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Oliristianity won out over the various indigenous and exotic religions of
the Mediterranean world. The question why has been persistently asked and
diversely answered by historians of early Christianity from Euseblus to
Kiausner and Durant. The discussion of this question is carried on repeatedly
and often incidentally through the whole range of the writings of Santayana.
His comments are 50 memorable and stimulating as to merit attention even
from those whose approach to this question is more prosaic and objective.

Santayana’s fullest discussion of early Christianity is found in Interpre-
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In answering this form of the question Santayana states that Christtanity
owed its triumph in part to the fact that it was rooted in the historic Hebrale
heritage. The values of this heritage were highly dramatised and concentrated
in the life and teachings of Jesus. However, if Christianity had not been
something more than the Hebraic heritage with Jesus included it would have
failed. Santayana’s deep conviction on this point rests on his .vﬂu:‘.' mﬁaﬂyﬂu

stricken. More practically speaking it was bound down by na
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With the stage thus set Santayana is prepared to give the decisive
final answer to his question. Christianity supplemented its meager and prosaic
Hebraic heritage with a rich tapestry of pagan myth. This paganising of
the religion which grew up about Jesus gave imagination the freest play
in all realms of art and mythology. The result was that Christians soon found
themselves devoted to an incarnate savior God, interpreted in
wuwo:mmmmpmmmummmmmm

ired Hebraic religion. In fine, Christianity’s conquering dynamic was a
distinctly pagan contribution. This was true not only in the ancient world,
If we moderns should discard this pagan mythology Christianity would pass
and all that would remain would be a mixture of Hebrew and Teutonic religion
without drive and utterly impotent.

Santayana’s emphases in this matter are characteristic of wider aspects
of his thinking. We read book after book of his with incressing wonder
as to what he thinks of the pressing immediate problems in social ethics
that confront and concern most of us. We learn something, but not much,
until we Jook into his recently published autobliographical volumes

have appeared under the general title Persons and Places. Here it is

that down-to-earth concern for the development of & higher material
for life is one more disgusting example of a serious defect common to Anglo-
Saxons and Jews. Santayana’s adverse discussion of his Jewish friend Loeser

religio-ethical dynamic of Judaism. Incidentally, in this discussion he evaluated
Jews in general on the basis of his impressions of one Jew who

did have his bad points. In committing this most elementary of anti-Semitic
fallacies he comes out with conclusions as to the extreme worldliness of Jud-
alsm which are false to the facts. If further evidence of Santayana’s aloof-
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there is a great deal in common between the conservative theologians
all schools — fundamentalists, neo~Calvinists or neo-Thomists — and San-
. With the theologians perhaps unconsciously or subconsciously and
tayana consciously there is a greater liking for myth than for
grappling with the problems of men’s relations to one another and
terms of the revelations of nature and human history. The writer
much greater confidence in the future of Christianity if he saw
ences of concern with its this-worldly naturalistic and historical
in Hebrew religion and less concern for a forced revival of the myths
ch it borrowed from the ancient pagan philosophies and religions.
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