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Notio Thomistica Satisfaction is Vicariae 
I esu Christi Mediatoris 

UI.lT.10 absque dubio, nulla quaest;o dogmat-iea seorsim trae­
tari potest; partieulari modo tamen, de sati.sfactiQne yica­

ria Christi non potest seorsim fieri senno, quia supponit aliqu3!s 
veritates in quibus fundatl11" et cum quibllS int-ime connectitur. 
N am dodrina vieariae Christi ,satisfactionis 110tionem Dei et 
hominis natmae neCllon relationes inter utrumque suppQnit; 
peccati quoque nobonem eiusque consequentias, necnon Christi 
Salvatori" eognitionem einsqlJe naturas simulque suam missio­
nem in terra praesupponit. Omnibus de istis quaestionibus, fir­
mam habet doeknam theo:ogia eatholica, sed proh dolor! saepe 
male cognita etiamql1e impugnata .. 

Revem contra vicariae Christi satisfactioniR doctrinam gra­
viRsimae et fundamentaleR aequivocationes militant; nam obiec­
tionibuR illam impugnabant inerecluli, diversa systemata quoque 
ex("ogitavenmt moderni qnidam tbeologi; imo eQntroversilas in­
ter se ~ms(·itavenmt ipsi catholici. Quare guaestionem hos­
trmll magni momenti esse, nemo est qui id negare, vel saltem 
in dnb::nm revocare, ancleat. Hoc enim doctrinae capite intel­
lecto, facile pafebit nexus inter unam partem tract-atus de Verbo 
Inearnato, quam Sotoreologiam vocant, alteramve, quae iure 
meritoqlle Christologia nominatur. N eque hoc gratis a.sseritur; 
("11m 011 im sive c1eterminismum W;;Clefiii, sive optimismum Male­
branch;i et I.leibnitzii, principiis sanae pliilosophiae aperte adver­
sari nemjnem Inteat, nec-essJas ipsa IneaTnationis, quam divina 
eloquia c:lal'e tesrari videntur, plant' intelligi nequit niBi priu3 
::H1 reparation em iuris c1ivi,ni, quod peccato laec1itur, satisfactio­
rlem conc1ignam a Deo deeretam esse constabit. 

Istius enim vieariae ,satiRfadionis Christi Mediatoris maxima 
indigentia. ex parte hominis, prima Genesis capitula si quis atten­
te leg-at de' facili pereipitur. Enimvero, modo tragico sacris in 
litteri" pr;mi hominis describitur lapsus (Gen. cap. 3, v. 1-15) 
Cum enim homo a Deo collocatus esset in paradiso 
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lIt. iLl1lll operaretl1l' ac cL'stotliret, praeceptum quoque ab eo ac­
'epit. ut (le omni pfu'u(h:i ;igno (ometieret, uno tumen excepto, 
et qui<lem ,:cb mortis minat:one. Homo tamen a serpente ten­
',atll':;, huius "ugge,,;tioni eOl1sensit; tune ~tatim fi:ius Dei ac1op­
tiYllS ('s!';e desiit ipsiu,"que inimieus effec:tus est. Maxima fuit 
i'llinn istir,., transg'l'essionis pro Adarno eiusque sobole tota, gra­
t'am e!liUl nndtens, bona quilms prius dotatus fuit quoque 
pel'didit; immo suhlntus fuit e puradiso terrestl'i, eommunica­
tiollesqul' cum Deo deineeps c:essan:nt. Dum homo statu m in­
nO~'entiae (onsel'vubat, Deu~ homin;; et homo, sanc·ta familia­
ritate. Deo loquebatur. :Postea e {·ollka. Deul~ ipsa bonitas, 
(·um offell,u8 esset, propter horninis nequitiam, ab incoepta 
(·imi PO familial'itaie reeessit. Deu;; tamen, sua infinita boni­
tate, qW1mvis hominem e paradiso, ejeeerit, remedium libera­
honif< lapsae In;manitatis ;am eogitaverat. Nam, serpentem 
malec1ieen.;;, pergit: " ................ inimicitias ponam inter te et 
J11uliel'em (t semen tuum et ;;emen i11ius, ipsa <:onteret caput 
i1ll1ll1. ............... , (Gen. ('ap.B, v. 15), 

Ullo absquE' dub'-o. hie Incarnationem Reclemptricem Me­
(1iatoris .Tesn p~'aenuntiatam pel'spieimus. Iste mediator eha­
mderem partieu la rem induere debet; partes ;;cilicet dissic1entes, 
qrae antea intime unitae extiterant, iterum uniendi: nam ho­
minem off:\·nsorem Deo reconriliare oebet, condignam pro offen­
,,(1 sat~sfactionem vice hominis deferens, ao excellentiam Dei. 
post peC'cutnm non amp'ius E'j ab homine exhibitam, itemm 
iestifit'andf1Jn. "Mediator Deuminter et homines, praeter ea 
CpW0 ad ('ommunem mtionem meoiatoris quaec1am alia habeat 
oportet, <June pertinent ad rationem parbcularem huius meoia­
tioni,.,. Haec autem mecl;13tio non est tanlummoc1o conjunetio 
p:1Ttil:m 110n (onjunctarum. sed partium olim dissi(lentium" (1). 

Unio enim, ac1jungit cl. Fr;ethoff. quae prius fnit inter paT­
tes istrts. soluta e,st v(l1untar:e. in (Juantum genus humanum 
Deum off. nclit offensa infinitae gravitatis. 

Homo erg'o Der sumn peeeatum ex rigore justitiae incurrit 
ohhraf01wm satisfar·tioni",. qnae 1juamcl;u nondum obJa.ta tam­
(lin impeilit llovam nnionem. 'Rx alia pa.rte tamen reql1iritl1r 
divina gratia, qua ma·cu1a culpae delet\n" et cor peecatoris in 

(1) S. G(,l'liHlnus C011Rtpl.-P.G. 08, :n5 .dtatll~ n P. Friethofl'-De 
Alma SoC'il1 Chri<:ti Medintoris. p. 1:3. 
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Deum cOJ1vertitnl' (2). Unde ille, qui inter Deum offensum et 
hominem offensorem intermediat, DeQ dare' debet satisfac:tionem 
p:'o hominibu.", qua tollitur reatus poenae, hom~nibus vero me­
It::1"1 divinam gratiam, qua restituitur amicitia pristina, (3). 

Hane satisfaetionem c:onct:gnam, uti viclebimns, praeter 
Christnm, D, '[,., simul et homo, nemo Deo praestare potest. 
HQmo 011il11 propter ,;uum pe('(.:atum accessum non potuit ha­
btl'e ad Patl'em, et praecise in hoc consistit aetio mediativa 
Chl'i,:;ti, quia ut elicit S. Pau:us: "per Ipsum habemus acces­
sum ad P'atren1". 

Quap:'opter homo ,suam inanitatem non amplius timet; na­
tura ejns enim, divinae naturae 8trietissima unione eonjuncla 
est omnibui'que clign'ta,'tibns IOmata: nristiIlla Ia'mic:i,'ba, Detum 
inter et homines per Christum novo foedere initur. Hoe nempe 
e.;;t supremum b0n11m ex mediatione Christi provenienr;; Chri.sti 
l1le<liatio en'm hominiR conditionem et Rtatum 1'enovavit. 8e1'­
VHS peecati extitit homo, et fi:ius Dei adoptivus iterum effectuR 
eRt, timoJ'que ejus ob praeceptum Domini in elulcem et filialem 
amo!'em transiit, quia homo ante oculos Remper habet mediato­
rem ae restauratorem eommunicationis .Deum inter et hominer;, 
in ChriRtum. Uncle dieit S. Thomas: "Post Incarnationem 
ChriRti, homines coeperunt magis acl coelesfem beati4;udinem 
aspirare" (4), et hoC' adhuc corroborat ex 8. Augustini auctori­
tate: "quae major est causa ac1ventUR Domini, nisi ut ostencle­
ret Dell." dilectionemsuam in nobiR?" (5). Christi mediatio 
(,0I1stituit1l1~ ex omnibus actionibus, quas Ipse, a sua conceptio­
ne uRque ac1 mO!1:em CruciR, pro "nobis egit et paSRUS est, qua;m­
ViR omneR Rune actione.c; comp1eantur in passione ac mortr satis­
faetoria Cruc·iR; exinde patet. satisfactionem fuisse praecipuam 
actionem mec1iativam Christi, nam per sat1sfact;,onem nos ini­
mico" Deo reeonciliavit, quod eRt proprium mediatori& officium. 

Omnis medinh), in actn .secundo con.siderata, et non sub 
nc;pectu onto10gico et RubRtantiali, consistit. in deferendo um 
cxtremorum id quod prrtinet ad alillm ext.remum, nam media­
tor n ih i1 a1illd facit, niRi "ea quae sup.t unius defert ad alte-

(2) Ill, 22, 3. 
(m Fl'iethoif, op. cit. p. l:i. 
(4) e.G. 1. IV. c. 54. 
(5) cit. in Ill, q. I, a. 2 
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!'Uln" (6). Until:' mediato!', seUll1ChUll ideas vigentes, nihil aliud 
est lli"i persona, quae interponitur inter dua.s alia.s, tum ad illas 
reeoJ1cdianc1as, tUll1 <ld ohtillenc1um ab uno aliquem favorem in 
alterius beneficiulll. 

III Ch!'isto non solu11l inveniuntul' requisita ad l'ationem 
~'()l1lmUlWm mediation is, sed etiam ad ejusdem rationem ontolo­
l2'jcam, quia non solum distat ab utroque extl'emo sed etiam cum 
lltroque comnmnieat; ]Jam i~ta, mediatio ontologica, ut dicit 
Ji'l'iethoff', perpukhre 1nvenil'i yidetu!' in Chr:tsto 'Mediatore, iIl­
quantum sc!li(:et Ipse inter partes quas C'onjungit, Deu)1l nempe 
et homin< s, etiam ontologice stat in medio, Ipst\ enim, praeter 
Deum, est homo, et praeter hominem, ('st Deus (7). 

8e~undnm doctl'inam 8. 1'homae, mediatio ejusque satis­
fadio sunt inseparaVleR Ooquimur de C'onnexione hypothetica, 
ill l'bero Dei rlecreto fundata). Idea vero t"atisfactionis nihil 
aliud fa(·it nisi explicare quomodo Christus SUum officium )1le­
(liatoris exe!·('uel'it. Studere ChriRto mediatori, de facto, est 
quaerere id quod fuit relate ad nos. Quoad nos, Christus est 
Ra.:vator. quia pt']" erncem suam, pro nobis satisfecit et nobi/3 
gratiam iterulll obtin-uit. Redilllendo nos a mode per satilSfaC'­
ti'onem snperabundantelll, Verl5um Incarnatum nos Deo con­
jnnxit, scilicet quod sepal'ahlm fuit conjnnxit. 

Red ho(' possibiJe non esset, nisi Chri13tus cons.tiltutus esset 
{Otills Immanitat~ (·apuf. Per unionem hypostatic am , natura 
humana elevata est per ChriRti liumanitatem usque ad divini­
tatem tal~ modo, quod sua, natura human a facta est natura hu­
man a Dei. Rt cum Verbum sese appropriaviMet persoualiter, 
dedu('itul' quod Chrisfus in summitate creationis constitutus est. 

Ineal'11utio de facto est synthesis et eomplementum mira­
hile operis (,l'cati'onis. Cum, t"ecundum divinam disposi£ionem, 
cl'eatnrae inferiores ael s11periores ordinentur, Christus invenitur 
in Rnmmitate altifudinis ad CJual11 tendunt omnia existent!m, et 
possibil ia, unde s(Tibit Apostolus "Plaeuit Deo secundl1m bene­
placitnrn ejuts, quod propoRuit in eo, ill1 dispensatione plenitu­
dinis telllpoJ'um, instaurare omnia in Chl'is.to, quae in coelis, et 
qnae in terris Runt" (8)~ 

(6) TII,!Cf. 26, 3. 2. 
(7) op. <'it .. pag. ]0. 
(1') Epll. ]/10. 
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:. Sed si Christu8 est l'ex omniulll rerUll1, modo pal'tiu:ulal'i ta­
men' hominulll est rex, ql1ia. Ipse mis::;ione))1 iUo::;' salvandi ac 
adduceBdi ad Patrem habet. Mi.,sio ejus, aliquo sensu, duplex 
est. 0pol'tet ill P~'illlis Det. justitiae sa.tisraciat pro human it ate 
{:lIlUS Ipse est pal's, cum sit caput ipsius, tt jura Cl'eatoris per 
llegatimlell1 amori::; et inobedientiamviolata, reparet oPQrtet. 
Oportet q-coque Ipse ChristUB mereatur pro hac humanitate pec­
catl'!ce gratias et auxilia divina, quae illam in divinam amici~ 
tiam llltral'e ~inant, quaeque aeternae visionis beatificae gaudii 
possibilitatem et capacitatem pl'aestent. 

Etenim si satisfactio Christi jura Dei l'estauravit, homini 
<luoque cOlltlonationem peeClLti ob.tinnit et poenas contractas ab­
stulit,ista. condonatio et remissio peccati homini6 non concipe­
l'etur, ll: si per l'estaurationelll vitae (tivinae supernaturalis in 
Christo. Cum p.t;incipalis poena peccati sit aeterna separatio l1 

Deo) cOlldanatio et restauratio non esset vera, nisi homo amici­
tiam Dei amissam recuperal'et et capax reddel'etur ad fl'uendam 
Dei visiQllem per gratia~n. 

SeillllU:;, Chri.-;tum posse mel'el'i et satisfacere pro humani­
tate; aetus enim ejus sunt actus Dei-Hominis, unde isti acci­
piUllt valo~'t'm infinitulll et absolutum, ita ut 11011 sit peccatum 
tam grave, pro quo ChristllS non possit satisfacere. Non existit 
bonum .mpernaturale, etialll' aLtissimulll, quod Christus ~ereri 
1l0l1 yalet) quia lllfillitas peccati est lllodoc.opiosiod c.ompensata 
per illfinitatem <1moris Dei-H.ominis, et excellentissima gratia 
e:"t illferio~' in valore ae digllitate relate ad minimum actum 
charitatis a Verb.o Inca1'llato elicitulll. 

Si{: ergo Chl'isto Iigati SUll1US in nostra .destinati.one super­
natural;. Ip.-;e est qui DOS ,mhos [acit, e.t est per Ipsum quod 
post se 110S wncll:cit in vialll ;;alntis. Est caput nostrum, quia 
est l:aput tatiu:" eorporis mptiei, cuius n.os membra· sumus, et 
in quantum, cum Ipso ligati, vitam habebimuoS. "Ego sum 
yit's, vos pallllites", dixit Jews in ultima Ooena; "qui manet 
in me et ego in eo, hic felt fruetum multum, quia -sine me nihil 
pote:;tis facere" (Joan. 15/15). 

Punctum magis discnssmn in nosh'a quaestione est iposa na­
tun1- satisfaction;8 vi(',a~'iae, proindeque speciale examen insti­
tnere debemus. In vicaria satisfactione enim duo ele~enta co]-
10ca1'e debemus, fOl'male unum, materiale alterum, et ilIa inter 
."e bene ordinare et 11lliuscniusque locum relevare, deindeg.ue 
illa duo elementa ad Pa,ssionem, Christi refe!'re. Cum Passio 
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Chri::;tl divertio::; aspectus habeat, Don 1)1irum e::;t, si etiam intee 
iptio::; <:atholi<.:oti diver:oae theoriae ad prOfUlldis::;imum mYl:iterium 
redempt:olli~ explitalldum inveniulltur. Certissime, Protestan­
tium uJiofLUllque dogmati::; Hedemptionis dt'fOrlllatorum theoriis 
exceptiti, Ollllle::; theoriae <.:atholicae Christi Hedemptionem ex­
pli<.:allte::; sunt traditiolJaleo et exS. Scriptum originem trahunt. 
Qualllvi::; theoriae istae non eodem modo, mysterium amoris om­
lles affiullare student. Oportet tamen nos ~ineere <.:onfiteri, has 
formulas, qUl1mvi::; traditionales, ::;emmm matephorieum habere 
et propterea falsam interpretationem subire posse, particular] 
modo, tij li.tteralitel' sumalltUI'; !lam, experientia docente, Pro­
te::;talltes et alii doglllatis Hedemptionis deformatOres his for­
llluli::) llbutii ::;upt ad eorum p:a<.:ita l:orroboranda ae defendenda. 

B wnim, doctr:na ::;ati::;factiollis vieariae, bonam do<.:trinam 
aliarum theoriarulll in se retinens ae eUlllulal1tl, specialem qua­
litatem dotemque habet, perieulo::;as scili<.:et exagger.ationes a1io­
rum ~ystelllatulll devitandi, et sie fa<.:ilius ac melius objectiones 
adversar:orulll dogmatis Hedelllptionis solvit. Ql1amvij3 omnes 
inter ('atholi<.:as theorias illa Satisfactionis Vieariae melior exis­
timal1da sit, 11011 talllen oportet nosmetipsQs deludere, dicendo 
dodrinam satisfactionis vi<.:ariae dogma RedemptiouiB totaliter 
expli<.:al't·. Hae<.: do<:trina a:ias veritates supponit et eompleri 
debet; <':oll<:eptus satisfadionis enim sumptus fuit ex juridicis 
cOll('t'ptilHIS I'elat:oncs hominum inter ::le moderantibuB. Sim­
pli<.:iter ut talis, relationef1 nostras <:um Deo nullatenus signifi­
care potes\. H 0(' non obstallte, si sUlldur in sensu aualogico 
el ab ea Loliitur id quod de juridi<.:o multum sapit, ineffabile 
dogma Hedemptioni." optime explicat. Jam ex hoc momentum 
studii hlljllsce dis::;ertationis eruitur. Quaestio praesens enim 
llostris diebu::; inter mallis discussas aduumerari df:'bet. Ad ho<.: 
probandum .~ufiicit prae ol:uli;::. habere diversos articulos et lib­
ros public' juris' fados ha~' dt' no"ira materia, quae jure merito­
quediiissillla existimatur ad f~'uctus dodrinae dogmatis Re­
dClllptionis l'Opiose percipiendos. 

Perspieu itatis causa, propoflitum nonfrum studium in duo 
eapitadistribuimus. In priori capite, de satisfactione in com­
muni neellon de eius divisione requisitisque verba fient. In 
posteriori capte vero, de natura Vieariae Christi Batisfactionis 
traetabitur, ubi duo eius constitutiva element a , l1imirum forma~ 
le et materiale, explicantur. 
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Notio Satisfactionis In Oommunj 
Satisfaetio, ::;i et::"IllOll "peC'ta":, a 'satisfacel'(' OrJglllL'111 d IJ­

eit ae truhit, (ltlOd eopulat;ollt' adyerbii suti:) cnm yel'ho faN!''' 
eonfiatm. Satisfaetio igitlll' generiee sUlllpta et ,i nominis dicit 
::;dlicicntiam actioni:" qua tollitnr aliqua exigent:a in detenn i -

nato subjeeto, uncle sel1~ll yulgal'i elieillllls ill!quelll s:ltisfu(,pre, 
lluanc10 aliquis faeit sati::;, id est, quod tenetm faeerc, puta si 
lllagititl'O bonam vel ('onvell ientem re.spollsionem praebet disei­
puluti, ant ::;i patri vel matri filiu" obeclientiuill prnt'titnt. Rentill 
pres,.;ior: a (' sennone profano et classim apud Latinos actionem 
Jenotabat, ratione euius debitum eontraetulll l'elllitteilatur <!t 
!njnria alteri illata ('ondonabatul', nti si labo)'e indehito eOlllpell­
sabatur damnnm illatUlli, vel si offemOl' hmniliter velliam 1'0-
gabat. Satisfaeti() enilll pro solutione est (9), quin tamell (lua,.' 
yoees eOIlvertantul'. N am solvit qu i erec1i tori totalll peeull i,qn, 
(Jllalll'debet, llUlllerat: ~;at;sfacit vero qui creditorelll qllolllodo­
eUlllque placat, v.g. ealltione, pignore, vel etialtl promissiolle, 
nam in Digesto legitnr: "omnis pecunia exsoluta esse 'debet aUl 
eo nomine satisfactlllll e::lse, sati~ractllm autem ac:cipimlls, quae­
llladll1oc1ulll vOlllit creditor lieet nOIl Rit soIutullI" \10\. 

Satisfactio purgationelll de injuria illata signiJic<lrp potest. 
sicut et etialll exeusa.tionelll neenOll veniae petltionelll dUlll Yt'l'­

bis aliqu;s sese J'eUlll profitetul'. Rie soIehant, aiullt, "il\ qnH 
eivitate Jegatus populi romani violatus eRset, nisi publiee satis­
factum' eRset, ei civitati bellulll inel ;Cl" (11). a li is wrhis .. ,:atis­
f,1eere est tantum facere quantum satis est irato ad vindie­
tam" (1:2), Eamdem signitieationenl ae apuci Latillos retin'~t 
satisfactio in c10ctrina S. 'L'hOlllae, qui per sa.tisfueiiollelll nihil 
quam reparation em injuriae intelligit, nam, secundum Angeli­
eUlll, 'TIe pror)J'ie Ratisfa(·it pro otfenRfl qui exhibet otfenso id 
quod aeque vel magis d;Iigit quam uclerit oiYensalll (J;l). Haec, 
acceptio satisfacdtioni" etiam invcnitur in Catechisll10 Cuneilii 
Tric1entin i ad ParoeJlOs: "J~st a lltC1U satsfad i(). rei dell itae ; 11-

tegra solutio: nall! quod sati" e:-t. ei nihil videtlll' deN,se. Quare' 
cum de gratiae recom:iliatione loqulIllnr. idem satisfaeere s;glli­
ficat, ae altet'i tantulll pmestarl'. qualltum irntc animo ad 111ei-

(9) Digestu~, 46, ;3, 52. 
(10) DigICstus, 13, 7, 9. 
(11) Cicero, Yerr. IT, 13. 
(12) Forcellini, suh yerbo 8atisfaccrc. 
(1;3\ Ill, q. 48, a. 2. 
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scendam injurialll satis estie possit; atque ita satisfactio nihil 
aliud e~t, quam illjuriae alteri il:atae compensatiQ" (14). 

Bx istis delinitionibus clare el'uitur satisfaetionelll i:iuppone­
re otTensam alteri illatam et qu;dem iam praeteritam, pro qua 
integre ofIeni:ior compensationem retl'iiJuere tenetur. Nihilomi­
BUS talllen ex allatis deiiuitiollibus dubital'e licet, utrum isb 
reCOlllpl'll~utio pro ol1'en,.,a conslstat in volul1ta.te gua quis para­
tUS est llalUlla ex olTenslL illlLta l'epal'ul'e, an poenam quoque 
i:iUppOlllLt, llulL recolUpemmtu1' injuria illata'? Bt si affirmative. 
(luomodo '? 

Ante omnia adnotare juYa,t, (JU()(1 S. Thomas, ut ipsemet 
expl'esse dicit, in sua de1illit;olle solalll satisfac:tioneql pro of­
fen::;a con:-;idemt, at certum e:.;t ad mentem Divi Thomae volun­
tatelll l'ecompellsandi pro oifensa ad saticfact~onis essentialll pe1'­
tinere. 'rob difticultas ergo circa poenalll in satisfactiolle versa­
tur. Yerum est quod in hac defillitione S. T·homas natura;m re­
('ompensationis non determinat; attente illtipiciell ti tamell vi­
detur S. ''l'hollla::;, illllllediate po::;t definition em , rationes aHe­
rendo ad probandulll Christul1l sati::;feeisse pro nobis, satisfac­
tiollem ::;emper in poena collocare. Nam dicit: "Christus autem 
ex caritate et oboedientia patiendo lllaius aliquid Deo exhibuit 
quam exigcre:t l'ccompensatio totiu::; oiTensae humani generi'l. 
Pl'imo ... propter lllagnitudinelll c(/r£tatis qna patiebalur. Se­
cundo, propter clignitatem vitae ::mae. quam pro satisftlctiolle 
poncl!at, (tuae crat vita Dei et hOlllinis. Tertio, propter genera­
litatem passioHis et doloris assulIlpti (15). Ut patet, S. '1'h0111'a::; 
in tribus r:ltionibus allatis semper poenam ponit, ni fallor verba: 
patiendo; 1Jaiiebatnr; vitam ponebat; flcneraiitatem lJas8ioni8 
ct. doloris a~l5nlllpti; satis aperte poellam et quidem physicalll 
dalllon::;trant. Sed solu1ll1l1odo qui::; contm 110S juste objicere po::;­
::;et, (tuod hie a12'itur de a1iqu8 ::;atisfactione particulari, nempe 
Chri::;ti. POi:isumus tamen responc1el'e, aliquHIU i:iat isi'actionem 
non Jlo::;se es::;e tale tu , nisi inquantulll, in iIla, omnia requisita 
ad ::;atisfactionem in genere verificentur; et proinde cum S. 
'rhonms probet quod Chl'istus satisfecit pro nobis cum ex cari­
tate et obedientia paiiebatur, sequitur pro satisfactione gene­
rice sUlllpta cum caritate etiam poenalll requil'i. 

(l4) Pars n, de Poenit., p. 414, no. 259, ed .bar'di, Roma 1918 ' 
(15) IlI,~. 48, a. 2. 
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Cum hie locus forsan non to.tam claritatem optatam ~ffe­
rat, ad alia Ioea, ubi S Doctor ,de satisfadione modo generi,a­
liori et fOl's-an clarlol'i sermone loquitur, recnrrel'e malo. Et 1'8-
vera S. Thomas, quaerens Hum satisfactio sit actus justitiae, 
docet justitiae propl'ium esse, ac1aequntionem rei ad rem in pro­
portione ::diqua pone1'e, propterea enm iam ipsum nomen satic;­
bctionis adaequationem importet, nam adverbium gatig non­
n'si aeqnaUatem pl'Oportionis indicat; indeque concludit S. 
Doctor, satisfactionem fonnnliter esse actum justitiae. Postea 
rlistinguendo dllpJi.cem actum jnstitiae, sati8factionem ponit in 
illo qui est sui ad alterum. "Et quia satisfactio (pel'l.~·it ipse) 
aeql1alitatem in ipso faciente expl'imit, ideo dicit actum justitiae 
qui est sui ad alterum, pl'Oprie loq uendo ...... sea satisfacere ma-
II ifeste aeqlla :itatem In actionibll," c1emonstrat ..... , Et quia adae­
CJuatio nOli est nisi inaequa [i I1m, ideo satifd'actio i naeq l1alitatem 
act;ionnm praesnpponit, quae quidem offensam constitnit; et idee) 
habet respectum ad offensam pl'aecedelltem. Nulla autem pan: 
justitiae l'espicit off'emmm praecedentem, niRi jnstitia vendicati­
va, quae aequalitatem constitnitin eo <jui justum patitur il1<1i1'­
fel'entel'; "ive s·t patiens idem al" agens (,ut quando aliquis sibi 
poenam 1n1'e1'0; sive non sit idem ae agens, ut qm1l1do judex 
alielll pun it, ad utrumque justit:a vinclicativa, se habente (16). 
Sed haec quaesto adhuc c1arificari potet;t ex alio loco S. 'l'ho­
mae; nam scimus satisfaction em inaequalitatem acti0I111m 
presupponere et simul aegnalitatem in actionibns demonstrare, 
proindeque ad justitiam commutativam pertinere. Ex altera 
parte scimus, secundum S. Thomarn, contrapassum esse :instmll 
commutativum et aequalem importa.re recompensationem pas­
sionis ad actionem praeeedentem; quod propri issime dicitur in 
passionibus et actionibus il1juriosis, quibus aliquis personam pro­
ximi laedit, puta si percutit, quod repercntiatur (17). 

Ex 1stis locis eruitur, easdem conditiones requiri tUIl1 pro 
eontrapasso tum etiam pro satisfactione. Uti ipsum nomen (1e­
m+mstrat, contrapassum essential iter secumportat poenam; si­
militer ergo et satisfactio in SUa essentia poenam includere oe­
bet. Uncle clare deducitur, secundum mentem Angelici Prae­
ceptoris, poenam ad essentiam satisfaction is pertinere. 

(16) Suppl., q. 12, n. 2. 
(17) U-II, q. 61, n. 4. 



74 ALANUS M. FENECH. O.P.!~ ... ; 
Posito qui(lelll hoe. quod seilieet poena ae1 essentiam satis­

facfion is periineat. demonstrare juvat quollalll modo se habe:t t 
ista poena ill sat;sfactione. Ad hoc. ut clarius vicleatllr locus ]>Of'­

IIHe in satisfactione, prae oculis nos hahere oportet satisfactio­
l1em UN' ofIen>'ae re('ompensationem, quae offensa in se etiam 
l'etttulll poenae incluclit, (Iuia quando quis alium oiTendit, lex 
semper yiolatnr. OJfensol' pl'optere<J sati:-faeere tenetlll' et pr') 
ofIensa. seu pro reatu culpae, e1, ]1:'0 p(,enae reatu, qui ex le,~'IS 
transgressione pullulat. Un(\e clare cleducitm satiRf:1('t!onem dl10S 
iLspectus habere. nam potest quis considerare tam satisfactiollf'1ll 
pm 'off'ensa seu pro culpa quam satisfactionem pro poena, hane 
of1ensam Sf'Ll culpam ('onsequente; ideo(F1e satisl'actiu est culp.le 
I'imnlque poenae debit,i recornpe 11 sa.tio, et pm cOllllwnsat;Olll' 
ntrillsfjUe debiti l't~quiritnr necessario in oJ1'enl'orf:' sati';{'aciente 
et volnntariuln et poena, quae 'siC' in snt;~faetione se habent, :ui 
invic.em : Satisfacient\s volun tas ut detllf:ntnm fO]'lllale, et poe­
na voluntaria ut \IIatt'l'iale elCllIentnDl. 

His aspectihlls satisfactionisai"tinetis. consiclel'amus ]0.­

satisfactionem pro nil'ells[t ~l('U pro reaCu culpae. et :2o.-I'a tis­
fadionem pro legis transgression!:' seu pro 1'e,t(11 poenae. 
r. - Satis,far>tio pro ()ffell.~(f sell pro u:lltn cllIzwc. 

('e!'tin eel'tius. 'n sntisfactione pl'O offf:' II sa , em inet volun !its 
satiRl'aeientis, nam otl'ensil pihil alind niSI voluntal'iam honoris 
denegationem significat, quae injuriam I'eeumfert. Raee injlll'Ja 
cel'tissime l'ecompensari debet vero honore ex volulltate ipsi'ls 
personae proeedente, (Juae prius honorem denegahat. Nam re­
eOIll penRatio hOlloris non pel'ficitul' redditione aliellius rei ejl1:';­
clem valnI'il'> ae illius ablatae, sieut fit ill l'dlllS lllaterial i iH1l'>, Red 
p contra obsefjiulll offensoris magis aesiilllatur (18), inquantlllll 
ex l't'ct;J intentione et hona volnntnte pl'Ocet1it (19), .-\ttnmen 
non solum voluntariullI sed etialll poena ;n sarisfaetiolle pro of­
J'enR[1 coneurrel'e debet. Btenim ::;i c1iceremuc.; poennlll ad hn;ns 
satisfactioniR rationem mini me pertinel'e, ndm ittere quoque de­
heremlls, oifen"o ::;01umll1odQ pro injuria habita hon?rem exhi~ 
heri. qupm sim ilitpl' erg:] alios ofIenRa non plexos of1ellPor n.d­
aere tenetur, quod certo eertins erronenm ('st. Offellsol' ellim. 
prae>ter <lll1oris ~'etr:l~utionem l'Omml111iter omnibus debiram, ali­
Cjllidinsupel' amplius exhibere tenetllr, quo dehitum houorem 
snbtraetum personae offensae recompensa.t. "Recompensatio 

(18) R. e. G. IY, fii5 :Hl 20; IH, lj. 79, n. 5. 
(19) dr. GnltieI', De IuenI'll. et Hed:rillp., PnI'isiis, 1926, P. 394. 
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enim offellsae, dicit S. Thomas, irnportat ac1aequat;onern, quam 
oportet esse ejus qui Jffendit ad eum in quem offensa commissa. 
est. Adaequatio autem in humana justitia attendit.ur per suh­
tractionem ab uno, qui plus habet justo, et additionem ad alte­
rum, cui subtractumest aliquid" (20). Ista subtractio ab offen­
sore, de qua loquitur S. 'rhomas, non potest fiel'i per solum vo­
luntariutn, id est non sllfficit ut oiIensor amon' personam oi1\'I1-
Ram p1"O~eqlli inl"ipiat; primo, quia etiam post offensam, 
offensol" tenetur ptTSonam offensam diligel'e, imQ amore 
fervenfori; et secundo, quia c1iligendo personam offen­
~all1, opns bonum praestat, quod, inquantum est huiru:;­
modi, non solull1 ab offensore nihil snbtrahit, sed e contra 
eum perficit; consequenter suhtractio in oft'ensore nOli pote,:;t 
fieri nisi per opus bonum, quod simul est poenale. Alldiatnr S. 
Thoma!-': "Oportet. ,ld hoc quod recompensatio fiat, qnod ali·· 
quid suhtrahatm a pecclwte per satisfactiorwtn, quod in hono­
rem Dei cedat. Opus a.utem bonum ex hoe quoc1est hninsmodi, 
110n subtrahit aliquid ab operante seel magis perfie;t ipsllm. Unde 
8ubtractio non potest fieri per OpUR bonum nisi poenale sit: et 
ideo, ad hoc quod aliqllod opm; sit ;:;atiRfaetorinm, oportet qnod 
"it bonum, ut in hOllorem De: (in casu nostro, personae ofl'en­
"ae) sit; et poennJe, ut per hoc aliquid peccatori !-'nbtmha­
tul''' (21), Pt acljnngit R. Thomas: "Ratisfactio c1elwt esse taliH 
per qnam aliquid snbtrahamu,., :ld bonOl"em Dei (ill casu l10stm 
personae offensae)" (22). 

Sed ut adhuc melius apparpat quomodo se habeant ad inv!­
cem voluntariulll et poena, satisfactionern ut est reeornpenHatio 
pro legis tmllsgreRRione seu pro reatu poenae consideramus. 
2. - Satisjartio pro lcyis trangressione 8e'll JlTOreatu l)(l(map. 

Certe in Ratisfactione pro legis tranHgreRsione Hen pro reatu 
poenae, requiritur poena, nam (lui contra leg-em agit· ordinem 
perturbat atque pervertit; pl"Opter quod tl'a nsgressor poen:l 
pledi dehet a principe ordinis, nnde ait S. 'l'homas: "Quidqn;d 
contra OI"dinem aliquelll insurgit,conseqllens eRt Ht ab eo <1p]>l"i­
matUl". Cum autem peccntum sit actus inorc1ilFltns, l1lanifestuJl1 
est quod qu!cumque peccat, contra aliquem orclillem agit; ('t 
ideo ab ipso m'dine con sequens est ut cleprimntur; quae qui(~f'm 

(20) Snppl. q. 15, 3. 1. 
(21) Suppl. q. ] 5, 3. 1. 
(22) ibid., art. 3. 
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tlepreR,;io poena CRt"' (2:3). Attamen si poena non voluntarie su­
RcipitUl', sed solummodo reus vi impulsus iOolum lllhlterialitt:'l" 
poenam exsequitul", habetur mera satispassio. quia reus non so­
IUlll non ::lssulllit poenam voluntarie Sf'] neflue ipSI inflicbull 
\"oluntarie accept at ; unde "i pOE'IH1m r;erat, hoe un ice f'uc;it !jll ia 
vi impellitur, uncJe Jl1aterialit,er tantum ;:;ati;:;fncit, quia non ;11;';t­

faeit justitiam ;:;E'cl justitia vindicuti,:a fit ill iPRO, E'tiam contn 
suam volnntatelll. Ex hoe C'olligitur cluod popna nulll!m YafOn-'1l 
ill satisfactione IU1bet nisi CUIll voluntate sit conjUlwta; 11I1(1E' 1It 

habeatur vera satif;factin pm poena, llportet Ut. reUf; wl \,01111,­

tar't' p()(-mam a"suma, vpl ipsi inflietam px voluntate ac,ceptet, et 
;-,ic poen'l infoJ'lllatUl" a voluntate f;nti"faeipntIs Spqo eonfOJ'ln:lll­
tis hun 6)"il'('ip' ordinis tum etinm ipsi onlini <]uem prins 
trrmsgreRsns est, pl'Oilldeque nl'rique satisLH'IL 8. 'rJHl111ilf.;. llJ­
qurnclo de pE'ecatis. haec mirul1I ill lllodurn e}:plicllt: "Actu-; 
enim peccati facit hominem remll poenae, in qU~lltlIlll tl'flnsgl'''­
clitul' OI'dil1, m divinae ,:llst"tiae ad quem non reclit nisi per quam­
clam l'ecompensationem poenar, quae ad ae'lualitatl'lll ;lIstit;:10 
IcdUtit, lit seilieet qui plus voluntat; suae inclulsit quam debl1it, 
contra manclatnm De; agens, sl'clmdUln ordil~ell1 divinae jll-'ti­
tirLe. aliflnid contra illud (plOd vel1At ~pont::mE'us vel im'ituf; pa .. 
tiatm. quod ('tiam ill In,i1l1'iis lWlllillibllS jactis observatu'r. ut per 
l'e('Ompenf;ationem poenae J'eintegretur a-eC\ualitas justitiae. 
U nde patpt quod cess:1ll1-e aetu pecca ri vel i njnriae iBat-ae. aclh1l" 
remanet debitum poenae. Reel si loquamur clA ahlatione peceati 
quantum ad maculam, sie mani'fest.um est quod ruac.ula peeca­
ti ab a~lima anfel'ri n0n potest, nis; per hoc quod anima Df'o 
eonjungitur. ..... Conjungitur autem Den homo per voluntatrm. 
Unde, macula peccati ab homine tolli non potest. nisi volnntas 
hominis ordinem divinae institi~le acceptet. ut scilicet vel ip,;€-, 
sibi poenam spontaneus as~umat in l'ecompensationem culpae 
praetel'itl1E', vel etium a Den illatam patienter sustineat.; utrofl1l8 
enim modo poena rationem ~atiRfaeti()nis habet. Poena anrem 
:-:;:1tisfaetorin. etsi s,=,cundum nhsolntam eonsiderationem ~it con­
tra vo:untatem, l:{)n tamen ut nunc, et per hoc est vohmtaria,; 
uncle simplieitel' est Toluntaria, secundum quid <llltem involu­
ta-ria" (24). 

(2:3) T-IT, q. 87, n. 1. 
(24) I-Il, q. 87, a, 
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Exind(~ c;olligilllllS f-,atisfal~tiollelll c;Otuponi duobus ele1llen­
tis distinetis, volulltario nernpe et poena, quae si compal'entul' 
ad i IJvieern, voluntarium ::le habet ut fO!'lIlale elementum et poe­
lla ~e tenet ut elementuIll materiale. Nam in satisfaetioneopol'­
tet attendere tUlll ad valorem ob.ieetivum tnm etiam ad illum 
subjectivllm satisfac;ientis, quiD ohjeeitve loqllendo sati::lfuei t 
etiam ille qui, (Juamvis nolens, tamen pt:r vim a jucliee illlpelli­
tUl' ad poenam sllhllen<1am ut in ipso fiat satisfadio justitiae. 

Attallll:'Il, ut patet, subjective h.,ec nOIl est sahsfadio sed 
lllel'a satispassio, et, ut diei t S. Th,)llltlS, Wll1 habet rationem 
sati • .;fadionis sed v'lllli{'utioui" tantulll (25). Hos cluos valores op­
tillle notavit cl. Fl'iethoH, loqllendo Je sat.isfactionE: Christ;i. 
"Haul' pretios'ssimam l't'eompensationem (pel'git ipse), in se 
objeeti re i nfiniti vatori::;, non offenlllt Deo erueifigen.tes, sed ipse 
Cbl'i8tUS, qui olllllino YOlllntarie ex magna caribte erg-a Deulll 
et homiue::; haec ol11Jlia }'.u.~tinuit. UntIe attendendum est nOIl 
minlls ad hoc quod ille valor, objective tilm preti08118, ex ilh 
8ub.iectiva dispositione :Hll1uc ang·mentUlll:mlllat. Duo c:nim 
suut: id quod exhibetuJ', et ipsa exbibitio. Exhibitio autem 11n­
il'::; quod exhibe~l1l' est aetl1S humallu8: debet enim esse testifi­
eatio de excellentia divina, seCllS non est llOno1' Dei, llllc1l' neqne 
l'eparatio honoris bes;" (26). Haec optmm refiexin cl. auetori.~, 
absque 111a;.;']10 conatl1, sat'~fadioni in eommuni applicari po­
tt'st. Nam in ::;ati,;faetione duo (listing-uit: id qllod e.r:ltib(!/Ilf, 
quod e~t opus ,iatisfaetorillm, quod nos ut eieluentulI I lllutel'iak 
!:la tsf'aetioll is eOllsiclen:Ill11S, et ipsa p.rl: ibilio quae pst ({ctllS Tt Il­
/IIIl'/WS, aliis verbi:-; voluntas sati"facielliis, f]lhld nos ut elemell­
tum fortuaIe satisfaction]8 replltalllus. Ip8e etiam emplta8inl }Jo­
nit ill J'eparatione honori::; ab otrellSOl'e el'ga personalll in.iuJ'j'l­

talll et ill hae t.otalll vim snl1dactionis ponit. 
Ilis olllnibu:-; vi:-;is et perpen::;is, cOllelml("re lieet (Juc)(l, t.UIll 

si sati"fadio cOllsidemtul' tanquam reeompen.-.;at.io pro offensa, 
lum yero inquantulll poenu pro legis transgressione, ~ernper duo 
elelllen ta incluc1el'e debet, voIuntul'iUl1l nelll pe et poenall1. \'0-
luntarium, inquam, ut elementlllXl fOt'male et poena ut materia­
le. Nalll poena ex seipsa, si 110n volulltarie aSSlllnatuJ' vel aceEp­
tetul', nullo mode ratiollem satisfaction is ohtinet. J;ix altem ve-
1'0 parte, voluntarium in satisfaetionelll non nisi in poena volun-

(25) S. c. G. HI, q. 158. 
(26) Friethoff, De Alma Socia Xti. Med., p. 56. 
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turiu ostenditur. Unde dieilllUR poenum ad sutsfaetionis es:;€l.l­
tium pertinere, qU3.mvis non ut elemeniurn 1'ormu1e sea ut lll:t­

teria1e tantum; eonsequenter ut habeatur adueqlluta sutisfuctil)­
'nis clefinitio, opus est in ipsa ine1udabr quoque poemt (27); uncle 
recte definiri potest satisfactio in comllluni: Illatae ll1Juriae re­
cOlllpensatio per voluntarian; poenae perpessionclll. 

(lJcquiLur) 

ALANUS M. FENECH, O.P. 

--OOi--

NOTICE TO SUBSCRIBERS 

Ollr readers will appreciate, 110 doulit, f hat reYlllar 
811bscriptiOl/8 a.re illl]wrtlllll to the satisfactory worliil1(f 
of our Revieli1. 'They are hndly asked to 1I0te that the 
All/wal Subscriptiol1 of 28, Gd. fa MELT'!'A rrlTgOLOGJ(,A 

1II1J,1/ hellcefort 11. be paid a,t the Libreria, Ecrl esiasticll, 
Ditta PlL\NCIS SCJOHTTNO, 1SG, 8dll. Jlll'n~(1nli, Vlllll'tta. 

(27) Galtier, op. cit., p. 397. 



Devotion to Our L~dy in the Early 
Church 

I N the Fturgy or the first three centuries of the Cllli;tian ('I'll 

,ve "will certainly Dot find any dear trace::; of a cultUfl of the 
n:cssed Vil'gin11ary: the devotion of the early Chr:stians was 
vdlOlly centred in Ohrist, and only in the second cell tmy do W0 

IilHl Ulllllistakeable exaulples of thp veneration of saints­
the llHlrt,Yl'S, who, it was held, passed immediately illto the pre­
:::ence of God and could, by their death, obtain gracl's alld blc-;­
>:iillgi:l for others (I), 'rite idea of vellemting thotie who on ac­
count of their sutIeringti wert' UlllOng the elEct, WUs eert aiinly 
reinforced bv the venel'<1tion of the tln()'els which havillo' had ., b, , b 

et pre-Chl'istian origin ill po>:it-exil ic J udaislt1, mls quite ua"il~' 
embraced by the faithful of the sub-Apostolic age (2), Quite 
llutumUy, later on the faithful turned to implore the iJlj('t'cps­
SiOll of the Blessed :\L)tlJ(~1' of Uod; bnt it is only in the 4th cell­
Lury that we have definite traces of devotion towards the Bl(·ssed 
Yil'gin Mary: this was due perhaps to the fact that such a de­
votion in earlier centuries would not have been opportune ut ;) 
tilne when the cult of Cybele, the mother of the gods, was so 
popular among the pagans (:1), 

This does not lllean that ill the first three centnrips of OUI' 

era Our Lady was not held in special honour by the fait.hful: 
her dignit,Y us Mother of the Lord ,,'as :.;tressed even ill the fi.r'i! 
century, and from tha,t time the theological basis on which the 
devotion to the Blessed Virgin was later on reared, bel:ran tn ~)(-~ 

laid down, rrhe clause 'born of the Yirg'in Mar~" belonged It) 

(1) Certain Chnrche~ ill the ~e(,olld eelltu)'~' had alrrad,Y introdlleed 
the cult of local martyrs, Frolll the Acts of the )1.al'tyrdol11 of St 
Polycarp, whn died in Smyma in 151, ehps, XVlI and :S:VllI, W(' 

gather that (i) the Christiall'.> 'd('arl~' 'distil1gnishc·d between tho 
adnratinll due to the Son nf God and the veneration gh'en to the 
martyrs as disciples and imitators of the Lnrd; (ii) the Christians 
gathered the relics of their martyrs and ga \'e them due· 11OlIour; 
(iii) the Christians met ill 'joy and happiness to celebrate thE' an­
niversary of the death of their martYrs, 

(2) "The ho~t of the other good angeb ~"ho follow ancl are Illade like 
him an'cl the prophetic spirit, we worship alld adore" (St Justin, 
Apol. I, 6\, See Tiserout, HidoirC' de Dogmes, I, pages 37, 258 ~S, 

(3), .:\Iario l{jghetti, Storia Liturgica, vo!. If, l\Iilano, 19-16, p, 23,1. 
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the primitive redactioll Ol the Creed (4), St Ignatiu,,:of ;An­
tioch (5), St, J111stin (6), St Irenaeus (7), Ol'igen(8), Hlppoly-

(,1) There ll11\"e beell 110 doubts that ths elau~e "born .of the V:i\rg,ill 
lIIaQ'" belonged to the pl'illliti\'e l'edactwll of the Creed; it is 
found v.g. ill the Creed used ill the Homan rite' of Baptism des­
eribed in H~']Jpolytus' Apostolic Tradition. Cfr. Qna~ten, Patro­
log~', vo!. I, Spectrnm, Utrecht, pp. 24-29. 

(5) Epistle to the Ephesians: "Our God .Jesus Christ was conct'ived 
by lIlary according to God'~ dispellsation of the seed of David, it 
is true, but also of the Hol~" Spirit, ...... And the Prince of this 
world was' in ignorance of tht, "irgillity of lIJa,ry and her child'­
bl'aring and also .of the death .of the Lord-three m~'steriet; loudl~" 
proclaimed to the world, though accomplished in the, stillu('ss or 
God" (ellp~. 18-]9). Later on (ehp. 20) he describ('s ,Jesus' Christ, 
"who in the flesh was oi" the line of David", as "tht' Son .of jUan 
and the SOl1 of God". (A.C.W. vo1. 1). 

(0) St.J ustin was the first to show the parallelism between Eve and 
)far." a~ Panl had done betweell Adam and .Jesus. In his dialoguo 
with thp .Jew Trypho he says: Christ hecame man by the Virgin 
in order that the disobedience which proceeded from the serpent'!; 
ll1 ight reeeive its destruction in the same manner ill which it de­
riYecl its origin. For Eve who was a virgin aud lludefiled, having 
(·oneei\"ed the word of the serpent, brought forth disobecliplIee and 
death. Bnt the Virgin .:lIar." received faith and joy when th~ An­
gel Gabriel llllllollnce'cl the goml tidings to her, that the spirit of 
the Lorcl would cOllie upon her and the power of the highest would 
overshadow her; wherefore the Hol~" Thing begotte1l .of her is the 
Hon of God" OfI'. Qllasien, Patrology, vol. I, pp.' 211-212. " 

(7) Ht Trellal'u,; extends the parallelism between EYe and )lan·. Ac­
('o)'l1illg to Irellaeus the procedure of. the Redempti.on follows ex­
a('tl~' the eourse of eveuts of the fall 01' man. For ever~' fault~' 
step whic'h mall took, having been ::;cdu('()c1 by Hatan, God exacts 
from him a eOl11pelt~ation ill order to make his victory over the 
lSeduccr Illore complete. Mankind receivcs a lIew prog{'uitor in 
placc of Adam. But siuce the first woman was abo implicated in 
the fall h~' her disobedience, the healing process starts also b~' the 
obedience of a woman, Giving life to the New Aclam she becomes 
the true Eve, the true mother of the living and the causa salutis, ]11 

this way )1ary becomes the A.cZ'voca.ta IIevae. The parallelism is 
exterrd€cl even further. Elt 1rel1aeus is so eOllvincetl that i\Iary is 
the new mother of ma'llkllid, that he calls her the womb of man­
kind: thuH he teaches the universal motherhood of Man". He 
speak~ of the birth of Christ as "the pure 011e opening pur~Iy that 
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tus (9), Tertullian (10), and others all honour the miraculous 
motherhood of the Virgin, and though some writers (11) deny 
her perpetual virginity, yet their more orthodclx contemporari\~s 
affirm it. 

Clear traces of the honour in which the Mother of God was 
held in the first three centuries are found in the catacombs and 
'n the apocryphal writings. The various freRcoes, belonging to 
the second and 'third centuries, found in the catacombs awl I't'­

presenting Om Ilady 'with the divine Child in her arms or in a 

pure womb which rpgenerates men unto God" (Adv. Hacr. 4, ~:1, 
11) Cfr. Quasten, Patrology, vo1. I, pp. 298-299. 

(8) The historian Sozomen reports (Hist. eccl. 7, 32) that Origen first 
used tlH' title Theotol .. () .. ~ for ~[ary, although we cannot be surpriB€o 
that it is not found in the wreckage of his works ... Orig<m also 
tearhes ~[arY's uniYPl'sal motherhood: "No one may understand 
the meaning' of thf' Gospel (of St ,John) if he has not 'rested on the 
hreast of .Jesus and rereived ~Iary from Jesn;: to be his mother 
also (In J oh. 1, 6)" Cfr. QUftstPIl', P:ltrolog~', vo1. n, RpertrnT'1 
lJtrrht, 1953, p. 81. 

(9) Let us. believe then, dear hrethren, aCf'or'ding to the tradition of 
the apostle!", that God the "Tonl came down ;rom heaYfIl (and en­
tered) into the hol~' virgin }Iary in m'del' that, taking the Hpsh 
from her, and assuming also It human-by which I mean rational 
-soul, and becoming thus all that man is with the exception of 
sin, He might save bllen man and cOnf,er immortalit.\- on men 
who believe in Hi~ llame (Oontr. Noet. 17). Hippolytus f01l0\\'8 

Frenaeus in thinking thnt the proceSi; of Hed'emption followed ex­
actly the course of events of the fal! of man. Cfr. Q.uasteu. Patro­
logy, Y01. Il, p. 201. 

(0) Tertullian, in his eagerness to dt'fend the real humanit~· or Christ, 
stresses the point tHat His Bodr is not lJeav(,llly hut really born 
of the very suhstance of l\Iary, eJ~ ]faria, to such a degree. that he 
denips the virginity of ::\Iar,\' ·ill pa riu. and post. pal'fllln. For '1'er­
tullian l\Jar;v is the ~econd J<~\'e. 

(] 1) Besides Tertullian, Helvidius (refuted in 883 hy St .T erome, ~rom 
whom alone we have all we know about thiS' heretic), Bonosns 
(bishop of Sardica, condemned by Pope Siricius in 391 or :192, and 
founder of a sect which lasted till the 7th cpntur~'), and .Tovinian 
~aho condemned hy Pope Siricius in 390 an'd refuted br St .J e>­
rome after his death) denied the perpetual virginity of the Blessed 
::\[other of God. OfI'. Tixeront, Histoire des Dogmes, vol. II, Paris, 
]931, pp. 243-250. 
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praying position with hands llplifted (12) ,though they are not 
proofs of a liturgical cult of the B.Y.M., they certainly testify 
to the deep veneration for Our Lady in the ancient Church. '.rIle 
earliest apocryphal writings nJso testify to a deep and sincere 
\'eneratiol1 of the purity and sanctity or the Blessed Yirgi'l1, 
affirming hel' virgiJlity in parfal and post partum, and show 11 

preoccupation with tbe dominant role of Our Lady in the work 
of om Hec1emption and stress the power of her intercession for 
humanity (l~). 

(l2) The old('st known painting of thp virgin is found in the Caiia,· 
eOll1b~ of Priseilla and helong, to the 2nd ('entury: the freseo re­
presents the YirglJl seated with thf' Infant in her arms', be:f~re 
her stands a young man holding a roll in his lef't hand, with his 
right hand pointing to the Virgin and a star in the sky above. Gen­
erall~', the frn'eo is thought to represent the prophecy of Isaias. 
Archaeologists genet'aIl~' attribute to the 2nd centun' t,,'o fres­
('oes representing the AUlluueiation, the one ill the Catacomh pf 
PriseilIa, the other in the catacomb of St Peter and 1\larceIIinns; 
and to the third centm." the fre scoes representing the Virgin and 
Ohild with the ;\Iagi found in the ('elllPterie~ ·01' Domitilh and St 
Pete.r a 11\1 2\[areplIinlls.With regard to the $econd t~'pe of frescoes 
where the Virgin is represented llS nn "orante", thisre' is a ver~' 
large number of possible examples, but ven' few can be certainly 
identified with the :'J other of God. CIr. Diet. Arch. ChI' I,it. X, 
1982-20:35; C.:'f. Kaufmallll, :!'Ilannale cli Archeoiogia Cristiana, 
versione dal tp(lpst:o, Homa, 1908, pp. 2{\9-272, 322-331, 265-369; 
iHarncchi, :'[anuale di Archeoogia Cristiana, Roma, 1908, pp. 35·1-
:362; Rmith-Cheetlml1l, Dietionary of ChristIan Antiquities, Lon­
don 1908, .i\lar~· St., The Virgin (in Art), vo1. Il, PP. ]148-1155; 
Schuster, Liher SacramenTOrlll1l, vol. YIH, Torino-Roma, 1932, 
pp. 21-22. 

(1:3) Among the apocn-phais the most startling eddence is from the SI)­

ealled "Protoeva.ugelilllll" of Rt James which most probably \V,lS 

product of thl' middle of the second century, and certainly was 
ill existence at the end of that century. The prineipal aim 0: the 
whole writing is to prove the pe!'petual find inviolate virginit~· of 
Mar~' before, in, and after th,> birth of Chnst. 'fhe Dccret1/,m Ge­
lnsiOlwm de liInis recipiendis et 1Wn )'ecipiendis of the sixth een­
tllry condemns the writing as heretical; nevertheless ,the influence 
or this Nativity Gospel ,'annot be overesti.mated: liturgy, lite­
rature, and art all have alike been affected by it. Cfr. Quasten, 
Patrology, vo!. I) Spectrum, Utrecht, 1950, pp. 118-122. See also 
Dict. Arch. (!hr. Lit. vo1. I, 2'355-2579. 
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The first sign::; of acn1t of the Mother of God are found in 
the fourth century: it ,vas a popular veneration of the Virgin 
which had degenenltec1 and was c1ellouneed by St Bpiphal1ius 
(i- LI0B). An obscure sect, the Collyric1ians, in Arabia and in 
Thrace, celebrated in honour of the Mother of God an annual 
feast, at which only ,>'omen could attend. These women assem­
hle<1 'lo<~ether round a sort of throne, mounted on wheel::;, and to 
the Blessed Yirgin, as to a goddess, the;v offered saC'l'ifieial ('ab,s 
(hollY1'ida tilla, hence the namt~ by which St Bpiphanius call" 
the sect) which the~7 later on ate togethpl'. 1'hough dis,1pproving 
,of these extravaganeies, St Epiphanius did 1l0,t deny due tionour 
lo the Mother of God: "Let Man- be held in honour, he wrot"" 
let the Father, the Son and Hol~' Ghost be adored, but let no 
one adore l\Tary". All his \Vl'itin'gs ahound 'with 1he praises of 
the Virgin Mother of God and he believed that there was some 
mysterious dispensation with regard to her death impliec1 in the 
words of the Apocalypse: "And there was given to the woman 
two wings of a great eagle that she might fl~T into the desert 
I1nto her place" (14). 

The prasies of St Bpiphlmius are echoed in the writings of 
all the great Fathers of the fOll1't.h centul',v: St Ambrose (1:5) 
speaks of the B.V.M. as the model of all "irtne, fit Augnstine 
proclaims her unique privilege of sinlessness (16), St .Terome 

(14) 
(15) 

(16) 

Apoc. 12, 14. 
Cfr. v.g. the whole or the 2nd chapter of Rook II ne Yi1'!lillib'lI. 
and chaps. 5 to 7 of th,p De In.~titlltiolle Yir!lillis. In the third 
celltur~- already, :\lary was considered to be the type lWcl exem­
plar of the ascetic, who, cOll~ecratillg his whole lifc to the practice 
of virtup, was wodh~', like the martyrs, 01' the veneration nnd 
honour of hi·s hrethren. This is cp1'ta,inh- hinted at in the 31'<1 \'f'II­
tnry freseo in the cntncomh of Priscill; which rf'prc.sellts. n ,/;(j/atio 
l'iJ'!7illi.~ where the bishop is pointing at the V irgill with the Divine 
Child ns n modd of virgin purit~-. Cfr. Highetti, Stol'ia Litnrgica, 
vol. JI, p. 2:34; Mnrncehi, Mnnuale di A1'cheologia Cristinnn, p. 357. 
"Excepta ita!que sancta virgine Maria, de qua propter honorem 
Domini nullam pror~us, cum de peccatis agitur, haberi.volo quaes­
tiollem-ullde enim scimus, quid ei plus gratiae collatull1 fuerit 
ad vincendum omni ex parte peccntulll, quae cOllcipere ne parE're 
meruit qUE'm constnt nullum habuisse peccatllm ?-hac ergo virgille 
excepta, si OlllllCS illos sanctos Pt sanctas, enm hie vivel'ent, COll­

gl'egnl'e possemns et iuterrogare utrum essellt sins peceato, quid 
l'ui"se n'spommros putamus?" (De !Jat. et gratia, 36, 42 PL 44, 
267). 
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foreshadovvs that llot:on of }\Iarv as the lllother of the IlllllU:1 

l'a( e whic·h was to animate so ~werfully the devotion of a later 
:,ge (l7), bet it is St Epkaem, the Syrian deacon, who uses the 
most f.riol\-ing langnai.re to hOllOUt' the HlesHec1 .:\[other or 
God (13). 

'l'hese development.:; in the Vt)lIeration ~)f Onr Lady 11lulti­
plied the variolls meallS hy which tllt' faithful showed their c1('­
votion t·o the Blessed 'l'IfotllC'r of {lod. T.n the East, even befme 
the ('OllIlC:1 of EpJtesus H:31 A.D.). weJintlchu]'clies c1er1lCatc'd 
ill Ht'l' hOl1oUJ': the church itself where the Couneil was heH 
was dedicated to Her DivlIle Maternitv (ID) while St ('vl'il :If 
A lexanclria, Wl'Ote: Hail to thee. ::\'T~lI'\-. ~rothel' of God. in 
whose hOlloUJ' in to\\,I1S and \'illnges and in the islands we]'C' 
founded ch111'ches Pi' true belie\'ers\ (20), III Palestine. wlwn .In­
vellal was bishop or ,Jerusalem (4:3;3-J58), the wife of a high 
HOIlWI1 official IHlilt a magnificent <:hu]'ch ill honour of Mar.\-
011 tlH-' J'oall fl'Olll .Jerusalem to Betlehem. Other chUl'chES ded i­
cated to Our Lady wel'p built by the Pll1peror Zeno (H9J) on 
monnt Garizim and at ('ysicnm. by tlle el1lpl'e:,s Pulch·c·­
ria (+4;:58) at COllRtantinople, lmt it was .Justin;an (+5G5) who 
'-Hlrpassed all in his zeal of dedicating churches to the B.Y.M. 
especiaJly in fl'ontipr cities, 'for f:,ucl! churches much better than 
his fortresses (he said) would defend his doma!l1s from the 011- . 

slaughts or the barbarians (2]). In the \Vest, the earliest ch1ll'­
ches dedicated to Our J~ady Reem to have been those of St Mal'v 
in Trastevel'e and St 1'IaI'Y Major, which were both erected ht;-

(17) St J erome writing to P:mla to console her for the death of her 
(I a ugh-tel' Blesilla, imagines the clanghter :e.'> sn~'iJJg: " ... mater ... 
puta~ eRse me wlam? Habeo })1'0 te JUariam :\Jatrem Domini" 
mp. ;~:~, PI, 22, q72l. 

OS) St l';phraem invokes the Virgin with tho most honourable amI lo\"­
ing titles: Hope of n1l Christians; Peacemaker; a~'ter God, ollr 
only refuge, light, power, wealth, glor~-; ever read~- to help her 
faithful in all material and spiritual cOlltillgen('ies of this world; 
whose intereession befor<> God is all-powerful and ever read~· to 
int€l'C'ecle for sinners'. OfI'. Hieeiotti, R. J<:J'rem Siro, Tnni alia Ver­
gine, tradotti daI siriuco, 2a ediz., '1'orino, l!)~!). 

(19) :\lalJ~i, Cone. IV, 122:3, 1229, 12:37, 1241, 13:32. 
(20) HOlllilia in sun<:tam Deiparam, PG 77, lO~l.1-. 
(21) Proeopius, De AedificiiB, VI, 7; I, 3. 
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fore t'lle veal' ;')00 (22), ,\fter the fifth tell tu]'v the ell urches de­
(1ieated t;) Our Lady became lllore commOn i'!l the -YVest (2:1'" 

III the fifth celltury we also find references to the velH:~­
ration of Ya]'iOllS relics of the n,M.", : l1t DiocERarell one could 
venerate the seat on \vhieh Rhe "at when the Hugel Gabriel a11-
Iloulleed 1l11to her; her house at Nazareth, transfol'llled into ;t 

ba.Riliea, preserved her vestlllell ts; ,] erllsalelll po~sesRed he]' 
cillcture and veil; while COIlRtantinoplc celebrated in the clllll'ch 
u(' 13Iaclicl'llcS speeial feasts ill honour of the robe ;'.1a1',\' wore 

(22) 

(2:3) 

The GhuI'ch of TrasteveI'e was ulreach' built in the 4th ceutllry 
und at that time it was knowll Uh th~· lJa,'iiiicn .IlIlii tnUh'i 'L'ih,:­
/'illl regiune TIll ill;l'tU. ('ulii.,tulII. 'rhu first document which spe'aks 
of the church as tll(' basilica .wllrtol' .lIII/·lac !flla(' Ca/listi ('{J('lIf/!1' 
belongs to tlw sc venth centur,\". Pos,>ibl.,' it recpived its title 01' R. 
::\Iari,t ill the 5th ('entun' as it W::I,:. at this time that nt R-ol1le the 
tendency arose to dedic'ate to the snints the ynrious uri>an titles 
which formerly were oHl~' knowll h." the llallle of the :·oullt!er. The: 
ehojc'e of thE' dedlcatioll was surely influc'IlC'·.'d h~' the Greek elE'­
ment of the Homan population which mainly inhabited the region 
across the Tiller. 

Ranta ::\lari,\ A.ntiqlla cannot bp cOllsitlend as one of the oldest 
churehC'~ in Home as it Wll, ereeted only ill the 7th eentnr.\', in a 
hall of the Imperial palace: the illlportance of thi~ lleanery i,' due 
onl~' to the fac·t of ib site; at the time '01' .Leo JV the title was 
transferred to R. ::\Iaria NOYa at thp other ('nil of the FOI'Hln, ns 
the ehul'ch tonIc! no longer he used being 111 a state oJ' ('ollapse. 

t'-'t. ::\Iar~' ::\lajor dates from the time of Pope Libc 1 ius (t:juej) 
who changed tho aucieut hnll 0;' Ricillillus into a C'hristiun basi­
liea: III Iw.silie(l Sicinina III)i. ritll,; (!hristiul/i ('sf COllt·cl/licu"!." 
as Allunianus :\1 areellinus nttpsts. X.\'stus ILl \ t-l-tO) rebuilt it frolll 
its foumlation,:, dedieatillg it to the Blessed ","other of God and 
adorning the triumphal arch with mosaics re]lre.~ellting !;('elle~ 
from the infauc~ of the I,ord, to eOllllllelllorate the definition of 
the Council of i<:phesns. These mosaics were restored b~' Pius xr 
ill Hl:ll to COIlIllH 111 ora te the 1.5th n IIni,'ersal',\' of the COllneiL 
\Yorth~' of note is the fact that these mosaics were influenced i),Y 

the accounts of the I'l'otot:(:llngf'/iu/1I .faco/)i. Cfr SelllU;tCl', Lib, r 
R[\('lamelltoI'um, vo!. VIlI, pp. l-:W; HigllC'ttl, Storia Litnrgit'H, 
yol. 11, p. 236. 
In Spain, at ,J ere7. and Toledo, there are two inscriptiolls ('OllllllF­

Illorating the dedieatioll of an ('cciexiu 8, Jlal'ioe in .')56 and ;587 
respeetively. St Gregory the Great mentions that in Ital~' dl'Urches 
dedieated to Our Lady were also to he found in the le,s' important 
('ities like j·'erentiuo aud Yale ira. In «'ranee, St Gregory 0:' Tou!'s 
mentions chllrehes dedieatecl to Her in Poitiers, Toulouse, 'ronI's 
aud Lyons. Cfr. Highl'tti, l.e., p. :237; Cath. Enc., Virgin :\Iary, 
Devotion to, vo1. 15, p. 462. 
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when ::;11e \va~ ,vith child and of tIw ::;hroud in which the Apo::;­
ties wrapped her body when sht' died: both relic::; bad llect1 givell 
to the emperor ~'farci()ll by Juvenal, and the robe hall mally 
time::; been ean:ied ill procession :l11d preserved the imperial ,·i­
tie::; from earth<JuakeH and pillage. Quite evidently, lIlany of 
these relics were Hpurioul:l, and yet their veneration ::;hows how 
greatly the ft1ithl'ul e::;teellled and honoured the Blessed Mother 
of God (2,1). 

Hoon after the Council of Epheslls. the first pictUl'e8 por­
traying Our I~ac!y with the divine Child appeared; they \\'ece 
not portraits - St AugustiJie expressly says "ner]uE' 'J1ovimus 
faciem Vil'ginis Mariae" (25) - but they all portrayed the ic1e;d 
Theutokus (26). The first picture of Our Ijac1y of which we ha VI' 

!nfol'lnation is the famoml HodeueIria, ascribed to St Ijuke, and 
regarded with deepe8t reverence by the Greek::;; it wa,s origill­
ally sent from Jerusalem in c1B8 b~: the young em press Budoxia 
to her sister-in-law Pulcheria and was later plaeec1 in the church 
of the Hodegoi erected by her. Other famous pictures of tlte 
Virgin at Co;:;tautinople were that in the church of Blachel'l1es 

(24) Diet. ArcH. Ch!". Lit., yol. X, 2039-2040. With regard to the 
fea~i;s of the Hobe and the Girdle ,sce Smith-OheethaJll, l.e., p. 
1144. 

(25) De Trill., 8, 5, PL 42, 949. 
(26) ~rall)' of t'hese ~I adollllas an' at~rib\ltet1 to St Luke: but the first 

mentioJJ we have of St Luke's heing all lll"tist is in the :iUenology 
of Basil Il A.D. $180; aet\lnll~' !lone 0[' the :\Indo!lllas so called of 
i::!t Luke are anterior to the .5th ccutur.\·. The)' all exhihit the same 
hieratic tn1e which established itself in Byzantine art. As Ventu­
ri (La ]\1 adonna nell' Art!", ~lilano 1900, p. 26) says: "E' il tipo 
eli Giunonc. COil la. regolaritil e la digllit'l <ldle pitture e scolture 
pagalle, dai grandi occhi, il naso diritto, il mento ateniese; pen'hl' 
al tempo ,tesso che nasceYa l'idea della Donlla eletta <la Dio, na­
seent Hndl(' I'idea della sua beltiL, ('he si tento di ('onformare, per 
qllHnto (ra ]Jossihile in quell'epoca, al tipo classieo della belt:t felll­
l1lillile". "This type", \\'rite~ Dean ~lillllan (Hidory of Christiall­
ity, iii, p. 394) "gradually degenerates with the darkne;1; of the 
age and the (keline of the art. 'fhe countenance sweetly smiling 
on the ehild IJfcome:; sad and severe. The head is bowed with a 
gloomy and almost sinister expn SSiOIl, and the eoulltenance gra­
dually d~rkells till it as.~umes a blaek colour. At length even the 
sentiment of maternal aft'ectioll is effaced, both the mother and the 
ehild become li:'eless, tll(' child is swathed in diff bands, and has 
an expressioll of pain rntlH'r than of gelltleness, or placid infan­
cy". efr. Righetti, Storia Liturgica, vol. Il, p. 239; Smith-Cheet­
hum, Le , p. 1153. 
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~lld the 011e known as the Virgin of the Spring (27). By the 
sixth century, pictures of Our J-1ady could be found evel'Y'Nhere 
ill the East: in private houses, in the cells of the monks, in the 
hermitages, even in prisons. In the Wetlt, these .pictures of the 
13.V.1\I. were not so popular but were not rare though they did 
lOt form an object of liturgical veneration: the layout of the 

churches themselves precluded such veneration. 'l'he oldest 
known picture of Our Lady in the V/est is a typical Byzantine 
Madonna belonging to the 5th or Gth century and venerated at 
St Mary Major. 

\¥ e have alread v mentionem the '611d alld 3rd "l',enturv fre;:;­
coes of the Catacon;bs: other paintings of the B.Y.M. 'in the 
eatacombs belong to the 4th and 5th eenturies, the more im­
pOl'tant being that in the cataeolllb of St Agllt'sin Homt' (23) 

and that in the 'Crypt of the church of St 1iaxirniu in Pro­
vence (29). 

(27) The Hodegetria repres%ts the Virgin ~tallding and holding Our 
Lord 011 11er left arm, cal'l~'ing a roll in Hig. left hawd and hles~­
ing with His right . .His nimbus is eru('iform, Hers a plain eire,c. 
The picture ~ceJllS to have ueen dest],o~'ed by the 'J'urks at the ('ap­
tu re of Constantinople in 1453. 

The Blachel'nitissa, so called beeaus(' jlreserved in the church 
of Blachernes uuiIt hv Pulcheria in ,1 suburb of Constantinople, 
represents Our Lady ~~'ith arlll'; extended as an Ol'ante. 

The Virgin of thE' Spring, ~o called from the miraculous spring 
T,eo the Thracian ('ausecl to [,e inducTed withilL the chureh ereded 
hy him outsidE' the walls of the imjJC'rial city in honour of the 

13.\".211., lel're,~el,ts Our Lmly a~ ~\Il orante but with the' \.liviue 
Bahe Oll her lap. The picture ,(ems to have been the Sic(JJ!oeia. 
whi('h was sculptured by Dalldolo ill J.204 and is still preserved in 
St. ::\[ark's, at Yeruce. 

Cfr. Smith-Oheetham, 1.('. 
(28) !found by P. l\1archi ill all arcosoliulll o~j the CoclIletl'/'11l1Jl J[(/iIl8, 

it represents the Ble,:sed Virgin ill the figure of an oraute alld 
with the ('hild .J esus j ou the ld't a uti right of the figurE' thE're is 
the COllstantinian monogram turned tnwards the Child to show 
that He is the Christ. 

(29) The picture is actuall~' not a fresco but incised in marble: an 
inscription above the head of the figure rea'cls: JJJaria '1;lrgo 11/ i,­
tI.ester de temp/.o J erow/e. It is the onl)' picture which refers t.o 
an incident in ::\1ary's life told only in the Apocr~·pha. The feast 
of the Presentation originateclin tlw East probably ill the cth 
centur:' and it was only introducerl in the West in 1375. Cfr. Diet. 
Arch, Chr. Lit" vo!. X, 1986-1987. 
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Mosaic pictures of the Madonl1a are of extreme rarity ill 
the Ea::;t. as the Mohuullned:.lll8 dc::;tl'oved all the Chriiltian lllO­

ilaics the~ coul(l laY hands on (:30); the~e c110saics are more com­
lllon in the "Vest, v the oldest beillg that in the chapel of St Ve­
nantius in St John Lateran (31). Also worthy of mention is the 
mosaic representing: the Queen of Heaven enthroned in the cen­
tre of the apex 011 the cathedral of Parenzo in Istria (32). 

Mention should also be made of the gilded glasses from the 
catacolllbs, and of sarcophagi (:33). 

(:30) 

,:31) 

(a2) 

(33: 

A,; all example of mosaic:; from the E,l~t we can mention that iu 
the Church of i-:lt Sophia in ConstantiIlOple representing the Holy 
Ohild standing ill front of His )Jother, who:;:e face is youthful and 
eharacteri"ed b)' a ealm beaut)·. She is supported by St Paul and 
St .John the Baptist on either hand. A mosaic in St Sophia at 8l1,­
louica, repre.'5ellting tl~e As('ensioJl shows the "Virgin IJJlJong the 
Apostle:;.: of all the figures She alone is nimbed and .wears thl' 
couventional Yeil and purple dress. Cfr. Smith-C'heetham, I.c. 
This work j,:: ,11lP to B~'zantille arti::,t~ who worked ill Home during 
the pontifieates 01' Pope ,J ohLl IY mul 'l'heodore (640-(\4.9). The 
upper portion of the llIomic shows a medn Ihon bust of Chri~t sup­
pOl·te(l b~' Angcl~; immediately below standi> the, figure of the Vir­
gin with arll\~ outstretched, as the central figure, with six apostles 
on ea('h ~ide. Earlier mm-:ui('s found in the "'est represent the 
B. Y .:'11. in the Gospel SCCIH'" Ot the .~l1nulleiatiou, Presentation in 
the Temple, Nativity, Adoration of thE' :'Ilagi, Chri:;t among the 
d(x·tor,; (i.e. the mosai(,~ of St 7\Jar)" :Major). efr. Schuster, I.e.; 
Smith-Cheetham, Le. 
The Virgin is throned and nilJlbed, supported b~' angels, and hol,l­
ing hier i-:lon in her lap, looking rather as a, diminutive man than 
as a chilt!. The mosaic is due to bishop Euphrasius, A.D. 535-54a. 
Full detaib about thc various figures or the Yirgiu on gilded 
glas;'es, and sarcophagi may he found in Diet. An·h. ChI'. Lit., 
\'01. X, ]9R2-20;~5; Kau:".nHlull, Archeologia Cristialla, 1.('.,; Smith­
Cheetham, Le. As all exalllple of gildeu glasscs we llla~' mention 
one found in the eatacomh of St Agllcs, which represents the 
U. V.:'II. ill thc figure or an of-aute supported by the L~postles Peter 
and Puul. AlIlong the &arcophagi, worth~- of melltiolJ is that pre­
served in the Church of Sancta ]~llgraeia at Saragozza: it belongs 
to the 4th eentury and represents the Blessed Virgin supported by 
the Apostles Peter and Paul, while from above a hand takes hold 
of her right as if to take her up to heaYell. The sculpture evident­
ly depicts the Assumption as described in the apocryphal Transitus 
.Jlul'iae. \Vith regard to this ~,ar('ophagus, ~ee Dict. Arch. ChI'. 
Lit., vol. 1, 299Q-2993_ 
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\Vhat we have said till now is no clear evidence of any li­
turgical cultus of the B.V.M. : the only Sur2 conclusion is that. 
from the earliest centuries, Christil1l1s had tht~ utmost regl1l'd to 
Onr Lady and held her in great honour. 

vVe cannot SLlY when it wu::; that the first formularies in 
honour of the Bles~ed ~rotheJ' of God found '1 place in the litUl'­
gly of the Church. But it is certain that thi;;-Ilappened before 
the Conncil of Epheslls CP31i, for the antiphon Sub fUll111 1)1'G.'­
sidiulIl, the oldest extant pm:vel' to the Virgin, has been found 
111 a ('opt papyrus of the ;31'l1 century e34 ) ;and the St Ephraelll 
h~'mns in honour of Om Lady were most prob,)'bly written 110t 

for private reading but for recitation dming the litmgical ser­
vices: their literary structure would otherwise be difficult to ex­
plain. As regards the prayer COIll1J11l1Iica.)7 I es of the Canon I)f 
the lVIasf.. (:15). though some hwc held that originally i1 run 
COlI1.IIIUllicantes U101'io.(,.ae M01'iae Genit1'icis D.N.J.C. and 
ubout 383, as a protest against Helvidius, the words se1l17)P1' Vir~ 
Qinis were added, and t.he word Dei was inserted after the Council 
of Ephesus; yet ,YE' have no certain proof that this prayer ex­
isted in the Roman canon before the 5th or Gth century. It is 
missing in the Ellcholo(fioll of Bishop Serapion of rrhnn~is (4th 
century) and in the eighth book of the litnrgy of the Apostolic 
Constitutions (4th century) and 111 the De Sac1'aJllenh.~ of Ht 
Ambrose (;~6), and it is O;l}V founel in the oldpst extl1nt manu­
scripts of the Roman canon' which at al1 events are not anterior 
to the sixth century. 

The first hint we get. of the celebration of a feast in hononr 
of the Blessed Mother of God is in a sermon preadleel at Con­
stantinople in 429 by Proclus in the presence of the patriarch 
N estorius. The faithful had gathered to celebrate the pmif'es of 
)nr Lady-"The Virgin's festival (pal'tel1lke paneguris)incitefl 

our tongne to-day to herald her praises" -especially the ch as­
ii i.y of hel' \\,110 'was "hfl11eln la id and mother, Yirgin of heaven, 

(34) Cfr. :V[ercenier, La pIns allcienne priere.~ h VieI'ge in Qnest. lit. 
et paroiss., 1940, :33. 

(35) Cfr. H ighetti, Storia Litlll'gica, yol. n, p. 240. 
(36) Till a short while ago the authorship of We treatise was undis­

pu.ted. The work ~eems to be a stenogmphic report of his preach­
ing, which was not restrictecl by the laws of the arcana., in mark­
ccl contrast to the Dc Jlystcriis, Cfr .. Jungmann, The Mass of the 
Roman Rite, New York, 1950, p. 52, Hote 10. 
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he only bridge of God to man, the awful loom of the Incarna­
tion, in which by s0111e llllspeakable way the garment of that 
union was woven. whereof the weaver is the Holy Ghost and 
the spinner the overshadowing fr0111 on high; the ~ool the an­
cient fleece of Adam; the woof t11e undefilecl flesh from the Vir· 
gin; the wel1ver's shuttle the imnJense grace of Him who brought 
it; about; the artificer the vVord gliding through the hear­
ing" (37). The preacher speaks especially of the mystery of the 
AJUHl11ciation, but the feast \Vh !ch was being celebrated was not 
that of the Annut1cil1tion, fm' it origina,ted later. One must con­
clude tha,t the celebmtion took place S0111e clay during Christmas 
week. In the fourth century it was the custom tocommemorare 
all thl1t had reference to tIle Inearnate vVorcl during Christmas­
ticle. St .John Chl'ysologus OJ50) on the days prececling Christ­
mas Day took us subjects fen' hi" sermons the history of St John 
the Baptist. l1ncl the AnnUll(;i2.tioll ancl C011ception of Our 
I~l1c1y (38). St Basil, bishop of Selencia, a few years later, preach­
eel another sermon .in which he extols the praise of the Mother 
of Goel, ma.lmig, however, no reference to any particular event 
in her life (BD). Balai, a Syriac writer of the fifth ,century, in his 
hymns uses the most glowing language about the Virgin and 
speaks about a meltloria.lfeast of the Mother of the I~orcl (40). 
From the evidence we have, one mnst ,conelucle that the first 
feast in honour of the B.V.M. was t< commemoration of her 
vi~·tnes with special reference to her perpetual virginity, but 
with no speciall'eference to an~~ particular event in her life. This 
feast most probably originated in Autioch l1bout 370 ancl was 
known as Mne1l1e ies agias Theoto7wn7wi aeiparthenou Ma­
'J'ial8 (41) it was celebrated on the 26th or 27th \DeCiember jn 
some churches, while in others ·iust before Christmas. This 
seems to be confirmecl bv the fact'· that even to-clay Catholics of 
the S~Tiac rite still celebrate on the 26th or 27tl~ December a 
feast De Lalldib'lls Deiparae (42), and that a Solemnitas Sacntae 

(;17) 

(38) 
(30) 
(!10) 
(41) 

(42) 

Lnuc1ntio in SS. Dei Gellitricem j\[arin1l1, PG 65, 678, 681. 
Senuo CXL, PI., 52, 576 RS. 

Orat. X::\."XIX, PG 85, 425 ss. 
('fr. Catholic Ellc., vol. 15, p. 461. 
'l'his is A. Bnumstark's conjecture. Cfr. ('nth. Enc., I.c.; Righetti, 
p. 241; Dict. Arch. ChI'. Lit., Yol. X, 2036. 
Cfr. Riglietti, I.e. 
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Mariae waR celebl'ted after Epiphany in the GallicanChurch 
in the sixth century, according to St Gregory of Tours (43). 

Here a reference ought to be lllade to the famous Acathis­
ius hymn which was sLmg on the Saturday of the fifth week of 
Lent on the occasion of a feaRt instituted in 626 to commemor­
ate the relief of Constantinople from an attack by Persimls a11ll 
Scythians dming the reign of Hel'aelillS thnlllg'h the intNces­
siol1 of the Blessed Mother of Ood (-14). 

r['he first feast in honoLll' of Our Lady- eommel1lorating a 
particular eyen! in her hfe was, W()st pl'Obabl)', the l'eaRt of the 
Assumption (Mi), The origin of the feast is unknown but most 
probably it originated ne~il' the tomb of the Blessed Mother er 
Ood (4'Ja) as a consequence of the pilgrimages the faithful made 
to the place: in fact, the greater part of the older feast-days ori­
ginated in th's manner, e;ther near the tomb of the martyr or 
in the holy pl<:aeR of Palestine (46). From the LilJM POlllifi-ca­
lis (47) we kno\\' that the Rmperor Maurice (582-60'2) fixed the 
celebration of this feast i'')r the whole Rnstem Empirt~ on thp 
15th August; in the "West, at this time, the fpast wa·s celebrat­
ed in Gaul on the F3th .January and in Rome and Spain on the 

(.13) De glol'ia martYl'ul11, I, ;l, PL 81, 710. 
(4-1) ":\fore than a hymll, it is an Office ill honour of the J\[otlH'r ofl God 

which was to be recited standing, hence the name. 'l'he whole officr 
was snidon the Saturday of the 5th week ofLC'llt, hut portions 
of it were distributed over the first fonr Satnrdays of Lent. 'When 
recited in its entirety, it wasdiyided into four p'arts or stations, 
hetween which various psalms or cantic-les we1'(' sung sitting. Cfr. 
Cath. Enc., 1'01. I, p. 92. 

(45) The feast has' had vl1rions names: for a long time in liturgical 
hooks it was known as the ])OI'lIIitio or Pausatio of the J3.V.:lr. 
and these -terms correspond to the Greek name of the feast-Ko i­
IIIrsis. The sallH' can he sail1 of the terms ])cllo,'lit'io, 1.'I'ansii'us, 
SMall' found in mart)To]ogies and ('[l16ndars. The Greeks also IlS(, 

sometimes, J[rt(Mf(/ .. ~is or £ll1oil']lsis, which correspond to ouj· 11s­
SlIliI.ptio, which term h[lg for a 101lg time definitely heen used to 
indicate exactl~· the )1ature of the feast. Cfr. DiC't. Arch. ChI'. J,it., 
1'01. I, 2996-2997. 

(45a) 'With regard to tlll~ tomh of the n.Y.l\I., there [Ire two traditions, 
one for Ephesus and the other for .'Ieru5aI0111: the latter is 1110re 
prohable. Cfr. D.A.C.L., vol. I, 2995-2996. 

(46) OfI'. Diet. Arch. ChI'. Lit., 1.c; Righetti, p. 2'J2. 
(47) Il, 508, 
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li5th Angut-it (<18); later 011, ihe feast wat-i ill the vV(~st lllllver­
sally observed on the 15th August. "Ve ean "ay wth cel'taintly 
that in both East an{I "Vest tIlt' feast in the sixth eellt1l1'Y had 
been already (elelyu.ted so:el11nly for a long time, and th~refore 
we must date itf; origin at leap,t to the fifth century 149). Ti'lle­
mont (50) :hinks that the fpat-i.t of the B.Y.M., for which there 
was a great concourse of people. mentioned ill the life of R~ 

(·18) Rt Grf'gory of Tours, ill D( glor. mart . .l, fJ, PI, 81, 71:\ ",ays: 
"Huiu8 festiyitas ~a('ra l1,e'dihnte mellS,~ nncieeill10 C'f'lehratur" (tllf' 
11th month was .r iUluary, It,; thf' GaiJieans "0ll11l1f'IJ('ed thf'ir ~'f'n r 
in i\JarC'h). Jlorin thinks that it wa~ not tHe f·Hl.,.t of the A,;sump­
tion, hilt on'" a ('ollllllemoratioll of thl" Divim' ~Iatf'rnity of the 
E.V.JI. It se~llls that the feast wa,,. derivf'(l from the RYl'ian feast 
of thf' 25th .J:'lJuar~·, Illf'JltiOIlf'd in -I;he 1.'ransitus JJ(iri(te whi('h 
thf' C'opts ('f'lehrated OIl thf' 21st, throng}l gallif'-f'opt Illona~terie' 
founded hy ('as"iRllus at Ton!'s. 'nIP Eohbio SacranH'utary (7th 
CeJltllr~') has two :\1 as'J(\~ in honour of the Virgin in .J a1llHH'~', ()]Ie 
ill S. Jlariof' "o/elllllii:(lh (,elebrating the JlatelJJity of tht' B.Y.M., 
and the otlwl' ill ad.wlllptiollf' 8 . .1lal'ioe c'f'lebrating thc' ('0I'j)OI''11 
assumptioll of 0111' Lacl~' aC'('orr:illg to the llC'COllUis of the Apo­
crypha (the gospel of this :Mass is that "'t> used before thf' Ilew 
Jla~·s of thf'. Assllmption ,,'as iutl'ocim·ecl). 'I'he Gothie-gallican mi~­
qal has only thf' sf't'oncl )[ass. But one mns.t mention a Galliean in­
scription of 676 which mf'lItiolls the "east of the Assumption as 
hring hf'ld on the l.5th August. 

As l'f'gards Home, t,he Gela~iall Rneral11"ntan' has a .i\!:\ss on 
thf' I.5th Augnst ill w/.wlIIlJtillllP S(lllctnp .1rol'ia.i': tlw title is UIl­

doubtedly GalIicall ill origin, h\Jt the :;Uas~ formulas haye no re­
ferellce at all to the AssulJlption. A century later it beeame the 
feast of the 7)ol'lllifio or the Notale SOl/etap .11((1';0(', as the old Ho­
man If'ctionan' of 'Yal'zburg l'ea'ds, and the resul'l'eetion of the 
E.;\[. Y. (c':'I'. the prayer before the Pl'oci'ssion: festivitas ... in ICJ.Ufi 

wncta Dei Genitrix mort em l-uhiit temj)orakm nf'(' tumen nexihns 
mortis deprimi potuit). 

In Spain, though the Assumption is found repre,ented ill 11 

sllrcoplJ!agus of thf' LHh cent. (Sf'P note :18), there certainl~' was 110 

liturgical celebration at tHat timf': no Illf'ntion of such commc­
moration is found in thf' Pereqrillati() Eth el'iae which belongs to 
the 4th century. The fir,t testimonies of the. cf'lf'hration 01 thf' ff''lst 
arC' found in Rt Tsidore (t636) and more clE'arly in St Heldephon­
sus (t667). In Rpain the ff'flf't was derived from the East in the 
seYf'nth centnn', as it was from the hf'gil1uing cf'lehrated on the 
15th August. ('fr. Dirt. Arch,. ChI'. Lit., vo1. I, 2998-2999; Righet­
ti, pp. 250-2.52 

(Ml) Diet. Arch. ChI'. Lit., vol. I, 299D. 
(;jO) }femoircs, tom. I, p. 476; also Bnumer, Rist. eln BreYiarf', tra(l. 

niron, Y. I, p. :~G7, 
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'J'11eodo1'0 03:30), \\"ho liYCc1 neal' Jerwmlelll, was actuall~' the 
feast of the ASSlHll ption. A hyll! 11 of J alllCS, bishop of Sarng' 
(5:2m, hints that On the 15th AUgUHt the Church ill Syria e01l\­

lllemoratec1 the death of the Ble:-'':3cd ~rother of Gud (151). The 
apocryphal 7'ra.llsitus Mariae (152) speaks uf three feasts of OUt· 

Lady one of which wus celebrated 011 the 13th or 13th an:, of A 11 
(rough Jy August). .-\fter the sixth ("('11 tmy. though tlH::'H' wcre 
still SOllle doubts as regards ihe faet of her bodily HHSUllljl­
(io]) (5:3), the fea~t eontinncd to illereasl' ill solelllnity and soon 
became the prillcipa~l feast of the 13.\'.1\1. (54). 

(;j]) Ofr. Righetti, p. 249. 
(;32) Attributtd to t:!t .John tllG Enlllgelist or to ~Ielito bi~hop of Sa\"­

dis (2nd cent.), it was written toward" the cnd of the 4th eellt\ll'~' 
with the objeet. it SE'ems, of counteracting a herE'tical eompositioJ1 
of the same title and ~ub.ieet A l'ral/sitlls JIu.riuI' is mentioll!lll 
among the a.po('l"ypha prohibited by t.he Gelasian Deerptulll. hut 
it is problplllatie whether this is to be icielltifi( d with our rp(,<lst 
TraNsitus or not. The work was yp.r~' popular, as the nlrioub Ye1"­
~iOllS which reached us testify. The book cU"tainly influell('ed the 
homilies of the Jater Fathers, hnt WP eanllot couc-lude that the ill­
~titution of the fem:"t 0:' the A~sul1lption is duo to all a}Jocr~'phal 
writing. The l')"(/l/lsitlls ;1101';(/(' is ,011 the othpr hand, a witness 
to the belief of the Chureh ill the 4th t'entul'y-a 1)( lief whieh is 
alw attosted to by the sawophagu,: of Saragmma (see noto ;tl), 
which sec m" to havp been made bpfOl"P the Transitus it.sp]f was 
written. Cfr. D.A.C.L., \"01. T, 2U9;~. 

T 11 the i':j~Tian version of th'e Tra1\~,itlls, we filld llwutioll of 
threp reasts of Onr Lad.,', Olle OH the 25th .Jalluary (cll' sl'lIIiniulI,'l, 
a!1othpr on the 15th of bar (Jlayl (ad ((I'istas), and a thil:d on thc' 
l:~th or 15th of Ah (August) (}lro ritilJ/(s). (1'1'. ('ath. Ent'., "01. 
15, p . .+Gl; Highetti, p. 248. 

U);3) Tn a letter ad Po/dam falsd.,· attrihuted to St UeroIllP, prohahl~' 
belonging to the 8th cpntllr~', WP rpad: "multi duhitant utrulll 
a,SUltlpta fuerit si11lul l'lI111 eorpore all abierit relicto corpore ... ·' 
n nd this is :;ai'd "ne forte- si YPllerit ill llUlllUh vpstras illud apo­
er~'phulll de trallsitu PillSdplll virgillis dubia pro i,prta rpeipintis". 
(Ep. ad Palllam, 2, PI, :\(). 12Ul. Cfr. D.A.C'.L., vol. T, :30()(): Hi­
glietti, 250-251. 

(lH) Pope 8ergius ((187-701) ilJstituted a ]Jr()C'e,,~ion Oil thE' day of the 
A-;sumptioll. ~'\('('orc1il1g to the' Libel' Pontifie[llis: "Com:titllit ut 

diebus ndnuntintionis domini, dormitioni, et nativitntis sandac' Dei 
gellitI'icis semperqup virgini;; ~Iariae He sancti SYllleonis quod 
Ypapallti greci alJpellallt, letania pseat a sancta Adrial10 et ad 
sanctam :;\[nriam populu~ o('('nrrat". fn the eighth (,pntury it was 
olle of the Ycry few fpasts with a doublp llight vigil; in 847 Leo I V 
added an oetave to the feast, amI ill 86;3 Pope Nieholns I, ill hi;; 
Instruetiolls to the Bulgars, c1a"scs it as eqlla] to Christmas Bas-
ter, allll Pentecost. efr. Highetti, I.e. ' 
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'rho feast of tlle l\'utivity of the B.V.M. most probably began 
to be celebrated "OOIl ,after (,hut of theA""ulllption; the earliest 
doclllllent COllllllf'lllOrating the fest lJelonags to the sixth century 
alld it is a hYlIln CllllllllE'lllorating the event as told in the apo­
cryphal Gospel of Si. J am cs (5:3). In the \Vest, it was not cele­
hrated before the ,;evonth century, t.hough at t.his time the birth 
of St J Ohl1 tho Baptist was all'ead,\- cOlllmemorated (56). r1'ho 
first reference to the feast at Homo i" in t118 Libel' Pontijiralis, 
\\'11 i('h Cl ttt'"ts that Pope Sergi u::; I «iS7 -7(1) imtituted a litany 
on 1 he foa::;t (57), 

At thi::; point a l'el'erelwe to the 1'e<1."t of the Immacula,te Con­
cept ion woulc1 ]lot he out of place. Thongh the "Protoevang'e­
lilllll" of St. .TalllP" hints at the illllllaculate birth of Our Lady, 
the [ea"t of the Conceptioll itst\Jf only originated in the 8tll 
<:l'll\ury ill l'ale::;tlllian MOlla"teril'R (58), the date being fixed' '0n 
tll<.) 0th December, 1ll0"t probably ill relaLon to the date of th(e 
birth of tll(' Virgin-Sth September (;30). The olde"t genuine do­
clllllent which "peak" or this fea;-;{; is the (:anon 'Or hymn for the 
feast composed b.v Andl't,\", (i'f Crete (+. c. nO) (60); it was a 

(ij5) 

(;)(5) 

(57) 
(ij8) 

tiiD) 

(60) 

The hl.l'llIn helong~ to St HOlllanm, a great ecelesiastieal l.I'ri~t of 
the Greek ehurch, who was a natil'e of "Emessa in Syria, deacon 
of Ikrytus am1 later on at i,he Blachcrne~ Church at Constanti­
llOpk, Ho wrote' his h:nlllls hetwePll i3;3()-;356. 
'I'll(' fa et that the Natiyit.l' of St ,j Ohll the Baptist wa,; ct'lebrated 
in the HOlllall ('h.\lr('h hefore that of the "irgin is ea.sil~· expluilled, 
as the aC('Ollllt of the Nati\ ity of the Baptist is known frolll the 
GOSjl( Is, while that of the Virgin is ()111~' told in apo('l'.I'pha1 writ­
ings . .Jrcntioll of thc \cm:t of the Nntiyit.y in the 'Vest is found ill 
tho calendar of SOllllntills, hi"hop 0" HI10ims (t():n), and in near!)' 
all leetionaries ,lnd caIeIJli:1rs or th!' Carl()yingian timcs. efr. Cath. 
Enc., yoJ. 10, p. 712-71;~; Ilighelti, p. 2();3, 20-1-. 
Sco ~11 ote ij-1. 
Tho fen~t of the (~oll('epti()lI or Our Lad)' 111ll)- have arisen from 
all allnlog)' wil;1l t!Jp Feast or SI; .JOllll'" ('olleoptioll, \"hi('ll ill the 
{';ast is still eekhrate(1 Oil the 2;31'(1 Septelll her ,111(1 dates from t110 
,3th ('pntlln'. ('rr. Cath. ]';11(' .• vo!.. Y1 t, p. G7(). 
Evitlel1<'o is laekillg to sht)\\' why the 8th September was ehosen for 
the eomlllemoratioll of the N atiyit~, of the B. \T.)].: perl!'aps consi­
dering that with the birth of 11 ary the work of our H edemption 1,1'­
gan, it was thought cOllvenient to celebrate 1,he myster~' at the be­
ginning of the ecclesiastieal ~'('al' \\'hieh, according to the l\Ieuolo­
ginm Ra.-:ilianuJ11, hegan ill September. Cfr. Highetti, p. 268. 
He \\Tote I itnrgical h~'lllm in the seeoml half of the seventh centu­
ry' when a monk at -the IJl()!l(tster~' of St Sabas near .J erusalem; 
later Oil he was archbishop of Crete. Cfr. Cath. Ene" 1.e. 
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tniuol' feu::;t, in relation to the great feasts of the Nativity, An­
nunciation, and Assumption, anel in the eighth century it waR 
llot l1nivel'::;f~lly celebra,ted in the East (61). We may note here 
that this Eastern feltst aid not actnalh' <:elebrat·e the Immacul­
ate Conception of l\lary but the mil'aci~ lIl1lTated in the apocry­
phals : in fact, the feast ,vas knovm to the (heeks as the COtl­
<:eptioll of St An11e the Ancestress of Goel (62). In the West, the 
iirst references to such a feast are horn Irehmd (63), but tb;is 
Irish feast stands alone and outside the line of liturgi<:al deve­
lopment. We must trace the devclopmen~ of the feast in tHe 
West from pre-NOl'll1l111 England (64), where it was .celebrated 

(61) 

(62) 

«(j;~) 

(0]) 

.Tohn, first monk and later bi~hop ill the isle of Euhoea ahout 750, 
in a sermon, speaking in favour of the propagation of this feast, 
says that it was not ~'et known to all the faithful. (PG as, 14fJfl). 
It was extended to the whole Eastern empire b~' Leo Y1 the Phi­
losopher (t9081. efr. Cath. ]Due., Le. 
In celebrating the feast of :\1a.ry'S conception the Grl-'eks of old 
did Hot consider the theological distinction of the activo and pas­
sive coueeptiolls, though v.g . .John of Eubopa speaks also of it as 
an object of the eelebration. "On this da~', he says, is the eOllcep­
tion of jUan the holy :\J:other of God whom Christ the ROll of God 
has built Himself with the pleasure ·of the Father and the coope­
ration of the life-giving spirit" (PG Do, 1500 quoted by Righetti, 
p. 256, n. 10!). Theil' objeet ill C'cleln'ating the feast was less the 
purity of thE' eonccption than the holiness and heavenly mission 
of the person cOllceiYed; the miraC'ulous evonts ,yhich preceded 
::\Iary's conC'eptioll as told in the Proto('l'QII(!cliu'IIl .Tacoui, lUuy 
have been the reason Hor the celebration: eV(\11 to-day the. lesE{)n 
of the Matim for the fea:ot of the Conception in the Greek Church 
eontains allusi()ns to this apocryphal. Ch. Cath. I~llC., vol. VII, 
pp. 670-677. 
The first tnlPCS are found in the l11artyrolog~' of Tallaght, com­
posed about iDO, ::lll'd iu the Fellire or Calendar of Rt APllgUS (e. 
825), and it is called the illccptio or C'ollceptio Jlariac ril/'!J,i.ni,,, 
or "the great feast of the Virgin :\Iar~·". It ,,,as celebrated on the 
;3rd lUtty, aecording to ThlU"toll, through copt-alexandrine influ­
(mce. Cfr. Righetti, p. 250; Cath. EuC'., Le. 
The evidence is found in a calendar of Uld ::\J:inster 'Villchester' 
(Conccptio S'ce nci Genitl'lci.s Jlla.l'ltw) dating froll~ about 1300; 
a calendar of New "I.inster, Winehe5ter, written hetwe'?ll 1035 and 
1059; a pontifical of Exeter of the 11th cent., whieh has a Bcnc­
dietio in (follceptiolle Slllldae Jlal'iue; all'd a Canterhurv pontifi­
cal of the first half of the el"Yellth eentury, whieh has 'a similar 
benediction. Cfr. Cath. Enc., I.e. 
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wi tit cOllsiderable solell1lJ i I y. Partly smothered after the N or III a 11 

COll(Juest, la:ter it was ,exlc'nded to the .::outinent, but the at­
tempts to introduce it officially provoked contradiction and theo­
logical cliseussioll bearing OIl its legitirnaey awl its l1leaning­
d iSCllSsic:lDS whidl continued for centuries and were ddln itel v 
settled only in 185,1 But the aC(~Ollllt of this is oubide the scop'c 
of the present article. 

The first ('el'tain refe]'('lH.:e.-. to tbe Lelebration of the feast of 
the AnlHlIwiation belollg to the seventh century ; these are the 
Chrullicon ZJa!;c/wle of Alexandria for the year (i2,4 (65), a cleLree 
of the Coullcil of 'l'rullo (()2,\)) (613), the 'canons of the Couneil 
of Toledo held ill G5G (67), the referenee tu the litany intititutec1 
b~' Pope Sergius already mentioned, and the seventh eeniur? 
lllanusnipt of .the Gehsian Sacramental'Y. '1'he testimony of 
earlier ceniurie::; j::; uncertain (68). 

(65) PG 92, 488. 
(66) Th(, Council proelaimed that the fea~t of the .d.llIlUllciation could 

be celebrated in Lent and that on that day as on Satun1a~'s and 
BUllda~'s the Sacrifice of the :i\la~s would be celebrated, while ou 
all other da~'s the :'\Iass of the Presalletified wac; to he celehratell. 
n.A.C.L., vo1. 1, 2244; :'\Iall~i, COllei1. :XJ, 968. 

(67) The COllncil notes that the feast is celebrated "per divenas mUll­

di parte::; ... et spatio remotis et ten'is", and decre!cs that a~ it was 
diffil'ult to celebrate the feast on the 25th :.\farch 0]] account of 
Lent, following the example" or other churches, the feast should bo 
transferred to the 18th December. Later Qn, the Roman Chureh 
on the 18th December celebrated the feast of the EJ~p('ctati{) Fa/,­
tllS whieh b nothing more than a reduplication of the feast of the 
Anllunciation. Ch. D . .A.C.L., yoJ. [, 224:~-2244; Hlghetti, p. 26~3-
264; Mansi, Concil., XI, 32-:34 

(68) The three sermonE of Bt Gregol',\' the' 'Vondt'r-worker (:lnl cent.). 
a sermon of St Athanasius, another of Elt Petei' Chr~'sologus, and 
t.wo homilies of Athanasius of Sinai are not considered authentic. 
From the Eermons of St Leo the Great we cannot infer at all that 
the lll~'Htery of thE' AU!lunciatioll was eOl11memorated b~' a special 
feast. The coulleil of Laodicea (4th' eent.) prohibits thp conmw­
llloration of nJart~Ts in Lent all(l makes lIO mentioll of the A Il­

llUllciatioll. Hut the l'erl'yrillatio Jilthrriap sa~'H that on thp, 40th 
da~' after I~aster-tlie qiw<iraUl'silll({l'uIII ]Jost Pascllll-all went to 
Betlehem to cC'lebrate the, yigil and :.\lass in thl' Grotto oi' the Ka­
tiyity. This meallS that on that clay there was !lO memory of the 
Ascension, whiC'h according to thl' Peregrinatio was celE'hratecl Oil 

the same da~' a~ Pentp('ost, and 110 celehratiOll in the church of: 
the Imbo111011 (the, plnce from where Christ nsc(-,llclE'cl into heaven). 
Cabrol conjectures that Etheria is referring to a celebration of the 



OUR LADY IN THE EARLY CHURCH 97 

\Ve have purposely omitted :111 mention of the feast of the 
Purifieation, became originally it was a feast of Our Lord (69) : 
it is only in the seventh centurv that the feast in the West takes 
on a M~rian character (70). A; a feast of Our Lord, it cer~ai111:v 
dates from the 4th centurv in Jerusalem, as a dear reference 
to a commemoration of ti~e Presentation of Our Lord in thtl 
'Pemple isfouncl in the Pe1'Pfrrinaliu Etheriae (395), but it hl:'­
came universal in the East only at the time of Justinian (71). 

\Ve can, therefore, confidentlY affirm that hv the 7th cen­
tury the position of the B. V.NI. il{ the liturgical formulae of tlw 
Church was firmly established. 

J. IioPT. 

f('ast of the Annunciation. III the 4th c-entury thE're was certailll~' 
at Nazareth a Ba~iliea of the AnnulIciation, as exeavatiolls havE' 
elearly proved, :nicl thi" ver~' prohahl~' hrought ahout a celehl'ation 
of the. myste.ry: we have alrPflCly mentioned thab tlw various hol~' 
places have had a great influence in the establi~hment. of the va­
rious feasts of thp aneient church calendar. crr. D.A.C.L., vo1. I, 
224-:3-2247. 

(69) Its original nallle Btill kept in the Greek Church was Ypapantp or 
Yplu!te rendered in Latin as OCfIlI'BII., or oVl'iatio and meaning the 
mt'eting of Our Lord with Simeon and Anlla in the Temple. The 
Gela~ian Sacramelltar~' has the three pra~·ers of the :\lass, entitled 
ill PlJrijicatione S. Jlariae, but all three prayprs refer to the Pre­
sentation of Jesns in the Temple. E,'en 'bhe invitatorium, anti­
phons, and responsories of tllP present-cla.\' Olfiee remind liS that it 

\,'as ol'iginall~' a Feast of Onr Lord. Cfr. Righ(>tti, pp. 8;~-87. 
(70) The _\faI'ian eharaeter may have heell partiallyillll?osed on the 

feast hy Pope Sergiu,;. Thc· Lihel' Pontiiicalis is not exact in sa,\'­
ing that this Pope inst·tuted a letania for the feast of the Ypa­
pante, as this processicn alread~' existpd though we c-allllOt say 
when it waf> first inf>tituTec1; probahl~' what Sergius did was to ex­
tend the processiou of the 'lpapante ,.Iso to the three great feasts 
of the Yirgin: this proC-el'>SiOll ended at St :\Ial'~' l\Jajor's. crI'. 
Highetti, Le. 

(7]) The Pel'Pgl'inatio Etherial' speak~ of the feast as the QII(u/mgesilll(l 
de Rpiplwnia: it wa" celebrated "valde e\llu sumIno honore ... nal1l 
ca die proces~io e~t in Allastase et olllnes proce.dunt et ordin6 
aglintur omnia emu sumllla laetitia ne si per Pascha". III the sixth 
ce.ntllry it was celehrated in Palfstine and at Constantinople, as 
the lllJonophysite patriarch of Antioch (t51S) testifies. Aeeording 
to Nic-efol'Us (Hist .. Ecc-I., 'irIT, 28) it was .Instill who deerf'ed the 
cplebrntion . of the :east in the whole iTIastern empire in 527; while 
ThcoI)han(>S attributes this to .Justinian in 542 as a thanksgiving 
after a pestiieuC'e: probably iJusvill introduced the feast :md J U'l­

tinian rendered it morC' solemn. Cfr. Righetti, I.c. 



The Dark Night of the Ascent of 
Mount Carmel (1) 
"0 night that led'st tllP thlls! 
o night lIIor!? Willr~Ollif: than the 'I'i.<cing s1m! 

() night that mar/est '11.\ 

.J,over and 101)'d, as onc, 
Lo'/x,}' tra,nsjorlll'd ill 101)'<7, lore's journey done!" 

(St. John of the Cross) (2) 

~T JOHN OF THE CROSS (l54~-1591) is well known for 
o his ascetic n~1d mystic masterpieces. He is the Mydic Doc­
tor par e:.ccellencc of the Catholic Church. He not onl~' wrote' 
and spoke of mysticism, but he had hiIllself lived a fully mys­
t!cal life: he is an experienced mystic. As ,1 mystical lover, St 
John of the Cross saIlg the love;., of the mystical soul. He is the 
Saint, the Doctor, and the Poet of Christian Mysticism. 

HiR major works are four: Sllbida, del Munte Cannelo 
(Ascent of Mount Cannel); ?v-oche Osc1l1'a (Dark Night); Cal1-
tico Espiritual (Spiritual Canticle); Llama de A1JI01'Vira (I~iv­
ing Flame of Love). '1'he first two works - A scent of 111 OUllt 

Ca1'mel anc1 Dar7~ Night-form the object and the main sources 
of the present article. 

These two treatises, known as the Ascent of Mount Carmrl 
and the Dark Night, are but one complete work. Trac1itionally, 
both treatises are published separately, though in reality the 
Dark Night is a continuation of the Ascent of Mount Ca.rmel. 
As a matter of fact, the Author himself, in his Living Flame 
of Love, refers to the DOJ'k: N ig hi as pertaining to 'the A scent 
of ill oun!. Ca'l'lIIel, in the famous passage where he c1eclares that 
in this work of his-Living Flame of Love-he c10es not intend 
to treat about em·tain questions concerning the passive night: 

(1) Quotations from the \Vol'ks of St /John of the Cross are taken from 
"The COlllplete Trorks of Sa.int" Jokn 0/ the Gross Doctor of the 
Ohurch, tron,s/afl'd and edited by E. Allison Peers from the criti­
cal edition of p. SilceI"io de Santa. Tercsa, O.G.])."-New Edition, 
revised 1953, London, 13urll~ Oates &; "'ashbourne Ltd. 

(2) Rn 1111(( nO('lie OSCUl'a, stanza 5-Vol. Il, p. 417, stanza 5. 
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-we have treated this in the Dark Niq7tt Qf the ilscent uf 

M aunt Carmel" (3). 
The plan traced ont by St John of the Cross 11 imself in the 

Argument of the Ascent is 110t in reality completed. "All the 
doctrine whereof I intend to treat in tili::; Ascent of M OUllt Car­
md i,.; included in the follo\'i'int(" stanzas, ,:md in' them is' also 
described the manner of !lscending to the :;;;unlltlit of the Mount. 
which is the higb estate of perfection which we hore call union 
of the ,.;oul with G-od" (4). In bolb ~reatise,.;, St John of the 
Cros:;;; commented only on two stanzas; the thjrd :;;;tanzn is begun 
in Chapter XX\" Book II of the Dark Night. Apart from thi:;;; 
third :;;;tanza, the number of stanzas left without com;11ent is 
six. Neverthele:;;;s, this composite '.york present::, lL rbmarkahle 
outline of Christian Perfection frpm 'the point at which the soul 
first seek:; to ri:;;;e front earth and :;;;oar upward toward:;;; Ull iOll with 
God. St John of the C'ross omits detailed de>,enption of the most 
elementary of the exereises ineulllhent upon all Chri:;;;t.iaJ1:;;;, "1.'­
cause :'.e a:;;;sumes hi" reader to be familial' ,,,.ith the element:;;; 
of the ;:;piritual life. 

In mallY pn:;;;:;;;age8, St John ')f the Cross :;;;how;:; that in 
this work he intend" to treat ahout that \vhich \ve muy call the 
7ray to nnion, or, the purificatitm which i:;;; nece:;;;:;;;ary' to attain 
to the "high elNaie of 'Pe1'fc(:/ic1/which IN lzel'e ooll 'Ill/ion of 
1711' S01l1 lI'ilh God"; and from the very prologne of hi:;;; work, he 
present:;;; thi:;;; way to Ilnion under the figUl'f' of a rlarl.: lIiqht. And 
not only the \\'hoTe journey of t.he Ron] to .union is called a "dark 
night" hy the Rpanish Cal'lllelite My;:;tic, hili; each part of tIli:;;; 
j('l1I'ney is al:;;;o called "night". "For a sonl to a.ttam to the state 
of perfection, 't l18s ordinal'ily first to pa.s:;;; through two princi­
pal kind:;;; of nig'ht, which Rpiritual per:;;;ons can pnrgat.ions or 
purification:;;; of the soul; and here we call tlwm nig·bts ..... ." (5). 

'''rhe fir:;;;t night or purgation i:;;; tha.t of the sensl1nl part of the 
sonl. which is treated in the present stanza, and '.viIi be treated 
in the first part of this book. And the spcond i:~ of the spit'itunl 
pad; of thi:;;; speaks the second stanza. which follow:;;;; a.nd of 
thi:;;; we :;;;ha1l treat like\yise, in the "econd and thirr1 part. with 

(:1) Lil'ill(! Flame of Lot? (Second Redacfioll), Stanza I, n. 25-\'01. 
Ill, p. 118, n. 25. 

(4) Ascent, Argument--Yol. I, p. 9. 
(5) Jscent, Bk I, Chap. I, n. l-;-YoI. I, p. 17, n. ]. 
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respeei to the aeiil"ity of tlw sou I; and 011 the 1'011 rth part. wi th 
respect to i Is passivity" (fi). 

'Phe geneml divis;on of this composite work-the Dark Niuht 
of IlIe As('ent of MOl/lit CaT/nel-according to the latter pa"­
sage, is as folIo~ys : 

Aeti\"(, Night O( the Sen:::es Book 1, 118(,CIII 

Aeiiye Night. ~f the Rpirit Books n & III :18('1'111 

Passive Night. Books I &: n, Dark Nirllli. 
In this cOlllj)o.de \\ork-tlw Dar7,: iViuht of the :ls(,(,1I1 ut 

JImlll! earll/el-t.he CanlleHe "!\fystie teache::5 the way the soul 
must trayel ill order to attain to the higb estate of perfection. 
which he calls II n ion of the SOUl with (-rod; and th is journey uf 
the soul to unioll is presented under the f1gure or a "dark niuht". 
\Vh,\' does St John or the Cross call the journey of the soul TO 

llnion with nod it da)'!.: niqht'? r{,his qllestlOll ;s thp subject-mat­
ter of the pre~ent article. and, tlwret'ore, our \vork ,,,ill cOl1si"t 
ill finding- the rEfieltlblallCe ,yhid! the Carmelite MystiC' has S00'n 
betwe0n the natural dark night and the \va\, to union with (;0(1. 
which is the high {'state (/ Christian Ppl'f~'ction. 

THE DARK NIGHT 

r!'hp "dark nig·!Jt" is tJ1<:' jourlley llladt" by tlw fionl to union 
with God. !wcau,;t' the s01l1 "jOll!'!w~s. as it were. hy night, in 
uarkness" (7). 

The CarlllPlite "Mystic explains: 
"'vVp may sas that there 'lre three reasons for which this 

journey made 'b~' the soul to union with God is ea lied night. The 
first has to do with the point frrJll1 which the bonl goes forth, :01' 
it has W'aclually to dppl'ive itflelf of de~ire of all the worldly things 
whict it possefised, by del.l:ving thpnl to ibieIf; which denial 
and depl'iYation are, 3fi it wen', n igoh t to all senses of man. ]'112 
second l'eafiOn has t·o do wit.h the n1e'lIl, or the road along whidl 
the soul must travel to this !lllion-that is. faith, which is like­
wise as dark as night to the understanding. The third has to do 
with the point to which ;t tr,wels-nanwl~·. nod, ,Vhn, netunlly, 
!S durk night to the mul in this life" (8). 

The wa~' to Christlan Perfection. therefore, ifi mortification 
of desires, to walk in faith, or, according to fruth (('1/ fe or geffnn 

(6) ~1.<Cl'lIt, Bk T, Chap. 1, 11. 2-Vo1. I, p. 18. n. 2. 
(7) ,1scl'llt, Bk T, Chap. I, n. I-Vo!. 1, p. 17, n. 1. 
(8) :j,~CI'II.t. Bk I, Chap. IT, n. 1- Vol. T, p. 19, n. 1. 
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la j(;), and eomulll1licatiull of (lcld. 'l'lw denial of worldly c1(';:ilTS 
i", H8 it were, llight to all senses of man; faith is a8 dark as 
ni;;bt to the ullder,tanding; ('omnull1icatioll of God :s dark 
night to the soul in thi::; life. 

THE DARK NIGHT OF THE SENSES 

In the following passage the Canllelite ::V1,'- ~hc: ('xplaim; t.h '1 

nature of this mortification: "vVe art' !lOl treating here of the 
lack of things, since it irnplies no c1etaclllllent frOlll them of 
taste anrl desire. for it is this that leaves the soul free and void 
of them, although it IWlY hayt' them; fm it is not the thin~'s 

of this world tht1t either occupy the soul or callse it harm, sillee 
they enter it not, but rather the will and desire for them, ri'or 
it i~ these that dwell within" (9), 

The Saint goes on to declare these desires: this 1ll00-ti1iea­
tion implies all Dolul/tary desirei'i. which are ('ol/trary Or /e88 
(Jrlreeabk to the will of God (10). According to the CUrIllelite 
doctrine, the soul lUust be tutally detached frOtH worldly tllingc; 
in order to attain to the . 'hig'h estate of perfection", which is 
the un !on of the soul with God. H is not "tht· luck of worldly 
things" that is necessary, but the total dt'taehlllent froll! thelll. 
'rIle soul must be free not only frolll those desires whiclJ nmy 
eonstitnte a ven'al or mortal sil'), but also from those which ll1~y 
constitute an imperfection (11). 

rl'herefore, the caus(~ of this night of the sensual part is 
that of the privation of the desires in all worldly thing's. 

The mortification of all volulltar~' desires, whicl! are con­
trary or less agreeable to the will of Ciod. IlIay he called night 
for the soul, "for, even as llight is naught hut the privatioll 01' 
light, and, consequently, of all objeds that can be seel1 by means 
or light, whereby the visual fal'ulty remains Ul1ocl'upiedalld in 
darkness, even ~o likewise tlle 1l10l'tiflCatioll of deSires IIW\' he 
called night for the ~Olll. :1"01', "dlen the soul is deprived 01' til(' 
pleasure of its desire in all tilings, ij, rel1lltins, as it. were, 1l11()l'­
<.:upied and in darkness" (l21. 

rrhis total deprivatIon or ll1ortifi<.:utioll is a neeessitv: an 
inescapable consequence of tile true love ()f God. '['he union to-

(9) .!scent, Bk I, Chap. Ill, 11. 4--Vol. r, p. 2;3, 11. 4. 
(lO) .·lscent, Bk I, Chaps. X['·&: XII-Vu!. I pp . .18-56. 
(11) .{sccnt, Bk I, Ohap. XL n. 2-Vol. 1 ,po 49, 11. 2. 
(12) .!scent, Bk 1, Chap. Ill, 11. l-\"u1. J, p. 21, n. 1. 
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\vlmb whieh the Carlllelite My::;tic is directiug the sou! i::; ()m~ 
of perfect love, \vhen-?in the w;ll of man n1cuSJ; be one with 
God's. '1'11e soul !\lUst 1l101'~ily all ilS desires of \vol'ldly things, 
because such de:,ire::l COIL~t1tllte au impediment to the total de­
velopment of the love of God and tbe total eonfol'lllity of the 
human will to that of GDd (1;3;. 

"Charity causes emptint'')s ill tile ~will with re::;peet to all 
things, since it obliges us tu love God above them all; whicll 
l'allllot be llllle::;s we withdraw our attention ['rom them all ~ll 
ul'ller to set it wholly in God" (ILl). 

'1'ltel't'lore, the lin,t reason why the> jOllrney which the sonl 
ha::; to make to unioll With Ciod may lw called night is that the 
::;llUl l1lU::;t love God truly, whi<:ll love necessarily Implies the 
lllOrtincatioll Ol' dcnial of all affediol)::; which are not according 
to God, which privatioll is for the ::;oul a6 the privation of light 
·-Iliyhl-i::; for the v]::;ual faculty. 
FAITH • 

r['hat the ::;oul Wit,'· aUain to unioll \\idl (iod, it mu::;t abidl' 
"alone in fait,1l to the exclusLUll, not of clw]'ity, but of other 
knowledge l1equired by the U11del'stall(b1g" (15), Faith, the soul's 
::;tar Oil it::; joul'I1ey to nn iOIl \V itll {~od, doe" not exclude charity. 
\Vere it otherwi::;e, it would destroy the first reason why the 
jouJ'l1e~· to I1nioll lllay be called nigl\t. ' 

\lVItat kind of faith i::; (hi::;, accon1ill;r to which or ill which 
(.~('!JIl/1 la /1' or ell le) t.he soul journey::; tu llllion with God'? As 
one lllay "ee frolll the context, 11ceording to the Carllleiite doc­
(rine, Lh i::; faith i::; not only the theological virtue of fa ith, but ; t 
denotes t.he ::;tandard acc:orc1ing to which the ::;oul must proceed 
in the mortifieatiou of all desires. 

A" a matter of fad, when the Carlllelite l\{n:tic; explain::; ill 
what llHWl1t'l' joy ill' the will i" ItLwflll in moral good (e.g. vir-
tuPf'), he ,Yrite,,: " ...... humanly speak'ng, for their own sakes, 
a Illan lllay well rejoice in the pos~es"ion or them, and way pl'UC­

ti"e them for that which thE'Y are 11l tilemselyc::;, and for the 
hle::;sing which ,they hring to lllall in human and telUpoml 
form" (16). But F;inc~e tlw Chri::;tian has the light of faith, whe1'e-

(];1) CL A srl'ld, Hk T, Chaps. [V, Vl &: IX-Vo1. I, PP. 2:3-28, 3:3-;36, 
&: 48-53. 

(H) .1scellt, 13k IT, Chap. IV, 11, 4-Vot I, p. 81, ll. 4. 
(15) :!scent, Hk J, Chap. H, 11. :3-Vo1. 1, p. 20, 11. 8. 
(16) A.scent, Hk HI, Chap. XXVII, 11. :l--Yo1. I, p. 278, 11. 8 . 
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in he hopes for eternal life, without whieh nothing that belongs 
to this life and the next will be of any value to hilll, he must 
rejoice principallyaIHl solely in the po'~sessiol1 and employmenL 
of thi::; moral Jood -after the second malmer-namel,'i', in that by 
doing these works .for the love of God be will gain :eterrn I 
life" (17). 

Therefore, to journey in faith, or according to faith (cami­
nar en fe or segnn la te), not only compriH€s the realisation of 
theologieal ff1ith, strictly speaking, and of its higher exercise, 
which is infused contemplation, but alHc, all the other virtues, as 
supernatural prudence and diHcretion and the submission to the 
Church's Authority, 

THE DARK NIGHT OF FAITH 

In Chapter IH, Book IT, of the Ascent of M oun! Ca1'1I11!!, 

St .John of the Cross shows "how faith is dark night to the soul. 
'I'his is proved with arl,rulllents and quotations ::md figures from 
ScriI5ture" (18). By the nature of his arguments, the CarmEilite 
Mystic shows clearly that faith is here taken in its ;;trict senHe, 
that is, in the sense of theological faith. 

The Carmelite Mystic explains: 
"Faith, say the i,heologians, is a habit of the soul, cer.tain 

and obscure. And the reason 'for its being' an obscure habit is tInt 
it makes us believe truths revealed bv God Himself, which tmn­
seen-cl all natural light, and ex-ceed' all human understanding, 
beyond all proportio"n. Hence it follows that, for the soul, this 
excessive light of faith which is given to it i::; thick r1arlmes'l, 
for it overwhelms greater things and cloes ilway 'with smaller 
things, even as the light of the sun overvvhelms all other lights 
whatsoever, so that when it shines and disables our visual facul­
ty they appear not to be lights at all. So that it blinds it and 
depl'ivt·s it of the sight that has been given to it, inasmuch as itB 
t:ght is great beyond all proportion and trallscend~ the faculty 
of vision. Even so the light of fa.ith, by its excessive greatness, 
oppresses and disables that of the understanding; for the latter, 
of its own power, extends only to natural know-ledge, although 
it has a faculty (19) for the bupernatural, whenever Om I.Jol'd is 

(17) .4.scent, Bk Ill, ClJap, XXVII, n, 4-Vol. 1, p. 27'1 ,11, 4, 
(18) Vol. I, p, 219. 
(19) Here St .John off the Cro~s refer:; to what the Schoolmen call 

"Potentia Obedientialis" 
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pleased to give it supernatural activity" (20). "Wherefore tb 

Ulan can know llothing by 11 illiself, save after a natural mall-
11er, which is only that which he attains by IDeans of the senses. 
ll'or this eause he llJust have the phantasms and the forms uf 
the object present in themselves and in their likenesses; other­
wise it canot be, for, as philosophers say: Ab objecto et put,en­
tia pari! UT Ilotitia. '1'l1is is : Frolll the object that is present and 
frollJ the facuHy, kJ\ow ledge is born in the soul. Wherefore, if 
one should speak to a Ulan of things which he has never been 
able to ullderstand, and whose likeness he has never seen, he 
would have no Ulore illumination from them. whatever than jf 
naught had been said of them to him" (21). '~ven so is faith 
with respect to the soul; it. tells us of things which we h~ve 
never seell or understood, nor lmve we seen or understood aught 
that resembles them, since there is naught that re::;embles them 
at all. And thus we have HO light of natural knowledge con­
cerning thelll, since that wh ich ,ve are told of them bears llO re­
latioll to allY sellse of ours; we know it by ear alone, believ­
ing that wh ich we are taught, bringil1 g' our Datural light. into 
subje<:foll and treating it as if it were not" (22). 

Fa-ith is necessary in order that we may believe in super­
natural mysteries, whICh God is pleased to reveal tons. With 
the aid of faith we ('ome to know that our natural concepts do 
understand somehow allalogieally ("analog'ice") supernatund 
lllysteries. But, without faith. we do not know of that reselll­
blam:e-analotry· we do not know aDvthi1l'r about these mvste-b.., , ... Cl .' 

ries. Moreover, through faith this resemblance remains inevi-
dent for us; nevertheles::;, we accept tll ib resemblance OLl the 
authority of God,Who reveals it to us. 'rherefore, our natuml 
light remains obscured ,blinded by the light of faith whieh up­
lifts us towards the region of inevidence. 

'ro believe ,or to journe~' III faith or accordirig to faith, ac­
cording to the doctrine of the Cannelite Mystie, means "to 
blind our natural light"-(ccgando nuestra lllZ nat.ura.[) (23). 

And thi::; is the reason given by St J o11n of the Cross why to 
journey in faith, or according ,to faith, is "as if it were, uy night, 
in darkness". Night is "pTivacion de luz"-privation of light; 

(20) .-hcent, Dk n, Chap. III, 11, I-Vol. 1, p. 67, n. 1. 
(21) .'L~crllt, Dk n, Ohap. IH, n. 2-Y,oL I, p. 67, n, 2. 
(22) A.scent, Dk H, Chap, fn, n. 3--Yol. I, p 68, 11. 3. 
(23) Cr. VuL I, p, 68, Note 3. 
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and faith is "privation of tIw llatumllight of the understantl­
lllg"; hence, 8t John of the Cross teaches that faith :is d,(Jr/~ 
Hight to the soul. 

':Faith, whieh ',:i as a blaek and dark cloud to the soul (and 
likewise is night, siuce in the pre::;ence of faith the soul is depriv­
od of its natural l"ght and is blinded), can with its darkness give 
light and illlllllimLtion tci the darkne::;'3 :)f the soul" {24). 

Faith, therefore, the soul's star on its jOllrney to utlion witi] 
God, is looked upon by the Cannelite Mystic from a double point 
of view: faith ea uses darlnjess-it blinds the natural light Ld 
understanding; but this da:rknes,:; also illulllines. that is, givl!s 
knowledge. "'.rIle knowledge that is of faith is acquired with­
uut the ilhuuinatioll of the understanding, whIch is rejected for 
faith; and it::; own light, if that light be 110t darkened, is 
lost" (25). Faith, thereforc, has a double aspect: positive anj 
llegative. Paith I::; SOlllething positive, that IS, it gin·s SOlll(> 
thillg: it illUlllines the su!.il (lIlfmie'! contemplation). Paith ;s 
something negative, that is, it (lenies something: it blinds the 
Jlatural light of hUlllan um1f.l'st:mdillg. III the Cal'llldite teach­
ing, the negative a::;pect is a necessary cOll::;el) llellce of the posi­
tive aspect of theological faith. III Chapter I1I, Book I1 of the 
A soent of ilJ Ollllt Ca/,lIlel (26), the Carlllelite Mystic insists Oil 

tl;e negative aspect of faith. because his intentioll here is tu 
show hO\v faith is dark night to the soul. But. ill Chapter IX, 
Book IT of the As~eJ1i of JIO/lIIt (;,al'lIIci (27) and in many other 
passages in his works. he speaks of the positive a:opect of faith~ 

In the way of fait h. or according to faith, (aecorc1ing to the 
Carlllelite }\i"n;tieal School, whose heads are our HolY Moth:er 
St 'l'eresa or'Jesils and our Holy Pat-her St ,Tohll of the Cl'os.~, 
the great and successful Reformers of ~'arlllel) there is no staJlrJ­
still: the soul must go aI-ways forward and onward in perfec­
tion; Lecause there cOllies a stage in the spiritual life where t1w 
soul has to leltve tht' remote llleallS to blm up the proxiuNlte 
llleans for union with God. Tllis proxilllate llleallS is a hig-her 
01' superior exercise of faith-exel'eise. wl:ich in the beginnillg 
is a little imperfect (col/templatio illfusa.initialis or cOllielHpla-

(24) Ascellt, Bk il, Chap. Ill, n. 5-Vol. I, p. 69, n. 5. 
(25) Ascent, Bk il, Chap. lII, n. 5-Vol. 1, p. 69, n. 5. 
(26) Vol. I, pp. 67-70. 
(27) Y.ol. I, pp. 93-95. 
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~:io acqu.isitICL) (28), but, Ol1<:e the :;oul entel'3 iuto it, ,it make::; 
progress along the wa~' to un iOll with God: it reaehes it:; zenith 
on the sumit oC the :;piritual Mount of Cantlel, wbieh is, Ullion 
with God. 'l'hiti higher exercise of faith i:; "mystical contem­
plation" or "infused conielnplai·ion", which often is tiimp:Jy 
ealled fe-faith-by the Carmelite My:;tic: "After some mall­
ner, this dark a·nd lovillU /mowledyc u;hich is faith. serves as a 
mean:; to Divine union in this life; in the next life, the liglJt 
of g'lol'\' serve:; as all intermediarY to tbe clear vi"ion of 
OO(t, (29). ' 

'rhe exereise of the theologieal virtue of faith, and e:;peeial­
ly, its 11 igher exereise, w11 ich i:; infuseu contemplation, may be 
ealled night, because both imply nece::;::;arily the denial of allY 
distinct for111::; of knowledge, which the natural understanding 
limy accluire. Furthermore. the Carlllelite )'Iystic d istingui:;IH's 
these distinct forms of knc)'wledge. and, aecOl'dingly, :;how:; how 
necessarY it j:; for the soul to denv them to itself in I()rdsl' to 
attain to' the high estate O'f perfection, which i:; union of the soul 
with God. 

GOD IS DARK NIGHT 

God is duI"" lIiUht to the soq!, according to the teaching::; 
of St John of the Crns:;, inuslllueh as He cOlllJllunicates Him­
self to-unites Him:;('lf with-the soul, which journey:; to union 
"fith Hilll. In the teuchillg' of the Cal'lnelite "YI:-,:;tic, this COl\l­

lIlunication of God is cOlllnnmication of knowledge and love of 
God to the soul. '['hi:; sallle communication of Clod to the SOil! 
lllay be received by the :;oul with delightalld fruition-the en:1. 
or {citlL afflict.ion and torme1lt-the means, according to the 
the stage alld period of the journey-the spiritual life. It is clear 
that not deli;..:ht and fruition {'au"e night, but affliction and tor­
Illen t. 

(28) ~nle Carmelite (Di,x!aked) ,:\l~,~ti('aJ Theologians ,peak of all "ac-
quired contemplation" 01' "initial contemplation". In the Carlllel­
ite ,sense, this kind of eontemplatioll is a./so infused: God instils 
it into the wul. It forms the very fird ,tage of mystienl eont( 111-

platioll. Cr. for further iuformation'the work iu the serips "Spi­
ritualit'l Carmelitana of P. Gabriele c1i S. CIf. }[addalena O.D.e.: 
"La (}ontempiaziulle A,cqu.i"~ita.". 

(29) .:l8cenf, Bk IT, Chap. XXIV, 11. 'l-Yol. 1 ,po 117, Il. 4. 
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'1'he Carmelite My"tic teache" that faith give" us and COlll­

lllunicate" to u" ({od Himself, which means that faith makes 
LIS ulldel'"tand (lod as He i" in Him"elf, yet, inevidcntly (80), 

'rhecolllUlunication of God to th~ so'ut in the passi've night 
of the "pil'it is the "infused contemplation" (31), Infused con­
templation is "Diville loye and knowledge in one-that is, a 
loving knowledge, wherein the soul bas not to use its natural 
acts and reasollings. [or it can no longer enter into thelll as be­
fore" (:32), Infused conteltlplation, in the doctrine of St John of 
the Cross, i" a highel' or superior exercise of theological faith. 
Hence, as faith is "dark llight" to the soul, it follows that in­
fused contemplation \vould 1)e "dark uight" to the soul as well. 

"'1'his dark night is an inflowing of God into the souL 
",hl('h purge" ;t from its ignorances and imperfectiolls, habitual, 
Ilatural, alld spiritual, and which is called by contemplatives 
in[u"ed cOlltemplabm, or mystical tlll'o]ogy. Herein nod secret­
ly teaehe" the soul and instructs it ill perfection of love, with­
out its doing anything, 01' understanding of what manner is 
this infused contelll platioll. 1I1tlsltlUch a" it is the loving wis­
dom of God, God produces striking effects in tlte soul. for, by 
purging and illuminating it, He pl'epare:-; it for the union of 
love with God. Wherefore the same loy;ng -Wisdom that purge:-; 
the ble:-;sed :-;pirits alld enlightens them is that which here pur­
ge;.; the :mu! and illulllines it" (aa). 

'L'hel'efol'e, "infused contemplation", or "lll~'sti('al tll('olo­
!_ty", shows the :-;oul its llli;.;(-~ries and imperfections. and, at the 
Sallle time, purges the soul of them; it illulllines and purges. 

":Po:' 1 wo reasons this Divine Wisdolll ils not only night and 
darkness fo]' the soul, but :s likewise af[liction and torment. The 
first is because of the height of DivlIle vVisc1olll, \y11ich tran­
scends the blent of tIle soul, and in this way is darkness to it; 
the secolld, hecDuse 1)1' its "ileness and irnpllI'lty, in which 1'f~s­
peet it is painful and afFlictive to it, and is also dark" (3'~). In 
the lfght of this spiritnal COllllllUllication, or "infu"ed contelll·· 

(:~()) Spil'itllal Oanticle (Second Bcrlactiol/), Stanza XII, espeeially 11. 

4-1'01. H, pp. 2:35-2-JO, especiall~' p. 2:36, 11.. 4. 
(31) Dark Sight, Rk II, Chap. XXIII-\~o1. I, pp. 447-4;'5:3, 
(;t~) _~il'in(/ Flall/e of I,"l'/' (Second Rei/action), Stanza IH, n. :~2-Vol. 

Ill, p. 160, n. 32. 
(3:3) ])arl.: Xi(Jht, Rk 1I, Chap. Y, Jl. J Vo1. I, p. 381, n. 1. 
(3-1) ])arl; Xi(Jht, Bk II, Chap. V, n. 2-Vo1. I, p. :181, n. 2. 
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plation" , the ~oul ,:Ollle~ to kllow that it i~ not serving God ~i) 
perfectly as it should do" (;315). 

'rherefore, altlong its a I'flictions Hnd torlllents, the soul 
leams how to ~erve God' perfectly: through "llIfu~ed contem­
plation" of the, pa~s;ve night of the ~pirit, tile ~oul gains know­
ledge of God and COllle~ to know thp. standard according to ,yhieh 
it has to serve Hill! to perfectIOn. 

In the beginning of the passIve night of the spirit, this dark 
knowledge, which is "infulSed Qontemplation", eause::: in the sOld 
a great and ::ltrong love 01 e::ltilllation (((,/1101' a.e8tim.atiVlls) for 
God. 'rhis ::lallle love of estimation enbolden::l the soul to love 
and sen,· God in the best way poss;ble to it (36). Finally, when 
the purification comes to its end, the soul enters to partake ill 
the J1ly.3tica \ hanguet, that is, it attains to union with God; m1Cl, 
vidorious in all its spiri tllal battles, it rests, lost in obl ivion. rc­
clined on the Beloved: all is elearecl no,Y, :llld the soul ahall­
dons itself to God completely, leaving all it:; cares J'orgotten 
1l11lOllg the lilies (:37). 

"Infused contem plation", or "com mun ;catiol1 of God". (~r 
"mystical i;heology", is "dark night" for the 'soul, because it 

;,. deprives and purges tItc ;:oul of al! its miseries and ig110nmccs, 
which God make::; it understand under the IlIvstical li!:tht ()f 
,. infusec1 contemplatioll". "Infused cOlltelllplat;~n". the'refore. 
leaves the soul unoccupied and in darkn/'ss; and it leads tlw soul 
through a "dark night". beeanse here the soul joul'lwys also 'a,~ 
it were, by 11 ight, in darkness". 

CONCLUSION 

In tbe wod:::: .'·;1sc(mt of Mount ('a,rlllc/" and "[lark 
NiUhl". which are but olle complete work. fH John of the Cro':lS 
outlines the way to the high estate of perfection. 'which he calls 
union of the soul with God. 

St John of the CroStl presents this ,,,ay to union under the 
figllre of a "dark night". '1'he Saint compares the journey to 
union with a "dark night". '],'he lllean, adopted by the Carlllelite 
Mystic in his comparison ,is privation: the "r/a'rk Iliyht" is a 

(;35) Da'l'k Sight, Rk IT, Chap. YI-Vol. I, pp. 384-387. 
(36) Dnrk Niuht, Bk. Il. Chap. XIII, nil. 5-8; Chap. XVI, n. 14. 
(37) Cf. la~t stanr.u of the P0(,1Il "En '1/11(/ nuehe oscllrn"-Yol. I, p. 

10, Staur.a 8; aud, \~ol. ]J, p . .as, Stanza 8. 
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figure (:~8) of the way to union inasmuch as the said dark night 
is ptivation of light. The journey of the soul to union w;th (lod 
may bc looked upon from a double point of view: the positive 
point and the negative. The "dark night" presents the .ioul'l1e~· 
of the soul to union with God cliredly under the negatiye aspect. 

Therefore, the \vay to un !on may be callea "n ight", ,. for, 
(wen as night is naught but the privation of light:, and conse­
(juelltly, of all objects that can be seen by llleans of light, where­
by the visual faculty remains unoccupied and in c1arkl1(>SS" (HO), 
('yen so likewiRe the way to nnion with Gocl i~·: nallg'ht hut thl' 
privation of all things c~)ldral'Y or lesR agl'feahle to 'the l(l\~e of 
Cl-od, which is mortification of all de'lires of w()rlcll~' things, anrl 
privation of all that iSCo;ltl.'ary or less agreeahle to the "wa~' of 
faith", for which privation the soul rerl1ains, a;; it were, "l1n­
occup;ed and in darkness". 

That the soul, therefore, mav attain to the E'llLl1mit of tlw 
Spiritual ~Iount of Cal'lllel, nniOl~ with Gnd, it 111lht journey in 
faith. and love of (Joo, whIch is the positive aspec:t of t110 \\,:1Y 

to Christiilll Perfec:tion-tlle sUllHn;t of M0l11lt C:\l'l1lel. 

,T. G. GRE(,H, 0.1):(,. 

----IOO~-

(H8) Some writers have mad.e att!'mpts to dec-lnre which kind or figure 
of speech is the "Dark Night" of St .loIm of the Cross. 

(39) Ascf'nt, Ilk. I, Chap. Ill, n. l-,.Vol. I,. p. 21, n. 1. 



Un Maltese Venerato Nella Sicilia * 

I T.J Signore aveva fntto dono Cl P. Santo Grech cli leggere nel 
pill intimo dei cuori, in modo speciale nei cuori dei l'eligiosi 

aflic1atialla sua direziolle spiritc;ale. 
Una volta Fra '1'ommaso Sora, ehe si en\, inea'rieato di cuo­

('('re il pane ne: eonvento, cac1de vitt;ma lIella lebbra. P Santo, 
percio, aflic1h questo incal'ico a Fm Rosal'io La Moniea, finche 
c1ul'llsse la m::dat,tia cli Fra Tommaso. Non appena ebbe dato 
l'ordim, P. Santo md tIaI convento, mentre l'altro, disubbidien­
te, non fece il min:mo segno eli voleI' dar mano a,lIa faecenda 
assegnatagli. 'l'ornato in COl1vento. P. Santo si ree() c1iretb­
menTe da F1'a Rosario, insistendo sull'ordine dato. Oome mai, 
pel'('). venne a sapere c1ella sua disubb;aienza? In convento nOD 
C': si tl'Ovavano, a guell'ora, che due soli frati coadiutOri e un 
lacoche li cliutava, e hltti e tl'e senza dubbio non si erano affat­
to aeeorti del nuovo ineal'ic(J assegnato a Fm Rosa]'io. siccome 
s; erano allora del tutto oc('upati clel proprio mestiere. L'avve­
nimento chmque non ~i spiega (·he in ql1esti tet'mini: Dio, e 
ne.,snn altl'o, deve aYel' fatto conoscere, con un raggio illuminan­
te, 10 stato delle cose al Suo servo fedele, P. Santo G1'ech. 

Tanto era feclele ai ~noi cloveri di superiore, que~to frafe 
maltese, che ne1 comp;erli non venne mai a mancare cli ris­
retto ad ale-uno dei suoi ,<;uc1cliti, ancorc11e non si lasciava gui­
(lare da ne"sun riguardo 0 rispetto umanQ. Questo 10 dimostm 
dliaro i1 fattoche segue. P Santo aveva richiamato l'atten­
zione del medesimo Fra Rosario La Moniea al suo comporta­
menfo a tavola. Ma non avendo mostrato ale un segno di pen­
timento, il frate venne subito mandato via dal Supe1'iore. Re­
catosi dal fratello, Fm Rosal'io cel'eo invano, con l'aiuto di validi 
eiUadin;, eli ottenere i1 pennesr;o eli rientrare in convento. La 
seconda notte ('he si tl'ovava ancora fuori del ,con vento, venne 
qun'!cuno a picchiare ::t11a porta c1ella sua e.amera cla letto; e 
"llhito gli appal've il grande patri::tJ'ca, San Domenico, i1 quale, 
a voee quanto mai imperiosa, gli comando eli ritornare presto 
in ('onvento. Il mattino Reguente Fra Rosa1'io fece i1 piu presto 

'. La prima e 1n seconda parte c1i que~to artis;olo J}iografico sono 
state ]mhhlicate rispettivamente nel Vo!. V, No., 2 (1952), pp. 86-101 e 
nel Vo1. VI. No. 1 (1953); pp. 41-56. 



UN MALTESE VENERATO NELLA SrcILIA 111 

possibile, e, inginocehiatosi ai p~edi eli P. Santo, chlese per­
dono. 11 Superiore gli moBtro eli e""sere a,eonosc-enza eli tutto, 
fmanche' elella apparizione; e 10 accolse eli nuovo nel convento. 

P. Santo cercava sempre eli osservare le regole elel convento 
financ·he nei elettagl i , siccM in questa materia pure riusci di 
servire da modello agli altri frati, :moi dipenelenti. Con l'aiuto 
eli Dio, come 'aHestano i suoi contempo:ranei, compiva ogni suo 
dove re con la puntuana elovuta, anehe se delle volte fino a poco 
prima si trova,~se ancora molto lontano dal eonvento. Si rae­
<:onta, fra altro, che P. Santo una volta.doveva (·elebral'e la Mes­
sa ne11a sua propria ehiepa a mezzogiorno, sieeome era Domeni­
ea. Avviandosi, pero, sul'asino verso Ciminna, assorto com'era 
ill preghiem e con gli o('c'k fissi in alto, presp senza accorger­
,"ene un 'aitra via, che menava verso Santa Caterina. Pochi mi­
nnti prima eli mezzogiorno, s'incontro con un eerto Michele 
J.1embo, il quale, spronanc1o i muli, si affrettava sulla via eli Ci­
minna per asco;tare la Messa eli mezzogiorno. Con un cenno 
del eapo, P. Santo 10 as;;;icuro ·che ;;;arebbe giunto in tempo per 
h1 ~Iessa, "e affrettas;;;e anror pill il passo. Proprio mentre si 
"uonava mezzogiorno, quel poveJ'etto si trovo oSulla soglia elella 
(·hieptl di Clln'nn1t; eel eceo (meraviglia. divina) P. Santo af­
fn.c·eiarsi sull'altare per celebrare ~a Messa eli mezzogiorno! 

Inoltre, testimoni oculari hanno eliehiarato, sotto vincolo eli 
g'iuramento, ('he P. Santo Gre(',h, proprio come S. Vincenzo 
Fe~Teri, i1 Beato MaTtino c1e POlTes ed aIfri c1omenicani, pOSoSe­
rleva il clono elellabi10cazione. Un giorno nella stagione in cui 
i fir-h' si matnrano numerosi, si raell;narono, nella, villa eli 1111 

(·prto fhw. V:ncenzo Bufalo, a Cazzoferrato, alcuni sacerdoti 
tra (.ui P. Santo Gre(:b. Nel pomeriggio, ritornando a casa 
t1opo c1i aver Rpeso insieme delle ore veramente belle, quei sa­
(,priloti incontrarono per ,caso un gl'UppO eli religiosi domenicani, 
:;i qUflli raccontarono, tra altro, quanto riusd 101'0 gradita quel 
~"iol'l1o intem la compagnia eli P. Santo. Quei reIigiosi rimasero 
shn10l'diti, bm sapendo che a mezzogiorno il 101'0 Superiore ave­
m pranzato ('on 101'0 eel a (·.iascuno aveva offerto un fieo. 

11 Can.co Caleagno nota. che "delle vecchiette e elegIi an­
z'ani rieordano iJ clono dell a bilocazione die Dio ha conc.esso a 
P. Sa!lto". Alcuni eli 101'0 affermano cbe proprio in quel meele­
(imo giorno in cui si trova:m ela p. Bufaloa· Cazzoferrato, 11 
nostro domenicano stDva pranzanc10 appunto a mezzogiorno pres­
so i PP. Cap11(·.cini. I pa.c1ri Barone e Trapani'quest'ultimo av-
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venimento l'hanno ta,ciuto, e menzionanQ solta·nto la bilocazio­
ne in Cazzoferrat{) e 11e: conveuto dei PP. Domenicapj a cui 
apparteneva 1. Santo come Superiore. E la 10ro affermazione 
si basa su molteplici testimonio In questo senso, probabilmente, 
si deve interpreta,l'e j versi di Mimicu di Masi;-

Un jornu '1) ('ampagna fu 'nvitat.u 
D'amici ,<;01 pi divertimentu 
IJo corp\! sutta 'a Dcn appinnicatu, 
Lo spiritu compar::;i a, In conventu. 

Nota pure il Can.co Calcagno che a Cazzoferrato c'erano 
a11ol'(1 dei fichi bellissimi e riCE'l,catissimi, e che "la voce popo­
lare diee che la. biloc'azione avvenne in ('ontrada di Cazzoferrato, 
ma inoica diversi pl'opretari oi terreno, cioe i Peonic,i, i Monas­
teri, i Gl'imaldi". Quanto al sacerdote Vin.cenzo Bufalo, si sa 
die nac<lue i1 Ul ~ettembre 1742 e mOr! il 21 ottobre 1798. 

Il medesimo canonieo, mio amico, mi ha, riferito aItre cose, 
tra ('ui <luanto segue. Un giorno P. Santo, pal3sando con i1 
Padre Pl'iOJ'e davanti ad una chiesa ~ quella cioo dell' Addolo­
rata,,- non a,veV(1 scoperto il capo; e allora n Padre Prjore 
,ulielo fece notare. p. Santo gli replica che in quell'istante SI 

trovava in una ehieRa aRoma, ascoltanc1o la S. Messa! (1). 
Quanc10 faceva i1 S11periore c1el C'onventodi Ciminna, P. 

Santo {'ercb eli riec1ificare il frontespizio c1'ella chiesa. E mentre 
si stava fabbricanc10 - vale a dire, tra i1 1782 e i1 1790 ~ P. 
Sa.nto venne un giorno a sapere clie tra gli operai c'erano aIcu~ 
n: i <luali non trattavano con la c10vuta carita e rispetto un 101'0 

compagno, hurlanc10si di lui p c1i sua moglie, la quale Ri trava 
clanc10 :uogo ac1 1111a amicizia cattiva,. Il c1omenicano non solo 
It rimprove1'o per tale mancanza di carita verso il prossimo, ma 
n(m .li permise ac1diritfnra eli conti111Jare a lavorare nella costru­
ziQne c1ella sua chiesa. 

Da questi particolal'i into1'no a, P. Santo Grech risulta (',he 
att~star0no bene ('0101'0 j <111ali dicevano che questo padre dome­
nica.no, figlio (li Malta, obbediva "empre ed in tutto agli oriiini 
e q i ('om an c1 i dei sl1pe1'io1'i; ('he ag;va sempre in conformita, ana 

(1) Oltre a possrdpr(' qncsto dono dplla hilocaziolH" il P. Ranto 
o]wJ'ava molti prodigi. (>0111C nttpsta l'iscri?:iollP sott{) In Rna pffigiC' a Ci­
m illlla: "N 011 clpfuprnnt quoqne mirabilia quih1H; pius vitae sanct,itaR ma­
gis elucemt:'. Molti di qlteRti prodigi. si trovano rarcontati negli srritti 
di lhrol1P e Trapani. .... . 
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Ciunta VO:Olltu di Dio; che po:tuvu il lllUS::iilllO rispetto veroo oglli 
Cilllgolu regola de;l'Ordine e le adempiva tutte quallte cou la piu 
sCl'upolosa esattezza; che UUlUva multo la dJ::iciplilla 'Col'pOl'ule; 
l he :it lllo;;tra va multo esigente COIl se i:itesso, mentl'6' op­
allgelo. In lu:iw·.omma tutte quanie le virtu risplendevano nelb 
POl'tc 110 , anche con la serit-tu dovuta; che 10 ::;1 vedeva sempre 
mc:colto nella preghiem; c!le la::iUa predicazione faceva;sempre 
Ull mondo d' bene ate alllme; c11e nOll si stall cava mai ne1 ::;uo 
lll:lli"tero a pro uelle anill1e affida.te alle sue cure; che, llnalmeu­
te, ill virtu della ::ilia purezza Ut cuore, la· gente 10 creueva un 
angelo. III Iut illSOlllUl<1 tutte qllallte le viI'tll l'itiplendevallo 11 ell a 
1000o piellezza, in modo speciale pel"o la carita e 1'11milta, la pa­
ziellza e la prudenzu. 

E questa la lock che al Padre Santo Ch-ech l"i volse la citta 
eli Cimtnna, e ti' acco1'da in tutto con lluello che si sCJ'isse cli lui 
dilllOl'allte llCl la patI'ia. Giova pure notare che a Ciminua, co­
lUe am·he qui n .i\Ilda, del re:::; to , il P. Santo O1'ech gocleva 1<1 
£aUla di ottimo :nsegnante. Hacile indovinarlo; chi Sa se nOll 
faceva allelie il direttore delle scuole clomenicane lii Ciminna? 
Cl'pdo di se, pen:he pill Yolfe, negli scritti dei padri Barone e 
rrrapani, ~i f~1 menz'one di ,-;tuden.ti di Pad!'e Santo; non solo, 
ma dopo la "ua morte, ~i scris::;e tra altro queste parole, <:he si 
leg-gono al1(;or'o~gi sotto il quadro ad 01'0 ne11a saerestia: Tyro­
(·il1ia i.ta d'u et saneti8.-;illW l'exit ut praec:tanter vo<:ablllum Pat­
!·js at· Magi:::;tri obtineret". PUG cIarsi ('he "Tyrocinia" vuoIe 
di"p "noviziati"; pero, sic:come i: P. Santo Grech non va men­
l'Ol1vento di Sallta Z ita, ehe la parola "'l'yro(;in ia" alludo aUe 
~n101e del convento di C;minna. 

Finalmellte venue l'om in ('ni la vita terrena eli P. Santo 
doveva finire. In (Juesto momento, Giu~eppe Anzaldi voleva 
ispirargli eOl'ag~io, ma P. Santo gli rispose die non c'era nes­
sun lIlotivo per tellWl'e la Illorte, poiche questa altro n()~l ~'lT~ 
se 110n un riposo; poi, stringendo aI Jwtto e baciando ;1 Croeefis­
su, il <1omeniean{) mltltese mori, tutto lieio, eoi nomi eli Gesu e 
l\Iariu sulle labbra. La crentp' ,::'alfollaya nlla ,(·l1i6<;a ove fu tm-
15pol'tato: J\Iimicu di l\1a~; s<T:sse che: 

"Di C]ualltu 11i chianceru cristiani - Di ;acrimi s'ino11i]) 
tutta strata - Di nilll'L1 si ,,:steru Ii gillgali". Seoondo la 
tpstimonianza c1i parecchi, il eorpo rimas(' per tl'e giol11i neIla 
('hie.sa senza colTompersi e senza perdere ilcoIore natura.le; e 
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dalla fronte u':>civu del sangue ton cui la genie tocc:ava pezzi dl 
c:otone. 

8ecolldo la giuliana del cOllvento dei Domenicani di Vallet­
ta, P. Santo lllO~1 nel 17~):2, il ell 5 dicembre, all' eta eli 87 anni; 
ma nell'isc:riziol1e posta sotto la sua effigie a Cimil1na la data 
a~;:;egnata 'J quella stessa menzionata tia Barone e 'l'rapani, cioe 
il l8 novembre 1793, all'(-tit cli 69 auni. 

It Can,co Ca1cagno non riuse! a trovare niente nei l'egistrl 
della panocchia riguanlante la data di morte di p, Santo. Ma 
JUi pare che sal'ebbe utile se ::;i indaga.'lse un po' su quest{) punto. 
Pel' q1:ello ehe l'iguarda i1 me::;(', wLm inl cli Masi mostm c.:he 
P. 8anto mod in tempo tIi pioggia e freelelo :-

A. fari part; non gual'da~'i impri::;i 
Frielau stramii e im.pruvisi. 

8ccondo 1'isl'l'iziollC sumtnziol1ata i1 giorno fu il 18 llovem­
ore C secondo la givliana d i Valletta, i1 5 dic.:embre (Giuliana 
V. :2, f. 48). 

Ma i: p. M. Conig1iolle e d'opinione c:11e, salvo elocumento 
in c.:ontrario, P. 8allto mod nell' aprile 0 lle1 maggio 1793, per­
che nel gellllaio 1793, egli fu nominato superiore del l'onvento 
di U'minna. e, .-;~CC:Olll(' nel luglio eli {{uello stesso anno i1 supe­
rime ru p, Ijudovieo Ga~'gano, e dri declursi che il Domenicano 
l\Iahese mod Pl'illl:1 eli luglio. Pero, nOll poteva il P. Santo 
(·lrc~h ehiedel'c (Ii es~erc asso:to dalla sua l'esponsabi1ita e cos1 
la earic:a l'u resa vacante, divenenc10 neeessaria allom la nomina 
eli un altm srperiol'e? l<.i davvero dagli scritti eli Barone a Tra­
pani l'iSlllta che il Po Santo Don em aneora Superiol'e quando 
venne l'Ot'll delta "ua mode; e questo viene provato anche da 
quanto ;;egue: quando il Cappuc.:lno P. Bel'nardino diede opera 
It dip;ngct'c il ven.erabile Domenitano dopo la sua morte, questi, 
(Ohe durante la vita nOll eonsentl lllai a tale affare, pel'sistev:l 
ne! volt arc i: yolto per impedire l' opera del pittol'e, fino ache 
non venne i] \Tieario Priore il ql:ale gli <?omand6 eli non resistere 
Idl, elui obbedi. COS1 appure ehe P. Santo non era Vicario 
PriO~'e quando mod, (' allora non c'e motivo per crec1ereche 11 
P. Gal'gano divenlle Vieario dopo la morte del P. Santo. Si 
,ltve l';tencJ'E' dunql1eehe egli non lllOr! nell'aprile 0 nel mag­
gio, c siccome il el"OUistR dei Domel1il'ani della Va-lletta non era 
esatto in tutto que no che sc:risse suI P. Santa mi pare che i1 
mC.'-3e menziollato nell'iserizione c1i Cimil1na, Ci08 novembre, 
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deuLm ei:>i:>el'e l'itenuto(;ome queUo ill eui avvenne la morte di 
t'. Santo. 

Per queUo poi (;11e rigual'ua 1'anno, il 1793 e cia pl'efel'lrsi al 
17\)~. BUl'One e 'l'rapani, ill£Utti, dicono (;he a Clminna egl.i 
pussava gli ultillll died anlli ue~la sua vitu. Ora, si sa che P. 
oallto nel 1781 faceva i1 priOl'e a :raormina. Ai termine di 
questo prima to, nel 1783 ::;1 1'eco a Palermo nel eonvento di S. 
;0ita, e poi dopo un po' ui tempo ancio a Ciminna ove ri;mase 
finu al tenn:lle della ::;ua vitu, eioe fino al 1793. 01tre a do, il 
Can.eo Calea.gno mi ha illfo1'mato ehe nel l'egistro "della Dellbe­
raziolle COl1lullule" di Cillliulla, \:lot to la, data :.39 dieelllbl'e 179:2, 
!:'e \:l(;l'itto: "e l'altl'O malldato di ODze 16, 20 (;on dispaecio pa­
gati al Hev. P. O1'ec:h per .suo qua1'esimale". Cio indica cbe fino 
<11 17\):2 i1 Domell iC:<1110 era ancora vivo e fu paga·.to per i1 quare­
Bima1e che pl'edico quell'anno. 

Dopo sei me::;i da11a ,ma mode, P. Santo appal've nel son· 
DO a1 giudic:e Oaetano JYIal'ia C<1ttone e gli disse che volle che 
J ::;uq !:Ol'pO fosse sepolto in qua;c:he altro luogo piuadatto. 11 
Can. c:o Cakagno mi diceva per mezzo di una lettera del 22 no­
VelllUl'C 1950, c:he un cel'to falegname, Antollin Lo Bello di 
110llle, gli eonfermo qneHta apparizione; una tale testimonian­
za, data in tempi come i nostri, mostra come ,e ancora viva in 
C;rllinna la trac1izione sulla vita l'3anta eli P. Santo Greeh. An­
lonill Lo Bello sentiva uarmrsi quetlta apparizione dal suo pa­
dre, Hallto, 11 quale na!:que ue1 1854 e mOr! ueI 1931. Calcagno 
10 desl'l'ive avanzato negli anni, onesto e serio. Santo Lo Bello 
~oleYa dire ('he il suo padrino, dopo circa sei me si dopo la morte 
,l' P. (freeh, sog-no tre volte lii lui in UIla sola notte. La terza· 
voUa egli prendeva la c:osa slll ,;e1'io e si 1'eco al convento per 
na1'1'are ai frati quello che gli era a{;eaduto, e l'indomani il corpo 
preziotlo fu esumato. Antonin Lo Bello nOll sapeva il nome del 
patil'ino, m<l di::;se c:lw em un nomo detto e probabibnente un 
·'usc:iere". "Usciere" in Cimiulla significa "ufficiale giudizia­
],'0 ddla prdettum", e quindi secOlH1o me Lo Bello parla qui 
(lcl gi udice Cottone. 

Ql:ando fu apel'ta la tomba, clalla fronte usciva del sangue, 
('ome avven ne prima. della sepo~tura. A propositoe intere&>an­
te l'ileY<ll'e ebe nel febbraio del 1953 il Calcagno sent! in una 
cu,sa le quatton1ic i qnartine di Mimicu di Masi con l'aggiunta. 
eli UIl 'altra quartina che probabilmellte deve essere attribuita 
aIlo stesso autore :-
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A [i si misi e11e iJJru murin 
Lu sangu Ji la fnmti (;i affac:ciau 
Quannu dnt r'ntra lu pittmi Sc:illliu 
J...Ju c:oJ'pu a natra banna t'jj vutau. 

Foi ~'li si faeeva Ull granue IUllerale e i: p. Dom611ieo 
Pia;.-;za perorb ull'orazione funebre che si ptrse probabilmente 
dopo la moi'te di P. P:azza. Dopo tutto, il corpo del P. Grecn 
fu (;ollot:ato nella cripta della Confraternita del Nome di Gesu 
dovc, col su(;(;cdersi degli aDll!, il suo bttratro cOlllincia.va. a cor­
l'olllper~i e clivelllle per giullta inidentifkab~le, essendo stato 
llleliSo in mezzo ad altri baratri. Ma una volt a , nel 1911, Fra 
G. BiUe, un frate laico Cappucil10 ehe prendeva. (;Ul'a della chie­
sa, vide nel S0I1110 il PalJ'c ::\Ja'ta (eome e ancora conosciuto P. 
Santo in Ciminna) che 6i lalllentava perche tutti 10 dilllentica­
vano, Fm Bil1e raccontb tl1ttO a Santo Lo Bello e ad altri, ma 
lIessUllO :::e lW badava, tranne un-certo Franeesco Migliaccio col 
cui impegno :l COl'pO del P. Santo fu identificaxo e posto sotto 
l'alta!e c1ella cripta. Un'altra volt a la devozione del popolQ 
VCI'"O il DOl1len'catlo si ace-ese. tanto dle Antonin Lo Bello dice 
(he . .' ru U 11 SllC(;(:,SSO di andal'e e venire delle genti co~la /Stanza 
c se-ala piena, ('he io 'per vederlo clovetti essere alzato suIle brac­
eia di Illio padre". .N" eIlo stesso a.Jl110 il prezioso corpo fu posto 
in un 'urnll de!,'llll eli lui e gli fu ;ndossata una nuova tunica in­
Vc ce di quella che llveva prima, che soleva ep,sere tagliuzzaia 
dai c1evot i. 

[,a devoziol1e VCl'SO P. Santo e ancora molto viva. N el 12 
gcnnaio ]5'/51, il Can .co Ca:(·agno mi disse in una lettera ehe 
quando :a genie YU a v',;itare i sepo:ti nella l'l'i,pta della Confra­
ternita del Nome d; Gesii spesso si sente dire: "Sapete vi El 
pure Padre MaltlL ancora inta.tto; e nn Santo". E spesso di­
('ono al Canoni('o: "Me 10 fa vedere a Padre Malta? Mi hanno 
deao che e un "unto >,acen10te". Nel 23 novelllbre 1951, in una 
altrn, ('o1l1unieazioIlP, i1 Canonico mi c1isse: "Ogn; 13 del lllese 
I'icordo It- Appariziolli di Fatima. ed essellclo l'ora piu propizia, 
lllo1te per,;olle v()~(iono vedere ;1 ('orpo del Santo Religioso. So 
I1 aecompa!,'llO, no 1i las(;io soli, e c1opo le preghiere in suo suf­
fragio, fo ~·et·itar(C per la IOTa glol'ificazione un Pater, Ave e Glo­
ria alla SS. Trinith". 

P. Ranto (lrech ot,tenne molte grazie ai suo; devoti dopo 
la sua, n1O]',·e. Bm'one e Trapani dmlllo un'elenc:o delle grazie 
ottenute nel 1854, delle quali llli pare opportuno ,segnalare a.lllle-
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110 una. In quell' anno infuriava, in Sicilia U11' epidemia ch~ da 
"Ciminna - 1''Iel1101''e e DO('umenti" del Dr. Y. Graziano tra­
~'pare e.<se~·l' "tata la (·holera. Le autoritiL di Ciminna adottaro­
no le pl'eeaUZiolli neeessarie e la gente l'ieorse al P. Santo, tanto 
('he la eripta dove t\ sepolto era copel'ta c1i lampadine d'olio ac­
'·e;;e. Soltanto tl'e persone soc('ombero all'epidemia in Ciminna 
(' mU; i tre' erano (l'a:tl'e part; clella Sieilia. Baroue e rPrapani, 
dopo l'elenco et grazie ottenufe dal P. Santo, sCl'lvono: "MoW 
alt~'i se;.;ni e pl'Odig i possono attestare la santitu, di questo uomo 
tutto di D:o,che potrebbe parla'l'sene in una vita piu e.stesa". 
Il-popol0 cli Ciminna persevera fino ad oggi nella sua devozione, 
tanto ('he il Can.co Calcagno ne11'l1 gennaio 1951, mi commu­
n' (,0:- "Conosco vec,chiette che a Padre Malta si rivoIgono e 
per 11Ii l'eeitano pl'eghiere: altl'i amano che eotone toccasse i 
suoi Sac'!'i Besti, specia:mente la clestracon cui benediceva. Mi 
dicono che nel passato fac:evano a gara a tagliuzzare la vecchitt 
tun iea che l'ivestiva il('orpo del Ven. Padre Santo". In una 
alt:'a ('omunicazione (19 marzo 1951) il Can.co dice: "Due per­
"one ('he mi hanno richiesto del cotone, mi die-ono a 12 e 14 
del COl'l'ente me.'-e che dopo averle passato nelle loro parti dolo­
!'anti ne abbiano l'icevuto delle grazie di guarigione. Una per­
sona parlava di se e l'altra cli una congiunta" ; e nel 20 a.prile: 
"~rr~, mia drl 19 marzo 1\, ho pm'lato di dur grazie ricevute dal 
Domeni('ano. 11 12 del C'Ol'rente me se me ne hanno comunicato 
lIn'alt~'a, e il 15 un'altra ancora. Quest'ultima, non elietro uso 
ili cotone passato nella clestra del Ven. P. Grech"; e nel 23 
novembre: "Molfe persone si raccomandano a Padre Santo nei 
~oro vari bisogni e una signorina il 21 ottobre mi diceva eli aver 
ricevuto una grazia, il che affermano altre che a Padre Santo si 
racro'mandano". Nel 1 marzo 1951, il Ruddetto Canonico mi 
infol'mh: "I fedeli ne Rperimentano grazie contil111e con I'uso 
(1('1 cotone che tocca le Venerate O,c;sa". 

CONCLUSIONE 

Il 2;'5 novembrf' 1950, Padre M. Coniglione O.P., mi flCris­
~(': "T-Ia tua ultima lettera aerea· mi ha. sURcifato l'entusiaRmo 
pe]' affrontal'e la fatica cli viaggio e di studio a Palermo ......... . 
pe]'('he il Ven .. Santo Grech merita eli essere meSRO in piena 
luce .. : ... " E ilnoto sto:ico esegul. il suo piano e faceva tutto per 
s('orJ'Jre qualehe ('osa 'ntorl1o al Padre Santo negli archivi eli 
Pa'el'mo. :Ma non riusd a trovare nulla fuoreM jJ documento 
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della domanc1a de; primi cittadini di Ciminna, perche il Padre 
Santo diventasse Supel'iol'e del Convento dl S. Domenico. Padre 
M. Coniglione O.P., ando an-che a Cimillna e il 23 novembre 
1952, il Canonico M.A. Calcagno mi sCl'isse che "la tradiziolle 
sul:e V:l'tll di Padre Santo e stata ~empl'e viva, ma c1a ,che e 
venuto Padre Coniglione vi e stato un l'isveglio. n quale risve­
glio molto aumenteJ'u, dopo h1 pubblicazione cli una biografia". 

Questa mia fu una piccola biografia, pero non credo che sia 
completa. percM pl'obabJmente si pub troval'e altri documenti 
ehe rignarilano ia vita ili Padre Santo Grech. Ho serit:to tutto 
questo con l'intenzione c1i ,spingere altri a scrivere intorno al 
grande maltese e eos\. mostrare a tutti le grancli virtu teologiche 
e morali chefanno del Pac1re Santo 'Grech O.P., un sa.nto auten­
t:co (e non soltanto in nome ma specialmnet.e e sopratutt{) nel· 
la vitaL 

P. GALEA, O.P. 

---100---



The International Congress of Old 
Testament Scholars at Copenhagen 

T~E International O~'gani~ation of Old 'r~sj;all~ent Scholars, 
formed at the meetlllg of the Dutch Society Jor Old Testa­

ment Studies held in I.Jeic1en fmlll August HO to September 2, 
Hl50, held its first Congress in Copenhagen from the 25th to 
the 28th August, 195B, 'I'he Congress ,vas attended by over a 
lnmdred members coming 'from almost every cOllntry of Europe, 
from America, from South Africa, and from Australia, The pro­
gramme ine1uded reading of papers, business meetings, short 
communications, a visit to the Carlsbcrg Breweries and a l'ecep­
tio11 b~' Pmf. ,Joh, Pedersen, Chairman or the Carlsberg Foun­
(1atioll, a receptioll at Chl'istianborg by the Minister of Bdnca­
tion, P['of. Hvidberg, \vho was himself a hiblical scholar before 
taking up other duties, and an excursion to the palaces of Fr('­
deriksborg, }"i'redenRbol'g, and Kronbr.l'g'" 

This is a brief summar~' of the papers, 
Prof. n, n, Driver, of Oxford, led off bv a verv interesting 

paper on H eb1'ew Poefz1c Diet if)l/, in which' he de~lt with th'e 
problem of the existence of Anullaisms in the Old rrestament 
and the way of recog'nizing them. He began b,o;; stating the prin­
ciple that "1:he diction of Hebrew poett'~' O\yes much of its dis­
tinctive colouring to the Aramaic language; for, where two s~'­
llonyms are in use, one in prose and the other in poetry, that 
nsed in poeb'~' can often be traced to one or other of the Aramaic 
clialeds", He then went on to define the term "Aramaism" 
illid to point out the difficulty of distinguishing the Aramaic ele­
ment from the genuinel:v B ebrew one A test for recognizing 
Aramaisms is found in the existence of svnOl1vms of which there 
is a vel'," large number due to the' parall~listi~ l1ature of Hebrew 
)loetry. Poets make use of Arama isms both to enrich their vo­
('abulary and to give an archaistic savour to their compositiollFL 

r{,he next paper, J oS'e]Jhfjegchichle mu/ (iltere Cho7cma, was 
h~' Prof. G, von Rnd, of Heiilelberg, who brought, or tried tc) 
bring, the story of Joseph into correlation with the early Wi8-
<1om literature of Israel. '1'l1e original "Sit7- im Leben" of this 
early 'Wisdom is said to be the Court, and Joseph is the perso­
nific~tioll of the ideal high COl1Tt official as represented by the 
maxnns of the sag'es, ConsNluentlv Prof. von Rad conc1udec1 ". I' ., 
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the story of Joseph has neither a histmico-political, nor a cult­
aetiological nor a sotero-theologieal character; it is only a didac­
tie narrative belonging to the ear1~' "\Visdom iiterature with 
"trong Egyptian influenees. 

Prof. 'rh. C. Yriezen, of (Ironingell, spoke on Esclw/oloUY 
([lid Prophecy. Jijsehatology is the doctrine of the last things, 
whether it is the end of the world and tbe beginning 0'[ a future 
life 01' the en:d of present conditions aud the inauguration of a 
lIe\v era. \\That \va;; the prophets' teaching about this problem? 
Prof. Yriezen began by inquiring into the sellse ill which the 
word esc!w[oZoyy mURt' be takeli. Although the prophets speak 
both of the future ill general aR well as of the end of the world, 
it is preferable, Pl'of. YJ'iezen said, to take eschatology in a 
w;der sense, that is to say, in the sense of the term ination of 
the present state of things and the 'inauguration, within the 
framework uf historv, of a new era. It is this historical escha­
tology which the p;'ophets have taught. Prof. Vriezen distin­
guished foUl' perioc!r-- in the prophetic teaching: (i) the pre­
eschatolog'ieal. or, \ve ;;hould sa~', the pre-prophetiD<:'11 period 
characterized by the expectation of a political renovation bring­
ing back to I:,;rael the splendour of Duvi:j's age; rii) the proto­
eschatological period, or the period of Isaiah and his contempo­
raries; (ii i) the actua1-eschatological period, or the period of 
Deutero-Isaiah and his ,contemporaries; (iv) the apocalyptic 
period characterized by a transcenclentalizing eschatology in 
which sa Ivation is expectec1 to come not in th is \Yorld but either 
in heaven or in a new \vo1'ld. 

Pere R. de Vaux O.P., of Jerusalem, seizing the occasion 
of the seeond centenal'.v of the publicabon of Astruc's Conjec­
tures.. .... (1753), made a brief but lucid survey of Penthateu­
{'hal criticism since the time of Astruc. He chailenged the clas­
Rical documentary, or the '\¥ ellhallsen, theory and laid down 
the lines of a llew theory. The Mosaic authorship O'f the Pen­
tateuch, according to Vere de ,\T aux, is not to be understood ;n 
the sense that Moses wrote the Pentateuch, but in the senRe th'lt 
Moses is the centre of the traditions enshrined in it. The fonr 
documents of the VVellhausen ScllOOl fll'e maintained, hut they 
are ch:lnged into traditions which originated in different place" 
0)' s:lnctuaries, \yere handed c1ovn1 orally, and were fin:llly put 
into writing at a much later date. Pere de Vaux recognized his 
indebtedness to the Sc:mc1inavian school, which postulates a 
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period of oral tmnslllisciion before the writtell composition or 
many of the books of the Old 'fel-'tament. J\\re de Ynux vcry 
wisely proposed his theory not as a solutioll uf a problem 'which 
will certainly engage th0 attention of critics for wany years to 
e0111C, b1,lt silllply as refl(:,vioIi8, followillg ill this respect th'e 
modesty of Astruc who called his theorv COlliectllres. 

Pr~f. S. Mowinckel, of 0::;10, read ;1 pap~r on The Heuulc 
equivalent uf Ta.ro in Jss. MOd. i,!', in wh:ch he successfully 
taekled an illlPortant textu,tl and exegetical problelll ill the apo­
cryphal book AssUlnpliu Mosis, which has bcen preserved in tt 

Latin translation, but was, very probably, originally written in 
Hebrew or Aramaic and translated itlto Ureek and from Greek 
into I.Jatin. In eh. 9 mention is luade of a pious Levite called 
'l'axo, v.-IlO exhorts his ::;eVtell childrell to withdraw ill the desert 
aud to be prepared to die ralher thull tmllsgrcss the COllllllalld­
me tits of the Lord. The identity of this lUysteriolls personag'e 
and the interpretation of tile Jl:uue Taxo havc been, [or a long 
tillle, a llmiter of kel'n c1iseussioll. Pmf. Mowinekel proposed 
the following interpretation: 'I'axo i" a Latinized .forlll of Gn~ek 
iacson, a future participle of the verb tORSU 'to ord(-~l', to regul­
ate'. For the dropping of final 11 cp. Platoll = Plato, L;ellOll =Y,l'­
no. But as the Greek text is U translation of a Hebrew originul, 
the word I (JCSOIl lllllst repre~ent a Hcbrew word lllCitH ing '(lr­
dm'er'. FJ'Olll the fact that ill the .T c,vish-G reck philosophy there 
exists a close connexioll lJctwecll thl' Hebrew hog, liuqqa 'laws 
of 11aturc' and the Greek tdcsis' 'ordc!". Pnif. Mowilll'kPl has 
inferred that thc Hebrew 'word ullderlying the Greek Iacs:olI is 
lIlehuqeq which llleans 'collllllauder' and 'collllllander's stair; in 
Sir. 10, 5 it implies tlw idea of spiritual leadership. '['here is, 
therefore. every reason to believe that rl'axo is not a propel' nallle 
but a title of Ol1e who enjoyed authority among the llIelllbers of 
his seet on aecount of hi" learlllllg and piety. 

Prot. B. UelllSt'r. ,)f Pretoria. dealt with a \,Pr\, iuterest­
ing problelll of Hebrew Jjaw, 'The illl/lUrlullcc of t7/(~ Jlldtilln 
Clause in Old Testa·lIltllf L,al(:. Stal'tin!t from a eonsideration of 
the fact that lllanv of the Hebrew laY\~s are lllotivated by sOllle 
religions or eth~cai reaS011 tlnd comparing the Israelite la\~-coclt'" 
WIth those of other neighbouring peoples, Prof. Gelllser arrived 
at th e following conclusions: the Illotive clause is a peculiarity 
of Old Testament law and does not occur in any O'f the law-codes 
of the Ancient Near-Eastern peoples. 'l'he l~lOtive of the law 
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llIay be explana tory, eth ita I, religiou:;, indud iug tultie aDd theo­
logital lUotives, and 11 istorieo-religiouci. The reason of this petu­
liaritv of Hebrew law lllust be song"llt ill the nature of the law­
eolle~tion:; whieh were intended f~'J' the people rather than fm 
jurists. t)ollletillles the mat :ye elau:;e is phrased as a proyerb, 
as in Ex. :23, 8, and it is ,veU known that alllong certain peo­
ples proverbs have the forte I)f legal lllaxillJci. 'rhel'efore, Pl'Of. 
U:elllser concluded, the oC<:Ul'ellee. in the Book of Covenant, Ul 
a proverb cannot be considered as 11 gloss but as a ::;ul'vinll of 
ancient legal procedure. 

Dl'. T. L. Seeligmallll, of Jerusalelll, dealt \yith tlH: prob­
lelll of early Midrash exegetii:;, Vorauss(/zllllgen der ill id rI1Srll u­
e,ceyese, eOlltrastillg the tllol1ern approaeh to the Bible \\"ith that 
of the aneient interpreters. ~Iol1ern exegesis endeayours with nll 
the resources at its disposal to bring back to life a world that is 
both distant and different from ours. On the contrarY, an<:ieut 
interpreters identified the worIa of the Bible with their o\vn, 
transfening the bibli<:al thought to their own age and in their 
O,VI1 writings. 'l'he purpose of this paper was to demonstrate 
this assertion by a close examination of some aspects frolll the 
early history of the :vIidrash 01', more correctly, by illeans of 
:;ome <:onsiderations of the transition of the biblical thought ill 
that of the Midrash. In Dr Seelig-llIann's O\,\,n words, the paper 
was intended "to bring out the relations between the origin of 
:\lic1rashic exegesis and biblical literature and thus to make :L 

contribution to a better understanding of both". 
'rhe Midrashie lIluterial is extraordinady great. Besides the 

:\Iiclrash, one has to exulll ill!> the New '[lestall1pnt writillgs, the 
apocr,vphal and pseudo-epigraphic hooks of both Testamen~s, 
ulld the Dead Sea Serolls. ::\[idra::;hie exegesis is rather artiti­
eial than logical. t)ollletimes a single literary 1l1Otif is different­
l~" elaborated into diflerent narratives. 1.'his fluidity of motij'" 
,md narratives has developed two dil1erent classes of literar~' 
devi<:es, namely association 01 ideas, don ble llleaD ing of words, 
assonance and word-plays, and adaptation i.e. the transference 
of a thought or narrative frOlll its original settil!g' to a later-ana 
different one. All these literary and exegetical faetol':; ure COtll­

mOll to both the Bible and the Midrashic writings. 
Proi'. '1'. H. Robin':;on, 0'1' London, spoke On Hebrelc Pue­

tic FOrlll with special refeJen<:e to The J171lU1ish T-raditiun. Heb­
rew poetry differ:; essentially frolll that of Greece and that of 
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BOll1e Jt \vaS Lowth who. jU03t two hU1ll1red years ago ([)" 
8acra. Poesi II aura.cUT/tIIl, :1',5;3), laid the foundation of llletrieal 
studies by recognizing in Hebrew poetry a rhythlll of thought., 
which he called parallelii'Jlllls JlU?/HUrOTUJlI, and a rhythm of 
sound or metre. For over a cent.ury there was little advance ,Hl 
Lowth's theorv. But metrical studies took a new turn in tIll" 
last quarter or'the nineteenth century. Prof. Hobinson made a 
sllI've,v of the works of Ley, Budde, Sievers, and Schlogl. But 
English sdlOlarship, Prof. RobinsOll remarked, lagged behind. 
(hay's important work, Forms of H eUHm' .Poetry (London. 
1915), has not received the attention ;t deserved. Gray distin­
guishetl three kinds uf parallelislll: 'Complete parallelism', in 
which the secolld part of the lil!c cOl'l'esponds exactly to the 
first; '] nCOll1 plete paralleli;;lll', ill ,yhiclt the correspolldence :s 
only partial and inCOltlplete; and 'Formal parullelislll' or 'N u­
Illerical parallelism', <ts Prl)f. Robi1li:;ol1 would call it, which cor­
l'l'sponds to ]-,owth's 'synthetic paraUeli::nll' and is 110 true pa­
mllelislll at all. Pro£. Robinson then expl'e::;::;ed hi8 0,,,'11 views, 
whieh lllay or may not be universally Llocepted. lIe distinguished 
between sem;e-rhythlll and sounct-rhythm. Sense-rhythm eOllsists 
in a eertain balance of thought in the t,vo parts of a line; SOllllll­
rhythlll is the nUlllber of accents or, as they are sometimes call­
ed, sense-giving viord8 in each part of the line. Hegularity of 
l'h~·tlllll does 110t nece::osarily impl:' rigidity of forlll; and it is 
most unsafe to amend the Hebrew text ill order to reduct' a 
poetic composition to a strictly rigid pattel'l1. ProI'. Hobinsol1 
eoududec1 his paper with the relllllrk that om knowledge of 
Hebrew poetieal forms has considerably advanced since the da.\-s 
of I-,owth, and that recent reseal'eh has at least laid 'H solid basis 
for a· resonably consistent system that will help us to read Heb­
rew poetry as the Hebre,v poets thelllsl'lves meant it to be read. 

JI elm' U' Rh ('turic was the Sll bject of a paper by ProI'. J. 
::'Iluilenburg, of New York. Linding hilllself to repetition as a 
feature of Hebrew stylcc, Prof. ?IT 1I ilenbmg SPOkl" of nU'iolts' 
forllls of repetitioll. SOllletillw<; the verbal root is repeated lO 
give a special energy and movement to the idea expres'led by tl1u 
verb, as galga1 frolll qall 'to roll". Sometimes a mml is re'peat­
ed for the sake o! etllphasit', as 'bad, bad' i.e. Yel':V bad (Prov. 
20, H); 'holy, holy, holy' i.e. supremely hol~- (Is. G, iI), and in 
order to express a "troll!?, elllotion ,Hore eflectively, as "JVIy Goil, 
ll1y God' CP.". 22,1), 'My SOn Absalolll, my son, my son) (2811:11. 
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18, ;3:3). Betlidetl thitl sort or repetitioll, whic:h Pm£. Muilellhul'g 
c:alled 'elemental or prilllitive iteration', there are lllany other 
varieties of repetition; thus J OtIlHlll' tl fable in J dg. 0, 8-1;'5 is 
ebaraderized by the repeated reeurrenee of tbe sallle type o[ 

sentenees. 'The ::mUle phenolllenon oeeurs ill Job's apologia (ch. 
31) and in Arnos' oradetl against the nations (ehh. 1 and '2). 
Hefrains, the repetitiun of tlle first linE' of a pO(:;lI1 at its end, ae; 
in Ps. 8, the repetition o[ celltral key-words throughout a poem, 
as well atl repetitive parallelt:om are otller forms of stylistic re­
petition. Hence it it; extremely precarious to delete as addition,tl 
niatter ,,"ords awl verses silllply because ihe~' repeat what has 
alreadv been said. 

p';.()f. A. R. Jollllson, of CarditI, n',d a pvper on Tilt prilJl­
ary Illl!(J;nillg of tlie /'001 "Ilc('al". The wrb !fa'lll and its deri­
yatiyes are generally usetl ill the sense 'Jf 'to a yenge a knsmall' s 
blood or death, to redeelll one's propel't." or pt'rtlOl], IIlal1 alld his 
propert,v being linked together and \-itall.', bound up with the 
tribe-group. But the lmc;ic: mean ing of U1(' y. (Ill' al i~ sn ill to bp 
.Jto cover', n llleanillg which is required by the eontext ill Job 
a, 5. 'I'his hatl developed 'lIlOthel' llleanillg', 'to protect', as i'l 
tlte Song of Motletl, gx. 15, lB. Jt follows that Yahweh, who 
delivered hi::; people 'fmlll Egypt and latPI' from Balrdon, is their 
Protector cLnd Israel his ]!TOic(f(:g. Consequently whenever 1'al1-
weh itl called the He<1eemcl' (uo' ell of Ttlrael, he tlhould mther he 
called their Protector. ' 

Prof. A. DUPOllt-Sollllllel' , of Paris, dealt \\'itb the pl'Oblelll 
of the origins of tbe ~,\J'[l1llaeans, SliT le d(:llilts dJe /' J[lstdir~ 
.lrtllll(:cn)le. The fil'~t IlIent.ioll of a Jlc'ople, or peoples. eal!pil 
Ahlamu-Aralllaealls occms ill the im;cl'iptions of 'J'iglatpile~('l' T 
I111G-I000 B.C.l. '1'he relation be'tween the two names is not 
electr. Mention of the Ahlallll1 oecurs ill the Bl-AulHrnn letters 
of the JAth eent. H.C. To-day, however, OUl' docullIentar\' e\'i­
dellce goes further back. ;1n illf'criptioll of about the yea;' 20(l(j 
B.O, mentions a people called A rami, and another of the ye,]!' 
10\H-108:3 has a propel' name ;1nl.lllu. Both nallles are very pro­
bably to be identil1ed with the Arcllllueans. Mention of the Ar;!­
Illtteans occurs again, at least very probably, in texttl from Ma­
ri (10th ·eent.), from Ugal'it (I"Hh cent.), and other unpublished 
texts. rrhe Aramaealls, therefore, must flave settled in 2\;1e8')­
potalllia :WOO ~'eal'tl before OUl' em. '1'he problelll of the origin c;f 

the Aramaeantl itl important to Old 'restalllent. studies in vie\v 
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of the relations of the Israelites with the Aramaeans. f\.braham's 
familY settled down at Al'alll Naltrnvn (Gen. 11, en); Be+'llel, 
Abrni~am's nephew, is called AranlH~an (Gen. 25, 20; 28, ;j); 
J acob is described as the wandering Aramaean (Deut. 26, 5). 

'1'he last paper ,\vas b,v Pl'of. J. Lindbloll:, of Lnnd, wh,) 
spoke on The political ba('lfg1'Ciillld of fhe SllIloli omrle. The 
Blessing of ,Jacob, which is reall in Cien. 40, is a tl'ihe poem, 
both epigrammatic and prophetic in character, Rnben enjoys 
superiority over the other tribes. Joseph .is bn,ve m war, hle!'lsed 
by Gorl and consecrated to Him, Juc1ah will have a position lIt' 

s~periority over all the ,)ther tribes and POW0l' over foreign 11a­

tions, and will continne to exercise his pCl\ver until he comes t,) 
Rhiloh. All tbis points tn thefil'st Years of David's re ig'J1 Ol'. 
mOl'e precisely, to' the tillle 'when Davic1 was still in H~hron. 
At that time Ishbaal, RallI's son. l'C'ii:med in 'l'ransjon1an, tIll' 
territory a::;signecl to Hllben. Joseph had no king, hnt it had a 
sanctnarv at Bethel, ·wh ile .J erl1::;alem, in the tri he of .T nclah, 
had not ~'et been made a place df cult for all Israel. ,J udah had a 
king, Davicl, whose kingdom was to extend so as to eompris8J 
the Northern tribes reprt';)entcd by the name Rhiloh. P1'Of. Ijind­
hlom's the::;is is ;'that the poem was composed during the seven 
year>; and six months that Da\'irl was king· in .Juc1nh and rE'side<1 
in Heb1'On". 

Two l1loee papers, one by Prof. T. Rngnell, of Uppsala, :! 
('ritl:ca/ e:ra.minaholl of C1l1'rellt 'I.'ielt:s on HebreiD ]J1'Ophec!J, and 
the other by ProI'. A. Pnrrot. of l'aris, A lltt:/S et illsiallaJiolls 
('llltllelleg cl' M ari were not read ,H; the speakers were unavoio-
ably absent. . 

Besides the reading of these paperS,SOtlk short communica­
tions were mac1e. Prof. E. Hammersbaimb. of Aarhl1s (Den­
mark), called attention to the need of a new critical ('flit ion of 
the Peshitta. His suggt:StlOll was nnanimously accepted and a 
eommittee under the pl'esidenc~' of ProI'. D, Wintnn Thomas, 
()-f Camhridge, was set up. Pmf. 1J. Rost, of Berlin, announced 
the forthcoming pl1blicat.icll of the foll()win,~' works: J, a re­
issue, in a new form, of Sellin's J\.Ol1lIlben/al' Zlllll Illtell Trsia­
lIIeni (1956-1060); 2. the {)th vol. of the se1'ies Palliistill(f- Lite·, 
ra'tllT compiled by P. '1'homsen: :3. a Concordance to the Heh­
rew Bible baRed on Kittel';-; edition and prepared by Dl' G. T.,i­
sowsk:v and Prof. Host himself. Prof. C. B. Sunder-Hanspn, of 
Copenhagen, spoke of his plans for the publication of C'optic 
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biblical texts, beginning from the Sfthidic fragment;:; o'f the N .rr. 
Prof. A. Gil Uleeia, of 1Vbdrid, drew the attention of all pre­
sent to an important and unpnblished manuseript of the Yul­
gftte that has been found in Spain but has not been uHized in 
the great Benedictine editi,))l. Pere de Val1x. of .r el'l1salem, gave 
an informal but extremeh' instructive talk on the latest disco­
veries in the Herbet QUIl1'~'an cave. The literary finds include: 
another copy of the "vVar of the Children of Light" ; an older 
1'01'111 of the "Mannal of Ihicipline"; an ;lntholog'~' 0'£ Messiallic 
prophecies; and other doeuments, S0111e of them in a ver~' pOOl' 
condition and still awaiting deciphermellt. Nearl~' the whole 
edifice has heen excavated in illarch-Apl'il 1\)53, '}'he edifice ,vas 
built ahout the year Ion 13.C. u:'\ l,he dwelling-place of et Je,\'ish 
seet, probably the E:'\senes. The eclif\ee \Y~1.3 destro~'ed b~· an 
earthquake and rebuilt by the samp cOlllmunity. It was again 
destroyed in 56-70 A.D. 1t W'lS l'E'l)Uilt a third time. but not for 
the n~eds of' the community. 1t was finally dest.royed during tlw 
second Jewish "Var and never built again. 

Pere De ','aux WIlS eleded President of the next Congress, 
which will be heJd ill France at Strasb()l1rg, ill ]\:1;30. 

rphe full text of the papers may bE' l'C'ad ill the COllqrl's8 1'0-

l'llme, which is the iil'st of a series of' Supplewents to Yet I/S 

TesUIIIl elltUnL. 

P. p, 8,\1:110'<. 
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Casus M oral is 
'l'amburillus, pel'lllagna negligent,ia sua, studio Theologiae 

I\Toralis a pluribus annis vale dixit; ic1cil'co l"cientiae necessariae 
ad sacmmentales confessiolles Cl udlendus ig'nal'us, in sac-I'o 'rl'i­
hunali omnia ahsolvit, censuris omnibus nOI} exelusis ab Aposto­
lieu Sede et peccatis sibi ab Episcopo l'esel'vatis, (IU,le ne umfJllHIll 
<ltlidem advertit. Monitus de g'rayj sna obligationt' 'l'heologinc 
Morali opera m navandi, aures habet Red .non audit. 

QUAERITUR: 

10. Quaena m, in l)]'c1 i ne ad sacramentulll Poen itentia('. 
scire debeat con'fessl1l'ius. ut sine gravi culpa sese exponel'e pos­
sit ad confessiones sacramentales andiendas. 

20. Num cenSUl'ae et peecata, nt in eaSl1 fP"Nvata, abr-;o­
Juta sint per 'I'amburini absolutionem. 

80. Num rramburinus in alifJlwm poenalll ecclesiasticam 
i neurrel'it. 

SOLUTIO: 

Ad 1. - Ut sine gTtlvi l;l1Jpll sese t'xponere possit COn[(-'8-
sm'ius ad sacramentalesconfessiones al1diendas, pl'incipio gen<"­
I'ali, ea cognoscat oportet fJuae ad Sl1um munns rite obeundnm 
requiruntnr. Munus vero ('onfessarii, uti patet ex Can, 888, p. 
]. est duplex: ,indicis et medici. Non defuerunt ante Codicem 
auctores qui ist;s c1uobuR off1eiis alia adiunxera11t, patTis nempe 
et dodtoris: haec tamen officia facile ad duo a Codice l'eeensita 
redignntur. 

In specie igitnr Confessarius fJua Judex scire c1ebet: (a) in 
qualibet materia praeceptorum cl;vinorllDl etecclesiaRticol'um. 
quaenam sint peccata mortalia et quaenan, yen ialia; (h) specieR 
peccatorum 11ecnon circumstantias speciem mutantes; (c) ohli­
gationes et onera quae per peccata eommnniter contrahi solent, 
ut restitutiones bonorum, famae, fOl'tunae, etc.; (c1) casns l'ese!'­
vatos, censuras, et irreg'ularitates fJuae saepius oc(mrrunt; (e) 
n1atrimon~i impedimenta, modernasquaRdam theOl'ias limita­
tionem prolis respicientes, obligationes communes et proprias 
statnum; (0 ea tandem quae ad essentiam huius sacramenti pi 
quae ad validam lieitamqne administrationnm tum ex parte ip­
siur-; ministl'i, tum ex parte poenitentis requiruntur. 
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Qua Mediclllll Confessal'ium cog,noscere necesse est omnia 
peccatorulIl et tentationnm remeclia et rnoelos quibus poenitens 
<l b infil'llIo suo statu resurgere possit. Rcint quollue Confessarills 
prudentel' illa insinual'e juxta conditionem et, circumst.antias 
poenitentium, nec i11a sub peccato imponat. seel ita efficiat ut 
libenter a poenitente suscipiantur. Hac in re certe opus eF£ mul­
tu industria. 

Haec om]) ia. ut patet, acquirere non potest Confessariu8 
nisi operalll det 'rheologwe Moral i. ne<]ue huiusl1Iodi scientiam 
8upplere p08sunt s;ve dutes i ngenii sive c.l~perientia. sive etiam 
8011118 81'11.'1118. quae tl'ia scientiam quidem adiuvant, sed ein8 par­
tes explel'E' nequeunt, quia rrheologia Moralis diversas complec­
titur scientias inter se dissitas et, in l1Iagna pa,rte, legibm; posi­
tivis constat, Non tamen tenetnr Confessariu8 praedicta omnia 
scire exade, resolute vel memorite! ita ut de his omnibus reso­
lute dissel'cre vel illa l'ecitare pos,qit, quod ipsis viri8 doctis im­
possibile fm·et. Sed sufficit illn posilide1'e in hobitll, itt. ut, quan­
do a poenitente peccata proponuntnr, possit. Confessarius de iBis 
pl'udentel' iudicare aut saltem duhitare. 

Den i(jue vero certum est maim'em minoremve scientiam 1'e­
quiri pro diver8itate lOCOl'Ulll et poenitentium : maior enim scien­
tia relluiritul' ad excipiendas confessiolles' in magna eivitate quam 
in parvo et 1'emoto pago; maior in eonfe8sione doctorum v.g. me­
dicornm, rnercatorum, judicum quam rustico1'nm; maior in pa-
1'ocho et in poenitentiari(J quam in' simpliei confessurio. 

Hinc peccat C'onfessul'ius qui sine debita scientia, extra ca­
sum necessitatis, libel'e confessione8 audit: se expollit enim pe­
riculo graviter errandi ideoque sacramento gravem iniuriam, ani­
mahus vero magllum damnum inferendi. 

Peceat qnoclue Superior vel etiam Examinatores peccant qui 
ignaro sacerdoti veniam concedunt confesc;iones excipiendi, lluia 
ei118 peccato c0l18entiunt at,que cooperantl1l'. Peccat tandem poe­
niten8 qui de industria ineptum confessarium eligit, 

Ad n. - Ante omnia nos scire oportet quod: 
10. peccata reservl1ri solent vel ratione sui vel mtione 

censura.e. Censurae vero aliae reservatae sunt ab homine et aliae' 
a. inre. A iure aliae S, Sedi, aJiae Ordinaria sive proprio sive loci, 
aliaenemini l'esel'Vantllr, Inter reservata,s S. Sedi aliae specia.­
lissimo modo, aliae speC"ia/i modo, aliae tandem simpliciter 1'e­
servatae sunt (1). 

(1) Can. 2245. 
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20. a) e,dra periculUlIl iIlortis. a ccn8uri8 alJ hOlltin(~ 1'e8e1'­
vuti::J illi tantuUl ab::Jolvere po::Ji::mnt qui eas infiixerullt, aut 8e11-
tentialll tuleruut honullque superiorc::J, sueces::JOl'es, aut delega!:i 
ab ulterutro) et qu;ck-m etial1l::Ji delinqllells uIlo dOlllicilimll aut 
quasidomiciliulll transtulerit. A. l'eservatis a inTe, si nemini l'e­
servulltUl', quilibet Confesi:ltll'ius absolvere potest et in qUOCUlll­

que casu; si Ordinar;o l'eservuntLll', ipse tantulll abwlvel'e potest. 
vel eius Superior, succe::;sor. aut delegatm; (2), canon icu::; poe­
nitentiarius quilibet (a). vel tandem privilegi,ltI uti oUllt Conk;­
sarii Hegulul'es Ollme6 (+); si S. Sedi l'esel'vantur, ipsa S. Sedes 
potest absolvel'e omniCsljue alii (lui ab Ba absolvelltli l'P::::peeti­
varn· facultatem . illl petravel'int (5). 

b) in periculo mortis, "om nes saeerdot • .:'s, licet ad con1'(,6-
siones non adpl'obati, vali.le et I icite ,absolvutlt <lllodibet PO(,1l i­
tente::J a quibusvis peccutis ant censlll'is, quantUlllvis l'e::Jel'vatis 
etnotoJ'iis, etiallli)i praesens sit sacL"l'c1os adprobatus, salvo prae­
sc:ripto eau. 88-1, :2:23:2" (Il), h.c. facta except!one (luando agitllJ' 
de ab::Jolutiolle COltlplicis ill peec:atcl tUJ'pi, et, si ConfesstlrillS in 
periculo mortis, speciali carens racultate. absojyit a eellSlIl'iE ab 
homine vel specia lissill10 modo S. Sedi re,;erva tis. tune. pro istis 
cellsuris tan tuUl, poel! itells, postqUUlll cOllvulllC'L'it, tenetlll' "(~­
eUl'l'ere, sub poc nu reincidentiae. ad tlIUlIl qui seh tentialll tlllit, 
si agitul' de cellsura ab llOmine, ad S. Poenitentiarialll ve1 ad 
BpiscopUfll aliulllve facllltute j1l'[leditLlltl, si de censura u iure 
agitul'. 

e) ill CaSu l//'!/cllti, ""j nelllpe Cl'nsurue lutae senientiue ex­
terius sel'v[ll'i nequean t sine periculo ~Tayis sea!ld ali vel in'fam iac. 
aut si durUlll sit pOl'nitent.i in statu gravis pec('ati pel'lIIll1lC'I'e 
per tempus nec:ess(t!'iul1l ut Superior competeris provideat, tunc 
quilibet confe::;s[lrius in foro sacrament-aIt ab eisdelll, quoquo lI!O­

do resel'vatis, ahsolyere potest, inilllleto OllPre l'('('ul'rendi. cmb 
poena reineidentiac, intra llll'nSClll saltell! per ('pi::JtOlalll et pPI' 

coufessHriulll, si id fieri po:-:sit sine gran incolllulOdo, rctieito 110-

(2) Can. 2253. 
(:3) Call. 40l. 
(4) YEHMEEHSOH-CHEUSEK, ]iJl'itoll/l~ .T.e., )feehliniae, 1921, Ill, 

p. 442; D. PRUl\nmH, J/anuu!e ,J.e., Eel. IV., Friburgi, 1927, 1). 
a29; A. COI~ONATA, Jllditutiones .rJf., Taurini, I, p. 799, et IV, 
p. 16/1; H. NOLDIN, De Cen,wl'is, 19~n, n. 95; "PCI'ficc jJ!-llnlls", 
1934, ,p. :31. 

(5) Can. 225:3, 11. 1, :3. 
(6) Call. -882. 
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mine, (le S. Poenitentiariam vel ad Epitlcopulll aliulllye Superio­
rem praeditulll facultate et standi eiusmandatis" (7). 

30. Idem babe <]uoad peccata ratione slli reservata. "Ulli­
CUIlI peccatull1 ratione sui reSel'VatUlll Sandae Sedi est falsa dela-
1 io, <J LW sacerdotl lllnocens accusatur de crimine sollicitation is 
apud j uelices ecclesiasticos" (8). Ab hoc igitur peccato nelllO ab­
clolvel'e Ix)te"t nisi ipsa S. Sedes et (1ui ab Ea delegati fuerint. 
Ab aliis autem peccatis quae sibi l'eservat Episcopus, ipse 1'ese1'­
vans absolvere potest, vel eius successor, superior, Yicarius Cle­
nendis, canonicus poenitentiarim; quilibet, parochi tempore 
praecepti pascbalis, lllissional'ii tempore missionum, Victll'ij li'ora­
llaei, alii que delegati (9). Salyo etialll privilegio S. R. E. Ca I'd i­
nalium (10), EpiticopOrlllll (11) et Sacerdotum iter aeriUltl at<]ue 
lllaritilllulU ad nOl'lllalll can. 88:3 arripientiulll (12). 

Ex dictis iam nunc clare constat Tamburinum nimis exbor­
bitasse in absolutione danda. In sacro enim 1'ribunali, sine ulla 
sibi delegakt potestate, omnia absolvit censuris omnibus non ex­
dusis ab Ap. Sec1e et peecatis sibi ab Episcopo reservatis. Quid 
ergo de absolutionibus a Tamhurillo datis, suntne validae? Ce/,­
tUIIl est quoad censuras quod "si C'onfesc:aril1:::, ignorans resena­
tionelll, poenitentelll a censnra et peccato ab sol vat , ahsolutio 
censurae valet, dUlUlllOdo 110n sit censura ab homine aut censura 
specialissimo lllodo Sedi Alx>stolicae reservata" (18). Circa llll­

lClll validitatclll absolution is illlpertitae a confessario ignorantc 
reservationelll ab BpSCOpUlll facta III , n ill il habetur directe .;n 
Couiee; ust si absolutio a peccato cui eensum adnexa est Y;J let. 
idem, saltelll a pari, diceudulll absolutionelll a peceato ab Epi­
scopo sibi re:::ervato valere. Confestario insuper ignoranti aequi­
paratur confessarius distractus, el'ram;, aut immelllOl'. .\ tqu i 
distraetio, error, et obliviscentia non obstant valori absolution is. 
Brgo ne<]ue ignorantia etsi 'crassa vel snpina. Tambnrini igitul' 
absolutiones a censuris et a peccati" ab 8piscop<, ~ibi reservatis, 
exceptis exeipiel1dis, validae c1ieendue sunt usque ad lllOnitio-

(7) Can. 2254, p. 1. 
(8) Can. 894. 
(9) Qan. 899. 

(10) Call. 2:39, p. 1, n. 1, 2. 
(11) Can. 349, p. 1, n. 1. 
(12) Cfr. Motu Proprio Pii Papae XII, 16 Dec. 1947, in :-LLS'., 1948, 

p. 17. 
(13) Can. 2247, p. 3. 
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netn. lIonitiolle vero illi facta, casus III Lltat tipeCiL'lU .. Per halle 
monitionem 'l'amlmrinus llUlJe advel'tit ([uod ill aliquilms easi­
bus absolvere nequit; ast qUill am ::;int ea::;lJs isti nOIl quaeriL ut 
seiat. Culpabilitl igitur evadit TambUl'inu::; (lUl~L bona tidetl, qualll 
SUPPOl1Ullt CanollEs, tLlllpliu::; habe1'i !lOll potest in eu. Jilrgo ab­
solutiolles ab eodelll post lllollitiollelll iltlpertitae uti iuvali(lau 
et 1lullae habendae sunt. 

Ad Ill. - lterulll di::;til1guendlllll e::;t: ante lllonitionCtll 
TalllLurino factam, iptie Tanll)llrinlJ::; nullum poenam incuJ'rit, 
quia poenue a Codice cOHllu;nutae plenulll cognitionelll uc deli­
berationelll exigullt. Dicitur ellil1l in Cau. :3338, p. 1, "Ab::;ol­
vere prae::;umellte::; ::;ine debita facultate ab excollllllunicatiollc 
latae selltentiae speGiali::;billlO vel speciali lllodo Sedi Apostolieao 
re::;ervuta, inculTunt iPbO facto in eXCOllllllUn!Cationelll Sedi 
Apotltolieae ::;illlplieitel' re::;ervutalll", et in Call. "8acerdotl, <jui 
tline nece::;tluria iUl'isdidione praeSlllllptlel'it sacramentales C011-

Je::;tliones ulldire, e::;t ipso facto ~m::;pell::;us a divillis; qui vew a 
peceatis reservati::; absolvere, ipso facto sllspensllS C8t ab alldien­
di::; uonfes::;ionibus". Attlui quando lex habet verba: im/(~,)ll111p.)e­
rit, allSUS fllerit, scientcr, si lldiose, tClIlcra'fie, cOllSUltO c(Jcrit. 
aliave silllilia, non SOIUlll oblivio et inadvertentia 8eel et ip,;a 
ignorantia era8sa yel :mpinu exullsat (1.1). Monitione autelll 
facta, 'l'amLurillu::;, qui (lureo habet sed 1101/. (ludit, non eHugit 
poella::; in praecedentibu8 eanol1ilH18 lataH. Hatio e8t quia nunc 
lege m eognoseit et si 'l'alllburinlls igllorat praeeit;e in quilms clt­
bibus ab::lOlvere ne(!lleat, hoc e i debetur ex ignorantia afIedata 
quae a poeni:,; latae sentelltiae nUllHlualll excusat (15). Haec eniw 
igllorantiu est directe yoluntaria, et proinde non tantum nOll im­
minuit peccatulll sed potiu::; dlud auget, emu studiose qui s eum 
lluaerat ut Jiberius contra legem agat. 

COllcllldendul1l l'bt igltnr Talllburinulll llustrl1111 lllUgllllJll 
es:,;c peeeatorelll et coram Deo et coram hOlllinibu:,;. ProTullat 
elliUl tiacrament1ll1l Poenitentiae, bonis privat spiritualibu::; poo­
n i telltes, iura laedit aliol'lllD) etc. 'l'am bur ill us igltur, ipselllc t 
confitens, nisi eongruam diligentium "incel'c l'roponat, aLsoh·j 
non potest utpote indi::;poRitus defectu necessurii propo::;iti elllcn­
dandi Sllalll 110tabilem atque Inortalem !legligentiaIn. 

(14) Can. 2229, p. 2. 
(15) , Can."' 2229, p. 1. 

A. 'l'ABONB. 



Short Notes 
A Oopy of J. Benoit's edition of the Latin Vulgate 

in the Library of the Royal Malta University. 

1'1Ie Library of the Hoyal University of J'vIaita Ims rec:ently 
(Lc:ql1ired a copy of the :311d edition of the Latin Vulgate, pre­
pared by Jean Benoit, and published in the year 1541, and re­
pr:llted in 155:2. A fu:l <1CC:OllJlt of the way by which the book 
eutered into the University Library· and a detailed description 
of its ,I,:ontents have b( en given by Pro£. Fr. S. Zarb ill SCIENTIA, 

19 (1958) 184-140, 149-168. After reading .those articles one 
is left with the impression that th'", edition of the Latin Bible, 
which is incidelltally dei:il"ribed as 'a pre<:ious ac:quisition' (p. 
1G7), 'a useful document of the XVI c:entury which deserves 
to be more :thol'oughly studied' (p. 167), 'a. c:riti.eal edition of 
the Latin Vulgate' (p. 168), 'a prel'ious volume' incomparably 
superior to all the XVI c:entury editions of the Latin Vulgate 
I. xiflting in the Hoyal Malta I..Jibl'ary Cp. 168) (1), is really one 
of the bei:it JGth century ('!'itiea: ed:tiollS of J erome's Latin Bible 
and therefore a most V'uluable aid for the textual criticism of 
the ].-Jatill Vulgate. 

I am afraid the panegyrical tone of Pro£. Zarb'i:i description 
is apt to mislead .the inexperienced reader into bel'eving that 
tbi", work is really a standard eritieal edition of the I..Jatin Bible. 
But ProI'. Zarb ':-; own words show that it i,s IlOt. Every stu­
dent of the his.tory of the Latin Vulgate knows only too well 
that most of the] 6th century editions of the Vulgate, although 
appan'ntly based on a cj';tieal examination of manuscriptfl, have 
vel'y often 1>een made to agree with the origilla! Hebrew and 
(;t:cek texts thus (li:"figuring .Jerome't; wQrk and adding to the 

(1) Proi'. Zarb enllllJerate~ the~e editions: Que of 15:38 printed in "e­
nice in taberua libraria divi Bernard:ni; Olle of 1543 printed ill 
Zurich: Tiguri exeudebat C. Frosehouerus; one of 1587 printed in 

Venice aut! repre~ents the text of Ioannes HelltiullS (8:C) Meehli­
nensis; and Olle of 1594 printed in LyoIls: Lugdllni apud 'l'homam 
Sovbr.on. There are some other editions of the 16th century which 
have escaped Prof. Zarb's attention. 
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ever-inc!'easing var:ety of text.s. This is recognized by Pro£. 
Zarb himself, who tries to justify those earlY editors by the plea 
that 'textual critic:sm had not yet attained its perfection' (p. 
15B). Bnt this IS exactly the great defect of J. Benoit's edi­
tin:), wh'ch has no value at all for the recovery of Jerome's 
original work. H, HU1'tel' in his "Nomendator 1..Jitel'a!·ius'·' calltS 
.T. Benolta \vr:ter of lesser authority ("minoris auctol'itatis") 
:1I1d mentions his "Scho1i:1 :n Universam Scriptldam", but not 
his edition of the I~atin Vulgate. 1'hiR is admitted by Prof. 
~arb (pp. 189i'). And Dom H. Quentin, O.S.B., a very high 
[Hltho!'ity on the history of .the 1..Jatin VT 19ate, writes: "1..1es 
editions (h>. ........... Jean Benoit (1541) s'appuient SUI' ces faux 
prineipes et clefignl'ent le texte hiel'onymien: HOUS ne pouvonR 
(lone que 11 s ecarter de cette etude Oil nom; cherchons a retracer 
le,.; pl'Og]'esa('comp~is an ('our~ des siecles par la critique du texte 
cif' la VUlgate" (2). Finally, Benolt's edition has been used 
1~ e it,her by W onli:;wol'th-Wh ite nor bv the Benedictines in their 
J'espe('t:v~ editions of the 1.1,itin Bibre. So I do not think Be­
nOlt's edition 'dpservPR to be more thoroughly sfuc1iec1'. At any 
mtp, J'l'Of. ZUl'h should have given at least a specimen list of 
yariant readings, textually snperior to those of other editions, 
in order to f.timlllute furthe~' study of the edition. 

I ,:;llOUlc1 like to add a few other remarks. The edition pre­
pared by the Dominican Albert 0aRtellanus was published in the 
year 1511 not in 1506 (p. ]52). The date given at the end is 
'.'\.nno Dom;ni. 1VI.d.xi. Vcalenc1as Iunii'. 

'rIle order of the book;:: of the New Testament: Gospels, 
Paul, Acts, Catholic Epi;::t1eR, Apocalypse, is that of the Paris 
Diblp of the 18th century and i.e; f01md in all the editions of the 
1 ;'5th rentury. 

At the end of his ar1:iclp Prof. Zarb, with the same laudat­
orv strain, savs that none of thp ] Gth centnrv T~atill Bibles 
exAing in th~ Royal 'Maltf1 1.1ibl'ary call compal:6' with Benoit's 
pditioll (p. 168). 'rhis is hardly correct Pro£. Z'arb is und6r­
pst;matinp: the value of the edition prepared by J. Hentenins, 
which is among the editions exi.e;ting in the Royal Malta T..1ib­
rary. Om' edition is t11at of the year 1587. The original edition 

(2) ;l[ ,sm'oiTe .~1IT /' eto:b7is.~em ent dll tcxtc de la F1I/gote; Rome-Paris, 
1922~ p. 127. 
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was published in 1547; it was revised by Lucas Brugensis (1574) 
and was the basis of both the Sixtine (1590) and the Clemen-
tine editions of the IJatin Yn~gate. P.P. SWDON. 

* * * 
The Jeremias-Zacharias puzzle in Matthew 27,9. 

In a "hort note in '''rhe Journal of Theological Studies", 
1052, :327f, Fr. R. Sutd'ffe has tried to explain the attribution 
of 11 quotation from Zacharias to J eremial' by assuming that 
Matthew made use of a list of Old Testament books in which 
Jeremias was at the head of the prophets. Hence :the words 
'said by Jeremias' in Matthew 27,9 are equivalent to -'said in 
the prophet",'. 

This explanation fails to take into account <:ertain facts 
which I am pubmitting here :.~ 

1. ']'11e four major prophds were, most probably, written 
on separate scrolls with the name of the prophet on the respec­
tive scroll. Therefore ea:·h scroll was known by the name of its 
author. But the mino]' prophets were an gathered in one scron 
with Hie title 'The Prophet"". They are mentioned colle.ctively 
hy Simcides in the 2nd century B.C. (49,12). Tn the New Tes­
ta,ment they are never quoted hy name, except in Acts 2,16 and 
RoOm. 9.25, but always as 'the Prophet' (Mt. 2,5.15; 21,4) or 
'the Prophets' (Act" 13,40) or 'the book of the Prophets' (ActR 
7,42). Sometimes the <ll'otation or reference iR introduced by 
the formula 'it is written' (Mt. 11.10; 26,31; etc.) or 'the Scrip­
ture sayp,' (oTn. 7,42; 19,37)' 

2. ?';a.chariaR is quoted three timef; in Maithew , namely, 
21,4.5; 20,31 and :37,0, never by name. 

3. Matthew refers to Isaias by name ~ix times. and only 
twice as 'the Pl'Ophet'. This is inexplicable if Ma.tthew made 
nse of a list of hooks with J eremias at the head of the Prophets. 

4. Rnpposing Mt. 27,9 to be a conflate <luotation, we have 
a .,imijar <ll1otation :n Mc. 1,2.3 where Malachia~ and Isaia8 are 
separately qnote(l under the name of Tsaias, Malachias having 
no proper name· as he comes under the general appel1ation of 
the Prophets. 

5. 0011('~n"ion: it is very likely tha.t Matthew wrote simply 
'what has been said by lhe Prophet', as in 21,4, and tha.t a·n 
early copvi~t inserteil the name of J erem;as on the ground of a 
rrdain affinit~T of the quotation to Jeremiaf;. 

P.P. SAYDON. 
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"Respondit et dixit." in the Vulgate. 

The verh 'respondere i; ver~' often used in the Vulgate where 
no question has been asked and no anfn,ver is expected. 'nmf', 
limiting ourselves to the Gospels, Mt. 11, ~5 'At tlmt time .Tei:ms 
answered and said', but no question had been put to hiut; Cl! 
rtlso Mt. 12,38; 15,15; 17, 4; 19, 27; 22, 1; Mc. 9, 4. ;:l7; 
10, 21-; ]~k. H, 16; In. 2,18; 5,17; 10,32. 1n all these eases 
the translation 'and he answered' does not Lit in with the 
eontext. 

The verb respondil, \vhether it is used alone. or is followeel 
by et di~Tit, is a literal tl'.ll1slation of the (h'eek apekl'l'fhe, whieh 
is the literal equivalent of the Hebl'e\v verb ' ana(j). 'rh ere fore 
the real meaning underlying' the Greek apek1'l'the and the TJatin 
'l'espunrUt niust be sought. in the Hebn'\v verb 'ana!.i). Now th is 
verb means primarily 'to express one's mind by words, to com­
municate one's thoughts'; hence 'to begin to speak, to address 
(an audience), to answer'. These varions meanings have been 
preserved and must be recognised in the Vulgate. Thus lYIt. 
12,:-38 "rune responderunt ... dicentes' Malt. qabzl/. qall111l. Mt. 
15, 15 'Respondens autern Petrus dixit ei' qabez qal Pietrn; so 
also Mt. 17,4; 19,27; Mc. g, u; Mt. 22, 1 '11jt respondens .Tesns 
dixit itenull' rega' Oem't fJabad ikellimho'll!. Me. 10, 24 'At Je­
sus rursus respondens ait illis' U rega' Gesll qabadiyli id illlOHl. 
Sometimes, ho\,;evel', the particular shade of meaning' inherent 
in the verb 1'espondit is 80 faint that it can hardly he recogn ize(l. 
and the verb may be translated simply 'he spoke' or 'he said'. 
Thu;:; Mt. 11, 2::5 'In illo tempore respondeD'; Jesus dixit' Tkel­
lelli Oel<i'l 11 qal 01' simply qal (ies11. Mc. g, :37 'Respondit illi 
Joannes dicens' t?al (Jwanni Lk. H, 16 'Respond it .Joannes di­
cens' Qal (}wanni . .In. 2.18 'Responderunt Judaei et elixerimt.' 
Qallllu l-Lhud or qabd'll iyitidu/u. l-Lhlld. .In. !:5, 17.18 'Jesus 
antern respond it eis' illela qallllOlII Oesl1. In. 10,;12 'Respondit 
eis Jesus' Qallhom rieSli or even s/(lqsieholn Oe8·t'l. 

. This bihlical use of the verb respondere is genprlh' I'P­

cognized by all modern translators of the New Testnment.· 
P. P. SWD00l. 



Book Reviews 
rIBURTIUS GALLUS, S.J., Tnterprelaiio M(m:%(fica Pro· 

toevangelii Postiridentina usque ad definitione'lll, dogmati­
ca III I III maculatae Concept iOllis. Pars prior: :1 etas aurea 
&l'e(Jcsis CatllOlicae a Concilio 'l'ridenlino (JM5) usque ad 
all/lIll11 lotiO. Ediziolli di S10ria e LetteratUl'a, noma, 1958, 
pp. xvi + 286. 

Hoc opus simnl cum altera parte mox edenda et aliis ab 
ipso Galluf-l Unteqmdatio lIIariolo(jllca, Protoevanaelii (Gen. 8, 
15) tell/pore postpatrisfilco llsq1le ad COllcilimn Tridcntinnl1l, 
d. Mel. 'l'heol. Ill, 1950, 61-53) et ab aliis iam editis (Fr. DJ::ew­
nink, Die l1larioloyische Del/fullg von Gen. 8, 15 ill der l'r'iter­
uit, Bl'E'slau, 19~34; V.G. Bertelli, L'in/,er7)relazione 1IIariolo­
!7ica d(~l Protovan(Jelo (Gen. ;], 15) negli eseyeti .. e t.c%(Ji dopu 
la.iBolla 'Ineffabilis' Del/s' di Pio IX (Z3U4-.194·8) ;in "Ma,rirn­
nnm", 18[19;5] J257-:2911 tl'tlctationClll completam efficinnt h18-
toriae i nte!'pretationif-l, et praesertim interpretationis mariologi­
eae, Gen. 0, 15. Notnm est (Juam ne-riter de n'ro 8ensu l)roto­
evangelii interpretes et theo1ogi Cathohci clisputarint ,et clispu­
tent. Sunt (jUt sensum mario1ogicum literalem totis viribus de­
fendant, dum a:ii SeMUll1 ,typicum praeferunt ; alii explicite, for­
maliter, perspicue Mnriam ill llluliere yel in semine promissam 
vide;nt, ali i llonnif-li implicite, virtualiter, obscure earn praedic­
t.am pntant. Neque clesunt qui verba Gen. 3 .15 ad Mariam nul­
lo modo 1'efer1'l posse affirment. Diversac; sententias €arumglle 
argumenta vide apud P.F. C,euppens, Dc M ari%flin biblica, Ro­
mae, 19,18, pp. 6-23. Cum tarnen Pins IX in Bulla Jnettnllilis 
De1't!) et Pius XII in Bulla 111'lllliticentissilllllS Dells verbis Gen. 
3, 15 utnntm ad doctl'inum de Imma.(;u1ata Conceptione B. Vir­
ginis eiusdelllque Assumptione confirmandam, neIllO non videl 
quanti momenti sit totUll1 traditionem Catholicam de vera 0t 
gennina interpretatione: Gen. 8, 15 inquirere et argumenta per­
pel1dere quibus c10ctrina o.atho1ica fulcitur. 

Quod opus P. Gallus aliique ('onatis viribus aggressi sunt. 
In libro, quem prae oculis habemus, P. GalllJB dodrinam theo­
logorum a· o.onci1io TridentinQ usque ad annum 1660 investigan­
clam s:bi proposnit, ulie1'iore investigatione in a1iud tempus 
diIata. 
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A. 184 theologos, maxima ex parte Uatholicos, ut testimo­
nium in sensum Gen. 3, 15 dicant, in ius' vocat .. Plerique, obli­
vione iamdiu obruti, ad vitam revocantur et se in iudicio testes 
nobili.'3:;imae cautiae sititun.t. Verba eorum accurati:;sime refe­
lUl1tur, plel'umque nullo verbo audoris addito. En conclusio 
huius inquitiitiouiti: A Conciiio Tridentino usque ad annum 1592 
u,ffemntUl' testimon:u, 48 theologol'lnn, ex quibl1S 38 sunt Oatho­
lici. Praevalet intel'pretatio Ohristologica innixa ledione 'ipse 
(·onteret' in margine ,rulgatae introdueta, Sed 21 theologi, inter 
quos sn1TIcit memorasse p. Oaui6iulll, L. Bl'ugensem, B. a· ;Me­
dina, S. O. Borromeum, A. Salmeronem, S. R. Bellarminum, 
sensum lllariologiculll etiam agnosclUlt,. quem significatum vo­
lunt non verbis 'ipsa conteret' sed 'inimicitias ponam'. Mari'a 

• vie-it diabolulll per Ohristulll cuius Mater erat. In altera perio­
do, quae Gsqlle ad allllllm 1660 pl'odueitur, A. 136 interpretes 
recen.-;et, ex quibus 114 Oatholici sunt, 83 titant pro sensu ma­
r'ologico queJll fundatul1l putaut verbiti 'mil1l~citias ponam'. 
Semen mulieriti etit Uhrititus. Victoria Mariae in diabolum ver­
bo 'colltel'et' expressa non e:;t nisi consequentia inimicitiae mu­
lier;:; in diabolulll., Ergo sive legitul' 'ipse' sive 'ipsa', verum 
r'emper erit Mal'ialll contrivisse caput serpenti.s aJiuvante suo 
lrilio quem genuit. 

f-:\ummi momenti sunt hae eOlldutiioneti, eum luculenter os­
ielldallt quam finna, quam dara, qeam divulgata in Ecc1esia 
saee. IG et 17 l'ued intel'pretaiio mariologica Gen. 3, 15. Sed 
le:;timonia illtel'prl-tum et theologol'um l'ectills aestimarentur si 
quid eoruill argulllenta va:erent A. perpenclisset. Aliqui enim 
simplicifer asserunt muliel'em edse Marialll v!ctrieem diaboli, 
nello tamen allato 'argt1lllento. Alii loquuntur de sensu literali, 
de Sentill allegorieo, typieo et lllYStiCO. Plerique ad auctoritl1tem 
Pat~'ulll et tbeologonun alltiquorulll provocant, nullo novo ar­
gumcnto allato. UllUS a:te1've anceps haeret, et in quamnam 
partclll propentiat nOll apparet. Btsi longe maior pars theologo­
rum :;enSUJll mariologicum tue.tur, eOl'lUl1 ratio argumentationis 
non .semper clara apparet. Aliqui tota;m vim argumenti ponunt 
in .contrit'one capitis serpent;s, idem putal1tes esse 'caput se1'­
pent's' et peceatum originale. Alii inimicitias inter mulierem 
et SCl'pelltem potius eifel'lll1t sed, nullo nexu, adaunt cOlltritio­
nem capitis serpentis ab 'ip.so' Ohristo factam vel ab 'i.psa' Vir­
gine. Quae omnia, etsi minima videntur, non purum lucis con­
clusioni a'ttulissent. Sed lector potest ipse textus singulQs per-
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(·Ut'J'el'e et iuc1i('ium siLi eflorma!'e, non de doctrina theologorum 
q uue uLiqlH:' c :al'a est, ,sed de eorum ratione al'gumentandi et de 
valorq eOI'Ulll al'gumentol'ull1. 

Ct'tel'Ulll opu:; P. (iallu:s e::;t non solum pl'etiosuIll udditu­
l1lel1tl11l1 ud stndia mal'iUlla ~ec1 etiam monumentum praeclarum 
laLoris et patientiae sollertis auutoris cui omnes grati esse de­
bemu,~. 

11t nda tYPOjgraph;c<l, q:rol'tllll haud purvus 'est numerus, 
fade n legelltibus cOl'J'iguntur. P.P. SAYDON. 

* '" 
H.P. DOM PHOSPBH GUEHANGBR, Abbl; de 8oh:l''11 I C':s , 

"JJ'AmHSe IJitul'g'que". Edition nouvelle, reV11e et mi:;e a, jOllr 
pa~' les llloinei' de Sole,.,mes. Six volumes in 16 0 

: 1. L' Avent et 
~Olq, 1048, pp. xxix +8;'55 ; n. 8eptuagesime, Cal'cme et Pas­
sion, H) 49 , pp. 1024; Ill. 11e temps pascal, 1950, pp. 1033; 
IV. Le temp::; npl'es la Pentecote, le pm'tie, 1951, pp. 861; 
Y. I,ctemps apI'l's :a Pentef'ote, 2e partie, 1952, pp. 970; VI. 
pl·;ntil1g. Dt ::;C"\t'e et eie, 'romnai. 

'rowu~'ds the end of 1841, under the auspices of the Arch­
bishop of Paris, Mp'. A. Affre; Dom Gueranger, abbot of Soles­
me,.;, pl:bl'shed hi::; first volume of the "Allnee Liturgique". 
'When be diel1 in 1875, he bud only published nine volumes, 
hut the work wa::; (olltinued by another monk of Solesmes, Dom 
jJlll'ian FI'01ll'<lge, \yho between 1878 and 1900 published the 
last s:x volumes, while ill 1904 another Benedictine, Dom R. 
Biron, added a general inth-x to the whole work. 

DOlll Gneranger's aim in writing the "Annt~e Vtl1rgique" 
was to "servir d"nterprHe a la sainte Egli..-e, de mettre les fic1c­
les a pOl'tee tle la suivre dans E'a prien: de (:haque saison :mysti-. 
qne, et mellle de ebaque jour et de l'ha(Jue heure". 

The whole \vork is divided into five sections. The first 
s('d.ion dealH \v:th Advent ulld Christmas-tide ana includes also 
ihe feu::;:" of the saint::; from the 30th November to the 2nd 
February. '1'hi,.; section is found in volume One of the present 
pdition, which eorre~ponds to vol::;. 1, Z, 3 of the former editions. 
'rhe se(;ond section ti'eats of the period between Septuagesima 
Sunday and Holv Saturday and deals 'also with the .saints' feasts 
fl'Olll the 3rd F~brual'Y to' tlw 5th APT:l: this is .the second v().. 
lume of the pl'es@t edition and corresponds to vols 4, 5, 6 of 
the former editions. Section three deals with Pascha~ide and 

• 
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the lea:'.is {)[ the !:mint., frolll the 11th April to the 31st May: 
this sedion JOl'lUS part of the thirJ volume of the present eJi­
tion, C{)l'l'cspollJillg to the 7th, 8th, anJ 9th volumes of the for­
Iller edit:ollS. TIll' fourth section deals with tile feasts of the 
B.e~.;ell Trinity, Corpi.s Chllsti, and the 8aered Heart,; whi!::;t 
the fifth su.tion j" cOllcerned with the whole period of the litur­
gical year after Pentecost. rl'11e fom.th section aUd part of the 
Jiftlt l:iect;on up till the 'l\velfth 8unday after Pentecost, to­
gether with the feasts of .the sa 'ntl:i frolll the ~nd June to the 
H3th AUgUi;t, are f{)und in the foul·th vo:ullle of the prel:ient 
edition, whiie the fifth volume deal>; with the remailling period 
of the liturgical year. In the former editions .the pl'an wa., 
sLghtly ditJel'ellt: vob 10 and 11 treated of the Proper of the 
8eal:ion aHer l'entecost, \v11ile vo1s U to 15 dealt with the Pro­
pel' of the 8a:llts frotll June to November. 

'rbe p~aJl whid1 DOlll GUt'ranger follows is gellt'rally the 
followillt-: : eaeh pei'iod of the li1.vrgi<:al year (Advent, Christmas­
tide, Septuagesima, Lent, Pa~<:haltide), is pl'ec-,edec1 by a his­
torical introducLon followed by two other..;. one on the mystical 
mean; ng .of the season, and another giving practical directions 
.on how to "live" the liturgy of the pei·iod. rl'hen he gives a 
short historical (where neel ssary) and ascetical c.ommentary on 
the Offi<:e 'und Mass of the Prope~' of the Season. He follows 
the Salllle plan ill the l)roper {)f the Sa;ntR, .• summarizing their 
livel:i from the le"sons of the Breviary and indicating the mind 
or the Church as sho\\,11 by her prayers and .customs for the 
various feasts. 

During these :a.,t fifty yea!"S, the Church has suppressed 
SOllle feasts and 'added lllany others: this has entailed the re­
writing of sonw chapters and the introduction of others. Be­
l:i:des, .'I1<:h has been the progress ill the study of liturgi.cal his­
tory, that many of Dom Gueranger's statements had to be 
h!'ought up t{) date: th:s has been done, not by revising Dom 
(}u8!'anger'" text, but by adding footnotes. The monks who 
have revised the work ha veal,';o preferred giving us the life of 
each saint, basinp' themselves on the latest studies in hagiogra­
phy, to merely reproducing a summary of the lessons of the 
Breviary. Moreover,:n .the new edition all Latin texts have 
been om:ttf'c1, leaving alone the French rendering, which avoids 
not 0111y "les inconvenients d'une froide traduction". hut aloo 
"la pesantel1l" d'une l)araphrase lour de et affadie". 
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rl~he texts of various prayers, fOl'mula:;, etc., quoted from 
Latin, Ambl'osian, Gallicall, Greek, Gothic, XnUel1Iall, and other 
.Liturgies have been replaced, at tIlt' end of each volume, by a 
sllOrter collection of liturgical texts, tielected from the various 
liturgies and trallslated into Frem·h. 

How realiy .con."cientious ha:; been the work Qf the 801es­
lUe::; lllonks in bringing up to date DOll! Guer:mger's .. Aunee Li­
turgique" can be gauged froll! the fact that not only have the 
latest Officeti introduced in the Breviary been commented upon 
(v.g., the new MassHnd Office fOt" the Feast of the Assumption 
of Our Lady), but also have the corrections in the new Pro­
Pl'iUlll Homanum been taken into consideration. As an example 
we may mention that in the. Proprium Romanum the feast of 
8.t }j'elix II on the :39th July has been .'mppl'es:;ed, since he was 
all antipope, 'Und replaced by the feasts of 8t Martha, as for 
the Ulliversa! Chun:h, together with a commemoration of the 
Martyr:; Felix (without the addition "II Pope"), 8implici:us, 
Faustillus, and Beatrix. '1'lhe commentator::; mention that Felix 
1I acted as Pope during the exile of J..Jiberius and had to flee at 
his return, and that later 011 he was confused with a Martyl' 
named Felix; but they .still say that the Church keeps the me­
mory of the martyrdom of Pope }j-'eiix II on that date. Actual­
ly, in the llew 19;32 ,typical edition of the Missale Romanulll, the 
<orredions introduced in the Proprium Homanulll have not been 
inserted, and so we 'still have in the Missal the anomaly of cele­
brating, Oll the :39th July, the feast of a Pope and Martyr who 
was no POPt' a,t al: (Felix ll), when adually '''e ought to cele­
Grate the martyrdom of a St Felix with whom the other has 
been confused; another similar anomaly is'that of celebrating 
tbe fea;;t of St Anacletu.,-;, Pope and Mar.tyr, twice during the 
yelu', on the 13th July and on the 17th April, on which latter 
date the memory of St Anacletus (uncleI' his abbreviated name 
(,Ictus), :tj ct'lebratec1 together with that of Pope Marcellinus. 
There i" aho a third anomaly, in our Missals, whieh has been 
corred< d in the Proprium Romanum and whidl has not been 
allowed to go unnoticed by themonk8 who revised Abbot Gue­
nmger'., work: it is the ce:ebration of the memory of Pope 
Alexander I, J\1artyr, on the Src1 May, on which date we ought 
toceIebrate instead the memory of another St Alex'anc1er, a 
martyr of the 5th or 6th century, whilst the memol'X of the 
martyred Pope ;s llOW celebrated in Rome on the 26th October. 
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'l'he spiritual good which has been done, dUl:ing these last 
clecades, to numbe~'less souls by Dom Gueranger's work-whi.ch, 
by the ,,,ay, has been translated into variouf.', languages - is not 
yd exhausted; and, as in the past, we are certain that both 
del'gy and laity using the "Annee J-,iturgique" as a manual 01 

mecl'tation ,vill derive from it that which St Fa.ul heartily de­
s:l'ed 101' the Colossians, ,vhen he exhorted them: "In your 
hi arts :et the peace of ChriRt stand supreme .......... let the word 
of Ch,.·r;t dwell in you richly,. so .that with all wisdom ye teach 
and admonish one another, and in psalms and hymns and spi­
ritual cantic·les ,;ing ;n your hearts to God by His grace". 

J, LupI. 

'" '" * 
MARIO RIGHETTI, "Storia Liturgica", in 4 volumi, edi­

tri.~·c An( ora, Milano. -- Vol. 1. Intl'oduzione Generale, in 8°, 
pp. xvi + 585, con 202 illustrazioni, 2a ediz., 1950; VoL ll. 
L'anno ecclesiastico - Il Breviario, in 8°, pp. xii+642,con 81 
i;lnstl'azi6ni, 1946; Vo~, Ill. J./Eucal'istia, Sacrificio e Sacra­
men:o, in 8°, pp. xx+568, con 82 illuskazioni, 1949; Vol. IV. 
I Sa('ramenti~I Sacl'flluentali - Indici, in 8°, pp. xvi + 576, 
] Qi5B. 

Acc;ngende.,j a· questa opera, di cui I'ultimo volume uBel 
in l11ce yerso la metu del lugIio SCOI'SO, I'abate Mario Righetti., 
J.U.D., abate mitrato della Font. Collegiata di N.S. del Rime­
dio. Consu:tore deIla S.C. dei Riti, docente di Liturgia nel Se­
m:nal'io Teologico di Genova, non aveva altra intenzione che 
di fn,re un semplice Manuale, su(:(-,into, metodico, nel quale ogni 
punto cli qualehe importanza avesse bens! il suo richiamo, ma 
senza· attal'damenti in svihlppi, in ipotesi e in discuooioni che 
avrebbel'O tl'OppO appesantito il libro.Ma man mano che l' Au-
101'e svolgevfl la sua tmttazione, la materia - quanto ma.i ab­
bondante - si e ingl'Of;sata tanto che i quattro volumi sono 
sfati appena suffic:enti per indicare e risolvere nei 101'0 plmti 
p'il important; tutta la comples,;ith dei problemi e degli indagi­
n i (·he formano il eampo vastiRsimo deUa storia litnrgica. Lo 
abate Righetti di propoRito sie limitato alla parte stori{;a della 
liturgia: non ha trattafo la parte J"ubricale, benche abbia spesso 
fattovi richiamo per illuminare e coordinare il passato col pre­
;:pnte; e ha eliminato ino1tre ogni diretto spunto ascetico, 'trat­
tando pel'~ ;a materia "con la trepida riverenz'a del credente". 
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In un co.,,1 b!'eve ragguaglio e impossibile indicare tutti 
pregi cli questa opera che, con le sue piu che sufficienti riferen­
ze hibl'o,:.rafiche, e rIi 1111 ottimo aiuto per quelli che vogliono 
approfontb'e 10 studio eli quei ministeri sacri - Messa, Brevia­
rio. Hacramenti - che il sacerc10te e ,tennto a ('.onoscere, a vi­
,"( rp, a tl'attare, a spiega!'e ai fedel;. Vorremo segnalare pero 
dal primo volume tutta quella parte ('he tratta degli elementi 
d'indole generale (formule, libri, gesti, ec1ifiei, vestiario, vasi, 
ecc.) che entl'a no ne11e molteplici er;pressioni rituali clella litur­
gi:l J'OlmLl1a, a cui sono .consac.rati tutti interi i tre uHimi vo­
lumi dell' opem; eceetto che in eiasC'uDo cli questi tre volumi in 
appendice si trova UIl e:rC1I1'81lS sulla liturgia ambros;ana dovnto 
a11a. penna del l'ev.mo l:a11. pJ'Of. Pietro Borella, ceremonie­
)'C' (le1 Duomo eli Milano e fra i piu va10ros: st'ucliosi che conosc.o­
nn a fondo e illustrano la veneranda liturgia delIn Cbiesa mila­
nese. 

Ottima t~ la trattazione, nel volume se.rondo, dell'anno litur­
gieo e della storia del BreviaI'io; pero sarebbe stato de.sidembile 
nm1 pill ampia. trattaz:ione delle feste dei .'1anti. Nel terzo volu­
me l' Autore ha cen'ato cl i dare una trattazione sforiC'o-liturgica 
sulla Messa la pill completa e D~tgiornata cbe Qggidi si poRsa de­
siderare. tenendo eonto dei migliori C'.ommenti antichi e di tutta 
la, vasta leHeratura modern a sulla Mep.clIl. Truth anche abbastan­
z:a al1lpiamente c1eIla Comnnione 'extra Missam' e del c'ulto della 
RuC'ar:stifL 'extra'1\1'i"sam". Si pun dire c.on sicl1rezza che l'Au­
torf'(~ riuReit.o nel suo compifo, ppro non ha potuto urmfruire 
(l,'I1'.opera del~o .lUllgmann 'Missa,rum Solemnia' (Herder Verlag, 
Vienna, 1948) che senza dnbbio ('onstiinisce nna pietra. milia.re 
nella storia litw·gica. N.oll!"'/:" dBbh:o che l' AUt01'8, in' una se­
(·onda edi7.ione dei volumi seconc1'o 'E' terzo, cbe sta gia. curando, 
sicC'ome la prima, edizione eli fluesti volumi si puo dire esaurita, 
terra certamente ('onto clell'apporto considerevole ('he l'.ope1'a 
(lk'l1o .lung'mann ha dato alla soluz:one dei problemi stariei, eSe­
w,tiC'i. teolog:(,i, e ritnali connessi con la ce~ebrazione eucaristica. 

11 fllwrtO volnmet-ratta, dei Sacramenti e dei principali Sa­
cramentali (pl'Ofessione religimla, benedizione degli abati, "ve­
lrtfo virginnm". consa.crazione dei re, cledicazione delle chiese, 
hfmeclizione delle ('ampane, dell'acqua, contro i temp.orali, es.or­
cismi, e orchIie) : ~~ un settore clel~a, storia liturgica, cbe e Btato 
finora stndiato molto meno clj tanti a.]fri settori. e pe1'6io il la­
'w·o die il Righetti ha dovuto affron'faree stat-o piu auro a cau-

" 
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sa dei molti pl'Ob:eml os,(:uri e diffil·ili che tLttendono ancom luee 
e Solllzione s:c:ura.Si pm,sono segnalal'e in modo speciale le 
tl attazioni del Battesimo, c1ella Penitenza e del:'Ol'dine. Le 
illllstrazioni, ~l1serite per una magg'oJ' inteHigenza del testo e 
anche per clare una piu eletta, veste aUa materia, .~ono in nume-
1'0 molto minoJ'e nel secondo e nel tel'zo yolunte, e llluncallO del 
tuUo neli'ultimo vo:ume; forse l'Auto!'e ne tl'ovenl l'imeclio in 
una fu:ura ~e(,ollda edizione. Tntta l'opera viene ehiusa con 
(Il:attJ'o indici ; un i]1c1'.(:e delle c:tazioni biblic:he e un altro delle 
fonuule, e due indiei generali, l:110 onomast:co e l'altro a,naliti­
('0, la c·ui ('ompibzione e s\ata affic1atll ai ('hier'('i del Seminario 
<li Traclate. 

J, Lupl. 

--00 . 
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