464 THE LIFE OF THE SPIRIT

Hemingway has described men and women as dumb oxef
it is worth remembering that St Thomas Aquinas was als’
called an ox. The Scriptures are full of descriptions of me?
as strong as oxen Christ’s stable at Bethlehem was watche
over by an ox. Yet the Scriptures and psalms—the whoi®
Bible—hold faint memories in the conscious mind of the
modern world. To a billion listeners every Sunday ‘Th¢
Book’ remains anybody’s guess; and the network of broa¢
casting stations on both sides of the Atlantic are anxious t‘;
keep it this way. So one speaks again of the apostolate ¢
the novel. For in its breadth Christ Recrucified links not
only psalmist and crooner, but the psalmist’s lament 0v¢f
Sodom with Christ’s tears spilt over Jerusalem for Hir®
shima,
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POINTS OF VIEW
PEACE OR WAR

Tue December issue of your periodical—a copy of Whlcg
has recently come my way—is devoted almost entirely ;c
the question of peace, and much emphasis is placed upon
theory that wars are the product of personal deliquenc®’
one after another your contributors return to the them¢,
individual strife and reiterate the familiar scholastic not*®
that peace is ‘of the spirit’; there seems almost a conte™
for regarding the term ‘peace’ as the mere absence of it J
national slaughter. Yet it is in this latter sense that the W‘;ﬁ,
is normally understood in everyday conversation, in 1€
papers and in public utterances, and we are entitled to SuP&
pose that prayers in the Mass for ‘peace in our days
‘security from all disturbance’ were, if not exclusiv_el)”
least primarily concerned with the ‘mere’ cessation y
absence of wars. The elimination of international war -
be held to be the most pressing of modern problems. In ¥’ ne
of human imperfections, it is perhaps fortunate that .,
possibility of abolishing this curse is not dependent upo? ¢
supernatural inner peace stressed by your writers, 3
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Emblem is political. Anyone who doubts this should consider

€ Vast areas of Brazil, U.S.A. and U.S.S.R. wizkin which
nars\of normal type—do not occur; religion has certainly
%t been the factor in this development.

Joun Nies

THE SCRIPTURES AND THE SPIRIT

Cr?AV.E much appreciated your double number on the
egrthTes and the Spirit, and it made me more than ever
Oert that I was unable to attend the LiFe oF THE SpiriT
€rence at Bishton Hall in September 1953. We all have
kno;?'r t the fostering of a yet greater love of the Scriptures,
ang bm'g well that these ‘were written that we might believe,
elieving have life in his name’.
Sa €t us note, however, that what we yearn f01" and need
& 8reater love of the Scriptures simply. Two points, I feel,
Useq be urged: (a) the English word ‘spiritual’ is too often
Map ' these contexts, equivocally; (b) in the minds of
‘ejuZ’ the literal sense of Scripture is something arid and
of ) compound of grammar and criticism, giving nothing
igp;rlt}lal nourishment. Many commentaries on Scripture
look fgIVe grounds for such a thought; we must pray, and
Yetm'. ; better commentaries: they d.o exist!
iteray 1ty as we should, we take ‘literal’ in the sense of
Myc, ¥" (as Fr Vincent McNabb used to say), then we are
Wri en§arer the truth. The Scriptures are 2 whole library,
style 1 In many varying literary styles. But, whatever the
Whip, - POCtic, narrative, dramatic, _proverblal, etc.), that
a“thorls expressed by the words and intended by the human
Woye 18 the l{teral (or literary) sense. Th? words may be
darinn \to plain prose narrative, or expressive of colourful,
_SenSeg 'Magery, and so we have a plain literal (or literary)
M. t can hardly too much be emphasized that .symbols,
thin % gured speech are not necessarily expressing any-
N ;nor e thap the literal (or literary) sense of Scripture.
Poinge, °ome articles in the double number have admirably
Plotypeg out, we do need to know the vivid imagery, mind
Undepg and symbols of the biblical writers; we shall never
tand the Scriptures sufficiently until we do—bu¢ (and

¢

https://doi.org/10.1017/50269359300025763 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0269359300025763

