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In his book Reflection on the Psalms Lewis says: “In some of the Psalms the spirit 

of hatred … strikes us in the face like heat from a furnace mouth. In others the 

same spirit ceases to be frightful only by becoming (to a modern mind) almost 

comic in its naivete.” 1 Again he says: “One way of dealing with these terrible or 

(dare we say?) contemptible Psalms is simply to leave them alone. But 

unfortunately the bad parts will not ‘come away clean’; they may, as we have 

noticed, be intertwined with the most exquisite things.” 2  

“We all find hatred in ourselves. We see this same hatred in the psalm-writers: 

only they express it in its ‘wild’ or natural condition.” 3  

Once more Lewis asserts: “It is monstrously simple-minded to read these 

cursings in the Psalms with no feeling except of horror at the uncharity of its 

poets. They are indeed devilish.” 4  

The Theologians 

Now let us visit the theologians: “There were in the eighteenth century terrible 

theologians who held that ‘God did not command certain things are right 

because they are right, but certain things are right because God commanded 

them.’ To make the position perfectly clear, one of them even said that though 

God has, as it happens, commanded us to love Him and one another, He might 

equally well have commanded us to hate Him and one another, and hatred would 

then have been right. It was apparently a mere toss-up which He decided on.” 

If we seek Lewis’ standard for evaluating what a man may or may not hold to 

be true and right, we may read: “We must believe in the validity of rational 

thought, and we must not believe in anything inconsistent with its validity.” 

However, we also hear that: “Our business is with historical possibility.” And 

further: “the sin, both of men and of angels, was rendered possible by the fact 
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that God gave them free will; thus surrendering a portion of his omnipotence … 

because He saw that from a world of free creatures, even though they fell, He 

could work out … a deeper happiness and fuller splendour than any other world 

of automata would admit.” 

Mere Christianity 

Lewis propounds his own views in, among other places, his book Mere 

Christianity. According to Lewis, we must all start with a Law of Right or Wrong: 

“This rule of Right and Wrong used to be called the Law of Nature.” Says Lewis: 

“Let us sum up what we have reached so far.… In the case of stones and trees and 

things of that sort, what we call the Laws of Nature may not be anything but a 

way of speaking.… But in the case of Man, we saw that this will not do. The Law of 

Human Nature, or Right and Wrong, must be something above and beyond the 

actual facts … a law which we did not invent and which we ought to obey.” 

How far have we come now? “We have not yet got as far as a God of any 

actual religion, much less the God of that particular religion called Christianity. 

We have only got as far as a Somebody or Something behind the Moral Law. We 

are not taking anything from the Bible or the Churches, we are trying to find out 

what we can find out about this Somebody on our own steam.” 

“Christians believe that an evil power has made himself for the present the 

Prince of this world. Is this state of affairs in accordance with God’s will or not? If 

it is, He is a strange God, you will say, and if it is not, how can anything happen 

contrary to the will of a being with absolute power?” 

“Well, any mother can solve this puzzle. At bed-time she says to Johnny and 

Mary: ‘I’m not going to make you tidy the schoolroom every night. You’ve got to 

learn to keep it tidy on your own.’ Then she goes up one night and finds the 

Teddy bear and the ink and the French Grammar all lying in the grate. That is 

against her will. She would prefer her children to be tidy. But on the other hand, it 

is her will which had left her children free to be untidy.… It is probably the same 

in the universe. God created things which had free will.… If a thing is free to be 

good it is also free to be bad. A free will is what has make evil possible. Why then 

did God give them free will? Because free will, though it makes evil possible, is 

also the only thing that makes possible any love or goodness or joy worth having. 

A world of automata—a world of creatures that worked like machines—would 

hardly be worth creating. The happiness which God designs … is the happiness of 

being freely, voluntarily united to Him and to each other in the ecstasy and 



delight compared to which love between a man and a woman on this earth is 

mere milk and water. And for that they must be free.” 

“When we have understood about free will, we shall see how silly it is to ask, 

as somebody once asked me: ‘Why did God make a Creature of such rotten stuff 

that went wrong?’ ” 

But why bother about such stuff and nonsense? Ask rather about the central 

message of Christianity. 

“The central message of Christian belief,” says Lewis, “has somehow put us 

right with God and given us a fresh start. Theories as to how He did this are 

another matter. A good many theories have been held as to how it works; what 

all Christians are agreed on is that it does work. I will tell you what I think it is like. 

All sensible people will tell you that if you are tired and hungry a meal will do you 

good.… My own Church—the Church of England—does not lay down any one of 

them as the right one. The Church of Rome goes a bit further but I think they will 

all agree that the thing itself is infinitely more important than any explanations 

that theologians have produced.” 

And what, pray, is this “thing itself”? Lewis does not inform us, except to say 

that we are not to believe what Scripture says about it. 

I find in Lewis no awareness of my need to accept the substitutionary 

atonement for my sins on the cross. Where is, “Christ and him crucified”? Where 

is “Christ and his resurrection”? Where is the natural man, “dead through 

trespasses and sins” (Eph 2:1)? Jesus tells Nicodemus: “Truly, truly I say to you, 

unless one is born of water and the Spirit, he cannot enter the kingdom of God. 

That which is born of the Spirit is spirit. Do not marvel that I said unto you, ‘You 

must be born again.’ ” (Jn 3:7–8) 

Does Lewis teach what the Apostle John teaches in the sixth chapter of his 

Gospel? “Truly, truly I say to you … who so eats my flesh and drinks my blood has 

eternal life, and I will raise him up at the last day. For my flesh is food indeed, and 

my blood is drink indeed. He who eats my flesh and drinks my blood abides in 

me, and I in him” (Jn 6:53–55). 

How would Lewis react to these words of Jesus: “And they will go into eternal 

punishment, but the righteous into eternal life” (Mt 25:46)? 



Again, where does Lewis acknowledge Malachi 1.2: “ ‘I have loved you,’ says 

the Lord. But you say, ‘How hast thou loved us?’ ‘Is not Esau Jacob’s brother?’ 

says the Lord. ‘Yet I have loved Jacob and I have hated Esau …’ ” (Mal 1:2) 

How does Lewis interpret the words of Peter spoken at Pentecost: “ … this 

Jesus, delivered up according to the definite counsel and foreknowledge of God, 

you crucified and killed by the hands of lawless men” (Acts 2:23). 

Must not Lewis list Paul with the horrible theologians and Psalmists when the 

Apostle says: 

As it is written, “Jacob I loved, but Esau I hated.” What shall we say then? Is there injustice 

on God’s part? By no means! For he says to Moses, “I will have mercy on whom I have 

mercy, and I will have compassion on whom I have compassion.” So it depends not upon 

man’s will or exertion, but upon God’s mercy. For the Scripture says to Pharaoh, “I have 

raised you up for the very purpose of showing my power in you, so that my name may 

be proclaimed in all the earth.” So then he has mercy upon whomever he wills, and he 

hardens the heart of whomever he wills. You will say to me then, “Why does he still find 

fault? For who can resist his will?” But who are you, a man, to answer back to God? Will 

what is molded say to its molder, “Why have you made me thus?” Has the potter no right 

over the clay, to make out of the same lump one vessel for beauty and another for 

menial use? What if God, desiring to show his wrath and to make known his power has 

endured with much patience the vessels of wrath made for destruction, in order to make 

known the riches of his glory for the vessels of mercy, even us whom he has called, not 

from the Jews only but also from the Gentiles? (Rom 9:13–24) 

According to Lewis all depends on man’s free will; according to Paul all 

depends on God’s mercy. 
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