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in a spirit of uncontrolable rnirth. lEIs humour and wvit, en-
trenched bchind a strong pugnacity, hiave put to rout mnany of
his controversalists, because Chesterton is, above everything else,
a figliter, one -whoni even his controversial, enexunies have learned
to respect. It is told that during a period of political exciteinent
in England a few years ago, hie carried on as niany as twenty
controversies in various English journals, with much success. At
the present day his influence over inany younig and developing
xninds in that country is assuredly great, largely because of the
originality of bis style and his constant habit of using ludicrous
exaxuples with which to enforce an argumnent or froin which, to
prove a truth. He gives us a reason for this proclivity on his part
in a chapter on Spiritualismn, taken froin "Ail Things Consid-
ered" (1908).

4I think seriously on the -%vhole that the mnore serions is
the discussiony the more grotesque slîould be the tenus. For
this, as I say, there is an evident reason. For a subject is
really soleinn and important in so far as it applies to the
whlole cosmos or to soine great spheres and cycles of experience
at least. So far as a thing is universal, it is serious. And so
far as a thing- is universal it is full of comiie things. If you
take a small thiug, it inay be entirely serions; Napoleon, for
instance, was a sinali thing, and lie was serions; the saine ap-
plies to icirobes. Mf you isolate a thing you may get flhc pure
essenice of gravit.y. But if you takze a large thing (sucli as the
Solar Systein), it nst be comnie, at leant in parts. Tie genmns
are serions because they kill you. But the stars are funny
because they give birth to life and life gives birth to fun. If
yuui have, let us say, a theory about mnan, aud if you. can only
prove it by talking about Plato and George 'Washington, your
theory r ay be a quite frivolous thing, but if youi eau prove
it by talking about the butier or thec postmnan, timen it is serions
because it is universal. So far froin it being irreverent to use
silly examples on serions questions, it is the test of one's ser-
iousness. It is the test of a responsible religion or theory
-w'lxther it can take examiples froin pots and pans and boots
and buitter-tubs. It is the test of a good philosophy whether
you eau dlefend it grotesquely; it is flhc test of a good religion
w'hethcer yom can jokze aibout it.
U-owever. it is prniarily bis plxilosophy wvith wich -we are

coniccrnedl an(] the evý.oluitioni of ideas leading up to blis acceeptance
of at philosophy -wichl satisfled a Descartes, a Bossuet and a Newv-


