proper, simple sense, we hardly recognize them.
For this reason we have deemed it necessary to
comment in various places upon these letters. It is
also to be remarked how curious a form Mr Stuart
has chosen for the expression of his thoughts. It
is simple, attractive, and convenient, and possesses
the great advantage that his messages are auto-
matically dated.

Mr G. K. Chesterton, in one of his books, I think
that on Browning, has remarked upon the utter
futility of language. It is impossible to express
thought, unless the person who is to receive it has
already some inkling of what is meant. For
example, if I say that someone is a Puritan, the
remark may be taken as a compliment or as an
insult, according to the ideas in the mind of the
reader, or of his ideas as to what my ideas may be.
Unless the context makes it clear, doubt is certain
to remain. Nor need one suppose that there are
any words free from this ambiguity. FEverything
at one time or another has been the subject of vio-
lent praise and violent blame. If any one asks me
for the meaning of the word God, I must first
know whether the word is being used by the Pope
or Mr G. W. Foote or Herbert Spencer or Billy
Sunday. If you ask me for the meaning of the
word “soul,” T am equally at a loss. To the Budd-
hist it is a figment of the imagination of certain
Hindu philosophers. The Qabalists use it as almost
synonymous with “body.” Every metaphysician
that ever lived has used this word in a different
sense, and has nearly always forgotten to define it.
Now if, to bring back the matter to the question
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