
IS T H E M A S S IN F A L L IB L E IN IT S  

E F F E C T S ?
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I
N  a fo rm er n u m b er o f th e  I . E . R e c o r d  1 I  d iscu ssed  

th e q u estio n w h eth e r th e  e ffec ts o f th e  M ass a re  o f 

in d e fin ite ex ten t in th e ir ap p lica tio n to u s. S o  a t 

p resen t it m ay  n o t b e  o u t o f  p lace  to  co n sid e r h o w  fa r th e ir 

in c id en ce  is in fa llib le  ; in  o th e r w o rd s , h o w  fa r th e  p erso n  

th a t a M ass is in ten d ed to b en efit, in v a riab ly an d as »  

m atte r o f co u rse , receiv es th e fav o u rs o f w h ich it is so  

b o u n tifu l a s to re . A n d as th e teach in g ab o u t a ll o f th e  

e ffects is n o t th e sam e , w e can b est a rriv e a t th e tru th , 

o r a fa ir ap p ro x im atio n to it, b y tak in g  th em  seriatim; 

an d  ex am in in g  w h at d eg ree o f ce rta in ty  w e can  h av e  th a t 

each w ill b e rea lized in th e case o f a p articu la r p erso n ; 

su p p o sin g , o f co u rse , th a t th e p ries t v a lid ly d irec ts h is 

in ten tio n  o n h is b eh a lf.

W ell, as  reg ard s  adoration o r worship o f  G o d  an d  thanks­

giving to  H im , th ey  a re in fa llib ly  an d  u n co n d itio n a lly  th e  

o u tco m e o f ev ery M ass  ; an d sh o w in g th em  fo rth as »  

su p rem ely  accep tab le o ffe rin g  in  H is s ig h t is , acco rd in g ly  

treasu red u p in m erit fo r th o se asso c ia ted  w ith , o r  to  an y  

d eg ree  re sp o n sib le fo r, th e  ce leb ra tio n  o f th e  h o ly  sac rifice ·  

A n d  th e  reaso n  o f w h at I m ay  ca ll its au to m atic e fficacy  

as reg a rd s th ese re su lts , is th a t th ey a re th e p rim ary  

o b jec ts o f sac rifice  ; in asm u ch as th ey w o u ld b e ah eap  

d u e  fro m  c rea tu res  to  th e ir  C rea to r in  an y  co n ce iv ab le  v ie*  

o f th e  re la tion s b e tw een H im  an d th em  ; an d  q u ite  irre­

sp ec tiv e  o f th e  fac ts th a t th e  b en eficen t sch em e o f  D iv in e  

P ro v id en ce in o u r reg a rd w as m arred b y s in an d ev il, 

an d th a t o u r v ariou s n eed s co n seq u en t o n th ese w ere

i Fifth Series, V ol. xxxii., pp. 481. aqq. (N ovem ber, 1028).
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i g rea tly in c reased . W h ile , o n th e co n tra ry , propitiation, 

I laiisfaclion an d , to so m e ex ten t, impétration1 a re o n ly  

in  th e  p resen t o rd er, th a t is co n tin g en tly  o n  s in , th e  fru it  

o f sac rifice . B ecau se w ere it n o t fo r s in , th e re w o u ld b e  

n o q u estio n o f  .p ro p itia ting G o d  ; o r o f su p p lica tin g H im  

to g iv e sp ec ia l h e lp s— medicinal g races— to a id an d  

s tren g th en o ur n a tu ra l p o w ers , d ep le ted an d h am p ered in  

th e ir o p era tio n  b y  it— w h ich  is a  m o st im p o rtan t p ro v in ce  

o f th e  p ray er o f p e titio n .

M o reo ver, as  th e  la treu tica l an d  E u ch aris tic  e ffec ts h av e  

th e g lo ry o f G o d d irec tly an d ex c lu s iv e ly w ith in th e ir  

p u rv iew , th e re  is  n o  reaso n  o n  o u r  p art w h y  th ey  W o u ld  n o t  

in v a riab ly , an d to th e ir fu ll ex ten t, acc ru e to H im  fro m  

ev ery M ass. W h ereas im p é tra tio n , p ro p itia tio n an d sa tis -  

h rtio n h av e re fe ren ce to , an d a re co n d itio n ed b y , th e  

I o p ac ity  o r  d isp o sitio n s o f  th o se  th ey  a re  in ten d ed  to  b en efit. 

• N o w ,  w e  sh a ll  in  th e  firs t p lacé  co n sid e r th e  c ircu m stan ces  

a  w h ich im p é tra tio n is in fa llib le b ecau se , as w ill ap p ear  

h ie r, acco rd in g to m an y p ro p itia tio n in its essen ce is  

n o th in g b u t im p é tra tio n  ; th o u g h it is tru e , in d eed , th a t  

* ® e* lo o k o n p ro p itia tio n as th e m o re fu n d am en ta lly  

« p o rtan t o f  th e  tw o . W ell, th e  M ass in  so  fa r as  it is  im -  

p e tra to ry js v ery c lo se ly an a lo g o u s to  an  o rd in ary  p ray er  

p e titio n , an d , acco rd in g ly , its e fficacy is to a d eg ree  

is ited  b y th e sam e co n d itio n s an d co n fin ed to  th e sam e  

!ag e o f fav o u rs . In d eed , th e au th o rities , o r a t leas t  

® so y o f th em  su ch as S u arez an d A rch b ish o p W alsh , 

çp ear to  lim it its  o p era tio n  in  re sp ec t o f th is e ffec t to  th e  

b e t th a t it su sta in s , su p p o rts j o r en fo rces a  p ray er th a t is  

S tric t fro m  it  ; an d th ey d o n o t a llo w  th a t it h as an y  

ïp e tra to ry p o w er th a t is q u ite in d ep en d en t o f th is . 

W z  say s  * : —

fep rtra tio n is , p ro p erly sp eak in g , th e re su lt o f a p e titio n , an d o f  

g o o d  w o rk s o n ly  in  as fa r as th ese a re  jo in ed o n  to  th e p e titio n ,  

i» e  in  th e se rv ice o f G o d ... so  th a t w e th e reb y  in c lin e  H im  to  

M tn  w h at w e seek o r w ish  ; h o w ev er, th is sac rifice is a g rea t ac t

’V enneosch, Theologia Moralis, iii. n. 281 (1923).

’K 3 o t, de Ecclesiae Sacramentis, i., p . 6 8 5 , n o to (ed . 1 9 0 0 ).

Ά  Eucharistia, d isp . 7 9 , sec. 2 , n n . 5 , 7 .
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o f h o m ag e to  G o d , an d  m o st accep tab le to  H im , an d  it can  b e  a ttach ed  

to  an y  p e titio n o r d esire o f o b ta in in g  an y  b en efit fro m  G o d . ... N o  

g o o d  w o rk  is o f itse lf im pe tra to ry , u n less in  as fa r as it is jo in ed  o n  to  

a  p ray er.

T h e sam e au th o rity  say s ag a in  1 : —

It [sac rifice ] can a lw ay s b e o ffe red in o rd er th a t an y  ju s t p ray er b e 

h eard , an d  it w ill g iv e to  th is e ffic ien cy an d  th e  p o w er o f im p e tra tu » .

A cco rd in g  to  D r. W alsh  2 : —

If  p erfo rm ed  in  su sta in m en t o f  a  p ray er  o f  p e titio n , th ey [w o rk s  an d  

ac ts] th u s b eco m e in d irec tly e fficac io u s fo r im p é tra tio n .

A n d a lso  * :—

T h e  im p e tra to ry  e fficacy  o f  th e  M ass is , as w e  h av e  seen , its e fficacy  

in  a id  o f so m e p ray er in  co n n ex io n  w ith  w h ich  it is o ffe red .4

H o w ev er th is m ay  b e , it is q u ite ce rta in  th a t th e  im p e­

tra to ry  p o w er o f th e h o ly sac rifice is su b jec t in  o n e  sen se 

to  m an y , if n o t a ll, o f th e sam e lim ita tio n s  o r d isab ilitie s  

as a  m ere ly  h u m an  p ray er. A n d  th is , w h ich a t firs t s ig h t 

seem s so an o m alo us , is d iscu ssed b y th e th eo lo g ian s in  

an sw er to  th e  o b jec tio n  th a t, as its  e fficacy is d eriv ed  fro m  

C h ris t, it o u g h t to b e in v a riab ly an d u n co n d itio n ally in­

fa llib le  ; an d w h eth e r H e ask s fo r th e b en efit in q u estio n  

H im se lf d irec tly , o r th ro u g h 'H is rep resen ta tiv e th e  P riest 

in th e M ass. W h ereas ex p erien ce p ro v es th a t th e o b jec t 

to  fu rth e r w h ich M ass h as b een o ffe red , is so m etim es n o t 

g ran ted — w h eth e r th is b e tem p o ra l, o r ev en  sp iritu a l, lik e  

a  v o ca tio n  o r th e  im m ed ia te  co n v ers io n  o f a s in n er.4 T h e  

th eo lo g ian s" m eet th is d ifficu lty b y ex p la in in g th a t th e  

a ll-p o w erfu l ad v o cacy  ’ o f C h ris t can o n ly b e ex p ec ted  

w h en a p ries t o ffic ia tes in  o rd er to  g e t so m eth in g th a t is 

in  acco rd an ce w ith C h ris t ’s in ten tio n . Ju st, th ey  say , as  

th e  w o rd s o f O u r L o rd  : *  A m en , I  say  to  y o u , if y o u  ask

1 De Eucharietia, disp. 79, sec. 6, n. 5.

•I. E. R e c o r d , D ecem ber, 1882, p. 712, n. 17.

’Ibid., January, 1883, p. 15, n. 51.

4  BeU arm ino ’s opinion is the sam e, De Mieea, cap. 4.

"Billuart, de Eucharistia, diss, viii., art. 3. D ice 3.

•Lugo, de Eucharistia, disp. six. n. 132.

’C hrist does not, of course, pray as if H e lacked any pow er H nnsdt 

but m erely  by  w ay  of  representing  H is  w ishes to  the  Father. Lugo, ibid., n. 131.
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th e  F a th e r an y th in g  in  M y  N am e, H e  w ill g ran t it to  y o u , ’ 

th o u g h ap p aren tly q u ite ab so lu te an d u n iv e rsa l, m u st b e  

u n d ers to o d to ap p ly o n ly w h en o u r req u ests a re feas ib le  

an d p ro per. A n d b ecau se th ey  a re o ften  n o t su ch , to  b e  

in s tan t an d ass id u o u s in  p ray er, d o es n o t a lw ay s sav e u s  

fro m  d isap p o in ted ex p ec ta tio n s . N o w , it is in a s im ila r  

fa iled w ay th a t w e a re to  u n d ers tan d  th e p ries t ’s in te r­

cesso ry  an d  m ed ia tin g  p o w er in  th e  h o ly  sac rifice .

T h is  p o in t m ay  b e fu rth e r illu s tra ted  b y  su p p o sin g  th a t  

so m e  k in g  sen d s an  am b assad o r to  th e P o p e  w ith  a  g en era l  

co m m iss io n to  so lic it fav o u rs in  h is n am e. W ell, th e  P o p e  

m ay b e sa tis fied , fro m  ce rta in  in fo rm atio n  a t h is d isp o sa l 

th ro u g h  an o the r  so u rce , th a t  w h at  th e  ro y a l  en v o y  is  lo o k in g  

fa  in a p articu la r in s tan ce , is n o t a t a ll acco rd in g  to  th e  

m in d o r w ish o f h is m aste r ; an d  fo r th a t v ery reaso n  h e  

fe fu ses it. T h is  is  th e  ex p lan a tio n  o f  h o w  it is  th a t a  p ries t 

« œ etim es, th o u g h  h e ask s fo r a fav o u r in th e N am e o f  

C h ris t, an d  th ro u g h  th e  M ass, is b y  H is au th o rity  d eb arred  

fan  g e ttin g  it. F o r it w o u ld  n o t b e w ise o r ex p ed ien t to  

p re  an  u n lim ited ca ll, as it w ere , o n  th e  D iv in e treasu ry  

b  h u m an  c rea tu res . B ecau se , p artly  th ro u g h  b e in g  b lin d ed  

tiro r, an d  p artly  th ro u g h  b e in g  sw ay ed  b y  u n reg u la ted  

S ec tion , th ey  o ften  ask  in  th e  N am e o f C h ris t w h at w o u ld  

k rep u g n an t to  D iv in e  W isd o m  an d  th e  o rd er an d  a rran g e ­

a is  o f P ro v id en ce to  g ran t.

W h at, th en , in  d e ta il w e  m ay  h o p e  to  g e t in fa llib ly  fro m  

M ass as a  p ray er, o r ra th e r as en fo rc in g  o n e , an d  w h at 

’tin ay n o t h o p e fo r, can b e p re tty w ell asce rta in ed b y  

fa rin g  in m in d  th e lim ita tio n s im p o sed , fro m  th e  n a tu re  

th e case , o n  th e e ffic ien cy o f p ray ers in  g en eral. 1 P ro -  

’« ri, th o u g h , w e a lw ay s v iv id ly rea lize th a t, w h en  th ese  

^ p irem en ts a re  fu lfilled , it is n o  lo n g er w e o u rse lv es w h o  

S p ray in g , b u t th a t O u r L o rd H im se lf h as th e  p rin c ip a l  

M  in  p re fe rrin g o u r req u est. S o m e o f th e  co n d itio n s in  

M io n  h av e  re fe rence  to  th e  manner o r method o f  p ray er, 

o th e rs to  th e object w e  m u st h av e  in v iew .

fire  fo rm er o f th ese a re ch ie fly  : th a t p ray er o u g h t to

’Lugo, ibid., n. 143.

T°I·  W on— 13
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b e m ad e (a) w ith a lo w ly o p in io n  o f o u rselv es , an d  w ith  

fa ith an d co n fid en ce in C h rist ’s p o w er an d  p ro m ises  ; (δ ) 

w ith  p ersev eran ce  ; (c ) an d  b y  a  p erso n  th a t, if h e  b e  n o t 

a lread y in th e s ta te o f g race, h as e lic ited so m e in ch o a te  

ac t o f rep en tan ce o r co n v ers io n to  G o d . C erta in  au th ors , 

lik e P rü m m er,1 re ly in g o n a w ealth o f S crip tu ra l tex ts , I 

p o sitive ly  in s is t th a t th e  s ta te  o f g race  is n ecessa ry  in  th e | 

p erso n o fferin g  th e  p e titio n  as a  co n d itio n  o f its b e in g  in ·  

fa llib ly g ran ted . H o w ev er, S u arez d o es n o t p o stu la te  so  

m u ch , n o r L eh m k u h l, n o r V erm eersch .2 S u arez  say s  it is 

c e rta in ly tru e th a t th is can n o t b e la id d o w n  w ith ou t 

q u a lifica tio n  as n ecessa ry  fo r th e e fficacy  o f p ray er. A n d  

L eh m k u h l,3 re fe rrin g  to  S t. T h o m as, h o ld s  th a t it is c lea rly  

in  h arm o n y  w ith  th e  tru th  th a t a  s in n er, p ro v id ed  h e  ask s 

it p ro p erly , can ce rta in ly  an d in fa llib ly o b ta in th e g race 

o f rep en tan ce . W h ile th e A n g e lic d o c to r h im se lf* say s 

th a t if th e M ass fin d s s in n ers d isp o sed , it o b ta in s th e ir 

co n v ers io n  fo r th em .

T h a t th e  b eg in n in g o f a  ch an g e o f h eart, th o u g h , h o w ­

ev er tep id , is req u ired , ap p ears m an ifest fro m  th e  fac t  th a t 

o th e rw ise w e a re reb els ag a in s t G o d , an d sh o u ld , if w e  

a re n o t m ere h y p o crite s , d esire , in p re fe ren ce to ev ery ­

th in g  e lse , th a t th e  M ass w e  a re  g e ttin g  o ffered  m ay  b e  th e  

m ed iu m  o f m ak in g  o u r p eace w ith  H im . T h e  im p o rtan ce  

o f  th is  co n d itio n  is  en fo rced  o v er  an d  o v er  ag a in  in  S crip tu re  : 

* T h e ey es o f th e L o rd a re u p o n  th e ju s t : an d H is ea rs 

u n to  th e ir p ray ers . ’ ‘ If y o u  ab id e  in  M e, an d  M y  w o rd s 

ab id e  in  y o u , y o u  sh a ll ask  w h atev er  y o u  w ill, an d  it  sh a ll b e  

d o n e  u n to  y o u . ’ ‘ If  o u r  h eart d o  n o t rep reh en d  u s  w e  h av e  

co n fid en ce to w ard s G o d  : an d  w h atso ev er w e  sh a ll ask , w e  

sh a ll rece iv e  o f  H im . ’ A n d  a t  leas t  so m e  feeb le  an d  fa lte rin g  

ap p ro ach , an d so m e lif tin g u p o f h eart— w h ich  itse lf , o f 

co u rse , m u st co m e  fro m  G o d — to  th e  th ro n e  o f m ercy  is , as 

w e  sh a ll see , req u ired  b y  th e  C o u n c il o f  T ren t as  a  co n d itio n  

fo r o b ta in in g  ev en  th e v ita l g race o f ju s tifica tio n .

1 Manuale Theologiae Morali», ii., η. 353 (1923).

*O p. cit., ii., η. 184.

* Theologia Morali», i., n. 479 (llth ed.).

*A pud Billot, op. cit., p. 687. <
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N o w  th o u g h , as  I  h av e  sa id  a lread y , th e  p erso n  in  w h o se  

in teres t o r ra th e r in su p p o rt o f w h o se req u est th e p ries t 

to  M ass, is n o t b y  an y  m ean s d isp en sed  fro m  co m p ly in g  

w ith th ese co n d itio ns , if h e w ish es to h av e h is p ray er  

ce rta in ly e ffec tu a l, s till, it is c lea rly m u ch easie r to  fu lfil  

th em  in  co n n ec tio n w ith  th e  h o ly  sac rifice th an  o u ts id e  it. 

T h u s w e can m o re read ily  su m m o n u p  th e req u is ite con- 

fhce, if  o u r  p e titio n  is  d irec tly  an d  im m ed ia te ly  su p p o rted  

b y th e in flu en ce o f C h ris t, th an if w e s to o d b efo re G o d  

w ith o u r w re tch ed n ess an d s in fu ln ess b are ly  h id d en , as it  

w re, b y th e sh ad ow  o f th e C ro ss. S im ila rly , so fa r as  

^severance g o es , it is reaso n ab le en o u g h  to  b e liev e  th a t a  

le sse r d egree o f it w ill b e n eed ed , an d th a t o u r req u ests  

w ill b e m o re q u ick ly g ran ted , if w e h av e n o t o n ly th e  

g en era l m erits o f C h ris t to  reco m m en d  th em , b u t a  sp ec ial 

I p o rtio n o f th ese a llo ca ted to u s in th e M ass. H o w ev er,  

' w en o n  th is su p p o sitio n , a ce rta in am o u n t o f p ers is ten ce  

m ay  b e n ecessa ry , an d  p erh ap s , th e o ffe rin g  o f m o re th an  

» e  M ass, esp ec ia lly if th e th eo ry o f its lim ited e fficacy  

i  true .

M o reo v er, in o rd er th a t p ray er e ith e r in o r o u ts id e  

ti  M ass m ay  b e in fa llib le , ce rta in  lim ita tio n s o n th e p art  

o f th e object o r benefit th a t is so u g h t m u st b e p o stu la ted , 

la  th e firs t p lace it is su p p o sed th a t th e g ran tin g  o f th is  

e  w ith in  th e o p era tio n  o f G o d ’s o rd in a ry P ro v id en ce , an d  

< fcesn o t req u ire  th e  ex erc ise  o f  m iracu lo u s p o w er. T h u s, n o  

fee w o u ld w ith co m p le te  co nfid ence ex p ec t th a t a  s im p le  

p ray er— ev en th o u g h o th e rw ise v ested w ith th e p ro p er  

« ed itio n s— o r th e M ass itse lf , w o u ld o b ta in  th e cu re o f a  

P aso n in  th e la s t ex trem ity fro m  so m e d isease . Ju st as  

to  o n e w o u ld ex p ec t th is o f th e S acram en t o f E x trem e  

•ac tio n , th o u g h th e p a tien t ’s p h y sical reco v ery , if h is  

em p la in t h as n o t p ro g ressed to o  fa r, is o n e o f its o b jec ts .

A g ain , in  th e  sp iritu a l o rd er an  e ffec t th a t w o u ld  b e  o v er  

fed  ab o v e th e estab lish ed eco n o m y o f g race m ay n o t b e  

b sp ed fo r w ith  u n fa ilin g  tru s t. T h a t is to  say , e .g ., th a t  

fto u g h G o d co u ld , o f co u rse , g iv e a g race th a t w o u ld b e  

fe la lh b ly e fficacio u s fo r an y  . s in n er ’s co n v ersio n , s till th is
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is c lea rly  n o t th e ce rta in  re su lt o f a M ass o r M asses th a t 

m ay  b e  sa id  o n  h is b eh a lf.1 It is tru e  th a t su ch  a  p erso n  

w ill o b ta in th ro u g h th e im p e tra to ry p o w er w h ich w e a re  

co n sid e rin g  n o t o n ly  g race  o f  a  su ffic ien t d eg ree  o f  p o tency , 

b u t o n e v ery h ig h ly ca lcu la ted to p ro d u ce its e ffec t b y  

w in n in g h is assen t an d co -o p era tio n . B u t w e h av e n o  

w arran t fo r th in k in g th a t it w ill b e so m iracu lo u sly  

co n g ru o u s  as  to  b reak  d o w n  ev ery  b arrie r  th a t p assio n  an d  

se lf-w ill m ay se t u p . M o reo v er, it w o u ld b e a lm o st ex ­

p ec tin g  a  m irac le  to  an tic ip a te  th a t  g race  fo r  su ch  a  p u rp o se , 

u n lik e , say , th a t fo r re s is tin g th e  o n se t o f a  tem p ta tio n —  

w o u ld b e g iv en a t a particular time,2 fo r in s tan ce , th e  

m o m en t th e h o ly sac rifice h as b een co m p le ted . C o n se- | 

q u en tly , a  M ass— o r M asses— w ill g e t w ith o u t fa il o n  b eh alf | 

o f  th e  s in n er fo r w h o se  co n v ers io n  it h as b een  o ffe red  g race ’ 

in  G o d ’s g o o d  tim e , an d  w ith  a  d eg ree o f e fficacy  a ttach ed 1 

to it, th a t w ill m ak e co rresp o n d en ce w ith it n o t in d eed ’ 

in ev itab le , b u t easy .

T h e n ecess ity  o f su ch  co -o p era tio n p artly  ex p la in s w h y  

S t. T h o m as is so re lu c tan t to  a llo w  th a t im p étra tio n  w ill 

n ev er fa il o f  its  re su lts  w h en  w e  a re  p ray in g  n o t fo r  ourseha 

b u t fo r others ; in asm u ch as w e can n o t an sw er fo r th e ir 

d o in g  th e ir o w n  p art to  secu re  th e  fav o u r w e  w ish  to  o b ta in  

fo r th em , w h eth e r th is b e o f a sp iritu a l o r tem p o ra l 

ch arac ter.

T o  p ray  fo r o n ese lf  is a  n ecessa ry  co n d itio n , n o t, in d eed , in  as fa r  m  

it  is  req u ired  fo r  m erit, b u t  in  o rd er  th a t  w h at is ask ed  sh o u ld  b e  o b ta in ed  

w ith  ce rta in ty . F o r  it so m etim es  h ap p en s  th a t a  p ray er  sa id  fo r  an o th e r 

fa ils o f its e ffec ts a lth o u g h  it is o ffe red  w ith  d ev o tio n  an d  p ersev eran ce , 

an d  fo r w h at is co n d u c iv e  to  h is  sa lv a tio n , b ecau se  o f so m e  im ped im en t 

o n  h is p art acco rd in g  to  th e w o rd s ‘ If M o ses an d  S am u el sh a ll s tan d  

b efo re  m e, m y  m in d  is  n o t to w ard s th is  p eo p le .’ N ev erth e less  [th e  S a in t 

g o es o n ] su ch  a  p ray er is a  so u rce  o f  m erit to  th e  au th o r o f it, b ecau se  

h e  is ac tu a ted  b y  ch arity , an d  h as S crip tu re  w arran t : ‘ M y  p ray er sh a i 

b e  tu rn ed  in to  m y  b o so m  ’ ; th a t  is  to  say , th o u gh  it d o es  n o t h e lp  o th e r*  

I  sh a ll n o t lo se  m y  rew ard .*

H o w ev er, in fluen ced n o  d o u b t b y  th e s tren g th  o f su ch

tex ts as  : ‘ P ray  fo r o n e an o th e r th a t y o u m ay  b e sav ed . 

F o r th e co n tin u a l p ray er o f a ju s t m an av a ile th m u ch ,’ 

S u arez 1 an d o th e rs h o ld th a t su ffrag es fo r th e sa lv a tio n  

ev en  o f  o u r  n e ig h b o u r a re  w ith in  d u e  lim its  in fa llib le . A n d  

it  g o es w ith o u t say in g  th a t assu ran ce  o n  th is p o in t is m u ch  

g rea ter if su ch  a  p e titio n  b e  p resen ted  to  G o d  th ro u g h  th e  

in s tru m en ta lity  o f th e M ass, an d  so  p erh aps su p p o rted b y  

th e  p ray er o f C h ris t H im self. O f co u rse , n o o n e b e liev in g  

h  th e C o m m u nio n o f S a in ts w o u ld  d en y  th a t su p p lica tio n  

fa r an o th e r, w h eth e r o r n o t it b e  in fa llib le , is o ften  e ffectiv e  

o n  h is b eh a lf.

A p ro p o s o f  th e  re feren ce  to  w h at is  h e lp fu l fo r sa lv a tio n , 

h  th e  ex trac t I  h av e  ju s t g iv en  fro m  S t. T h o m as, it m ay  b e  

o p p o rtu n e to  co n sid e r h o w  fa r tem p o ra l ad v an tag es co m e  

p rop erly w ith in th e sco p e o f p ray er, e ith e r in th e h o ly  

ae rifice  o r  in d ep en d en tly o f  it. N o w , it is  c lea r  th a t  w h en , 

« s is o ften  th e case, th ese w o u ld b e a p o sitiv e o b stac le in  

4 e  w ay  o f sa lv a tio n , th ey  w ill n o t b e  g ran ted  to  u s as  th e  

k n it o f o u r p e tition s . In d eed , th ey  m ay  n o t b e ex p ec ted  

th e h ig h est d eg ree o f co n fid en ce u n less— a m atte r o f  

v h ieh  w e  can  v ery  ra re ly  b e  su re— th ey  a re  o f  ac tu al ass is t­

as  to  u s in  a  sp iritua l w ay . H o w  fa r th is co n d itio n  is  

P essa ry  to  rend er ask in g  fo r  th em  b are ly  law fu l, is  to  so m e  

n teo t a m atte r o f co n tro v ersy b e tw een V asq u ez an d  

Isg o ? V asq u ez  say s th a t th o u g h  it is p la in  en o u g h  fro m  

4 «  p ray ers o f  th e  M issa l th a t th ese , e.g., g o o d  h ea lth , ra in , 

b e  w eath e r, e tc ., can  law fu lly  b e so u g h t, th is m ay  o n ly  b e  

•  so fa r as th ey a re th e m ed iu m  o f sp iritu a l b en efits ; 

b cau se C h ris t d id  n o t d ie to  p ro v ide  tem p ora l th in g s fo r  

3  th a t h av e  n o  b earin g  o n  sp iritu a l issu es. L u g o , h o w ev er, 

S iev es th a t ev en th o u g h a p erso n lo o k in g fo r su ch an  

V an tag e d o es n o t d o so w ith a v iew  to b e tte rin g h is  

^ ritu a l co n d itio n , h e s till m ig h t o b ta in it th ro u g h th e  

W y  o f th e  h o ly  sac rifice , see in g  th a t it m ay  b e o f itse lf  

in  o rd er to  a llu re m en  to  C h ris t’s se rv ice .

It is th e g en era l o p in io n o f th eo lo g ian s , if fo r so m e  

’ ’“ so n D iv in e P ro v id en ce d o es n o t g iv e u s th e  fav o u r w e  

’O e W . fr. 4, 1. 1, c. 27. *  Loc. cit.; n. 157.

1See Billot, loc. cit., p. 594.

*  Bellarm ine, op. cit. cap. v. at end.

9 Summa Theologica, 2a, 2ae, qu. 83, art. 7 ad 2.
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y

w an t, th a t o u r p ray ers , if  c lo th ed  w ith  th e  p ro p er  a ttrib u tes  

— an d th e M ass esp ec ia lly — w ill n o t b e b arren o f e ffec t, 

b u t w ill b rin g so m eth in g  th a t is in rea lity  m o re ad v an ­

tag eo u s fo r u s. O f h o w  little u se w h at w e ask  w o u ld  b e  

so m etim es, an y o n e can read ily ap p rec ia te w h o realizes  

th e feeb le an d sh o rt-s ig h ted in te llig en ce th a t to o o ften  

g u id es o u r req u ests . N o ld in 1 say s  :— -

A lth ou g h  th e  sp ec ia l b en efits th a t a re so u g h t m ay  n o t b e co n ced ed , 

p articu la rly if th ey a re in th e tem po ra l o rd er, n ev erth e less , th e re is 

a lw ay s , in  v irtu e o f th e sac rifice th a t h as b een o ffe red , so m e o th e r 

ad v an tag e g iv en in th e ir s tead , u n less th e re is an  o b stac le to  it.

A n d  acco rd in g  to  L eh m k u h l 2

It  m ay  h ap p en  th a t th e  p ries t, as  rep resen ta tiv e  o f  C h ris t, is  m istak en  

in  b e liev in g  th a t ce rta in  th in g s h e  ask s o f  G o d  a re  d esired  b y  O u r  L o rd , 

w h en , as a  fac t, H is p ray er an d  im p é tra tio n  h av e  n o  re fe ren ce  to  th em , 

b u t a re d iv e rted to  secu re o th e r b en efits fo r u s— th o se , n am ely , w h ich  

a re  su ch  in  rea lity  an d  n o t m ere ly  in  o u r estim a tio n .

V erm eersch 3 h o ld s th a t :—

A lth o u g h  a  p ray er  w h ich  is  w an tin g  in  an y  o f  th e  req u is ite  co n d itio ns  

can n o t c la im  to  b e  h eard  in  v irtu e  o f  th e  D iv in e p ro m ises , s till it is n o t 

u se less , s in ce  th e  g o o d n ess  o f G o d  im p arts  to  it so m e  in te rcesso ry  v ah ie . 

I  th in k , th o u g h , th a t L u g o  is n o t so  em p h a tic  in  ex p ress in g  

th is v iew  as th e  au th o rs  I  h av e  ju s t q u o ted , fo r h e  m ere ly  

say s 1 th a t G o d  often g iv es  in  v irtu e  o f th e  M ass  so m eth in g  

m o re u se fu l to th e su p p lian t th an w o u ld b e th e b o o n  

d esired  b y  h im  b u t d en ied  to  h im .

I m ay  su m  u p  o n  th e  su b jec t o f  th e  in fa llib le  impétration 

o f  th e  M ass b y  say in g  th a t g races o f  th em se lv es su ffic ien t—  

if  p ro p erly  u tilized — fo r th e rem iss io n b o th o f m o rta l an d  

v en ia l s in , su ffic ien t fo r th e  in c rease  o f h ab itu al g race an d  

fo r p ersev eran ce a re co n fe rred , w ith o u t risk o f fa ilu re o r 

m ischan ce, o n  th o se  w h o  m ak e  th e ir p ray ers  in  u n io n  w ith  

th e sac rific ia l o n e o f C h ris t. B ecau se , see in g th a t G o d , 

if  p ro p erly  ap p ro ach ed , w o u ld  n o t d en y  th ese  in  an y  case , 

H e is p articu la rly p leased  to  g ran t th em  in  v irtu e o f th e

lDe Sacramenti», n. 174. b. (1904 ed.).

*  O p. cit., ü. n. 235.

• O p. cit., ii., n. 184, 4.

4  Loe. cit., n. 150, at end.
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M ass in  w h ich  th e  P assio n  o f  H is  D iv in e  S o n  is  rep resen ted .  

B u t th e  actual rem iss io n  o f  s in , th e  in c rease  o f  g race  an d  th e  

p ft o f p ersev eran ce , a re n o t in fa llib ly th e fru it o f im p e-  

i tra tio n  ; in asm u ch aS th e h e lp s g iv en fo r th ese p u rp o ses  

m ay b e  fru s tra ted  th ro ug h  lack  o f  o u r  co -o p era tio n . N eith e r  

is  an y  im p ro v em en t in  o u r tem p o ral a ffa irs o r p ro sp ec ts  an  

u n failin g  re su lt o f  th e  o ffe rin g  o f a  M ass o r  M asses , b ecau se  

tliis is n o t a lw ay s co n d u c iv e to  o u r sp iritu al w elfa re .1

N o w , as reg a rd s propitiation, th e C o u n c il o f T ren t * 

teach es th a t th e  sac rifice o f th e  M ass :—

Is tn d y p ro p itia to ry , an d th a t th ro u g h it, if b e in g co n trite an d  

p o rten t, w e  d raw  n ear to  G o d  w ith  an  h o n est h eart an d  tru e  fa ith an d  

w ith fea r an d  rev e ren ce , w e sh a ll o b ta in  m ercy an d  fin d g race th ro u g h  

th e  m ed iu m  o f seaso n ab le a id . B ecau se G o d , h av in g  b een  p laca ted  b y  

th is sac rifice , g ran ts u s g race an d  th e  g ift o f p en an ce , an d  fo rg iv es ev en  

p ern s c rim es an d s in s. . . . W h erefo re it can b e o ffe red acco rd in g  

to  A p o sto lic  trad itio n  n o t o n ly  fo r  th e  s ins , p u n ish m en ts  an d  sa tis fac tio n s 3  

rf  th e  fa ith fu l w h ile  th ey  a re  a liv e , b u t fo r  th o se  w h o  h av e  d ied  in  C h ris t 

ad  a re n o t y e t fu lly  p u rified .

; F ro m  th e  ten o r o f th is d ecree  it is p la in  th a t th e  M ass  

to esn o t  a t  a ll d irec tly  an d  ex opere operato, a fte r  th e  m an n er  

o f a  S acram en t, rem it s in s e ith e r m o rta l o r v en ia l, ev en  if  

a ttritio n  b e  en te rta in ed  fo r th em . B ecau se  it ap p ears  fro m  

ib e  w o rd s o f th e C o u n c il to  th e  e ffec t th a t ‘ w e sh a ll fin d  

p ace th ro ug h th e m ed ium  o f seaso n ab le h e lp ,’ th a t th e  

fo rg iv en ess  in  q u estio n  is to  b e  reach ed  th ro ug h  th e  ch an n el 

o f actual g race.

H o w ev er, I b e liev e th a t so m e th eo lo g ian s , as S u arez  

lad V asq u ez 4 m ak e a m istak e in g o in g to th e o p p o site  

a trem e , an d lim itin g th e e fficacy o f th e M ass to w ard s  

R atifica tion to  th e ac tu a l g races it g e ts fo r  U s by way of 

vnpetralion. T o  ex p la in  in  th is v iew  o f th e irs th e  s in g lin g  

w t o f  propitiation as a d is tin c t fru it o r c lass o f fru its , it  

B  co t o p en  to  th em , in  face o f th e  teach in g  o f  th e  F a th e rs  

o f T ren t th a t I h av e q u o ted , to  lim it th is e ffec t to  th e  

ab o lish in g o r ab a tin g o f th e tem p o ra l p u n ish m en t d u e to

’Bitart, loc. cit., D ico 4°. sC f. can. 3.

’Seas. 22, cap. 2. * A pud Lugo, loc. cit., n. 140.
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s in , o r th e p rev en tio n o f o th e r ch astisem en ts w h ich w e 

d ese rv e fo r it. B u t th ey  can  co n ten d  th a t im p é tra tio n  fo r 

g races w ith  a  v iew  to  o u r reco n c ilia tio n  w ith  G o d  is  rig h tly | 

p u t in to a ca teg o ry b y itse lf— p ro p itia tio n— in asm u ch  as « 

it is m o re  n ecessa ry  fo r u s th an  an y th in g  e lse , an d  is m o re  

lik e ly to  o b ta in its e ffec t in fa llib ly , as n o t b e in g  su b jec t 

to a ll th e co n d itio n s w ith w h ich o th e r p e titio n s m u st b e  

in v ested , b e th ese o f a sp iritu a l o r tem p o ra l n a tu re .

It seem s m u ch b e tte r, h o w ev er, an d  m o re in  h arm o ny  

w ith  th e  d ecree I  h av e  q u o ted  to  h o ld  th a t G o d  is in  so m e 

d eg ree p laca ted ev en before H e g iv es th e g races su itab le  

fo r co n v ers io n . T h is is a fa ir d ed u c tio n  fro m  th e w o rd s  : 

‘ G o d  h av in g  b een  p lacated  b y  th is sac rifice , g ran ts u s th e  

g race  an d  th e  g ift o f p en an ce ,’ e tc . S o  th a t th e  g iv in g  o f 

th e g race o f co n v ersio n , w h ich S u arez an d V asq u ez h o ld  

to  b e  th e  sam e  as  p ro p itia tio n ,  in  rea lity  m ere ly  fo llow s  fro m  

th is , an d  is , in  fac t, th e  re su lt o f  it. H o w  fa r th en , it m ay  

b e ask ed , is G o d m ad e  propitious o r g rac io u s to w ard s  th e  

s in n er b y  th e  M ass, see in g th a t h e  is as y e t u n co n v erted , 

an d th a t G o d , co n seq u en tly , in s tead o f b e in g a t p eace  

w ith h im , o r reg a rd in g h im  w ith fav o u r, can n o t b u t lo o k  

o n  h im  as an  en em y  ?

W ell, th e  e ffec t o f th is p ro p itia tio n  is s im p ly to  m o v e  

A lm ig h ty G o d to se t free fo r h is re fo rm atio n ce rta in  

ab u n d an t h e lp s th a t H e w o u ld  n o t o th e rw ise g iv e . It is  

tru e , in d eed , th a t b y  m ean s o f an  o rd in a ry  p ray er a id  m ay  

b e o b ta in ed th a t w o u ld b e ce rta in ly su ffic ien t, th o u g h , 

p erh ap s , n o t e ffec tu a l fo r o n e ’s  co n v ers io n . B u t th e  ju s tice  

o f G o d , w ere it n o t fo r th e p lacato ry  p o w er o f th e M ass, 

w o u ld , as  it  w ere , h o ld  u p  in  p u n ish m en t o f  s in  m o re  co p io u s  

o r  ad d ition a l  h e lp s  in  th is  d irec tio n . S o  p ro p itia tio n  in d u ces  

G o d  to  fo reg o  H is righ t to  p u n ish  u s b y  w ith h o ld in g  th ese . 

A cco rd in g ly , M ass o ffe red fo r a  s in n er h e lp s to  secu re  th ese  

sp ec ia l, an d  it  m ay  b e  v ita l, a id s  in  two w ay s  : in  a  n eg a tiv e  

m an n er b y a rres tin g  th e ju s t an g er o f G o d w h ich k eep s  

th em  b ack ; an d  in  a p o sitiv e w ay , th ro u g h im p é tra tio n , 

b y  su p p lica tin g H im  to  g ran t th em .

It is tru e— an d  v ery  p ro b ab ly  b ecau se  th e  e ffec ts o f  th e
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M ass a re lim ited — th a t it m ay req u ire m o re th an o n e to  

secu re th a t th e g races h e ld b ack b y  re trib u tiv e ju s tice  b e  

re sto red in fu ll m easu re . A n d  th e p ro p itia to ry v a lu e o f  

each can in th is h y p o th esis b e ex p la in ed b y h o ld in g 1  

th a t it in part p lacates G o d  ; o r e lse th a t it is a ch an n e l  

to  th e  s in n e r o f a  p o rtio n  o f  th e  g races w ith h e ld , w h ich  a re  

m ad e av a ilab le in th e ag g reg ate b y a ll th e M asses. T h e  

fo rg iv en ess o f s in s is so  n ecessa ry  an d  so  c lo se ly asso c ia ted  

w ith  th e  h o ly  sac rifice b o th  in  S crip tu re  an d  in  th e  au th o ri­

ta tiv e p ro n o u n cem en ts o f th e C h u rch , th a t its e fficacy in  

th is re sp ec t m u st ce rta in ly  b e  lo o k ed o n  as n o rm ally  q u ite  

in fa llib le . A n d  th e o n ly  p o in t o n  w h ich  th e re is ro o m  fo r  

d iffe ren ce o f o p in io n am o n g C ath o lic s is as to w h eth e r  

, th is e ffec t m u st ev er  an d  a lw ay s  b e  rea lized  to  so m e  ex ten t, 

if  I  m ay  say  so , m ech an ica lly  a lm ost ; o r  w h eth e r  an  o b stac le  

o n th e p art o f a s in n er m ay  cau se its to ta l fru s tra tio n .

N o w , ju d g in g b y th e d ecree th a t I g av e p rev io u sly , 

it w o u ld ap p ear th a t a ce rta in  d eg ree o f o b d u racy  o r o b ­

s tin a te  ad h esio n  to  s in 2 w o u ld  b e  su ch  a  co m p le te  h in d ran ce ,  

n o t o n ly to  th e su ccessfu l o p era tio n o f g race in  th e so u l, 

h u t ev en to th e m itiga tio n o f G o d ’s ju s t re sen tm en t.  

B ecau se th e C o u n c il seem s to in s ist w ith a v iew  to  th e  

tin n e r ’s g a in in g  th is fru it, n o t o n ly  th a t h e  sh o u ld  ch erish  

n o a ffec tio n fo r m o rta l s in , b u t th a t h is w ill sh o u ld b e  

d e tach ed fro m  it, an d th a t h e sh o u ld  h av e so m e m easu re  

o f so rro w  fo r it. T h is is ce rta in ly  n o t to o  rig id  an  in te r­

p re ta tio n  to  p u t  o n  th e  d o c trin e  th a t  th e  M ass  is  p ro p itia to ry  

fo r  th o se  w h o  fu lfil ce rta in  co n d itio n s , am o n g  w h ich  is th a t  

th ey b e ‘ co n trite an d p en iten t. ’ A s L u g o  say s , it seem s

I to  b e  in v a in fo r a p erso n to  w ish to  p lacate G o d w h o se  

k art is d o g g ed ly w ed d ed to s in , o r w h o h as n o so rro w  

fo r it.3

A cco rd in g  to  L eh m k u h l 4 a  ce rta in  am o u n t o f  p ro p itia tio n

’Lago, loc. cit., n. 144.

’Ibid. n. 146.

’Suarez, how ever, seem s to reject this view . I. E. R e c o r d , January, 

1K 3, p. 20, n. 71.

‘V ol ii. n. 237, 3. O f. n. 248, 6.
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is d em an d ed o f u s, n o t o n ly o n accou n t o f o u r u n ­

fo rg iv en s in s , b u t b ecau se o f th e tem p o ra l p u n ish m en t 

w h ich  a ttach es to  th em , an d  w h ich  m ay , o f  co u rse , rem ain  

u n rem itted w h en th ey a re p ard on ed . H e d o es n o t m ean  

m erely  th a t satisfaction is n ecessa ry  in  su ch  a  case  ; h e  is 

re fe rrin g to p ro p itia tio n in th e s tric t sen se , an d  b e liev es 

th a t fo r w an t o f it ev en  s in th a t h as b een  fo rg iv en  m ay  

b e a b ar to  g race fo r th e  liv in g , an d  to  th e a llev ia tio n  o f 

th e ir p a in s in  th e case o f th e d ead .

T h is b rin g s m e to  say  a few  w o rd s as to  w h eth e r th e  

satisfactory1 e ffec t o f th e M ass is ce rta in an d u n failin g . 

A n d  n o  d o u b t can  b e  en te rta in ed  o f its in fa llib le  e ffic ien cy  

in  th is re sp ec t, a t leas t in  th e  case o f th e liv in g , p ro v id ed  

th e co n d itio n s fo r its o p eratio n a re realized . A n d o n e  

w o u ld th in k  th a t th e C o u n c il o f T ren t m ad e th is eq u a lly  

c lea r as reg a rd s th e d ead , p articu la rly in th e d ecree o n  

P u rg a to ry , w h ere  th ey  a re  sa id  to  b e  h e lp ed  in  a  v ery  sp ec ia l | 

w ay  b y  th e ‘accep tab le sac rifice o f th e A ltar.’ 2 '

C o n seq u en tly , p ro v id ed  th e  in ten d ed  recip ien t is in  th e ' 

s ta te  o f g race ,3 an d  h as a  d eb t o f p u n ish m en t in cu rred  b y  

a s in a lread y  p ard o n ed , so m e a t leas t o f th is p u n ish m en t  

w ill in fa llib ly b e  d o n e  aw ay  w ith * All o f it m ay  p o ssib ly  

n o t b e b lo tted o u t  ; p artly b ecau se an in d iv id u a l M ass, 

b e in g  lim ited in  its e ffect, m ay  n o t b e su ffic ien t fo r th is ; 

an d  p erh ap s , b ecau se  G o d , h av in g  cau se  to  h arb o u r  a  ce rta in | 

d eg ree o f d isp leasu re  to w ard s  th e  b en efic ia ry , m ay  n o t  g iv e  

h im  th e  fu ll ad v an tag e  o f  it. A cco rd in g ly , th e  p ro p itia to ry  

fru it o f a  M ass m ay  b e n ecessa ry , an d m ay  n o t ev en  b e  

en o u g h to a llo w  its sa tis fac to ry e ffec t to h av e fu ll an d

1 See extract from  the C ouncil of Trent above, and also C anon 3 of the ! 

sam e 22nd Session.

3  H ow ever, according  to Lebm kuhl (op. cit., n. 248, note), Suarez considers  

the  teaching  as  to  the  infallible efficacy  of  the  M ass  for  the  benefit of  any  particular 

soul in  Purgatory— as distinct, I suppose, from  the souls there taken in general 
— to  be m erely  m ore  probable. The character of its efficacy  for  the unbaptiæ d  

souls there is quite open to question. See C ode, C anon 809, and C ohalan. 

de Eucharistia, pp. 498 and 507.

3 If ho is not in  the state of grace w hen the M ass is offered, this effect w ill 

not be m ade available for  him  later on  w hen  he  has m ade his  peace w ith  G od. 

Scotus denied  the necessity  of this condition  in  order that one be released  from  

the punishm ent of m ortal sins already forgiven. C ohalan, op. cit., p. 497.
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free p lay in the  so u l. A n d th is is a lso tru e ev en o f th e  

fa ith fu l in P u rg a to ry w h o a re G o d ’s in a lien ab le frien d s . 

F o r th e re is n o d o u b t fro m  th e p rac tice o f th e C h u rch  

th a t a  s in g le M ass w ill n o t o f n ecess ity o p en  th e  g a tes o f  

H eav en  to  an y o n e o f th em . N o w , th e  th eo lo g ian s d o  n o t  

a ttrib u te th is ex c lus iv e ly to  th e fac t th a t th e M ass is re ­

s tric ted in  its b en eficen t fru its : th a t a so u l is a llo w ed to  

sh a re o n ly  p artia lly  in  th ese is h e ld b y  m an y ,1 an d  is se t  

d o w n  b y  th em , to  th e  fac t, e.g., th a t it w as ca re less ab o u t  

th e M ass d u rin g life , o r p erh ap s , ab o u t th e fa te o f th e  

su ffe rin g  so u ls . A s S t. A u g u stin e  say s , th e  M ass  h e lp s  th o se  

w h o w h ile th ey  w ere a liv e d id  so m eth in g  to  d ese rv e th a t  

it sh ou ld b e  m ad e av a ilab le  fo r th em  a fterw ard s .

A n in terestin g q u estio n , an d a v ery d eb a tab le o n e , is  

w h eth e r th e M ass, n o t o n ly as sa tis fac to ry b u t as im p e-  

tra to ry , m ay  g a in  fo r u s rem iss io n  o f tem p o ra l p u n ish m en t, 

a  ad d itio n  to  th e  b o u n d less ran g e  o f  o th e r  sp iritu a l fav o u rs  

w h ich it is in co m p arab ly th e m o st e fficac io u s m eans o f  

p lac ing  a t o u r d ispo sa l. S u arez in a v ery m ild w ay , an d  

L u g o * an d  C o h a lan ’ fav o u r th e p o sitiv e s id e . T h ey  h o ld , 

acco rd in g ly , as  d o  a ll au th o ritie s , th a t  th e  M ass im m ed ia te ly  

: ad  in fa llib ly rem its m o re o r le ss tem p ora l p u n ish m en t—  

its p u rely sa tis fac to ry e ffec t. T h ey h o ld a lso , o f co u rse , 

w h at is u n q u estio n ab le , th a t w e can  im p e tra te  th ro u g h th e  

M ass g race to p erfo rm  w o rk s h av in g a satisfactory v a lu e  

h r o u rse lv es o r o th e rs— a m eth o d th a t is ra th er in d irec t. 

M ile  th ey  b e lieve in addition th a t th e  im p e tra to ry  e ffec t 

say b e d irectly — th o u g h n o t in fa llib ly — co n cen tra ted o n  

th e fo rg iv en ess o f tem p o ra l p u n ish m en t, w h eth e r fo r th e  

W n g  o r  th e  d ead . L eh m k u h l,4 h o w ev er, ch arac te rizes th is  

p in io n  as  v ery  d o u b tfu l, an d  V erm eersch 6 is  n o t an y  m o re  

s th u sias tic in its fav o u r. B u t if it w ere tru e , it w o u ld  

ex em p lify an ad v an tag e— th o u g h a co m p ara tiv e ly sm all

‘See Billot, op. cit., p. 600; and V erm eersch, iii., n. 284, and n. 314, 3.

’Loe. cit, n 158.

‘Loc. cit, p. 501.

‘Loe. cit, n. 247, 3.

‘loc. cit., n. 312.
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o n e— o f  d ev o tio n  to  th e  M ass  th a t w e  o u g h t n o t  to  lo se  s ig h t 

o f. T h is , n am ely , h o w  b eau tifu lly  th e  D iv in e W isd o m  h as 

a rran g ed  th a t  its  v ariou s  fru its  sh o u ld  fac ilita te  th e  o p era tio n  

o f o n e  an o th e r o n  o u r b eh a lf  : ju s t as w e  saw  a lread y  th a t 

a  ce rta in  m easu re  o f p ro p itia tio n  m ay  b e  req u ired  in  o rd er 

th a t G o d w o u ld h eed o r h o n o u r its im p e tra to ry 1 o r 

sa tis fac to ry  p o w ers.

If th e h o ly sac rifice is n o t in ev ery re sp ec t in fa llib le  

in  its e ffec ts , s till, it can  n ev er h ap p en  th a t a  p erso n  w h o  

ass ists a t it w ith  a  fa ir am o u n t o f g o o d -w ill, o r w h o  h as  it 

o ffe red  in  su ch  a  sp irit, w ill n o t b ear aw ay  in  a  g rea te r  o r 

le ss d eg ree , o r th ro u g h o n e e ffec t o r an o th e r, p rec io u s 

b less in g s  fro m  th is  ‘o p en  fo u n ta in ’ 2 o f  g race  an d  sa lv a tio n .

D a v i d  B a r r y .

1  See Franzelin, de*Eucharistia, p. 376. 2 Zacharias xiii. 1. I



C O R R E S P O N D E N C E

‘THE ORIGIN OF THE ROSARY ’

R e v . D e a r  S i r ,— It is n o w  tim e to  p u t b efo re th e read ers o f y o u r  

esteem ed p erio d ica l, w h at rem ain s to b e q u o ted fro m  th e T u rin M S . 

id a tiv e to  th e re s to ra tio n in 1 4 7 5 b y F a th e r Jam es S p ren g er an d  th e  

ap pro ba tio n  in  1 4 7 6  b y  th e  L eg a te  A lessan d ro  d i M ala tes ta ,  o f  th e  R o sary  

C o nfra te rn ity in C o lo g n e . T h e first p art o f S p ren g er ’s d esc rip tio n o f  

th e  ev en t w as g iv en  in  th e n u m ber o f th e I . E . R e c o r d  fo r D ecem b er, 

1 92 8 . R ead ers m u st h av e n o ticed th en  th a t in  w h at ap p ears to  b e an  

Ita lian  tran sla tio n  in  th e  T u rin  M S . o f  S p ren g er’s w o rd s , a rch a ic  sp e llin g s  

« ad  co n trac ted  fo rm s a re n u m ero u s . O th ers o ccu rrin g in th is p art, if  

it h as b een co n sid e red n ecessa ry , a re re sp ec tiv ely e ith er ex p la in ed o r  

ap and ed h ere .

Io fraie Jacobo Sprengieri doctore de la sacra theologia e priore del 

trcenio de Colonia de la provincia de Alamania de lordine de frati predi- 

<dari, etc.; hazo (ho) ordinato che sia una fratemitade per tuta (tutta) 

It Ckietianitade nelaquale (nella quale) passa (possano) intrare tute le 

P’w  ecclesiastice e seculari richi e poveri homini e done, etc. ; la 

fratemitade Ιο zorno (giorno) et anno sopraditto, el Reverendissimo 

meser (messer) Alessandro episcopo forliviensi legato de latere per 
^tledlamania cum plena auctoritade aplica (apostolica) devanti al serenis- 

W  Im p era to re Federico tercio semper augusto e molli Archiepiscopi, 
Îp â rap » , Abbati, principi e gentilhomini e populo Coloniense ne laziesa 

ckiesa) de fraii predicaiori aprobo confirmo e ratifico cum auctoritade 

&ttdica, come hè (è) manifesto per una bulla la quai se ha nel preditto 

^io de Colonia.
T h e  B u ll re fe rred  to , ap p aren tly , is th e  first o f th e  tw o  issu ed  b y  th e  

o n 1 0 th  M arch , 1 4 7 6 . M o re th an  o n ce in  th ese  p ag es m en tio n  
b een  m ad e  o f  it. T h e  im p lica tio n  o f  th e  w o rd s, praetactam Fraiemi- 

I 7 ® * au c to rita te apostolica nobis specialiter concessa approbamus, con- 

et ratificamus, w h ich it co n ta in s, m ay  b e th a t a fter h is first  

o f th e C o n frate rn ity , o n 8 th S ep tem b er, 1 4 7 5 , th e L eg ate  
* P p lied  fo r sp ecia l facu ltie s , an d  h ad  g o t th em  fro m  th e  P o p e . A t  

a  s im ila r c lau se  is n o t fo u n d  in  th e  B u lls ab o u t R o sary  C o n fra -  

ex is tin g e lsew here th a t w ere issu ed b y th ree o th e r C ard ina l 
tf?* ? : T 'U k e , B ish o p  o f S eb en ico  ; F ran ço is d e C lerm o n t, A rch b ish o p  

^ g id io  d i V ite rb o . A n d  it m ay  v ery  w ell b e  o n  th e  o th e r  

I th e w o rd s Cum itaque, sicut accepimus, in ecclesia domus 

I M Praedicatorum Coloniensis, quaedam Confratemitas, e tc ., 
ijJj  S ix tu s IV  in h is B u ll, d a ted 3 0 th M ay , 1 4 7 8 , in d ica te th a t  

I w as  h is  in fo rm an t o r o n e  o f  h is  in fo rm an ts. A t an y  ra te  th e


