“I Can't Forgive God for
Taking All Those People 1in
the WTC!”

I saw a distraught woman on the news asking, “Pray? Who do we
pray to? God took all those people in the buildings !” It's
obvious there is so much hurt and a sense of betrayal toward
God for allowing such a horrific thing to happen. I'm having a
rough time forgiving God for allowing such terrible evil in
the attacks on the World Trade Center and the Pentagon.

I'm so glad you wrote.

A lot of people struggle with anger toward God when we
experience pain or when bad things happen. (I completely
understand, and carried anger toward Him for many years myself
for allowing me to get polio, and not healing me when I begged
Him to. That story is here.)

In his excellent book I Should Forgive, But . . . [1998,
Nashville: Word Publishing, p. 143-157], Dr. Chuck Lynch
addresses this issue. There are three problems with a
perceived need to forgive God.

1. It implies an offense. But God does not and can not sin
against us. He does not morally offend us and does not need
to be forgiven.

The number one complaint against God 1is that He failed to
protect. We can be angry that He did not protect us, or He
did not protect other innocent people. We believe a good God
does not let bad things happen to good people. Bad things
only happen to bad people. Therefore, if bad things happen to
good people, God “did us dirty.” But we live in a fallen
world; bad things happen to people, period. Our longing for a
perfect world where nothing bad happens 1is a perfectly
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legitimate longing for the Eden we were created for, and God
will re-create that perfect world in the future. . . but we
don’t live there yet.

If God doesn’t “perform” as we think He should, we think He
has offended us. The real failure 1is not with God’s
performance, it’s with our misperception of His character.

We are upset when we realize that God knew the bad thing was
going to happen and He didn’t stop it. Why not? Because He 1is
graciously patient now, but His full wrath will be poured out
on sin and unrighteousness at a later time.

Acts of nature such as weather tragedies, birth defects and
diseases, as well as the consequences of things like
terrorist attacks, are also perceived as offenses by God
against man.

Many people believe it’s God’s job to keep their lives free
from pain and loss, especially if they are faithful to Him.
They fail to remember two things:

* God does not suspend the natural laws of nature for
believers. He also does not violate the gift of free will
to humanity, even when a person’s choice means others will
be hurt.

* While we have the promise that all pain and tears will be
wiped away 1in heaven, this 1is earth.

2. It implies accountability. We demand to know the “WHY???”
We think God owes it to us to explain why He does what He
does, and why He allows the things that He does. And if He
doesn’t explain it to us [and often, if not usually, He
doesn’t], then many cut off fellowship with Him. “I’ll show
You, God, I won’t believe in You anymore/I will live 1n
rebellion/I will ignore You!”

God does not owe us an explanation. He 1is not accountable to



us. He does as He pleases (Ps. 115:3), and He has the right
to be the sovereign Lord without explaining to His creatures
how his actions today, 1in time, fit into the big plan of
eternity.

3. It implies payment. Somebody has to pay for sin. Jesus
paid for our sins—but who’s going to pay for God’s “sins”
against us?

Our anger against God is like a red light on a car’s
dashboard. It alerts us that something is wrong and we need to
deal with what we’re thinking and thus, what we’re feeling.
The red light tells us we need to grow into acceptance of our
losses and adjust to them over time. When God allows bad
things to happen, we get mad because of our loss and hurt. We
don’t need to forgive Him; we need to ask for grace to accept
what He has allowed to happen.

God doesn’t sin against us; He does things we don’t like. He
understands our anger the same way a parent understands a
child’s anger when the parent allows the doctor to give the
child a shot. Just as a parent acts in the child’'s best
interest, God is always acting in our best interests even in
the midst of horrific evil and pain. He can do that because He
is much bigger and more powerful than we can even begin to
imagine.

God allows us to experience pain because His goal is our
growth and maturity. He is in the process of developing a
mature and solid Bride for His Son Jesus, and He knows that
the best way for us to grow 1is often through pain. Even the
Lord Jesus, although the Son of God, “learned obedience from
what He suffered” (Heb. 5:8). God has a bigger plan than
keeping us comfortable.

The real issue is to put aside the misconception that God
needs to be forgiven, and move through to trust and
acceptance.



I hope this helps.
Sue Bohlin

Probe Ministries

Where Was God on Sept. 117
The Problem of Evil

Dr. Ray Bohlin explores the problem of evil in light of the
terrorist attacks on the U.S. on Sept. 11, 2001.

Why Didn’'t God Prevent the Terrible
Attacks?

The events of September 1lth are indelibly etched in our
hearts and minds. The horrible memories of personal tragedy
and suffering will never really go away. As well they
shouldn’t. As Christians we were all gratified to see so many
of our national, state, and local leaders openly participate
in prayer services and calling upon people of faith to pray
for victims’ families and injured survivors.

What was lost underneath the appearance of a religious revival
was the clear cry of many that wondered if our prayers were
justified. After all, if we pray to God in the aftermath and
expect God to answer, where was He as countless individuals
cried out to Him from the planes, the World Trade Center and
the Pentagon? The skeptical voices were drowned out because of
the fervent religious outcry seeking comfort and relief. But
make no mistake; the question was there all the time. Where
was God on September 11th? Surely He could have diverted those
planes from their appointed destinations. Why couldn’t the
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hijackers have been intercepted at the airports or their plots
discovered long before their designed execution?

Why so many innocent people? Why should so many suffer so
much? It all seems so senseless. How could a loving God allow
it?

It is important to realize also that the suffering of those
initial weeks is only the tip of the iceberg. There will be
military deaths and casualties. The war on terrorism will be a
long one with mounting personal and economic costs. The clean
up will also continue to take its ever-mounting toll in
dollars, lives, and emotional breakdowns.

Former pastor Gordon MacDonald spent time with the Salvation
Army in caring for people and removing debris and bodies from
the rubble of the World Trade Center. He relates this
encounter from his journal of September 21 in Christianity

Today:{1}

“Later in the night, I wandered over to the first-line
medical tent, which is staffed by military personnel who are
schooled in battlefield casualties. The head of the team, a
physician, and I got into a conversation.

“He was scared for the men in the pit, he said, because he
knew what was coming ‘downstream.’ He predicted an unusual
spike in the suicide rate and a serious outbreak of manic
depression. . . . Many of the men will be unable to live
with these losses at the WTC. It’s going to take an
unspeakable toll on them.”

So why would God allow so much suffering? This is an ancient
question. The problem of reconciling an all-powerful, all-
loving God with evil is the number one reason that people
reject God. I will try to clarify the question, provide some
understanding, and make some <comparisons of other
explanations.



Psalm 73 and Asaph’s Answer

The Bible answers the question of where God was on September
11 in many passages, but I would like to begin with the answer
from Asaph in Psalm 73. My discussion will flow from the
excellent discussion of the problem of evil found in Dr Robert
Pyne’s 1999 book, Humanity and Sin: The Creation, Fall and
Redemption of Humanity.{2}

In Psalm 73, Asaph begins by declaring that God is good.
Without that assumption, nothing more need be said. He goes on
in verses 2-12 to lament the excess and success of the wicked.
In verses six and seven he says, “Therefore pride is their
necklace; they clothe themselves with violence. From their
callous hearts comes iniquity; the evil conceits of their
minds know no limits.” (Psalm 73:6-7). From this point Asaph
lets his feelings be known by crying out that this isn’t fair
when he says in verse 13, “Surely in vain have I kept my heart
pure; in vain have I washed my hands in innocence.”

The wicked seem to snub their noses at God with no apparent
judgment, while Asaph strives to follow the Lord to no
benefit. We have all experienced this in one form or another.
Some things in this world simply aren’t fair. In the last ten
verses of the psalm, Asaph recognizes that the wicked will
indeed realize their punishment in the future. God’s judgment
will come. He also realizes that God is always with him and
that is sufficient.

18th century philosopher David Hume stated the classical
problem of evil by saying that if God were indeed all powerful
He would do something about evil, and that if He were all-
loving He would want to do something about evil. Since evil
exists, God must either not be able or not want to do anything
about it. This makes God either malevolent or impotent or
both. But Hume chooses to leave out the option, as Asaph
resolves, that God is patient. Hume, like many before him and
after him, grows weary with a God who is patient towards evil.



We 1long for immediate justice. But before we pray too
earnestly for immediate justice, we’d better reflect on what
that would be like. What would instant justice look like?
Immediate justice would have to be applied across the board.
That means that every sin would be proportionately and
immediately punished. We soon realize that immediate justice
is fine if applied to everybody else. Dr. Pyne quotes D. A.
Carson as saying, “The world would become a searing pain; the
world would become hell. Do you really want nothing but
totally effective, instantaneous justice? Then go to hell.”{3}
I think we’re all quite comfortable with a God that does not
apply immediate justice.

Evil and the Sovereignty of God

Next, I want to focus on God’s sovereignty. We understand that
God knew what He was doing in creating people with the ability
to choose to love Him or hate Him. In order for our love for
Him to be real, our choice needed to be real and that means
creating creatures that could turn from Him as well as love
Him. In order to have creatures with moral freedom, God risked
evil choices.

Some would go so far as to say that God couldn’t intervene in
our evil choices. But in Psalm 155:3, Psalm 135:6, and in
Nebuchadnezzar’s words of praise in Daniel 4:34-37 we’'re told
it is God who does whatever He pleases. However, God does
perform acts of deliverance and sometimes He chooses not to.
We are still left with the question “Why?” In the book of Job,
Job basically proclaims his innocence and essentially asks
why? God doesn’t really give Job an answer, but simply reminds
him who is in charge. (Job 38:2-4) “Who is this that darkens
counsel by words without knowledge?” the Lord asks Job.

The parameters are clearly set. God in His power 1is always
capable of intervening in human affairs, but sometimes He
doesn’t and we aren’t always given a reason why. There 1is
tension here that we must learn to accept, because the



alternative 1is to blaspheme by assigning to God evil or
malevolent actions. As Asaph declared, God is good!

This brings us to the hidden purposes of God. For although we
can’'t always see God’'s purpose, we believe He has one 1in
everything that occurs, even seemingly senseless acts of
cruelty and evil. Here is where Jesus’ sufferings serve as a
model. The writer of Hebrews tells us that Jesus endured the
cross for the joy set before Him. (Hebrews 12:1-3) So then, we
should bear our cross for the eternal joy set before us.
(Hebrews 12:11, 2 Corinthians 4:16-18) But knowing this
doesn’t always make us feel better.

When Jesus was dying on the cross all His disciples but John
deserted Him. From their perspective, all that they had
learned and prepared for over the last three years was over,
finished. How could Jesus let them crucify Him? It didn’t make
any sense at all. Yet as we well know now, the most important
work in history was being accomplished and the disciples
thought God was absent. How shortsighted our perspective can
be.

The Danger of a Nice Explanation

But with this truth comes the danger of a nice explanation.
Even though we know and trust that there is a purpose to God’s
discipline and His patience towards ultimate judgment, that
doesn’t mean we should somehow regard evil as an expression of
God’s goodness. In addition, we can be tempted to think that
if God has a purpose to evil and suffering, then my own sin
can be assigned not to me but to someone else, namely God
Himself because He had a purpose in it.

Dr. Robert Pyne puts it this way.

We may not be able to fully resolve the problem of evil, and
we may not be able to explain the origin of sin, but we can
see the boundaries that must be maintained when addressing



these issues. We share in Adam’s guilt, but we cannot blame
Him for our sin. God 1is sovereign, and He exercises His
providential control over all things, but we cannot blame
Him either. God permits injustice to continue, but He
neither causes it nor delights in it.{4}

Another danger lies in becoming too comfortable with evil.
When we trust in God'’s ultimate purpose and patience with evil
we shouldn’t think that we have somehow solved the problem and
therefore grow comfortable in its presence. We should never be
at peace with sin, suffering, and evil.

The prophet Habakkuk sparred with God in the first few verses
of chapter 1 of the book bearing his name by recounting all
the evil in Israel. The Lord responds in verses 6-11 that
indeed the Babylonians are coming and sin will be judged.
Habakkuk further complains about God’'s choice of the godless
Babylonians, to which God reminds him that they too will
receive judgment. Yet the coming judgment still left Habakkuk
with fear and dread. “I heard and my inward parts trembled: at
the sound my lips quivered. Decay enters my bones, and in my
place I tremble. . . . Yet, I will exult in the Lord.”
(Habakkuk 3:16-19.) Habakkuk believes that God knows what He
is doing. That does not bring a smile to his face. But he can
face the day.

“We are not supposed to live at peace with evil and sin, but
we are supposed to live at peace with God. We continue to
trust in His goodness, His sovereignty, His mercy, and we
continue to confess our own responsibility for sin.”{5}

He Was There!

Though we have come to a better understanding of the problem
of evil, we are still left with our original question. Where
was God on September 11th?

While the Christian answer may not seem a perfect answer, it



is the only one which offers truth, hope, and comfort.
Naturalism or deism offers no real answers. Things just
happen. There is no good and no evil. Make the best of it!
Pantheism says the physical world is irrelevant or an
illusion. It doesn’t really matter. Good and evil are the
same.

To answer the question we need to understand that God does, in
fact, notice when every sparrow falls and grieve over every
evil and every suffering. Jesus is with us in all of our
suffering, feeling all of our pain. That’s what compassion
means, to suffer with another. So the suffering that Christ
endured on the cross is literally unimaginable.

“The answer is, how could you not love this being who went
the extra mile, who practiced more than He preached, who
entered into our world, who suffered our pains, who offers
Himself to us in the midst of our sorrows?”{6}

We must remember that Jesus’ entire time on earth was a time
of sacrifice and suffering, not just His trial and
crucifixion. Jesus was tempted in the manner of all men and He
bore upon Himself all our sin and suffering. So the answer is
quite simple. He was there!

He was on the 110th floor as one called home. He was at the
other end of the line as his wife realized her husband was not
coming home. He was on the planes, at the Pentagon, in the
stairwells answering those who called out to Him and calling
to those who didn’t.

He saw every face, knew every name, even though some did not
know Him. Some met Him for the first time, some ignored Him
for the last time. He is there now.

Let me share with you one more story from Gordon MacDonald’s
experience with the Salvation Army during the initial clean up
at the World Trade Center.



“There is a man whose job it is to record the trucks as they
leave the pit with their load of rubble. He is from Jamaica,
and he has one of the most radiant smiles I've ever seen. He
brings a kind of spiritual sunshine to the entire
intersection. “I watch him-with his red, white, and blue
hard hat—talking to each truck driver as they wait their
turn to go in and get a load. He brightens men up. In the
midst of those smells, the dust, the clashing sounds, he
brings a civilizing influence to the moment.

“Occasionally I go out to where he stands and bring him some
water. At other times, he comes over and chats with us. We
always laugh when we engage. “I said to him last night,
‘You're a follower of the Lord, aren’t you?’ He gave me an
enthusiastic ‘Yes! Jesus is with me all the time!’ “Somehow
this guy represents to me the quintessential picture of the
ideal follower of Christ: out in the middle of the chaos,
doing his job, pressing a bit of joy into a wild situation.”
{7}

Notes
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A Christian Student of Islam
Responds to the Sept. 11
Attacks

The events of Sept. 11 have left the nation stunned, and
horrified. We all can empathize with Mayor Giuliani when he
said, “I can’t believe they would do this to our city!” The
events have also left us with many questions. Following is a
brief response to a couple of the most obvious questions most
of us are asking.

1) Do acts like those perpetrated on Sept. 11 find any
justification in Muslim theology?

This is an important question, and one which would probably be
answered in different ways by different muslim groups and
leaders. First, there is no question that there are passages
in the Qur’an and in the Hadith (sayings traditionally
attributed to Muhammad) which endorse the concept of “jihad.”
I am not going to quote them here. But any reader can look up
the following references in the Koran (2:244; 3:195; 4:95;
9:5; 47:4), or passages in the Hadith collected by Al-Bukhari.
It is no secret that the early spread of Islam was due in
great measure to the carrying out of these injunctions by
muslim forces. And today, extremist groups within the muslim
world appeal to such passages as justification for their
violent actions.

Jihad basically means “struggle” or “exertion,” and refers to
efforts aimed at defending or advancing the cause of Islam in
the world. Many muslims consider jihad to be a sixth basic
obligation, in addition to the traditional five pillars of
Islam. Jihad, however, is not limited to the popular concept
of “holy war.” One muslim writer describes four types of
jihad: that waged by the heart (the individual muslim’s
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internal spiritual and moral struggle against evil, often
called the “greater jihad”), that waged by the tongue
(speaking in behalf of Islam), by the hand (setting forth a
good example for Islam), and by the sword (armed conflict with
the enemies of Islam, the “lesser jihad”). (See the book
entitled Jihad: A Commitment to Universal Peace, by Michael A.
Boisard, p. 24.)

It must be noted, however, that the Koran itself places some
limits on the practice of jihad: “Fight in the cause of Allah
those who fight you, but do not transgress limits; for Allah
loveth not transgressors . . . . And fight them on until there
is no more tumult or oppression, and there prevail justice and
faith in Allah; but if they cease, let there be no hostility
except to those who practice oppression” (2:190-193).
Theoretically, then, “holy war” must be seen as justified by
the “oppression” and “injustice” of the “enemies of Islam.”
While many, perhaps most, muslims may condemn the actions
carried out on Sept. 11, the extremists who do not can be
expected to justify them on the grounds that in their eyes
they were retribution for “injustice and oppression” against
Islam.

2) What should our response be, as Christians, to these
events?

This 1is not an easy or simple matter, for as Christians we
find ourselves to be citizens of two kingdoms—one temporal and
political, and the other spiritual and eternal. We must keep
this in mind, as we prayerfully shape our response. Here are
one Christian’s thoughts.

First, we must pray. Pray for the more moderate leaders in the
muslim world. Pray that they will see the folly of endorsing
these acts of terror. Pray that their voice will be heard, and
that they will find the courage to distance themselves from
the extremist groups. We must pray also for those who are
committed to violence, that God will frustrate their plans.



“There is no wisdom, no insight, no plan, that can succeed
against the Lord” (Prov. 21:30).

We must pray for the leaders of our country, and of other
countries that join with us (I Tim. 2:1-3). God has entrusted
to government the responsibility of rewarding righteousness
and punishing evil, and this includes the right to “bear the
sword” or use military power in defense against evil (Rom.
13:1-5). We must pray for wisdom and courage on the part of
our leaders, and that any military response will be shaped by
the principles of the “just war” theory that has guided
Christian thought since the time of St. Augustine. Any
response must be “proportionate” and aimed at crippling the
aggressor’'s ability to wage war, not at inflicting needless
suffering on the innocent. As Christian citizens we should not
only be prepared to pray for and support our government’s
response, but if called upon to serve in her defense.

Second, as Christian disciples, we must individually and
personally turn to God at this time of great need. We must
follow the example of the psalmist who said, “When I am
afraid, I will trust in you. In God, whose word I praise, in
God I trust; I will not be afraid. What can mortal man do to
me?” (Ps. 56:3-4) It is only human to experience fear at a
time such as this. But we must bring our fears to God, and
rest on his almighty arm. Remember God’s great and precious
promises: “So do not fear, for I am with you; do not be
dismayed, for I am your God. I will strengthen you and help
you; I will uphold you with my righteous right hand” (Isa.
41:10)! We must draw near to God in personal repentance and
faith, turning away from trust in any false “gods,” for He
alone is “our refuge and strength,” our “ever-present help in
trouble” (Ps. 46:1). We must be alert as well to opportunities
to help others who are in search of a spiritual anchor in
times of crisis. We can help by listening to people’s
concerns, by offering to pray for them or help in some
practical way. We should not pretend that we are unaffected by



the events that are unfolding; but we can let it be known that
we are finding hope and peace as we lean on our faithful God.

As followers of Christ, we must remember that at the level of
our personal attitude and of our personal relationships, we
are called not to hate but to love our enemies (Luke 6:27-28),
not to return evil for evil, but to overcome evil with good
(Rom. 12:17, 21). Many will allow these awful events to
justify their own hatred and bigotry. We must not. While
supporting the righteous actions of our government and of our
military, we can at the same time ask God to lead us in
showing love toward those in our personal circle of influence,
whom others may be tempted to hate.

May God be gracious to us in protecting our land and our
people. May He give wisdom and courage to our leaders, and to
people of good will in every country. May He frustrate the
plans of those who would spread terror. As He did in the days
of Joseph, may He take that which is meant for evil and use it
for good. May his goodness, justice, and faithfulness be
magnified in all his works, and in us as his people. Amen.

©2001 Probe Ministries.

Terrorism in America

Many are calling it one of the bloodiest days in American
history. And now we face the prospect that terrorism has
become a part of modern life. Crashing planes into buildings,
hijackings, bombings, and assassinations on different
continents of the world may seem like isolated attacks, but
they reflect an easy reliance on violence as a way to promote
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social, political, and religious change. They are elements of
a pervasive “end justifies the means” philosophy being
followed to its most perverse conclusions.

Terrorism has become the scourge of democratic governments.
According to Rand Corporation expert Brian Jenkins, nearly a
third of all terrorists attacks involve Americans. Democratic
governments, accustomed to dealing within a legal structure,
often find it difficult to deal with criminals and terrorists
who routinely operate outside of the law. Yet deterrence is
just as much a part of justice as proper enforcement of the
laws.

Democratic governments which do not deter criminals inevitably
spawn vigilantism as normally law-abiding citizens, who have
lost confidence in the criminal justice system, take the law
into their own hands. A similar backlash is beginning to
emerge as a result of the inability of Western democracies to
defend themselves against terrorists.

But lack of governmental resolve is only part of the problem.
Terrorists thrive on media exposure, and news organizations
around the world have been all too willing to give terrorists
what they crave: publicity. If the news media gave terrorists
the minuscule coverage their numbers and influence demanded,
terrorism would decline. But when hijackings and bombings are
given prominent media attention, governments start feeling
pressure from their citizens to resolve the crisis and
eventually capitulate to terrorists’ demands. Encouraged by
their latest success, terrorists wusually try again.
Appeasement, Churchill wisely noted, always whets the
appetite, and recent successes have made terrorists hungry for
more attacks.

Some news commentators have been unwilling to call terrorism
what it is: wanton, criminal violence. They blunt the
barbarism by arguing that “one man’s terrorist is another
man’s freedom fighter.” But this simply 1is not true.



Terrorists are not concerned about human rights and human
dignity. In fact, they end up destroying human rights in their
alleged fight for human rights.

Terrorism has been called the “new warfare.” But terrorists
turn the notion of war on its head. Innocent non-combatants
become the target of terrorist attacks. Terrorist warfare
holds innocent people hostage and makes soldier and civilian
alike potential targets for their aggression.

Terrorist groups are not living in fear of their host
governments. Instead, law-abiding citizens live in fear of
terrorist groups. In one TV interview a Middle Eastern
terrorist was quoted as saying, “We want the people of the
United States to feel the terror.”

The ability of these groups to carry out their agenda is not
the issue. The fundamental issue is how U.S. government
leaders should deal with this new type of military strategy.
Terrorists have held American diplomats hostage for years,
blown up military compounds, and hijacked airplanes and cruise
ships. Although some hostages have been released, many others
have been killed and the U.S. has been unsuccessful at
punishing more than a small number of terrorists.

Although international diplomacy has been the primary means
used by the United States against terrorism, we should
consider what other means may also be appropriate. In the
past, American leaders have responded to military aggression
in a variety of ways short of declaring war.

Military strategy must be deployed which can hunt down small
groups of well-armed and well-funded men who hide within the
territory of a host country. We must also develop a political
strategy that will allow us to work within a host country. We
must make it clear how serious the United States takes a
terrorist threat. American citizens are tired of being
military targets in an undeclared war.



Through diplomatic channels we must make two things very clear
to the host country. First, they should catch and punish the
terrorist groups themselves as civilian criminals. Or, second,
they should extradite the enemy soldiers and give them up to
an international court for trial.

If the host country fails to act on these two requests, we
should make it clear that we see them in complicity with the
terrorist groups. But failing to exercise their civil
responsibility, they leave themselves open to the consequences
of allowing hostile military forces within their borders.

In some cases, an American strike force of counterterrorists
might be necessary when the threat is both real and imminent.
This should be the option of last resort, but in certain
instances it may be necessary. In 1989, for example, Israeli
special forces captured Sheik Obeid and no doubt crippled the
terrorist network by bringing one of their leaders to justice.
Such acts should be done rarely and carefully, but they may be
appropriate means to bring about justice.

In conclusion, I believe we must recognize terrorism as a new
type of military aggression which requires governmental
action. We are involved in an undeclared war and Congress and
the President must take the same sorts of actions they would
if threatened by a hostile country. We must work to deter
further terrorist aggression.

©2001 Probe Ministries.



