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The Personal  Heresy:  A Controversy  records a  long-running debate in  pr in t  between 

C.S.  Lewis  and E.M.W. Ti l lyard.   The f irs t  three essays were pr in ted  in  the 

per iodical  Essays and Studies  in  1934,  1935,  and 1936.  To these,  three addi t ional  

essays were added,  together  with  a  concluding note  by Lewis  and a  jo in t  Preface,  to  

make the book f irs t  publ ished in 1939 by OUP, and repr in ted in  1965.   The work 

under review is  the  f irs t  repr in t  s ince then,  edi ted  and annotated  by Joel  Heck 

(author  of  Irr igat ing Deserts ,  a lso reviewed in  th is  issue)  and with  an  in troduction 

by Bruce Edwards  (editor  of  C.S.  Lewis:  Li fe ,  Works,  and Legacy ) .   The volume is  

well  presented and nicely bound.  

Both  the in troduct ion and notes  are  a imed at  the reader  famil iar  with  Lewis’  f ic t ion 

and Chris t ian  apologet ics ,  who is  coming for  the  f irs t  t ime to  h is  cr i t ic ism.   Edwards 

unabashedly takes Lewis’  s ide in  the controversy;  and Heck’s  notes  rarely provide 

the fu l l  c i tat ions a  l i terary scholar  would  desire .   The in troduct ion is  most  concerned 

with  s i tuat ing the exchange in Lewis’  corpus,  and blames Til lyard  for  dr iv ing the 

conversat ion off- track.    Meanwhile ,  the notes  translate  foreign languages and 

at tempt  to  c lar i fy  obscure  a l lusions.   There  is  a  cer ta in  amount  of  unevenness  here 

( i t  i s  unclear  why some quotations  are  ident i f ied  and some not) ,  the occasional  

mis take (e .g.’  Old English’  for  ‘Middle  English’  in  note  35) ,  and some ra ther  g lar ing 

gaps (Rober t  Herr ick’s  poem ‘Upon Jul ia’s  Clothes’ ,  to  which reference is  of ten  

made,  would  have f i t  easi ly  in  a  note) ,  but  i t  is  l ikely that  the annotat ion wil l  serve 

i ts  purpose of  keeping the  target  reader  f rom feel ing bewildered.   This  is  a  welcome 

and worthy re-edi t ion.  
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