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Normal & Abnornied Confessions

THE SCHOOI. FOR WIVES; ROB- peared, in a private edition of a
ERT: AND GENEVIEVE. By André  dozen copies, in 1911, Gide was re-
Gide. New York: Alfred A. Knopf.  strained by his friends from publish-
241 pp, $2.75. ing the book openly until 1924, It
) then caused the expected scandal; it

. CORYDON. By André Gide. New  ensured.Gide's exclusion from consid-
Yorfc: Farvar, Straus & Co, 220 pp.  eration for the "Académie Frangaise,
$2.75. . even for the Legion of Honor. He

has nothing but the Nobel Prize.

Bisuop “Corydon” {5 a tract in defense of

’ : “homosexuality, Gide couches it in

THE ’c-han‘crjs‘ of- publishing’ bring: the form of four. dialogues. He sup-

us-a pair of strange bedfellow ‘poses, that he calls upon Coryvdon, a

“The School for Wives™ and ““Cory-  homosexual friend, that he presents

*.don,” which one might-term-“The the arguments of conventional

Schggrl‘. for. Ughusbands." - morality- as - Caorydon .develops his

~~The " first .partof . “Corydon” ap- ' 'troubling thesis. The dialogue is un-
. ~. fair, for Gide's “1".is an . offensive
imbecile, while Coryvdon has all the

Jlearning, wit, and . courtesy. In the

end, - defeated, “withcut ~ saying a-

‘ord except ‘goodbye,” 1 took my hat

and -left, convinced that in certain
circumstantes silence was the best
reply.”

~Te prove “that -love of male for

“male ;is normal, Gide adduces many

examples from the behavior of insects,

“birds, domestic animals: '

By Moniis

. Taking " the word “voice” in_its
0st metaphorical sense; 1 will still
deny that: {Natare} savs-to the male:
2-“fecundate!” and to the female: “dis-
- criminate!” " It simply says to both
sexes: enjoy! . It is the voice of the
“glands - which demands satisfaction.
" the organs which crave employment—
organs.which have. heen formed in ac-
cordance with' the requirements of
their precise-function; but which are
guided: by the. sole neced of pleasure.
Nothing more . . .- It is'not always as-
-sured that the male, will choose the
female and achieve fecundation . .
- The surplus of males is compensation
for the imprecision nf the instinct . . .

He comes then io humanity:

Homosexuality in both sexes is more
naive and spontaneous than heterosex-




uality'. . . Desire rarvely acquires pre- sexuals, but “Corydon”"
oAk WAL LS eI i -x.u.puus sty ek A A At e assay | Ara I -
the  assistance of - experience. . Homi :n;'a c;us ot RTINS e
sexual love mav he as pure snd chasté
&S hetervesx Ve mamxam that. same vate ‘in: Amenu and |}
‘thie ‘penve-of the home, the haner of  without benefit of (‘nr\“un v R
the woman, the dignity ot Uu‘ Lawily *Mhe School for Wives” I should
and the health of man und wife Were  ,uoss. will outiast
- ‘more eflectively .safeguarded by the 4 ?
Greek way of life than by our own.

s un)v n

Chougn aol out-
well) “Corydon.” Gide imagines the
confession of a wife who has married
The"criticism of the scientific basis = a sanctimonious, puritan Catholic, not
of Gide's argument demands. special hypocritical but self-deceiving, seek-
comnetence. The publishers have wise- ing constantly his own advantage un-
ly called in Professor Frank Beach, of .der the guise of altruism. “Robert
- Ya]e, who is both b)()]oglxt and psy- imagines that he really bas the senti-
“chologlst,, to provide a commentary. ments that he-expresses. And 1 think
- Professor . Beach grants that” Gide's that even in the long run he actually
B "fmamr the51s has been sustained. by -does have them, that they come-at his
mosexual activities aré not call-—the finest; the most generous, the
‘abnormal and unnatural. o S
However; “it does not necessarily fol-
low - that the behavior is socially de-
sirable.”-" He - makes some. sharp
criticisms of Gide's reasoning and
N conclusmns (For a much' more ex-'-
;tended cmtxque of. Gide's theories,.one -
“:may - see’ Ramon: Fernandez'’s “Andre
~Gide,”-. Parls 1931 ) . }
‘- We ‘who ‘are not psvchoblologlste
‘must be content with unscientific im-
; ,pressums My chxef impression, as I
read the' book dgain after twenty-five
yéars, s, that itis strangely anodyne.

~—~From. ‘T”t' Long ll wx Howe”

most noble, always exactly those that

. it is proper—those that it is advan-
I tageous—to' have.” Gradually ' the
..wife ripens. in understanding, pene-
trates: to the noisome core of her hua- ’
band'’s character. .

To -this -confession Gide adds the-
kcounter-confessxon of- ‘the - husband o
therem all the acts .are, 1eva1ued ac-.
rmg‘ phenomenon i animal hfe, g h‘ls Sys em ‘of 1deas (In- ’
'cludmg human life. Then:wha ideit ; uri

hves m essmce in. h;s poetry‘

. the lymc poems of his: art:stic -
ty.”  Though’ the: prmclples he has/
évolved would be-useful in the. study'g
"~ of many. poéts; he draws all"his ‘ex-:
;¢ amples from the work of Yeats, whom |
e believes, as does the present” writer, -
to be the greatest poet of i tnne o
/. Professor- ‘Stauffer - state» ‘hewas

. first attracted ‘towards Yoats's ‘poetry
iheaause .:f two quahtxes. h;s'philo-&
; h

: by his; tory It_
- pale As m rnost‘of

As hterature, “‘Cor‘ydnn"
is As -'a. sociological
1t deserves much Leom- . g

»“Corydon
" misses*all’the ¢a ‘nc ‘and beauty of i ;
g Glde« famcu@ sty leo oo ‘L ta part ,o,f.hum‘or :

w}nle “accurate ~enough




