That you cannot have Christian principles without
Christ is becoming increasingly clear, because their
validity as principles depends on Christ’s authority;
and as we have seen, the Totalitarian States, having
ceased to believe in Christ’s authority, are logically
quite justified in repudiating Christian principles. If
“the average man” is required to “believe in Christ”
and accept His authority for “Christian principles”,
it is surely relevant to inquire who or what Christ is,
and why His authority should be accepted. But the
question, “What think ye of Christ?” lands the av-
erage man at once in the very knottiest kind of dog-
matic riddle. It is quite useless to say that it doesn’t
matter particularly who or what Christ was or by
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what authority He did those things, and that even
if He was only a man, He was a very nice man and
we ought to live by His principles: for that is merely
Humanism, and if the “average man” in Germany
chooses to think that Hitler is a nicer sort of man
with still more attractive principles, the Christian
Humanist has no answer to make.

Itis not trueat all that dogma is “hopelessly irrel-
evant” to the life and thought of the average man.
What is true is that ministers of the Christian re-
ligion often assert that it is, present it for consider-
ation as though it were, and, in fact, by their faulty
exposition of it make it so. The central dogma of
the Incarnation is that by which relevance stands

or falls. If Christ was only man, then He is entirely
irrelevant to any thought about God; if He is only
God, then He is entirely irrelevant to any expe-
rience of human life. It is, in the strictest sense,
necessary to the salvation of relevance that a man
should believe rightly the Incarnation of Our Lord
Jesus Christ. Unless he believes rightly, there is not
the faintest reason why he should believe at all.
And in that case, it is wholly irrelevant to chatter
about “Christian principles.” [...]

If the “average man” is going to be interested
in Christ at all, it is the dogma that will provide

the interest. The trouble is that, in nine cases out
of ten, he has never been offered the dogma. What
he has been offered is a set of technical theologi-
cal terms which nobody has taken the trouble to
translate into language relevant to ordinary life.
[...] Teachers and preachers never, I think, make it
sufficiently clear that dogmas are not a set of arbi-
trary regulations invented a priori by a committee
of theologians enjoying a bout of all-in dialectical
wrestling. Most of them were hammered out under
pressure of urgent practical necessity to provide an
answer to heresy.



