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Mrs. Walter,
I very much appreciated your Feb. 8 American Thinker article, “Losing my Religion” https://www.americanthinker.com/articles/2026/02/losing_my_religion.html.
I can feel the pain because of an incomprehensible and extremely painful situation of a loved person whom I cannot help. I know the feeling of being completely helpless. And as I read the news, and see the pain caused by those who absolutely believe “my way or the highway,” even to lethality, I am devastated. I need an answer, if there is an answer. 
While I have arrived at some personal perspectives, I do not demand that anyone believe as I believe.  We must develop our own perspectives.
I am, however, passing along some thoughts, in extreme brevity, that helped me deal with the issues you present, specifically, (1) “how could I love a God who had brought this much pain” (this is the most pressing and valid question of all humanity), (2) “a grand design,” that is, “Does a God, a Creator exist or are we the result of Physics and Chemistry?”, (3) Jesus “the only way” being offensive given “Hindus,” “Buddhists,” etc., and (4) whether a particular church or philosophy is the answer or as much of an answer as we can get.
While the existence of a Creator is the logical place to start, because of your “recoil” at the idea of Jesus being the “only way,” issue (3), and I fully empathize and understand, that is where I will start, and, of course, you are welcome to consider or to not consider or to immediately discard my thoughts. I will then convey my persuasions on issue (2), a grand design, issue (4), a religious group, and finally, issue (1), pain. For me, issues 2, 3, and 4 need at least some resolution before I can even consider issue (1), pain.
(Issue 3) “The Only Way?”
C. S. Lewis, an eminent philosopher, an atheist who became a believer, stated the following in Mere Christianity (please do not react until you read the second sentence and understand the fully credible implication that, yes, there are those who never heard of Jesus who think they are Hindus, Buddhists, etc. who will go to Heaven): 
“We do know that no person can be saved except through Christ. We do not know that only those who know Him can be saved by Him.” C.S. Lewis, Mere Christianity, Book II, Chapter 5, sometimes titled "The Practical Conclusion." 
Nearly all, if not all, Christians believe that if a young child dies, he goes to Heaven. Very young children do not “know” about Jesus, yet the strong biblical implication is that they go to Heaven (2 Samuel 12:23, Matthew 18:14). This is one obvious example of Lewis’ statement.
In other words, according to C. S. Lewis and according to what I understand about the broad statement on salvation in the Bible, a person who thinks he is a Hindu or Buddhist who does not know about Jesus can go to Heaven. What you are reacting to, I think, is the implied requirement that a person must know about Jesus to be “saved.” 
To understand what the Bible says about who will go to Heaven and to understand how C. S. Lewis’ statement is in accord with that, more than one verse is needed. It is necessary to correlate several verses. (Why I consider the Bible to be a credible source of information will be stated, in extreme brevity, later.) Relevant verses include:
“He has told you, O man, what is good;
And what does the LORD require of you
But to do justice, to love kindness (mercy),
And to walk humbly with your God?” Micah 6:8.
“Require?” Required for what? Without the prospect of eternity, temporal life is meaningless, so I must conclude that eternal life is the issue. Jesus, the initial purpose of the Messiah, was not known when this was written, unless Isaiah 52-54 was understood, and I see no indication that nearly anyone, if anyone, understood until after the Resurrection and the explanation.
Another relevant verse is:
“Blessed are the poor in spirit, for theirs is the kingdom of heaven. Matthew 5:3. 
This first statement of The Sermon on the Mount was written before the Crucifixion and Resurrection, well before the statement of Jesus being the only way to God, yet the verb “is,” in the Greek Present Tense and indicates a present and continuing reality. The person “poor in spirit” is saved. 
Who is a person “poor in spirit”? My assessment that a person poor-in-spirit could be, among others who could be included, a person facing a situation which is beyond human intervention, as a person facing certain death. They sense that they need help beyond anything temporally possible, which is the situation that is presently causing me such pain, a situation which is so complex that I am certain it is beyond repair except by Supernatural intervention. I pray for the individuals involved; I pray for Supernatural intervention. 
Works (as in Micah 6:8 quoted above) do not save (Romans 3:20-26), but the works indicate that the person is recognizing their Creator (Romans 2:14,15), even if they cannot credibly identify that Creator, and their “good” works, that “faith” indicates that recognition as is indicated by Micah 6:8. That person could consider themselves to be a Hindu or a Buddhist, but unknowingly may be responding to the sense of right and wrong imparted by their Creator rather than to some dictate of their presumed religion. That “faith” is the reason that the Creator will apply the work of Jesus Christ to the person, and they are saved, even if they do not know the specifics, specifically, that salvation, life eternal in the presence of the Creator, is only possible because of the work of Jesus Christ on their behalf.
What kind of works? What quality of works? 
For if the readiness is present, it is acceptable according to what a person has, not according to what he does not have. 2 Corinthians 8:12.
As to “acceptability,” a statement by C. S. Lewis indicates to me his exceptional intellect and empathy:
"When a man who has been perverted from his youth and taught that cruelty is the right thing, does some tiny little kindness, or refrains from some cruelty he might have committed, and thereby, perhaps, risks being sneered at by his companions, he may, in God's eyes, be doing more than you and I would do if we gave up life itself for a friend."  Mere Christianity, Book III ("Christian Behaviour"), Chapter 4, “Morality and Psychoanalysis.”
God can see a person’s background, their challenge, and their intent. We cannot. We cannot judge. We can assess, but we can be uninformed and entirely wrong.
And finally, we come to:
Jesus *said to him, “I am the way, and the truth, and the life; no one comes to the Father but through Me.” John 14:6
The issue here is how/why salvation is effected (accomplished), not knowing how/why salvation is effected. How is salvation effected, brought to fruition?
In Luke 10:42 we are told how, that is, if you correlate the entire biblical statement on salvation. Mary was listening to Jesus. Martha was working hard to prepare a meal for the guests and asked Jesus to request that Mary help her. I identify with both Martha and Mary. Jesus said to Martha:
“few things are necessary, really only one, and Mary has chosen the good part which shall not be taken away from her.” Luke 10:42, NASB, First Edition.
Since Jesus came “to seek and to save that which was lost” (Luke 19:10), I conclude that salvation was the topic. 
What was the “one necessary thing”? Since this statement was made before the Crucifixion and Resurrection and before the statement “no one comes to the Father but through Me,” I must conclude that the one necessary thing was a proper response to a perceived message from the Creator, in this case for Mary through Jesus, not a specific understanding at that point in time about Jesus being the only way. (The concept of the Trinity, God the Father, God the Son, God the Holy Spirit, of Jesus being God was not understood at that point in time.) A proper response to Jesus, in the sense of the Trinity, was/is a proper response to God. A proper response to what God has put in the hearts of all men, from the above discussion, is a response to Jesus even if Jesus is unknown.
If people can be saved even if they do not know (sufficiently) about Jesus, then why evangelize, that is, why courteously offer information about Jesus if a person is willing to listen? Because
“Faith comes by hearing, and hearing by the word of (concerning) Christ.” Romans 10:17.
I have spoken to several Hindus, Buddhists, Muslims, agnostics, atheists, presumed Christians, etc., and while I cannot judge, my assessment is that there are a lot of people who are not responding to God, and hearing about Jesus is motivating to consider the “one necessary thing,” a positive response to the moral code God has placed in our heart (mind). How can we tell who is listening?
Everyone who has heard and learned from the Father comes to Me (Jesus). John 6:45.
The “comes to me” may take a period of study and consideration.  I must conclude that anyone who “has heard,” (is even remotely aware of the moral expectations of the Creator) “and learned” (has taken what he has heard, sensed seriously) “from the Father,” is already saved. I see Cornelius (Acts 10), before he was reached by Peter as an example. A person who is listening to God or is encouraged to listen to God will also come to Jesus given time and information as the above verse states.
The one thing a person who does not know explicitly about the work of Jesus cannot have is the assurance of his salvation because he cannot understand how that salvation is accomplished or its verification. And those of us with the spiritual gift of skepticism who need verification beyond hearing that Jesus is the “way,” need to see sufficient objective evidence to allow us to consider the Christian faith and to enable us to believe. That evidence includes (1) the specifics of the transmission, selection, and historicity of the biblical texts, (2) the legal-historical evidence for the Resurrection based on the historical reliability of the biblical texts, and (3) fulfilled prophecy. And I will add (4) “The Statement of Chemistry on the Origin of Life,” the source of which is noted below.  
To credibly support a belief in a supernatural Being, the supernatural must be demonstrated. “The statement of chemistry on the origin of life” is such a demonstration. Fulfilled prophecy, the multiple miracles of Jesus, and the Resurrection of Jesus, based on the demonstrated historical reliability of the biblical texts are also the needed objective evidence revealing the identity of the Supernatural Being. 
Since I am persuaded from the Bible that Jesus is the “only way,” but also that it is not required to know that to be a beneficiary of that “way,” my concern about the “only way” is assuaged. Only one way? Narrow? My wife replaces “narrow,” and says, The way is “precise.” And that “way,” is a positive response to what has been has been placed in the hearts of all men (John 12:32, John 6:45) with exceptions for children or anyone who has not reached a state, not an “age,” but a state of having sufficient information to be accountable. 
Why/how Jesus’ work on the Cross provides salvation, provides forgiveness of sin, seems incomprehensible. I am persuaded that the explanation will only come when we transition from the temporal to the eternal. I cannot understand here, now how Jesus’ work on the Cross relates to forgiveness for someone who has terribly hurt us or for us if we have terribly hurt someone. I will note later how I think God uses the associated pain, which He did not cause, but did not prevent, even though I cannot, temporally, understand how forgiveness and healing can coexist.
The pinnacle of philosophical Hinduism is that “god” has no personal being, no personality, that everything is “god.” Yet, for those who have not reached this “ethereal” understanding, a belief in personal gods, like Krishna, to advance, the philosophical Hindu states, to that understanding is necessary. The problem with the “historical” “gods” is that they are clearly known to be mythical, or any current historical person, like Mahatma Gandi, did nothing demonstrably supernatural (events like healings need to be beyond statistical probability). It may take several lifetimes to achieve that understanding, the Hindu says, so Hinduism embraces the concept of reincarnation where a previous sentient being returns to life as a different sentient being as a human or as an animal, and the “quality” of that reincarnation is based on the sentient being’s behavior in the previous life (lives). I will not elaborate here, but the problem is that there is no seriously credible objective evidence to my skeptical satisfaction which supports these concepts. A mental Deja vu is not serious evidence, and there are spiritual forces that can convey information from the past but not to the extent to be comparable with the evidence supporting the supernatural quality of the Bible.
The point which needs recognition, as I see it, is that there are “Hindus,” and “Buddhists,” who are responding to the sense of right and wrong which the biblical God placed in the hearts of all men (John 12:32) rather than to any real actual text-book statement or their understanding about their presumed religion. These are the persons about whom C. S. Lewis is referring.
As another example, Buddha was agnostic (What the Buddha Taught, Walpola Rahula). And he added that when he was gone, he would really be gone, and there was no point praying to him. Yet, after Buddha died, people applied their own concepts of God into “Buddhism” and considered Buddha to be God. They are responding to their sense of right and wrong, placed in their hearts by the biblical God rather than to Buddha himself. The “Buddhist” may not realize that. Buddha also responded to that sense of responsibility as seen in the Noble Eightfold Noble Path of Buddhism.   
Even Buddha was not a perfect “I am awake” Buddha. Rather that desiring nothing, the third Noble Truth and the goal of the Eightfold Noble Path, Buddha was persuaded, rather than to desire nothing and logically collapse and expire in a few hours or days, to rather teach his conclusions to help people deal with their pain as best he knew. Buddha, Mahatma Gandhi, others in Heaven who did not hear about Jesus in an understandable way or at all? That is the way the Bible reads to me as I correlate the entire statement in the Bible on salvation as I understand it. They will go to Heaven because of Jesus Christ, because there was a definite response to their inner sense, an unknown biblical sense of right and wrong, not because they knew that Jesus was the “precise” provision. But having talked with quite a few individuals, assessing but not judging, I believe that many need to hear about the eternity which Jesus offers because that will motivate them to consider the facts about morality and about the Source of that morality and embody the “one necessary thing,” a positive response to their Creator no matter how imprecise their understanding, and since Jesus Christ is the topic at hand, the response will be to Him. Some understanding of the Trinity and that a response to Jesus is a response to God the Creator, will probably come later unless they have already acquired, through their application of the gift of skepticism (asking  lot of questions and through research, a considerable amount of information before their positive response to the Creator. 
You understand, of course, that not all of my brothers/sisters in Jesus will agree with some of my perspectives. They are merely my perspectives as I ponder and research the situation(s). 
(Issue 2) A Grand Design
Regarding “a grand design,” the first issue is whether there is a Creator. If not, there is no issue except the barrel of a gun. If there is a Creator, the next question, your question, my question, and the question of mankind is “What is the perspective of this Creator?” particularly with respect to salvation (which I attempted to treat with respect to the issue of “the only way” in the above paragraphs), and, with respect to the most common objection to belief, pain. Pain will be addressed after considering, in extreme brevity, “a grand design,” which even if absolutely credible and magnificently, incomprehensibly, impossible-naturally complex and certain, is devastatingly, profoundly disappointing if pain or oblivion is our only fate.
On the presence of  Creator, I published the following very abbreviated article on American Thinker: http://www.americanthinker.com/articles/2017/11/the_statement_of_chemistry_on_the_origin_of_life.html.
The logical conclusion of this article, that a Creator is absolutely necessary for the origin of life, was also the logical conclusion of the referenced Scientific American article, “The Origin of Life,” though the author did not realize it, and is just as valid today as it was then. A current source confirming the statement of the article (and Chemistry) is Dr. James Tour as noted in Article 1: https://evolutionnews.org/2023/08/origin-of-life-james-tours-sensational-60-day-challenge-to-ten-top-researchers/, Article 2: https://scienceandculture.com/2023/10/on-origin-of-life-chemist-james-tour-has-successfully-called-these-researchers-bluff/).
My article simply addresses Nature’s not being able to form stable combinations of amino acids (needed to form peptides, polypeptides, as steps to forming proteins). Dr Tour starts his 60-day challenge by asking the most eminent origin-of-life experts to demonstrate that Nature can form polypeptides which was the topic of my AT article. They did not, and when you understand why, you will realize that they cannot, ever, and that the necessity for a Creator and the presence of a Creator will be absolutely confirmed.
It is important to note that the origin of life is an issue of inorganic chemistry, and the change of life once life is formed is an issue of organic chemistry, biochemistry, the fossil record, homology, etc. The origin of life and the development of life are entirely different issues.
It is important to note that there are Christians who believe that God used evolution, operating on the mechanism of random mutation of the genome (DNA), to form the different species of life after life was initially formed. There are also Christians who do not believe that evolution was the mechanism for the origin of species, but that God either directly created the major species or directly changed the genomes of species to form other species, either mechanism being “creation” as opposed to a natural, slow, step-by-step DNA nucleotide by nucleotide Darwinian progression. Both views, in my and many other’s opinions, are Christian options, and each should be respected even if there is disagreement on exactly how the progression of life was implemented. 
There are statements on the physical Earth and Universe in the Bible which have nothing to do with forming a relationship with God. They are statements which may be interpreted with respect to our current knowledge or can be interpreted with respect to the information available to the people writing and reading the statements even given the persuasion that what was written was what God intended to be written. Statements which do not relate to salvation include the age of the Earth and Universe, exactly how God formed life and the species of life, and the extent of Noah’s Flood.
The second most important command, after properly recognizing the Creator (even if you do not know exactly who that is), is “Love (respect) your neighbor as yourself.” (Leviticus 19:18, Matthew 22:39.) Allowing freedom on issues like the ones dealing with the physical data inherent in the topics above is commensurate with that commandment. Demanding a particular view or demonizing one who holds a different point of view on the above issues (the age of the Earth, the extent if Noah’s Flood) is not in accord with that second most important directive, particularly given that Jesus states that there is “only one essential thing,” specifically, a proper response to the legitimate moral code. Of course, no one responds perfectly, as was noted above.
While my American Thinker article was on the origin of life, there is extensive material on the intricate, specific design of the entire Universe including the most complex thing in the Universe, biological life. This material, I think, should persuade the honest skeptic that we are not an accident. Mathematical improbability is a large part of this argument. This material is relatively easy to find, if not easy to understand (like the unimaginably complex biochemistry of life), so I will not reference the material. The origin of life requires the violation of the fundamental chemistry by which the entire Universe is constrained, but if we hypothetically assume that Nature will, an unimaginable number of times, violate the physical laws which constrain it, then probability can be employed with the exactly same result, specifically, “The origin of biological life was not a natural phenomenon” which leaves only one alternative, the presence of the Supernatural.    
(Issue 4) The Perfect Church?  
When I suggested to a church pastor that his ministry could reach more people if he would recognize and accept people with different views on non-essential (in my considered opinion) issues, he did not receive that suggestion. A little later, I told him that I thought his recent interpretation of 2 Thessalonians 2:11-14, though he did not reference the passage from which this interpretation came, was incorrect. He interpreted the passage to mean that a person who had heard the gospel and had not accepted it prior to the Rapture, would not be saved at all. This absolutely contradicts 1 Timothy 2:4 and 1 John 5:14,15 which is clear that a person for whom you pray will be saved, sometime, including, implicitly but clearly, even after the Rapture. Otherwise, you have Jesus not implementing His own message delivered through Paul and the disciple John, and you have Jesus completely disregarding the biblically valid prayers of parents. Of course, we seem to have a similar problem with Jesus not answering a prayer for protection from those who are harming us, but some perspective can possibly be  gained from understanding the reality of free will, the system in which our Creator has placed us and how our pain, not caused by God, nevertheless might be used for good, but this perspective requires considering the eternal along with the temporal. That perspective can be extremely distressing, temporally, resolution waiting for eternity.   
On the disagreement with the pastor’ interpretation, a week later I was told by the assistant pastor, as I was walking into the church service that either I would not convey my opinions (on anything) to anyone in the church, or I would have to find another church. Frankly, by that time, though I agreed with about 99% of what the pastor usually delivered, I was ready to leave anyway having had reservations about some other of the pastor’s pronouncements and attitudes.
“My way or the highway.” This very capable pastor, a PhD in Theology, a charismatic and gifted individual, and effective for God, was ostensibly viewed by the congregation as inerrant. (The concept of inerrancy of scripture is another concept which demands explanation.) I never heard anyone, except a close companion, express any reservation or question about anything the pastor said. To me that spoke about not only the pastor and staff, but about the quality of the biblical instruction in the church in general. The believer’s source should be the Bible, the well-studied Bible, and should be the measure of whatever is presented, and that standard should be applied diligently to the church staff.
A lesson I learned from that experience is that some people will not be questioned. So, in the next church, which was an appreciably better situation, I learned to not address controversial, and frankly irrelevant-to-salvation issues like the age of the Earth, unless I sensed that a particular individual might be helped to consider Jesus by being exposed to a broader perspective. You will not find a perfect church, and none of us are perfect individuals, so we need to select our issues carefully, generally contending for issues only necessary for salvation. The final issue of the previous church, the salvation of those who were the objects of prayer but had not responded by the time of the Rapture, was as close to an essential issue as I could imagine. The pastor said to come and talk with him, but by that time from other written interaction I had had with him, I had no doubt that he would not listen but just try to “straighten me out.” I was done and basically was on my way out even before the assistant pastor ushered me out the door. My wife and I still pray for the pastor and particularly for his son who had a problematic medical condition which required careful monitoring for most probably the rest of his life.
A church fellowship? There are no perfect churches or perfect people in the churches. There are some, whether protestant, Catholic, or Orthodox, in which I would not expect deviants, and certainly not in the pastorate.  
What is temporal “forgiveness.” From an article I read (but cannot presently locate), forgiveness is the realization that the person who hurt you either will not or cannot make restitution, temporally. So, we, as much as we are able, with as much as help as we can receive from Jesus, lay aside the idea that restitution is temporally possible. When painful memories occur, you force yourself to think about other things, like the genuinely beautiful, magnificent things in your environment. Of course, there is a time of mourning, but that needs to be increasingly replaced with things you value. It seems that you have done that well, perfection, for any of us, generally not possible. And I could hope that with the transition from the temporal to the eternal, we might be met by the one who harmed us who will meet us with tears of remorse, and that while what was done was not what God wanted, with the gift of free will, not infrequently terribly misused, it happens, and it will be revealed how God used us anyway to help people recognize reality, truth, and hope. God does, as I measure it, often protect us from temporal harm, but not always and that is the reason for C. S. Lewis’ book, The Problem of Pain, where he states that one way God uses pain is, “God whispers to us in our pleasures, speaks in our conscience, but shouts in our pains.” (The Problem of Pain, C. S. Lewis, Chapter 6, “Human Pain”) 
In other words, our pain is sometimes used to get our attention or, in your case, the attention of someone else as they observe your pain. My present pain in which I am immersed, because of the deep pain of someone I love, certainly got my attention.
There is no perfect church and no perfect church member. You may have to look and engage in some behavioral compromise to find a church, or you can remain unassociated. I have found that some compromise, accepting different positions except on the one necessary thing is worth doing because you will find people who will love you (of course, imperfectly) and pray for you and who also need your prayer. 
Also, you need to arrive at your own personal theological persuasion and not simply adopt any church’s statement of belief. For me, my theology must be derived by what I understand the Bible to say. I must have agreement on only “the one necessary thing.” I do have preferences on other issues such as Calvinism (my persuasion is not Calvinist), but I can adjust, not my carefully derived perspectives, but on accepting that there are some reasonably understandable differences of opinion on non-necessary-for-salvation issues. 
(Issue 1) Pain “I concluded that I couldn’t love a God who would let me be so hurt --- .”
Sometimes God is hard to “love” as we might envision what the first commandment means. Love what? What is involved in that “love?” “Love” needs definition.
Even Jesus on the cross said, “My God, My God, why have you forsaken Me?” And He asked before the cross, “My Father, if it is possible, let this cup pass from Me.” Or, in effect, “is there any other way?” The answer from God the Father, and even from Jesus himself as God the Son, was, “No.” It is interesting that Psalm 22 from which Jesus quotes starts with the author feeling “forsaken,” but Psalm 22 ends with victory, “The afflicted will … be satisfied” (Ps 22:26, NASB95).
All that was seen on the cross by most observers, which is completely understandable, was what appeared to be Jesus being forsaken. That “affliction” bought our salvation. I do not understand that, but that is the statement of scripture.
Given where we are placed, with the possibility of free will being terribly misused, we may feel forsaken and receive the same answer Jesus received before the cross. We cry with tears of dismay, as we try to discern what God might be doing.
In three Facebook posts I gave my assessment of how I am convinced God uses the pain He allows. He does not cause the pain (unless it is discipline that we need). 
[bookmark: _Hlk212991993]The three posts were (1) “The Flood Came, and So Did Jesus” (on the Hurricane Helene flood and the demise of 7 yr old Micah Drye who cried, “Jesus, Jesus, save me. Jesus, I hear you. Jesus, I’m calling on you.” And Micah was gone.), (2) “Camp Mystic Apocalypse,” (3) “Charlie Kirk!? Why?”.
Below is the shortest of the three posts, “Charlie Kirk!? Why?”. I find the conclusion, my best guess at “Why?”, emotionally distressing, but it is the conclusion at which I arrive when considering the pain we experience.
Charlie Kirk!? Why? (posted to FB on 10.07.25)
A believer dedicated to truth, taken! Dedicated to Jesus Christ, to faith, to his family, to “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” Dedicated to rational interaction with those who disagree. Taken!
[bookmark: _Hlk212992079]The assassination forces us to consider the profound question of our presence. What is God doing?
Perspectives with which I am unable to agree
The unbeliever sees no answer to the assassination of Charlie Kirk other than it was the will of the perpetrator for what he saw as for his own benefit and desire. For the unbeliever, there is no Deity whose actions and purpose might be searched and pondered.
The Calvinist believes that God foreordained the assassination of Charlie Kirk because “God has freely and unchangeably ordained whatever happens.”[footnoteRef:1] The purpose? The purpose is that “it pleased God”[footnoteRef:2] which must be said about everything since, according to Calvinism, God foreordained “whatever happens.” [1:  Westminster Confession of Faith, Chapter 3, point 1.]  [2:  Westminster Confession of Faith, Chapter 3, point 7.] 

The non-Calvinistic Traditional Baptist believes that, while God did not foreordain the assassination of Charlie Kirk, He knew, from eternity past that it would happen. Though I consider myself a Traditional Baptist as presented in The Baptist Faith and Message (BFM), this is one of the few points in the BFM with which I must disagree because the persuasion clearly seems to be at odds with Ez. 33:11, Matt. 23:37, Jos. 24:15, Jer. 7:31, Jer. 19:5, and the whole statement of scripture which pleads with mankind to make the right choice about whom they will serve.
So, the non-believer sees the assassination of Charlie Kirk perpetrated for the pleasure of the one who assassinated him. The Calvinist sees the assassination of Charlie Kirk as foreordained by God for His own pleasure. The non-Calvinistic Traditional Baptist in the BFM sees God as foreknowing what would happen and doing nothing to prevent the assassination. Is there a different perspective on the assassination of Charlie Kirk than these three options?
A Perspective on Reality
If God knew from eternity past what choice each of mankind would make with no provision for them to have a reasonable opportunity to make the right choice, then why the “why” in Ez 33:11, why the obvious disappointment in both Ez. 33:11 and in Matt. 23:37, and why the ubiquitous pleading of God, of Jesus in the Bible to choose?
Can God do all things? Can God create an individual whose future thoughts do not exist and by God’s choice will not be known until before or shortly before they are made? That appears to be exactly what the Bible portrays. 
We want to give God all the glory, all the honor, but we do not do that by constructing what we think God should have done, as in knowing all of the future thoughts of man. Our understanding of God needs to be what the Bible and physical reality say that He is. “Our time will be better spent trying to find out what God has done rather than concentrating on what we think He should have done.” We observe what He has done, what is done, and try to discern “Why?”.
Both the Bible and all physical events (Ps. 19:1, Rom. 1:22) are God’s statements. That is reality. What do they say? How do we even begin to understand the assassination of Charlie Kirk, the 100,000 adult Christians and their children killed since 2009[footnoteRef:3] in Nigeria by Islamic radicals, Iryna Zharutski, Logan Federico, the unimaginable abuse of children, etc., etc., etc. What is God doing? [3:  https://gatewayhispanic.com/video/bill-maher-100000-christians-murdered-wheres-outrage/
] 

How could not stopping the assassination of Charlie Kirk have possibly correlated with Jesus’ goal, with Charlies’ goal? God could have prevented all the horror this World has experienced, but He has not. This demands that we try to discern this World in which our Creator has placed us. What is that reality?
God created mankind, each of whom could act freely. Man can choose to bless, to build or to curse, to destroy, and everything in between, indifference being the center between blessing and cursing. That man understands blessing and cursing is abundantly clear in the Bible. God the Father, Jesus God the Son, Holy Spirit pleads throughout the Bible and is sensed in our hearts to bless rather than curse. That is the statement of Ezekiel 33:11. That all men understand is Jesus’ statement, “I will draw all men to myself” in John 12:32. That drawing must be acted upon to be blessed and to be able to fully bless others to eternal life. 
Some choose to bless. Some choose to curse. God gave the choice. That is reality. God is the God of reality. 
Without free will there is no reality, no free choice, no love, no evil; there are only preprogramed robots. That God created androids is not what I see in the scripture. What I see is men with choice. God is the God of reality. And reality requires choice.
Life’s experiences convince us that God very often intervenes to prevent the believer from being the defeated object of men or of fallen angels or of Satan who would curse us, do us physical and spiritual harm. That protection is undoubtably often due to our prayers. 
I always pray for protection for the ones I love and for the ones who have legitimate authority and power over us. Legitimate power is defined as “authority … sent … for the punishment of evildoers and the praise of those who do right,” 1 Peter 2:13,14, and for “good,” Romans 13:3,4. “Evil,” “right,” and “good” are defined in the Bible. 
How we respond to illegitimate authority or power will not be addressed here except to note “if anyone does not provide for his own, and especially for those of his household, he has denied the faith and is worse than an unbeliever,” 1 Tim. 5:8. I do pray for salvation and for change for those in illegitimate power by position or by influence. I will also do what I biblically can to protect myself and those I love from that illegitimacy.  
Too often, it seems that we cannot protect ourselves and family from illegitimate action. And God does not always protect us from illegitimate power, as noted in the horrors referenced above. That is when we ask “Why?”, “What is God doing?”
What is God Doing?
When God does not protect, temporally, the believer appeals to the second most important promise in the Bible, second only to John 3:16. That promise is “God works all things together for good to those who love Him and are called according to His purpose,” Romans 8:28.
And now we must ask, “What good?” Charlie Kirk was assassinated! What was/is the “good?”
After Stephen, the first Christian martyr, became a knowledgeable believer, what he would want more than anything was for his family and friends to believe. Stephen’s assassination may have been the event, the physical reality, which demanded a response from those he loved and cause them to seek a reason for Stephen’s assassination. And if they honestly sought an answer, they would find Jesus and the reality of eternal life. They were awakened by the horror of Stephen’s assassination.
Was the assassination of Stephen what God wanted or foreordained? There is no scripture which supports such a conclusion. Some who think so point to Eph 1:11, God “works all things after the counsel of His will,” but they only read the first three words, “works all things” and do not pursue the scripture and ask what “the counsel of His will” is. Part of “the counsel of His will” is obviously to give man free will, and He does not always prevent the curse produced by the terrible misuse of that free will.
Though, I am convinced by the nature of our God as portrayed in the scripture, the temporal result of the curse was not God’s will, He will use, based on Luke 19:10 and Romans 8:28, the horror to cause more people to be redeemed than would have been otherwise as they seek the reason for the curse and the remedy and realize their vulnerability and find that Jesus is the answer, the answer in eternity and in a very complex way, temporally. They would commit themselves to Jesus and be saved. That is the “good,” a good commensurate with free will. Stephen would rejoice in Heaven in the salvation of those souls, and I am sure that he was given assurance that those he loved would join him in paradise. 
I cannot document the following, but I heard someone say on TV that he had spoken with someone who said they had a vision. The vision was that Charlie was told he could come back to Earth, but when he was shown how Jesus was going to use his unplanned, untimely, shocking transition, he chose to remain. If there is any reality to that vision, I have no doubt that part of the conversation included the assurance of care of Erica and the children if Charlie remained in Heaven. I also have no doubt that Charlie is now fighting the battle in the spirit for souls with Jesus on Earth and in Heaven.
What was Charlie shown? That more people would be saved than otherwise would have been if he remained on Earth. As noted above, all men have sufficient information to resist the terrible temptation to curse. But not all resist the temptation to curse. Not all choose Jesus Christ. But as we are told in the scripture, “faith comes by hearing and hearing by the word concerning[footnoteRef:4] Jesus.” The shock of Charlie’s untimely transition will cause many, many more believers to be more diligent to spread the word, and more people will understand effectively, fully the urging of Holy Spirit and receive the shed blood of Jesus and be saved. That is the good.  [4:  Use blueletterbible.org to see the possibilities for the translation of this Greek word into an English equivalent. I see “concerning” as the preferable translation.] 

The good is mixed with almost unbearable pain for those who were most closely associated with Charlie on Earth. They will then embody the promise and the pain of Psalm 23 and “by prayer …  the peace of God, which surpasses all comprehension, will guard your hearts and your minds in Christ Jesus,” Philippians 4:6,7. The simultaneity of the pain and the godly peace in being told that good will ultimately result can only be embraced with a relationship with our Creator, with Jesus Christ.
And we note something with which we could have started, specifically, what is God’s primary purpose? What is God doing? It is, as Jesus stated, “I came to seek and to save that which was lost,” Luke 19:10. His purpose is also a real World, and that involves beings capable of choice. Choice involves risk. 
If the ways God would rather have used to cause us to acknowledge His presence are refused, sometimes, to awaken us, the beautiful and the innocent are taken, are allowed to be taken. 
“Precious in the sight of the Lord is the death of His godly ones.” He will use their transitions, including all the terrible misuse of the unbeliever’s will to bring people to Jesus Christ when they see the horror and realize their utter dependency on the mercy of our Creator.
And the children will see that each one of them, untimely, terribly transitioned, was a saving part in the opening of men’s eyes to their absolute need for the Creator, for Jesus Christ. And the men affected by the children’s testimony will be profoundly grateful to the children for their unintended, unplanned, un-foreordained statement. The terrible transition of the children was not what God wanted, not what God predestined, or even foreknow (Jer. 7:31). But, based on the character of God, based on His infinite love, He will use each transition to the salvation of many, the most valuable gift anyone could possibly receive.
“Blessed are the poor in spirit for theirs is the Kingdom of God.” They are saved. Most people seeing or facing death become truly “poor in spirit,” realizing they are hopeless without the intervention of God. And they will plead for that intervention and will receive it as it was purchased by Jesus Christ, not always temporally, but always eternally. That is temporally painful. But that is reality. God is the God of reality.
God did not will the World’s evil, with one exception, the crucifixion of Jesus Christ to purchase our salvation.
God did not cause evil. But He will use it. This is our World. Because of Charlie’s transition, as profoundly painful as it is, more people will be saved.
God is good. But that “good” desperately needs definition. This is my attempt to understand. “Good” must be defined with respect to eternity, not solely with respect to the temporal.
Why Charlie Kirk? This is the reality in which we are placed. Choices matter. Your choices matter. The choices of others matter.
The temporal future is not set in stone for the individual. I pray for God’s intervention in the choices I make. I pray for God’s intervention in the choices others make.
I rest in confidence that my prayers are answered. God works things together for good for those who look to Him (Rom. 8:28), the temporal good often not in a way I can understand, but definitely in the eternity gifted to us in Jesus Christ and gifted to the ones for whom we pray (1 Tim. 2:4, 1 John 5:14,15). 
Excerpts from “The Flood Came, and So Did Jesus,” (10/17/2024 FB Post on Hurricane Helene)
“Jesus, Jesus, save me! Jesus, I hear you. Jesus, I’m calling on you.” https://www.thegatewaypundit.com/2024/10/grieving-mother-explains-7-year-old-son-became/
And Micah was gone. Gone to be eternally with the only person in the Universe who could answer that prayer. And, as a witness to all of us. 
Micah called for Jesus. Did Jesus respond? Yes. Not for temporal life but for eternal life and the witness which Micah would deliver. Sometimes for the witness to be noted, God allows, not causes, the beautiful, the good to be sacrificed. And the sacrifice is inescapably visible. Those who view and seek and truly ask “Why?” find Jesus Christ and are saved. Tragedy is not the pathway to salvation that God would desire. He would desire that we observe the intricate design of the Earth and Universe, and the ultimate miracle, life itself, completely beyond, infinitely beyond the natural law which governs the Universe and, primarily, the historically verified sacrifice of Jesus Christ. Some of us are difficult to awaken. God will do what it takes, however, for those for whom we persistently pray, and we will be eternally grateful to those, like Micah, whom He used to awaken us. Did Jesus come to and minister to Micah in his final moments? Yes. And in eternity.  
This post also addressed Sam Harris, the number two spokesman on behalf of atheism. 
“Sam Harris does not recognize the presence of a Creator nor eternal life. He interprets everything according to the limitation of temporal life.”
The post also dealt with evolution, the proposed naturalistic change of life. Belief that God used evolution to develop life forms after life was established is held by many Christians, so “evolution” is a problem only if it is declared by an atheist that “Darwin made it possible to be an intellectually fulfilled atheist,” as by the number one spokesman for atheism, Richard Dawkins. What is needed to address Richard Dawkins is an understanding of, a mathematical exercise which is intellectually demanded by The Edge of Evolution, The Search for the Limits of Darwinism, Chapter 7 and the definitive inescapable implication from 10 to the 20th power organisms being required for two essentially simultaneous specific changes in the DNA nucleotides of the malaria eukaryote organism by the neo-Darwinian mechanism of random mutation of the genome. (The only rational conclusion is that the formation of the major species was not the result of natural phenomena. But we nevertheless should graciously accept those who believe, have always been taught, that the formation of the major species was natural. The only problem is if they use that belief as a basis, which it is not, for rejection of the presence of a Creator. )
Excerpts from: “Camp Mystic Apocalypse,” (FB Post, June 2025)
The flood of the Guadalupe River January 4, 2025, swept away children and counselors from the children’s Camp Mystic in Texas.
The “first things.”
“He will wipe away every tear from their eyes; and there will no longer be any death; there will no longer be any mourning, or crying, or pain; the first things have passed away.” Revelation 21:4
But that is not where we are. We are now in the “first things,” “mourning, crying, pain.” “There is a reason for the title of C. S. Lewis’s book, The Problem of Pain.
Why does God allow personal devastation, even of those who look to Him? The many authors I have consulted who speak on this issue uniformly state that we do not know. Even going so far as to say, “Don’t ask.” But this is the fundamental question, the fundamental objection to belief. We must ask for an answer or a perspective.
[bookmark: _Hlk189719957]The first perspective is that in excruciating pain or in lethality, the eternal must be considered.
The second perspective is that if life remains, we continue to pray to the One who can intervene. If temporal intervention does not, did not occur, we rest on the promise of Romans 8:28. 
The third perspective is that God’s primary interest is seeking and saving the lost, Luke 19:10, and sometimes pain is a part of that, 1 Peter 4:19.
Sometimes it takes devastation for us, and others who view devastation to realize our vulnerability, and be saved. That is the third perspective.
While those of us who remain in deep pain in our temporal lives due to our own personal frailty or due to the unimaginable pain of untimely losing a loved one, with our own transition to eternity, that pain will cease and be turned to joy as we see those saved by the witness through the devastation and our remaining faith regardless of the lifelong earthly pain we will embody this side of eternity. 
So it will be for those who personally suffered the Camp Mystic Apocalypse.
A Hope
I hope that your abuser meets you with tears of remorse in Heaven, and yet with gratitude that you were enabled to continue in spite of the pain and be a heavenly asset to those whom you loved, to your family, and to those of us who appreciate your perspective on American Thinker.
