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MARY'S ASSUMPTION: This aitreackive emgraving by
depicia the Assupeciien of Owi Niessed

nearly 200 bishops st the Vatl
can Council, tn 1§70, These pe
titfons continued o pour into
Rome in ever growing num-
bers. until hy 1840 they had
come from 73°v of the sees in
the Church.

"“But Rome herself remained
stledy until May ], 1946, when
Pope Pias XJT sent the socret
encyclical letier Deiparse Vir
ginis to all the Wahops of the
world. In ihls leiter, the Holy
Father asked two vital gues
tions: (1) In your prodence
s wisdom, do you think that
the corporea! Assmumnption of
thee Rlesned Viegin can be pro-
posied and defined xa » dogran
of falth® (2) Do you, with
your clergy sad pecple, hope
for that®
An  in L'Osservatore

Homano, {617 August, 1830
carries a fetapitulation of the
repiies. Of the 1200 Ordinar-
fes ‘who replied, slightly over
885 gave sh affirmative an.
swer -t both Guestions. Some-
what jese s 29 expressed -

s

Mothes. it bx from s old Praneisean Missal, printed l’!mﬁn some doubt, generally over the
nt Amwerp in 1702, The 3 !s !r. e ook o O oormonened of the defing  of tife Biessed Vi X
the fitesry of St ity; St Momwecjtureh tion After having learned of b it e By Brnneke, |
t\cwci | the overwhalinfrg sentiment in  fn the Kives mmmu iﬁq ’mw Gallaxy ‘of K
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aesger, NO¥ ‘ ‘
By REV. JOSEPH M. EGAN. 8T,
Prolewer of Dogwmatic Theodogy, St. Barmard's Sewinary.
Fope Pivs X1 wilk te resembered i the biatory of
theclogy for many things, One thinks ofthand of His vocy.
clieat letters on the Church as the Mystieal Body of
Chrrist, and on tho sacred Hizmugy 85 the offial worship
of the Church. Theologimrs will ever bo guided by his wise
directives in the recent encyelionl on sound thealog, and
bibiical scholars will always be grateful to nim for his en-
couragement of scienfific seriptural studies. One rememn-
bers as well his decrees concerning te extroondinary min.
ister of Confirmation. amd the Apestolie Constitotion
which settied the age—o}é digpute sbeut the exsenee of the
sacrament of Holy
R But the mest impo 1 siep of hus pemxt’ime 13 the
[~ announced definition of the doetrine of the Assumption of
Mary’s body into heaven. The prespective definitton makes
most timely a discussion of the measung apd history of the
doctrine, the reasons which mmpel us to acoept it, and the
significance of the definition itself.
Meaning of the Asaumption  ahout Our Lady her natniry,
An ulimate and luliior%lu- «m~&&"‘“éeﬁ'm"@"
S o e VG GEHHIEGR of Ehe expres-  earth
sion “the bodily Assumption of Al meholars ate agreed that
the Blessed Virgin® cennot be these apocryphal books are at
given by any individual save teast semificttonal and nat
the Pope. Only when the Pagal many of the evenls narrated
deflinition comnes forth shall we  therein orlpinated sobely with
know with exactijude what 18 the braginstion of Ihe author
contateed ln this prerogalive  There does however seem to
of the Vugin Mother of God have been a sotid core of his
In the siricies( sense, the e torica fadct around whieh toge
preasion mdlns no more than agoctyphal wiiter arapped his
the glorous transferral of layer of inaginative descrip
Mary's bedy. joined with s tton but the task of dtsengag-
soul, to Heaven Defined tn Ing the truth from the fictian
s, lor & private schotar. a dif
this sense, the doctrine of the ficult ane. And. in passing, it
Assumption does not necessar. mught be well to ohsedve lhat
Ly involve the death ol Mary. 13 defining the Assumglon as
or an anticipated resurrection  PAart of her taith the Church _
Most Catholics, however taks D RO Sense intends lo alirm om——
) the historwal truth of all 1he ’
a arger view of the Assump 4o contained 0 (hese nar PRO( CARMING THE DOGMA: Pope Plus lx. llmlﬂlﬂl
ton and in their mind the doc  ratives, the dogms of the Immnaculate
trihe itself would Ilmply (a} Whea we pass from he fifth Basilica, Eomé, 1834, ls the subjoct of this m“ .&”on )
the death of Mary, (b) the cemiury fo ihe siath, we find  CT™R PFodesti of Ancona (1500-1894). It |s one of tr:'h oy Mm :‘ﬂl‘ﬂ!
miraculous preservation of hey (H€a7 references to the doctrine by bim In the Hall of the Inmmacalate Conceplion »
body v: (¢) the re in more respectable sources A ymes the testymonies to the favor of th definition, the Holy Wm In diiration, s .- *&lc"‘mﬁ’*‘“k””‘l :
l "N"’“ m‘“‘"m | fororunner of teggRoman Mis- 0 pecome more munver.  Fulhier then announced that be 10 thase “'h" would deny th¥ Mother Gf CGedi Wit ﬂﬁ
union tified soul sxl, the Satramientsty of Pope . deline the doctririe mumputm. mean e oo - through her HeE DRSME N,
with that body; (4) the glorl. St Gregory (59n-601), contains s Such Oriental Fathers as  Intended to deline pac plete  vanexistence “of - mny gAY
fication of the risen body; (e) 3 Prayer for the ferast of the St Modestus of Jerusalem, St on Now, 1, 1850, claim to the possenion of L.y esiomy
the transiation of It to the ASsumption which declares jonn of Damascus, and St An: Tie Assumption and Mistory  MAry’s body. The Inhabiasis . ... bttt el
that “on this day. the Blessed . of Jerusalerms -and : wh : X "
halls of Heaven. drew of Crete have entire ser  Now to pass tothie thiid part : i :
Mother of God suffered tem- . have Ring quarrelled m!ﬁ& pubile Jife: at ihe begisuing
We may expect that the poral death, but it was mol pos. 'Mons dedicated to (he Asaumpd  of this paper ~ the yessons privilege of whan e peifarmid Hie: firet
Holy Father. In his forthcom- Sible that she who gave birth ton. The insignillcant oppost which tmpel our assent 1o (he  empiy grave; but no clly M "‘mlrtﬁa far hﬁ‘%"i: AL I
ing definition, will make offi to our incarnate lor@ , . . tion led by Usuard a Partstan doctrine ever MMM to ’mﬂ‘w ’ Mwm mmu “m ." -4
should be subjugated by monk was never thought ser The first observation to bé as the of ber sacred Hr thoupht of hey aid (N
clal this larger concept. but 4 g v v snould be noted that dody, would seers (o be & F thought o B chmlts . |
there does remain the W”‘bil- parts of the Sacra%nentary are :OUS (;’nouzh to ml“ﬂl cfz::\lﬂl made s ‘hl.. that “‘hﬂe 'M Sll"ﬂl';‘ .m‘m ’ m‘ m dm h(‘l' '-‘ m m}&% ““‘9
t1y that he will by pass the oalder than the sixth cenlury s?:ooln)wn.w E m VAl Assumption s & historios! fact, stiany of antiguity wunh nipot miil“““ g’ﬁ?ﬁb&'}iﬁ‘w!m
question of Mary's death. ¥nd  snd Umlmt  Asswgmption  prajer X it 1s not historically demofr  versaily recognized that it wap i 15:1“6%!&@ HM
define anly the Assumption tn  may wellgbe one of these While St. Thomas m('f'l!i}’ ak stTable not upoh the eenh, 13‘%6‘ the déud. RS e
the strict sense. About this samme lme. the Judes lo the Assumption in T 5o o ) Our Yal m‘“ﬂm ’ ;
" ! the A Assumption was Likewise being his  monumental Bumma, his Theolog 1acty
tory o saurnption cobebrated 1o the east and o (YMmentary on  the Angelic Lord ls both a historical faet Many theologlans, ldmlzﬂa: ‘ Wl P
The first Uterary reference . Coxv of Rome In the @/utation gives him an oppor- and historically demonsirable, the difficulties lnvélved I &n  sitlon (be Christiin who o
to the Assumption. among doC  (yrgant the Emperor Maurtee [401'Y 10 express his own falth (0 G0 pave contemporary appeal 1o history, have ra- nieg the m&% B foreed |
uments now at our dizposal. i |10 L, n T nded 8 Bome lengih There he as documents, worthy of cpe. COUFSE to theologicald resson. w Hix fordet Ay e
contained 1n - a  sembOCHORRL  1pa g feaipna, be kept imoa- VT (B0 the Riessed Virgia " o ing. Their {:olnu of daparture ny eithey the amnipoléaie @!‘W et
work af the fitth centary ere oo 0 S0 B R T was ner aubjert 1o carruption,  deme which teally 1o IL oo ppdaminantly (wo: Mary's arthe fillal devsiion of Jewsy . ;
tired The Passing of Mary = T af A, e ahe war assumed with These documents were elther oot Conception, and (£ A% a devoled son &grel
In the eary  days of the : . ' Fer tamts o o Heaven, We be  WTNien by men who had seen o0 gioine maternity would, He willei to mﬂ\ct iy
. X gist. Angd in Spain the M oua ¥
Church mam Christians not oo Nturgy speaks of Mar weve tha' afver death she was 0ur risen Lord (lke Matihew In e orde muothor from rot l décny,
mntent with the blographial 'ng. heen a\at;\mod lnfr; mz rased and taken to Hesven = an+i John' or who &t leasl had n ' pre g } n we it did wot B %o L ﬂ;
ma‘enal nf 'he New Testa direct rontact with those who know from divise revelation His inability, then ﬂ& ol
! chiedes of angel®  and virg ns \ssert a en omes from the ha Him M that death and dimolxiion sre 1 Yo e
ment  corposed  many pieces heing gladdensd hy the € a7 theringlans of modern o ween ke Mark and hmm by Gad h’ﬁ] - » not be omnipoieny. If, on :
o! Merature to fiiin the gaps g of Incurrupt fesh  And  Times Suares faught that it Luke:. pensily for Original Kin. So vthar Mind, “W‘l‘m‘io
left by the inspired writers. fromm the same certurs  the  wouid be tash te deny the doc In the of the Assump far s the body b conterned, to. but wewiliing, 1
e o I e e LT 1% s W ™ e oo L e Wy s oty ety
o tan  “apoerypha T Some 4 from Gau.  The Lord AT as a private theciogian
of them deal with Quf lord. o0 hed e :,,,‘ h,:.,‘/ :,, beiore his  elevation to the abment mfﬂim extant lit Ahnfl“i fi?ltr.‘fé.:'!ll::;:ﬂﬂl: e af
and give detalls about THis I yiory 1 he tarne on a cinad < har of Peter maintained that em{r.hryy ‘"‘e " :;hk? !b‘:— shars b= Adam's 18l ¥ past figtt &
fancy, sojourn In Eg):pt. and o paradise ahere reumced o 'he docirine was not an article sixth ¢ gi credence ﬁve h whatsoever o his it From g b
the hidden lfe 8t NZmreth 14 g0 h1 enjoys the mever. Of faith. he nevertheless noted (X0 PRIV oNOIRE e PRt LBl remisen, $ would mﬂm&t ¥
(yrher aprocryphal works, com-  gnding biiss of eternity that it would be extremely I ”‘:" “:_f;' ! Gome  seem fe tollow ket ueither | The. misd B dbeai -
posed about the beginning of rash to oppose it And subse- ure discoveries may F conld ahe have come wader the  Christlty ,¥' i‘*ﬁ!ﬁl.
'he filth century, purport to Late7 Fathers and Theologlans o051 theologians have ail af- U3 A0 earlier accsunt, br an- S0 (00 JLP0 00 el (hew  ARRTNSE tmm £ i ey
g.ve blographical information  As we COmMe NeRrer our 0¥n  firmed the docirine. confining (FS3l0 one presently 4 known. malt return- I Mary was #o thoughtléss Bf the hi
thelr disputations to the rela. OUf &8 matlers stand toda, ' from oin, the ihat fed Him, the lips !Ba&
there {8 & gap of some 500 ©Ver preserved  from  sin,
tive worth of arguments in it ber h  anq corruption of the moul, she kisaed Him, the arms ‘hat ed-
favor. and to the teasibiljty of Yo7 n' m‘“‘""m‘,}‘ m fion  should afso kave bewn ,,., yeased Him, e worih {hat
defining It a8 an article of the F W% FEPUIADIO PUAD  erved trom the cerruption of Contained Him, and the breasis
Catholic faith. e the body, the penally tafiicteg h&E fiutsed Him, 80 heediesy
The Assumptlon Movemens [t DSt be confessed that e S LD maa&mwmmmzm
sumption EREES (1o gilence of the [irst five cen- desr hody ef Hix mothes that .
The oentury saw 1he (uriss |s einharassing to wua A" yet stronger considerslion 1. 1afy it gﬁmw@' rot and |
rise of whit history will know  But there is also anothef em- i that derived from Mary's 4b- Y
as 'he Assugnptionist moVve- barassing silence, twenty cen- vine “maternity. Al Glrtﬂiln!
ment, a conderted effort to rried 13, ¢ deing.
fiave the doctrine defined by . Mary
the Pope. Thix effort began in ,’:ﬁg A m‘; bi'f‘l;g’iﬁ!&‘
1849, when Ctwo bishops ap- mmpum ,
pended 10 thetr petitian for the '
the definition of the Immacu Beriplire. and dfw ;
late Concoption. a similar re. * The - theologial
quest for the definition of the fust glven &re very ﬁrﬁ
5 Assumption. As time passed, JAnd, to my mind, ara nuf
other such requests were ' elent &k a proof ol the !aﬁ
made, the most celebrated of of the Askamption. 1t is, Fows
whitch was the petition from ever, one thing lo -prove M

Assumption 0 bs & fTuth e
snother (hing to prove fhik i
in & sevesled trdlde. AN
should be ¥ . RIS
wo cant legitimsicly amﬂ :
sy proposition with dfviee
mm we mm;d first -be o

t the Propott.
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