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Should the Church Take the Lead?

people 58Y ’The.Church 0;181'1; ;0 gi;le us a lead.’. T.hat is true if they
qean it i1 the right way, hut alse if they mean it in the wrong way.
By the Church they ought to mean the whole body of practising
Christians And when they say tha.t the Church should give us a lead,
ey ought to mean that some Chnstlrims—those who happen to have
the right talents—should be economists and statesmen, and that all
sconomists and statesmen shquld be Christians, and that their whole
offorts in politics and economics should be directed to putting ‘Do as
ou would be done by into action. If that happened, and if we others
were really ready to take it, then we should find the Christian solution
for our own social problems pretty quickly. But, of course, when they
15k for a lead from the Church most people mean they want the clergy
to put out a political programme. That is silly. The clergy are those
particular people within the whole Church who have been specially
irained and set aside to look after what concerns us as creatures who
are going to live for ever: and we are asking them to do a quite different
job for which they have not been trained. The job is really on us, on the
laymen. The application of Christian principles, say, to trade unionism
or education, must come from Christian trade unionists and Christian
schoolmasters: just as Christian literature comes from Christian nov-
elists and dramatists—not from the bench of bishops getting together

and trying to write plays and novels in their spare time.
—from Mere Christianity



