christianity. He believed in the One (or the Good) and the
Demiurge. The former was remote, untouched by changing things.
The latter formed what was there into the universe. While
Christian thinkers sought to pull those two ideas together, an
emphasis on God as unchanging remained, even to the extent of
denying His passibility; that is, that He could be emotionally
affected by anything outside Himself. While I disagree with
open theists regarding God’'s knowledge of the entire future, I
can agree with them that Christian theology (thanks in part to
Aguinas) has let Greek philosophy shape its ideas more than it
should. Although I believe God is unchanging in His nature and
purposes, this doesn’t mean there can’t be any change of any
kind in Him. We must let Scripture tell us what God is like
(albeit aided sometimes by philosophical concepts); the
atheist is attacking a straw man in his attempt to disprove
God.

The second problem is this. Even if we concede that gaining
new knowledge does entail change (and this change cannot be
allowed in God), if God knows everything — past, present and
future — then there is no new knowledge for him. Therefore,
there is no change.

Hope this helps.

Rick Wade



Probe Ministries

“Who Are You to Say Who the
TRUE God Is?”

Who I am is irrelevant and this letter is meant with no intent
on harming anyones feelings, as the matter of religious
preferences is a very delicate one. I have to say that I was
offended by the advice given to a couple taking care of a
young Wiccan . I came across this part, “tell her about what
the TRUE God is like.” Now in all fairness who are you to say
who the true God is??? Are you saying that all other religions
are wrong? Maybe I am jumping to conclusions. This next
sentence also grabbed my attention: “Those who refuse to
acknowledge a personal devil are more vulnerable to spiritual
warfare than anybody.” Now I realize that there is not one
ultimate devil in Wicca, but there is one in Christianity.
Because this girl does not share your beliefs or even those of
her parents, there is no need to tell this as advice to
someone. The people of Wicca believe that evil is created by
man-kind, but they still know it is there and try to use their
gifts to do good and never harm anyone or thing. If a Wiccan
uses their power to give anything bad or take anything good
they are forbidden to use the craft and are no longer allowed
in their coven to practice The Craft. Also I feel the need to
point out that you do not need to practice ‘Magik’ to be
Wiccan.

I have friends of all faiths, Christians, including people
from Pentecostal, Mormon and Orthodox churches, Muslims,
people from the Jewish faith and to no surprise I do know many
Wiccans. I have to say that we all talk and share our
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different views on religion and I have never heard any one try
to convince someone that their God is the true God or that
because they do not believe in “Satan” they are “more
vulnerable to spiritual warfare” than anybody. I just want you
to think more clearly about what you are writing. I do not
want to start an argument, I just wanted you to hear my views.
I am sure I am not the only one who thinks this. One more
thing, you also said, “We believe that there is one God.” Well
this is obvious as you are Christian as I believe it, but not
everyone does think there is one God. Rather that trying to
convert this girl shouldn’t this couple have been told to
tolerate her religious beliefs and help to practice it safely
and carefully with the respect that she deserves. This girl
does not have Christian beliefs, it should not be put upon her
to change her mind and her beliefs. By all means use your
faith to help people not change people.

Dear friend,

If you didn’'t like what we say on our website, you’re probably
not going to like my reply either. I am not seeking to offend
you or anyone else, but it makes sense you would take offense
given your worldview.

The root of the problem in the difference between our position
and what you believe is our extremely different perception of
religion and truth. I would guess that you see these issues
like a restaurant menu where everyone can choose whatever they
prefer, and it’s inappropriate to tell the other diners that
their choice of an entrée is wrong. Our perception of religion
and of truth is more like a team of doctors looking at a
patient’s symptoms; when it’s a matter of life and death,
they’'d better get the diagnosis right instead of merely
settling for personal preference! (“0Oh, it looks like acne to

me.” “Well, I think it’s eczema, but you can call it acne if
you want.” “I know a melanoma when I see one, and this is skin
cancer!” “Naw, cancer’s too harsh a diagnosis, nobody likes to

hear that, so I'm gonna stick with acne.”)



Just as cancer will kill a person and thus a doctor does him
no favors to tell him anything except the painful truth, our
worldview is that man-made religions lead to spiritual death
and only one—a personal relationship with God through Jesus
Christ—leads to life. We don’t base this simply on our
preference, but on historical evidence that God has spoken to
us through His word and through Jesus Christ.

I know you were concerned at my advice to the couple who were
caring for a girl who was dabbling in Wicca. If all religions
were equally valid, then my advice would certainly be off-
base. But we are staking our lives on the belief that they are
not. For this couple to tolerate her religious beliefs when
they are completely committed to the ultimate truth of
Christianity would be like seeing a cancerous lesion on her
skin and “tolerating” her skin condition by ignoring it. What
appears to be kindness would end up being the cruelest thing
in the world when they knew what would save her.

I know our worldview is unpopular in today’s world, but we are
convinced it is far more in alignment with reality than the
one that says “everybody do what they want, it’s all okay.” We
believe it’s not okay.

It leads to a kind of spiritual death far worse than cancer.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“Why Don’t You Respect
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Others’ Beliefs?”

How come you can’t accept other religions and beliefs instead
of always trying to convert them to Christianity? I was
brought up in a Christian family and was always taught that
you should accept others for who they are instead of forcing
them to be how YOU want them to be.

I personally am an atheist and have told my family that since
I was old enough to fully understand my own feelings on
religion, and my own family have not tried to convert me as
they respect what I think and feel. But when I read your
replies to people’s e-mails you try to convert people you
don’t even know. I fully respect your beliefs and thought that
since you were Christians you could respect others. I am not
trying to be disrespectful but I have friends from almost
every religion in the world and yet even when we come to
together we never try to (for lack of a better word) force,
our views on each other instead we respect each other. I am
sorry if I am sounding rude when I say this but would you
please email me back with your views on this and I will gladly
read them and attempt to understand them.

Dear ,

I very much appreciate the respectful tone of your letter.
Bless you!

There is a difference between accepting others for who they
are and forcing them to be someone you want them to be. I am
not aware of anything on our website that attempts to force
anyone to do anything; we do OFFER the way to know God through
a personal relationship with His son Jesus, and we do OFFER a
Christian perspective on many topics, but I would be grateful
if you would help me see any place where we’'re forcing
anything on anyone. Especially since everyone who reads our
website freely chooses to come here and freely chooses to
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continue reading once they discover our position.

We don’t have the power to convert anyone. We will do our best
to explain why Christianity makes the most sense because it’s
true, and you have no doubt discovered that we have a lot of
confidence in our position. But everything we say comes from a
deep understanding that God created us with the ability to
choose. We understand the power of influence, and we try to
use whatever influence we have by way of what we have learned
about the evidence for Christianity being true to help others
understand what is right and true.

Many people think that respecting others’ views and beliefs 1is
the same thing as affirming that they are all equally valid,
and we can’t do that. For instance, what if you met someone
who believed that red lights mean go and green lights mean
stop. Would you respect that view? Really? Or would you do
your best to convince the person believing it that it is a
wrong and dangerous view to hold?

That’'s what we do. We believe that God has spoken to our world
through the Bible and through the person of Jesus Christ, and
thus we can know truth because God has communicated it to us.
And those who believe differently from what God has
specifically said, hold wrong and dangerous views because it
can keep them separated from God forever.

I hope you understand us better now, even if you don’t agree.
And if you get to the point where your life seems pointless
and meaningless—because if there is no God there is no
meaning-giver—then we’ll be here to help you.

Respectfully,

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries



““Saying Someone Else’s Path
1s Wrong Misses the Mark”

Firstly let me say, I read your site with interest. Secondly I
come from a VERY religious background and spent my formative
years attending Sunday School, church, youth fellowship etc.

(I have a very strong set of moral beliefs but they revolve
around personal responsibility, honesty, integrity and REVENGE
— not upon blindly following the words of others.)

In all that time I was treated with nothing but contempt (I
never did fit in - yes, I do love thrash metal). This is a
source of much anger to me.

I have never gained ANYTHING from worship or religion, if god
existed he never would have let half the things happen in my
life/family that have happened, therefore, I have rejected
him.

I feel fine, better for it in fact and I think that for me at
least, I have chosen the correct path. Maybe your choice 1is
right for you but to say that someone else’s is wrong (just
because you believe it to be so) is nonsense. Basically, I
feel you miss the mark.

Still, that’s your personal choice and as such that’s your
right.

Dear ,

When bad things happen to people, I have to admit that is a
very powerful argument against the existence of God, or at
least against the goodness of God.
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However, all of us at Probe have been convinced that the
evidence that God truly exists and that there is a purpose
beyond the horrible things that happen, is greater than the
weight of the argument of pain and suffering. Personally, I
believe that the shame and contempt that “church people” heap
on those who don’t fit their mold, like yourself, makes God
both angry and extremely grieved. Since the Bible says God
made us in His image, then we’re supposed to reflect what He
is like to the world and most especially, to others who are
also made in His 1image. When people treat others with
contempt, they are telling a lie about what God is like, and I
think none of us understands the depth of His anguish about
that.

I think I understand where you’re coming from in terms of
wanting to castigate us for saying that someone else’s path is
wrong since it is different from ours. That would, indeed, be
an arrogant and revolting position to take if it didn’t matter
because there is no God and thus no purpose in life, no
afterlife, and no ultimate meaning. On the same plane, I
guess, as saying that someone is wrong for choosing Neapolitan
ice cream because chocolate is right.

However, if God has truly spoken and revealed true truth to
us, and if He determines what is the right path and the wrong
path because He is God and He has the right to do that, then
simply agreeing with what He says 1is neither arrogant nor
revolting.

I wish you peace, and I pray for you the ability to sift
through what you learned when you were young and sort out what
was true from what was merely man’s teaching and from the pain
you received and understandably rejected. I pray that somehow,
God will communicate to you the tears HE cried because of the
way you were treated. He made you, He loves you, and He died
for you. You were never supposed to experience contempt.

Cordially,



Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

‘“What About Those Who Cannot
Believe?”

There were small children on the planes that were crashed in
the 9-11 attacks on America. What happens to a baby or young
child who dies? Do they go to heaven or hell?

When a young child dies, the bereaved parents will often ask,
“Where is my baby now? Will my child go to heaven? The Bible
does not give us a definitive answer to these questions;
however, several statements seem to indicate that heaven 1is
the destiny of those who can’t believe.

The critical issue is what God will do in His justice to those
who were not able, because of age or mental inability, to
respond to His revelation. If they are saved, how are they
saved and on what basis are they saved? Wouldn’t the logic
that says a child is saved say the same for an adult? In order
to answer these questions, let us look at a few basic biblical
principles.

First, God is loving (1 John 4:16), good (Nah. 1:7), just
(Zeph. 3:5), compassionate, and gracious (Psalm 103:8). He
“wants all men to be saved” (1 Tim. 2:4) and does not want
“anyone to perish” (2 Peter 3:9). Therefore, it 1is
inconceivable that God would damn an innocent child who 1is
incapable of belief.

When we use the word innocent in this context we are not
implying that the one who cannot believe is free from sin. The
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Bible clearly teaches that even infants inherit a sinful
nature (Psalm 51:5; Rom. 5:12, 18-19). Their salvation comes
not from being innocent from sin but rather from their
ignorance of God’s revelation.

Second, Christ’s death on the cross for our sins was for all
of us unless we refuse to accept it. God gives us the ability
to decide. This means that we can either accept or reject
God’s love for us.

But what about those who are unable to accept or reject God?
We must first realize that everyone (including those who
cannot believe) is lost (Luke 19:10), perishing (John 3:16),
condemned (John 3:18), and under God’s wrath (John 3:36). We
must also realize that Christ’s death on the cross paid the
debt of sin for us. His death appeases God’s wrath (Rom. 5:9),
and this provision is available to all unless they reject it.
As Robert Lightner says in Heaven for Those Who Can’t Believe,
“Since rejection of the Savior is the final reason why men go
to Hell, those who do not reject Him because they are not able
to make a conscious decision enter Heaven on the basis of the
finished work of Christ.” [Robert P. Lightener, Heaven for
Those Who Can’t Believe (Schaumburg, IL: Regular Baptist
Press, 1977), 20.]

Third, there are examples in the Bible that seem to support
the notion that children who die are bound for heaven. In 2
Samuel 12:22-23 David learned of the death of this son by
Bathsheba. In this relationship with Bathsheba David broke
four of the Ten Commandments: he coveted, he stole, he
committed adultery, and he committed murder. As punishment,
his child was to die. However, when he learned that the child
had died, he took heart that his son was in heaven. He said,
“I will go to him, but he will not return to me.”

In Luke 18:16-17, Jesus used children as an object lesson for
the kind of faith that leads to eternal life. He taught that
the kingdom of God belongs to such as they (Luke 18:16) and



that each believer must accept the kingdom of God as a little
child (Luke 18:17). He further taught that God was “not
willing that any of these little ones should be lost” (Matt.
18:14).

Fourth, there are no biblical references that even hint that
children will be in hell. While there are many references to
adults in hell, there are none to children. This is admittedly
an argument from silence. But in other passages in which the
context might warrant such a reference, none 1s found.
Consider, for example, the accounts of the death of mankind in
the Flood (Gen. 7:21-23), the destruction of Sodom and
Gomorrah (Gen. 19:24-25), the slaying of the firstborn in
Egypt (Exod. 12:29-30), the destruction of the Amalekites (1
Sam. 15:3), and the slaying of the little boys in Bethlehem
(Matt. 2:16).

The character of God is such that He would not damn to hell
those who cannot believe. Further, Christ’s death on the cross
paid the debt of man’s sin and is available to all unless they
reject it. We can declare with some certainty that those who
cannot believe go to heaven when they die.

Kerby Anderson
Probe Ministries



