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p. 72), gives substantially the same account, except that Conybeare
accurately translates Sudari as ‘ napkin.’

St. Nino’s witness is of first importance owing to the date and
circumstances of her life. She died in 338 presumably beyond middle
age. She was niece of the Patriarch-of Jerusalem. For two years
she ‘ served the Amenian Niaphori of Dvini, reading continually of
Christ’s * sufferings on the Cross, of His burial, resurrection and
garments, of His linen Shroud and Cross ’ (Beecher, p. 164).

VincenT McNass, O.P.

THE FEAST OF THE PRESENTATION OF THE VIRGIN MARY IN THE
TempLE: An Historical and Literary Study. By Sister Mary
Jerome Kishpaugh, O.P. (Catholic University of America Press,
Washington, D.C., 1941.)

This study, presented as a thesis for the doctorate in philosophy,
will be of interest chiefly to the liturgiologist. The writer first ex-
amines the accounts in the apocryphal Gospels of the story of the
Presentation and then traces the cultus in the Eastern Church. It
is claimed, on the evidence of Pére Edmond iBouvy and Pére Simeon
Vailhé, two nineteenth century scholars, that the feast was first com-
memorated at Jerusalem, although not formally introduced into
the Western Church until 1372. Anglo-Saxon calendars of the
eleventh century reveal a liturgical festival known as the Oblatio
S.M.V., which is in substance the Eastern feast of the Presentation,
and mention of a similar feast is found in a Hungarian twelfth cen-
tury calendar. In England the feast became popular and frequent
references to the story are found in early English literature, liturgical
drama, etc. The spread of the cultus on the continent was mainly
due to the efforts of Philippe de Méziéres (1327-1405), a crusader
from Picardy. The feast was suppressed by Pope St. Pius V as be-
ing of apocryphal origin, but was reintroduced and extended to the
Universal Church by Pope Sixtus V in 1585. The thesis is well
documented, scholarly and provided with a fairly extensive biblio-
graphy and with an index. . At the same time one asks whether such
scholarship could not have been devoted to a subject of greater im-
portance both from the liturgical and the historical point of view.

K. E. Poxnp.

PrrsonaLism anp THE Proriem or EviL. By Floyd Hiatt Ross.
(Yale Studies in Religion No. 11; Yale University Press; Hum-
phrey Milford; 6s.) .

The author of this essay is assistant Professor of Religion at the
University of S. Carolina. He describes personalism as an idealis-
tic system of philosophy which first found expression in the writings
of Borden T. Bowne of Boston in the early part of this century.

<Personalism denies the existence of extramental or ‘impersonal’
reality, and accepting as the only ‘reals’ the person of God and
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human persons, traces all events in ‘ so-called nature’ to the direct
will of God. Consequently the existence of physical evil in the world
becomes a major problem for personalists.

Three attempted solutions to the problem of evil are then exam-
ined. ‘These solutions of Bowne, Knudson, and Brightman are re-
jected by the author as inadequate, and he concludes by expressing
a lamentably vague hope that a satisfactory answer is to be found
in the future and not in the past.

Brightman’s view receives fuller treatment than the others. He
postulates in God the existence of the ‘ given.’ This * given’ is a
limiting and retarding factor in God : it is not of God’s creation, yet
God has to struggle with it eternally, and since it is present within
the Deity, God can achieve His ends only under difficulties and not
without delay and suffering. The ‘given’ is therefore the cause
of all physical evil.,

This reckless and appalling solution calls for little comment, and
it is te be hoped that few personalists will accept it. N.M.

WRrIlERs IN FrREEDOM. A Symposium based on the Seventeenth In-
ternational Congress of the P.E.N. Club. Edited by Herman
Quld. (Hutchinson; 8s. 6d.)

To a Christian, accepting the ‘ primacy of the spiritual,’ this is a
depressing hook, and for the same reasens which make it depress-
ing to anyone concerned with the serious discussion of literature.
That so many and so diverse writers should differ is natural; but
when they are agreed about nothing except that in some way * litera-
ture matters,’ it is difficult to see how those conditions which favour
great writing are to be obtained : it is not good for man to be alone;
and the writer is not less in need of the community than other men,

The temperature of the book is indicated by Mr. E. M. Forster :
‘1 think that there are only two forms of order in the universe:
with the first we are not concerned, though I will mention it in
passing—it is the Divine order, the mystic vision for those who can
‘gain it . . . . We are concerned with the second order, that which
an artist can create in his own work. . . .” The divine is mentioned
only in passing : one immediately understands that essentially mate.
rialist concern with propaganda which has so large a place in this
symposium, and which Mr. Stephen Spender has criticised so effec-
tively in his recent Life and the Poel. In so far as any general
critical tendency is discernible, it is towards a view of the poet as
no longer the unacknowledged but the accepted legislator of the
world ; and from this one turns with relief to the contribution of Mr,
Olaf Stapledon : ¢ Literature must have its roots in concrete living, in

minute particular experiences . , . It should, of course, clarify
not only understanding, but also, and more particularly, feeling.’
\ L.T.
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