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' . PREFACE

Co So,LeWisﬂ born in Belfast, Ireiéndg in 18985 rénounced" 
Ghristianity at tﬁe age of foﬁ;teen and became'an>atheiStov>Iﬁ 1929,
having been'déeply inflnencéd‘by'éubh religioﬁé'iiteféﬁy'figures_
as Ge&rge Macdonald_énd»Go‘KQ;Chestértong hevbecéme a Chriétién
Theist and once sgain & commmicant of the Church of England. His
conversion was an ihtellectual‘oneo On.one occaéidn heﬁwrdte'in‘A
- response to.a request for informatidu about himself; "Ttm not the
religious txéee T want to be let alome, to feel'Iﬁnnw'bwn'master:
_but since ﬁhe.faeté seemed o be the opposite I had to gi?e.iﬁ;“
The~feligious experiénce pfitﬁis fbrmef.oﬁford-dong now Professor.of
"‘Medeival Li%efature ab Cambridgé;UnivefSity9 has had'a.préféund’-
éffect on his literary“éafeérof ‘

The purpbse of éhis ﬁhesié is to.deteémiﬁe'whether or not there
s in the'prése Writingsibf Co Sq.Léwis a'consistent religious pﬁilmv
" osophy, to qescribe" the i?hilosqgh;}_-g and to illustrate itas it finds
expression in»his various‘workso -M?Q'LGWiS”S poetry.is~omittéd from
the discussion because almost all of it.antedétes his conVefsion»to
_ Christianity; His'purely'schCiarly Wbrksllikeﬁise héve‘little béafing.
- . on the thesisg>:The‘limitednscope of this pa@ef further excludes a

considerabion of his juvenile literature,
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CHAPTER I
" INTRODUGTION

| Azr-lox_zga' éon’oenporary nllk‘énvojf"’ le'b%ers in Engla;nd s Clive Staiplesr
Lewis. is pefhaps 'Ione' of the‘ mo‘s*’d ;’mn'brovemiélg Iewis is bne oi” a
| nmnbm of "13.terary evangellsbs“ (To Se El:.otg uraham Gr@ene g Dorci,hy
| Bayers, W Ho Audeng et ale) whose fellows accuse 'bhem of academ,@ '
heresyol _it is significant that 'bhz.s bestwsellmg author and.w:_mner
" ~of the Hawthornden i;rize in 1936»5‘%19111&‘ be acciamd ‘one of 'thé most
' iﬁfluential spoke'smen for -Christia;hity in the ® glish«sspeakiﬁg 'wor'i d@2

Fven on e oi’ I.ew:.s ts severest CI“l‘i‘Zl@‘B admits "bbar, his scholarly works

o are‘ superlor .uo any -other literary criticism in E:n.g',’!.andc,3 - Bub in

contrast to h::.s sound scholarlv works , bhis same critic calls his
m":.tz.ngs “in defense of Ch:mstlam_t i “a,,heap soph:x.sm“ °l Le‘m.s Jures
his reader om’:ao the strala’rrb highway of 1og3.c s he says, only ‘o
,:m.ve:.,gle h:Lm dmm ‘bhe garden patn of orthodox "bheologych’

| The tremendous a,ppeal of G, So Lem,s (any Br’:.tlsh clerg:ymsn
Amight envy :h:;_m his audience) lies ‘perhaps in the fact that he is one
of few Chrisbian apolégists who. can wribe smplyand diiectly, and

yet avoid infuristing the highabrc*zfrs by what Chad Walsh calls a

-

1. "Don 8o Dev::.lg“ T:Lmeg L (Sep‘ue 8, 19&7)3 65ca -
20 _i'bz.do , ' |
3. Ibide, pe 72,

b mid.



"pulpit vocabulary or the Sﬁnday Seﬁ_ool flsvor of pietyo’“l
‘ Al’bhoug_h- Lewis repsatedly reminds his readers that he ié nob
T a ‘bheologiarig “that 'his disfcussionb of Chris*biani doctrine is by no
means comple‘te s and ‘Lha‘b many of his v:v_ewo are ’centa‘c,lve 9 he ha.s
been severely a‘btacked by a few Eno*llsh cleiwymn for his presmnpt:.on

%0 be a 'theolorrlan and for his gl:Lb dlsmlssal of L:Lberal:.r.smoz

: Bu’&; at
least one reviewsy suspects 'bha’c in years to come ﬂCo SQ I.e‘ms will be
. recogm.zed as Englandfls foremos‘h ch&mplon of Clm::.stlam.ty during those
dark times that cr:.ed for a vo:Lce to reassure the pecple o; the La:uha
of the fathers."s o

The Works of Co So Lewis may be dlv:.ded :1.nto rather definibte

g}roups.o His three outstanding and unquest:n,onab‘ly ex;durmg contribu=

tions té ‘English literature are “Allegory of Love, & Preféce o Paradise

Lost Lost, a.nd; Engl:.sh Literature in the S::xteenth Centug Excludmg Drama

(O’xford History g£ English L:.terature s IIT) o A.mong the o*ther sh.or*tez"

ieces of 1i‘cer'ax°: eriticism are Rehabj’.li'bat:.ons (a series oi“ essays,
b Y s

and The Personal Heresy' (sritten in collaboration with Eo M, W, T:Lllyard)o |

'Phe m"bercplanetaxy novels (n scz_ent.f_f‘::_ct:.on") form a 'bmloga‘ Out _g:‘; .

the Silent Planet Perelandr% and That Hldeous S‘trengt‘lo Mere Chris—ta

danity is a complla'tlon of threo short volumes published - @arln_er as

The Case for Chr:.s’clamty (published in ..bngland as Broadcast Talk’s) s

1, Chad Walsh, *"Apostiéto the Skeptics," V‘Atla,nties, cz:mrIII"
(Sept. 19h6)3 119@ \ S ' o

20 Georo'e (La Anderson, “C.,, 8, Lewis, Foe of Humanism," Cnrlstlan
Century, LXIII (Deco 25, .19!.;6)9 1562,

. .3@ Ibldo




Christisn Behaviour, and Beyond Personality. These three books, along

| with Mirvacles and The Problem of Pain, are a direct defensé of Christian

B Theism; m a class by themselves' are the fanciful bookss " The Screwstape

Letters, a satire, The Great Divorce, 2 dream-vision story, azfid The

‘Pilgx?':‘i_mﬂs RegresSg an aliegofyo These. latter are an iﬁdirec;t defense

of Lewis's orthodoxy. The Weight of Glory is a series of addresses

delivere& at Oxford. The Abolition of Man cannot “be. properly clésSified

‘Dﬁ’bh any of ’ohe preceding ti’bléso“ In this book 'the authov? is m@reljr
:attemptmg to es*babla.sh ‘the Na’oural Law or Trad:.t:.onal Moral::by Whlch

he callu the ‘1‘3001

, 1, mustra;;hlons of the Tao from the religious and ethical
- literature of the world are contained in the appendix to The Abolition
' Of F—ane




CHAPTER IT
APOLOGY FOR CHRISTIAN THEISM

It is his unyielding reliance upon reason. tha‘c. se‘té Lewis apart

' fro:m: xﬁany schools of Chris‘tién thoughte drthodox'(‘)hriéﬁianitjr hag

' frequembly d:.spara,god reason and contrasted it with fa:.tho Thé cAfm;
’ber@orary neoﬂori;hodox movement in European Protestan'b circles sets
revelatlon in opposition to reason, v:u.emg man. a8 accepting what his
reagon is unablé fo enconpass, Modemn -Libéraliém-appears to ligﬁo?e

- the ques;tioz; whether reason éan work its,way to ény @bjectivé 'bru'bh;gl
But Letﬁsﬁs argmnehbs are ‘based entirely on an appeal 'b@ ‘:cgeasion@ ur

am not aé,éﬁjg anyoné to‘accept Chrié‘tianityg"? hé deciareé 9’ Wif his ’b?es*;‘b‘
reason:mg ‘bells him that the welght of ‘the ev:t_c‘lenee is: aga:i.nst. :L“bo“2

To Mre 'Lems o faith is not the unquestionmg acceptance of 'bhe unproved

' ‘but :csthe'ﬂ “perseverance in bellef after uhe bel::.ef has been thoroughly
serutinized and :.ntellectually accep’tede"3 He would not have his readers
= aécep'bv Chris’aianj’:by because of emotioﬁal satisfaction -61“_ social usefu}.w

ness, as is evident in the conclusion of one of The Screwbape Letberss

Only today I have found a paésage in a Christian writer
where he recommends his own version of Christianity on ‘the
ground that "only such a faith can outlast the death of old-

"1, Chad Walsh, "C. S, Lewis: Champion of Reason, "Christian
- ,Centu s IXVI (Jane, 19, 19&9)3 e L T

2, Clive S*aples Iewis, Chrlst.,:.an Behav:(,ou.r (New York: Ma;cm:‘illai‘zg'
1911}.}) 9 pm 61@ V . . . . : .

3@ Ibld @



. culbures and the birth of new civilizations." TYou see the
1libble »ift? “Believe this not because it is -brue s bubt for
- some other reason.” Thatfs the geme.
All possible knowledve s Mr’e Le‘mg insists, depends on the valn.d:a.iay
of ra‘b:.oﬂal ‘bhough’i:-" if human reascnmg is no’s vail ;Ld no science can be

trueg In one of his :i"lrst b@@k@ The P:.lgrm“s Regress 5 Lew;s makes

reason the key to all tmtha At the moment when John of Puritania,
2 prisoner in the glaahﬂs, 'sbla,ck hole 1 glves himseli‘ up for J.fgs;ts7
cerbain that he is in hell forever, :rb is the Titaness Reasmg Ha |
sunabr:.ght virgin clad’ :m con‘plote steel, *w:ﬁh a sword nsked in her
hand;g" who outwits the glantg lays him, and rescues John from the
dimgéonoz What hﬂ'opens‘ when reason is abanqo_ned is horm‘bly demon=

s’ora:bed in Tha’b Hideous S‘trﬁngtno When Frosd and Wﬁ:her repudiate

bhe Tao and’ aband@n thenselves 40 the .demonic forces of evil, 'Lhey

' ~ become, like Weston in hls struggle m;bh Ranson on Perelandrag Un=~

IVIez'le The goal oi" -bm.s dehumanma’cmn process is 'the complete elim=
ma.t:_on of rationgl- (and moral) ma:ao |

- It is through an appeal to reas_en that Lewls attempts to Pl“ﬁV@»
that what 'hé éalls the natui%alists ;é\re wrbng. é.nd the supe matui‘alisg‘
rig "cm The d:Lf.Lerence betiw een naturalism and super naturallsmg he says,
is nob exactly the same as 'the dlfference b@tween belief and dlsbel::_ef

.m *‘G@d@"j ,.Naj,tura;!.lsm could admit o:f a cemam kind of God, & grea,u :

1® Clx.ve S‘baplea Lems s Lhe Screwbape Letters (I\Tew Yorks

‘ 2@- C‘h.ve Staples Iewis, The P’:ngrm“s Rﬁgress (New York° Sheed
and ‘irsfard Ince, 191;1,) PPe 66=725 '

3. Clive Staples Iewis » Miracles (I\Iew York Hacm.lla,m 19).;7) s Do 19@



cosmic céns@iou*sne;sé 'a?:‘is:‘i@g.. fjxfpr}z':’che :ihtélﬁiockiﬁg event called Nature
as human nind ariseé »f‘rgc»m human- organiémsg Bub naturalism cannot o
‘aiccept' The idea of a God who stands ouﬁsi&e Nature and ‘mafde it, "The‘ ‘
'c'iyifference beﬁi«réen ‘these two basic philoaoﬁhies ié that whereas the
naturellst bel;n.eves that B g:s:@at p:mcess exlsts on 11‘;8 o in spac@ :

and t:une and that noth:.ng else exists bu't 'i;hls smg__ey 'tetal reel:::ty

called Nature o The superna_turallst ‘bel:z_eves that ore Thing does exisb

on its own and has produced *bhe framework o:E‘ space and’ ‘tlme and the
-procesumn of sysbema‘b.;_ca.i_lj cormected even'bs Wh:.ch £i11 "theml |
This i’rameworks, and 'thls fﬁlmg s he calls Naturee Tt

may, or may not, be the only reality which the one Primary

Thing has produced, There mlgh'b be cother sys’oens in a,ddlb:r.on

'bo the one we call Natur@e e _ L

By’ uhls idea of the poswb:f_lrby of several "Natures ," Le‘rf::.s does
not mean: “plural:.’sy of worldso“ " Such dlffez'emu solaf systens‘g gala;rlesgv
or "igland universes 9“ however remo*hez Would be parfts of the same
Na.ﬁure as du’r oun sun. Tk ZLS this rer,lprocal inberlods i ing ‘within a
system whmh mekes :c.t What we call Nature, O’sher Natures, Mro .
Lem.s goes on to e:@lains m:.gh'b ‘not be spatioﬂemporal‘ at all, This
dlsc:on'bmu::hyg or failure of m-berj ock:mg s 18 wha:t Justifies our callmg
them different Naturesof It does rro*t fol 1@% P hcsweverg ‘that there wuld

be no rela’c.a.on between '&;hem‘9 fop 'they Would be r@la‘bed by uhnjr common '

derivation from & s:.ngle supernatnral‘soume 0‘37 God might ellow selected

15;: Ibidog oo 19°<=200 ]
20- Ibidog P@l 20, '
‘39‘ Ibia-o |



even*bs :z.n the one o produce resulbs :Ln the other, causing :apaz*bisi:
‘oerlocklng at certain poinbsa Th‘tis each of the two Né.turé'sa Lexﬁs
speculabes, would be "supernatural’ in rela‘bion to the other,
But the fac'b of their corltact would be supema‘tural in a more
gbsolute .sense - not as being beyond this or that Nature but
beyond any and every Nature. It would be one kind of Miracle.
Tﬁheoz ‘o{‘il‘lelf kind would be Divine ??Lin‘berfer?nce‘i‘ ,'_%c't by the

-biringing. tqgether of two Natures, but simply. '

Tt does not necessarily follow i‘rbm supernaturalism t_hai;l miracleé
occur. The Primary Th:.ng may not interfere with the ‘crera'bed nai;ural
systems nor ever. cause 'ﬁhem to impinge on one énothem But if we canclude-"
that Naﬁiure is not the only "bhing there is, fhen miracles could cone

e*‘ivably oGCUr . OJE‘ course s if Nature is all there is, obv:u.ouslv noth:;_ng
else could come into her from uhe outsldeo Evezry finite ‘shmg or event
mugt be, in p'r'mc:.rle 3 expl:.cable in terms of the Total System if
natural:.sm is trueg. :J.i‘ any one thing exists for Wh..ch that kmd of
explana’r,:.on is. 1n1p0551ble 2 then naturalism is defeated@ - 7

. Mrs bems pombs out one very recr—mt threat aga:mst naturalz_sw .
‘The older scientists bela.eved that str:_c“’c. laws governed the *aovemeaté )
‘of the smallest particles of ma.tterg Some modern sc:r__en‘bls ts now gdvancé _
the theory thé.t the individual unit of matier moves in an-'indetemdlzate ‘
fashion "of its own accord.! If this theory is true, it is proof that .
something exists other than Natur 0 léuiz Eewié feeling no cer%ain‘tﬁr
that science s whose glory is 1:)::*(3;@5,70@85‘g Wlll not tomarrcw abOl,LSh th:.s

‘idea of a 1awless “Subna’bures does ncfb use 'bhe theery as a basn.s fbr .

argxmen‘boz He turns agalng Jf'e.i;her;a to the valld:z.ty of human resso.alng

1@ Ibidg po 21("‘
2(9 Ibiacg ppo 21&"250‘



on which all possible{ knowledge deperds. And. 'bhis- knowledge is inferi‘éd;
from our immediate sensationse ‘ ‘

Put in its most general form the inference would run,
"Since I am presented with colours, sounds, shspes, pleasures
and pains which I cannot perfectly predict or control; and
since the more I investigate them the more regular their

" behaviour appsars, therefore there must exist something .
other than myself and it mmst be systematic.® Inside this -
very general inference, all sorts of special trains of
inference lead us to more detailed conclugsions. We infer
Bvolution from fossils: we infer the existence of our own
brains from what we find inside the skulls of other crestures
like ourselves in the dissecting room.

o o o If the feeling of certainty which we expreés by
words like must ‘be and therefore and since is a real per- - -
cepbion of how 'hh:mgs oot side our owm minds reslly "must! ‘bes o
well and good. But if this certainty is merely a feeling in
our own minds and not a genuine insight into realities beyond
thew—w if it merely represents the way our minds happen to
Wwo'rk - then we can have no knowledge., Unless human reasoning
is valid no science can be ‘brueel ' _ ' :

And if our Jc.hn_nkmg is not val:l.ds insists Mro Lew:z.s 5 DO theozy
of the universe can be true s for the 'theory 1'bself is concelved b’j}‘ :
the thoughtprecess. If humen reasoning is invalid, eve:e:y 'bheory
'destroys :ch own. creden‘blals end is- in the end "a proof tha-b 'bhere ape

no sueh 'th:mgs as proofs - which is no:nsensea’éz

From his conuentloﬁ. o
that humen rationality is a "miracle! in :u‘;self,, and that the supernaturdl. -
not only exists bub int'ei‘per;eﬁrates Nature, ;1? -0 Teiris proceeds to ask

‘whether there are, in fact, incursioné of the ‘sﬁpez@natural into Nature.

At this po:.n'b the argmnenﬁ passes frcm the poss::.b:.l 'by of “mlracles“ "&0 B

10» Ibidag Ppo 25ﬂ260

2, Ibid., p. 26,



f, 1943), po 121,

the pro’babili'by- of the greater mﬁacles which constitgte the articles
lof Christian belief.t |
| . Mr. Tewis has strong i‘ée_f}iﬁgs against what he calls chriﬁséianity;,
and=water, by Which he means modern Christian Liberalism. |
6o e ﬂ}he‘ view which simply says there is a good God in Heaven
. and everything is all right - leav:.ng out -all the difficult
| and terrn.blg doctr:mes about sin and hell and the dev:x..lg and the
redempbion. ’ . ‘ , ’
But he does not accep"r; the extréme fuﬁdaxﬁentalist?s vp‘éz‘m“b of‘ v_iéw.
éntirely either, parb::‘i.cularly ‘Wi;th réferénce to ‘the latitude he apiaears
to allow in the concept of‘ evolution;g’ af,s' God?s method pf,creationgl‘
and his aftitude fboward%.‘vthé plenéfy’iﬁsp"wja‘tion oil'"bh@ Seriptures, ‘
M, Eewis’?s applicatiohbof vthe berm “ﬁz;rbholéggr; " -»how.ex‘rerv he might
.com eive of ’cr’uth as 3ppear3_ng in "m;;rbhlcal“ :E’orm ‘before 'becom:mg
| incarnate as h::.stc'rﬂ;;n9 would. hardly be accepted by fundamen‘oa’l ists as
: -cons:Ls’cent with the 1dea of ‘verbal :Lnsp:s_-ra%:n.om%
| Lewis is J.ntentlonally S:Llen'b on - dlspu'ted :Lssues amozig Ch?*:x_st::.ansg _

HlS purpose is clearly to propaga,te “mere" hls'bomcal Chr:.st:o_anltys n@t

to persua,de his readers 'bo become Angllcansﬁ Roman Cathol:x_cs s O

| 1, John L. Myers, "Miracles: A Preliminary S’cudy,g“ Naturs, CIX -
(Aug. 309 1LT), 275<76s - ‘ ‘ : :

] 2, Clive Btaples Lew:r.s 5 The Gase for Chri stla,n:.“by (Ne‘w' York°
Macmillan, 10)411.) s Pe 324 T

36 Chad Walsh, Co So Lemse A;pos*ble b0 the Skep‘b:.@s (New Yorks.
Macmillan, 19149)9 P 129. Professor Walsh says in this commection;
"One cemnot imagine him vobing 'bo prohl‘blt ‘bhe teaching. oi’ evolu’blon

in the schools of Britain.".

Lo .Cl:Lve St aples Lew:Ls@ The P:co'blem of.‘ Pa;m (New Yorke Macmillaﬁs ‘

5, Lewis, Miracles, gge-ci'bw. Do 1'6;15 ne
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| Congregationalists, Having set forth the intellectual reséectabili%y
' of Christianity, his defense of the faith is largely a defense of those

miracles which are fundamental to all who embrace Christianity, whether

Protestant or Romen or Greek Catholic. His use of the term Christian, -~

it showld be noted, is restricted to the Biblical meaning. The name

) was fﬁxs‘bgiivexi ﬁo.g'bhe disciples at Antioch who ﬂaecepted.ﬁhe .apdé'bles‘? - .

‘ teaching;y and should not be used simply as a tem’o:ﬁi praiseg éjm.bn;ymo‘usl s

with gobdo‘ Otherwise, as Mr. Lewis explains in the Preface to Mere =

' Christianiby, the word is spoiled for any useful purpose. -



CHAPTER ITT
. AFFIRMMTION OF CHRISTTAN: DOGHMA

The Christisn doctrines of t-he triune God, the incarnabe Son,
Satan, and fallen ma,n are ¢ onsisbently and systematically woven into
‘the threads of narra‘tive inv’the; trilogy of in'be‘rpiar.zie*baz'"yi névels and
in the fénciful books o And. c;i‘ course a few of Co S. Lewis's volumes
’ aiapear'_for the e‘:fpress pufppse of presenting _Chrié‘iﬁiaﬂ doéﬁae )

' That I;ewls;ﬂ"s view of de is trinitarian is beyond questiono

He contains “persons“ ('three ef them) Whlle remaining one
God, as a cube comb:meg six squares whlle remaining one solid

L bodyo
The prealncarna‘be' S.on, or "Word;" is one with the Father and co=-

eternal with him.?. The analogy between the Landlord and the Landlord's

Son and the first two Persons of the Trinity in The Pilgrim's Regress

-4

is unnﬁstakableg3 and the bneﬁess of the Fa'bhéz“ ‘and the ‘Son is expressed

in Out- o.E' the Sz.len:t Planet and Perelandra in the story “old to Ransom

of how Maled:.l became man, In-"Ou'b of ‘the Silent Planeth, the O;y-arsa of

. Malacandrla in conversatlon W:L'bh Ransom says 5

 We “hink that Meledil would not give it /F hulcandra,g -
or Farth/ up utterly to the Bent One 5atan7 and there are
s‘co.m.es among us tha,u He has taknr: strange counsel. and dared

1o Lewis, lVI:LJ:*’acles,9 9De c::bg 5 Do 1030

2. Lewis, The Probleh of Pa;v._m, o ¢ite, Ps 33

3¢ lewis, The Pilgrim's Regress, opo cite, PPo 33,921&0‘



a2

terrl‘bl@ things, wrestling with the Bent One "in Thuleandra, o 01
.When Tor the King on Perelandra rela“tes Ho ‘Ransonm *bhe story of ‘the
Thulcandm.an race, Ransom declares P '

In our world those who kuow Maledil at all believe that His
coming down to us and being a man is the central happening
of all that Ifzappr::'ns'm2

Several eldila speak in reply

He dwells (21l of Him dwells) within the se’-\d of the smallest
flower and is not cramped: - Deep Heaven is inside Him who is
inside the seed and does nobt distend Him. . . Of many points one
line; of many lines one shape; of many shapes one solid bodys
of many senses and thoughts one persong of three persons,
Himself o o o In the Fallen World He prepared for Himself a body

- and wa.s united . m:ba the Dust and made it glorious forevere

© Cotparatively few references are made to the Third Person of the
Trinity. Chad Walsh indicates that on one"cccasion he said to a friend
that
> o o he regards the Holy CGhost as being, so to speak, God
wibthin us; His principal mission is to lead us to Christ,.
- For this reason, the Third Person is sn.ng’ularly elusive
when a- prosam descrlpt:_on of the Trinity is aﬁtemptedau
I;em_s;_is 'bheology is mghl;;r ChI"lS‘bQ@@ﬂfb.L l@as And he is adamen®
on one poz"ﬁ"as Chri;s%_wafs not Just a good man and g great "c.ea(*:he:ffﬁ9 'bu‘b_

the Incarnate Goé;cé

| ls Clive S taples Lew:.sj, Out of‘ the S:L;l.ent Planéet ('\Tew Yorks
Macnullanj, 1943) 4 pp. 130-31,

2, Clive Staples Lewis, Perelandra (New York° Macmillan, 19441), po 228c .

.30 ' Ibldej)‘ po 2300

lio Walsh, Co S. Lewis: Apostle o .'bhe Skeptics, op. cibes po 780
. B. Ibide | |

6. A detailed theolcg1 cal discussion of the docbrine of the 33:1= -
carnation is found in Miraclés, pp. 131-158. ,



I am trying o o o to prevent anyone saying the really foolish

thing thabt people often say about Hims: "Itm ready to accept

Jesus as a greab moral teacher, but I don't accept His clain

to be God." . That is the one thing we must nob say. A man who

was merely a man and said the sort of things Jesus said would

not be a sffea‘b moral teacher. He would either be a lunatic =

on a level with the man who says he is a poached egg = or elss

He would be the Devil of Hell. You must make your choice.

‘Either this man was; and is, the Son of God; or-else a madman .
or something worse, TYou can shut him up for a fool, you can spit
a% Him and kill Him as.a demon: or you can fall ab His feet and
‘call Him Lord and God. But let us not come with any patronising -
nonsense about His being a great human teachgr. He has not

left that open to uss He d;Ld not intend 'i‘,ool ‘ ' '

Througheut his books Lewis stresses the de::by of the mgm=born
- G'hris* as Well 2s his humanity. Maledil, Worsh:mped in the :_nuefplanet~= o
ary novels by the Malacandvlans and the Perelandra.ans (inhabitants of Ma:rs E
and V’eln.ug9 respec’o:.vely) is none other than the Chr:.s* of Goda2 -

When Ransom, on P,erelandras faces physical combafi:; with .'bhe Uanan‘
‘(Weston‘ﬂs body ﬁbw; abandoned to the 'forces of evil and an instrument of
Satan), "bhe w ice of the :an1.s:|.ble Maledil spealcsa "Iﬁ is not for nobhlng
that you are named Ransoms o o o MV name als@ is Ransomo"B I‘o is some -
time be; ore Ransom comprehends 'bhe meam.no of these wordss: He and h:x.s
World had been redemned by Maled11° but if h@ (Ransom) failed 1n h:].s B
mission -on Derelandra = to prevent a Fall in ’an:.s unspoiled world =
Anoth& would be 'bhe ransom9 for Venus would ‘be redeemedo o o

| Yet nothing was ever repeatedo Not a second crucifixions

perhaps = who knows - nob even a second Incarnation o o »
some act of even more appalling love, some glory of yet

1. Lewis, Theé Casé for Christisnity, op. cits, Po L5e

20 ”Walshg; Co 5o Lewis: Apostle to the Slcep‘hicég op cite, Do 794

3. Lewis, Perelandra, op. cit.; pp. 153=5L,



" deepér humilibyo. « o o The small exbernal evil which Satan
had done in Malacandra was only a line: +the deeper evil he
had done in Earth was as a square: if Venus fell, her evil -

. would bé a cube = her Redemption beyond conce:.v:x_ngo Yet -

; _gedeemed she would be.

It is clear that in Mr. Lem s?s 'thlnklng Chrlst?s pr:mlary mission
iﬁ ﬁhe Silent Planet was one of Atonement. Bu‘b,m keeping with h:.s_
v non=sectarian iarésénﬁatién of Christian .dogmia.g,‘ vhef scrupulously avoids
any .particular ’cheo:cy of hofe' 'bhe‘A{;ovnementk wo:ﬂcsg (In the Pre“?acg %»

The Gase for Chrls'b.Lan::by Lewis men‘t:.ons the dlstress of a Roman

Ca’chollc pm.ebt Who fel'b hé fwent too far abou'b the compara‘bn.ve unm

N mpomance ‘of 'hheorles of the ﬁA‘bonementg 3“) But the follom.ng excerp%

from The Gase for* Chmstlanrby is 'typlcal of the’ unpor‘bance he autaches
in various of h:!.s books to the doctrine of the Atonemen‘b° |

But supposing God ‘becsms 8 man - suppose our’ human nature
which can suffer and die was amalgamated with God!'s nature

in one person = then tha'b person could help us, He could
surrender His will, and' suffer and die, because He was mang -
and He could do it perfectly because He was God. You and I -
go through this process only if God does it in us, bub Ged
can & ib only if He becomes man. Our atbempts at this dying
"will sicceed ‘only if we men share in God's dying, just as our
thinking can succeed only beceuse it is.a drop out of the -
ccean of His intelligeénce: bul we can't share God's dying
"unless God dies; and He canit die except by being a msn.
That is the sense in which He pays our debi, %nd suffers

for us What He Himself needm't suffer at allc

The most comp'! cte bzﬂeatment of the Resurwectlon:b and “the doctt'lne
of the Asce;lsz.on which necessamly.follows s appears va':macles 63 Lam.s

atbempbs to answer sympaﬁhe‘bicélly the difficult questions raised by

lo Ibidos po 15he

2, Lewis, The Case for Chz@isﬁianiﬁyg_ OPo Cib.s ‘1.39500
3s Pp. 171=76. |



‘the sképticm for hﬁ.s earlier atheism led him, too, to look upon
Chmstlamty as a semes of primitive cmd1t1e5° Wthe -vertical
ascent like a bal.lom:ts the Aloca_L Heaven:, 'bhe deeorated chair to 'ﬁhe .
rlgh't of the Patheris thron@@" 1 He points out tha‘b the Resurrec‘t:.on
is the central uheme :Ln every Christian sermon reported in the Acts of
the Apos*bles, and the four Gospels were written because of that mlraclegz
The . impor‘tan@e @f this doctbrine doesfnot lie in “bhe fach 'Bha't _above
‘fa.ve hundred men m"bnessed ‘the act:u,on of the msmg from bhe dead,: but |
rather that 'bhey mtnessed the state of having 1"15@21 = Te€63 théy’-f-
beheld Christ in His resum'ec‘bed bodyo The meaning of - the Resurreetioi’l S
Lewis further expresses thuss
»Thé New Tesbament writers speak as' if Christ?s achieve=
ment in rising from the dead was the first event of its kind
in the whole history of the universe. He is the "first fruits:!
~ the "pioneer of life." He has forced open a door that has
- been locked since the death.of the first man. He has met,

fought, and beaten the King of Death. Everything is different

because He has done so. This is the begimning of the %Tew

Creation: a Yew chapter in cosmic histary has opened.

The language of Tindril the Queen in conversation with Malacandra
seems o0 echo ‘the general resurrection which Christls resurrection fore-
shadowse

Our bodies will be changed, bubt not all changed. We
shall be as the eldila, but not all as the eldila. And so
© will all our sons and daughters be changed in the time of

their ripeness, until the number is made up which Maledil
read in His Fatherts mind before times flowed.

1, Lewis, Miracles, op. Cibtes P 1770
2. Tbifle, pe 172.
;3,0 ';Pi.d;og Pe 1739

Lo iLew:‘i..sg Perelandra, ope. cibte., po 226.
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The Ascension, Mr. Lewis ;sayks@'._@z;nnq-t be isolated from the
:Resux;ibectiong,: If the f’hysieal Body were noﬁ an objec&l,iv;e reali‘byg T i
»( some would a:cgue *bha't it was nob) 5 Some e}rplanatmn mxst be :anen“bed.
for the di sappearmce oi" the corpsea

s o oIf it were real N 'bhen gome'ﬁh:mg happened to :Lt

after it ceased to appsar. You cammot take away the C

Ascensz.on ‘m'thou'h pu‘t“bmg semeth:.ng e.lse in :a:bs place el R .

A‘boui; a personazl Dev:a.l I\@o I,ew:.s has & great dea.,L ‘i;o saye I‘n
;f‘fa.c'i:-,é3 in one of hlS address 65 he qulpped ¥ The assoclatlon ‘bettreen h:.m
’ ﬁ‘he Dewril, J and me in ‘hhe publ:.c m:md has ﬂreaay goni qu;v:te as deep
» as I Wlshﬁ" in some quarters ik has already reacheri the- level of conw
:E‘us:'.on9 if not of ment:.flcaﬁlonm“z | -

"Our I‘a“bher Below" is Of oourse ocrﬁmape?s mspzra‘t:.on in h:a.s -
letters tc» Werm«roodo That Satan isa very: reel Demgs playlng a aefm:rbe

- and mportant role in i:he cosmos amd in the life of every. mané, is clearly

ev:r.den"b in The Screwbape Lenters and indeed in all of Lems% -religicus

works s :L.ncluo,mg the m'te£=planetary novelsg In ‘Oub of 'bhe u:.len‘@ Pla,neo 5
' ‘the Oyarsa o:f’ Ma.lacandr:.a ¥ capable ozﬂ_y of aéproxmatwg a conceb‘blon

of the Bv:.l Oneg calls ﬁatan “c; 5 o "%zhe Benu Oneg 'bhe loz:'d of  your Worldg :
'WhO was‘bes your lives and befonls them e.0 o 9‘3‘3 The deswz.pt.s.on of the.

' Unm_@an on Perelandra c@nveys a v:r.vnd p:.c_'_bure 'Qf Lewis®s Saten as clever
Tbut, perver'bed° strongg ba_t repulslveo | | o

| $a“’a&m and his demons @paren’cly ma,ke vse of the bod:z.es cf men

who have ‘sold h:.m,the:;r. ‘ulse .The Un=1'v’ian was he Who haci ‘been ".ﬂIeS'l;’e:n‘9

1,;.- Lemsg mc.clesg, ;g:e e:.tw Do 1789

2. Clive Staples Lemsy The We:.Oh'h of Glory (New York: Macmillan, -
19}4-9)3 pe 56@ o

36 I,em.sg, Out of the Szlen’o Plane"o, oP. Cl‘ta s P 1520




now used to house the incarnate Devil. When Ransom, in Perelandi"aﬁ -

looks upon nhe Un=Man, it begins to smile..

We have all often spoken. - - of a dev:Lllsh smllea Now
he Eansor? realized that he had never taken the words
seriougly, The smile was not bitber, nor raging, nor, in

an ordmary sense, sinister; it was not even mocking, TI%

seemed to surmeon Ransom, with a horrible naivete of welcome,

" -into the world of its own pleasures, as if they were the

most natural thing in the world and no dispute could ever
have occurred sbout them., It was not furtive, nor ashamed,

it had nothing of the ceonspirator in it. It did not defy

goodness, it ignored it to the peint of annihilation. Ransom

. perceived that he had never before seen anything bub half= -

hearted and uneasy abtempts alt evil. This creature was whole-

hearted.. The extremity of its evil had passed beyond all

struggle into some state which bore a horrible similarity o

imnocence. It was beyond vice as the Ereeg Lady was beyond

virtue.t

The Pilgrimfs Regress pomrays ‘the Dev:‘il '.as héving- been an angel .

oi" God who through pr:Lde - or rather greed in this allegory - was

@xcluded from heavens, ( Isaiah Ihe 12==11;) Mother Kirk say's,

He haa béen born in ’che mountains and Wwas one of our
Tandlord!s own children, but he had quarreled with his
father and set up on his own, and now had build up a very
considerabile estate in another country. His esbate marches,
however, with this country: and as he was a great land-
grabber he always wanted fo ’bake this bit in m@m‘v‘ he has.
very nearly succeeded.2

John of Puri'tania remarks tﬁat he has never met any tenants of
to which Mother Kirk replies,
s o o YOU MAy havé met the Clevers, who are tenants of Mr.

Marmong and he is a tenant of the Splra:t of the Age: who
holds directly of the Enem;res?’ »

1 }Z.ewz.s s Perelandra9 Opo Citoy po 113-

2, Iewis, The Pllgr_.mﬂs Regress, op. citss Do o

) 30 Ibld.a
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Mre I.ewis. points out that Christ on one occasion a'btriﬁutes

humen disease quite explicitly to Satansl and the Fall of man is

shown in {,h_e following quotation from The Problem of Pain o be
the result of his activities in the mind of man: V

We do not know how many of these creatures /Paradisal
men/ God made, nor how long they continued in the Paradissl .
State., Bul sooner or later they fell. BSomeone or some=
thing whispered that they could become as gods = that they
could cease directing their lives to their Creator and
taking all their delights as uncovenanted mercies o o o 850
they desired to be on their own, to take care for their own
future, to plan for pleasure and security. . . They wanted. o
to Ycall their souls their own."! But that means to live a
lie, for our souls are not, in fact, our own. They wanted
some corner in the universe of which they: could say to God,
"This is our business, not yours.! But there is no such
corner. They wanted to be nouns, but they were, and ebters
nally mst be, mere adjectives.e

-

Sé‘tén ﬂ's purpose in the seducticn of man is in sharp cohtrast to
God!s plan for ‘a.“ redée’rﬁed humanity. “nQne‘ must face the fact;! writes
Scféwbapeg Wihat all the talk about His /The Enerty ' s/ love for men,
and his servic?é 1b.e.i,_ng perfect freedom, is no’c,'f(as one would gladly:
believe) mere ‘:propagahdag but an ‘appaJ,;é_iné trutho! Hé Gontimess

. He really does want to f£ill the: universe with a lot

of loathsome 11‘b’b3_e replicas of Himself < creatures whose
Clife o o » Will be qualitatively like His owm, not because
He has absorbed them bub because their wills freely conform
-to His. We want catbtle who can finally become foed; He
wanbs servants who can finally become sons. o o V\Te are empbty
and Would be-£illed; He dis full and flows over., Our war
aim is & world in which Our Father Below has drawn all obher
beings into himself: the Enemy wan'bs a world full of be:mgs

uni. bed to Him but still distinet.s '

"Lewis;, The Problem of Pain, opwm:bo,, poﬁlzh
* 29 P& 68

3o Le'w:.s N The Screwbape Le’c’cers 5 QP c:.’co s PDo 1;54460
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Perhaps the most V:LV.Ld portrayal' of Satan and‘his pém*ef as e

'"Oyar‘sa_'of :Thﬁic‘ahdra"l is in That Hideous S“brength; His strategy as

' he operates through the N I. G. E. (National Institube for Co-ord=
‘infa,ted Experiments) is prbfoundly cléfref and, as the title of the n_ovei ’
 suggests, endued with hideous strength, Tt is significant that when
‘ Withefs ié; attempting to lead Mark S‘aﬁddoéi’c to ’cvl}a'b‘ poinﬁ -of su!m*ender. -
b'I:,o- the poWezfs of evil Eeyond ﬁhich there is no return, it is et~ répres‘einm, ‘
"i;a'b:‘i.on of Ciarist on -'bhe ‘Cross. that ‘he is’ ,asiée'd» ;i;o “tramﬁig_ on ;,nd ‘inSLﬂ.'t
:Ln other ways" as a te;st of his ult:‘ijié.‘bé_éxpression' of loyalty fbé_ the -
o I. Co Eol It is _apéarerrt that Satan reaches 'hhe ze_niﬁh of his powér,_!.
over man’s soul when he suéceeds_ in caﬁs:‘ing him to "trample "ohéSciz of .
God uﬁdérfoot 5“2 .repudiating-' the vicarious work of Chfisf on 'bhe Crosses 5
The doctrine of man begz.ns with h:n.s crea'tlon and fal‘! and ends W:Lth.
his morballtyo What men m:x.ght have been hacl he not .L:Lstened to ‘chat :
tsomeone ox- somebhing" who wh:.sper_ed rebell:z.on in his para.dlsal’sta’se : ;
is suggested in the pr:‘i.s*b:‘mé beauty and virginal gj.ory oi‘ P_erela.ndra ,
and the éharacfer of the Green Lady who was "beyondtvj’rtue;" |

The Fall is depicted to John of Puribtanis in The P:‘ngrim?srﬁegress; '

Mother Kirk speaks again:

e o o Lhe eneny gob to know the farmer's wifes and, however he
did it,-or whatever he said to her, it wasnt!i long before he’
persuaded her that the one thing she needed was a nice mountain-
arple. And she took one and ate it. And then = you know how

it is with husbands = she made the farmer come round to her

mind. And at the moment he put out his hand and plucked the

"lo Clive Staples Lewis, That Hideous S'breng'i;h (New York: Macmillan, .

l9h6) s Do 39T

2; The reference is ’oo He'brews 10¢ 29o New Testamen’o tfansla’c.ed
by Charles B, Williams, CthagO"' Moody Press, 19049.
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fruit there was an earthquake, and the counbry cradkted open
all the way across from North to South: and ever since,
instead of the farm, there has been this gorge; which the
country people call the CGrand Camyon. Bub in my language
its name is Peccatum Adae.l " o

This fnighty gulf, impossible fér the P:_lgr:un i;o span withoub 'Ehé

o .supernatural aid of Hother Kirk (Who seems to symbolize the %hwd Person
of the Tr:m::by) represents s apparenﬁlyg rohe vast distance bei',ween God
_'Vand man_c, crea’bed by s:s.ne

| Lewis, while attrlbuwlng 'bhe Fall to the work of the ¥ Pr:_nce of

vth:Ls vJorld o 'i;he ““Bark Power“" who "went wrong“ by Wan‘c:.ng to be Wthe -
cen'bre 5,“‘2 belz.eves that 'man ts free will is the thing 'bha'b.made the
I’@ll a p0531b111ty°3

o Some people think they can imagine a creature which was
- free but had no possibility of going wrong, bubt I canlt. If
a thing is free 1o be good it's also free to be bad. .Why,
then, did God give them free will? Because free will, though
it mekes evil possible, is also the only thing that makes o
possible any love or goodness or joy worth having, A world
of automata = of creatures that worked like mach:v.nes = would
‘hardly be worth creating. The happiness which God designs °
for His higher credtures is the happiness of being freely,
voluntarily united to Him and to each other in an ecstasy of
love and delight compared with which the most rapturous love
‘between a man and a woman on this earth is mere mill and
- Waber.  And for thab ‘they've got to be free.t

:The only s:.n that can be concelved as the Fall was the sin ci‘ .

seilki“mwte.ZI.l95 wa.nt:.ng "o call thelr souls thelr owno" And What mn‘

1. Lewis, The Pilgrim's Regress, op. cit., Pp. 9L=95.

2, Tewis, The Case for Christianity, op. cit., P L3.

3. Ibides pp. L1,L2.
o 2—!—0 . Iblo.@

5 Lew:l.sﬁ The Problen of Pain, ope ¢ites Do 68



lost by that act of self-=will was his original specific nature. 1 The
human spirit, once the master of human na‘bure became "a mere 1odge‘w
in its owmn house, or even a prlsonem rawb:z.ona.l consciousness became

what it now is - a fitful spot-light restmg on a small part of the

‘cerebral motionse,‘ilz This corruption of the SPjrit and limitation of

its powers all subseqaemt genera“b:.ons f"el" heir t.033 for
: o o oll was nob simply what b:.olog:.s’os call an acqulrg.ci
variabtiong it was the emergence of a new kind of men -
a new species, never made by God; had simned itself into :
existence. The change which man had undergone was not pa.rallel
- to the development of a new organ or a new habib; it was a
- -radical alteration of his coﬂs“bl'bu‘tn.ong a d:.s*turbance of
" the relabion between his component par’lcs 5 and an mternal
perversion of one of them. ,
That God could have arrested'this process by a miracle, Mr.
Léwis agrées s but He would have thereby declined the problem which
“He had se'E; H:Lmself when He "créated the world, "the problem of ex=
.press:).ng H:.s goodness through the total drama. of a world containing
- free aﬁen'bsg in spite of, and by "neans ofs their rebell.‘.on aga:.ns*b
H:x_'m.,"5 Lew:l.s says he thinks 'bhe most sn,gn::.i:.,cant way of stating the
real freedom of man is thise
If there are obther rabional species than man, ex:stlng

~din some other part of the actual universe, then it is not
‘necessary to suppose that they also have i‘a].lene6

1o Ibide, pe 70.
2, Ibide, Po Tlo

3. Ibid.
Lo Ipid.

. So Ibidmg p@ -720
6o Idbides Po T3
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Th:v.s belief finds e*&presQ:Lon in th\, author's :maglnaulve creation
of Perelanda - a planec unsnon_led by sine. Adam and Eve might have '
| been Tor the Klng and Tendril the Queena’ At lgast the possibili’ty of |
','4i'b seems to be pa:ét of the scheme, 'On this point, however, Lewis
- says, | |

But it must alu\TajS be remembered that when:we talk of

what might have happened, of contingencies oubside the

whole actuality, we do not really know what we are talking

about.

Lewis vigorously deﬁies the doctrine of Total Depravity ensuing
from the I‘all i‘or two reasonss .E:Lrsw,g Yon 'ble 1ogn.ca1 vround that zi‘
our denra\r:x.ty were total we. should not know ourselves to be depraveds“v ‘
- and secondlyﬁ, “because ‘experience shows us ruch goodness in human
nature 2 Flsewhere he says .Lurl:"ler;, "T ha'v*e seen men;, for the most
pard, grow better not worse with ad\ranc:.ng yea,rsﬁ‘gf’

The dcctrine of man includes the idea of immor‘téli‘by which leads
to the discussion of heaven and hell, both of Whlch receive cons:Lderable

at’oentlon .E‘rom Mre LerSc The wrlter of a Time magaz:me article dis- A

cussing The Scren“cage Letters says 'that "vmlﬁez’s s 88 Danbe and Milton

kne‘w*, have usually fel‘b more a‘t home in Hell than in Heaveno"i’ Perhaps
Mr. Lewis has more to say abou't hell(9 but he seems no less at. home in

writing about heaven.

1, Ibid., ps 72.
2, Ibide, PDo 5l=55 o
3. Ibide; pe 96

e "From. Heaven bo He113" ' Time, XLIIT (Jan. 2L, 19Llt), 9110. X
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Lewis's idea of Heaven is ndt the 20th Centuryls
watered=down version of ineffable, gaseous, ecstisy}7
bub a s’oa‘be as real as Sunday mornlng breaﬁasto

The fear of ’be::.no r::.d:.culed for tallflng aboub “p:.e in the sky“
and of being accused of trymg to escape from the respons:.blll'by of
meking the present wo:cld,a happy one by’ dreaminp‘ of ano:bher s makes one
shy nowadays 9 says Mr. Lewis;, of even meno.:.on:mg heaven.

But either there is "p:.e in the sky" or there is nob,

If there is not, then Christianity is false, for this

doctrine is woven into its whole fabriec. If there is, then

this truth, like any other, mmst be faced, T/me‘ohev° it is

.useful at political meetings or no.

: Heaven ::‘i.s not a bribe, for it offers nothing that & mercenary .
 soul can desire. "It is safe to tell the pure in heart that they
shall see God," Mr, Lewis explains, "for only the pure in hear‘h want
‘bo ¥ TIn Mr, Lems“* op:l_nlon, although uhere have been times when men
_ th:mk they do nO'b des:.re heaven, he thinks it is perhaps nearer the
bruth to say they have never desired ar.gj'bhmg‘e‘lse:,'3 There is a; d.GSZLl‘“@- '
with which man is born, & passionate yearning for someth:’ing:
AX1 the th:.ngs ‘that have ever deepl J possessed your
soul have been but hints of it - tantalising glimpses, A
promises never quite fulfilled, echoes that died away just
as they caught the ear. But if it should really become .
manifest o o o you would know it - o o Beyond all possibility-
of doubt you would say, '"Here at last is the thing I was made
for." . o o Ib is the secret signabure of each soul s o »

- [hich/ has & curious shape because it [The 'soul/ is a hollow
‘made to fit a par’bmular swell:mg in the. 1nfm1‘be contours

1. *‘Bon VSo Devel ® .opo Cltog po 66,

2, LerSg The Px-oblem of . Pazl.za,‘9 o c:dfmj PP 1,3%-330

30 Ibldeg po 1330
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of the ciivine- substance, or a key to unlock one of the.

doors in the house with many mansionsol : '

The :E‘a:.lure cf‘ the soul to f:;.ll the vacancy which is ibs capaclﬁy
for Godg the restlessneus Whlch is mtem:mable because the ‘soul xei‘u:Ses to
find its rest in Hlm who made it, the ::.m;_posmb:.lﬁy‘ (to use Garlj,rle_ﬁs
terminology).of the Infinite in man 40 bury itself beneath the fihite:w:

this seems to add up to hell for Mr, Tewis. If the ecsbasy bhab was
a‘bta.inable is forever lost, its 10'53 is hell 3 énd the doaﬁr’ine of hell :
“ean really be ﬁnders’oo?od only in conbrast to heaven and the meaning: ‘

of participation in the "Great j)ance“ S0 :‘I.'ngeniouslyjtiescribed in
PerelaAnd:c"aoz.v- ‘ | | | :

In The Problem g£ Poin Mr. Lewis considers some of the objections

'to the déctriné of hell: +the objection to vretributiva_ i)lmis}ﬁnent as

. such, the appai‘ent 1a,ék of proportion between ebernal démation énd.
"ofansf.toi-y sin, the :intengity df pain suggested -not onlyt by medj’.eiral'
art but by Seripture itselfg the idea that no charitable man could

" enj o;y" the bleséings of heaven while a single soul remained in‘hellg

‘ and fﬁnally - but not least important - the ‘é.rgtmeﬁt ‘that the ultimate
‘loss of a single soul méans the defeat of omhipotence S | The discussion
of these various and d:xff:.cul’o obgectlons s While hn.vhly theologz.cal is

g supms:mgly readable.

Perheps oneé of the clearest expressions of Tewis! belief about hell

. is to be found in The Great Divorce, The ghosts who, transported by the

.lQ ‘Ibldeg ppo 1.311-‘“\35
24 Lew::_s@ Peralandrag opo cite, ppo 229-350
3. Pps. llOwléO .
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"celies;bial bus;, are gi&en an opportunity to visit t’ﬁe Green Plain
are told they need never return o the Grey Tomn (Well), Bub almost
m‘i‘bhou‘h excep’diong for one reason or 'anrjthérg they c.hoo‘se o 1ea’ve :
the bordms of the celes’clal momta:mso .

In the endg the dec:_s:wn is forever’ ’che individualls. Decisions

made on earth are usually made etern,ally (not just for eternity). The
. Ghosts were unmoved by the ‘pleas éf the Solid Pez:q%),;!.«seca What they had
chosen 'befoz}e death they were still choosing and would céhos.)se{9 211
the argu.men'bs and constraining of ‘the Sp:l.r:.’os in heavpn no%mthotandlnge

The Teacher in The Greab Dlvorce (Who is the spirit of George

Macdonald) ubtters what ILewis obv:Lously bellevess
, There are only two k:;.nds of people in the ‘end: those

- who say to God, "'.Z‘hy will be done," and those to whom God

says, in- the endg "Thy will be done." All that are in Hell,
choose. it. - Without that self-choice there could be no Hello
No soul that seriously and constantly desires joy will ever
miss it. Those who seek find. To those who knock it is
opened A ' ' - :

‘ Whlle Mr, Lewlis seems to think it 15 'bhewe"b::.cally poss:.ble for
a wul in hell ’co change his m:x_nd af‘ber dea“bh (aL least one of the
ghosts d:Ld not make the return trlp on the bus) s he snows 'I:-he extreme
4 _improbabllity of aay' change of heart. This point is very vg’;ll
illustrated in the case of the apostate ’ioz!.shea_'{:»O After a though:tm ‘
' provolung conversa:bw ons full of sub'hle :mellca‘blons of apos tacy in

eccles:.astlcal cz.rcles3 the ghost of the bishop stumbles upon an

excuse for taking leave of the Spirit of Dick:

1. Cllve S‘baples Lewis, The Great Dlvorce (I\Tew Yorks Macmillan,
1946); po 69+ | .
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Bless my soul, I!d nearly forgotien. Of course I can't

come with you. I have to be back next Friday to read a

~paper. -We have a 1little Theological society down there o o o
I'm baking the text about growing up to the measure of the
sbature of Christ and working out an idea . . . that Jesus

' was a comparatively young man when he died, He would have
oubgrowm some of his earlier views, you know, if he'!d lived.
As he might have done with a 1ibttle more tact and patience.
I am going to ask my audience to consider whalt his mabure
views would have been . . o what a different Christianity
we might have had if only the Fourder had reached his full.
stature! I shall end wp by pointing ou'b how this deepens
the s:Lgn:LfJ_cance of *bhe Cmclfxx::.ono -

L 'A further concent of hell. is expressed by the splr:x:b of’ Gcorge
Macdonald :m convex'sa’olon with “'c.he d_c*eame those who remain in he}Ll

'have be'en ‘there from the beginning;,r as *the ‘redeemed. ha"_\ré alwéys been,

in a sense; in heavens®

, - s o sBoth good and evil, when uheJ are full grown,
become retrospective. Nob only this valley but all this
earthly past will have been Heaven to those who are saved.
Not only the twilight in that town, bubt 21l their life on
earth 'boog will then be seen by the damned to have been
Hell. That is what mortals misunderstand. They say of
some temporal suffering, "No future bliss can make up for
it," not knowing that Heaven once atbained, will work back-
wards and turn even that agony into a gloryo And of some
sinful pleasure they say "Let me bubt have this and I?1l take
‘the consequences": 1little dreaming how dammafion will
spread back and back into their past and contaminate the
pleasure of the sin. Both processes begin even before
" death. -The good man's past beg:ms to change so that his
forgiven sins and remembered sorrows take on the quality
- of Heaven: the bad man's past already conforms to his bad-
-ness and is filled only with dreariness. And that is why, =
at the end of all things o o the Blessed will say, "We
" have never lived anywhere except in Heaven, " and the_TLost,
N "We were always in Hell." And bobth will speak truly.3

1. ILewis, The Gre’s:t’iBivm:scez,9 ggq,'ci‘oa ;;ljpo 39=10, .
20“ ! Ibld09 po 630 .
: 3&! Ibldo‘g ppe 63""61‘!.



| Mr. Lewis admits that there is no doctrine which he would more

,w:mingiy fémo{re fron Christianity than the dovtrine of hells bub it

has c.he full suppo*c“u of ‘bhe Scrn_ptures s it has always been held by

) ,"Ch:m.s*i',em'lomn and is suppor‘ued ‘by reason@ If a game is plave% tewls

insist that it must be poss:Lble to lose- 1't el The person who chooses

to .,.,1ve Wholily in the self aad To make 'hhe best of what he finds there;

finds hellc?

1. Lewis, The Problem of Pain, op. cibe, Do 106.

2, Ibid., p. 111.



CHAPTER IV
CHRISTIAN ETHICS -

' The interplanetary novels and the fanciful books have much to -

. say indirectly about Christian ethics, but Chrisbisn Behaviour and

Beyond Personality leave little doubt as to what Mr. Lewis means by

movality. The Abolition of Man lays the groundwork.

‘Since huiman beings everywhere, whether they admit bel ief in g r’eal. '
right and ‘wrdng or nob, demons_t;faté that they know the Natural Law =

- 'i;eas that they ought to behave in & certain way, that they'shoﬂd do

o thls and should not do uha‘b = it is clear that 'bhe velﬂdl'ty of ‘bi"an .

o 19247)9 P@ 280 :

<v‘1c,10nal morali‘by (the Tao)l is establlshedg, Men preve it every t:u'ae
they appea.l to some k::.nd of S'bandard of behav:.or Wh:z.ch they e}@ect
other men to know abouto So trlvn_al an argumen‘t as "Thatfs my seat,
I was there flfst“ sex'ves to :Lllustrate Mro Tewis's: poz,n"bg

a The Taac embracea in general 'by Pla'to and Arlsto’ole s He"brews and

’Ghrlstla.ns 5 Stoms; Or:.entals, and others allke s is not JuS'b one among.

'a series of poss:Lble sys’cems of valueoz _
Tt is the sole ‘source of dLl value judgements. If it
- is rejected, all value is rejected. If any value is rebained,
4%t is rebained. -The effort to refube it and raise a new ,
s;fs*bem_of >Va.1ue in ibs place is selfucontraa;ctoryo There . .

10 Mro Lem'ls :J.ves a fuLer ey'plana't:.on of his use of "i:he term
'_'Pao in The Abol:r_tlon of Mans; p. 11, Briefly, it is a Chinese word
“meaning - “TMEhe g.c'eabest thn.ng,“ “the Way," . "the Roado" :

26 Gl:.ve Staples I_em.: s The Abo_L:.’u:.on oi‘ Man (New York' I\Iacnnllam '



- ‘never has beerﬂ and never Wlll be, a radmcally new 3udgement
“of value in the history of the world . . . The rebellion of

- new ideclogies: against the Tao is a rebellion of the branches
against the tree° if the rebels could succeed they would Lind
that they had destroyed themselves. The human mind has no
more power of inventing a new value than of imagining. a

. new primary colour; ory. 1naeeds of creatlnﬂ a new sun and a.
‘new sky far it to move ;n 1 :

.Screwtape expresues llttle concern that the “characterlstlc truths
of the past" might’ “correct the typlcal errors of” %he presentg“ becauseh' 
. Hell has condltloned the 1nte11ectual cllmate of Wéstern'
Europe so that no one exceplt the specialists reads old books . » ¢
Great scholars sre nor as little nourished by the past as the
most ignorant - mechanlc who holds that "history is bunk.®2
It is true tha+ here Mr@ Tewls is maklng a negative p01nt aboub v
the “Hlstorlcal Poxnt of Vl@ﬁg” but the furnher Ansinuation that modern .
1aeology 1gnores-Trad1tlonal-Mbrallty (the Tao)»seems,lmpllclta ‘Lew1s o
is qulte 1ns1stent that ;f wm are $0 have values ab alls we must accept N
the ultlmate platluudes Qf “Practlcal Reaoon” (agaln on the moral 1ssuej;tﬁi
he appeals 10 Weasoa) as hav1ng absolute v311d1ty03
The supernatural orlgln for the Tao is an uTtlmaue neceu81ﬁyg for :
.tb~requce the Tao to a‘mereinatural.product is o “undoball phe labour“
of the prev;ous goupneye B
; You eannot go on "axpla:nlng away“ forevera You will
find that' you have explained explanation itself away. You
cannot go on "seeing though®. things forever. The whole point
" of" seeing through something is to see something through it.
Tt is good that the window saould be transparent, because the

street or ‘the garden beyond it is opague. How if you saw
through the ggraen_téo* it is no use trying to "see throught

‘1o Ibid.

2, Lewis, The Scréwﬁapé Letﬁersgvgg@,citeg Po 76,

3. Lewis, ‘The Abolition of Man, op. cites Do 32

" Pl AF Brivana |ikrars
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o flrsﬁ pfindlbles; If you see bhrovgh evefythlpgg then
- everything 1s transparent. Bub a wholly transparent world.

is an invisible world.  To "see through“ all 'bh:mgs is the

same as not to see.l '

Mg zéwis diséusses Ghrisﬁian.moralityiin,three pafﬁs:' first_'r'
 ,3$ it:céhéérnsvitself ﬁith.“fgirjplay'énd’harmény” betweeﬁ indiviﬁuals;.
E sécoﬁdlygAﬁith hafmoﬁy-iﬁside'the ﬁén; and thirdlyg With'ﬁhe purpose of'_

life as a Wwhole: what man was made for3 and Uhat Godﬂs purpose in hlm

' end for hin isoz,‘ The "Cardinal Vlrtues“ of the Christian 1:xi‘e are

kan outgrowth of the rellglous phlloSOphy‘Wthh Mrc Lewis descrlbeSQ' .

. But waterlnc down the rlgld demands of. the Chrlstzan falth to only a
4"shdllow system of good behav1our or ethlcal cultureg“ is in Wr, Lew1s¥s .
;,thunklng (as one:of h;srrev1ewers p01ntscut)~qne_0¢ the serlous heres;es

of our day°3

1o ibid;S p. 500

| 120” Lew1s=9 Ghrlstlan Behav1our, OPe - 01t03 pa 2,

S 3, George C J.&lrz,ciersozn_9 ", Se Lewms, Foe of - Humanlsm@“ Chrzstlan
‘Genturyb EXIII (Deca 259 l9h6)9 lﬁ62m630



CHAPTER V
. CONCLUSION
A Th'ere can be no doubt that C. S. Lewis is a theist_and a Christian.
He se.ys so in so many wordss and his éx'presse.d beliefs conferm; with a o

high degree of consistency; to historic :cmsfom dogma as set forth in

Doctrine in the Church of Fngland and eu;nmaxfj;zéd "brf‘i._efj_y :‘ili”*Thej hpostlets .

o Greed," o Whieh_most orthodox -Chzis;tiensb.s"ubscribeq The doéfr—iﬁes ef '
- Christiaﬁ:‘i:ty 'Wh:iclf'l(-MI‘o | Le'»:ris COnsieer:s essential, ‘end whlch :mclderl-i;:ax.ll,*y;9
are all the doc’or:.nes generally accepted by the ori,hodox as “fmdamental“
or "ca,r’d:mustll.c‘,x are :1.11ustrated or exposlted in his books. 7

"TH is c.lear,“ observes Chad Walsh "That Letnsg no met’oer how novel )

h:Ls methods of presentat:x_ons has se‘b out to win over the publ::.e to a B
h:.ghlv orthodox brand of Ghmst"' an:rbyo HlS ten books- mlgh'b be looked upon |
as a serlallzed commentaxy on 'The Apostle“s Creed il

: In 19[;7 I.em.s wrote in Oxfor'dgs magar»:me Cherwell
Perbaps no one- Woulc'{ deny that Chrlstla.ni’oy is noﬁr
Yon the. map" among the younger intelligensia as it was
not, say, in 1920, ~Only freshmen now ‘balk as if the .
X ant1=Chflstlan position were self ev:Ldent §oe &0
| 'One may suppope tha:b Mro .Aemq bas had a hand in: mek:m» Ghrlstlar\lty .
Amtellectually respectable not on.ly at’ Oxf‘ord bu"b in Brlta__n and throughm

oub the Engl:.shmspeakmg wordde g Nebman _an_dWesley'__ and a host of oﬁhe_rs

- 10 Gha.d We.lsh "Co S Lewis: Apostle to the Skeptics,® &1:_)3 gﬁag :
p° 119 ‘ e s '= "':'2‘-'9 ] - - . ’ N

2, "Don vs,, Deulg“ ope Cl'be 5 Do '?l;o Qriginal s‘oinfcefunevailab_},e@-_



 have in past generations aroused the religious thinking of Britonsy

"~ but when a scholar, 'deemed, Wor‘bhy of contributing volume ‘thzjee to a

monumental literary work lil;e the Oxford History of English Literature,
, pi'oposes Christianity as the answer -to 'ail.l philosophio speculation,

his audience is unusually attentive.
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