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it  means to  be a n  Individual ' with ' T h a t  Individual ' (written 
twelve years  la ter ,  and  included with The Point of View) ,  he  
will readily see how f a r  was Kierkegaard in 1847 from the  at-  
ta inment  of his full s ta ture .  

H o w  rapidly h e  attained it is witnessed by the  Christian Dis- 
courses, mostly of 1848 and 1849. In these plain, simple, un- 
adorned meditations, the  ' genius ' is fully a t  t h e  service of the 
' apost le , '  even in spite of himself. At first their content  may 
seem charming  indeed, sometimes severe;  but  it is only by 
degrees  t h a t  w e  realise t h a t  S.K. h a s  condensed in them, in a 
manner  which can be  understood of the  multitude, t h e  richest 
f rui ts  o€ his thought  and experience, I t  mag seem ungenerous 
t o  complain of the  handsome book which the  Oxford University 
Press  has  made  ou t  of t h e m ;  yet w e  a r e  forced to  regret  tha t  
so many e g g s  have been gathered into a basket  beyond the 
access of the ordinary people for  whom such moving and illumi- 
na t ing  addresses  as those on  ' T h e  Great  High Priest  and ' T h e  
.Woman who w a s  a Sinner  ' were  intended. May we hope that  
some of these a t  least rnav be made  aL7ailable in inexoensive 
paper-backs-for Engl ish readers a s  they already a r e  for 
F r e n c h ?  
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whether  in animals or 
man,  and the cont ras t  between instinctive and intelligent be- 
haviour has  for a long  time becn a subject of controversy a m o n g  
biologists and psychologists alike, T h e  revision of current 
theories on this topic which Mr .  Claremont sets for th  in this 
book is, therefore, welcome in so fa r  a s  it is based 'Jpon the 
scientific observation of both animal  and human behai iour  and 
throws fresh l ight  on the  complexity of w h a t  is generally termed,  
though vaguely, ' instinct. '  

T h a t  both animals and  man possess ' instinct ' and act in- 
stinctively, though with a difference, is a n  old doctrine, but 
all t h e  philosophers were content with ascribing to  animals a 
certain estimative sense, by the  aid of \vhich they could per- 
ceive and ,  as it were, judge of the suitability of things required 
to meet their instinctive needs and  purposes. h ian  being by 
na ture  a rational animal ,  his reason influences to  a certain ex- 
tent  his instinct, g iving to his instinctive behariour  a greater  
variety and plasticity. This  sense was known a s  the ' cogita- 
tive sense, '  These terms w e  still believe suffice t o  cover all that  
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to-day usually g o e s  by the  name of instinct o r  instinctive be- 
haviour. Hence when the  term intelligence is introduced, and  
a comparison sought  between instinctive and intelligent beha- 
viour, we need a clearer notion of the  meaning of intelligence 
than is here proposed. does the  r ight  
thing without knowing why.  I 

Analysing the  instinctive hehaviour of certain forms of ani- 
mal life, such as  wasps,  spiders, and such like, it is shown t h a t  
their actions, directed indeed t o  a certain end,  must  follow one 
another in a fixed order, and always must  each one be  complete 
before the  next  is begun.  No departure  f rom the routine is 
possible. These actioris represent fixed ,points and a r e  charac- 
teristic for  any given species. Between these fixed points various 
departures a r e  possible. T h c  animal’s behaviour, therefore, 
cannot be represented by a row of d o t s ;  a wavy and fluctuat- 
ing  line is belter ; for  here, i . e . ,  between t h e  fixed points, t h e  
animal is left free. 

intelli- 
gence.’ In between his fixed instinctive goals  every creatmure 
is intelligent. ‘These a r e  intelligent actions because t h e  crea- 
ture  foresees their end, and desires them accordingly, relating 
them t o  tha t  end.  T h e  difference between the  intelligent crea- 
ture  and  the  instinctive creature  therefore becomes clear. There 
is no intrinsic difference. Both work for instinctive w d s  by 
intelligent means .  ’ 

Elsewhere the  author  s ta tes  that  the  difference between in- 
stinct and intelligence lies in the  fact  t h a t  instinct has  no cor- 
relative ‘ organ, ’ n.hilst intelligence is always correlated with 
a highly developed brain.  I n  t h a t  case,  how does the  insect 
act  intelligently ? 

Would  it not m a k e  for  clarity if we maintain tha t  instinct as 
represented by the  estiinative sense in animals and the  cogita- 
tive sense in man is a n  anticipation of intelligence rather  than  
intelligence in its stricter meaning as implying t h e  use of the  
rational faculty with which man is endowed, and by which he  
is not only essentially differentiated from t h e  animals, but  is 
able consciously to  control and modify his instinctive tendencies? 

In  calling attention t o  w h a t  appears ambiguous in Mr .  Clare- 
mont’s t reatment  of intelligence w e  have no wish to  detract  
from what  is a n  interesting and penetrat ing study of t h e  prob- 
lem of instinct in m a n ,  The main conclusion that  man possesses 
innumerable instincts is fully justified, if  we hold t h a t  his ‘ cogi- 
tative sense ’ can find innumerable ways of expression. 

‘ Inst inct , ’  we a r e  told, 

T h e  departure  f rom the  fixed routine is ascribed to 
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