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predisposed thereby t o  accept the evidence in favour of the 
authenticity of the Holy Shroud a t  Turin.  Guarding,  however, 
against  any  undue influence of dcsire by which ‘ a devoted will 
may bend the undcrstanding,’ we may say tha t  the  a rguments  
set  forth by Mgr.  Bitrlics appear  wholly convincing. They  a r e  
archeological and scientific rather  than historical and literary, 
but they a r e  crowned by the  corroborat ing testimony of 
Christian a r t .  

Mgr .  Barnes sliows the anomalous position of the disputants  
in thc  a rgument  tha t  ensued shortly af ter  the exposition of the  
relic in 1898, when the negative character  of the  image w a s  first 
discovered. Agnostics like M. Yves Delage,  professor of bio- 
lngy at the Sorbonne, contended for  its genuineness, which 
chirrrhmen Iicaded by Canon Chevalier denied. T h e  affirmation 
w a s  based upon experiments carried out by French scientists, 
showing that partly by contact,  partly by vaporous emanat ions,  
a human hody cou!d produce upon a linen sheet treated with 
alocs, a negative imagc analogous t o  tha t  made by light on  a 
sensitive photngraphic plate. T h e  opposing side relied in the 
main upon a n  cpiscop;tl document, apparently of the fourteenth 
century, which statrcl thilt the shroud a t  Lircy, idcntified hy all 
with the shroud now a t  Tur in ,  w a s  only a painting. 

Re-examination o f  the shroud niarlc possible by its exposition 
in 1 9 3 1 ~  has  shown bcyond douht tha t  the  image on it cannot  
have been the product of a fourtcenth century ar t is t ,  nor  indeed 
of pigments  of any age. T h e  image must  have been made by 
a human hody, and that  thc  body of Chr i s t ;  for  the fantastic 
supposition that  a mediaeval criminal had been tortured and 
put to  death in the same wity as Christ for thc  sake  of produc- 
ing  an iniagc of tlic physiral sufferings undergone in the  Pas- 
sion, apar t  from more cogent reasons, could not conceivably 
account for  the beaut! and majesty of the face on  the  shroud. 

T h e  author  rcgards the historical evidence o r  the  l a rk  of it 
in this case a s  of secondary impnrtanrc. H e  shows t h a t  though  
there a r e  Incuiiac i n  the continuity of the relic’s history, yet 
these appear  t o  be not so g r e a t  liut that  they may be leaped 
over with sa fe ty ;  indcetl, wc  nre driven t o  such a procedure 
by the compelling force of the tcstimony of the  object. 

IVithin the sevcnt! pages that  form the book there a r e  
fascinating side excursions into various matters  : the  Russian 
Cross ,  St. Louis’ relic- of the Crown of Thorns ,  Byzantine 
crucifixrs, Roman excavations and what not ,  all throwing light 
upon the shroud and illumined b y  it in their turn.  Some of the 
explanations a r c  ingenious and claim t o  be no more;  not one 
of them is without interest. 



REVIEWS 

The illustrations are 011 the whole good, although the glossy 
paper on  which they arc printed is artistically regrettable. 
They are 1:irge and suficientiy r k a r  to awakcn in the reader 
the desire to have the really bcautiful official photographs that 
have been made at  ‘rurin. M.E.K. 

FLEE TO T H E  FIELDS : a s).mposiuni by various authors. (Hcath 

This book prescnts for the first time a compendious account 
of ‘ the Faith and \Vorks of the Catholic Land Movement.’ It 
is of importance bccausc, although the immediately practical 
value of tlw work Iwing done is alrcady widely apprcciatcd, the 
direction of its faith i:, less commonly undcrstood. 

There would appcar t o  bc two schools among supporters of 
the Movcnient. One school admires it as a heroic attempt to 
better thc lot of such Catholic jetsam a s  may be discarded by 
the economic tide-the tide of which the ebb and flow is called 
a Trade Cycle. The second school regards it a s  something of 
more positive and pcrniaiicnt value, and dcclarcs that the rc- 
storatitm oC the English peasantry is a great crusade, no t  in- 
spired alone by immediate necessit!. This school includes, of 
course, all Catholic Distributists, including thosc who abhor 
all machincr!~, and lvhosc clothes arc always made by hand. 
And it will be pleasant to many and surprising to most to find 
that the Movrmcnt hcrc declares officially for th is  second 
school. 

Many interesting facts comc to light. For example, impos- 
i n g  authorities are c.itcd ‘ as  having proved that the princ:ples 
of machinrdom were known to the ancient Chinese and Greeks, 
:ind tIc1it)cr:itcly rejec*ted by an intclligcnce which foresaw the 
outrime of tlwir appliration to industry.’ 

Concerning the vrsctl question of machinery, n very wise 
chapter has been c.ontrih1ltetl by blr, George Maxwell, and 
nobody who would appreciate the position of the ‘ fanatics ’ in 
t h i s  matter should fait to read i t .  I t  should also be pondered 
ijy thosc with dreams of Cultiirc for the Rlasses, and the ult i-  
male supercession of human labour. 

A distinction too seldom drawn is that between poverty and 
squalor. Thiis slum-tlwrllcrs to-clay arc extremely poor (at 
k i s t  i n  a niaterinlist sensc), ant1 they exist under conditions of 
Wren ic  SqUal[ jr .  The chief difference brtween the authors of 
this book and othcr social reformers who still believe in human 
liberty, is that the!, work primarily to rcmove squalor from the 
world, tllcre being but little on the land, and are less certain 
about the undesirability of poverty ; while others think only in 
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