
3 In Christ

C.S. Lewis was saved by Jesus Christ. How did Lewis now think of
him? The Bible tells us many things about the Saviour. In fact, the
whole Bible is about him (John 5:39, 46–47; Luke 24:27), although

in different ways. The Christian’s Saviour is fully God (Isaiah 9:6; John 1:1;
Romans 9:5; Titus 2:13; Hebrews 1:8–10)—only God can save (Isaiah
45:15–21). Yet Jesus Christ is also a man, because it is also true that only a
man can save us (Hebrews 2:14–18). He shared our humanity so completely
that he was even tempted to sin. The only thing he did not have in common
with us was that he never gave in to temptation: he was ‘in all points
tempted as we are, yet without sin’ (Hebrews 4:15).
On the cross, although he had no sin of his own, he took away ours: ‘The

blood of Jesus Christ [God’s] Son cleanses us from all sin’ (1 John 1:7).
Christians share in both the death, and the new resurrection life, of Christ.
The apostle Paul writes: ‘I have been crucified with Christ; it is no longer I
who live, but Christ lives in me; and the life which I now live in the flesh I live
by faith in the Son of God, who loved me and gave himself for me’
(Galatians 2:20). And: ‘I want to know Christ and the power of his
resurrection and the fellowship of sharing in his sufferings, becoming like
him in his death, and so, somehow, to attain to the resurrection from the
dead’ (Philippians 3:10–11, NIV). The connection between Christ and the
Christian could not be closer. We were crucified with him when we were
converted, our sin being killed and cancelled out; we continue to share in
his sufferings here and now; we experience the power of his resurrection
here and now; and finally, we will be part of the ultimate ‘resurrection from
the dead’ when he returns. Just as he rose, so shall we: ‘Christ the first-
fruits, afterwards those who are Christ’s at his coming’ (1 Corinthians
15:23). Clearly, a Christian’s whole existence is bound up with the person of
Jesus Christ.
Not only has he died for us, and brought us into acceptance with God,

but he also continues to walk with us and strengthen our holiness. Our task
is to become like him (1 Corinthians 11:1; Philippians 2:5), which happens
as we gaze at his glory (2 Corinthians 3:18). One day this process will be
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complete: ‘when he is revealed, we shall be like him, for we shall see him as
he is’ (1 John 3:2).
There is no such thing as the Christian life without Christ, the God-man,

living in the Christian, and C. S. Lewis knew that.

WHO IS HE?

In common with true Christians everywhere, Lewis believed that Jesus
Christ is both God and man. He issued a strong challenge to those who do
not believe that Jesus is God. The challenge, quite simply, is to come up
with a better explanation. What explanation of Jesus can best account
for his recorded words and actions? If  he is not God, what is he? Lewis
writes:

Among these Jews there suddenly turns up a man who goes about talking as if  He
was God. He claims to forgive sins. He says He has always existed. He says He is
coming to judge the world at the end of time. …One part of the claim tends to slip
past us unnoticed because we have heard it so often that we no longer see what it
amounts to. I mean the claim to forgive sins: any sins. …We can all understand how
a man forgives offences against himself. You tread on my toe and I forgive you, you
steal my money and I forgive you. But what should we make of a man, himself
unrobbed and untrodden on, who announced that he forgave you for treading on
other men’s toes and stealing other men’s money? …Yet this is what Jesus did. He
told people that their sins were forgiven, and never waited to consult all the other
people whom their sins had undoubtedly injured. He unhesitatingly behaved as if
He was the party chiefly concerned, the person chiefly offended in all offences. This
makes sense only if  He really was the God whose laws are broken and whose love is
wounded in every sin. …I am trying here to prevent anyone saying the really foolish
thing that people often say about Him: ‘I’m ready to accept Jesus as a great moral
teacher, but I don’t accept His claim to be God.’ That is the one thing we must not
say. A man who was merely a man and said the sort of things Jesus said would not be
a great moral teacher. He would either be a lunatic—on a level with the man who
says he is a poached egg—or else 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. You can shut Him up for a fool, you can spit at Him and kill Him as a demon;
or you can fall at His feet and call Him Lord and God. But let us not come with any
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patronising nonsense about His being a great human teacher. He has not left that
open to us. He did not intend to.

Mere Christianity (1952), Book II, Chapter 3

This kind of reasoning has been used by Christians many times since those
words were written. For example, it has been widely used in student
evangelism. An evangelistic Bible study manual called Discovering
Christianity, produced by UCCF,1 sums up this argument as ‘Mad, Bad, or
God’. Jesus claimed to be God, which sounds like something a madman
might say. So was he mad? Even non-Christians will often agree that the
moral teachings of Jesus are the very opposite of mad. They are wholesome
and good. (Have you ever heard anyone say, ‘If we all lived by the Sermon on
the Mount the world would be a better place’?) Perhaps, then, Jesus was
bad, a wicked man who made his enormous claims not because they were
true but in order to deceive people. But that idea doesn’t hold up either,
because Jesus was executed by the authorities for making those very claims.
Even during his trials he continued to make them (Mark 14:61–62; John
18:37). The only reasonable option, therefore, is to believe his claims. Jesus
Christ was and is God.
The argument may have been added to a little since Lewis wrote

(although Lewis himself elaborated on it in the short piece ‘What are we to
make of Jesus Christ?’ [1950]). However, it is Lewis’s foundation that
others have built on. As a result, thousands of students and others have
been confronted by this strong challenge. Some have been converted.
Lewis also believed, just as firmly, in the humanity of Christ. Although

most of the non-Christians we meet are not likely to deny that Jesus was
human, this is a truth which the devil has attacked in the past and may do
again. The apostle John warned us against those ‘who do not confess Jesus
Christ as coming in the flesh’ (2 John 7). It is just as fatal to deny that Jesus
is man as it is to deny that he is God, because, as we saw, only a man can save
us (Hebrews 2:14–18).
In the Narnia stories, Lewis invented a world where some animals can

think and talk just as well as human beings can. In that world, Christ
appears as Aslan, the great Lion. (Lewis was influenced here by the Bible’s
calling Christ ‘the Lion of Judah’ in Revelation 5:5.2) The third Narnia
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story, The Horse and His Boy, tells how two Talking Horses and two
human children escape to the free country of Narnia from a foreign
country of oppression and slavery. Near the end of the journey it turns out
that Bree, the horse, does not believe that Aslan is a real lion—he thinks
that would be beneath Aslan’s dignity. He then has to explain why Aslan is
called a lion. While he is doing this, ‘talking in rather a superior tone with
his eyes half shut’, Aslan chooses his own way of putting Bree straight. He
approaches silently from behind.

‘No doubt,’ continued Bree, ‘when they speak of him as a Lion they only mean he’s as
strong as a lion or (to our enemies, of course) as fierce as a lion. Or something of that
kind. Even a little girl like you, Aravis, must see that it would be quite absurd to suppose
he is a real lion. Indeed it would be disrespectful. If he was a lion he’d have to be a Beast
just like the rest of us. Why!’ (and here Bree began to laugh) ‘If he was a lion he’d have
four paws, and a tail, and Whiskers!…Aie, ooh, hoo-hoo! Help!’

For just as he said the word Whiskers one of Aslan’s had actually tickled his ear. Bree
shot away like an arrow to the other side of the enclosure and there turned; the wall was
too high for him to jump and he could fly no farther. Aravis and Hwin [the other horse]
both started back. There was about a second of intense silence.

Then Hwin, though shaking all over, gave a strange little neigh, and trotted across to
the Lion.

‘Please,’ she said, ‘you’re so beautiful. You may eat me if you like. I’d sooner be eaten by
you than fed by anyone else.’

‘Dearest daughter,’ said Aslan, planting a lion’s kiss on her twitching, velvet nose, ‘I
knew you would not be long in coming to me. Joy shall be yours.’

Then he lifted his head and spoke in a louder voice.

‘Now, Bree,’ he said, ‘you poor, proud, frightened Horse, draw near. Nearer still, my
son. Do not dare not to dare. Touch me. Smell me. Here are my paws, here is my tail,
these are my whiskers. I am a true Beast.’
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‘Aslan,’ said Bree in a shaken voice, ‘I’m afraid I must be rather a fool.’

‘Happy the Horse who knows that while he is still young. Or the Human either. …’
The Horse and His Boy (1954), Chapter 14

Bree thought it would be ‘disrespectful’ to suppose that Aslan was ‘a Beast
just like the rest of us’. But our Saviour truly is a human being just like the
rest of us. Of course, in one sense, Bree was right: it was beneath his dignity.
But that didn’t stop him doing it. Although equality with God has always
been his by right, he ‘made himself of no reputation, taking the form of a
bondservant, and coming in the likeness of men’ (Philippians 2:6–7).
Lewis also meditated profoundly on the humanity of Christ in the

following poem. The title is taken from Isaiah 53:2; Lewis clearly
recognised that this passage refers to Christ.

No Beauty We Could Desire
Yes, you are always everywhere. But I,
Hunting in such immeasurable forests,
Could never bring the noble Hart to bay.
The scent was too perplexing for my hounds;
Nowhere sometimes, then again everywhere.
Other scents, too, seemed to them almost the same.
Therefore I turn my back on the unapproachable
Stars and horizons and all musical sounds,
Poetry itself, and the winding stair of thought.
Leaving the forests where you are pursued in vain
—Often a mere white gleam—I turn instead
To the appointed place where you pursue.
Not in Nature, not even in Man, but in one
Particular Man, with a date, so tall, weighing
So much, talking Aramaic, having learned a trade;
Not in all food, not in all bread and wine
(Not, I mean, as my littleness requires)
But this wine, this bread … no beauty we could desire.

(unknown date)

In Christ

C. S. Lewis: Clarity and Confusion  29

C S Lewis - Clarity and Confusion - inners-2012_C S Lewis: Clarity and Confusion  04/03/2013  14:44  Page 29


