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CHAPTER VI
INTUITION VERSUS THE INTELLECT
(OR IS THERE SUCH A THING AS AN INTELLECTUAL?

56 far 1 have made no attempt to examine the term ‘ntellectual'. There
wwas no occasion to doso. In the division of people into intellectuals, on the
‘one side, and just nice ordinary decent people on the other, this collo-
‘Quialism plays is part. Everyone knows what it means, and it means the
<ame thing to everybody. For the purposes of describing and criticising
P Butnow,
n this long chapter, 1 am tuming my back upon the popular scene: |
<hall enquire to what extent the Intellectual may be said to exist, except
2s an abusive figment of the popular min
In France-—as is the case with so many othe things — the term intel-
lectuel has greater definition and much more intellectual content than
it has with us, And it is to an acrimonious battle of wits in the literary
world of Pari that | now shall turn: for, as it happens, the term intellectval
plays a prominent part in this particular polemic

Julien Benda's ‘Trahison des Clercs'is a book which received a great
deal of attention in England and America in the Thirties.! It is almost a
modem classic, Here i a case in which a famous intellectual arraigns
‘other intellectuals for their treachery to the intellect. And indeed, as |

" s
the wora.clore (or clerk) however - a eastfor the tite page. We generally
dthat archaic and el

one writer is being disparaging about another, as so to speak a reserve
epithet.”
"The date of publication of Julien Benda's book is 1928. (1 speak’ of
rse of the original French edition.) But there was another book pub-

“Reflexi Violence', which

it being the liore de chevet of the first f
Bertis principal contemporary target

upon whom he delivers an attack of the most forid and clamorous pug.

hacity—and 1 cannot believe that it reached my ears but not those of

- As for instance: e concois la haine que nourssent pour ct. Etat guerrier nos clers
iques, et~ BixH

u
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enda, It seems therefore extremly iy that rom Les Mitats des
oo e he gk o son des Clercs.

Cleres being, as I have said, e o uﬂzllecluils by the

ayal

by theIntellctualé; That and The Misdees of the lnlclk(luali i

ey ke 3 0 suggest o close paretage. To m enda's

book i < Smply am answer 1o M. Berth, I spite of thefat that a Tra:

hison des Clercs I I another clas entirey, the two books can be most

useln"ystudl:d together.
We will take Benda's first and 1 will employ throughout the word

H

retained, as in France it has, sometl Irung o original status of scholar. —

Century think i an obvious nstance of a writer whose

of the men most ool hs cemmy - s ok belongs to

n-. “Twentieth), Sorel, Péguy, Maurras, Malraux, have exalted the life of

at s also to be noted, have been followed because they

Sidso. And it has ot aways been the most masculine o active wh have
Tesponded to this vitalist gospel.

With all the energy at their disposal a majority of the modern intel-

enda's book is not directed against the intellectual, as such, at all. He has
e

hundred other jobs it alone can perform. It is the false intellectuals only
he wishes to castigate: not e vrai clerc’ of that order of h
ruptible intelligences to which belonged Malebranche, Goethe, La Bruyére,
Renan. (Of this century I noted that he mentioned Proust and Valéry and
that I think was all. It is a novel type of intellectual, which at the time
of writing had been there forlttle more than half a centry, at which this
great pamphlet is aimed.*

Gné o ghe dorminant subjects in La Trahison des Clercs i war it is

such a novelfetur ofthe years immediately receing workd war i~
and they were by no means absent from the scene in the
inw wnr!d War . The intllctua, he argues - meaning by mmllzclual o

son whting s book s called today ~ that kind of man hasalways observed
a proper detachment regarding matters of current controversy and to

or 4
i pesionaily Jo the Eanif . the ateente o ey o
execution, not to the life of reason, to what is harmonious and beautifully
ordere 1
lohave erved a5 2 soldier, or (o h.m followed the profession of arms,

establishes a special clai mysterious way. to lerary honour:

igny.

0 tha hs s sorseing Smtrtly mo Voot s fof
instance, was by no means a man to disparage action: yet he would not,
a5 Benda says, have preferred Napoleon to, say, Galileo, or Shakespeare,
or Erasmus.

Picking up some days ago a book of Léon Bloy', the somevhat unex-

to plough through a bubbling mass ot by e e

tumed at least s much upon religious as upon political issues, one is

sl cales were really
50 blamelessly aloof from the controversial passion as all that: and as for
pure politics, wi

auvinkm were so ndisolubly mived tht it was
impossile to ik he G

back to the tile.page to discove the date of its pub-
canon. 1915 ned oot b, b e s o Berth's Méfaits.

alty that, according to Benda, those of a true ‘clerc’ should exhibit.
With great justness he accuses the latter-day intellectual, however, of
being engaged in a very different type of work from that which occupied
e o

with al their apparatus of learning and literary magic, to the side of the

begin: so he was
little shrine to Napoleon—br
of Austerltz and the Pyramids. Two years later Berth —his colleague in
choleric neo-catholicism — would be composing his attack upon all those
ap o ineere with the development of the war-pychosis. Bloy s a
diffrent proposition to Berth: he was one of the principal heroes of the
catholic renaissance in France. Maritain and Raissa sat at his feet in the
garly days of he converion auvre was a considerable

f the philstine. This he d in 0 man 4 There is a sort of writing, however, tht the French can tolerate
& humilier
V. The thrust into the mouth at the ime. For my can only admit
ki e o ‘And Berth's writings are, like his masters e 84 thesame b, Fou my pact 1 cha oy Ackk
s . s vy ey s wrer b e et ety | ey on
ol oo B s ot 136 decers NewYork,1969),
e teaching s 158

#T'Ame de Napoléon~Léon Bloy. Mercure de France [Pars, 1912, No English trans.|



36 RUDE ASSIGNMENT
Bloy to my mind a few pages at a time. When a hundred lines or two of

THREE FATALITIES E4

fact, war

ge %
sons nines de o Sldarité universell has wound s way into my ming
all cerebration stops, m oblgedto put he ook down It belongy
S0 much, however, o the same thinking (or better of feeling) 3
Bertlys, that it will help to an understanding of the latte to quote two

“The first of these can be found on the

Napoleon! Wehavethe the Face nl Godin the shadows. Navceon

e o and sbove ol mhgmm c[ Him Who i to come
and Who is not any longer pe
At nbher pegt o Lt s bk oo, When 1 opened i
e et o 957, i et L mmekhmg about this naif
et o o e " But he had dreams.
B evenaly we b i o leg-walkr o et Fher
“Napoleon was  sublime sleeper, a somnambulic congueror that the

e hahs s o v o e st Bk s T
cries of suffering as he sleeps make the Polynesian quake, make

the hearts of the very whales in their polar retreat to miss a beat —th

alter all on the uist side (and i ha never yot boen climed that when
Jesus died the Grecks and Romans in their cities experienced a wave of
inexplicable t
Bloy hero was  Highly succestul ltle Coscan gangstr, whose fate
and that of his lieutenants woul the same as that of
Hiler and his minisiers and Gauleiters, had Napolean's enemics been
rganied and had the English been Twenticth Century men,
toughenca by Twenteth Century atthumantrian propagands, nsted
of Eghteenh Century men, humanist phdoso
(T worshlp s o pe the Man of Destiny, of the

Uhough 1 havt ves beatofsepore doi o, s s profosions
of the most convulsive piety.

i ymen — Sorel, Barrés, Maurras, Péguy —were, as much
as the Prussian professors who usually get all the blame, pepping up the
French for the laughier

Let my first quotation from Edouard Berth's Misdeeds of the Intel-
Iecruals T read whie Bley's pacans t Napoleon are sl inging in our

e ot it dria e e awakened, after 1905, We
re patriots: since Tangiers, the preparation for a war with Germany has
gwm renewed force to e French scul md as is natural has mvwed the

to reconcile with the it o o Eghicaah cmury ey
o et the isclogical eansemnass of th

e i Wil proceedo
s confeming the diemima of Sem

e roi i g et vtk
o2 PACEL i 1914, Hi words: had @it diferent viog leven
i 195 Bt me g o st e o o
et e are witnesing the ruin of the moder world —uin which
o war” (1934-18) wil have helped not a il o precipitate and

~—going bang! bang! bang! with his toy
pistol in e s o oy noisy litle German
Pilren, a hundred thousand marks worth a penny o two, had momen:
{arily leamnt their et

To speak of Berth is o speak of Sorel; and indeed the best way to
s s Méfais des Intellctuels—which is Sorel and  grat ealof
soda-water, plus neo-c s Smply to sbstitute fo the Soreian
arguments of which it i g
by Berth to the word Tniliectual s gt i
expressed with more vigour— 4

Ofall theapoﬂ!rsefdangemushvmg, pure action, heroism’, blood and
ron, Georges Sorel was the worst — the most shrewd and irresponsibl

in913-14, stackd evrylingand everyone capabe ofbrining e
moderation into the overheated atmosphere. The same repressive pro-
paganda, on he German side of the Rhine, proceeded from the harkher
pens of pangermanist prof
Sorets masterpice of mcement o violence was not, however,dircted
to inflaming chauvinism but to providing for the maximum of chss-
hatred. But there is no reason to suppose that he was a good socialist
1 was o matce o complte pelferscs 10 Finvehich b ot
chased with hated s bourgoii o proltariat it was alene The
ourgeoisie were allright,
ot 3 ncreased the riturg dislike of the poor clact for the ek e
There was a beautiful detachment about Sorel. And Berth expressed
himsel s well pleased with the French bourgeoisie —they were getting

by his master.

Sorel insists that ‘the people’ must roletarian attributes.
About this he is adamant. He shows leume duplmm at Condorcet’s
‘mental habits,

o eaE e e oF ther maparathiosa, s Bk e e B may
Metats des Ivllectues. p. 275
1L llsionsdu prog (5. 601 Georgs Sorl,

i
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cease to be the eternal dupes of their masters: so that a workman would
be able to defend himself against politcalsalesmanship, ballyhoo o char-
laaney or cure himself o reudces and superstions. oy the s sy

e s o hygnent and pedagogy. automobies and telephones being
d among those divine bug-ridden, half-idiot, backward pop.
lations- laden with urk jewellery, and operaically costum
But just as it js important that classes should remain as they are, so

be pumped u ofhated: be g pleny of venom e for the natlons sy
shole. I is obviously a good thing for the nations o presrve ther

THREE FATALITIES 30
From this it can be sec
diffic

perfectly normal form for a healthy and vigorous society. But we may
el now et Berth talke up thefalean offer us hisdefiniion o the tem
intellect

e Vol s e G i Bt s 53 i, O 8
defnitions of an ‘intelectual would be ‘a man who does not love war.

and that s

ot sy generated ey shold be full o race, and full of

He sees life as a kind of bear-pit or place where spirited cocks tear

o masir, Niiache, be 1 n

lat analyss rcmanunlly Darwinian.” ety is red in tooth
ey

ac of the murderous 200 o

oo i Mt des rsllecuc that he has become
a royalst: and Sorel atierly had, one fees, from time o tme o remind
imsel that he was suppose 1o be et of cetre, Bt it woul b very bad

that kings
e ot oy e i
The State, of which Maurras's mommhy would in effect be the
resttement, s of the Following e that is nor-intellectual;
State, | mean to say, restored to m;mna odions o e s
i it be War bicartae: of State would cease to be ‘the
prey of Intellectuals”and ‘the instrument of ther rule . . the modern
democratic State'.”
(o FoStte i, ofher words, soiety nganised for war, What s natucl

to do (he.tellsthe proletariat), you mist accord them goc-ike hanour
Did not the ‘Communist Manifesto’ decl been

State. But
e Bt s A eyt b e B s o e
essence anti-natural. Because he knows it s natural to engage in war, he

bests
ot cathdral were chids play? ot Eagents e peomi ety &
the highest hor

Before, appmxxmate!y, the year 1847, historians, philosophers and
moralists were in the habit of demonstrating that Europe was in a bad

The new society, they taught, which was in process of being born must
cometal hat, basing iself upon the humanities and the precept of the
dssc sages and fathers of the Church. Then came Marx an
o et ot Thenecor
Firy s b gt it dfferetly.
ing wrong with the behaviour of the rulers
: they were porfet miacemaker,
st as they had devoured the feudal
"t s the aw of rature illng and
devouring (the only unfortunate thing being that there would be nothing.
ek afterards o devour he proletanat. But the revolutionary workers
must find their inspiration in the works of bourgeois economy, in order
torealise similar marvels themselves'. This is why practically al socialism
today is a tough capitalis-socialism.

35 all the Russan writers were said o come ot of the Cloak of Gogol, 0 this
sange Gull s of el et derve fom Nisce, whose s =
s, et e the e

i G M Antue (Pars, 1925 3n <] . ), Georges Soel.

I stat of peace. — So the first thing to remember about the

il s St T s i aatop, s e o e by

something ideal

democracy —the most artif
Berth's neo-catholicism i so deafeningly noisy /e, lhik of Bloy that

for this foolish dervish, is merely an excuse to roar. He is a neo )
n arisian

irmament i
has nothing intellectual about i
historic. It rests upor
heredity, upon race” —We are in an atmosphere of hitlerte Blut und
e bt the sametime erociously catholic roals, and il a e
mapcst T s, infine, a curious plec of French plicl b

e Berth tlls us what Democracy —his bugbear~really i, it

ke and heroic~ traditional,

s anvadional, antiphysil, .. aneli, dalst: it wil only
s purs. 2 detachment from all historic and natural
Imks  Toating Shove fime and space, i the comemplaton of s b
< cearand ditincr 1 And necdless 0 52y, adde Beth, people
o ths kind have nothing o do with the people, who are much neaer to
of la chasse (when he can't be k.um; i e il o e s

* Lo Mt des Inelctuls’~ Edousrd Brth

1 Mifaits, etc. (b, 43).
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possible), and, in fine, doing all the things the People would like to do if

they had the opportunity. No beastly ntlleculim about your King. or
e or e as the is about the modem democratic ralerth
Intellectualt

So let us note, before
being ant-natural s anrnadional, ant-physi

re proceeding,that the Intllectus,in addion to
al (which is included no
h\stonc o respect for

THREE FATALITIES @

canmasine the ity i which theatts dsposes ofan aiiny—
o e chaos that regns in the pages of the Méfaits! %

With the name of Descartes—and with the introduction of this new

time), and, in conclusion,
of humanity, who is of course too near to nature to suit him.

The key-word which releases the full flood of Berth's wrath, however,
i the word reason. For it is the function of the Intellectual to reason, he
deals in the ratonal—unike Beth who rlesentircly upor his intuitive

et tand n oppestion to nature,
ications arise, notwithstanding, for Berth. Maurras s for him a
master only secondto Srel Yl alas Maurras loves to xal Reason to
d

of Bemmn
Now Bergson is a god of Berth's as well as Maurras. You can easily
conceive therefore how extremely awkward this is for Berth. But he
Cimounts it by showing that Bergsor's intiton i eally identical with
he tells s,

dificul
O iced 5 sy obviousthat this eminent royahsl s
an archintellectual — that s solved in a similar manner. ‘The ra

e mcomplee
to democratic rationalism, which is idealis wrras, like
ealsm s n ‘it today. The dea

opposition
Proudhon, or like Sorel, has attad
has become impregnated with ‘anarchic sent

But he has 3o lile diffeulty in, uvzrmmmg e e of

counter, logi—we gt nearer 1o the clarification [ was secking when |

unde
epounds his it ullmnal principls. in our day. the beliet
ihat everything s susceptbe o a perfectly clear ceplanation s nck by

Descartes. If one takes it
ino ek heo 1o ecint st i Do of et Sometnicly
ne inds onesel rearded as an enemy of democacy Soré insist, and
o icple Berth ater him, that democracy and mtionalism must be
Erscketed,since one s merely the volmcal cxmwn of the ther.
“The gréa question today s el he p
s e ook e etraonloary mpertanse sl b gk
Zhut the nbyeclwe of the critciem undertaken by Sorel (and s0 o that

philosophically in the wnlraslm& s of Descartes and Pascl. 1t

e epe tt il ks i e B e
which you could not have without a great deal of the hagic. A sulry
or it

that were propitious for his genius. lpokmg “backward, the Bighteenth

Contury grealy disgusted him: the Age of Reason, with its

Sminme sveryihing from e which produces misey andl vioerce! and
0 ragedy (which n s tum produces heroism, of which there must be

a pmlessor named Sorel).

S0

belived the individual mind.is competent to gauge the validiy of its
deitverances: o whether,on the other wzg:mginl et
to avail ourselves of what is there,
‘useless definitior) — unreally existing as we do between two mysterious
intie, 4 No: his putieansip (and so that of Berth) i favour ofthe

that order

y

of Sorel— was "decisive for him. It had provided him as it were with 2

ested, without having to stop to consider whether it contradicted
For the ‘master idea’ of

had sus
some statement he had made the day before.

oo it i bl i i areliher in
il apir,ofthe drollr aspects of human controversy. Myt

7]
violence— that was all. 1>=ap|= Were more open to take the ragie plange

advantage of
If you add et that the famous ‘dée dlaire of Descartes was one
of Sorel's particular bétes noires—and consequently one of Berth's —you
bt o o, i e e e
el of oppote ot o prpe

. 50). (Eng. trans. p. 22.]
e ook s o o e i ks ot e
e, pombre, pace: e s farter s defer oatlement, I en et s e
e vl rops
Fune degrand

Taute e peitese. Porsdes, - Pascl.
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required of them in such a mental atmosphere, than in the bland and
sunlit world of Eighteenth Century thought

Retormingto Beth the socatic Groeks share that gentleman's scorn
with the men of the Eighteenth
e it from the nofon of el
iiverse. To want things clear-cut and consistent is to
h intllctial 3 fr e are snll ith Sore,(The citcism o the sorai
infatuation with know! a Nietzscheas

2 ing him when
tells us that ‘christianity’ has, in place of the ety and Tl sventy of

and half-lighted vessel (for one of the cathedrals has become a majestic
ship) ‘seems to point its prow into the infinite, borne upon a tempestuous
sen and guded inthe ight by the soltary ol d erger

In M. Berth we sce Faustian Man at his most floridly Faustian. He
cxit i e viich have opend b ou prooundes vion 1
Christians, delights in the t by the doctrine of
orgial sin, and in the ran Sose pesimism which imposes on us the
agedy. With tha he il scomfully
contast the piiable vpluv\ om of Clam( Man, or Eighteer
oaiiiam, of Doubting Descartcs, that positivit before is tim; r iy
such despicable Conterporares 3 Jullen Benda, Everything i

o etie o ase 18 meecly wwore Eesde <t ameresing bui
despicble) He neves ceses to marvel how anyone, with such siper
ch glorious tragedy to be gloated over on all han
Shoul be found to give. t Yo econdate  thing hnppmtss\
1 began b ouliningthe argument of La Trahisondes Clec': and now
have given some idea of what his mister Sorel stood for
(atempting to ransmit, s | went along, a litle of the empty clatier of
the formen). The ype ofcricism lvele a ullen Benda n ‘s Medais
des Intellectuels it is easy to
he treatment of Benda i on the tough side. He s refered

THREE FATALITIES )
, Benda seems to have the better case. On the other hand Berth

mt:llut and so may appropriately be designated as an intellectual. lam
not at all suggesting | that this charge can be dismis

Quite the contrary: it seems to me shat peopl are mueh 100 intellectual
quite frequently. But when these criticisms are used in the interests of
vxol lence .lnd emotional excess, that is ac

rent question.
Ushouldike o 1

that was in oton T Bkt o o 1 e e o

B hoiid cbict to e et of s e universal doubt —not

s, however, which
' own position is to be under-
to the central probl o . g oty
e central problems emerging from the polemics of these people.
Thoseof the tont esiason, 3 mch 2 cxponets o the
i, commit one o his.For they atach thei usually frivolous argu-
1 Eonduaoral: %30 T o och Tk s oops it
inelignt judgement ‘upon their use of the world ‘ntellectual’ (which is
ourulimate pupose i this chapte) i you gnore the vlues
i credentals, whic rferus o the great souresof our thinking, a3

Niking use the of an image (ot claborated —not 0 be leant on toa

toby Berth as
e 2 ‘gtless monter, a cissy’ or femelle, a ‘meta Jew', a ‘cuf
{roquet the quinessenceand the fin d fn of ot mllcime.
—He s ireated, i fne, 30 the arch exponent of all that Beth and those
of his way of I.hmkmg detst, the champion of the “dée clir’, 3

ous wings

e
here woulkd b nothing 501 there under our feet— s chau limles
e neally e g 4 e ot o Vi S o e e

o The shov, sl o . 0 more hi o sty o ol spltons o

ok o o optimism as opposed o

n for selecting cular cont «mw.s..nm il hink
e obvioun, On ot st eelbcwal(or e s
Dimentany st for b kg he powes of the withe word, s
neither likes to see it employed against the principles he professes. For

by et ok be e ik e o Woen one e
N Ayen (Langusge, Truh,and Logc [Lond 194D oo i i, Ay v

ll s e frigorous incrdulity, by comparson with i homely, impassble. melecial
dtciveergeant

 Aain if o mmemrtsl myth obained a monapoly.snd i ws s that i o
ot e nfdons ) s vy b e st i, 1
s eing bt he it i xpene o i
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is nothing ~tha it s a al that can rever end? That s one of the things
e know. Such, in physical terms, is our situatio
N ble <o of satiocnatory ammals thatwear.
ow we ot upon his narrw, infinely precpitous pek (i tha
why we play the piece we do —to allsuch e o rrional
o even imaginable answer

il we are e, for i brif peformarce, | can nevr s o why
e should be hysterical, or glory in our lot. Comedy perhaps is a better
onre forsuch a situation than tragedy: and because we are tragic beings.
Sohatever way you look at i, s it a consistency imposed on us to drer
this sage wih ur bood and with our tearst Sine we are 2l con
todeath, dbref délai is thata reason for brutally an sty g
one another - does that make it any better?

By dintofcareful analyss o this group of books the word ‘intellectual
has acquired at least a distinct me: s The inellecua, 2 seen
1 think by Sorel or Berth, is the m: I beony whe deals i absiracions
e ncrete nd smoking hot ealtes: \who applics a rational

and distort nature until it conform to his. ideal. He is theorist, rationalist,
and idealist.

in'o
purist, in

olitcs he is the ‘planner, in religion th  puritan or
o osebdtnt (b purh here o) ‘Rccondingly the
Pmserist, calvinist, or puritan would seem to belong to the same intellectual
type as the cubist or constructvit or the late to that of jacobin or
‘Babouviste'or any whole-hogging contemporary ‘pla
A to his name, th intelectul derves hat, a5 e

e v,

Sorel b betows upon Him 2 “sencalogy which would indicate Descarte:
the first of his line in the modem age: the cartesians, with their reance
upon the | lmman rez;;n, their contempt for the romantic, the myst I,

THREE FATALITIES a5

one o would be immediately identified a intellectuls’ of course in

mclnde hem butexclude Ruper Brooke o Hardy,say
e contemporas I answer o some, but by
sl Bl oA

Joyee was hardly a democrat. Pound is nearer to the intuitionists than to
the atonalsts,

e ofthese hre writers of remarkable genus-—to sgnalise yet

eston that ever paticularly cxercsed

{heir minds, 1 believe I am ri;hl sayin L ns\\yan teacher

oy o e ok L oer
fid 1 know what would have b sppencil He would have searhed in i
memory  Aristotl has 3 on the subjec, and we h u.\d"l‘\avt
oded 21 far r away from the contemporary cene  Archimede, o the
rojan
Wisa canous fact, but ther s o great Englsh wlterfor whorn vear
aswith T
asmafcerly poesseof 1 16 have P master work, 23
ich a man, have

been of the Dot 1. Lavrence type, and the work would n
babebosnurder ce war, but togloriy it Then, o;'é s
Englih did not overrun half the world for nothing. |

-n-. subsileof tischapler reads: s ther such a thing as an ntellec
tuall So let me, in concluding, summarise my answer to that question. —
If you, for the purpose of belitting him, affix the term intellectual” (or
mere familzly Highbrow) o any man of conspicuous intlignce, or

were!

emotional apy
e e Bt nepa s inl xdenuh:auun

Il would answer to that
in his dzpzrmwnl very rigorous,

term the definitiion of which could be pushed too
e oy binds of intelecual. I thinking of those writers

t

i such 3 thing only in your srapel mind, or on your T . Bon
there is another and more serious sense, in which such a term ﬁay be
admited, and evenserve a uschul purpose.
‘intellectual task,
pmvad Julien Bend: ignoring all who did not it 1d
it i high function and incit
Bend:

S s s opeesly unchiion e
S T oo e et

. His puknu(il

i
mf 1;2-« him as a christian shoulk S

i ik f vk, e th s, it
e s, i e

each accommodated with a private e s i re, i atendance upon
i [rY “ J

- namely Wil
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Zeitgeist, The latter is committed to courses which, if pursued to their
| fogical ends. will wipe ou al that the human intellect has contrive,
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Notes

] + Jlien Benda, La Traison des clercs (Paris, 1927); trans. R. Aldington, The Great
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aris, 1914).

3 Georges! shloery Rifsorssurlailece(Parin 16087 v .. Hulme, Reflec.
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W o e Cathal hioope

 Charls Maurras (1868-1952), poet, esayist, fourmnalis, poliicaly an exreme

monarchist, was ditor of the ultraright-wing weekly L'Action francais

I © The passage Lewis quotes is not in fact from the Pensées but from D s

tion d/In F. Pullen it follows
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