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ABSTRACT

Georges Clemenceau has been an historical enigma
for somé time; That he will rémain:so to some extent is be-
yond question. The nature of the man as well as the pecu-
liar intellectual situation which occurréd at the beginning
of the Twentieth Century will leave much of his life shroud-
ed in the.mysteries surrounding all menlwhb are deeply peré
élexed and pessimistic about the future. |

Clemenceau became increasingly aware of én irfatigé
nal side to his makeup during the fimp-when_he was histori-
cally significant. This paper 1s written with a view toward
delving into the irrational, emotional side of this man who
attempted to deny the vaiidity deany reélity except a 7
material one. The fiction of,Georgeslclemehceau expose§ }
some part of what H. Stuart Hﬁghes térmed'“thé unconscious®
or Erich Heller, "the interior.® As Ninéteenth=Century'} |
thinkers sought new definitions'for the outéworn or unfash;-’
- lonable Christilan vélues of earlier centuriesgrso Clemenceau
 struggled with his unanchored soul. His fiétion-is‘a re-
flection of that struggle and this thesis ié a study of fhat
fiction. | i |



CHAPTER 1
METTRE EN SCENE

Charles Péguy“s’famous eplgram, “"tout commence en

mystique et finit en politigue,&_was made with certain
universal political generalities in mindsnhloh fit his per--
sonal beliefso Yet, thls statement is perhaos the best
_single description of the French Belle Epoque perioder _
Peguy, leaning on the individualist-romantic tradition of ;
French political thought, was desoribing7§olitics as_efnl
functional expression of man"s noral growth; 'Nothingrcouldo
progress in the political sphere untilAmanASet about to
better himself-morally° Although Pééuy“sfstatement~was
directed specificelly toward the'Third'RepublioD itfcen.fur=
ther be taken as a commentery on the disillusiOnment Peéuy
felt toward the deoadence'evidenced in Franoe°s political
'and moral thinking of the day. N | |

» Another social philosopher whose orientation was
_strikingly similar to this theme of Peguy s was the |
redoubtable political scrapper Georges Clemenceau° " The

two are seldom compared since their careersﬁand person= |
elities clashed so much, Yet,'CIemenceau; tne wry oynigal‘

:i



activist, and PééuyD before nis'conversion'to Cathoiioism
in-i908D thedurbane-generalizing theorists shared many
-nrincipieso Most notably, they rested their thinking on- )
;France s most typifying and fundamental political tradltion°
individualism, Both men grounded their-political credo in
the individual Frenchmano Both were disillusioned by the -
corruption and immorality in Pre- World War I Franceo
Clemenceau and the early Peguy shared a faith in man‘’s
rationalism as the key to his se1f=progresso' At first,
neither iooked to heaven for inspirationo despite the u
séeminé "spiritualism? of Péguy’s thought end'thevsfrong
iVChristian ethicvlecing his wfitingo This'etnic‘was to
blossom into support for the Church later 1n Peguy s 1ife9_‘
but his faith remained a curious mixture of a strong,
‘highly personalized morality_and a pragmatic;advocation,

‘of the social value adpopuler-religion cou’ld'prof‘fer°
Clemenceau’s ethic, while remaining atheistic, was also
very strong and very perscnalized. Botn were erdentrfoes
of autocracy whether it be represented byra'Bonapafﬁe or!
a’Boulangero/ Pééuy.and'CIemenoeauvhad'both been bitterlj'i
- opposed to the reign of Louis Napoleon which had preceded_:
their era in French Historyo Autocracy was a form of - |
moral decay to them in a sense, since politics was S0
-central to everything elsefin;the.countryor-CLemenoeau;¥{-V

. whose father had been persecuted after the Orsini attemptf



'._on"Louis:Napclecn°s life, Was‘pafticcierly cutspcﬁegﬂ
against the Bonapartists;'-Tﬁese latterfremained'a suf;e
prisingiy'resilient factionfeven afterlthe collapse-of the
'regiﬁe in.the.Franco;Prussien-Waro‘ Both were nationalists ]f
. ready tovdie fcr France. . Peguy hiﬁself ‘wa.s killed on the
Marne in-1914' Clemenceau terrified his aides by being
oblivious to gunfire when touring trenches es Prime Minis=
ter during the war. In character they shared strong na-~
tures, resolute moral fibre and self confidence°

But if Clemenceau and Peguy can be strikingly com=
pared, they can be as strikingly contrasted° Indeed few :
historians have compared them et all : Clemenceau was a »
pessimistic and cynical 1nfighter who could be extremely ’
cpportunistic at timeso1 Peguy was~less.compromisingy_ '
- more alcofrfrom.politicseand-yet more hcpefuiscf its‘re;'d
sults. 'Ciemenceaﬁ"svpolitical writingpdhis speechesD and

‘his private conversations all reflect a sharp criticism

1. It would appear that this opportunism was at
least a partial motive behind Clemenceau'’s participation
in the Dreyfus Affair. But perhaps his most flagrant
“demonstration that he was not so far above the political
corruption with which he was so constantly at war was his
role in the Panama Scandal. Here it seems unbelievable-

that he could have remained ignorant of the obvious brib- ;'.

- ery which surrounded his dealings with the directors of
the Panama Company. See Geoffrey Bruun; Clemenceau (Cam-
bridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1943), p. 48,
For Clemenceau’s side of the affair, see Jean Martet,
Georges Clemenceau, trans. Milton Waldman (London° Longe

- mans Green and Coo, 1930)D,p° 123 :




of politics and'pcliticiansD equally‘refleCtlve of a
skeptically predisposed natureo Pé@uy could be equally'.
critica19 yet one alﬁays sﬁspects fhat Pé%uy'was merely
pointing out the worst iﬁ man while lcoking,for the best.
Clemenceau believed that man especially the Frenchman of
the 1890“s and early 190093 was corrupt and decadent°
VPeguy saw the lndividual as basicslly good but misled by a;
politics. The political devouringrof the spiritual basls
for mcral growth was an everpresent danger as long as man
needed governmehf@.'ThiS'danger was most forcicly demcn= -
strated by the autocrat a Charles Maurrasg a Boulanger,

or a Napoleon III. 1In autocracies the moral growth of the

. individual was sacrificed to the petty ambition and pride

of one tyrante

But to Pé’guyD Clemenceau might have been just such ll'

a danger. Clemenceau's nature was autoCraticD his mannerj D

authoritative, his pride fcrcefulo tHis:passion to domi-
nate others was only restrained by a peculiar aversion to

actively seeking leadership. His pfide and ego thus became

their own halters, since he was determined to have his cake . .

rand'eat it too., His two ministries: had to be.fcrced'upon
him and, bored with the first, he glibly threw it awayoz

It seemed his recalcitrant_nature was cftenispiteful and

2. Clemenceau himself hinted at this. (See Henry
Mayers Hyndman, Clemenceau, The Man and His Time (New Yorks _
F. A, Stokes, 1919), p. 261, Nevertheless, his first minis=
try lasted three years, a much better-thanwaverage record '
compared to others.. : :




eelf‘destructive'in its overwheiming need to personalize.
issues and win tnem on such a besis; In this cesegthis |
opponent was foreign minister'Delcassg whom he attecked at
the expense of France's nationaiteecufity;' This-action
demonstrated Clemenceau’s irresponsibility to the.chambero
which promptly turned him out offofficeorlA resolnte pura:
suer of power and influence, he was equaliyjresolute_in’
avoiding a formalization of his powero- o
», " And, though an outspoken critic of the corruption
- and opportunism pervading French politios at thls time,
Clemenceau was opportunistic himselff To Eeguy thevpolit=':"i
ical spectrum was a drafting boerdffor-dnepiring‘pumené4
endeavors. To Clemencean it Wes e battleground where honeér
fully, man oould manage to control his self destructive na-
ture long enouah to evolve himself into a higher being. .’
Both men believed in = democracy which would give the indi-
. ultimate latitude in bettering himself Iet to
Clemenceau9 as to the Italian thinkero Paretoo democracy
meant rule by an oligarchic elite of 1ndiv1dua1s (like him=
dself) who . would assure the apparent statexof free choice |
and mess control'wnile denying it,in reaiit3‘ro It seemed
V-that everywhere the moral hopes'for man”SVSe1f=progress camebx
into conflict"with the praoticaltteelitieerf-poiitics ?ééuy‘g
was uncompromising and critical to the pointlof exiling him%:'
self from active politicking; Clemenceau not only 1nvolved ;f.

himself but seemed to thrive on opposition and conflictD



even sacrificing to the fray the- very ideals to Which he
ascribed.  As David Thomson puts it, French individualism 5:'
-,has always been tempered by a’ self=centered rationalism thatie_
has ever threatened to destroy that very individualismOB" |
So Clemenceau, the individualist extremep.would sacrifice

his countrymen s self determination to his own egoo French=:5

men- have repeatedly been tempted in-like fashion to dictate'»-, -

freedom to themselveso Peguy would not force his views on
the French they must come to ‘him as to an altar, in a state7
of_supplicative self-denial.. Clemenceau,von the other hand,:
could and did dictatevand thenlpostpone or,regress against‘

his ideals if the temporary maintenance of order and obedi- -

ence was at”st-ake° Clemenceau“s‘only novel. Les Plus Fortsgfr;i'

(The Strongest), had concern for. the Working classes as one

of its ma jor themes.- Yet Clemenceau was twice minister of
Labor and suppressed strikes during both- terms which he
felt threatened. France s welfareq (miners and postal
-workers) . The socialist leader Jean Jaures, had a field'
day criticizing Clemenceau for these actionso

This then, was the paradoxical nature of the man 3 L
who led France to victory in WOrld War I and who was the

most powerful Frenchwleader for,years'prior to the}Great d

3. David Thomsonv Democracy in France Since 1870
(London Oxford University Press, 1969)D P. 126 '




- War. Georges Clemenceau“s blographers are many and some .
are{#ery ableou - But whénvattempting to define the man_and. 
his proéram they all suffer from the same doubts and quesé
tions as 4did his contemporafies; Clemenceau made surévﬁhaf'
. mo one saw more of him than he wanted i.',b:revea]..l° ‘And hé '
revealed very little. At ti_mésD he seeﬁéd‘devdfed-torFrancé
and the problems which an industrialiéing, militarizing;
Europé posed for her. Often he seemed ﬁo aim at improve-
ment of ali Europe, all of man. Often he seemed devotéd,
pnly’to himself, - |
What.was the man's motivation? _Thié is the stuﬁe
bling block in the minds of ali historians concerned With
Clemenceau; To Bruun and Samuel Applebaﬁm'he acted froﬁ_
'a concious social phiioéophy built arbund a mixture of
Social Darwinism, Eniightenment rationalism and positivism°
To Williams he was a nationalist first and last and to
Hyndman, & socialist first and nationalist second. .
Clemenceau puzzled those authors eveh as he mysti-
fied all those around hiin° ~H¢_he1d-himseif aloof élways,'

revealing only that which was nedessaryjtoiget what he

L, Geoffrey Bruun remains the best to this day. -
Martet has .the most interesting personal insights. A good
.short history of "The Tiger's"™ connection with the Third
Republic can be found in J. Hampden Jackson, Clemenceau
and the Third Republic (New York: Collier Books, 1962).
Wythe Williams eulogizes Clemenceau in The Tiger of France
(New York: Duell, Sloan, and Pearce, 1949)01 Hyndman, the.
English socialist, is a war enthuslast.. :




-Wanted Clemenceau Wwas single;handedly responsiblefforh_
Ldestroying nine ministries during his stormy career° 'ﬁé‘
:"was devoted to the idea of personal freedom but was quick to
squash it in his own wartime ministryo Apparent self-=
'tcontradictions such as these. have baffled historians into
ignoring Clemenceau or treating him- simplistically° Xetf”'
V who can ignore the man who was probably more responsible
than any other 1ndividua1 Frenchman for an allied victory -
in 19187 And ‘how can one cast as a stereotype the complex
,man who held such sway over. all of European politics for so
: long? ]'. o ' _ p , o ,
| ) Throughout his career, but principally in the years
between the Panama Scandal and the Dreyfus Affair when he
was formally out of politicso_Clemenceaurwrote some fictiono
Basically; this work comprises two plays0 a novelg and - some
short stories° “The better of his biographers had recourse
to these Writings as sources of insight into the confusing
ambitionslof the man. But all of them have failed to make
full use of those vital personal doouments° They have been
1ooking for a oonsistent social philosophy in his writing
,with which to define a consistent thread in. his political |
actions. -Nelther exists. The social commentary and politin
cal over»thought in this fiction is’ just as self-contradictory
and muddled as the author’'s practical political recordo. |
But -the literary efforts are,of‘immense;value in under=_.:

B

standing Clemenceau for other.reasonsglhln them he l;



uhoonsoiously revealedvhihseif as_he neve;vdid in puplie;
1life, S B
o ‘Cleﬁenoeau had a socio-political'philosophy as'muoh',
as any of us has9 but really no more, and most of it he de=.
vised after the fact. That philosophy had about as much ;_k»
influence on his‘day-to=day_behavior as_anyisuoh personal»aj.
rhilosophy does. The'ﬁalue’of Clemenceaﬁ;s fiction:(oatSide
of its aesthetic quallties) lies in its clues to his per= o
sonality, not his intelleoto Despite his boast that his |
thinking never ohanged from his twenties onD it did and_ite
was not even well-defined until his later. post=political “v/iib
yearso He was a man who pondered_lifeaand one Who wroteiL |
about it. But hils actions can be.dorepreadily discerned.
‘as stemming from emotion rather‘thah fromireasone- |
Clemehceau accepted life on hishterms aione,“but'
his termspwere not a’set'of.intellectﬁali& deriveddvalueso
They werera.collection of emotional needso desires. .Ih'

‘his culminating life's commehtary; Au-Soir de la PenSéeD

which he oonsidered his final word he was rather critical
‘of emotionDS viewlng it as more primitive than reason’ and‘*

more apt to lead to error. Yet his own iife was fuli of,,:

, 5. Clemenceau, Au Soir de'lafPenséeo‘transo :
Charles Miner Thompson and John Herald,. Jr.,. (Bostons -
‘Houghton Mifflin Co., 1929), Vol I, p. 261 and ppso. -
297-298, Vol. II, po 111, e S
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error and repeatedly casts him as a man of‘actionD often
without thought. R R
To understand Clemenceau one- must look not at what
- he said or did, but what he wasoy The world of French poli=
tics in his time was made for a man: of extraordinary selfa
A assurance and coneeit. Will powero'strength and . ability
with the dueling foils.or pistols_served to'put these attri;
butes into playo6 Clemenceau neverjplanned his career; 'ﬁe:. .
stumbled into politicsD and found it a natural backdrop
against which his personality could develop° It was a .
jungle in which a tiger could prowl | His. involvement in
politics was at times motivated by very high moralso Xet,
his programg his philosophy, his ideals were 1arge1y based
upon a- strong sense of conventional proprietyo ‘ -
Clemenceau felt that, as a politician he should
have some idealsD some high morals. HiS‘instinct basedct
on emotional needs, usually prevailed over his reasono~fr‘

‘ In his soclial philosophy Clemenceau presented himati
‘-gself as a thinking man. Most biographers have taken this'
image too'seriouslyo” It conflicts With;his public imagep
and the two together'form a‘confusing pictureb But the

emotional Clemenceau was a set of consistent motives with

6, Clemenceau fought several duels and received

satisfaction in all of. them° None of them was to the. deathogif f:ﬁ

He was an excellent shot and experts considered him to have
been one of the best left-handed duelists of the dayoy‘
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cieérly-ﬁredictablerresﬁltaﬁt actions. This emotional man
 emerges,from tﬁe pages of his fidtion; 'Before'énalyzing
his literary_worksoihowever, it is desiréble to-look
'briefly‘at.the ma jor evénts of his iiféo» Such a biogfaph1= 
calisketch will help to make clear how the rational image
_ faiis the emotionalvman, and why'Clemenceau“s Historical

portrait remains blurred and confused.



) CHAPTER 2
. BIOGRAPHY

Georges. Eugene Benjamin Clemenceau was born om
September 28, 1841, in the Vendee where his family had been
living for centuries. The famlly had’ alwayS'been-wel;ebo=
do, and though the nen had nearly allvbeen doctoreg n&gé‘
had practiced much. The Vendée had'always been one of:the o
most consefuative departments, a land of church-minded, in-
‘dependentu_peasant folk. The Clemenceaus stood out in-sharp‘,
contrast to their,neighbors because of their radical think- -
ing. Clemenceau s father refused to have Georges baptized
isolating him from the community in his infancyo_ o

In his postwar conversations with Jean Martet o
Clemenceau reveals that he inherited many of his ideas;
from hils father, who in turn received them from Victor
: Hugo and. Micheleto1 .His father was a rcmantic revolu#lf_'
tionary, who idealized the 0ld heroes of the Revolution,
particularly Robesplerre. The.pxacticality of revolu=t
tionary ideoclogy mattered little, since it was all roman=_

ticized in the minds of Clemenceau’s father and‘the boy .

1, Marteto,po,294°
| 12
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They both shared that curious mixture of'French'thoughtm B
jwhich laced positivism, enlightehment rationalism to the
extreme, w;th romantic idealism° Clemenceaﬁ never oiearly
resolved?these two straints of fhoﬁghﬁo which were often
‘at varianoe in the nineteenth centuryo Like Freud, Durk-
heim, Sorei or Pééuyg Clemenceaﬁ“s thinkiﬂgwas a-conStant_.
dialec;i';ic° None of these others, however; played the role
that he did in politics, none of these others had to de=
fine a practical political program. The contemporary |
fhinkers which Dr. Clemenceau impressed upon his son were
De,rwinv Mill and Comte. The doctor was an atheistg é; '
.Social Darwinist and a positivist. PoliticallyD he was a
republicanD amd so outspoken in his oommﬁmity,that he:Was
- arrested and berely'averted exile after theeorsini attempt
on the 1ife of Napoleon _,1_-110.? L - -
N Georges grew up, then; in this afmosbhefe of rﬁgged:
: individua’lismD of republicanism and atheismd The Clemeri-
'oeeus were a shock to their neighbors butitﬁe well-to-do
ere seldom ossracized and the Boy grew up_with e pride
fwﬁich often rose to arrogamce° HOne signifioant,omissiom:_-'

in most of Clemenceau’s writing is mention of his motheré :

_ 2. Some credence can be placed in the famous
story that tells of how Clemenceau ran to his father's

.. carriage as he was belng taken to Marseilles for emigra=

tion and vowed revenge only to be told by his father
that, "If you want to avenge me, Work!® See Martet,
pps°‘295=296 or J, Hampden Jackson, Clemenceau and the -
Third Republic (New York: Collier Books, 1962), p. 14,
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He oomplimented her off-handedly occasionally, but the
absence of feminine influences in the man seems marked;
~ So Georgespiafter somerprovincial»sohoolingprat
agevnineteen trundled off to Paris to:study‘nedicinelin
the family tradition. And here began a crncial period,
perhaps the crucial period in Clemenceau’s life° It Was
during this time that he first'becameilnvolvedkin?polie,
tioso_ And, according to Clemenceaug'itrwas-the time when:
‘he formulated a life philosophy which never changed, 3 e
He came to Parlis a republlcan, an athelst and a positivist
in theory. But he also came with pride and arrogances
Paris was the hub of all of Clemenceau s activity

until his retiremento That city became the battleground

between his ‘intellectual 1eanings toward positivist So=

cial DarwinismD atheism and republicanism9 and his personal
qualities of will power, ego and strength° The reasons for_‘
this dialectic are to be found partially in the nature of
.the times and the city’s atmosphereo Most biographers

_ grasp these two tendencies in Clemenoeauo' But they assume
that the personal qualities acted as motivation behind
putting the intellectual ideals into effect The fact_is
.that the two sides were as often as not at variance9 tWo

‘ poles, so to speak, within the man. himself Clemenoeaa was

3. See Hyndman, p. 170'



| 1571;
capable ofvdrawing'SWeeping intellectual analyseS'of the :
world and the human - condition° Yet though he lacked |
nothing in personal ability to materialize his dreams and
' schemes, he frequently destroyed those very ideals to which
he ascribedo ’ o e _' A '

Hence, he became a political enigma except for a f1;7
few general beliefs by which he can be. categorized I ams"'\
- referring now to such vague national ideals as security for

France, republicanisn, revenge against Germany, etco-

Clemenceau also ascribed to the Belleville Program most of PR

whioh was . put into effect by the end of the oentury° This |
program included among other,propositions9 the aboliticn

' of the Senate and elimination of the death penalty. Typi= o

cally, Clemenceau became a Senator inihis-later,years,andi R

in his newspaper'L@Aurore;isoreamed"fOr Dreyfusl'death atfr
.at‘the opening of L°Aff‘aireo The reasons behind the .
collapse of his 1906 ministry are to be found 1n his per=u
secution of Foreign Minister Delcasse at the expense of
“his most self-avowed rallying cry, National Securityon :

He was a Radlcal- SocialistD and he did at least
pay lip service to the Radica1=Socialist p_l_a_t_formo The

- . Radical-=Socialist grew_outloffand-remained united with the

' Radlcal Party and tOgether'they,formed»the'center*and most o

L, For more specifics concerning Clemenceau s
program, see Jackson, pps° 45=46 and Bruun9 Po 3 o‘f
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powerful party in Franceo' They represented individual
‘rightso the one against the masses, : anti=-olericalism0
;national securityD and were Dreyfusardsoj1Gambettavwas.one-{:s
“of the first Radicals. As a party,’ the“Radicals became
‘progressively morerliberal in thinking down to Clemenceauﬁs

time;' Yet this was never a party as twentieth century
politicians wouldvthink of it. It had no- control over its-
»leading political figures and*was.torn by internal personal :
struggles. For example, ClemenceauD who was to become the
leader and most powerful Radical was responsible for 7 |
' ousting from politics another most powerful Radical Jules .
_Ferryo over the colonlal issueo5 o |
| n Yet time and again his actions contradicted that
Zprogram to the point that he appears either extraordinarilyjf
naive or extremely,opportunistic° Someﬁof the most_glaring
'contradictions Irrefer to’above;-éother7examples are”his ,
suppression of the strikers in his first term as Minister ‘
of Home Affairsg 1906 ‘and his reluctance to natlonalize'
the great industries When he became Prime Ministero‘ These'
issues oreated a split between Radicals and Socialists which

never healedo During the war, Clemenceau became a semi=

dictator of Franceo' True, Franoe WaSjin dire.need of

' : 5, Clemenceau to Ferryg March 28 1885, the day

of Ferry's downfall: ®The men I have’ before me are no longer
- ministers: they are men accused of high treason, and on them,
if there is any principle of responsibility or of justioe o
left, will fall without delay the ‘hand of the law“ Jacksono

po 52
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authority, yet the extfemes to which Clemenceau went. to
assure himself of Franoe”s'interhal security do not éeem
justified by the circumstancesa6  |

- The intellectﬁal Cleménceau élwéys piayed second'
fiddle to the emotional'Clemendeauo He had a ”féelwrfor
the world which dominated his ratiocination concerﬁing it.
Though he péid verbal tribute to a poiitical prégram of |
sorts and a rationélistic philoséphyD he placed trust for
his direction in this "feel®, a sort of emotional grasp of
things around him. Now this “feel® was partly inherited- |
from his family environment, alonggﬁith-hislfathéfféf :‘
Jacobin Republicanism. Ideology énd Positivismo. Butiit .
was baslically structured by the shéping of hié_perSonality
in these early years, and Paris was a'cit§ ﬁhich stimu=>'
.latéd and nurtured a partlcular emofional side’toA:f
Ciemenceau.o |

| What was the Paris of thes¢ yéars? 'Politi¢5'wés
a concern thaf was largely taken'out df the hands bf the
individual Frenchman under Napoleon III“Q Empire., The first
ten years of the Empire, 1850-1860, Were_autocratiégllThbse
were good years for the affluent classes: financiers,

wealthy aristocrats, 1ndustrialistso_'Yetoﬁthose groups'».'

: 6. A good account of this, although it is pre-

sented in defense of Clemenceau, can be found in Hyndman,
Pprs. 289-321., These acts of Clemenceau shake the very core
of his philosophy, individualism,
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" had no real power; that wés;reser?edhforoone man, POlificSo g

then, became a meahs_of Wgettihg fhings“=;coﬁtra¢§s;.1egses;"f-vF

~ subsidies. ‘There were those who”uere allowed to verbalize
against the authoritarian regime and’callifor a reburn to
the old Republican virtueso yet, theiripower'was-negligibie;y‘Vh
By the time Clemenceau reached Paris in 1860, boliticS'had.'
'become a tool in the hands of.obpcrtuhistso,bureeucrabsuandr:
. businessmen. Deal making with the.contihgenbdbribery.end'
corruption was the order of ‘the daybi'The-blasé'attiﬁude'
toward government extended into social and’ cultural lifeoo

',Madame Bovary and La Dame Aux Camillas depicted a neW

attitude toward‘women and seX, In what Roger Williams _
describes as an era of gaslight and shadowo the World of
Toulouse Lautrec had its beginnings° Scandal and permis=
siveness were still discussed in hushed tones9 yetD
propriety held a thin vell over a new French personalityD
‘.sultry0 sophisticated and wor1d1y=minded°f But there Was a.
rumble in the background which threw a scare into the se1f= ff
iisetisfied veneer the affluent crust cast over‘societyo From -
1848 ono»there;arose a'progressively radical ahdkuncomprosr
" mising cry.of'i;he.workers° ‘Labor had'beguh‘to organize and
Vmake demandse | | Ki-‘-i Wi.f "‘: b
In the novels of Flaubert and the sketohes of
‘Daumier.7 alreadyD ‘behind the sober=faced bourgeois

-iempiricismo a faint grumbling of the.irrational couLi'be -
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heard-=-a grumbiing that would explode in Vienna two decades

hence, R Some forty years befbreo in Dresden, Schopenhauer

had composed his World as Will and Idea, which NiétzSehe
would soon modify into the ”w111 to power.”. The uncon-
‘scious would await discovery until the 1890°s, but_ciemen=
-ceaun alreédy’senSed the lack of.diregtién in his personal’
spiritual needs in .a world without religiono;

During the 1860“s Louis ngoleon bggaﬁ to recognize
the growing frustrations 6f_the'liberal intellectuals:by
liberalizing his Empire to some extent.’ With the 1ifting
“of this ideological yoke, there arose a flqékAof pdlitical
'groups which would blossom into parties.uﬁdéf thé ?hirdA"
Republic, Clemenceau became assoCiated‘as_alstudent with
a number of oui;’spoken liberals, individuals who looked.
back to the ideals of the Jacobins?and othér,Bevoiutibne
aries for inspiration rather-thaﬁ,to'the forwardnlooking
deterministic views of the new'léfta'*ln the earl& sixties,
Georges managed to get himself jai;éd for 73 dayé’for agl-
tating, an.experience he frequently described as the worét
of his life. “The Tiger® felt earlj in 1life a sharp aver-
" sion to cages. | : |

, I

7. Louis did not liberalize in response to Labor's '
demands. Labor was not sufficiently organized at this
time. Louls was more concerned with the disaffection of
the intellectuals who were mostly liberals.  For a good
discussion of this see Roger Williams, The World of
Napoleon III (New Yorks The Free Press, 1965), pps. 236-271,
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But all groups'remained;frustrated with fherFrench.
poiitical mechine and the Franco—?russian fiasco of 18703
1871 served only to aggravate these»frustrationso- There
was a hastening toward pessimism5le“quickening toward cynie_
cism, and Clemenceau was caught up in this feeliﬁga Yet
the pride and arrogance which he'brought from the Vendge
demanded that he should remain aloof from the understood
acceptance of prevailing political opportunism°

The Third Republic was literally born in an- aura_
of behindatheascenes handshakes and backslapping. The con-
stitutional.frameﬁork was'neverddefined as such bdt-enacted
‘-by statute in a pleceneal fashioh; It ﬁas a working:com=
promise within which othericompromiSes couldebe worked out
behind a juridical facade. The Third was often pointedly
referred to as "Madame Slut'® by the more candid politicians
and rightist enemlies who often conducted much of their |
state business in the Moulin Bouge or at the Jockey Clubo

‘Georges himself avoided any kind of shady com=
promise° He would not admit to: dependence on anyone or
anything so he became dependent on-the lifestyle he cre=
ated for himself Clemenceau could be as cynicallyvoopor= |
tunistic and compromising as most other politicians but his
pride -forced him to never admipjitg The same pride dis«
gusted him with hypocrisy and3so'he turned his aloofness

into a philosophy by following'his previous inclination
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- to individualism. This made him a natural for the Radicals
.who leaned heavily on Jacobin individualism for their
ideologyo and Clemenceau quickly fell in with them° -And 3
the Radicals were not the only group Clemenceau exploredo
FPor a while he visited the famous revolutionist Blanqui |
in his cell buf found him an'“idealist° who only helped
conservatives by providing them with a symbol of fear
around which they could rally support. » _
Previous to the birth of the Third Bepublica-
Georges had made several trips to America observingzthe
aftermath of the Cilvil War fcr'Le Temgs} Here he met and
‘married Mary Plummer and returned to:tﬁe Vendee with his
wife. This marriage was_dOGmed from~its~iﬁce§fioho. Clemen=
ceau was too much the egotist, toco hungry for,pcwer; and |
too concerned with himself ever to live happily with one:
I,cwoman; He would remain an admitted misogynist throughcﬁt.-
his 1ife; a flatterer and a dandy but incapable of suetained:
feeling for a woman. Jean Martet once accused Clemenceau
of anti-femininity only to receive this reply: "My friendp
it’s strength that determines all of this world”s conductw'r
Whether for better or worse, that’s how it iss a woman |
~ hasn't the strength. She is led by WhoeVer'wanfs:to take
the troublea Amongst us sheds led by the_prieetojoyes in=fc
deedp.and I see no need to give‘the priest ahy.additicnai-‘:’

_strengthW°8

8. Martetp,p; 331, ..
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With the outbreak of the Franco=Prussian Werg_ |
Clemenceau left his wife and hurried off"to:'Par.is° 'Upon o
the collapse of the Bonapartist regime and establishment
lof_the Republic, Clemenceau applied for and received‘the'
Meyoralty of Montﬁartre, Paris“'eighteenth'errondissemento,
- This was thanks to his fether”s’friend; therRepublicano
Etienne Arago, who had himself been appointed Mayor of .
Peris by Jean Gambetta° Here he worked on the Waxr effort
until defeat became inevitable. Then there occurred an '"7
event which impressed him for the rest of his life. After
the surrender of France, Parisians felt embittered-and
hoStile.to the Versailles regine of AdolpheThierso The'
reasons for this hostility'areito-be found in the belief*
that Paris had been “tricked" into surrender and that food
and relief were slow in coming to the cityo A suspension
of the war moratorium on debts did not endear Thiers to .
the poorer Parisians and this actvtriggered_the Commune°
Perhaps more basic causes for the Communefean.beAfound_inigﬂr'
the waning illusions and revolutionary spirit of the old
romantic 1eft°'_This‘was the last gasp of therbesprit |
Blanqui.' In March of 1871, the district of Montmartre
rose up egainst Versallles troops sent there to retrieve
some"cannon° Clemenceau with unbounding errogance attemp?s
ted to play a middle ‘role between the government which .
.had appointed him and the district With Which he had to
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live., Both sides turned on him, and in the ensuihg
’oalamityo he confronted something new in his oareer==a mob.
He desoribed the crowd which surrounded his office and the
scene of bloodshed between workers and soldiers in this Ways‘

Suddenly a terrific noise broke outv‘and'the mob

which filled the courtyard burst into the street

in the grip of some kind of frenzy. Amongst them

were chasseurs, soldiers of the line, National

-Guards, women .and children. All were shrieking

like wild beasts without realizing what they were

doing. I observed then that pathological phe=

nomenon which might be called blood lust. A

- breath of madness seemed to have passed over this

mobs...Llt was one of those extraordinary nervous

outbursts so frequent in the Middle Ages, which

still occur amongst nmasses of human beings under

'the stress of some primeval emotiono9

That was Clemenceau’s first conf;oﬁtétion with a
mass movement and it frightened him, From that time forth
in his thinking, anything that would lmproveﬁtheslotrof‘the
masses would have to berdone for them, hot by them, This 8
belief accorded well with the natural inclination of his
ego to dominate and do for or to others before they tried
to do anything themselves.. This was also #ery ﬁuoh'in the
French revolutionary tradition. _
Clemenceau worked his way back into politics and

a stormtossed career of more_than forty yearsuoulminated' '
in his second ministry duringfwofld,War I, in which he

rallied his country to victory. Occasionally he retired .

9. Jackson, p. 32.
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from the political arena to the writing table to betome

the theorist or bbserter; and he always found time td'tﬁrn '
out a néwspapero» But thevman_was_an activist by natufe,
Hetcould not expérience 1ife by-thediizing and examiningo
Life had to find Clemenceau as he thrust himself into it.
His social andipolitical Writings_wefé,the sober reflec-
tions of a Quiescént observerol,Thié ﬁas Clemenceéu in an
unnatural state, and his actions and writings both-bétréy
‘any trend of consistency-in his theories. His fiction de-
piets the world from an emotibnai viewp'oiﬁtD the same emo-
‘tion with which the Tiger often acted without thinking.

Just as Clemenceau the poiit;cian acted Withinia

given praoticaiicorit,extD Clémenceau'thétautﬁor wroté in a
pa?ticular 1itérary climate, By the_léBO“s the réalisﬁ‘
which Flaubert had fostered blbésomed.into naturalism,
Under'the aegls of Zola aﬁd'Maupassaﬁt sociél lssues be-
came of great concern to the novelist and yet underneath
"'thisg especially in the later works: of Maupassant the
péyéhology of the absurd was coming tq:fore° Revolution
was giving groundvto resignationd ‘The.ddubts and-@ues=r
tions raised Ey an.eariier generation were ééming‘to be-
accepted as unanswerable, After the War5 the final abg
surdity, this movement WOuld brahch-into the existéntiala
ist and analyst movements, but for now the artist and -

novelist were content to point out chaos ‘and scandal in
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the society which surrounded theﬁ with a shrug, as in the
case of Maupassant, or With-éllittle boy’s -smirk, as in'u
the éasé of Henri Bousseauvand other,post=impressionistso‘
 As Shattuck aptly terns themo_the "banquet;years“,inspiréd R
a puckish mocking in the mindé'of artists for everything =
around them. Théy could not take France unqérithe Third
Republic any mére serioﬁsly_ﬁhan most”of the opportunistic  .
legislators who scrambled ovér one another to getlwhatithey;

. could at the expense of an anarchistic and unstable govefn=
ﬁento Relativity'éame into its own as a value for'its‘own: 
sake. Gauguin and Van Gogh were_experimentingvbeyénd time
and space, Kant’s final barriers'against the COllapse-Qf
metaphySicso Befgson and Proﬁst were attapking the posifiv;»
i1sm of Comte while desperately ering to salvagé théleh}
lightenment tradition. Freud punched hples iﬁ the hithertb
mechanistic sciencesrof sociology and psychology° fAmbiguity
was to be reckoned with, but humorously, for;howa

Into this chaotic world of poliﬁicézandiaft came_a;
Clemeﬁceau weaned on Comte and Darwin and lééning on the
ré.tionalo élaséical traditioh ofrFrench,thihking for his'
1deals. However, his reactions to all he found Were emo-
tional. Reason falled to sﬁpply him with the'assurance his,‘
immense ego needed to convince itSélf of jusfification forr |
acts which might or.might'notbbefWethiéal”;4.He needed

values, The traditional ones were under heavy ‘at_t_ackD s0
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he leaned heavily on a prejudicéfabout the world which his
emotions supplied. | B | k

| The next two chapters shbﬁ,just what Clemenceau“s’ 
@preju@ice” was nade of,.what kind-bf Worid he saw around .
‘him and what values he manufactured;‘all through examina-

tion of his work as =& writéro.



CHAPTER 3 -
WRITINGS

Non=Filctlion

Clemenceau was in an unnatural state as a‘writero
He was primarily a man of action, not reflectiono Para-
» doxically, it is for precisely this reason that he was most
vulnerable to observation in this state, His defenses were
down and his personality emefged;, When he was 1nvq1ved in
- politics, his selfnconscieus eves.'tono caiculation9 and
guardednessiprevented a conclusive enalysis ofethe man.
But as a fiction writer he was most trustworthy, for heére .
he was disclosing a simple-“feelf}for thingsbrather_then a
premeditated effect or a stiltediand”banal'ratiocinationo
Insighfs into Clemenceau’s emotive charaeter-ereespecially
valuable since, despite his no-nensense'demeanof end self-=
proclaimedradulation of rationalism, he was after all a
"pomantic™ in the French Revelutionary traditionoi;

Now Clemenceau wrote all of his life, mostly as<a
journalist. He'either.owned and published a paperler

worked on one throughout his céreero1 Often journalism

1. Some of these were: Le Temps, La Justice,
L'Aurore, L'Homme libre and L'Homme en chaines. -

27




was his only livelihood and it was through newspapers that

he made two of his three triumphant returns to active

political life after disastrous tumbleso“;The'first_of thosé.,,”'b

tumbles came after the’COmmune when he was hated and,deridédiv
by both the communards snd the reactionaryugoirernment° In .
fact, he was very nearly arrested and_eiiledQ:Qn’thisJ.f('
occaslon he worked himself 5ack'into active politicai life:'
on-a crest of popularity earned as alhardftoiling doctor-in(
Paris and by wounding his most severeucritic; Ma jor
Poussargueso'_Nextg thé Panama Scandai in 1892=1893'revea1edu;
' Clemenceau as a-recipient of financiai.aidrby'one»of the
cnief_figures in the affalr, He rode[beck'into.p01itics_as;
eSJOUrnalistic spokeSman for the ﬁreyfussrdsgiiZoieﬁs gfd:
fsmous polemic;‘“JVAccuse" first appeared.infC1emenceau°s‘
:paper LVAurore and he himself suggested the titleo“Finallypf

during World War I he worked his way into the Prime

‘Minister 's chair by eliminating all competition and arousing o

'public support in his newspaper L"Homme en chaines° Chare_>

-acteristically, once in power he quickiy stlfled and.CIQSSlYf[~"’?

.censored all French newspapersc

o His journalistic writing was blunt and direct but
meighted down by a cluttered, heavy style° =Wythe Williamsb
‘the Amerioan biographer of Clemenceauu.had the best comment

. on this since he was a World War I journalist. of whom
Clemenceau was partioularly fond° He recounted that Clemen=~

'ceau would often feed him scoops in return for which
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Williams would translate some of Clemenceau s speeches and

'dispatches into Englisho Williams described this ‘as a par="y

ticularly onerous task and said that Clemenceau himself ad—;aff

mitted his awkward style and laughed to see the American '
suffer,so for his scoops. Clemenceau wrote editorials as B
if he were debating, and as a- debatero he was. never the |
eloquent fencer but a heavyweight body puncher° ef 7

. In addition, he had published quite a number of |
semi- fictional works containing essaysg editorials and
travel arti'cles.,2 These are books full of short observaa '
tions on life and the universeo. Many are. political in’ |
nature but ‘some go beyond politics and into general criti-
cisms of mankind and the Worldo\ Clemenceau was stylistica1~
1y at his best as a creator of these brief stories or
vignettes,, But they tell us . little about Clemenceau him= A
-self. They lack emotion or °feel° Nor is there any more
consistency here than is shown in his political life or "
his purely plitical abstracts or treatiseson Finallyy since
many of the vignettes are contained inimore than one\bookr
and the dating of most of them is confused it is extremely

'difficult to pinpoint changes or any sense of maturing in

2. EB.g., La Melee Sociale (Paris E. Fasquelleu,
1919)D Le Gran Pan (Paris: E. Fasquelle, 1919), Figures de
Vendée (Paris: Plon, 1930), Au Fil des Jours (Pariso E°
Fasquelle,; 1900)., S




his opinions. Still, they do remain the best of his
'writing@ artisticallyo' )

Aslde from hils Journalism and these semi fictional
»editorial vignettes, Clemenceau Wrote some volumes that
”were more’”metaphysical03 in natureo‘ They present an
fexplicit and formal presentation of the 0Clemenceau _
wphilosophy . Now this philosophy“ 1aced all of Clemen=
ceau s WritingsD and through it he put forth the rationa1=_'
ization for his political actions. This ph.ilosophy0 is |
- found in two works and signiflcantly they are his first1and;
,lasto This Wonld seem to confirm Clemenceaulslstatement

'that-his'philosophy never changedob However;'it'did mature

and refine itself. The two works are De la Gendration des

Elements anatomiQuesD his doctoral thesis;'and Au-Soir de la.

~Pens§eg a massive summary of all his eitra-political ﬁhoughto
~'The fundamental propositions in each work are the sameo_ -
' Lamarck Comte and Mill were the main sources: and the
lphilosophy itself is a mixture of athelsmg-Spencerianﬂ’
t snrvivalisrnD positivism'and Reﬁolutionary repnblicanismo"
'Man is presented in a struggle with his fellow creatures for

/

- survival the strongest always Winningg5 and held back from L

3., The word is used here in an‘informal{conteme

.- porary sense, Clemenceau scorned "metaphysicsw in the
_traditional metaphysical sense. - _ .

L, See footnote 3, chapter 2D Po 14

. 5. Au Soir, Vol. II, pps. Whh-4hs. .




self-annihilation by a spa:k of altruism which to Clemen=:
ceaﬁris the one redeeming}viftﬁe'of an otherWisejoompletely
ﬁorthless and despicablebreed° eMaﬁ.is basically emotional,
but he 1is conquering his emotions (which lead him fearfully
aetrey»into self-delusions and dogma like Chrisfianity)6 by
means of an expanding knowledge of himself and his universe.’
In time he will oome-to recognize thef exisﬁence is_a chance
oocurrence in a bigger stream of things than himself‘o8 lQn'
that day his ego will disappear9 along With his need to
subjugate his fellowsg and he will devote himself to a more
enlightened state.10 411 truth is relative but man can find
'happiness in his 1life by ascertaining and obtaining a
temporary knowledge of things by which he can live Within
one lifetimeo With acceptance of his insignifioance'man
becomes humble and altruistic and'breaks-the’trené_of his-
_netural tendenoies to subjugate his fellow menc,11 Until

then; he lives in a world of hate, stupidity and crueitya

.

6o AuASoirD Vol. II, p. 480,

7. Au Soir, Vol. II, p. 514,

8. Au Soir, Vol, I, cho 1,

9. Au Soir, Vol. I, pPPS. 35-36,
10. Au Soir, Vol. zxo‘po'szuof
11. Au Soir, Vol. II, p. 371.
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Women;‘of course, are especlally base because they are
80 weakoiz

The elements of Fin de siecle pessimism are

clearly demonstrated here: Schopenhaﬁerian'wiilo.re1a=
‘tivism, and a.strong awareness of man“s irrationaikemotionaif
'v‘natureo, To Clemenceau9 man had to resolve the difficulties
posed by this pessimism through imposition of a strong
individual will, Clemenceau held a_naive optimism in the
Lamarckian.evolutionary'theoryo Man Wouldﬁprogress to’a
state of rationalistic reflection which could control his
emotive side. But that”this ‘would soon occur was doubtful.
The 1eaning Clemenceau had toward relativism (in seeming ’
contradiction to some- of his scientific views) dispelled
'ultimate optimismo Logically9 it seems that man; by con-
_trolling himself, would only be Wfooling” himself and the
'better the job of fooling he did, the happier he Would be,
A spoiler of foolishrnotionsp such as Clemenceaug could
hardly find his own philosophy agreeable to his. nature°
The relativism comes with shocking surprise to the
reader of Clemenceau who has known him historicallyo For

‘exampleo from a man who was presumably so strongly a demo-

' crat and a republ:‘i.can,7 this statement seens rather strangea

|

!

i

- 12. Au Soir, Vol. II, p. Mllh, e
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. o cAutocracy and democracy derive from totally oppo-
site conceptions but generally resolve themselves
into oligarchlies which group themselves arocund a
monarch or a thousand-headed Demcs, and for which
are substituted popular oligarchies with results
that have not changed since the days of Aristophanes.

I pass by the sick chatter of the so-called
representative system better fitted for inco-= ,
herent words than coherent action. I willingly
risk the aphorism that parliaments are not fit to
govern for reasons which practice has made suffi-=
ciently clear,13 .

Such statements discloée Clemenceau the realistic
cynic behind the guasi-idealistic thinker, and;feinforce
the view that Clemenceau did not really take his public
political philosophy too seriously as an ultimate guide
. to conduct. Witness further this statement given to Jean
Martet which indicates that democracy and republicanism
- at present were mere words to'Clemenceau rather than
Specific political structures to work fors | |

What is there beside democracy--will you tell me
that? Democracy is men--it is man. If man is
foolish and stupid, obviously it’s very embarrass-
ing. ‘But I don’t see any remedy for it. The
annoying and irremediable thing about it all is
that, whether you have a Republic or a Monarchy,
there will always be at the head of the state a
Doumergue, a Descharel or a Charles ﬁx that is,
there will be men, nothing but meno,

Clemenceau seemed to contradlct himself by building

the'%strong“ into a Kantian noumenon like Schopenhauerian

13. Au Soir, Vol. II, p., %462
14, Martet, p. 280, ' -
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w111’ and altruism into a metaphysical morality;15 The
Radlcale destroyed the Church'in-politics‘and education and
Clemenceau derided the concept'of"Godo Yet, llke Pgéuyofhe
came to realize the spiritual vacuum that had been created
in society. Like the Neo=Kantians, Clemenceau ended by
manufacturing metaphysical replacements for GodD in con=
tradiction to the strictly pbsitivist”viewo' Another para=
dox was that for him the surrender of self was essential
to. moral progressn16 Yet, Clemenceau was certainly one of
the most egotistical and self- indulgent Frenchmen of the
era. |

Clemenceau’s positivismxitself was eomething other
than a mere exaggeration of enlightenment empiricismo ge
had become increasingly dependent on the senses and
scientific knowledge by the time he wrote Au Soir; e
depend on the world and the world does not depend on us°”17
Yet, whole sections are devoted to dreaming and imaginationo
This might be characterized as a positivistic approach to_
‘the unconsclous or what Erich Heller termed ®the interiorgm
" Like the early Freud, Clemenceau tried to empiricize fhe

irrational, to define i1t out of existenceais But Clemenceau

15, Au Soir, Volo‘Iodpc 167,
16. Au Soir, Vol. I, p. 166
17. Au Soir, Vol. I, P, 242,
18, Au Soir, Vol, I, pps. 209, 235, 239, 243,
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f

had a recognition of the unconscious that enlightenment

thinkers 1ackedo It had to be dealt with and though he

tried to deny 1t 1n himself it exists both in his fictlon _;ioew

and his action_s° This-philosophy evolves.into a sort of
"souless determinism." Man 1s:a1onevend:ﬁust devote him-
self by his will to a higherebeingo |

Clemenceau was a criticb.end:e;ﬁershione; of mankind
bﬁt his criticism stemmed mostly from:temperamentj not |
' reason. Of‘teﬁD Au Soir reads as'though,Clemehoeaﬁ-were
trying to put forth a "philosopl‘nii.cs’.l«a‘polog;y‘.m for his>life5oi
'Suffice it to eéy for now that-Clemeﬁoeau'ﬁaé ﬁét‘a formalf
'philosopher and his work along these lines 1s not too |
terribly 1ncons1stent and weak for an amateur° But to say 1
that his political life was a constant vconscious applie,
cation of this philosophy is to mistake the ‘self-conscious
.Wou1d=be abstract rationalist With the emotional political-.
romantic° It is the latter that will best explain the man -
historicallye T._ , '7: 7 R

In addition to this already long list of WorksD
Ciemenceau~wrote'some non-fiction: of an;histor;ca; and
bidgraphioal:na_ture° These include His eevefa1'works on
contemporary history'in the Europe-thet.he~kﬁeﬁif1rethandd
These pieces_aie’nationalistic and aﬁézioéiy{prophetic§;
For 'example, he repeatedly predicted aﬁoﬁher‘fiserf;

| Germany and another European War, Thisipfophesyiisi : S




I1lustrative of the dour and pessimistic tone-ef theee
booksol? They are interesting politicai studies whieh

suffer most from Clemenceau's greatest weakneSs'in state
affaifs, a lack of economie understandingcr There are aleof_"
two biographies which are noteworthy because they give a
,picture of two personages who represented much of the ideal.
to Clemenceau. These two books are almost as ‘useful as
Clemenceau’s fiction in describing his own charac-ter° Y.’etD
they are restrained in this sense by nhe scope of’the

chronologieal or categorical milieu in which they afe cast,

, ' .
The one, Demosthenes, describes events too distant from

Clemenceau's present. The other, Claude Monet;'the Water
i,ilieso concerns a man who wWas S0 oblivious te his social
and political.surreundings_that the author’s own feelings
 for his era and envi:onment do not transcenf'MonetDS values,.

De‘fnosthenes0 written in 1926, is an idealistic eulogy

of the ancient Athenian hero. Clemenceau felt a cord of
affinity with the Athenian patriot who dared defy his townSe‘
-men to the point_of his own death in an attempt to save them
from themselves, Demqsthenes was a selfeassured individual0

~distraught with his eeunteren”s.laziness-and~de0adenceo

19, E.g., These include: American Reconstruction
1865-1870, trans. Margaret MacVeagh (New York: DeCapo
Press, 1969)D Grandeur et Misere d°’une Victolre (PariS°
Plon, 1930). :
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Clemenceau's identification with such a man andfthelsitua~,

'tion in which he found himself was natural and is'made ﬂ

strikingly clear in. statements like thisav

Let a man nobly stake his best ‘and finest self
on a cause superior to all contingencliles and
the calculations of self-interest will vanish
like fog before the gale. When the hero risks -
more than his life he gauges hls chances with = =
the laudity that his energy in the height of L
" battle gives him.20 T

Clemenceau had this to say about Athens wLife is S

.beautiful by its songs but there needs to be some enntf
deavour to sing, "2l | U
But what endeavour had'Deuosthenes?_tioisave

Athens? For what? Her republicauism, democracy,efreee,_
dom_of choice? Clemenceau'refers to»en old:theﬁe of his
‘in apparent refutation of this ideas: M»’Since__-th'e.tlawv-ofAV'
man‘is to change, all*huﬁen affirmations should.te-left

a free chance to evolve--monarchyn oligarchy and democracy 1 
are nought but phases of the law of the strongest about
_toAbe displaced.,"‘?2 . . -

-In private,.Clemenceau seems‘to have:fatofed_a _

benevolent oligarchyfconsiSting'of “enlightepedﬂindividuals5'

, 20, Clemenceau Demosthenesg transo-Charles Miner .
Thompson° (Boston: ‘Houghton Mifflin Conn 1926) I .

21, Demosthenes, po 27°

22. Dé&mosthenes, 109, Note also the sections
in Au Soir -on the forms of government° Vol Il PpPS.

'395=EOE~




such as himself, who could oversee the delicate balance be=
"tween man s anarchic maturation and the need for political .
stability. Hopei“ully_D at'some point in timeg the Nation |
nould become aware-of its'inevitablepstruggle toward al-

. truism., Clemenceau could play Demosthenes to France s s."
Athens even at the expense of his republican ideals as a
sort of caretaker until the.day of enlightenmentog An 639'-
ample of the type of individual that Clemenceau uould conf'r

sider “enlightened“ is found in his second biography ’

publishedvthree years later, Claude Monet, the Water Lilieso'
Monet was Clemenoeau s closest friend and perhaps 7.
~his only one in all his lifetime°23 Monet was uncorrupted dn
by society and politics: enough for Clemenceau to trust him
and they shared many scientific and artistic beliefsg o

We mean to 1ive in societyg'while preserving as

much as possible of our personality from con- - ;.
"straint--which implies a group of contrary quali- .
ties associated in a variety of ways...We are still .
in the first stages of its solutlion, and the main
progress we have made 1s in no longer sending a .

man to the gallows for a "yes" or "no® all timed,
according to the . opinion of the greatest numbernzn

And as for Monet° "What does Monet”s 1ife teach? 7-=t'<

riSomething for.art but especially something for humanity

‘ 23. ‘Wythe Williams, The Tiger of France (New York°‘
Duell Sloan and Pearce, 1949), p. 254 and. Marteto Do 203°

24 Clemenceauo Claude Monet, the Water Lilies
Garden City, New York: Doubleday Doran and Coo, 1930) ppso

'ﬂ55 and 6.



since all art reduces itself asrknonledge itself doesé to'
-expressions of sensitivity "25 | - . =
Monet symbolized society s altruistic, creative
side to Clemenceau. An artist with a souly'a man at peace
with himself and the world which is the embodiment of man-
kind"s highest aimo26 Monet caught tne'GOnstantbrela=
'tivity of things and the universe~in¢hi'sscientific_styleo
and yet he presented it with the drama and emotion nece
essary to strike a response in man°27 He is presenting
verifiable observable “proof“ of the relative nature of
things by capturing light and movement on his canvas., The
'remotional aesthetic response within us represents tne
highest form. of evidence man has to be convinced of‘this
‘relativity. . ‘I.‘husD like Clemenceau, he represents neither |
the irrational nor the rational, but an- attempt to make a
systematic and sclentific, and, therefore9 reasonable
formulation of what is, in fact "unconsciouso - This was
.the boast of Sigmund Freudf’s - self- styled Wpsychoanalysiso
which was to end in making Nconscious"'what had.beenAWun='
',conscious" ‘in the mentally ill or neurotic person°
| These two friends, though they shared opinions in

.science.and:art9 were opposites,in personalityol Monet was

25. Claude Monet, The. Water Lilies9 po 9o~

26° Claude Monet, The Water LiliesD po 77

27, Claude Monet, The Water Lilies° ppso 73 7@
and ppso 163 164, : _ o
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-retiring, contempiative and artistic. Clemenceau was

tirelessly active, arrogant and praCticalo " The two ful-

filled needs in each other. Clemenceau badly needed some- e

one to trust: His relations wiﬁh4WOmen were the frivolous
- sparrings of a dandy. Men were_all'coﬁpetitersg and
Clemeﬁceau felt superior to moet of them.. Monet was
honest and dependaﬁly unresisting»foeC1emenceau”s demic
neering nature yet he could be admired for the talents he
had which Clemenceau lacked; vieion.end artistic talenﬁo.
To Monet Clemenceau was a refreshing reepite from the e :
abstract world. He needed the_perpeﬁual advice-giving

and bossing which Clemenceau handed'out to all around him°
Clemenceau said of some eorrespondenee with Monet which he
came across after Monet'’s deaths:.ml don’t know what they |
" contain:s friendship and scolding probablyo That“s what
my life’s been made up of ., I can“t,like anyone without

scolding’'lrl.ii,mo“"?*'8

Fictionnalntroduetion
Clemenceau wrote fiction during two periods of hiS‘

life. Both periods were quite similar in several respects.

- During both as far as he could foresee, his active politi- __‘

cal life was at an end., The first began in 1893 after the

Panama Scandal and began to end in 1897 With the opening

28, Martet, po 2160”'“
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of the Dreyfus Affairo During this period he produced
his one novel and most of his short stories and a playg

Le Voile du Bonheur, The second period came after he re=

gigned the Premiership in 1920° In this period, which
Jasted until he turned to non=fiction in the mid=20"s3

Clemenceau Wrote1a'few stories which appeared,with some

0ld ones in Aux Ambuscades de la Vie and another play,

Le débart pour Cytﬁ%reg which has since been’iosta

Now Clemenceau thrived on action. He was uneasy
and irritable‘when he was not active. Anothervvery per-
tinent factor te consider here is Clemenceau’s healrho’
He was in good sﬁape until his death but he did'suffer
from two physical handicaps which may have strongly
affected his mental”health° First, he had diabetes be‘=
fore the discovery of insulin which is now considered a -
cause of chronic iliihumoroz9 ,Secondg he hadlarskin dis-
ease on his hands which neeessitated the eonstantAwearing
of gloves., This could easily have‘been a source of never

ending irritability to a man who so loved to'fish~and hun

to

FWhen thrown into circumstances barring him from politicso

he retired to his writing desk or his newspaper, This, -

however, could never fill the emptiness left‘by,vacating.*

a spot at the hub of political activity;

29. wWilliams, p. 285
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' Just how reserved and aloof Clemenceau felt he had
to be is indicated by this statement to Jean Martet:
But if you ever want to take up politics as a
career, Martet, and want to get anywhere don’t
worry yourself with questions of liking. XKeep
- yourself always 1in readiness to break with your .
friends. Otherwise you will be lost, lost.,: You
will never be able to carry through what you have -
decided to do.__In politics it is your friends who
hold you back. : . o
But 1t was in the periods of inactivity that his
ﬁnbounding self confidence and will:power flagged and he:
beoame uncertain and introspectiveoi He was off his guard
when he felt alone, bitter and resentful.
| Clemenceau was not a great writer° Some of his

short stories are excellent but his novel, Les Plus Forts,

| the plays and most of the stories are merely interesting
at best. One glaring weakness was.in,his handling of his
eﬁaracterso‘ They are sketchy and nebulousofVWe cannot;ex=
V'l amine their makeup to find that of Clemenceau° Eten thoughi'
he had enduring doubts about his strength and ability while
" he was Writing creatively, Clemenceau did not reach the
peint of deepp'introspective se1f=analysis,and examina=
“tion., This 1s reflected in his fietibnal character who are -
not pe:sonalities but personifications of some aepect of
man. So we cannot look here for Clemenceau. Rather we

must look at the world that Clemenceau creates in his works,

30, Martet, p. 78
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As inrnis life and his non=fictionorthisrworld was filledh
With'socio=politico-inconsistenciee which compiled tnema
selves into es nebulous a wholefas was his lifeD it would‘
appear, from reading what most hietorians have written‘of
him, | | i‘
| But there is another world presented here that is
censistent and complete'in the'sense that motivation, ac-
tion and thought interrelate with each other in a dis--
cernible pattern of arrangement. It is the emotienal‘world )
of feeling, not thought. 'This‘world comes to light through
his fiction,_esbecially since those pefieds ofCrejectien :
and self.dcubt brought forth the overridingremotion govef=4
ning Clemenceau's personality-=f‘earD endAmost'partieularly;
feaf of the imnlications of 1ate~nineteenth~0entury thoughtq
Perhaps a brief sumnary of his fictionai§ taken as a whole,
may make this point clearer, and, thereforeg give deeper
understanding to the otherwise seeﬁinglyfembigueus

Clemenceau,

Summary of Fiction

The first work of fiction produced by Clemenceau '

was his one novel in 1898, Les Plus Forus° : The book was a

miserable flop and Clemenceau s attempts as a novelist ended
abruptly. However9 after the Great;War all of Clemenceau s

works had a renewed popularityo Les Plus Forts was transa'

lated and published in English in 1919. Clemenceau took
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his novel serious1y as indicated by the sincere soﬁﬁre tone,
There emergés a dramatic presentation of sémé.of the major
Clemenceéu idealso' |

The book cdnéefns a young aristocrat, Henri de
Pumaufréyg who leaves,his country estate:in-Pbitou tbzgo.
to the Paris of the éecond‘Empire9 Whefe he'fuiné-himéelfoV
He returns to his country home and falisvin,love'wifh
Claire, the wife of'Domihique Harlé; a manufacturer acquain~
tance of Henri“so- They.have'an affair; but Claire dies _'
giving birth to their daughter, Claudiao- Henri,devOtésv
hiﬁself to his illegitimate daughter as a profective‘°uncle“,:
but he comes more and more 1nto conflict with harle who
determines to marry the girl into polltically and socially
powerful circles. To accomplish this, Harle enlists the,
sid of Madame dé Fourchamps, a Parisian social;climber.and
manipulator. As Henri pointé out,‘a struggle develops be-
tween these characters for Claudia’s future: "You have to
choose between vulgar pleasures which are oniy appearances,
and the true happiness, the human happinesé’which comes.from
.a life nobly spento"Bl | | |

Meanwhiiep'another‘strﬁggle builds'between Harié/
and his mistreated workers who become increéélngly vidlent

~as the cénditioﬁs-in Harlé's plant become less bea‘:rable° The

31, Clemenceau, Les Plus Forts (The Strongest) (Gare
den City,- New York: Doubledayp Page and Col,p 1920)9 Po 54,
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: book climaxes when Henri"s efforts to save Claudia from a.
pleasure filled but banal existence fail and she pledges
herself to an empty marriage with a young politiciano
Fourchamps manages to snag Harle for herself Henri des-
perate, exposes Claudia’s true birth to Harle who has Just‘

received the news that his plant is under attack by the'

workers. There is a violent confrontation but Henri (also .

‘a staunch defender of the workers) has only Words for  ’-:-,s
weapons and they fall empty on Harle"® s:unconoernedAearso
Yet Henrl does not despair that Claudia'will'never‘come to
her'senses and awaits the daj.tnat the entire Worldo_aS"'
symbolized»by Claudia, will come to a better.understanding' 
of itself and change lts values to a 1ess'na£eriaiist'io‘-._ :‘
The story itself is interesuing'and-fairlybenter=
_taining but suffers from several glaring weaknesses° Fore;'s
most among these is its style° Clemenceau is not as awk-= -
iward and cumbersome here as 1n many of. his other works9 but
‘he still barely ambles along. His dialogue', “when. he in-
:,Jects his simple and direot debating style 1s lively and .
.Finf’ormativeD yet this is at the expense of having his
haracters‘seem 1ikevdidactio robotso mere mouthpieces in“

‘a dlalogue rather than real characters with motivation and

ipersonalityo Les Plus Forts has been aptiy deseribed as

a roman'a thése (novel{ﬁith a thesls). Clemenceau brings
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forth the old rational principles here again: evolution,
rule of thevstrongestg'aﬁd”anticlericalism;' In additioﬁ;

- the novel suffers some because of the lack of'éubstance in
its principals. Whenever‘fhey do speak, it ié inilongD
drawn out speeches, often quite emotional andffearéfillgd;’
However, aﬁ undercurrent of something less éelfc
consciously composed and mére~comp1ei émité from this
straightforward and melodraﬁatic story. ¥A vibraht gefsohair
Teel for-the world subtly seeps from beneath the stilted"
and awkward style. For examplé;’iébor is.pefsoﬁified in
the manner‘of the ancient cmgods”\'of the Romans aﬁd fhe
Greeks.,. Nb longer 1is it treafed as a political force to
be contended with or a social class io be dealt with as
in Clemenceau’s non-fiction; ever hovering in'the'background'.
it is a gfdwingg smoldering force. When Labor'does appear
as an individual face (e.g., Jean Qué%év thevshop'foreman)o'i.
it is one to whom Clemenceau is sympathetic;’ Yet, when
Laboz?‘organizesn and strikesD it is a dangerous threat to
Clemenceau., Henri’s cries of protest turn to panic as he
predicts the upsurge of workers all over the nation. .Heréq
Clemenceau reveals that his failure to help,LaBor_politi=v
cally is due to'perSonai fear. o
Clemenceau did noﬁfundérstand Labor; and despite
ﬁis personal work as a dbcﬁér for the unwashedg he cbuld

not overcome a deepééeated distrust of them. He was an
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individﬁél téo proud for any groﬁp,aﬁfiliations and brgané
ized Labor presented him with a mob;TrHisiarr§gance planted
a Walllﬁetween him and Labor, despiﬁe hié:altruiétic
philoséphyo This is one example of the value his fiction
has., By revealing Clemenceau's personal reactions, it can
gi&e the lie to, or help us understand, hié_public and.

philosophical ones.

i

In 1898 also, with the opening*of the Dreyfus Affair,

there appeared a series of sketches on Jéwish life, Au Pied

du Sinaio Here legend and fiction~Weré intermixed to form
a 1audation>on the Jewlsh race, -Clemencéau'euidgized the
3ewish resiliency, energy and will td»survivea Hg also
.cfiticiiéd somne of their-"legendary”_fauitsD nétably.theiﬁ
bverconcernlwith money. Considéring the circumstances
under which the book was written, and itéfuéé as a propa-
g;nda vehicle in the Dreyfus Affalfpfit has little value
as a meaﬁs of understanding Clemenceau,‘exéeﬁt possibly to
uﬁderscore hisiopportunism and hypo@riéy;frﬁe,waé known to

hold different opinions of Jéws on othérroécaSidnso In

describing'the 1619 Peace Conference he said this to Martet:

“There 1s one fellow in there...I wonder what became of
him., I mean Orlando...A chap whq-was'argreat,deal more

cunning was Sonnino. A JeWe.oo."% And: "He's a Jew but

32, Martet, pps. 186-187
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he”s a’good-Jew° There are sone good Jewsom33 And
| i-Clemenceau sald this. about Kletz WThe only Jew. I- have
ever met who Xknows nothing about finance°?34_ |

The next year Clemenceau tried nisfnand’as a playé';
wright. He wrote a play that was performed in 19oih_if7’

Le Voile du bonheur. It ran two’nights and'folded It“

plot concerns a blind Chinese, Tchang—I who lives in a
cloud of serenity surrounded by devoted friends9 a loving
wife and a dutiful son., A Western physician offers
Tchang-I the opportunity to regain his sight with a drug |
‘but cautions him that if.the drug is administered'improper=f'
.1y, he wiil be permanentlyrblindedo— Without teliingvanyone; ;J
Tchang-T takes the drug only to discover that his best -
friend 1s having an affair with.hisuwifefand“stealing his
| jna_nufacturing-ideasD while his'SOnﬁisrwiid,and.irresponé'
sibleo' He makes himself permanentlyﬁbiind'by=ouerdosing
and persuades himself that what he saW was a Western
magically=induced dream9 thus continuing to live happilyoi
| This play has confused most of Clemenceau s o
biographers since he seemed to be advocating resignation
and blinding oneself to problems° -BatherD Clemenceau. was
-expressing'the desires ofimanito.esoabefthe misery of the_

world. Clemehceau”s,growingvsense'of-the[world.of'theflnjf“‘

330 Martet, p;“207
' 34s._Jackson, pail36;v
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- interior was certainly apparent ih_this piece. Tchang-IX
desfroyed his new-found powers.of-empirical obseivation

| because he did not.like mhat he saw. He was abie to creafe
a more serene world with his imag‘ination° Clememceeu‘at
once defined the 1nteriorvworld'aemillusory and és'?efy
powerful with this bit of drama. He was doubting the truth
of the non-empirical world, but notmifézexistence-nor its '
strength. | <_

The rest of Clemenceau“s fiction is his short
stories and it 1s anyone'’s guess as to when some of these
were Written° Suffice it to say that many -were ertten in :
this period but most appeared 1n the second period of '

writing in Aux Ambuscades de la Vie (1920), hey are'

eéSily his best fiction and some of,his best writinggb'
‘They are tight, well—constructed stor&es In a naturalist
,vein.amd.a few of them could stand-ﬁb to anythihg Maupassant
or Zola Wrotea - There are character studies9 short tales
and stories told through dialogue° ‘They will be. referred
to and summarized later as is neceséary fo illustrate a
point., |

As previously mentiohed;¥01emeheeéu wrote-enOther

play, Le_ débart pour CythErep'Which this author COuld notr'

find. According to Martet, 35 it Was a one=act comedy0 very

melancholic and an attack on the 1nstitution of . marriage

35. Martet, p. 190.
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as being stifling to love. It Was Written in the second

period also and was.héver?pérfbrmed;"

This then Was the;fictidn of,Ciemenéeaﬁ;: Liké his

non-fiction, it contains'hb‘conSistent socio%politiéél- ,f
philosophy or program. But something of the inher.r |
Clemenceau comes through, soﬁething opé Can:use—fo under-
stand him andain so ﬁnderstanding him, understand_why‘hé_

did what he did historically°



CHAPTER'4
| CLEMENCEA_U‘"S FEARS .
--Georées Cleﬁenceaﬁ has always beeﬁ'an elusive
historical figureo Unlike a Charlemagne or a Napoleon,
he never seemed to have a grand séheme or a bold,ﬁiéion
in mind. At times this "bad Eoy of the 6hamberw seemed
a perfectly obnoxious brat as he toppled ministry after 3
ministry with no apparent public'rho_tiveo 4And once in
powér as Prime Minister of Francey-heilacked'aims,fpro?
gram aﬁd direction with the ekception of World Warll when
ﬁe found a goal in victory°  1 h o
Clemenceaun’s stand on speqifig issues Was‘éferr
tenuous to the point that he often appears opportuniétic
and hypoéritical, Yét, he éould'$take everything»oﬁ a
fhrow of the pdlitical'dice and rétéiﬁvperfect compdéur§@ 
He approached politics as most men,ﬁoﬁld a gamé.or;a sport.
It was a competitive testingvgrbund fdr his enofmous‘egéo
He had notions and ambitions but they were inextricably
| intermeshed with his personality. Clemenceau Wés;a.ﬁan
govefned by pefsonal‘hopeS'and fears, some of«them petty_
and some of them quite profouhdg,{Like Hemingﬁayp hé_had.
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a_bersopal code that extended into public life° Clemenceau
ehad a code, a.sort'of'ﬁefsonalv"spiritualﬁ aﬁproach'tO'lifeo
He_used it as ultimate‘judge over himself and othersfr-He
had philosophical and scientific theories, but if they ever
got in'the way of this quasi—Spirituel instinctive abproachD'
they were quiokly‘forgotten° It was the drama of politics
that,enraptured Clemenceau9 the ups and downs9 the cutthroat
infighting and the constant activityo_ A man as realistic
and cynical as Clemenceau could not ‘anchor himself in- this
- active type of life with abstract philosophical notions or |
political theories° Clemenceau was avfighfer and s de-
stroyer9 not a bullder. The cause heofought for mosﬁeoften
:was gratification of his own personal code° He was a'fof%
midable enemy and a harsh and terrible critic but the person
of whom he was most demanding was himself°

7 He was a fightero an activist; but for what cause?
Like Demosthenes or Henrl de Puymauf‘ray0 his fictional,herog
his reasons for figﬁting»were notiworth‘his efforts, -But
still he had to act, “When a man asks himself what 1__s'»
meant by action he proves that he isn't a man of aotiono.
Action is a lack of balance, Ih order tolaot you muét»be
somewhat»insaneo A reasonablevsensible man is setisfied

'thinking;°°°W1 This was the cOnfession of a man;without._

1. 'Martetg.po 75,



| | | 53
ideals. Complete admission of "the strongest® or Waltrﬁism”
as-metaphysical-absolutes waslprévented by his positivisticﬁ
reiativistic bent., He had'nothihg to depend upon but him;g,
self and to accept:the irratioﬁal as a part of himself was
to accept irrational actions. Clemenceau’s ego would not
admit to irrational actions and’yet his career was fullrof
them., If hls world was one without’tfaditional values to
lean on, it was his fault as much as anyone'’s. "Fbr Clemen-
ceau had been one of the-allétoé~eager Republicéns thét |
destroyed the Church and the uppér,classes in the»late‘
ﬁineteenth'century French sociétyé"'Like many men of this
~ century, his ﬁew=fouﬁd individualism‘was at oncelé hopefui'v
and a terrifyihg thingo The,dangers-of mediocrity and
corruption in a materialistie, talent=6riented'society
. were all tbo apparent to Clemenceau. |
Clemenceau’s ”thinkingwp 1oé°, his prdgram'énd his
- philosophy, came as afterthoughts'ahd in moments of rélaxé=
tion., Most of his historical influence was accomplished by
the man in action. Such a man, ﬁemporafily vold of a broad
scheme df things can act on one basis only--instinct-- an
instinct governed by his péréonal §ode; This code emquied'
the "spiritual® side of Glemencéau”that his republican-

positivist background tried to stifle,

Clemenceau’s code and his instincts can be found in- .

several places with some hard iodkingo They were nowhere ‘
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set.down in‘their'en»tirety° But pefhaps the.bestrplacerto_'
look for them is in the one area Wherertheiman describes‘
_the world in dramatic.emotional temmsb'iHis.viénetteSiand ;,‘h
’his’biographieS'are good fOr_thisrpurposegthut so alsoﬁisi;
‘his fiction. | | | R

Clemenceau’s world was a troubled one. Manimas |
corrupt, Aweak 4stupid and hYpocritical;Z-He'collectedEhim«If'
self into ruthless mobs or overbearing oligarchies and en» o
slaved his fellow. Hope lay not in God or an afterlife butl
in man's own future;rin the time,rhowever distant when man
would evolve into an,alti'uisticbeingo But what of:the -
present--how was onefto survive here'and’nowlnithoutrbe=,
coming either a slave himself or part of the ruling seg='
‘Hment of society? This was the riddle of llfe to- Clemenceauolr
As a public official he was- concerned with the future of
| “all mankind and particularly that of his countrymeno Xet
his actions and thought were dictated by his own personal
struggle with'lifeo._How.could-he, the politician and .
statesman, retain his independence and;self respeot-while;r“
beiné pressured everyday by different&elements inisociet&‘
who would try to sway him in one direction or another?

»How could he do something for man without d01ng a lot for
a. few specific men? ‘How. could Clemenoeau satisf§ hisﬁaij'
immense ego that he was a special beingv cleanerm -than A
‘his fellows? Clemenceau had ideals which were discussed |

B i
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in previous chapters, but helwas too much the realist, too
much the practical politician to pay them much heed in every%' o
day affairs° He needed something more personal and more .
relative tq live by; This something was fabricated ffom the
world in which Clemenceau found himself and hie personal
remedy for the moral dangers in his oﬁn'existence on this
planet. , 7_ 7 o

_ -This best place to begin is’With'thisitroubled
world of Clemenceau, Tﬁis wes a worldefun Ey eombinations
of "les plus forts®--the strongest%;oligarchic elites who -
temporarily collected enough powerlin'ohe,place'to have

sway over all activity 1ln that place; be it socilal, peliti=

cal or economic. In Les Plus Forts.attaihihg‘this power was:
the central.cencern of all characters:ﬁith‘the exceptlions,
Hafl_é‘fs‘Wifeg Claire, Henri's friend, Deschars, and Henril
de PuymaufrayD the hero. ' |

The reader will recall that in Les Plus Forts, Henri

had returned from a debauched existence in a -corrupt Paris.
to a leisurely existence on his country‘estate‘in Bretagneo_
Here he had met and wooed Claire Harlez;the wife of an in-
dustrie.list acquaintance. Claire died‘-...-g_iving.birth. to |
Claudia, Henri's illegitimate daughtergu As‘Claudia grew
older, she was torn between affectionffor her "uncle“ Hehri
and duty toward her insensitive ”fatherm.ﬂarlei Henri
wished to see her marry for love, and Harlé wished fo fur-

ther his own prestige and'power'byfmerrying her to someone



56
with both of these, Etienne Montperrier, a young and banal
deputy. Henri was visited by a young friend just‘returning
from travels in the East, Deschars. . Now Deschars was Henri®s
cholce for Claudia’s hand, mostly because he lacked this de-
sire for power and money. Yet, he also lacked both sub-
stitute goals and the will to resist a comblination of the
.strongest. Hence, to Clemencéau9 he,fepresented much that
was wrong with France following the Franco-Prussian War.

The generation that followed the War of 1870

was a generation of observers., Discouraged from

action by the defeat of their elders, our young

men devoted themselves to contemplation. They

wrote, sang, some of them even thought. But the

mainspring of their will never was wound up to

the striking point, because it lacked a sufficlent

concentration of energy. Those that presumptuous=

ly assumed the power to act had neither foresight

nor method and only added to the confusion.

Deschars was one of his’generation;ooﬁont=

perrier seemed to have an advantage over him for

he had chosen to take part in something which for

good or ill, useful or not, was concerned with

the supposed evolution of the future. If Deschars

had had a great human object in view he could pers

haps have carried Claudia off without argument...

- But what "human object® would be worth pursuing?

Did not Deschars represent exactly that slde of Clemenceaun
which doubted all around him? 'Méntperrier symbolized the
mediocrity and materialism, the banaiities and.oorruption
of modern.French society, Clemenceau ¢ou1d not accept.the

trend toward theserends;kyét he could neither deny nor

2. Les Plus Forts&kpo‘224
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' arrest tnat trend;‘ But Clemenceau ‘was no quittero Far )
from resigning himself to Deschars" retiring pose, he struck
out in every direction with the rabid energy of frustration.
Clemenceau justified his external actions with the internal
code. This code also answered any doubts he had aboutvcon=
'tinuing the struggle of existence even- as it directed his
'political actions. .

For his ownvera,'Glemenceau_belieted thercher of -
“the strongest® was based on economicso thhe strongeStﬂ;

'fuled over capital and.productionovasreign that extended

itselfsinto the socio=poiitical"sphere until all cultural

aetivity was guaged by monetary standardsoe A good defini— a.'f

tion of this all=- encompassing fact of life and the resil=ﬂlt
t iency of such a nature of things wasAlaid~out;byzHenri.to ATA
.claudiao R o o ‘
What you call the °world’ is simply 2 union of the.
-strongest...And when you're done with brute force, .
money is the power which includes everything...the
past is breaking up and new groups are forming; but .
they are groups of the strongest-as always, to—day
the strongest are the richest first of all that°
the brutal fact°3 _
Any concern®the strongest“_might have for the Weak'>'
-was similar to that of a man for his animals-»affecticn

. proportional to service of thevanimalou - Thus, charity and 3

3. Les Plus FortS¢ pg.79o

L., Clemenceau, Aux Ambuscades de la Vie, “The
Bullfinch and the Maker of Wooden Shoes" (Garden CltyD
New York: Doubleday Page and Co.y 1920)D pe 174 :
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'welfare.were.predioated on selfeinferestol Bafon Oppertg_an
a,liy'of‘Fourohampso and Harie’described'éﬁe menner in WEich
“the'strongest” satisfied and deluded ?Labor“'into a state
, of oomposure° AFactory towns withﬁsohools and hospitals
wererbuilt'for them which'ensleve theﬁ to'tﬁeir,masterSPS.
Clemenceau, himself, spoke out:iﬁ theieerly‘pagesfoff

Les Plus,Forts:

There is an art of using the words ‘devotion?’ and
?sacrifice® so that they call up emotions quite
distinct from those that they should connote. -
What is more banal than the exhortation to be
charitable?-~and what action is more rare than
disinterested help, given without hope of heaven-
ly recompense or worldly praise? - Organized charity
of church or state, subjecting each and all to

the prevailing formula, becomes an excusg for fero-
cious egotism, freed from all restraint, S

Here Clemenceau recognized .the tendencies of those_f'
who went "to do for others®™ to becoﬁeeegotistical and'self;f-}
righteous martinets° RecallingAthat'Clemenoeau'feared the
. desire of the masses to act for themselvesD he obviously Wes
neither soclialist nor communisto‘ That statement rejected
the twentieth~century notion of ”liberala"' Other than the.:
conservative posture, there has beenynolother program put
forth in the last two hundred yeersrfongoverning society,
'And yet, Clemenceau was no conservative (see page 6#), _ or

-the conservative side was that of ”the strongest g One

reoognizes that there was the same;absenoe of a.conSistents

5.  Les Plus Forts, b;e255;

6. Les Plus Forts, p..35. . .
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politicalvphilOSOphy evident ih his flction Jjust as tﬂere
- was in his otﬁer_writing° He could not stand by the side
and allow the'continuance of ﬁhe dictatorship of monéy and
position that Spengler termed “Caesaristo“ He was caught

in the individualist society that Tocqueville had warned -

against in Democracy In America and Burckhardt in Form and

Ffeedomo Yet Clemenceau WOuld not permit government to

lead the way out of the quandary. The dangers of totali=rt :1

tarianism were too great. France must remain free above

all,

“The good,® those who aCted:from_disinﬁerésted;~al= "'J

trulstic motives were also %the wéék” since by definition,'
they wereAavérse to combining ﬁith-others‘to present'theif;
case. Henrl summed it up in this manneér; ®You have to sWiﬁ
with thekcurrento If you go,against_itD you are assured_éf
defeat on earth with a doubtful triumph ﬁéyond»thé grave as
consolation,®’ ' | |
When dissatisfaétion with "the strongest® spread,
there was a gathering~of new forces which combined to un-. -
seat_the'current elite and install themselves., This was

the role "Labor" played all through Lestlus Forts, and, to

.Clemenceau; it Wasgevery bit as'despicable as the role of 
"the strongest™ themselves, Henri'treated'his own workers

quite equitably and was sympathetic~to their situation.

70_ Les Plus'Fortsqk?g 80'»”&'
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But, as their complaints became increas1ngly organized and

=.demandingo he changed his pleas for understanding to wordsi‘,f‘Vs

of warningb It soon became too late for a peaceable sett1e=.r
mento Violence and destruction broke out and the old
battlelines between the established ellte and a new gathering
of force were redrawn, Labor came’ to recognize ‘the inevis .'
‘tability of such a struggle through the voice of Jean Quete0 o
'Harle 'S, shop-foremano - -

oooTo hear M, Harlé - speak you would think he was o

St. Vincent de Paul. Is he a manufacturer of_paper_-~

because he wants to make money, or because he wants

to give it away. If it’s to give away why does he - -

keep as much as he can for himself? If it’s to _

make money why is he always telling us about his.

favours? The only time he is really sincere is

when he says, °'I am the strongest.’ All right, let

him be-=u§til the time when strength will be on '

- our side, o .
Clemenceau had no more sympathy with these wou1d=be

‘new bossesuthan he had. with-the~old oneso. Labor was . just
-another nmob, The mob  of the 18?0 Commune lived again
-through the background of thunder and darkness created by
the stream of telegrams pouring into Paris from Harle“s
countryside factory towno Each cable was another brush=
'stroke.creating a canvas of impending doonm and:theiominouS*'
crackling of vlolence. ForfonceD the action in Clemenceau“s
fiction was more dramatic than the dialogueo_'As~theifierce=

ness of_the strike mounted, so did the confrontation

betweengﬁenri and Harle for“CIaudia-s futureo' In the ‘climax o

8. Les Plus Forts, p. 112,




| 61
of both conflicts Harlg-perseveredD but both problems
remained only temporarily resolved, Anything, aﬁy foree,
_be it big business, the state, or labor that took on the
trappings of Ythe strongest“ was a threat to Clemenceau. |
He could be as vigorous against strikers as against big
businesso9 | | '. ' . |

The combination that concerned Clemenceau most .
-during his own li'fetime,,'however9 ﬁas that of busiﬁesé and

,nobilityg because this was the one With which he had most

often to contendo' HarleD in Les Plus Forts0 was the perfectj;a

example of the new businessman--aggressive, domineeringo"
selfish and insensitive to the feellngs. of those areundfhim;
He appfopriétely pledgedAmarriége with Contesse de Fourf
champs9 the debauched and aging aristocratn fully-aware»thaﬁ
this pact renresented a class unlono

He often sald that the aristocracy of wealth ought
not to_refuse 1its support to the ungilded nobility.
One possessed the present hour, the other was the -
~ornament of centuries of history. They should

walk together in broad daylight united under the
Holy Father..,first they had to push back the Revol-
ution...Harle was the man to hold back the mob.

His workers never made a false step...through him
the upper classes could Win back their h01d010 ‘

In Aux AmbusoadesD the story, "Aunt Rosalie’s

Inheritance®, concerns a Vendeean personage, Rosalie, who

9, See Chapter 2, p. 16,
10. Les Plus Forts, p. 61.
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‘has no wealth of her own but has some very prominent rela=';’:

tions. . She persuades the townspeople that she will one day;.;5's

s'have,control of the family’s wéalth and'receives-their
constant adoration in return. With her maid, Victorineg.shés-
‘mentally makes wills'for'her imaginary richeso ‘The town
comes to believe she really is rich and upon her deatho'they'i'
‘march to ﬁer house to find a will. Ts preserve Rosalie’s 7'
- gpod name, Victorine burns all the pabers disclosing the tfué' 
situation, but unhappily she Sfarts a fire and burns herself
as well, The,towﬁ belleves Victorine to.be an agentrof: “
Bosalie“s wealthy relatives who want the "money" back a.nd."‘.'~
they throw her in an obscure gré.ve° Rosalie they bﬁry ﬁith:'
religious fervor in a big grave, | -
Perhaps i1t was the respect that lower clagses
- afforded the rich and wellbred that irked Ciemenceéu‘more ; 
- than the upper classes themselves, The small-mindedness of
those outside of “the strongest" was often a subject of |
Clemenceau’s’ f‘ictiono He was discouraged in his attempts to: 
dsride the union of nobility and wealth by the deference
ii which was shown this union by the peasan#, Sﬁsll Shop—ownerrf
'or iaborer in the soclial sphere if not in the economico»"
Perhaps Clemenceau'’s best'stor‘y'everp which‘first’appeared o

in Au fil des Jours, was "La RouletteoDo

This tale describes a gypsy who rides into a country

town. atop a cart with his child. He is treated With
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suspicion during a stay which'is cut short by“his own sudden'
death, due, perhaps, to & heart attack., His child'is sent |
to_a workhouse and g farmer takesr;thedonkey° The cart 1is f
stripped of everything useful. :ihe gypsy“s wife éhows up
some time later and reclaimé the chiid° The donkey has
since died, but when she tries to demand "la roulette," the
cart, she is harried out of town. The sinister mood of the
town towards this non-conforming element of society is vivid-
ly described by Clemenceaﬁ° He artistically depicts
fear-filled eyes and hateful scowls as they respond as one .
to this threat against a materialistlic sense of propriety, N

The selfish concern for maﬁefiél things and the>_

anti-individualism of man discouraged Clemenceau to. the

point that he often W¢ndéred whéfher man could ever salvage‘-ki}u

himself from a “souless" existence. Those small country
people were the foundation éf the Radical Party, Clémenceau“s '
party. Yet he was dismayed by their éélf=interested views

as he battled big buSiﬁessQ:fhé poﬁerfﬁl state, or organized
.labor oh their behalf. Like thé prdtagonists of his

writing, the rewards were not worth his efforts. He was
alone, a single man against the mob. But he was never a . -
quitter. If man lived to p1ease'o£her'men9 he would be led‘;‘
to suleide, If for nothing else, let man 1ive for himself,

-for his own prideol1

11, Au Soir de la Pensee, Vol. II, p. 149,
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Thus Clemenceau fought the masses on one side and
the wealthy bourgeois=nobility axis on the othere, Hé‘
feared men wherever they shared values and opinions-on a
class scale or in any self-interested action. But:sinceg'
to him, the upper classes most threatened France's elan and
security, it was toward them that.he;was most caustic. As
early as 1867, he made clear his feelings toward the cluster . .-
of wealthy magnates and nobility cOnstituting the powerful
few that had been administering France for centuries.
Good heavens, yes, these people are a:lt«raysrcharnzlfl;ngo -
We know that beforehand; they have been charming '
for five or six thousand years. . They have got the
‘recipe for all the virtues, the secret of all the .
graces. Do they smile? Then 1it's delightful., Do .
they weep? How touching! Do they let .you live?
What exquisite kindness! Do they crush the life-
out of you? It's the misfortune of thelr situa- . .
. "tion. Very well I am going to tell you. something:
-~ A1l these’ Emperorsg Kings, Archdukes and Princes
are grand, . superb, generous ‘and sublimeo their ,
princesses are anything you wishs: . but :I hate them.
I hate them with a merciless hatred as people used
to hate in the old days of 1793 when the poor fool
of a Louls XVI used to be called the execrable '
tyrantol2
Wherever "Labor“.or-thefpeasantry*appeared in
Clemenceau’s fietion, individuals were painted sympathetié .
callyD while group portraits were scornfulo The ‘same was
somewhat true of presentations of wealthier, more prominent '
members of»societye" Yet; here, as‘individualsgethiskclass

suffered much more’from.Clemenceau”s;penof Time aﬁd again?

12, Jackson, ppsr722l23;{1;”7
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‘we see them characterized as debauched, ignbrant insensi=

tive and unconcerned with anything aside from their own se1f=ji,”

aggrandizement. There were examples in Harleg Baron Oppert

the Contesse de Fourchamps and Montperrier in Les Plus Forts;7

There were the international ellte in %A Hunting Story ”13 :
and the travelers in "Giamboleo“14 Listen to this deserip= -
'tion of a Baron who glives away moneyD the. greater part of
which goes to manufacture tablets proclaiming his own
‘generositya
Totally uneducated, barely able to write his name9
he was never troubled by any longings after learn-
ing. The Church answered for everything: he re-
ferred everything to the Church. This principle
has the great advantage of dispensing one from any
effort to think for oneself.l
And this of the Baron and his wife: "All theya
lacked in order to be loved was that they should first love'
a 1ittle. L6 |
The bitterness and hatred for those people that
came into Clemenceau'’s tone when describing them 1is unmisé
takable for anything other than an emotional reaction° Eveh:‘

the Chinese 1anded classes in ILe Voile du Bonheur were de=,r

b_;picted as decadent and debauched. The-play“s-protagonisto

Tchang-I preferred blindness to admitting the banality of

13. Aux Ambuscades, Chapter 23.

14, Aux Ambuscades; Chapter 25,

.15, Aux‘Ambuscadesg Chapter 80,p;‘1020f

16, Aux Ambuscades, Chapter 8;<p°,107;



| the old traditional morality ‘to which he clung in the face |
‘of a society that corrupted and degraded that morality° ks

There was one other partner in the union of "the.fﬁ
strongest"” which was particularly pernicious to Clemenceauo
organized religiono.;As an_atheist he'viewed the'Church as
an.active evilg not even just an unnecessary institutionqAV
Yet, despite'his-careeralong.preaching against the Church,
Clemenceau feared the encroaching‘state nore, even one that
Would do aﬁay with organized religiong FHence'there occurred :
one of his many seeming contra’dictionso ‘In 1903 he amazed o
his fellow Radicals by defending the Church against the
attacks of the Combes:Ministryov This compares to Peguy s:
VCOntersion to Catholicism,5~ln this case,Ahe was afraid a_
state monopoly of educationvwas‘inftheﬁoffinél ‘Butfhere*‘
‘also one sees Clemenceau under7the AAxiéﬁyﬁhé felt toward -
anyone or'anything becoming too ponerful;‘toO'much‘indcon;.
trol. -Such-power'andjcontrol“heJtrusted oniy,ih*his*oﬁﬁ
hands. B | RN

Religion proffered two major dangersfto Clemenceau°
| First, the Church adhered to‘an ahsolute—»Codo Clenenceau--p“;tg
was a relativist and‘the claim'to_absolute knowledge always..
brought forth his criticism;' In-accord'with»his‘skeptical
nature, he- distrusted any institution or concept that
claimed to have absolute certaintyoﬂ But the Church with

Aits widespread membership represented a particular threat’
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-ﬁo him° To intensify his feelings, he was a doubtfuip
questioning person emotionallyo Hisrfirst reaction to ahy
argument both in public and private lifeg was to look for
a hole or a weakness., i - ,

| In A Mad Thinker9”17 an unfrocked priest devoted
himself to discovering the purposewbehind man s,existence°
,Hevﬁécame so involved in this prpjedt'that he was considered';v
a mad recluse by his townsmeno To Clemenceau, the "madness®
4in the man's character 1s the fodlhérdiness of his attenmpts
to disco#er the impossible;=an absolute truth. This think-
er wrote a book of "truth" which he put-through'tests only
to reduce it page by page until it‘was nothing. As hetlay.-‘
dying, the local priest came to-ccmfort him with words of
_,God and the afterlife. This'cénversation followed:

'Then you yourself are sure are you?“ asked the
the dying man. I :

“Certainlypael know with absolute certaintyo_-

: VReverendD I once spoke as you are speakingo .
Only ignorance is capable of such profound utter-
ances. Grant to a dying man the privilege of
delivering this lesson. I who have aspired to

know, know that you know no more than I--even

less==I dare affirm it. It 1is really not enough

to Justify taking up so much room in the sun-

shine,’

Clemenceau’s description of this character_changed

from disparagement to sympathy.forféne“who had edme to grips.

-
&

17; Aux Ambuscadesv Chapter 2.

18, Aux Ambuscadesg po~122




S 68
" with the fearful truth that there is no certaihty in'this '
world of any absolutes. Yet Clemenceau'presenfed this stete
‘as one of calm_serenity; almost Sublimity in the oharacterh
of the'dyingg unfrocked priest. He appeared infinitely
wiser than the ohe giving him'fihel absolution, and 1t is
he, not the Churchman, who'pronounoed it. Much as Spengler
found something'not pessimistic but rather restful in the::
Tawful truth® of relativiemv so,Clemenoeau'portrayed thie"*f
mood; |
Clemenceeu ffequently~presenﬁed hls metaphysical
confrontation with the Church inﬂhis_fiction° mp Descendant

of Timon" and "Malus Vicimus" in Aux_Ambuscades de la Vie

both touch on the subject. The "falth" of Jews is par-
ticularly‘criticiéedhby Clemehceaﬁ;“He‘presents their
attitude'toward_Jehovahband'the'Church as a very practi=v_’
'cable, efficaoious.ohea They can rationalize«anything in
‘their religious oonscience and find ways ‘of doing anything
while keeping a_toe in the door of the Church’ In“'“S:’Lmon,,7

- Son of Simon“lg a Jewish money-l}uster‘entered-ablotteryg

pledging one-fifth of his wlnnings to'Jehové.ho :He losﬁ._

twice this way and'then offered a’share to Jesus and WOnoz R

His faith was in conflict with empirical evidence but he
resolved the problem by arguing that Jehovah "knew" that

~ Simon would win and that he would still not give up onenfifth

>19° Aux Ambuscades,‘chaptefh6;"
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of the take in gratitude (which Simon did not) . Since

Jesus did not "know" this,. then he 1s less than divine and

ization to Clemenceau—=the hypocrisy-of-faithgu

In “Gideon in His Grave"zo and WAt the Foot of - the o

Cross“’21 the theme 1is repeated, as Well as in Au Piled du

§gg§;¢22 Yet he defended Jews for their resilienoy anda
independenCe and once agein because,cf;his emotionel_fies'
to the "outsider.® |  ‘ |
His own bitter feelinés of’isclaticn frcﬁ chufch
and ccmmunityvbecause of his’atheism Wefe evident'in“hisv; 
attack on the Church for its social dangers=-hypocrisyg_;,;1%
false charity,,:corruption9 decadence and its use as a tocl
of control cy ”the-strongestow- In‘all of his_workp'side-

remarks and stabs were directed toward the Church.

%A Descendant of TimOn“ conce}hs a cure and atheist .

who are life-long debating opponents within a small village.

 The atheist died first and"willed-'th.atAhis We_a‘lth be ‘used
either to ostentatiously ornament,fhe,church'in‘a vulgar

'style.or, falling thet, go -to the freemasons. The cure is.

- caught in a dilemma, whether to accept a mockery of the

20, Aux-Ambuscades,'ChapterAéb;_s-

21. Aux Ambuscadesb Chepter 70

22, Clemenceau, Au Pied du Sinai trans. A, V-

Ende (New York: Bernard C. Richards and Co., 1922), Chapters:flﬁiﬂ

’ 5 and. 6=-travel impressions of Gallicia and “Busk 0o

deserves nothing. Jews represent the worst ‘kind of rationdle *



Church or to.let his enemies grow stongera_ He decided on |
the former and to his pleasant. surprlse the gaudy ornamentaa
’tion attracts the local peasantry instead of driving them -
away° Wealth is always respected, even “in the Church.
The most odious aspect}ofttheechurchatopclemenceau
_ ﬁas its 1eague with the upper classes,'_To,him it acted._y
»as a mouthpiece for the wealthy'and'the-conservativeo?”:
Christian ethic had been corrupted from the words of Jesusv
. (whom - Clemenceau personally admired) into platitudes which:
would,socthe the’woes of the commonfolk and take their minds
from the miseries of this life to the;promisevof anothero.
Morallty had failed to evolve. '“”Even "‘mth the help of a
religion based on charity, we should perhaps find some
'trouble in pretending that the present morality of Paris
under spiritual-authority.of the Church is superlor to that
of pagaanome "23 e : o | | |
“The descriptions of the church and clerical. figures
C‘fwere devastating in- Clemenceau s fiction° Artone of. bitter '
- disgust with the whole of organized religion pervaded his
writing° " Witness this conversation between the Chevalier
"de Vertpree and the Abbe who raise Henri de Puymaufraya
- !Monsieur le Chevalier,’? the abbe would say,
"there's only one thing to do. We will make our
young Marquis a perfect God-fearing Christian--a
man who will serve the Church and do¢ his duty
falthfully to those whom heaven has placed under

those disturbers that flourish in our unhappy
day, when heresy is no'longer a crime.”

23, Au Soir, Vol. I, p. 147?:
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- "Your game is bad, my dear abbeD but you '
know what you are sayingo Only while you take
care of his-soul, I have to insure the honour =
and pride of a race which, before God, owes
fealty to the Throne and the Altar. You will
form the spirit of the child: I his heart. ©So
long as you won't fill his mind with the impious
trash of sclence, I will take care of the rest. 02k
Such 'a proposition was just the sort of poison which
was ruining France to Clemenceau. 'The whippings Henri re-
ceilved from the abbe were felt by Clemenceau himself, Ironi-
cally, Henri®s family secured some of 1its Wealth from'the
church confiscations of the Revolution, |
If Clemenceau was certain that religion offéred
false answers to man's deubts about the ﬁurpqse of his ex-
istence, he offered none of his own in their stead. His
relativism@ his skeptical nature and the“logical progfession
of his rational theories toward the admittance of a meana-
ingless, ®chance® existence led him to pessimismovaiss
- spiritual needs as such were frustrated in their search for
an outlet., He had not the artistic talent that had Ysaved®
his friend Monet from the conclusions of his own positivis=
tic natureo Monet developed a metaphysics of color and
image and escaped the reality of "the strongest“ just as
Schopenhaﬁer"s artists escaped the Will. Clemenceau s .
talent lay in- politics and 1t was there that his ego made
its stand_against "the strongest,® against,resignation and

against the pessimism seemingly inescapable}in a world

24, Les Plus Forts, p. 5
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 without faith, without spirit, and without God. . The. Ppoliti-
cal ”esprit“ he termed "solidsrité;” But it had its basis
'oin»the emotionel spirit of'eacn-individual@, This was the
nonQbourgeois" nonsmaterialistic side of the_French Revolu= _
2:tion°. “la Révolution"foflbarricadesvandifeeling;dnot thé-
.one of land confiscations and political manipulationo. |
Clemenceau cleared the air of absolutes and metaphysics,“
yet he did not leave a vacuum for man to wander ino Nor =
did he advocate blinding-oneself.to_life s.mysteries and

- concentrating on an Epicureen'existence'desbife~Le Voile du;"u

Bonheur. Tchang-I did not run away from a depressing worldo
'He exerted a Will so strong thdt he controlled his own re».
'action,to’ito ‘He- changed the judgments he made about What S
~he ss.wo _ | o
Yet pessimism and doubt do pervade much of

Clemenceau's work. There is no doubt that he was heavily
r“depressed by the world surrounding him° For example, in-
""AboutvNestsg"‘children pull down birds® nests and then

_ regret that they cannot put them back. o 7 . |
~But it is too late, Our first impulse is a
- death-dealing one, A sense of the uselessness

of destruction ls necessary to awaken plty in’
whatever has 1life...until the order of things -
~changes, all that the weak can do 1ls to cry out

their protest, their vain appeal to universal
justice, which, deaf, insensible and. paralyzed,

‘sits. in mute contemplation of the disorder com» R
‘posing the order of the worldo?5 v . e

25, Aux»AmbuscadesD pps° 186~187§
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v .“Fioﬁer of the Whea£”26 is little more than a narra-
'tion,df»a beautiful village girl’s aging into a disheveledg |
Vr'ﬁrinkledf-and disillusioned hag;' Finaliy,'there is the
'pretty story, "Jean Piot"s Feast, n2? which concerns a
povertyastricken village odd-jobber° He is treated dis="
vcourteously until the day that rumors spread to the effect
that he will soon. be an heir. The villagers treat himv
generously in antlcipatlon of an estate which turns out to
~be only five hundred francs. To assuage their disappoint=
'4men£ lJean'uses the money to throw a feast for the townof
Then in the three days following, he'etarves himsélf‘to
death. | i “

Is there no hope in Clemenceéu“s eyes'for a
brighter world? Clemenceau was pessimistic, but not_eh«'
tirely a pessimist; cynical, but not entirely a cynic§ de=
épressed; but not without hope. In his fiction, Clemenceau

presented resolutlions as well as dllemmas, optimism as well

A N
as pessimism9 and la grandeur as well aslla misere?

26. Aux Ambuscades, Chapter 18,

. 27, Aux Ambuscades, Chap_ter'19°




CHAPTER 5
RESOLUTIONS

Clemenceau can be viewed aé e man with two coh;
tradictory sides to his thought. On'the one hand,_there
was the intellectualizing rationalist with groundings in
Schopenhauerlian pessimisnm, relativism and positivism. This
side was without metaphysical ideals, save for a'grudging‘
admission of a *will of the strongest® and thé~gongept Ofr
a progreséive morallty based on the evoiﬁtion of altruism.

But there was also the Clemenceau who SOught-_
_something of this 1life above and beyond the grim satisfac- ' 
tion of knowing that, like the pfiest in "A Mad Thinker,,_"i01
he.coulq at least be "sure of thihgso“ Most of whatvhe
found went against his empiricai grounding. But, 1ike>i
most of the pessimists from the turnfbf~the century dqwhr»ﬁ
to the Lost Generation:and the Thirtiesq'writers; he dis-
covéfed that the teachings of empiricism decidedly 1eft ‘

' something wanting life. | R R
All of his life Clemenceau was a man Of-actidh;_ He
thought and reacted on his feet?i He pursued'politicgi.ob%  "

jectives with the acumen and enefg&jof the dueliSt~0rithe -?'

‘1. Aux Ambuscades, Chapter 9f(See:Chapter 4);':.’
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‘hunter, He had neither'the-pereonality nor the inclinétion ’

© to. apply a set political philosophy toward long range goalsolff .

The mixture of ComteD Mill and Darwino that he penned in
Au ‘S6ir, could give him something of teleology, but nothingv4ol
aOf esohatologyo 'ThroughOut:his:iife he'aimed for something .
besides even the altrulsm he alluded_tog_ Clemenceau sought.
development of his ego to the.fullesteextremes,and jﬁsﬁiev
‘fled this development romanticeiiyo'_To his own eyes:he was
ever the individual, struggliné,aéeihst‘“the.strongesto“
‘He filled hispspiritual vacuum With'romantle self=esoeem- -
and the gfandiose se1f=righteousness of ﬁhe Egvolutionariesa ;
To be alone was to remaln pure and proud, aloof -
-ffom the mobs and masses° Clemenoeau s extreme aloofness
-often made him bitter and sensitiveov Ee;saw himself;as 1
persecutedp 7 RSN |
- Clemenceau: °I don’t know"if you have ever -
noticed 1t but I seem to have a talent for being
deserted° _ : : :
Martets , "Men do not like. being loyal. It
makes then feel that they are losing their person=v
alitles.’ o

Clemenceag '"They expresé,themselvesAbetter-
by betrayal,’ : AT o

Again, Clemenceau wrote of.the‘Commuhes_ "A funny

business that: When I think of;ﬁyilife9ool have always

2. Martet, p. 109 -
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been surrounded by a lot of people who would very much_heve‘
_iiked to seevme dead—mahd who wished for,my{destruefiog;=
with a kind of mystic delirium, "3 .j"** | |

A sense of perseeﬁtioh se keenroften_leads to a
»feeling_of-mertyrdom in a self«righteoﬁe.and Selféconfi@entr=

individual., Clemenceau’s fictional heroes hed this aura of

sacrifice Surrounding them, Henri in Les Plus Forts. sacri=rvn
ficed pride and self-respect. for the sake of Claudia, or, |
-symbolicallyD for altruism, The gypsy woman in ”La-Boulette?éf'

accepted suspicion and hatred’in order Eo'remain‘alodf from .

the corrupt and contemptible life of ‘a small peasant villageolff?ﬁ

Jean Plot gave all of his: welth for the momentary pleasure ffir
of .a feast in his village¢5 Sacrifice of>some_pleasure:orj;7:
possession was a means of atenemenﬁ'fer the eﬁqrmduS‘guiit
and'resanSibilityQinvolvedrih.detachment;: Peradoxiqaiiﬁoi'
to maintain one’s independence one hatho-eacrifice‘that
indepéndenceiin»aﬂ”sﬁrrenderihg of:eelfo“4JClemenceaﬁ‘00ulé
justify his own enormous ego, and its eommandeof oﬁhersoe‘

by ascribing his_actions toward“thie'geal of altruismé Ac«A
tually, goal and action wers one and the same’, | Remainingt'

- aloof was painful in some wayo"But to remain aloof was the-

. Martet P 189°, ‘;
L

3
L, -See Chap er 4, P 63
5
"

o » °;»Aux AmbuscadesD “Jean Piot“s Feast” (see'
Chapter 4.) . , :

~
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only way to maintain independeﬁcevfrgm Ythe st;congestw or
sociéty9 and, consequenflyv to retain any self-respect. By
surrendering %self® to the altruistic end, one received a
new sense of “selfo“ untarnished by society°

The individual in Clemenceau’s fiction is alwa&s
superior to the crowd, both intellectualiy-and mbrally;-

2 . : - T
Even Harle, in Les Plus Forts, is presented as craftier,

‘more dynamic and more courageous than his workers. The
workers have higher motives but once they coliectivizeg they'
put themselves on Harlé's level and lose Clemenceau's sym-
pathy. Apart frdm other-considérationso’Henri de Pumaufray o
is even more praiseworthyD because he 1s an 1nd1vidual
against the combined efforts of HarleD Fourchamps and Opert
who are actually representatives.of~another mob—ethe oli=
garchic N‘sj;rongﬂes‘t;.,°" In his plays, soclal rules and rites
are ﬁocked and criticlzed. These are institutions of a
collective opinion; and'as such, they are"stagnant,énd
sterile. In Le Dggarto “marriége-rites“'led to a stifling
of love. In Le Voilég Tchangél clings to an uﬁreél sense
of social values and is saved from a crushing disillusion-
ment only by a supreme effort of the will° | |
Clemenceau'’s short stories are'often'centered arounde
the struggle of an indi#idugl aéainst mass opinion. - |
"Schleme the Fighter,” in_Au Piedy Waé drafted by his

neighbors in a town to represent them in a war, during
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Which they confiscated his belongings; When he returned'

,brich and powerful, he madetthe whole'town-cower° In m’Better._f/'-'."f:f--""

Than Stealing" (Aux Ambuscades) Simon GreluD a poacher,

boldly flaunted the gameskeeperg oblivious to arrest. fﬁé»

made a mockery of the courts by paying his fines 1n illegal~'513“”

rly caught fisho He explained that allowing oneself to get

caught is “better than stealingow 1mp1ying that the individ='f;r

_ual should not only stand up to society but should do- so.

openly and unashamedly° "The Gray Fox@ (Aux Ambuscades)_isJ‘ff;

avfirsturate story about the vagabond' mankind“s etheme*

individual. °°°°under the pretext that he is of no social

utilityD householders, underprefectsD army corps commandersof7

Aand direc ors of the Bank of France all unite in. imputing
_to him most of the evils from which they are supposed to
protect us.® w6 o

. In that story Claude9 a door-to- door locksmith 1n :
AathWn, gives the name “gray fox“ to the illusory vagabond j
' who is presumed to be stealing ohickens'in great~numbersi~'”
in arprovincial French town. Claude ‘and a crowd of towns;'l
people seize and ‘beat up a tramp who happens to be 1n the
‘neighborhood. During the fray the vagabond kicks open the:
,basket that Claude carries on hisljobg:and a hen'pops'outoA

- A(searbhfof‘Claudeﬂs*home-&isoloses the miSsing‘chickensfqu"

i-

o 6., Aux Ambuscadesp-P?-137P.f:
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cooped up in his cellar. Because Claude 1s a respectable,
employed townsman, however, no charges are made againstrhimo'

“The Treasure of St. Bartholemew® (Aux Ambuscades)

concerns a village in the Creuse wherein»lives'“Little
Nick," an ugly fool of immense strength. He 1is tfeated
with superstition by the town,and works hard But'céntentéda5,~
ly for a meagre'living° ,when his motl;xer0 who is presﬁmed

to be a witch, diés, a search.of her house reveals a hoafdr4
of gold pieces. Nick, soaring in respectabilﬁtyp-buries the
‘treasure. For a time, he is showered with meals and be;
loved by the young women of the town. One, Phenﬁe9 finally )
gets him to disclose the hiding place of his.treasure; only ";

to find that 1t cdnsists of gold-painted pasteboardb In a

fury she pushes Nick off a cliff into a river, but he grabs =

her and they both drown. Individualiémo even.when it is
outcast, ugly, sﬁeaky and- cunning always meets with Clemen=.

ceau's approval.,

Baron Opert in Les Plus Fdrts.playS«an‘unwitting
mouthpiece for many of Clemenceau’s thenes. @Actiong'in

movement or thought comes from the indiyidual,‘from thé;ﬁanir’f

who is different from his fellowman. The crowd 1s the re- - -

- sistance which he must overcome .’ |
: , S o T
The "romantic® individual meant-little to Clemenceau -

without three other qualities which he élsO'posseSSed'in ’

7. Les Plus Forts, p; 175:



great degree, namely; courage, a sense of,morality_and
will. The individual will must not merely deign to inde-
pendence, it must have the courage and déterminétion,folfV‘
effept it. The will of %the strongest” met with the in=‘
dividualist’s determined standlto'femain pure and freéo‘
The individualist was strengthened in his struggle by a .
sense of éelferighteousness° He fearéd nothing beoauée he
knew he was right, and he knew he was right because he étoodp
alone. ) | | T
'All individualists in Clemenceau’s filction exhibit
some meagure of'courage merely to walk'apartffrqm the'crowdo
But some characteréD such as Harle and Fourchamps; who use
"the strongest® for thelr own. ends in.a c':x;a:f“i:y‘n underhanded
manner, are less courageous because they are deficlent in :
morality. By remaining within “"the strongest,” they sacri-
fice the ultimate morality of independenceo fThus; Henri
.-de Pumaufray, with stronger morai fibie,'can_threaten_and -

intimidate Harle at the end of Les Plus Fdrts in a'physical A

éonf‘rontation° “Schlome the Fighter™ (Aux Ambuseades) is o

one man against a town, yet his self=r1ghteousness and his
courage force everyone else to back down. The crowd posé

-sesses more money and power, but the brave and moral indié '

vidual is feared, respected and hated despite his apparent ;,,5§Qgr

Weaknesso
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, The individualj to survive, must not ladk'deter=
mination either. The highest quality ascribed to Jews 6ver -

and over in Au Pied de Sinal was their reéiliencyo “"How I

Becéme Farsighted” was written'in pfaise of arclever’Jewv

who sold Clemenceau an un—néeded_pair of glassés through .

sheer will power. In Le Voile du.Bonheurngchangal; con-

fronted with disaster by the restoration'of his eyesigh‘bD :
blinded himself again and by force of will, blotted out

from memory the sights he had_witneséedé' In Les Plus Forts

Henri and his friend, Déscharso shargd the attributes of -
individualism and courage but the friend lacked Henri“é ,‘
determinationu Henri constantiy tried io:bu¢k:ub his_"'
»friend in the pursuit of'Claudia° But Hehri was forcéd'td
‘admit the inevitabillty of his friend’s failure. Nanette, -
Henri'®s strdng=minded,maid-was reinﬁroduced inﬁo the plot |
at the point of Deschars?’ deféat to contrast the létter“Sr‘

" lack of will., Henri, himself, could assure himself»qf,

ultimate success at the end of Les Plus Forté; such wés'

the confldence his own will gave him. But he readily ad-
mitted to Claudié'the lonely and ﬁanQSihg sﬁruggle of_thé_
individual: “Day by day I have foughts=f0r.twéﬁty years.

I have been without,skillﬂkwithout-persisfencéo'uhﬁdrthy” 
of»the'obligationuyour=mother put upon me. Often near de% f
‘featoaaldne against everyoneg.éIWaysvresiéting désﬁerétélylf

this combination of the strongeéﬁgs =

8. Les Plus Forts, p. 55.
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Thus,. Clemenceau'presented his ideal man: aloofo‘
'ncourageous and determined9 a man displaying the strongest
. characteristics of Clemenceau himself This model ‘stemmed ,'

partly from Clemenceau s individualistic personality, his

V-distrust of ‘others and his physical skill and nerve° More~,~k"'-

"importantlyv it stemmed from the philosophical quandary in-
~which he found himself by having carried an anti-metaphysical
.p051tivistic leaning to its extremeo But once a man
was his own master alone and unafraid what were his ambi=y -
v':tions'toybe? What spurred him to,act? And‘whatxof morali-
ty? 'Harlé was a deternined courageous man and though allied o
V‘with the . strongest he was not always on their side° Why -
'fwas he “evil" and Henri “good?” Did.not-Clemenceau s .
relativism deny these notions? Again;“one has'to look fori
the answer ‘in Clemenceau s emotional side°

To Clemenceaun emotion was the basis for actionogj
PassionD hate, fear, all cculd spur action,_but Clemenceautsi”“
_ fiction concerned an emotion morejbasic than all of‘theseée
love; Despite his Lamarckian view tnat the sympathetic |
emotions evolved tardily in mankind“s history, Clemencean
viewed the. ideal as more fundamental to man'’s motivation

10

' than‘the realo Hate and fear were emotions with wide=:

spread validity in fact while love in altrulstic, form was

9o é2_§ei£n*Volo I, PPs. 260;261 and ppso'z97=298;“‘
© . 10. Au Soir, Vol. I, pps.200, 202, 206-209, 243,
'_'316=319° o oo ST
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not widely praotlsed, It was still an idealn a spur to mang.
‘kind and to Clemenoeaugithe highest idealu Haterand feanfa
Were.isolating eniotionso Clemenceau readily utilized them'7_'
in:safeguarding his individualismp 'Buttlote meant secri%
fieing the self, having such confidence in one?s'indepenai. -
dence that one was not afraid to giVe itreweyo Clemencean}sl”'
enormous ego never permitted him'ultinete surfende:-of"'
self. ‘He could only admire”suchosecrifice from afaro‘vnl=
trnism was as far.ffom his own nature as it was from the}'”
rest of:the world. :

-Clemenceau himself was'a lOnely petson; tooﬁproud
too distrustful, and too incapable of expressing love tovf
feel close to anyone. For Clemenceauv scolding was a form
of intimacy, ettaoking a way of getting close;A1When‘he hed"
made those around him vulnerablebto'his attécksb then he .
could trust them enough to feel warmly towatds»themor'what
"is known of Clemenceau's love llfe? His marriage was a
disaster° His wife was neither capable of standing up to n
his sarcastic, biting nature9 nor was she patient enough to o
accept him as he was. Clemenceau s affairs with other
women were never deep. He played the courtiero the.dandy;”i
‘but never the devoted lover° - His: friendships were all with -
men whom he could dominate, but who had some quality that
he could admire, most notably a—strong intelleota '

So Clemenceau turned his frustrated love to all of

mankind. But as with his women and his f‘riends9 ‘he demandedeWfdt
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that man prove himself worthy of his affection. He saw

too much of the bleak side in humanity to love it as it

was, Thus his altrulsm was destined to go unrequited° 'Butv

this did not fill him with pessimismo His fiction reflec-

" ted disturbance with the world but not despairo"

Love could only stem from the individual., A;group"”

or class could not love, It could fear, hate, admire or

arouse itself but it could not love., Love as expressed by-;'

'the individual took three forms. love of self: love of cne

person for another,,and the highest formo altruism9 or love 1ff7"h

of mankind.

Harle in Les Plus Forts is the best example of sel:f"= S

love. To Clemenceau self love or egoism’ preceded everyn.V

thing else in'human evolutiono» ‘Man? s»competitive instincts

and will to survive were part of thisa In Harlé this self=‘

1ove was all inclusiveo Every move he made was calculated
' to further hiSqown ends. ‘He was insensitive to the feel-
ihgs of his wife, his daughter, or his-workers. He even

used other members of "the strongest® for his perscnal,

aggrandizement. Still Harlé earned some”measure of respect .

fromvClemenceau’by.virtue of his individualism and deterer .

mination. “Any grouping of "the strongest" reflected a
collective opinion”and‘a mdblcourage,‘ Harle: when he spoke
for himSelf,rwas-superior“to’thiso,'ﬁowever;_when‘he too

reflected views of,“the’strongest,“_he waS'ﬁerely.a '
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mouthplece of a group and as such was contemptible, His

self-love gave Harle/some modicum of 1ndependenqé9 bﬁt‘When o

“the strongest® as a group were threatened, he was only.the 
volce of a crowd.

Elsewhere in Clemenceau'’s fictiong similar egoists

are to be found. As a rule, the viilagers speak as one in

the country stories, individual nobility and wealthy bour-
geois ére.hard to distinguishD and one priest sounds like
another. Occasionally, howeVer, characters=similaf to
Hérlé/are to .be found, and some'that.are even more indépehé
dent of alliahces with class or,groupo Like Harlei'they
are self-aggrandizers, yet théy_stahd'aloofo- Little‘Nidk
inr“Tﬁe fréaSure of St. Bartholémew“'thoﬁght Bnly fdé him= 
self in fooling the town, but he was never a part of any’ ‘
group. The vagabonds and outcasts in Clemenceau’s fiction
are even more superior. 'They have no love for anyone but

themselves, and yet they are admirable for thelr lack of

hypocrisy and their free _spirito Théy lack notions of

gain altogether, though they are only concerned with them-

selves. They do not, however, reach the second plateau of

love,

In this stage, man developed love for something ex-
ternal. This was romantic lové, a strong friendéhip or a-
strong attachment'tO-some object or animal. In all casésD

the person loving escaped himself‘D at 1éast temporarily, .
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anddtransfers self-COncernito"someone7else° While Clemenceau
»had respect for someone in this state9 ‘he. was on shaky J
_groundrin describing it. His own experiences with this con=tr
| dition were decidedly lacking, and this was refiected in
his writinga'LWhile he could admire this-state,_hisvcharac;h
ters evolved into it under hazy circumstances° .éometimes;?"
as in the case of Henri de Puymaufray and his friend Des=
chars, they fell in love out of disgust with self and bore- -
dom<with life. Sometimes as in "The adventures of My S
Cure"11 they 1oved out of a qulet desperation with the ‘way
of things; the hold that "the strongest" had on soclety and
the ruthlessness with which men fight to dominate one anothm;_ﬂil7
er. That story also brought to fore Clemenceau s belief
that the self=aggrandizing individual or class was a threat’
to this second level of loveo. In that story of an affair

'between a nun and a priest a scandalized church stifled

love and rained tragedy upon-. two lovers° In Les Plus Forts;'

Harle was the embodied obstacle to the love of Henri for |

both Harle s wife and his own illegitimate daughterr“ Desa}vi rf”f

chars was opposed by a union of the strongestol Qpert;d; ;

Fourchamps, Montperrier,;and Harleoffiify,‘ S -
Marriage,'clearly0 is an attempt of two people to };h_Q@rV

»protect themselves, the strong man taking care of the. weak ;;l

12 .

Woman.and child.” Yet marriage itself could be stiflingféif“

llo_ Aux Ambuscades,_Chapter 1205,.,fs'{'--;i"j‘ U:f*g‘*éf

12, Aux Ambuscadesp "Lovers in FlorenceDW Chapter 23°.p
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to love as in Le Depart pour'Cyth?ereo Orn as the Church

teaches, part of "the strongest ] marriage could be too de—'
manding of lovers. In "A Happy Union"l3 a housewife and -
her husband shock their-neighbors by-constantly fighting°>

' when she angrily gives him less than a lethal dose of poison
to scare him, she is arrested and is tried for attempted
murder,, Her husband comes : forward and lies to the court .
telling them that it was all a Jokeov They sentence the Wife -
to two years anyuayo at the end of which tlme she returns

o

home to a hapoy marriage°

To Clemenceau9 society S and especially the Church“ ;-.
interference with any bond between man and woman was un=
necessary_andrdestructive,, Discussing the question of .;todﬁ
whether the houSewife,and her husband should-divorceb'he.g-f
said thiszof the Church: mAdvice on this point is not lack;
'ing which is not surpriSing9 since we have expressly en- -
trusted to a corps of. celibates the direction cf domestic
| life. nlh . .

Friendships in Clemenceau are transitory unions,
time-outs from the.unceaSing struggle'for dominance or alli%

ances in that struggle. In Les Plus Forts Harlégdevelops-f"

a friendship with Henri because Henri is no apparent threat

to Harlé“s'C1imb;t0"power; ’Desbhars and Henri unite in the .

13. Aux AmbusCades, Chapter 21°,f

ulﬂ, Aux Ambuscades, p.- 263
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}struggle-against "the strongest°W Onert. Fourchampsox_
Montperrier and Harle all Join in an effort to become Wthe
.strongestoﬁr Jean Queteo Harle s shop=foreman is friends ﬁf

~with Henri when he speaks as an individual and it is to

this friendship that Henri appeals when the.workers become ff’ffs

,violenta_rHis efforts fail the union for1self—aggrandizementxﬁA:1;

overwhelms him even as his love for Claudiav who is. his

illegitimate daughtero oannot stand up against “the -

:strongestow _ | o v_ . R o
Henri himself is almost a- symbol of man '’ s struggle

”from'self to altruismo For in the third highest stage of

N\

‘moral evolution man reaches a state of love for all men, & . .

Vlove.doomed'to frustration until the day of awakening in. T

,eaoh individualo ' On thaf day'man'esoapes his pfison ol
selfishness and competition and 1earns to’ work and live for
all mankind Jean in- “Jean Piot'’s Feast“’15 reaches this
state when he gives all of his 1nheritanoe to an undeserving‘
ivillage for a celebration and then starves to deatho'gBut_,"
his is a naivev wasted altruiSm,that Clemenoeaujwoula ha#e
disavaed° Jean}is admired for his'moraliiy but not fo}
his judgment. His efforts are pathetic, not tragio; o

A Monet or a Demosthenes was: more the kind of per=

f

son that-enrapturedrClemenoeauo And;the attainment.of.this_iip_ 

15, Aux Ambuscedes, “Jean Plot®s Feast," Chapter 19.
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altruistic attitude turned'out to he as much for the bene- |
fit of the donor as the recipient Clemenceau reverted~to7
: the self, after all, when he revealed that the only lifei’v
worth living was one in which a man can remove himself from'
V,egoism and selfishness only to return to self 1n another

sense by leading a selfasatisfying altruistlc existencegx
If the ordinary man ever suceeeds“in rising--and -
- the task will be difficult--above the puerile balt -
of reward and punishment,- the nobler emotions which
would then be his might, as happened in the case- ,
of the heroes of antiquity, raise him to the calmg' .
“perhaps even to the enthusiastic acceptance of L
that suffering which the fanagicism of dogmatised
ignorance inflicts upon him.l , ,
To attain the fulness of well—ordered 11v1ng‘we,
" need the very best that is in us, inspired by an.
ideal and touched, as a wise man said with a
faint tinge of madness°17 - : 1f .
- Henri himself awakens to- the faot that his struggle
for Claudia 1is everyman s struggleo Even his owWn salvation
is at stake., BHe is faced with apparent dlsaster at the end

of Les Plus Forts. Another violent confrontation between‘

Harle and the workers 1is at hand Claudia is lost to Mont-

A perrier; and his friend, Descharso'is heartbrokennk But he' 5
o is optimistic9 since he has learned*fthrough his~own
struggle9 that altruism and freedon from self are the only :
path for mankind and that. someday man will change° 'To- |

Harle: "You have made me pity; Go'ongdragging_out your. i,:

16. Au Soir, Vol. II, p. 289?;_

17, Au Soir9 Vol, II ps 2950;
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gilded-'miserieso I nave found*out What is the greatest
thing in life, I have lived for love°" Now I will live
for- forgivenessoW18 That forgiveness is begged from an in--i
I»different and ‘Godless universe for a man's “crime" of indi--= :
‘viduai-consciousnesso To disavow that indlvidual conscious—;
ness. - To disavow that individual consciousness is equally -
sinful with the attestation of ito. Clemenceau s crime,

like Calderon's was that of being_borno.

18, Les Plus Forts, poe315;




‘CHAPTER 6
CONCLUSIONS

One of the best stories Clemenceau ever Wfote
appeared in 1919 under the title, "Mokouamba s Fetlsh Wl
VIt concerned a guileful Guianese who 1ived-in ‘Paris near
Clemenceau. He related his past, in a conversation with
Clemenceau, telling hcw he was converted byrAnglican -
missionaries, who took him to England; Therev'he'was'setr
upon and converted by Cathol’ic‘.pries’tso Mckouambe devel%
oped a blase attitude toward the Woridiiness ofrbothlre=i
ligionso. He traveled to India, because he had heard that.
religion there was: non=mater1a11stico Here Mokouamba
sought out a Fakir for sniritual adviceo-»

The Fakir told me that the universe is but one’ huge T
agglomeration of fetishes. There are as many as '
there are creatures alive. Some are strong . and S SR
some are weak. It is a great battle as to which =~ . = -
shall come out on top. The wicked are those who =~ '
work evil -on others to get the upper hand. The S
good are those who use gentleness, persuasion, art. - =~ .
- One had better be on the side of. the good unless
one 1is stronger than they...Well, then the Fakir
affirmed that fetish and man are one and the same
"thing, for every man makes his. fetish. according to
the strength of his interest in. himself,; and: ‘the S
wlll power he expends in satisfying 1it. "That“is.gjln

1, Aux Ambuscadesp;Chapter'i;l S R




why I am not deceiving when I fortell a happy
fortune for people. It but strengthens their
fetish.? | . | " o
Mokouamba went on to say that the only.fetish he
subscribed to was himself. In this regard, Mokouamba rep=
resented the relativist and egotist in Clemenceau. In mahy
episodes of his political life there can be little questioh

that he acted out of pure self-=-interest or self-indulgence..

His role in'the‘Panama Affair and the scuttling of his own

first Ministry were but two examples. His positiviéticvand S

natural conceit were the sources for thése'actidnso'  ,

But, criticizer though he might be of metaphysics
_and ®spirit,® Clemenceau suffered morally from'the pésSimism
and oppoptunism deriving from this positiono Was he;mefe;y'
to be "the strongest?® His ego and his_consciehce béthArec
belled against this idea. He filled his spiritlessAsqul -
with “romantic".individualismo'1Clemenéeag'pictﬁr¢d himself |
on a plateau beckdniné to a world of gréédy materialists;
.In his moments of reflectiongrhe'sufféfed from a sense of
frustration for all of.mankind; including himsélf; aé lohg':
as material gains were the only ones to be had.

Clemenceau sensed rather than intellectualized thé»r
need for ideals. Egotism ﬁight save Qné'from,tée’willfﬁf

Ythe strongest®™ but it carried Within itself aidanéer Just

2, Aux Ambuscades, pPps. 13;14; _
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as deadly. Self-indulgence was not. a morality in and of
itself. An absolute external to this battle of wi11sAwas :
neceséaryo. Clemenéeau found:it.in altruism or eécéﬁe from
self and wiil at the same time;' :

| This reintroduction of neo-Idealism wés éémmon among
late=Nineteenth and early-Twentieth Centufy thinkers;
Clemenéeau shared company with.Rickerf; Dilthéy,'Croce? and
Weber in this respect. Like them, Clemenceau felt the
collision of scientism with the irrational. TestimonyAfo'
the stréﬁgth of Clemenceau"ékcharaéter was thévéQuaﬁimity
with which he met this crisis. . | -

One can hardly blame Clemenéeau for incénsisfenciesa
His positivistic position could hardly lead him to anything.
but confusibn when it met the discoveries of»Fréﬁdg éore1
and. Durkheim head-on. The.Selfmrighteous_pessimism‘of |
'Schbpenhaﬁer ﬁas’hardly aﬁythingione cén like ﬁithoﬁtrin;A"
dulging in that philosopher®s smugness énd equivocablé_
ethics, It was to Clemenceau'’s credit that he assumed a
higher moral position9 one based on a metaphyéics fofced
upon him rather than soﬁghto 'Clemenceau9>tod,»eéuivéCatedD
but it was acts of selflessness which enoble him hiéﬁori=';
cally9 not the grim‘inflexiﬁle tramp ofva_se1f=sétiSfied
(snd self-interested) voiuntérist down the path of rélativm
ism espousing "I told you sos® and aSserting_“Wellg.thatds

the way of things.®



oL
. Clemenceau was frustrated and enragéd by the spectre
of the debauched and,depressed'France“beforé the War yeafso
During the War his need for ideals wasltrénsvalued into the
struggle for victory. When thé’War'ended, he was oncé again |
without a France he could admire, %I ém beginning to re-
gret 1918. It was idiotic, mad, bﬁt there was éOmethingéoa 
little...magnificent about it.. The”timés we are now,livingrj'
in are baseo‘“’3 | | | . }
Bruun points out-howvdiScohteﬁﬁed_Cléméﬁ@eag be;
came even as victdryfapproaChedoa As he felt the dépafture'

of his political and moral raison d“étreD Clemenceau grew  .

bitter and arguméntativeo Once agaih he Waé-faced With
aimlessness and relativism in his iifeoijfhis time he WOuld S
'have»nd chance to translate his egotistical confusion into
the pOlitical mayhem for which he wés,famouso5' His own.
Ministry toppled this time. | '
During the War itéelf he had,béén-a,man.pQSSeSSéd-_ 7 
with galining controi of Franceg'-His scathing;éttacks on
therprevious Wartime Ministries'landed him thé job mﬁcﬁ fo‘

the regret of Poincaré° “You‘have'madefitzimpossible for

3. Martet, p;_480
4, Bruun, ﬁo 165, 7
50' Hyndman , p. 80-81,
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-anyone else to form a government. Suppose youltake-on the
job, Let us see what you can cloc,"’r6 |
At the same time, Poincaré recognized Cleﬁehéeau”s
incredible strength énd energy and realized that he Wouid-
be a most able Prime Minister, if he was glven some cleapiy‘

definable goal, such as victory.

I am always a . little nervous, perhaps a little too
nervous of Clemenceau's -whims, his versatility and
-his fine contempt of everyone except himself. It
is certainly not for mere ambition that he wants
office, It is because he is convinced that he can
save his country, and that he alone can do it. If
-ever the real moment comes,. I shall call on him
without hesitation., The more-I think of the matter,
the more I say to myself, ?so long as victory is
possible, he is capable of upsetting everything,?

A day will come perhaps, when I shall add, "now
that everything 1s lost, he alone 1is capable of
saving everything.? .

Love for France Waé the one emotional attachmeht*'
which could override Clemenceau?s_egbtism; Thfoughout the
Nineties and the early Twentieth‘CenturyD Fraﬁce diéap=
pointed him as worthy of his love. But a France’devotéd to
victory, to brushing ﬁle Boche, ® was a France close to his
heart, | L | .‘:"7

For the fact is, Clemenceau was incapable of 1living .
up to his own undefined moral philo'sbph_y° His egovwas too

strong to malntain a constant devotion toward altruistic

6. Wythe Williams, p. 145. (Polncard’s invitation fiﬁ:ﬁ ;

to Clemenceau to form a government Novo 13, 1917) .

7. Wythe Williams, p. 1200‘(From Poincare»s'diary)o
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-goalsn nor was he even capable of romantic lo#e,_.These were
part of a morallty he could only adherelto'from afatv but
then, perhaps, philosophers need not-beVSaintsg}after all.
Clemenceau s morality did have enough effect on his
own life to make him vacillate between self- indulgence and
the illadefined'concept of "solidarite,,w This conoept be-
came a byword for Clemenceau and the ﬁadicalS’in Fin gg
siecle France. ltslvery_nebulous nature made it a perfect
g8logan for the anti=metaphySical politics practieced by the
Radicals° For Clem_enceauD it amountedrto a nationalistio
- and political translation of the moral concept of.altruiSmo
This ideal was vague enough for him to deny it as metaphysi="
cal, Yet it provided a goal upon which his splrit as well -
as his intellect could fix. - »
-Since ’che-EnlightenmentD man'’s spiritual nature has
been either ignored, stifled, or difeCted away from tradi;

tional and religious values toward nationalistic, scientific

or communistic ones., If Clemenceau felt an emptiness in his_,"m

soul9 it was because he shared the feelings of an age which
had not yet discovered the fallibility of secular creeds,'
that they too were based on falth. 7 _7 | iA |
Spengler had begun his lectures withhan:intimation
that perceived”reality was at least partiall& based on im- -
posed rules and forms of the perceiverob’Thisiimplied an .

emotional, and even irrational bias in the.constfuction of



the phenomenal'world - Freud, as he 1ncreasingly translated
the mechanistic vocabulary of the empiricists into a |
language that could better cope with the unconscioush Was"
at once redefining the perceptlon of reallty and casting
doubt on the validity of science itselfo,hhyijr

Clemenceau had not yet acknowledged his own doubts L
about science and the ambitions of positiv1sm° But he did
sense the emotional and irrational side in himself His
hastily constructed patchwork of metaphysical ideals and
morality were the desperate groping of ‘a-man faced with
defending the empty future of materialistic relativismo_;3

Clemenceau was not yet to the point of denying the absolute i

validity of scientific observation9 ,He did recognize a

never-ending search for ultimate truth, but that a scientifégsji..

ic Truth'did erist, and that man would-become.increasingly“
aware of it_through observation,_he never;denied; AThe_'V‘
irrational, 'heﬂrefused to recognize. R

| It is ironic that in a man who remains 80 personal=

ly fascinating because of his enormous ego and dynamic o

. character, his most admirable actions occurred at a time

When he devoted dynamism and ego to a cause beyond self= -
_indulgence° In the War Clemenceau’ Sfintellectual andVemoé
tional sides were one. He escaped his- accursed individua1=
ity in the drive for victoryp The personal risks he took

when touring the front are less. remarkable when one
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considers thatAthis;was a mah'with‘fhe-cértainty'df:é |
philosopher Qggggg.éaints fEhysiéai‘COurage Clémenceaﬂi"

" never 1écked° He soughtm;;éi'édﬁpage-all.of nis 1ife‘and
finally found it during thé fﬁo1yéars7WHich gave him'a v

memory that France would nevefxforgetyi
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