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*N eminent authority 0o1 literature is credited with. the
assertion that the thrce cleverest -%vriters ini E ngland
to-day are G. K. Chiesterton, Hillaie l3elloc and George
B3ernard Shaw. H-owever truc this mnay be, it is obvions
that the wvritis of Oh.#Iestertoni and ]3clloc should be

of particular imnport, to Catholies iii pur-suit of intellectual.
ý»- culture, iniasînuelli as the philosophiy of both is essentially
Cathiole and antagoiiistie to the indiffecrenltism to defnîied truths
so rampant iii this mnaterialistie a go. ]3oth have emuployed intel-
leets of undoubted power to eomrageously defen<l Christianity
against the attaeks of modern scepties and seoffers, but it is wit a si w
the stronger and more reimarkable of these two wrviiters that this
sk-etchl lias to, dcal-wtith lhis phiosophy and flie unique and start-
liifg manner iii -%vhiell hie presents it to a literai-y w-orld w'hcre his
naine lias already becoine a hiousehiold wvord.

Gilbert Keith Chesterton ivas born at Caînpeen Hi, Kensing-
ton, England, on thc 29th of Mà-ay, 1874. H1e wcrnt to St. ]?aul's
Sehool whcn abouit tw'velve, and aftcr an clemnentary education of
soine five years, ]lis father-a draughitsman by profcssion-rcog-
nizcd in ii iim extraordinary literary ability, and allow-cd hinm to
-ithidraw fromn sehool and devote his. t-iine to, iiterary pursuits,

aîter whichi lie began to review works for The l3ookmuanii îïnd coni-
tribute letters and articles to soine of the w'eckly E iglishi period-
ieais, oi-er flic signature "«G. K. C" As an able eritie lias said,
«'In the autumuii of the year 1899, no one outside of bis own circle
had ever lieard of G. K. Chesterton; in flic spring of 1900, every-
om wzis asking every ome cisec 'whlo is G. K. CA?' Before the year
w«;ts, o-<'r, blis nine and wmritings were better kuow,ý'n than those of
i1(I I(ii -o liad made reputations ivhile lie iras still an infant.
Tlivrme is n0 example iu the Iast fifty years of so dizzy a risc froin
obseurity te faile." To-dlay this cl-secdrenowNvl is elaim-
in- the admiration of the New World, and -mliile Ilis works are
not numiierous, thcy are se mleritorions as to be w'orthy of thc
attention of ail students of good literature.

Chesterton 's faile is summcuid up ini thc titie his adinirers have
accorded M, viz-a Ilazster of paradox. IHo clothes biis phil-
osophy ln a robe of grotesque imetaphors, wichiil sceiningly cou-
v-ey to thc mind an impression that ahi of luis books wcre writtcn


