





MARY AND GRACE 11

It was necessary that Christ should suffer so that He might enter into
His glory. It was necessary also that His august Mother should suffer
along with Him in order that she should bring us forth to the life of
grace in union with Him.44

Mary not only suffered with her Son, she was there to offer up the same
victim — the same sacrifice.

Is it not beyond all doubt that at the moment in which the Blessed
Virgin saw the executioners preparing to crucify her adorable Son, she
offered Him to God, as being not only the Son of God, but also her
own Son and because by her title of Mother, she had rights and real
authority over Him?45

She knows that by the Son Whom she is immolating and by the very
fact of her immolation, as by the sacrifice of the Incarnation, that she
is the Mother of the human race, whose salvation is in the death of
Jesus. She wishes, then, the death of Jesus, because she wills the life
of the human race.46

Pius XII gives expression to this same concept of Mary’s sacrifice on
Calvary:

Free from all sin, original and personal, always intimately united with

her Son, as another Eve, she offered Him on Golgotha to the Eternal

Father for all the Children of Adam, sin-stained by his fall, and her

mother’s rights and mother’s love were included in this Holocaust.47

Mary’s consent at the foot of the cross, with its offering up of Her Son
for our salvation is the most important factor in her participation in
Christ’s sacrifice — it constitutes a real and effective cooperation in our
salvation. By this, she merited grace for us and satisfied for our sins.

We can best terminate this section in the words of Father Stanley, S.M.

This second Fiat, this consent to the death of Christ which made of
her our Co-redeemer, made her spiritual maternity effective and final.
For as the fullness of grace of Christ’s Headship, received at the time
of the Incarnation, was by His death on the cross released to flood by
‘means of the sacraments into His members, so Mary’s participation
in this fullness of grace, conferred on her at the moment of the In-
carnation, was released as well to flow into all the members of the
Muystical Body. “In Christ was the fullness of divinity,” Father Cha-
minade says. “And of this fullness we have all received.” Then he
adds, “All this fulness has been placed in Mary.”48

We have pointed out Mary’s active, efficient cooperation with Christ
in those acts which accomplished our salvation. In view of this we can
maintain that she played a role of physical instrumentality in our re-

44 Petit Traite..., p. 43. As quoted in COLE, p. 131.

45 L’Oraison en Union Avec Marie, Cf. Spirit of our Foundation I, n.° 331, p. 420.
46 Petit Traité..., p. 44. As quoted in COLE, p. 137.

47 Mystict Corporis, AAS, 35 (1943), p. 247.

48 STANLEY, S.M., The Mystical Body of Christ according to ... Chaminade, p. 121.
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demption — in total dependence on Christ, but still as a direct instrument
of redemption whose actions merited grace for us.

As Christ heavenly role of mediation is the result of His merit and
satisfaction in reconciling us to God, so for Mary her role in heaven is
the result of her maternal cooperation in this reconciliation. The dis-
tribution of grace is one of the mysteries of human salvation — the
fruition of all the preceding. How could God decree the fulfillment of
salvation to depend on the free and effective cooperation of Mary and
then revoke that decree after her perfect cooperation in all the mysteries
that gained for us redemption? To 'do so, would seem to reward her
with less dignity than was hers during her painful, but most intimate,
role with Christ here on earth. No, the gifts and call of God are without
repentence. (Rom. 11, 29.) Mary’s effective role in distributing grace
can be but the logical consequence of her intimate and effective role in
obtaining this grace for us.49 It is, indeed, a necessary maternal function
flowing from her spiritual maternity of grace merited in union with
Christ. By this activity she continues to be the Mother of each of us.50
In a word, Christ has dominion over all grace since He merited all grace;
Mary, in subordination to Christ, has dominion over all grace since she
merited all grace.51

Not to see the most pure Mary in the entire economy of religion is to
be ignorant of the mystery of Jesus Christ. Jesus Christ has disposed
of all in His religion in such a way that the Blessed Virgin has partici-
pated and cooperated in everything.52

In terminating, we point out that the question of Mary’s causality in the
distribution of grace cannot be given too much attention, for she is our
Mother in direct proportion to the reality of her influence in our spiritual
regeneration — a process starting with her fiat and continuing through
the ages in each individual. While it is true that her intercession, a role of
moral causality in the acquisition of grace, ‘“suffices’” to explain her
spiritual maternity, yet her maternity seems so much more intimate and
perfect if grace, our very spiritual life, is produced in us through the
instrumental activity of Mary. In this way, her maternal love in our
regard becomes a real influence in our life; our confidence in her ability
to really distribute grace becomes all the stronger; and we are motivated
to give Our Blessed Mother an ever-increasing importance in our efforts
toward a full Christ-like life.

49 COLE, op. cit., p. 188.

50 Fr. Sauras holds that Mary gives of her own supernatural being and by an action
properly her own, i.e., by a physical instrumental causality. He considers anything
less as insufficient to give Mary a true and proper spiritual maternity. Op. cit.,
pp. 336 ss.

Some theologians claim that Mary’s merit for us was de condigno. Cf. COLOMER,
La Virgen Maria, p. 221 ; GREGORIO DE JESUS CRUCIFICADO, Lugar que ocupa
Maria en el Cuerpo Mistico, Estudios Marianos V (1945) pp. 275-277; and LLAM-
ERA, El Mérito Maternal Corredentivo de Maria, Estudios Marianos XI (1951)
pp. 98 ss.

52 CHAMINADE, De la Compassion de la S. V., Les Cahiers Gris I, p. 160. As quoted

in COLE, p. 16.
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