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whom the Master promised the vofailing protection of the Holy
Spirit. In God's name, let us be docile and ohedient, and not fil
i our exajted task of explaining in its integrity the faith which
the Sou of Gad commiitted to the care of I[Tis infaliilde Church,
R
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Firry YEARS A6o

In The dmerican Eccleswstical Reviewr for November, %00, the
leading article, coniributed by Fr. Alexander Macionald, iz entitled
“The Sacrificial Idea in the Mass.” MHis main contentivn s that the
Mass is one and the same sacrifice with that of the Crass, “It is the
immolation of Christ upon the Cross, togeiher with the fact that e
samie Victim is really present upon the Altar offered by the same High
Priest which makes the Mass the distinctive atcl never-fanling sacrifice
of the New Testament.” . .. Fr. Anselm Kroll contributes an asticke o
“The Sepport of Sick and Old Clergymen.” Ile expluin in detazl the
cananical provisions for the support of the clergy, and admits that it
very difficult to determine the best metiwd of extending relief to de-
serving hut needy ecclesiastics. He promiscs to discuss this problem
in a future article. . .. Under the heading “Scholastic Methods, their
Advantages and Disadvantages” Fr. J. R, Slattery makes some sug-
gestions for improving the inethod of teaching theology in our semi-
varies. , . . A response in the Conference section asserts that the hridal
couple may kneel within the sanctuary during the Nuptial Mass, .. .
A form for the blessing of a couple on the ceeasion of thers silver or
galden jubilee of marriage is suggested, . . . Mention is made of a fetter
sent hy the Holy See o the bishops of the United States covimanding
that rn the event that a single Maxs is celebrated on Al Souls’ Day for
the deceased whose names are proposed by the parishioters (amany \
offerings being given), a notice should be posted in the church makng
it clear that ouly one Mass is being offered.

E.J.C




THE CONCEPT OF MARY ANI> THE
CHURCH IN THE FATHIERS

The past one hundred years of e Churen's history have Leen
marked by a phencanenal merease of Martor thuugit and devotion
that is paralleted perbaps unly by the grest Martan vitatity of the
Middle Ages. Since the definiiion of the dogue of Macy's bu-
maculate Conception, popular devotion to the Mother of G
under the infiucnce of such wanilestty snzeenanmal nterventions

as Lourdes and Fatiia, has grown into a licd of woeld {rast in er
Mariology has blossomst as o Reld which
The

power of intercession.
is preoccupying thenlogical thought as it has neve
Sovereign Pontiffs since THos [X have been conisistently oaispoken
o urged e memnbers ol

regarding the privileges of dacy, and Lo
Haoly Charch to turn with Lilial contidence 1o Per to avert warid
disaster and to bring peace. Not deast of these papal acts was the
consecration of the world to the lommaculate Floset of Mary by
Pope Pius XIT, October 31, 1942, The Holy Year of 1450, with
its solemn proclamation of the dogma of Mary’s Assumption, has
crowned a century that began with the prockumatinn of her Toi-
maculate Conception.

Ii one considers Mary's tole in the Choaehh bistory of the past
century, and the fact that this role has had o intimate influe
on the life and growth of 1le Chaceh, the gqnestioninay legithoareiy
be asked : what refationship exists hetween Mary andd the Churel:
which gives significance to il Mariaa cvents? In sceking an
answer to this question, we instinctively turn for enlightenneat
to Cathotic tradition, to the weorks of the Fathers and Doclurs af
the Church. An answer, at [east in ils seed-form, v ofered hy
the early Church Tathers, and an examination of their statements
on the subject may perhaps give a greater theological perspective
to current Marian history.

In Pawristic orguage Mary is idewtified, so tn spuak, with the
Chareh: in many instances she is even cadled the Chureh. The

-

7

Fathers use the same terme to exalt Mary and explain her prevoga-

tives as they use for the Church, and apply interchangeahlv, as

with cqual fitness, the same fgures, types and prophecies 1o Mary

as to the Church. The two main bases on which the Tathers rlraw

this paraile! are the motherhood of the Church conipared and len-
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tified with the motherhood of Mary ; and the Church as the Virgio-
Lride of Christ compared with the similar role of Mary.

St. Ambrose in one passage speaks oi the Churech as the type of
Mary, but the common practice among the FFathers was to con-
sider Mary as personifying the Church. “The Virgin Mary is ...
the figure of the Charch, which received the firsl iruits of the
Gaapel,” wrote 5t Ephremnt ““Let us call tlie Chnreh by the nams
of Mary, tor she is worthy of the double name.™ “I'he Virgin Mary
appears, then, as personifying mest povfectly Dumanity, wed vir
ginally to the Incarnate Word, the receiver of divine vevelation and
responding with perfeet didelity to the whisperings of the Divine
Bridegroom. “Here [in the sicgiity of Jis mother| He chose
for Tlimsell a chaste bridat chamber wheveist He adghl be naited

as {he bridegromuo with the bride.””?

It is also in her motherhoad of the hitstorteal Jesus that @ parallel
is drawn between Mary and the Church, Mary is the Maother of
Jesus, the Church, the Mother of Christians, Thns, St Methodies
interprets the Woman in the Apucalypse as literally signifying
Mary, and mystically signifying the Church.

Maost often, however, motherhood and virginity, which are
proper tu both Mary and the Church, are considerd in the one
concept of a fruitinl virginal or bridal-motherhood.  St. Ambrose
speaks of the Church’s fecundity thus: “Tt is a virgin who has
borne us in ber wonil, a virgin who has brought us forth, a virgia
who has noutished us with her own wilk.”? Isewhere he points
to Mary as ihe type of this, the Church’'s virginal froilfulness:

Tt was fAtting that Mary should he espoused and at the same tims a
Virgin; hecause she is the type of the Church, which is spotiess, yet
marricd. For virgin she [the Churchi his conceived us of the Spirit,
amcd virgin, without pangs she has given us burth?

St. Augustine concurs with the Rishop of Miian:

The Church . . . imitating Christ's Mother every day gives birih to

1 Serme od Nocturnums Dominicae Rlesurrectiones, 2, 3, Tamy 1, 931-537,
Quoted i Thomas fivios, CSSR., The Hivssed iy in the Fathers of
the First Str Conturics {Loadon: Boros and Oates, Lid.; N, Y.: Beoziger,
1893), p. 268. Subsecyuent texts of the Fathers are as given in Livius.

2 5t Augusting, Enarrat. sn Py CXLVI, n. 8. Livivs, 276.

3 e Officiis Mintstrorum, Lib. 1, cap, 5 22. Livius, 270,

¢ fy Luc. 1. 11, a. 7. Livius, 271.
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MARY AND THi: CHURCH IX THE T

His members and is & virgin.® Did not the hoiy Virgin Mary bath
bring forth and remain a Virgin? So, 10, e O hobrivazs foth and
isavirgin, And if thou reficerest, she gives bivdran Chred, thisse
whao are haptised are Bis menthora, Yeu, says 1J]L Apaostle, Wy
of Christ, asd members, 1, lm‘n fore, shie yives binth w Chy nea-
bers, she iy st Like MaryV Hee we nub goder e -

type of the haly Chur
Ghost came dowtt; her too the power oi the Mat i
and from ker gracs forth Chrisl, aaighiy
immaculate bride. fraitfui i child-beari
conceived nwot frons nan, bhut hy the Spicit
row, but m joy. She trriares not with hreast of i
of the Teacher, Ho 16 sl the Spesrse of Ch
nations, who narvels af seciny fweself with chi
she has brought focth.?

roon ler too, as o

s when

Lodrad rejo

Two hundred years later, but siill in the Patristic tradition, St.
Istdore of Seville vepeated: "Mary signifies the Clarely, which
being espoused to Christ, as a virgin hath eonceived us of the 1Toly
Ghost, and as a virgiu hath also given ns Inrth.”s

The Tathers in these passages secm to he satished with compur-
ing the Churcit's fruitfulness with that of Mary, amd Jdo ot ex-
plicitly declare, as is now often declared, that the Churcl’s mater-
nity is, in effect, Mary's spivitual Motherbood of men. The pas-
sages cited involve primarily an acalogy between the Spivitual
Maternity of the Charch, wul the natural walermiry of Macy,
Even when St Augustine speaks of giving "birth 1o Christ’s
members,” it is “the Charch dmttating Christ's Mother"-—which
would leave Mary’s Spiritual Maternity at best only iraplicd, not
directly stated.

Nevertheless, some of the Fathers have gone so far as to apply
the namne of the Church itself to Mary.

“O mystic marvel!” wrote St. Clenwent of Alexandria, “'One
Father of all things and ore Word of afl things and the Tloly
Ghost, One and the same everywhere, and one only Mother Vie-

5 Extchirid. od FLourcntinm, vap, 34 Livius, 275,
€ Yerm. 213, cap. 7. Livius, 275.

T Serm. 121, e Nat. Dam. v, 5, Int. Opp. 8. Awgusting, Append, Livius,

276. This guotation, although of doubtful authenticity, is included as not
being foreign to St Augustine’s thought, but rather as au elaboration of it
8 Aliegoriae ex N. Test. Ap. Morales Lib, 1L, Tr. 6. Livius, 277,
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gin. Deur to me it is fo coll her the Church™™
autributed ta St. Methodins, these wards occur in praise [ary:
“With hymns, O blessed Spouse of God, adorning the
we nuw venerate thee, pure virgin Church of stowy body.
The heresrarch Manes' ivonic use of the terimn “that rsst ¢
Viegin and iumacalate Churdd” refering e Mary seems fo indi
cate that this was a phrase theo commonly received and usel?
St Cyril of Alexandria closes one of his homitics thus: 1y
with canticles the ever-Virgin Mary, that i to say, the huly
and her Son and spotiess Spouse. . . . Anlen. "'

These passages are to be Interpreted priniarily i a metiphorics
sense, for evidently BMacy is not, in the words of the Paliimes:
Calechizm, “the congregation of all baptized persous ueited ju the
samie trae faith, the sanw sacrifice, and the same sacune -, nader
the anthovity of the Sovercign Pontiti and the Lixhuops i3 cor-
munion with hint” But some of the Fatbers wrote aboot a4 com-
penctration of the two ideas. In at least two respects the Datrisis
view presents a real “overlapping”—ihe first, i that Mary is
part of the Church, is the most perfect metsber of the Mystical
Body ; the second, in that Mary's saternity has foc itz ohject and
effect the bestowal of divine Jife upon the himas race, whick is
likewise the object and effect of the Churel’s bisiarical existence
Among the writings of St. Ambrase is to be found a comnentary
on the Apocalypse in wlich we find this thonght expressed that
by the Waman here we may understand the Blessed Virgin Mary,
because she is the Mother of the Churehi, fur she hrought fort
Him who is the Head of the Church, andt is herself daughter of
the Church, since she s the greatest member of the Chnrch.™

The Fathers followed St. Paul closcly tn holding tlat the Chureh
s the Bride of Chrigt. Not yct perfect because of her human mem-
bers, she grows into an ever closer wnien witle 1Ting Ueoegl sub-
missive fidelity to His grace until the day of Mis coming, Sle
desires to be His perfect complenient, to A1 ap'™ what is Jacking
to 1him, and in this sense her way of acting may be callud a sl
seeking of Christ. That Mary is the model of this sceking of

In o manuserpt

? Paedagogus, 1ib. 1, e. 6, MP(, Vitl, 301, Livius, 263

0 Dee. Firg, or. 1, ¢, 5, p. 43, Livins, 266.

ILCH, Livius, 265,

V2 [{em. IV ad An. Livius., 277.

Y iat, Opp. St. Ambrosi, Cf. fn Luc. Lib. X, n. 134, Livius, 271,
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Christ seerns to be implied in a number of passages of the Fathers,
in the Old Testament this striving for nnion with the Deidegromn
was expressed and prefigured e the Centlelic of Cueati The
Fathers 1a (‘mnmcming npen this Beonk of the Ol T ~¢ 1he
words of the Bride vpon the Hps of botle Mary ad Llarch.
“Mary is that beautiful spotse of the Canticles who put oit (e ald
garment, washed bor feer, and reccived the immortal Bridegroom
I Uipon the text, et Blim kiss

within her own hride-chamber
me with the kisses of Flis south,” St Amlicose vemasks:

ievwrl frem
e Hprn
_':"l

of the Haolv Spirie ce

¢ shill

IIereby s sigmifien] the grace
ahove, as the Anpel snid 10 Viiey: "The ioly G
thee, and the power af e Maost Tlinh shall overs

The Charch ceases not tu Kiss the Teet of Cliris
Canticle of Canticles, she is nat contetd with one but with many kissus,
Far like holy Mary, she is intent on 21l Hlhs atterances, sud tokes o all
His words, When the Gospel or a Prophet is being remd, she kerps all
His sayings i her heart1

The wiew that Mary i her vicarious representation of human-
ity-to-be-redeemed personifics the perfect way of acting towaril
the Divine Dridegroom, the perfection of the Charch in its mem-
bers, has been brouglit into prominence of late in Pope [Mus XIL's
Mystici Corporis:

Her sinless soub was filled with the divine Spirit of Jesus Christ more
than afl other created sonls . . . she more than all the faithful “glled up
those things that are wanting of the suffering of Christ o . . for ITis
body which is the Charch.”

And the Pontiff is at pains to point ont that her whole life exem-
plifics the perfect way of acting toward Christ. She secks only His
will at the Annunciztion; with motherly tenderness she brings
Him forth and ourtures Mis childhood ; she is the mistress of His
hidden life; in his pubtic life she is 1lis alter ipse, the only eomplete
triumph of His apostolate; she suirenders her maternal rights over
Him at His passion anrd death. .. . Fhally, after T{is ascension, she
ts left for a time upon earth to mother the infant Chureh and to
ke the living exemplar of the preat lessan Christ wisked to teach
IMis Church: that the fiving Christ is to be sought and found in

uicow 1
s arwl heace o the

1% & Proclus, Orat. VI, 17, De Deip, Jauditius, Livius, 98.
16 8. Ambrose, in Ps. CXVIIL Serm. 1L, 0. 16, Livius, 92,
18 Epist. XLE, 18,
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the living Church. “She continued to show far the Mystival Dody
of Christ, born from the pierced Heart of the Suvior, the same
Mother’s care and ardent jove with which -he dfisped the Tefa
Jesus to her warm and poutishiug brease.”

1f the view be accepted that Mary persoprilicd periec) inorpuc-
tion jn Cherist, then the Church's ideal, the
was realized perfectly onty in her; avd thas ihe Charelt'
goal—her presentation to Christ “in all her glory,
or wrinkle” (£pgh 5, 27)- - way forushaduwed o
ginning. FFor nowhere fnits history has the Churel
of acfing (its utterty perfect co-operaling Ml
embodicd, save in Mary, The Saints have, inovary
perfection, excplificd the Chareli's way af acting, T fo Man
alone should he reserved the glory of heing the prototy pe and spot
tess exemplar, The question at least deseyves cousizieratinn ane
stucy.

The Church's maternity i, in Fet, Maey™s spirilual motherhood
of all men. OF all the Fathers, it was St. Angustite wha explained
this most clearly. While stating that “Mary corporally gave birth
W the Ylead of this (Mystical) bady, the Church spirinually gives
bivth to the members of that ead.”*™ he shaws thar Mury 5 o
very (roth Maother likewise of all the members, and consequently,
the Chorch's ministecial action is the application, throughout the
time and space of listary, of Mary's spititual mnthierhoad of il
men. “She s clearly the spiritual Mother ol His vwabers, whish
we are; hecause she co-operated hy her charity, thin the faithiul
might be horn nto ihe Church; and these are the members of 1ha
sawie Head."' ‘I'he predominant patristic concept of the New
Adam and the New Eve as pavents of the regenerated liunan tace
shows likewise Mary’s role as Mother of the redecnwd, not merely
in being Mother of Jesus’ natural body, hut also by an active co
operation with the entire divine plan of redemption. “Death by
ive, life by Mary.”® Modern terminology has sought tn reduce
the apparent complexity of Mary's donble maternity {that of
Jesus and that of mankind) in the one concept of her mothechood
of the Whole Christ.

seoub fts action,

wilizuats

IHIR

Ve

JERHINY

gy degres of

17 De Sanct, Virgimit. cap. 11, M#°L, X1, Livius, 275 f.
18 fhid., cap. V1, Livius, 276.
19 St. Jerome, Ep. 22, od Ewustoch. 21.
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MARY AND 71

1est crises,

gr
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Today, when the Church is faced with one of
and when, oo the other hund, she s theowin
treasures with an unprecedented efthence, it i
find that the [Toly Futher shondd close his ninsluriy e
Churcli as the Mystical Dody thas:

“May she, then, most holy Morher of 2l Chiisl = owanbers, to
serraded all ones,

nol s

lise on toe

whose Immaculate Hewrt we hive trusiingiy ¢
felpet with the glory of bGeaven wheee she

her body mud soul
reigns with liee
a contipuous ans copions Jow of g
Head into all the muanbers of
about Lhe Church tivlay “etinsey
protection sl ohdain fione God that pow s Jist the Cha
all mapkind nay enjov more peaceful days”

Cnever e to e Trous i tat
Tromt i
voslie throw
antle al her
et el
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plasions
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Groask Mostacur, S.0M,

At St Join
Dayton, Ohio

Tniw Prigst’s Tasw

[t s the pricst’s task (o clear away from men’s @unds the ks of
prejudices and misunderstandings which hostile adversacies have piled
up; the madern mind is cager Yor the teath, and the priest should be
able to point it out with serene frankness ; therve are souls stil! hesitating
distressed by doubts, und the priest should inspire courage and trust,
and guide thena with cahu security to the safe porl of Faith, faith ae-
cepted by both head and heart; error makes fis ansliughts, arvogant
and persistent, and the pricst should know how to meet them with a
defense vigorous and active, yot solid and unruidiced. . ..

Therefore, Venerable Bretheon, it i5 ne ary that the priest, evu
among the absorbing tasks or his charge, awd ever with a view to it
shapld enntinne Bis weological studies with mnremitting zeal. The
knowledge acquired at the seminary is imlead a1 safficient foundation
with which o beging; but it must be giasped more thoroughly, and per-
fectedd by an ever-inecreasing knowiedae and understancher of the
Herein s the source of cHecibve preaching and of

sacred sciences.
mflucnce over the souls of others.

Pope Pius XI, The Catholic Privsiheod {Anwrica Press), pp. 23 1




