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1
BASIC PROBLEMS
The following is a study on the Roman doctrines on Mary and its
development over the centuries.

Before I do that, it is

necessary to make the different stance the Evangelical Churches
and the Roman Catholic Churches and the Eastern Churches
have over certain fundamental issues.
Primacy of Peter and the Roman Catholic Monopoly
The basic stand of the Roman Church is that Roman Church is
the Catholic Church and has the monopoly of the deposit and
revelation of Christianity. The Roman Church therefore claims
1
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that all other Churches wherever they are, are subject to the
Roman Pope. They have always held that those outside of the
Roman Catholic Church have no salvation. This is based on the
assumption that Jesus proclaimed that he will build the church
on Peter and the Keys of heaven and Hades are given over to
Peter.

It is also assumed that Peter was the first pontiff of Rome. Right
from the late third century when such claims were voiced
Eastern Churches vehemently objected to it. Until such claims
2
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were made all bishops were considered equal in authority over
the congregation they had the oversee. No bishop made any
claim over any other. Thus we see that the first Council was
held in Jerusalem and Rome had no voice over it. It was James,
the bishop of Jerusalem who presided over the council to accept
the gentiles into the Christian fold. (Act 15) Peter, Paul, John
and probably many other Apostles were still alive at that time.
There is no reliable historical document to support the contention
that Peter ever was the Bishop of Rome for that matter. Paul
clearly states that James, Peter and John (notice the order)
agreed that the trio were not given the task of preaching the
gospel to the gentiles. That was given to Paul.

3
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Peter (Apostle to the Jews) and Paul (Apostle to the Gentiles)

Gal 2:7-9 On the contrary, they saw that I had been
entrusted with the task of preaching the gospel to the
Gentiles, just as Peter had been to the Jews. For
God, who was at work in the ministry of Peter as an
apostle to the Jews, was also at work in my ministry
as an apostle to the Gentiles. James, Peter and John,
those reputed to be pillars, gave me and Barnabas
the right hand of fellowship when they recognized the
grace given to me. They agreed that we should go
to the Gentiles, and they to the Jews.
Peter was indeed reprimanded for some of his views.

Bible

clearly says that instead of infallibility, he stood condemned
Gal 2:11 When Peter came to Antioch, I opposed him to his
face, because he was clearly in the wrong.
(RSV) But when Cephas came to Antioch I opposed him to his
face, because he stood condemned.
Apart from this historical matter, the interpretation of the
passages in the Bible claiming the Primacy of Peter is a matter
of theological dispute. These differences make a difference in
4
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the way doctrines and practices were developed within the
Roman Catholic Church in contrast to other Churches. The
Second Vatican Council's Decree on Ecumenism Explains,

“For it is through Christ's Catholic Church alone,
which is the universal help towards salvation, that
fullness of the means of salvation can be obtained.
It was to the apostolic college alone, of which Peter
is the head that we believe that our Lord entrusted
all the blessings of the New Covenant, in order to
establish on earth the one Body of Christ into which
all those should be fully incorporated who belong in
any way to the People of God."

This explains the stand of the Roman Church. However it also
accepts the fact that any groups of people who believe in Jesus
even if they are not under the Roman Church are part of the
body of Christ and forms part of the Universal Church of God.
This is more like the Baquara Tribe of South Sudan who claim
that all cattle in the whole world belong to them because in the
beginning when God created, they were given all the cattle..

5
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Roman Church is beyond Written Scriptures
Following the argument, the Roman Church considers it as the
Church and it has the authority and prerogative to present new
doctrines and practices without regard to written scripture.
Evidently apart from the written scripture, there were many
teachings that were orally transmitted. This is especially true
regarding the practices of the church. However right from the
first century there were theological problems, heresies and
practical problems which were addressed to by the writers of the
scripture. Scriptures were written so that there may be a reliable
document of reference and for refuting heresies that rose even at
the time of the Apostles. They therefore give a very vivid
understanding of what was going on during that period. It should
be made clear now that after the Apostolic period such deposits
were not given to anyone. Apostolic succession does not follow
any doctrinal or practical revelation outside of what had been
given by the Apostles themselves. The deviation from early faith
started even during the time of the Apostles. Scriptures were
written so that the basic principles could be codified. It is here
non-roman Churches differ considerably. All other churches
believe that all revelations are complete in Christ Jesus and
therefore no new revelations are possible beyond that period.
What is remaining is only illumination of the given word under the
guidance of the Holy Spirit which cannot abrogate any earlier
6
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revelation that was once and for all delivered to the saints. All
new revelations are to be verified against the written word. {Act
17:11 Now the Bereans were of more noble character than the
Thessalonians, for they received the message with great
eagerness and examined the Scriptures every day to see if what
Paul said was true.} This is the stand of all Evangelical
Churches. Paul reiterates this concept in this passage from
Galatians

1 Gal 1:6-9
I am astonished that you are so quickly deserting the one who
called you by the grace of Christ and are turning to a different
gospel which is really no gospel at all. Evidently some people are
throwing you into confusion and are trying to pervert the gospel of
Christ. But even if we or an angel from heaven should preach a
gospel other than the one we preached to you, let him be eternally
condemned! As we have already said, so now I say again: If
anybody is preaching to you a gospel other than what you
accepted, let him be eternally condemned!

In contrast,

7
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The Roman Catechism states:" The Roman Pontiff,
head of the college of bishops, enjoys, this infallibility in
virtue of his office as supreme pastor and teacher of all
the faithful- who confirms his brethren in the faith - he
proclaims by a definitive act a doctrine pertaining to
faith or morals.... the infallibility promised to the Church
is also present in the body of bishops when, together
with Peter's successor, they exercise the supreme
Magisterium." above all in an Ecumenical Council.
When the Church through its supreme Magisterium
proposes a doctrine "for belief as being divinely
revealed", and as the teaching of Christ, the definitions
"must be adhered to with the obedience of faith."
This infallibility extends as far as the deposit of
divine Revelation itself."
But the biblical picture of the Church is far from the Roman
Catholic Church in terms of doctrine, authority and practice.
These changes came into effect due to changes in the sociopolitical situations in which the Church was placed.

The

contention that I make in these articles is that this is what
happened even in the Marian Doctrine.
The claim of Roman Church is that because it is the authority of
the Church, it alone has the authority to interpret the scriptures.
8
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It also has a deposit of faith with it from where other teachings
can be brought out. The written scripture is only a part of the
revelation and the rest of the revelation is handed down to the
Church from one Pope to the other starting from Peter. This
contention is certainly false because we know that no such oral
transmission was made from one Pope to the other. Even if it
was made, some characters of the Popes in the series were
abominable that we cannot trust their transmission. Papacy was
more or less a power politics and not election of God many
times. Therefore a doctrinal assertion by the Roman Pontiff
cannot be in itself valid just because of the Office. Remember
Peter was told by Jesus that he was one of the small rocks and
on the true unchanging Rock of Jesus himself the church will be
built. But within a few minutes of such statement to Peter, he
called Peter "Satan".
If ever Jesus called anyone Satan, it was Peter - not even Judas
Iscariot was called thus. Was Jesus building his Church on
Satan?. If the church is built on Papacy, it apparently is. The
later development of the throne of Peter has justified the
prophecy of Jesus.

9
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"Who do you say that I
am?" Jesus asked. Simon
Peter answered, "You are
the Messiah, the Son of
the living God."
And Jesus answered,
"Blessed are you, Simon
son of Jonah! ... You are
Peter (petros), and on this
rock (petra) I will build my
church..."
Jesus then began to speak
of the rough road ahead.
And Peter took him aside
and rebuked him...
"Get behind me, Satan!"
Jesus replied.
"You are a stumbling
block..."
(Matthew 16:13-23)

10
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In this article I am trying to trace the subtlety through which the
doctrine evolved from its early period - heresy that is being
perpetuated over the centuries. "you do not have in mind the
things of God, but the things of men". As anyone can see the
process of deification of Mary start from the Roman pagan cults.
When Christianity became the official religion of Rome, in order
to satisfy the popular mass so that there could be “One Country,
One Religion”, Roman Church compromised with the then
current power religions and formed a syncretic religion. They
were able to fool the Christians within the Church by garbing the
heresy in absurd terminology.
In time we are able to see that this garb is unveiled in steps ever so small steps - to reveal the true intent. The reasoning
behind every step is that the Church is the deposit of faith.
Every century the Roman church therefore brings out new
revelations and sticks it up as “we have always believed”. Out
comes the rabbit out of the hat.

The Eastern Churches for a

long time believed this lie and is now recognizing their errors and
is standing on the revealed and written word of God refusing to
accept any further corruption as revealed in the announcement
of Patriarchs around the world. This will probably delay the final
deification process of Mary.

11

THE DEVELOPMENT OF MARIOLATORY : M. M. NINAN

But then the Roman Catholic Church because it is the only
"True" Church and because it has the "only" Apostolic Tradition
which is equal in authority or greater in authority than the written
scriptures, has the authority also to nullify or abandon or change
these traditions.
"In the light of Tradition, these traditions can be
retained, modified or even abandoned under the
guidance of the Church's magisterium" - Catechism
of Catholic Church
In other words there is no faith which has ever been handed
down to our fathers once and for all. It is only the church - and
therefore the Pope with his college of cardinals that decide what
is right and what is wrong. There is no higher arbitration
available to mankind. It also boils down to a simple uncertainty in
the Christian faith and doctrines at all levels. The Roman
Catholic Church can decide what is the truth. It is this contention
that the evangelicals and other apostolic traditions consider false
and detrimental. It is nothing but heresy in Paul's terms. And that
is what we got in the process of Marian Theology.
Was Peter Ever in Rome?
The Bible supplies no evidence that Peter ever reached Rome; rather the
contrary. The Roman Catholic claim that Peter was in Rome from 42 to 67
A.D. is soundly discredited by the following facts:

12
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The apostle Paul was saved about 37 A.D. "After three years" he visited Peter
at Jerusalem. Gal. 1:18. Then Peter spent some time in a missionary journey
to Lydda, Saron, Joppa and Caesarea. Acts 9:32-42; 10:1. Next mention of
Peter is in Acts 15, that he spoke at the conference held in Jerusalem, of
which incident Paul wrote in Galatians 2:1 that "after fourteen years" since his
first visit to see Peter he "went up again to Jerusalem." It is now about 54
A.D. and Peter is still in Asia Minor) where Paul "withstood him t the face" for
his inconsistent walk. Galatians 2:11-14.
More proof against Peter residing in Rome is to be seen in that Paul, writing
to Christians in Rome, made no mention of Peter and when writing from
Rome about 64 A.D., he made no mention of Peter in any or his epistles.
During Paul's last days there, about 67 A.D., he wrote , "Only Luke is with
me." 2 Tim. 4:1.
Bible scholars are generally agreed that Peter wrote his first epistle in 64 or
65 A.D. He wrote from "Babylon." 1 Peter 5:13. There was no reason to
make this name an allegory, as though in meant Rome, in Italy. Peter, being
sent "to the circumcision" (Israel, Gal/ 2:9), had many such to minister to at
Babylon where many Israelites lived ever since the nation went into captivity
there about 600 B.C.
Significantly, we know of no writer in the first two centuries of the Christian era
who wrote of Peter sojourning in Rome. To think that "history," either secular
or religious, supports this tradition is pure deception. Only the Bible contains
inspired history and is therefore unquestionably accurate in all its
information about Peter.
It should be clear then to all who humbly desire the truth that the persistent
claim of the so-called "Roman Catholic Church" that it is founded on Peter as
its "rock" foundation and "first Pope of Rome" has no biblical support
whatever. Christ's true church contains all who are saved (Acts 2:47), so it is
universal (catholic) but not "Roman" nor "Greek" nor "Protestant." It has no
earthly distinction other than that it began in Jerusalem. It is the body of
Christ." Ephesians 1:22, 23. Laying aside traditional surmisings about Peter
let us rather make sure whether we shall arrive where Peter now is, in
heaven above. Eternity is coming! Please read 2 Peter 1:10 and 1 John 5:913 with 1 Cor. 15:1-5.

http://www.soundwords.net/mmj/was_peter_the_first_pope.html
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2
'MOTHER OF GOD'
There is an excellent exposition of the Marian Theology given by
Pope John in his Catechesis , which was the 37th in the series
on the Blessed Mother and was given in Italian. This is actually
an exposition of the historical development of deification of Mary
and do not require additional comments to see through the
fallacy of the arguments.
"1. Contemplation of the mystery of the Savior’s birth has led
Christian people not only to invoke the Blessed Virgin as the
Mother of Jesus, but also to recognize her as Mother of God.
14
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This truth was already confirmed and perceived as belonging to
the Church's heritage of faith from the early centuries of the
Christian era, until it was solemnly proclaimed at the Council of
Ephesus in 431 and it is affirmed that Jesus is God (Jn 20:28; cf.
5:18; 10:30, 33) Mary is in any case presented as the Mother of
Emmanuel, which means "God with us" (cf. Mt 1.22 23)"
We notice that Pope John starts with a statement that it had
been always believed that Mary was the mother of God.
However as he says later this stand and declaration was made
only in the Council of Ephesus. When we look at the historical
situation in which it was announced we will see the real meaning
of why this was made and what the council fathers meant by it. .
At any rate such a concept never even existed when Jesus was
alive or at the Apostolic Age after the resurrection of Jesus. Mary
is mentioned in the Acts only once and that was as part of the
Church. {Act 1:14 They all joined together constantly in prayer,
along with the women and Mary the mother of Jesus, and with
his brothers.}
The declaration was made on the background of Arian and
Nestorian theologies. The two dimensional view of the Western
world had a problem. How can Jesus be both God and Man. If
he is man, he is not God; and if he is God he is not man.
However we know that the two are in totally different dimensions.
Man is never part of the God dimension –( in essence Man is not
15
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identical with the Trinity)- except in
the New Ager philosophy, which
Christians

reject.

Hence

for

a

transcendent God to be immanent in
creation is not a contradiction. Yet he
transcends the creation. The western
mind is incapable of understanding
this. In Rome and Greece there were
gods and these gods had children
from humans. The offsprings were
always mighty men and with super
Nestorius

powers but never gods. For a Hindu

who distinguishes the Paramatma from Jeevatma (they are
called Dvaitha Philosophers) had no problem in it. Krishna was
an avatar of God. But Krishna's mother Yasodha had no divinity
in her. She simply provided the body. This is actually the concept
of avatar or incarnation. In the west the concept of avatar never
existed. This produced several heresies. The most powerful of
them was the Arian heresy - a clever solution to this paradox.
They considered Jesus as anointed one. So Mary would be
Christotokos - Mother of Christ. Jesus then was the anointed one
- the Mesia - the Christos. But he was a man - fully human. The
Apostolic tradition claims that Jesus was fully man and fully God.
The correct rendering would have been simply Mother of
Immanuel - Mother of God with us. Nestorian approach was
16
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slightly

different.

Constantinople.

Nestorius

was

the

Bishop

of

His basic concern was to safeguard the

humanity of Jesus, without which redemption cannot be talked
of. He sparked off a controversy on the use of the phrase
Theokotos which literally means “God bearer” or “Mother of
God.” as applied to Mary. Nestorius preferred the use of the
word Christotokos which means “Christ bearer or Mother of
Christ” This would preserve humanity of Jesus and would make
Mary the mother of Jesus and not of God and will avoid
controversy. The really difficult concept of Jesus as Perfect Man
and Perfect God was explained by Nestorius as Jesus having
two natures within him. This would mean two personalities
within Jesus. Evidently these were rational attempts to explain a
concept that was beyond them. There were internal politics as
anyone can presume. The Eastern Emperor Theodosius II (408450) called for a council in Ephesus. The Alexandrian bishops
attended in full strength. Nestorius refused to come fearing his
life. Bishops from Antioch came, but the council met and took
decision before their arrival. Cyril of Alexandria read a statement
of union of two natures and the council approved it. Bishops
from Antioch came but it was too late to reverse the decision.
Nestorius was

deposed and exiled.

But the controversy

continued with the rise of Monophysis theory (Christ had only
One nature ). It must be emphasized here that Nestorius was not
a Monophysis though many would try to put him as such. His
17
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concern was genuine and it is borne out by the current
developments. Emperor Theodosius called another council in
Ephesus in 449. Bishop Cyril died and Dioscorus was the new
Bishop of Alexandria. He brought with him an army of monks.
Bishop of Constantinople was beaten up and was murdered by
the Egyptian delegation in the streets. In the third council in
Ephesus Bishop Leo I of Rome put up the stand that Jesus was
perfect God and perfect Man and stated doctrinally that there
was no conflict in this approach.
Let me put these arguments in perspective
Mary is the mother of Jesus.
Jesus is God.
Therefore Mary is the mother of God ====> Theotokos.
But we should also note that this argument could also follow the
other route.
Mary is the mother of Jesus.
Jesus is the Man Christ.
Therefore Mary is the mother of the Man Christ.
=====>Christokotos.

18
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If there is no conflict in these it would mean
Theokotos = Christokotos
and there should be no confusion on what that means.
Mary gave the body of Jesus, not the soul or the spirit. In order
to understand the creation process we should go back to
creation of Adam. Adam was created out of the earth and God
breathed on him. The spirit that was breathed into him made him
a living soul. This spirit was not the Spirit God = Holy Spirit but
spirit from God. The equation is therefore
Body + spirit ------> Living Soul (Man)
In that sense Adam was the son of God and Mathew says so in
the genealogy of Jesus.
But in the case of Jesus the spirit was the Holy Sprit and the
equation

becomes

Body + Holy Spirit --->Son of God (God).
There is no doubt that Jesus grew up as a man. In that process
he develops the Soul which was unique. But he was still God. It
should be borne in mind that though Jesus was God, while he
was on the earth he never used his equality with God and was
totally human. This concept of emptying himself up is forgotten
by the mariolators - Phil 2:6-8 Who, being in very nature God,
19
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did not consider equality with God something to be grasped, but
made himself nothing, taking the very nature of a servant, being
made in human likeness. And being found in appearance as a
man, he humbled himself and became obedient to death-- even
death on a cross!. The question I have always pondered over
was whether Jesus knew he was God when he was an year old,
over even when he was at the temple arguing with the teachers.
The Ephesus Council's concern was the affirmation that Jesus
was God and not that Mary was Mother of God. In fact Ephesus
Council understood it that way. Even Pope John acknowledges
this basic fact.
But the danger was that this clear interpretation was lost in the
ensuing years. As an example in the introduction of Pope John's
Catechis the introducer makes this remark:.” The Council of
Ephesus taught that Mary is truly the Mother of God, since she
gave birth to the Second Person of the Trinity who became man
for our sake".
The confusion starts here. " she gave birth to the Second Person
of the Trinity" is confusion in the concept of incarnation. She
gave birth to the incarnation of the second person in trinity in the
human realm or dimension should be the correct phrasing. As it
reads it simply means :
20
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Mary gave birth to God, who is the second person in the Trinity.
It implies that there was a time when the Second Person of the
Trinity was not and Mary was before him.
What does that lead to? It simply means that Mary was before
all creation (In actual fact Christians cannot avoid the fact that
the second Person in Trinity did the creation and Mary was
created by the Second Person in the Trinity and Mary came into
existence in history long after the creation). In other words it
would imply that Mary was pre-existent even before the creation
- She was indeed a Goddess. Remember that the Catechism
does not state it so clearly here. But for anyone careful enough
to see the argument sees in this statement a built in concept of
Goddess though it is not explicitly stated. The problem is already
built in the title Mother of God. The seed was sown and it grew
into a big tree. It is coming in a long series of steps. But it is
bound to come. Its inevitable culmination is a known fact.
{ Time is an abstract concept to denote series of events. The
order of events in this case is Trinity - Second Person creates
cosmos - The Living - Man - and through generations - Mary }
Forgetting what may come into effect let us turn to the argument
itself. The argument here runs like this:

21
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Mary was the Mother of Jesus.
Jesus is God.
Therefore Mary is the Mother of God.
This logic is a very dangerous logic. Extend this logic and we
arrive at several contradictions.
The other day I came across a car sticker which said the same
thing. It said, "My Goddess gave birth to your God." (The Hindus
could really claim that because, in Hinduism the first appearance
of Brahman was in the form of a woman. She became the
Mother of all things material and immaterial and living and nonliving.)
Mary was the mother of God. Who was his father? There is no
question that Father God -- Yvh - was Jesus’ Father. What
does that make Mary? Mary is then the wife of God. This
makes her the consort of Yvh - simply a Goddess coequal with
the Father.
It does not stop there. If Jesus was God, This God was the son
of Mary and Mary is the wife of God, Mary becomes the wife of
Jesus God.
This teaching is already immanent in the logic and is
unequivocally

expressed

in
22
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expressions. The coronation of Mary in Heaven where Jesus
sitting besides Mary crowning her is the typical picture of
crowning of a Queen on earth. This is done none other than the
King himself. She is crowned as the Queen of Heaven. Who is
the King of Heaven. King of Kings and Lord of Lord is none
other than Jesus. That will make Jesus the husband of Mary.
But Jesus is indeed the son of Mary. We clearly see that the
Son married the Mother. This is not new. It is an old story. A
repetition of the ancient Nimrod-Semiramis-Tammuz story..
We cannot avoid this contradiction if the title Mother of God is
interpreted as one who gave birth to God. If you interpret it that
way the only solution to the problem is to make Mary Goddess
who existed even before the Son. Evidently the intentions and
interpretations of Ephesus Council was far from that. It only
wanted to assert that Jesus was indeed fully God and also fully
Man. In asserting only one aspect of Jesus - his divine nature in
disregard to his human aspect, the council has created a huge
problem. But anyone who knows the context (The Arian and
Nestorian heresies) and the intentions of the resolution resolves
the problem easily. But time causes forgetfulness and it snow
balled into a crisis. As we will see in the Catechis, Pope Paul
picks up the next step in Marian theology along that line.
Today the tables are turned. Look at the following quotation from
one of the "What Catholics Believe" sites:
23
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"But because more people believed that Mary was really the
Mother of God, the Church was able to condemn the error." They
have put the cart indeed before the horse. In contrast Pope John
himself corrects the misunderstanding thus: "Mary's divine
motherhood refers only to the human begetting of the Son of
God but not, however, to his divine birth. The Son of God was
eternally begotten of God the Father, and is consubstantial with
him. Mary, of course, has no part in this eternal birth. However,
the Son of God assumed our human nature 2,000 years ago and
was conceived by and born of Mary." So far it is wonderful. But
then he goes on to say "Thus having given birth, according to his
human nature, to the person of Jesus, who is a divine person,
Mary is the Mother of God." which evidently is a contradiction
The term was coined to emphasize the divinity of Jesus and not
to emphasize the Motherhood of Mary in relation to Jesus. .
Does that term support the explanation? Does that make Mary
cosubstantial with God? How far can the true meaning be
misinterpreted by that title is evident.
I am just stating that the choice of the title "Mother of God" was
unfortunate as the title "Mother of Christ" also would have been.
The appropriate title could only have been "Mother of Jesus" or
"Mother of Immanuel" which would have given the full deity of
Jesus and the full manhood of Jesus simultaneously.

24
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3
MARY, MOTHER OF
THE CHURCH
Pope John continued his discourse to take the Marian theology
to its next stage where some of the statements are very
revealing.
"The conciliar Constitution uses these terms from the Roman
Canon of the Mass, thereby stressing how faith in the divine
motherhood of Mary has been present in Christian thought since
the first centuries. In the newborn Church Mary is remembered
with the title "Mother of Jesus"." Is this not an admission that
26
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Jesus was actually remembered by the early church not as the
mother of God but as the mother of Jesus. for this purpose Pope
quotes the Lukan reference
"Is this not ... the son of Mary?", the residents of Nazareth
wonder according to the Evangelist Mark's account (6:3), "Is not
Mary known to be his mother?", is the question recorded by
Matthew (13:55)" The true implication of this sarcastic remark is
missed here. In the Jewish tradition children were known after
their legal father. Even a child born of illegitimate relation outside
the marriage is known after the husband. Why then the
difference here? They were actually laughing at Jesus indirectly
indicating that he was born out of wedlock, before the marriage
even indicating adultery. It is in this context they mention his
brothers by name. It is highly improbable that such sarcastic
reference could refer to cousins and not real brothers.
"For them, Mary is a person unique in her kind: she received the
singular grace of giving birth to the Savior of humanity; she lived
for a long while at his side; and on Calvary she was called by the
Crucified One to exercise a "new motherhood" in relation to the
beloved disciple and, through him, to the whole Church. "
At the side of the cross, Jesus handed over Mary to the care of
John.
27
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In this statement it is hard to find how it becomes a statement
that Mary is the Mother of Church unless John is identified as the
Church which the Roman Church certainly denies. For practical
purposes John was the spiritual heir to Jesus if Apostolic
succession is based on loyalty and fidelity to Jesus and to the
faith that was handed over to the saints. He was the disciple
whom Jesus loved most. Yet this particular incident cannot be
interpreted allegorically as declaring Mary as the Mother of the
Church nor does John represent the Church. No such concept
existed within the church in the first centaury at least until the
death of John. John the last of the Apostle did not even mention
Mary the mother of Jesus except at the foot of the cross, and
that to show that he was given the charge to take care of her.
The other Gospels refer to Mary in the context of coming to take
Jesus forcefully to be put in an asylum because his family
thought he was mad or was possessed by a devil. The only
reference to Mary in the Acts of the Apostles is just one sentence
where Mary is part of the group that was praying: Act. 1:14 They
all joined together constantly in prayer, along with the women
and Mary the mother of Jesus, and with his brothers. It is
interesting to note that now the entire family is part of the
believing crowd.
Even Catholic theologians are aware of the difficulty of the
scriptural interpretation. Catholic theologian L. Ott comments:
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"Specific scriptural proof does not exist. Theologians look for
Biblical support for Christ's words in John 19:26: 'Woman, behold
thy son!' but according to its literal meaning, these words only
refer to those to whom they were directed: Mary and John."
Fundamentals of Catholic Dogma, Cork, 1966, p. 214. The
concept that Mary as the universal mother of all believers did not
in fact appear until the 11th century.
Earlier the family including Mary was very hostile to Jesus. In
spite of the appearance of the Angel and Angelic messages and
the events connected with the birth Mary was totally taken up
and believed that Jesus was mad or was possessed of the devil
just like his opponents. Note these references:

Mark 3:20-35 Then Jesus entered a house, and again a
crowd gathered, so that he and his disciples were not even
able to eat.

When his family heard about this, they went to take charge
of him, for they said, "He is out of his mind." And the
teachers of the law who came down from Jerusalem said,
"He is possessed by Beelzebub ! By the prince of demons
he is driving out demons."
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...... I tell you the truth, all the sins and blasphemies of
men will be forgiven them. But whoever blasphemes
against the Holy Spirit will never be forgiven; he is guilty of
an eternal sin." He said this because they were saying,
"He has an evil spirit."

Then Jesus' mother and brothers arrived. Standing
outside, they sent someone in to call him. A crowd was
sitting around him, and they told him, "Your mother and
brothers are outside looking for you." "Who are my mother
and my brothers?" he asked. Then he looked at those
seated in a circle around him and said, "Here are my
mother and my brothers! Whoever does God's will is my
brother and sister and mother."

This story is described in Mathew, Mark and Luke. But only Mark
gives us the reason why his mother and brothers went to see
him. John totally omits this story. The reason for it is clear. The
gospels were written when Mary and the brothers of Jesus were
all leaders of the Church. So in order to avoid hurting the feelings
of those brethren and sister in Christ they were mentioned
without descriptions. John avoided the story altogether because
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Mary was given into his care. Mary was living with John when he
wrote the gospel. How could he mention it without hurting her.
Mark on the other hand giving the perspective of Peter and with
his very direct method (Mark had a critical attitude towards
disciples and to all who were close to Jesus ) alone mentions
why Mary and Jesus' brothers came to him. The honesty of the
gospel is to be admired.
Now consider verse 29 in the above quote. The whole matter of
blasphemy against the Holy Spirit seems out of place. Holy Spirit
is not brought into the picture at all. What is Jesus then referring
to? It is a sad story, but true. Mary who had been given grace unmerited mercy - from God himself to bring Jesus into the
world, to whom the Angel appeared and proclaimed the good
news, who accepted the role of being a surrogate; could not
understand what was going on. (But then John the Baptist who
showed Jesus as "the Lamb of God that take away the sins of
the world", had the same doubt) She knew that it was through
the Holy Spirit she became pregnant with Jesus, she has seen
and heard the stories of the shepherds and the wise men from
the east, she heard the prophecy of Simeon. Yet when it came to
the understanding of his public ministry Mary was totally misled.
It was indeed a blasphemy against the Holy Spirit. Mary - his
own mother, who should have understood him all along, along
with his own brothers came to take him up by force to put him in
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a mental asylum. Verse 30 corroborates the point clearly. "He
said this because they were saying "He has an evil spirit". How
could Mary say that?. Did she all of sudden came to think that
she became pregnant with the evil spirit? A very real possibility.
Then Jesus goes on to the declaration of disclaim of Mary as his
spiritual mother. Is it any wonder Mary featured very little in the
early Church?
Yet in another occasion there were mothers in the crowd who
thought Jesus was great and began to eulogize his mother.
Notice his instant reply.
Lk 11:27 -28 As Jesus was saying these things, a woman
in the crowd called out, "Blessed is the mother who gave
you birth and nursed you." He replied, "Blessed rather are
those who hear the word of God and obey it."
This incident in reported by all the three gospels, (again John
omits it). In all four gospels there is not one occasion where
Jesus addresses Mary as mother. At all times he used the third
party term mother (of course with respect because he honored
his father and mother according to the law.)
What a different picture is painted for us by the Roman Church!
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From what is given to us in the Holy Scripture, we know that
Mary and his brothers did not believe in him. We are told that
Jesus appeared to James - his brother. We know also that
James became the bishop of Jerusalem. He established his
mother and brothers into his faith by appearing to them and
confirming his divinity. Then we see Mary among the believers.
She needed the forgiveness most.
Even though official church documents do not consider this,
some unofficial catholic apologetics goes to the absurd extent of
considering Mary as the spouse of the Holy Spirit. These are
published under the official imprimatur of the Catholic Church
and give us the direction of the Marian movement within the
church. Anyone reading through these will know what will be the
infallible dogmatic statement in the coming decade. There is
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even a covert attempt to invalidate the espousal of Mary to
Joseph by making him a guardian for Mary. A study of this
aspect can be found at various pages in:: http://www.aloha.net/
~mikesch/ .
Some scattered quotes from this study are probably illustrative.
"13. 7° As the Holy Ghost has espoused Mary, and has
produced in her, by her and from her, His masterpiece,
Jesus Christ, the Word Incarnate, and has never repudiated
His spouse, so He now continues to produce the elect, in her
and by her, in a mysterious but real manner.
Source: The Secret of Mary, by St. Louis Marie Grignon de
Montfort, published by Montfort Publications, Bay Shore,
New York 11706, bearing the Imprimi potest, Nihil obstat and
Imprimatur of the Catholic Church, page 15. ........."
"Reflection: The Holy Spirit is given to us to fashion us ever
more according to the likeness of Jesus. And the more we
are like Jesus, the more Jesus leads us to the Father. Do
we, each day, pray to the Holy Spirit to be more open to
His transforming influence? Do we strive each day to grow
in union with Mary? The greater our union with our Mother,
the spouse of the Holy Spirit, the greater is the
transforming action of the Holy Spirit within us. "
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Online at Shepards of Christ Ministries.
"Moreover, Mary's profound union with the Holy Spirit, the
Sanctifier, leads to her role as Mediatrix of every grace
bestowed to the human family. As St. Maximilian Kolbe
taught, the Holy Spirit is so deeply united to Mary in the work
of sanctification, that their inexpressible spousal union
resembles (without fully reaching it) the union of the divine
nature and human nature in the one person of Christ. And
since the Holy Spirit always acts through the Virgin Mary in
His sanctifying action, then all graces must come through
Mary as Mediatrix of all graces.
Source: Quote from Introduction to Mary, by Mark Miravalle,
S.T.D., copyright 1993, bearing the Imprimatur and Nihil
Obstat of the Catholic Church, published by Queenship
Publishing Company, P.O. Box 42028, Santa Barbara,
California, 93140-2028, page 167. "
"Please note that the above claims that Mary through her
union with the Holy Spirit has very nearly achieved the same
status of diety / humanity as Jesus Christ! And because of
the presumed status of near-deity, Mary is allegedly qualified
to dispense all grace in the role of Mediatrix! This is
blasphemy! Who does not see the spirit of Antichrist in this?
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In scripture, you will find that the only spouse mentioned for
Mary was her husband, Joseph:
"The Bible is quite silent about Mary being the "spouse" of
the Holy Spirit and you have to dig a little to find references
to this teaching in Catholic sources. Even the new Vatican
Catechism does not mention it. I suspect this idea originates
in the delicate sensibilities and logic of the Catholic mind,
which apparently assumes that for the Holy Spirit to
conceive Jesus in Mary, the two should rightly be married!
This same kind of human logic results in the dogmas of the
Immaculate Conception of Mary, the Perpetual Virginity of
Mary, the Assumption of Mary into Heaven, the Queenship
of Mary and the doctrine of Mary the Mediatrix of all graces,
all of which cannot be found in the Bible and are nothing
more than the Traditions of men."
Another concept which is developed parallel to the spouse of the
Holy Spirit is the concept that Mary is the new Eve. This is to
support the concept that she is the mother of all new mankind mother of the Church. Jesus is the New Adam and Mary is the
New Eve according to this approach. However the problem is
that Bible nowhere refers to Mary as the New Eve. None of the
Apostles ever declared her as such. There is also the problem
that while First Adam and First Eve were husband and wife, the
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New Adam and Mary are son and mother. Or did Jesus marry
Mary? Is this a case of Gnostic mistaken identity who considers
Mary Magdelene as the wife of Jesus or is it a confusion with the
legend of Semiramis and Tammuz?].Actually nowhere in the
Bible Eve is blamed for the fall. Eve was deceived. But it was
Adam who fell who willingly and in full knowledge disobeyed
God. So the onus of redemption rested fully on Man
1 cor 15:22 For as in Adam all die, so in Christ all will be made
alive.
Bible also defines the role of women and how they can bring
salvation.
1 Tim 2:13 -15 For Adam was formed first, then Eve. And Adam
was not the one deceived; it was the woman who was deceived
and became a sinner. But women will be saved through
childbearing---if they continue in faith, love and holiness with
propriety.
Mary's role was just that

Eph 5:23 For the husband is the head of the wife as Christ is the
head of the church, his body, of which he is the Savior.
As such we do not encounter the concept of New Eve in the
Apostolic Church at all. Nowhere in the scripture the name New
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Eve is ever mentioned. It is a concoction of human mind in the
latter period in order to accommodate Mariolatry.
If none of these fit Mary to the position of New Eve, what is the
comparison? The identification is based on the obedience. First
Eve disobeyed the command of law in eating from the forbidden
tree. Mary submitted herself before the Lord and agreed to be
the surrogate mother for Jesus to incarnate. The real comparison
is very meager to warrant any vast theological implication from it.
Again doesn’t every believer have the same choice? We are
born again in the Spirit only of our free choice. Does that also
make us new Adam and new Eve? Did not generations of Jews
submit themselves to the will of the Lord even unto death by
being obedient to the Lord? Imagine the mothers of the
holocaust. We have many who were martyred because of their
faith. So spiritual interpretation of this concept is intended every
believer becomes the New Eve and Mary does not have any
predominance. Actually this interpretation is intended when
Jesus was asking the question, "Who is my mother?".
Mat. 12:48-50 He replied to him, "Who is my mother, and who
are my brothers?"Pointing to his disciples, he said, "Here are my
mother and my brothers. For whoever does the will of my Father
in heaven is my brother and sister and mother."
.
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4
EVER VIRGIN MARY
"This truth, showing Jesus' divine origin, was immediately
grasped by the first Christians for its important significance and
included among the key affirmations of their faith. Son of Joseph
according to the law, Jesus in fact, by an extraordinary
intervention of the Holy Spirit, was in his humanity only the son
of Mary, since he was born without the intervention of man.
Mary's virginity thus acquires a unique value and casts new light
on the birth of Jesus and on the mystery of his sonship, since the
virginal generation is the sign that Jesus has God himself as his
Father" (Pope John)
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God did not become the Father of Jesus at the virginal
conception as this statement implies. He was the begotten Son
of God before all things. Did God the Father become the Father
of Jesus through Mary? Not in the wildest imagination. That is
simply Mormonism. Mormon's believe that when the time was
ripe, God the Father knocked at the door of Mary and had an
intercourse with her to produce Jesus. Are they right? Certainly
the Apostles and the early believers never imagined it. That is
not the concept of incarnation.
Bible clearly states that when Jesus was conceived, Mary was a
virgin - chaste, who did not know man. This is another way of
saying that she never had a sexual intercourse with a man. Why
was this necessary? Evidently to maintain that Jesus was fully
human and fully God it was necessary that Jesus was born in the
Spirit without the intervention of a man. John hints at this idea in
John 1:12 Yet to all who received him, to those who believed in
his name, he gave the right to become children of God-13 children born not of natural descent, nor of human decision or
a husband's will, but born of God.
So it was necessary that that Jesus was to be born not of natural
descent, nor of human decision, or a husband's will, but born of
God.
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This birth could have happened by the spirit without a husband's
will as a second or a third child in a human family. It was
sufficient that Jesus was born of a woman, and born of God
without a human father. This satisfies the promise of salvation
contained in the curse to Serpent.
Gen. 3:15 And I will put enmity between you and the woman,
and between your offspring and hers; he will crush your head,
and you will strike his heel."
Is. 7:14 Therefore the Lord himself will give you a sign: The
virgin will be with child and will give birth to a son, and will call
him Immanuel.
In fact the word used in Isaiah for virgin does not mean chaste at
all. It simply implies a woman. Yet when the Old Testament
cannon were codified about 300 years before Jesus, this verse
was considered as a messianic prophecy by the Rabbis and as a
prophecy used the word that meant - virgin.
There are other reasons however why the messiah was to be a
first born. I can mention a few.
1. Mesia should be the legal heir to the throne of David. The
eldest son in the line usually is the King, according to Jewish
tradition. So Jesus was to be legally the first born to Joseph. To
be the King of the Jews, he was the first born. He indeed was the
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legal heir to the throne of David being the first born of Joseph.
Joseph' ancestry traced from Davidic Royal line is given in
Mathew. The consequence of this is that we cannot consider the
"brothers of Jesus" as the children of Joseph from an earlier
marriage as is usually emphasized.
2. Mesia was also Priest. He was not to be Levite. He was
therefore a Priest by the order of Melchizedek. Every first born of
any living belongs to God. Anything that opens the womb
belongs to God. So the messiah was to be born as the first born
of Mary.
However the major reason for the virgin birth I believe is to make
certain that the people believe his birth as truly divine. Hence it
was necessary that Mary was to conceive Jesus before Mary
and Joseph came together.
However it was not necessary that Mary should remain a virgin.
The status of Jesus does not stand or fall on whether Mary
remained as a virgin or not. In fact since she was married to
Joseph, to keep herself away from her husband would have
been a violation of purpose for which male and female were
created. It would have been a poor example to the Church and
even to the fellow Jews. We should expect her to be a good wife
to Joseph. Scripture do indicate clearly that this was so.
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Mat. 13:55-56 "Isn't this the carpenter's son? Isn't his mother's
name Mary, and aren't his brothers James, Joseph, Simon and
Judas? Aren't all his sisters with us? Where then did this man
get all these things?"
The same event is recorded by Mark using almost the same
words.
Mark 6:3 Isn't this the carpenter? Isn't this Mary's son and the
brother of James, Joseph, Judas and Simon? Aren't his sisters
here with us?" And they took offense at him.
If the scripture is to be trusted, Jesus had four brothers and
several sisters and as the eldest son plied the profession of his
father as a carpenter. In accordance with the Jewish tradition we
are given only the names of his brothers - James, Joseph, Simon
and Judas and we are not of his sisters..
James became a Leader of the Church soon after his
resurrection and Paul specifically refers to him as the brother of
Jesus.
Gal 1:19 I saw none of the other apostles--only James, the
Lord's brother.
It is true that the word "brother" in Aramaic as in most Semitic,
oriental and African languages could mean a wider meaning of
cousins or even fellow country men. Even in English we call a
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fellow Christian as a brother. Thus we have these probable
meanings for the word brothers here.
(1.) In the natural and common sense (Matt. 1:2; Luke 3:1, 19).
(2.) A near relation, a cousin (Gen. 13:8; 14:16; Matt. 12:46;
John 7:3; Acts 1:14; Gal. 1:19).
(3.) Simply a fellow-countryman (Matt. 5:47; Acts 3:22; Heb. 7:5).
(4.) A disciple or follower (Matt. 25:40; Heb. 2:11, 12).
(5.) One of the same faith (Amos 1:9; Acts 9:30; 11:29; 1 Cor.
5:11); whence the early disciples of our Lord were known to each
other as brethren.
(6.) A colleague in office (Ezra 3:2; 1 Cor. 1:1; 2 Cor. 1:1).
(7.) A fellow-man (Gen. 9:5; 19:7; Matt. 5:22, 23, 24; 7:5; Heb.
2:17).
(8.) One beloved or closely united with another in affection (2
Sam. 1:26; Acts 6:3; 1 Thess. 5:1).
Brethren of Jesus occur in these passages Matt. 1:25; 12:46, 50:
Mark 3:31, 32; Gal. 1:19; 1 Cor. 9:5. They were probably the
younger children of Joseph and Mary. Some have supposed that
they may have been the children of Joseph by a former
marriage, and others that they were the children of Mary, the
Virgin's sister, and wife of Cleophas. The first interpretation,
however, is the most natural and most direct.
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In Hebrew and Aramaic as in modern Arabic, there are no
special words for brother and cousins. In languages that do not
have specific terms of cousins, they are usually spelled out
clearly when a relation is mentioned such as his brother's
children etc. However New Testament gospels were not written
in Aramaic but in Greek language. In Greek, the word for brother
is "adelphos" (plural: adelphoi) and there is a special word for
cousin viz. "anepsios". As such in the Old Testament the word
for brother has been employed to include the wider family. (1
Sam. 9:13; 20:32; 2 Sam. 1:26; Amos 1:9).But in Greek such a
connotation is difficult to establish. At least semantically it is not
an interpretation.
However we should note that even in English the word brother is
sometimes used to denote anything from a brother to a
colleague and they are to be interpreted in the context in which it
is spoken . Evidently it is a poor apology to use that explanation
to establish ever virginity of Mary.
The Catholic apologetics refers to the Protoevangelium of James
a writing which date to A.D. 125 for the story of Mary and
Joseph.

For certainity it was not written by James, the brother

of Jesus simply because James died much much earlier. The
style and diction of the writing does not justify the authorship at
all. There were many such writings of this period as Christianity
spread far and wide including the life of Joseph, Life of Jesus in
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his early childhood etc. with a consequent rise of myths, legends
and

heretical

teachings

and

interpretations.

Gnosticism

practically invaded Christianity right from the first centaury and
dominated during the second centaury. They were in fact
present right at the Apostolic Period. Hence the existence of
Protoevangelium of James and other gospels are not a surprise.
However they do not bear sanctity or tradition because of that.
In fact during beginning of the second centaury several Gnostic
movements started within the "Christian church", including a
strong group who considered Mary as the real goddess. {Critical
analysis of "Protoevangelium of James" the "Pseudo-Matthew"
and "the Gospel of the Nativity of Mary" lead to a date of fourth
to sixth centuries, and were believed by the sects found in
Arabia. The backdrop of these stories is essentially Arab in
nature and not Jewish}
It was process of substitution of Mary in place of their own pagan
goddess. A detailed treatment of this and its lingering effect in
Roman

Art

can

be

found

in

the

Mary

myths.

(matu1.math.auckland.ac.nz/~king/Preprints/book.hieros/hieros2
.html) The deification attempts of Mary had brought forth similar
movements in India and the US. I have just seen a sticker on a
car which says: "My Goddess gave birth to your God." A Hindu
could really say that because the first appearance of Brahman in
a form was as a woman "Kaamakshi" who is the mother of all
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creation. This identification is easy for most Hindus. Hence we
notice that the greatest demand for deification of Mary is from
India. Is there any wonder?
One problem with the Mary's presence in the Temple as a maid
is that no such practice existed in Israel's history. In fact young
virgins were permanent part of the Greek, Roman and Arabian
pagan temples. They were called virgins but were actually similar
to the Devadasis of Indian temples. They were temple
prostitutes. They were advised not to become pregnant during
their service period, for their own sake. However if they did, their
children were considered as Sons of god. In fact all virgins were
supposed to do the temple duty before their marriages in certain
Greek and Roman area. (This was their sex education). The
implication here is certainly serious and I suppose not worth
discussing. We are certainly not talking of a Mary who was a
temple prostitute. I am mentioning it here because this is the
approach made by the Gnostic sections even today. In that
process some give the credit of being the father of Jesus to a
Roman Soldier and others to Zachariah, the priest to whom Mary
went immediately after hearing the words of Gabriel.
One interesting point to note is that Luke, who was essentially a
historian, who did extensive research before he wrote down the
account of Jesus, who cared enough to give details of the birth of
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John the Baptist do not even mention anything about the history
of Mary.
Essentially what we are trying to say is, on the basis of available
historical and scriptural evidence we cannot establish that Mary
was an eternal virgin. It is probable, and certainly possible, but
certainly not necessary. But then Roman Catholic Church being
the "custodian of faith and revelation" has stipulated it. As in
most of the later Marian doctrines, this doctrine of eternal
virginity of Mary is derived from an ardent idolatrous approach to
the figure of Mary and the lingering blasphemy of Gnosticism
within the Church. It is not corroborated by the scripture nor are
they ever referred to by any of the Apostles or anyone of the
early Church Fathers before the second centaury. The important
point is that such a position is not necessary for any Christian
doctrine.
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5
IMMACULATE CONCEPTION
OF MARY
Declaration of Immaculate conception of Mary
"The most blessed Virgin Mary was from the
first moment of her conception, by a singular
grace and privilege of almighty God and by
virtue of the merits of Jesus Christ. Savior of
the human race, preserved immune from all
stain of original sin."
Pope Pius IX Inefabilis Deus 1854 DS 2803
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"The Blessed Virgin Mary . . ." The subject of this
immunity from original sin is the person of Mary at the
moment of the creation of her soul and its infusion into her
body…..
"in the first instance of her conception . . ." The term
conception does not mean the active or generative
conception by her parents. Her body was formed in the
womb of the mother, and the father had the usual share in
its

formation.

The

question

does

not

concern

the

immaculateness of the generative activity of her parents.
Neither does it concern the passive conception absolutely
nor simply (conceptio seminis carnis, inchoata), which,
according to the order of nature, precedes the infusion of the
rational soul. The person is truly conceived when the soul is
created and infused into the body. Mary was preserved
exempt from all stain of original sin at the first moment of her
animation, and sanctifying grace was given to her before sin
could have taken effect in her soul. …
"was preserved exempt from all stain of original sin. . "
The formal active essence of original sin was not removed
from her soul, as it is removed from others by baptism; it
was excluded, it never was in her soul.
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Simultaneously with the exclusion of sin. The state of
original sanctity, innocence, and justice, as opposed to
original sin, was conferred upon her, by which gift every
stain and fault, all depraved emotions, passions, and
debilities, essentially pertaining to original sin, were
excluded. But she was not made exempt from the temporal
penalties of Adam -- from sorrow, bodily infirmities, and
death.
". . .by a singular privilege and grace granted by God, in
view of the merits of Jesus Christ, the Savior of the human
race." The immunity from original sin was given to Mary by a
singular exemption from a universal law through the same
merits of Christ, by which other men are cleansed from sin
by baptism. Mary needed the redeeming Savior to obtain
this exemption, and to be delivered from the universal
necessity and debt (debitum) of being subject to original sin.
The person of Mary, in consequence of her origin from
Adam, should have been subject to sin, but, being the new
Eve who was to be the mother of the new Adam, she was,
by the eternal counsel of God and by the merits of Christ,
withdrawn from the general law of original sin.
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Her redemption was the very masterpiece of Christ's
redeeming wisdom. He is a greater redeemer who pays the
debt that it may not be incurred than he who pays after it has
fallen on the debtor.
Such is the meaning of the term "Immaculate Conception."
Catholic Encyclopedia
http://www.newadvent.org/cathen/07674d.htm

Parthenogenesis (Formation of babies without a father) has
been observed in many lower animals, especially insects such
as aphids. In many social insects, like the honeybee and the ant,
parthenogenesis gives rise to male drones.

Fertilised eggs

produce female workers and queens.
Some larger animals like the lizards reproduce this way.
Scientist had been able to induce Parthenogenesis

frogs and

snakes. The division process in unfertilised eggs had been
induced mice and monkeys (Greek word "Parthenos" means
"virgin")
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“Shark's virgin birth: Lone female in aquarium gives birth to
a pup without ever coming into contact with a male: By
DAVID DERBYSHIRE Last updated at 21:12 07 February
2008
mail on line News
Imprisoned in a tank hundreds of miles from a mate, Ibolya the female shark
resorted to desperate measures. To the astonishment of her keepers, she
spontaneously produced a perfectly healthy pup. The virgin birth is making
biologists think again about one of the oldest and - in evolutionary terms most successful creatures.

Baby surprise: The aquarium shark gave birth despite never mating with a
male
Ibolya, a white-tipped reef shark, has been with the aquarium for seven years.
In that time, she has never shared water with a male.
Virgin birth - parthenogenesis - happens when an egg begins to divide without
being fertilised. Common in insects, it is rare in vertebrates such as fish, birds
and reptiles…..
Scientists believe that sharks use it as an emergency survival mechanism.
Normally animals rely on genetic diversity - the interplay of genes from two
parents - to evolve. However, reproduction without sex is a useful stopgap.”

+++
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Did God initiate an emergency survival mechanism in the birth of
Jesus?

The Mormon definition of immaculate conception
The Church is thus well aware that the justification of this
doctrine is a sticky affair and cannot be found in the scripture in
any direct, categorical or stringent form. How about other forms
of justification?
If the salvation is to be completed Jesus has to be God and Man.
If he is only God, he cannot pay the price for mankind. Only a
man could pay the penalty of sin of mankind. But no man could
survive the fallen nature of man. The wages of sin is death. No
man could escape death, because he is born in the species of
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Adam. Hence Jesus was Man being taken flesh from Mary - of
the Adamic Origin. He has taken the fallen nature of man
through her. Jesus bore on his flesh the original sin - the sinful
nature of man like every other man in Adamic race. Though he
was sinless, he was still a mortal being of Adamic race bearing
the original sin in his body. Otherwise he is not a fit sacrifice.
Thus Isaiah proclaims:
Is.53:5-6 But he was pierced for our transgressions, he was
crushed for our iniquities; the punishment that brought us peace
was upon him, and by his wounds we are healed. We all, like
sheep, have gone astray, each of us has turned to his own way;
and the LORD has laid on him the iniquity of us all.
Rom 5:12 Therefore, just as sin entered the world through one
man, and death through sin, and in this way death came to all
men, because all sinned-Rom 6:23 For the wages of sin is death,
The declaration of Immaculate conception of Mary to make her
free from all original sin of mankind would make Jesus unfit as a
sacrifice for man. Sure enough if God wanted to make someone
free from original sin he could do it by virtue of his sovereignty. It
is not the sovereignty of God that comes in question but the
validity and necessity of such an act. Is it necessary for
salvation? Quite the contrary it makes the whole incarnation
invalid.
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Was the sacrifice on the cross an unacceptable sacrifice as an
atonement for the sin of mankind?

An immaculate Mary is

theologically unacceptable.
The whole series of ancestry of Jesus traced by Mathew and
Luke shows clearly that the lineage was never indented to be a
holy series. Quite the opposite. People are often surprised that
the lineage is through Judah and not through Joseph. Judah's
character is clear in his behavior with his daughter-in-law. He
was least hesitant to lie with a prostitute. During the intimate
intercourse he did not even recognize his daughter-in-law
Tamar. Four women are mentioned in Mathew's genealogy where the legal genealogy is mentioned. Breaking the tradition
Mathew mentions four women. . All the four are women of poor
repute. First is Tamar - who enticed her father - in - law into lying
with her. The second is Rehab, the harlot. The third is the
Moabitess Rehab, whom the tradition considers as once the
priestess of Baal. The Fourth is Betsheba - Uriah's wife who was
in adulterous relation with David. Why were they mentioned
specifically even though mention of women's names were a
taboo in the Jewish culture? This was clearly to show that Jesus
came in a fallen human race carrying the original sin. The
Immaculate conception tries to break this chain of theological
necessity. The scripture requires and emphasizes that he came
as a member of this fallen race, carrying with him the fallen
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nature. He broke this vicious cycle. It is therefore a necessary
and sufficient condition that Mary is not immaculate and she
represented the fallen mankind.
"Original sin is only a sin in an analogical nature. It is a sin
"contracted" and not "committed" - a state and not an act."
(Catechism 404) " By baptism all sins are forgiven, original sin
and all personal sins as well as all punishment for sin" (Council
of Florence (1439) DS 1316
In fact assuming the affirmation of infallible Roman Catholic
Church every infant that is baptized in the Roman Catholic
Church is immortal and they should not die as long as they do
not commit personal sin. As all know infants commit personal
acts of sin. Yet we know that they die. Baptism do not either
impart immunity to original sin or original sin has nothing to do
with sickness, decay and death. This thread is necessary as we
look at the assumption of Mary.
The effect of removal of original sin from any person is to make
them sinless and perfect. Since sin has no authority over them
they do not decay nor can they die. That was what God meant
when he created Adam. God wanted to have eternal fellowship
with man. In the fall his character became evil - he missed the
mark and decay and death entered into this world as a
consequence. This decay and death was not only for mankind
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and on all living, but also on all matter. The whole universe us
now under bondage of decay and will be released from this
bondage when the sons of men come into the Kingdom.
Rom 8:19-22

The creation waits in eager expectation for the

sons of God to be revealed. For the creation was subjected to
frustration, not by its own choice, but by the will of the one who
subjected it, in hope that the creation itself will be liberated from
its bondage to decay and brought into the glorious freedom of
the children of God. We know that the whole creation has been
groaning as in the pains of childbirth right up to the present time.
Not only so, but we ourselves, who have the firstfruits of the
Spirit, groan inwardly as we wait eagerly for our adoption as
sons, the redemption of our bodies.
If Mary was immaculate she was immortal. Sin cannot have any
dominion over her. However history cleary states that Mary died
and she was buried. Even the Roman Catholic tradition does
state that she was indeed buried. Her death implies and declares
her to be a daughter of Eve with original sin in her and
consequently paid the price in death.
Let us assume for the moment that the sacrificial lamb need not
be with original sin in Him. Then who is the best sacrificial lamb?
Mary or Jesus. Mary because she is of Adamic Origin, She is
free from original sin. She is sinless in her life ("By the grace of
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God Mary remained free from every personal sin all her life long"
Catechism 492). There was no need of God to incarnate. Death
could not have held her in bondage because she was sinless.
Mary had simply usurped Jesus. If on the other hand it was only
a question of removal of original sin for the perfect lamb, God
could have easily done that in Jesus even if he was born from
any woman. A mother with no original sin is simply superfluous.

Thus we see that the doctrine of immaculate conception
of Mary - that Mary was given the grace to be without
original sin - undermine the purpose of incarnation and of
Jesus and his mission. Clearly this is not the case is seen
by the fact Mary was not martyred - i.e. her body was not
forcefully destroyed by external forces of the fallen world
as Jesus' was. She died a normal death of old age due to
decay of the body - a consequence of original sin. In clear
theological

terms

the

declaration

of

immaculate

conception of Mary was a declaration that the death of
Jesus was not a sufficient sacrifice for the redemption of
mankind.

This was known very very clearly to all early Catholic
Theologians. Catholic scholar Sir Thomas Aquinas wrote,
"Certainly (Mary) was conceived with original sin, as is natural. . .
. If she would not have been born with original sin, she would not
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have needed to be redeemed by Christ, and, this being so,
Christ would not be the universal Redeemer of men, which would
abolish the dignity of Christ." Chapter CCXXXII bis. Thomas
Aquinas, Compendio do Teologia, Barcelona, 1985.
St. Augustine knew the importance of Adamic origin and its
requirement for redemption and commented that if Mary had
been free from the power of sin, it was not because of her birth,
but because of her rebirth by God's grace. Yet, in A.D. 1439, a
council meeting in Basel, Switzerland, declared the immaculate
conception of Mary as a dogma. At the Council of Trent, in 1546,
when the new dogma was affirmed it was by subterfuge, "We do
not wish to enclose in the decree in which original sin is dealt
with, the blessed and immaculate Virgin Mary, Mother of God."
Cesar Vidal, The Myth of Mary, 138.
The corruption came in slow steps and in December 8, 1854, the
dogma of the immaculate conception was stated with a little
more boldness: "The doctrine that sustains that the most blessed
virgin Mary was preserved immune from any stain of original sin
in the first moment of her conception, by the singular grace and
privilege of Almighty God, in foresight of the merits of Jesus
Christ, Savior of the human race, this doctrine revealed by God
should be, therefore, firmly and constantly believed by all the
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faithful." . Finally, at the Vatican II Council decreed that Mary
was "preserved immune from every stain of original sin."
Neither the scriptures nor the Apostolic tradition ever hinted of
this. My search could not locate even any Gnostic or apocryphal
writings to the effect. It is purely a myth developed much later. It
was an outgrowth of the Papal Church of Rome. I have quoted in
full the article which explains this dogma. A careful reading will
tell that the dogma was not taught until after a millennium and
even then not without stringent opposition with most scholars
objecting to it. It simply grew as a conjecture without solid
scriptural or historical basis. The only assurance of this I can find
in the Marian literature is that Mary herself made this claim."
Mary herself is said to have confirmed the doctrine in a 14th
century visitation to St. Bridget of Sweden."
1 John 4:1 Dear friends, do not believe every spirit, but test the
spirits to see whether they are from God, because many false
prophets have gone out into the world.
Here are the extracts from the text from Catholic Encyclopedia (It
is copy righted and so we could give only portions) the subject.
You may read it from source for full article.
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"Immaculate Conception”
The Doctrine
In the Constitution Ineffabilis Deus of 8 December, 1854, Pius IX
pronounced and defined that the Blessed Virgin Mary "in the first
instance of her conception, by a singular privilege and grace
granted by God, in view of the merits of Jesus Christ, the Savior
of the human race, was preserved exempt from all stain of
original sin." The subject of this immunity from original sin is the
person of Mary at the moment of the creation of her soul and its
infusion into her body. .....
The Holy Scripture
Genesis 3:15
No direct or categorical and stringent proof of the dogma can be
brought forward from Scripture. (Proto-evangelium), ........"and I
will put enmity between thee and the woman and her seed; she
(he) shall crush thy head and thou shalt lie in wait for her (his)
heel" (Genesis 3:15). The translation "she" of the Vulgate is
interpretative; it originated after the fourth century, and cannot be
defended critically. ...............
Luke 1:28
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The salutation of the angel Gabriel -- chaire kecharitomene, Hail,
full of grace (Luke 1:28) indicates a unique abundance of grace,
a supernatural, godlike state of soul, which finds its explanation
only in the Immaculate Conception of Mary. But the term
kecharitomene (full of grace) serves only as an illustration, not as
a proof of the dogma.
Other texts
From the texts Proverbs 8 and Ecclesiasticus 24 (which exalt the
Wisdom of God and which in the liturgy are applied to Mary, the
most beautiful work of God's Wisdom), or from the Canticle of
Canticles (4:7, "Thou art all fair, O my love, and there is not a
spot in thee"), no theological conclusion can be drawn. ..........
Tradition
In regard to the sinlessness of Mary the older Fathers are very
cautious: some of them even seem to have been in error on this
matter.
•

Origen, although he ascribed to Mary high spiritual
prerogatives, thought that, at the time of Christ's passion,
the sword of disbelief pierced Mary's soul; that she was
struck by the poniard of doubt; and that for her sins also
Christ died (Origen, "In Luc. hom. xvii").
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•

In the same manner St. Basil writes in the fourth century:
he sees in the sword, of which Simeon speaks, the doubt
which pierced Mary's soul (Epistle 259).

•

St. Chrysostom accuses her of ambition, and of putting
herself forward unduly when she sought to speak to Jesus
at Capharnaum (Matt., xi , 46; Chrysostom, Hom. xliv; cf.
also "In Matt.", hom. iv).

Mary as the second Eve
This celebrated comparison between Eve, ......and the Blessed
Virgin is developed by:
•

Justin

•

Irenaeus

•

Tertullian ,

•

Julius Firm cus Maternus

•

Cyril of Jerusalem

•

Epiphanius

•

Theodotus of Ancyra , and

•

Sedulius

The absolute purity of Mary
“Patristic writings on Mary's purity abound. ...............
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St. John Damascene (Or. i Nativ. Deip., n. 2) esteems the
supernatural influence of God at the generation of Mary to be so
comprehensive that he extends it also to her parents. He says of
them that, during the generation, they were filled and purified by
the Holy Ghost, and freed from sexual concupiscence.
Consequently according to the Damascene, even the human
element of her origin, the material of which she was formed, was
pure and holy. This opinion of an immaculate active generation
and the sanctity of the "conceptio carnis" was taken up by some
Western authors; it was put forward by Petrus Comestor in his
treatise against St. Bernard and by others. Some writers even
taught that Mary was born of a virgin and that she was conceived
in a miraculous manner when Joachim and Anne met at the
golden gate of the temple (Trombelli, "Mari SS. Vita", Sect. V, ii,
8; Summa aurea, II, 948. Cf. also the "Revelations" of Catherine
Emmerich which contain the entire apocryphal legend of the
miraculous conception of Mary. “
From this summary it appears that the belief in Mary's immunity
from sin in her conception was prevalent amongst the Fathers,
especially those of the Greek Church. The rhetorical character,
however, of many of these and similar passages prevents us
from laying too much stress on them, and interpreting them in a
strictly literal sense. The Greek Fathers never formally or
explicitly discussed the question of the Immaculate Conception.
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The Feast
The older feast of the Conception of Mary (Conc. of St. Anne),
which originated in the monasteries of Palestine at least as early
as the seventh century, and the modern feast of the Immaculate
Conception are not identical in their object. .....
“.......Gradually the solemnity emerged from the cloister, entered
into the cathedrals, was glorified by preachers and poets, and
eventually became a fixed feast of the calendar, approved by
Church and State. ........
The Controversy ........Greek and Syrian Churches regarding the
sinlessness of Mary, he asserted that the feast was foreign to the
old tradition of the Church. .......... (A long list controversy is now
listed)
By a Decree of 28 February, 1476, Sixtus IV ........... published in
1483 a constitution in which he punished with excommunication
all those of either opinion who charged the opposite opinion with
heresy (Grave nimis, 4 Sept., 1483; Denzinger, 735). In 1546 the
Council of Trent, ........Baius that "no one but Christ was without
original sin, and that therefore the Blessed Virgin had died
because of the sin contracted in Adam, and had endured
afilictions in this life, like the rest of the just, as punishment of
actual and original sin" (Denzinger, 1073) ...... also issued a
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constitution in which he forbade all public discussion of the
subject. ......... "
From the Catholic Encyclopedia, copyright © 1913 by the
Encyclopedia Press, Inc. Electronic version copyright © 1996 by
New Advent, Inc.
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6
ASSUMPTION OF MARY
"Finally the Immaculate Virgin, preserved from all
stain of original sin, when the course of her earthly
life was finished, was taken up body and soul into
heavenly glory......"
(Catechism of Catholic Church 966)

We have been tracing the development of Marian Theology
through the centauries and have seen one step leading to
another by slight of hand and minor variations of interpretation. A
small change in direction and small change in interpretation of
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terms leads to the next step. This step is the consequence of two
assumptions:
1. Mary was without original sin. Mary was like Eve before her
fall. Which means that she had the freedom of choice to live in
obedience or live in disobedience. The assumption is that she
chose to live in obedience and faith. As a result she became the
mother of all living with the second birth. Of course Catholic
Church does not believe in the second birth as the evangelical
churches. To them the original sin of man is removed by the
baptism that the Church gives. Second birth is the baptism for
infants. So in effect it has nothing to do with faith. It is only a
matter whether the baptism was rendered by the proper authority
in the church - i.e. an ordained priest and in the proper method
and formula.
" By baptism all sins are forgiven, original sin and all personal
sins. as well as all punishment for sin" (Council of Florence
(1439) DS 1316
"In those who have been reborn nothing remains that would
impede their entry into the Kingdom of God, neither Adam's sin,
nor personal sin, nor the consequences of sin......" (Catechism
1263)
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The Assumption of Mary
by
Ruebens
If this is true all Catholics have this privilege. All Catholics are
baptized and are free from original sin. There are many who live
a saintly life or are given absolution and pardon so we should not
be seeing their saintly bodies. They should have been assumed.
Catholic cemeteries should be practically empty graves!!
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2. Mary was without personal sin. Let us look up what sin is. "Sin
is an utterance, a deed, or a desire contrary to the eternal law of
God." ( St. Augustine, Faust 22; PI 42,418). With such definition
was Mary sinless? We know many of her actions from scripture.
Several early fathers had questioned her doubts based on
Mary's behavior in public, among them are Origen, [although he
ascribed to Mary high spiritual prerogatives, thought that, at the
time of Christ's passion, the sword of disbelief pierced Mary's
soul; that she was struck by the poniard of doubt; and that for her
sins also Christ died]; St. Basil [ fourth century: he sees in the
sword, of which Simeon speaks, the doubt which pierced Mary's
soul]; and St. Chrysostom [accuses her of ambition, and of
putting herself forward unduly when she sought to speak to
Jesus at Capharnaum]
Most Catholic Theologians are unaware of this aspect as original
sin as is seen from the following quote which tries to establish
that "All have not sinned and fallen short of the glory of God."
But

w

hat

about

Romans

3:23,

"all

have

sinned"?

Fundamentalists, as a rule, think it means more than that
everyone is subject to original sin. They think it means everyone
commits actual sins. They conclude it means Mary must have
sinned during her life, and that certainly would speak against an
Immaculate Conception. But is the Fundamentalists' reasoning
solid? No.
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Think about a child below the age of reason. By definition he
can't sin, since sinning requires the ability to reason and the
ability to intend to sin. If the child dies before ever committing an
actual sin, because he isn't mature enough to know what he is
doing, what act of his brings him under their interpretation of
Romans 3:23? None, of course.
This is indicated by Paul elsewhere in the epistle to the Romans
when he speaks of the time when Jacob and Esau were unborn
babies as a time when they "had done nothing either good or
bad" (Rom. 9:11). Thus there is a time in people's lives before
they have sinned, meaning Paul's statement earlier in Romans
must be a general rather than an exceptionless principle. We
also know of another very prominent exception to the rule: Jesus
(Heb. 4:15). So Paul's statement in Romans 3 must also include
an exception for Jesus.
But if it includes an exception for Jesus, the Second Adam, then
it also includes an exception for Mary, the Second Eve. Paul's
comment to the Christians in Rome thus would seem to have
one of two meanings. Despite the phrasing, it might be that it
refers not to absolutely everyone, but just to the mass of
mankind (which means young children and other special cases,
like Jesus and Mary, would be excluded without having to be
singled out). If not that, then it would mean that everyone,
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without exception, is subject to original sin, which is true for a
young child, for the unborn, even for Mary--but she, though due
to be subject to it, was preserved from it and its stain. It took a
positive act of God to keep her from coming under its effects the
way we have. We had the stain of Original Sin removed through
baptism, which brings sanctifying grace to the soul (thus making
the soul spiritually alive and capable of enjoying heaven) and
makes the recipient a member of the Church. We might say that
Mary received a very special kind of "baptism" at her conception,
though, because she never contracted Original Sin, she enjoyed
certain privileges we never can, such as entire avoidance of sin.
3. There is also another aspect of the sin which is acknowledged
but not dealt with sufficiently by Christian theologians. This is the
corporate sin - the sin of mankind as a living organism. This is
the heritage of Adam. It is the ongoing aspect of the original sin the state of mankind. Roman Catechism (1868)restricts this
aspect in the following way:
"Moreover we have a responsibility for sins committed by others"
But refusing to accept it as part of original sin from which no
human can escape, this is made part of personal sin by
restricting it to the following aspects.
"- by participating directly and voluntarily in them;
- by ordering, advising, praising, or approving them;
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- by not disclosing or not hindering them when we have an
obligation to do so;
- by protecting evil-doers"
While we are familiar with sins committed by active participation
or inaction, Christian theologians willfully avoid the general
aspect of this sin. I believe this is a vital aspect which makes the
sacrifice of Jesus pertinent and effective. We are not living in a
society of people who sin, we are also living among a community
of fallen people. We can live a sinless life as far as personal sins
are concerned. I am sure Jesus did. I am sure most probably
Mary did. But there is something both of them could not do.
Neither can any human being in this world can do. This is the
communal sin. This is embedded in the life of mankind as an
organism. We are now looking at the mankind as a unity which is
represented in Adam. At the fall of Adam, the system became
unstable and roller coasted. mankind could never be the same
again. This is found in the injustice within the society. I am
responsible for the injustice to every human being anywhere in
the world. I cannot say I am not responsible for the death of the
famine ridden Ethiopia or the rebel infested South Sudan. I am
part of the human race which is perpetuating this. So when we
say Jesus was sinless or when we say Mary was sinless we
mean that in a very very restricted sense.
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Righteousness in the scripture is always referred to in terms of
the law. Ez.18:5 "Suppose there is a righteous man who does
what is just and right.6 He does not eat at the mountain shrines
or look to the idols of the house of Israel. He does not defile his
neighbor's wife or lie with a woman during her period.7 He does
not oppress anyone, but returns what he took in pledge for a
loan. He does not commit robbery but gives his food to the
hungry and provides clothing for the naked.8 He does not lend at
usury or take excessive interest. He withholds his hand from
doing wrong and judges fairly between man and man. 9 He
follows my decrees and faithfully keeps my laws. That man is
righteous; he will surely live, declares the Sovereign LORD.
At the time of Jesus slavery was prevalent. But we do not see
Jesus even preaching against it. There was famine all over the
world. We do not see him speak about it. Roman persecution
was a daily life experience of the Jewish people. War was
waging, dictators were all around, and people were persecuted.
Jesus as a part of the human race carried these sins with him.
This is part of the original sin for which he was also personally
responsible. In fact no human can live without being sinful. No
living human can continue living without being part of this evil.
Was Jesus the Man exempt? Even Gandhi realized this and he
did what he could. He relinquished his costly dress and lavish
foods. Did that reduce his responsibility? As long as you are
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living in this fallen world, we cannot live without committing this
sin. No one can escape this. As the sins committed by any one
member of mankind is sin committed by all, so also the good that
is committed by any one person is merit for everyone. It is here
we find the meaning of the sacrifice of Jesus on the cross of
Calvary. So when we say Jesus lived a sinless life we mean that
only in the sense of the law that is laid down for the fallen
society. The ten commandments were just that. Jesus
understood that and he pushed it a little further in the Sermon on
the mount.
Mat 5:20 For I tell you that unless your righteousness surpasses
that of the Pharisees and the teachers of the law, you will
certainly not enter the kingdom of heaven.
Pharisees lived a righteous life. The rich young ruler obeyed all
the laws. Paul was without blemish as to the law. But that did not
break them away from the sin that was holding whole mankind.
Lot and Job were mentioned as righteous. Were they sinless in
the standards of the holiness of God?
But in terms of the holiness of God, there is none righteous and
all should face the penalty of this sin - death. That is what Jesus
took on the cross. He was blameless. But he carried the sins of
the world. Jesus died because he was part of the mankind. He
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laid down his life willingly. But he was also God so that he could
take his life back.
.Is 53:10 Yet it was the Lord's will to crush him and cause him to
suffer, and though the LORD makes his life a guilt offering, he
will see his offspring and prolong his days, and the will of the
LORD will prosper in his hand.11 After the suffering of his soul,
he will see the light of life and be satisfied ; by his knowledge my
righteous servant will justify many, and he will bear their
iniquities.
Act.2: 24 But God raised him from the dead, freeing him from the
agony of death, because it was impossible for death to keep its
hold on him.
Jn 10 :17-18 I lay down my life--only to take it up again.No one
takes it from me, but I lay it down of my own accord. I have
authority to lay it down and authority to take it up again. This
command I received from my Father."
Mary died because she was a part of this fallen human race.
Even if she was righteous according to the law (many living
people at the time of Jesus were as also many who lived before
him) If she was redeemed, it was through her faith in Jesus
Christ. So we see no special reason for Mary's assumption. Like
all believers who put their trust in Jesus, she also awaits the
coming of our Lord Jesus for the redemption of her body.
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Rom 3:20-27 Therefore no one will be declared righteous in his
sight by observing the law; rather, through the law we become
conscious of sin. But now a righteousness from God, apart from
law, has been made known, to which the Law and the Prophets
testify.

This righteousness from God comes through faith in

Jesus Christ to all who believe. There is no difference, for all
have sinned and fall short of the glory of God, and are justified
freely by his grace through the redemption that came by Christ
Jesus. God presented him as a sacrifice of atonement, through
faith in his blood. He did this to demonstrate his justice, because
in his forbearance he had left the sins committed beforehand
unpunished-- he did it to demonstrate his justice at the present
time, so as to be just and the one who justifies those who have
faith in Jesus. Where, then, is boasting? It is excluded. On what
principle? On that of observing the law? No, but on that of faith.
A difference in the assumption of Mary is to be noticed. We know
that Enoch and Elijah were translated. They received their
immortal bodies in exchange of their mortal bodies because God
was pleased with them. They did not see death. But Mary was
not like them. She died a natural death and was buried. John
must have buried her. Mary was not God. She could not take her
life back. The gospel of John, the epistles of John even remotely
hint to the assumption or resurrection of Mary. Nor did Mary
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appear to any of the Apostles or believers of the Apostolic period
covered by the Acts of the Apostles.
But could not Mary have been assumed by God? Of course yes.
If Jesus could call Lazarus out of the grave, he could call anyone
from among the dead. Is there any reason for it? The argument
that she did not have original sin and she did not commit
personal acts of sin is not sufficient reason for such an
assumption. My conclusion is that there is no special reason for
it unless God is a respecter of persons. Jesus' relation with Mary
in his life time and his definition of "who is my mother?" does not
justify such possibility.
All traditional sources agree that Mary died and was buried.
{Even the city nor the exact location of the grave is not known to
anyone. Some places it at Jerusalem and others at Ephesus.
Ephesus seems to be a good choice because Mary was in the
care of John and John lived in Ephesus.} The Act of the Apostles
which described the activities and the growth of the church is
totally silent over the death and burial of the "Mother of Church".
. In other words, Mary was not translated into heaven, but was
buried. The Bible says, "But every man in his own order: Christ
the firstfruits; afterward they that are Christ's at his coming." 1
Corinthians 15:23. Those who obey God's Word will be raised to
life at His Second Coming. At least Paul knew nothing of the
assumption when he wrote to the Corinthian Church. Pope Paul
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himself in his Catechis admits this fact thus:" However, in the
absence of further New Testament evidence and reliable
historical sources, we know nothing of Mary's life after the
Pentecost event, nor of the date and circumstances of her death.
We can only suppose that she continued to live with the Apostle
John and that she was very closely involved in the development
of the first Christian community."
Catholic Encyclopedia honestly treats this and after considering
several alternatives sums it up as follows: "The sermons of St.
Jerome and St. Augustine for this feast, however, are spurious.
St. John of Damascus (P. G., I, 96) thus formulates the tradition
of the Church of Jerusalem: "St. Juvenal, Bishop of Jerusalem,
at the Council of Chalcedon (451), made known to the Emperor
Marcian and Pulcheria, who wished to possess the body of the
Mother of God, that Mary died in the presence of all the
Apostles, but that her tomb, when opened, upon the request of
St. Thomas, was found empty; wherefrom the Apostles
concluded that the body was taken up to heaven." Today, the
belief in the corporeal assumption of Mary is universal in the
East and in the West; according to Benedict XIV (De Festis
B.V.M., I, viii, 18) it is a probable opinion, which to deny were
impious and blasphemous."
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The earliest statement in this regard is by Epiphanius in 377
A.D.:
“But if some think us mistaken, let them search the Scriptures.
They will not find Mary’s death; they will not find whether she
died or did not die; they will not find whether she was buried or
was not buried ... Scripture is absolutely silent [on the end of
Mary] ... For my own part, I do not dare to speak, but I keep my
own thoughts and I practice silence ... The fact is, Scripture has
outstripped the human mind and left [this matter] uncertain ... Did
she die, we do not know ... Either the holy Virgin died and was
buried ... Or she was killed ... Or she remained alive, since
nothing is impossible with God and He can do whatever He
desires; for her end no-one knows.” (Epiphanius, Panarion,
Haer. 78.10-11, 23. Cited by juniper Carol, O.F.M. ed.,
Mariology, Vol. II (Milwaukee: Bruce, 1957), pp. 139-40).
‘The first express witness in the West to a genuine
assumption comes to us in an apocryphal Gospel, the
Transitus Beatae Mariae of Pseudo–Melito’ (Juniper
Carol, O.F.M. ed., Mariology, Vol. l (Milwaukee: Bruce,
1957), p. 149). Juniper Carol goes on to affirm that “The
account of Pseudo-Melito, like the rest of the Transitus
literature, is admittedly valueless as history, as an
historical

report

of

Mary’s

death

and

corporeal

assumption; under that aspect the historian is justified in
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dismissing it with a critical distaste (Juniper Carol, O.F.M.
ed., Mariology, Vol. l (Milwaukee: Bruce, 1957), p. 150).
When it was originated the Church regarded Transitus
teaching as heresy. In 494 to 496 A.D. Pope Gelasius
issued a decree entitled Decretum de Libris Canonicis
Ecclesiasticis

et

Apocryphis.

(New

Testament

Apocrypha, Wilhelm Schneemelcher, ed. (Cambridge:
James Clarke, 1991), p. 38). He gives a list of apocryphal
writings “which are apocryphal and to be rejected” which
included Transitus specifically inconnection with the
Assumption of Mary. “Liber qui apellatur Transitus, id est
Assumptio Sanctae Mariae, Apocryphus (Pope Gelasius
1, Epistle 42, Migne Series, M.P.L. vol. 59, Col. 162.
Transitus have been condemned forever under the
indissoluble bond of anathema under infallible declaratin
of faith. (Henry Denzinger, The Sources of Catholic
Dogma (London: Herder, 1954), pp. 69-70).

This was

again reaffirmed by Pope Hormisdas in the sixth century
around A.D. 520. This reaffirmation has never been
questioned even by the Mariologists. They only avoid it.
(Migne Vol. 62. Col. 537-542).

Evidently this was

initiated by the proliferate Gnostic writings of the third
century. Whereas an early papal decree anathematized
those who believed the teaching of an apocryphal Gospel,
now papal decrees condemn those who disbelieve it.
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There is obviously no real evidence for the Assumption of Mary.
The doctrine of the Assumption of Mary did not begin until the
sixth century. It was not until November 1, 1950, that Pope Pius
XII defined it as a dogma.
Alternately there is one other reason. That is Mary was indeed
God. She came for a purpose and she laid down her life and she
took it back. Am I willing to accept that on the basis of the
infallible declaration Pope of the "Only True Roman Catholic
Church"?
Here is the reasoning and the declaration as given by Pope Pius
XII
“All these proofs and considerations of the holy Fathers and the
theologians are based upon the Sacred Writings as their ultimate
foundation. These set the loving Mother of God as it were before
our very eyes as most intimately joined to her divine Son and as
always sharing His lot. Consequently it seems impossible to
think of her, the one who conceived Christ, brought Him forth,
nursed Him with her milk, held Him in her arms, and clasped Him
to her breast, as being apart from Him in body, even though not
in soul, after this earthly life. Since our Redeemer is the Son of
Mary, He could not do otherwise, as the perfect observer of
God’s law, than to honor, not only His eternal Father, but also
His most beloved Mother. And, since it was within His power to
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grant her this great honor, to preserve her from the corruption of
the tomb, we must believe that He really acted in this way.
Hence the revered Mother of God, from all eternity joined in a
hidden way with Jesus Christ in one and the same decree of
predestination, immaculate in her conception, a most perfect
virgin in her divine motherhood, the noble associate of the divine
Redeemer who has won a complete triumph over sin and its
consequences, finally obtained, as the supreme culmination of
her privileges, that she should be preserved free from the
corruption of the tomb and that, like her own Son, having
overcome death, she might be taken up body and soul to the
glory of heaven where, as Queen, she sits in splendor at the
right hand of her Son, the immortal King of the Ages. For which
reason, after we have poured forth prayers of supplication again
and again to God, and have invoked the light of the Spirit of
Truth, for the glory of Almighty God Who has lavished His
special affection upon the Virgin Mary, for the honor of her Son,
the immortal King of the Ages and the Victor over sin and death,
for the increase of the glory of that same august Mother, and for
the joy and exultation of the entire Church; by the authority of our
Lord Jesus Christ, of the blessed Apostles Peter and Paul, and
by Our own authority, We pronounce, declare, and define it to be
a divinely revealed dogma: that the Immaculate Mother of God,
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the ever Virgin Mary, having completed the course of her earthly
life, was assumed body and soul into heavenly glory.
Hence, if anyone, which God forbid, should dare willfully to deny
or call into doubt that which we have defined, let him know that
he has fallen away completely from the divine and Catholic
faith...It is forbidden to any man to change this, Our declaration,
pronouncement, and definition or, by rash attempt, to oppose
and counter it. If any man should presume to make such an
attempt, let him know that he will incur the wrath of Almighty God
and of the Blessed Apostles Peter and Paul
(Munificentissimus Deus, Selected Documenst of
Pope Pius XII (Washington: National Catholic
Welfare Conference), 38, 40, 44-45, 47).
“The history, therefore, of the belief which this festival was
instituted to commemorate is as follows: It was first taught in the
3rd or 4th century as part of the Gnostic legend of St. Mary’s
death, and it was regarded by the church as a Gnostic and
Collyridian fable down to the end of the 5th century. It was
brought into the church in the 6th, 7th, and 8th centuries, partly
by a series of successful forgeries, partly by the adoption of the
Gnostic legend on part of the accredited teachers, writers, and
liturgists. And a festival in commemoration of the event, thus
came to be believed, was instituted in the East at the beginning
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of the 7th, in the West at the beginning of the 9th century” (A
Dictionary of Christian Antiquities, William Smith and Samuel
Cheetham, Ed., (Hartford: J.B. Burr, 1880), pp. 1142-1143).
The Assumption in History
"For which reason, after we have poured forth prayers of
supplication again and again to God, and have called upon the
Spirit of Truth, for the glory of Almighty God who has lavished
His special affection upon the Virgin Mary, for the honor of her
Son, the immortal King of the ages and the Victor over sin and
death, for the increase of the glory that same august Mother, and
for the joy and exultation of the entire Church, by the authority of
Our Lord Jesus Christ, of the Blessed Apostles Peter and Paul,
and by Our own authority, We pronounce declare, and define it
to be a divinely revealed dogma: that the Immaculate Mother of
God, the ever Virgin Mary, having completed the course of her
earthly life, was assumed body and soul into heavenly glory."
LATIN: "....divinitus revelatum dogma esse: Immaculatam
Deiparam semper Virginem Mariam, expleto terrestris vitae
cursu, fuisse corpore et anima ad caelestem gloriam assumptam
Acta apostolicae sedis [Vatican City, 1909- ]), Vol 42, 1950, p.
769.
The documents of the magisterium before the reign of Pius XII
do not exhibit any official Papal statement stating Mary’s bodily
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Assumption For the first three centuries we have no history,
documentation or even legends regarding the death or
assumption of Mary.
•

In 377 AD St. Epiphanius of Salamis thinking loud about
the death of Mary proposed three

hypotheses which

could be possible. These included "For either the holy
Virgin

died

and

was

buried...or

she

[martyred]...or she remained alive...."

was

killed

The idea of

martyrdom came as a result of the prophecy of Simeon.
Luk 2:35 (and a sword will pierce through your own soul
also),
•

Ambrose during the same period dimisses Simeon's
sword of sorrow hypothesis, but asserted that Christ
alone has risen from the dead .

•

Isidore of Archbishop of Seville in Spain (c. 560 - 636)
attest our profound ignorance on the way Mary left this
earth. He attest to a Jerusalem tradition of the tomb of
Mary.

"Some affirm that she quit this life by suffering a cruel, violent death. Their
reason is that Simeon...said: 'And thy own soul a sword shall pierce.' As a
matter of fact, we do not know whether he was speaking of a material sword
or of God's word that is powerful and keener than any two-edged sword (Heb
4:12). The point is, however, that no narrative informs us that Mary was slain
by the punishment of the sword, seeing that nowhere is there an account
even of her death. Some do say, though, that her tomb is to be found in the
Valley of Josaphat."
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Thus until the late sixth century there were no patristic authority
for any assumption theory.
•

In 590 AD Gregory, Bishop of Tours in Gaul; reiterates the
mythical story in the traditional Apocryphal style from the
work of Syriac apocryphal Gospel, the Transitus beatae
Mariae of Pseudo-Melito, thus:

"After this, the apostles scattered through different countries to preach the
word of God. Subsequently blessed Mary finished the course of this life and
was summoned from the world; and all the apostles were gathered together,
each from his own area, at her home. On hearing that she was to be taken up
(assumenda) from the world, they kept watch with her. All at once her Lord
came with angels, took her soul, delivered it to Michael the Archangel, and
disappeared. At daybreak, however, the apostles lifted up the body together
with the funeral-bed, placed it in a tomb, and kept watch over it, in readiness
for the Lord's coming. And again, all at once the Lord stood by them and
ordered the holy body taken up and carried on a cloud to paradise. There,
reunited with the soul, it rejoices with His elect and enjoys eternity's blessings
which will never end."
•

Pope St. Sergius I (687-701) prescribed the litany or
stational procession to be held on the four Marian feasts:
the Nativity, Annunciation, Purification, and Dormition.

•

Under Pope St. Adrian I (772-795) the term "Dormition" or
"Falling Asleep" was replaced with "Assumption" a new
term

which

was

to

be

defined.

The Pope

sent

Charlemagne the Gregorian Sacramentary, a liturgical
book containing the prayer of Veneranda, in which the
words, "this day on which the holy Mother of God suffered
temporal death, but still could not be kept down by the
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bonds of death, who has begotten Thy Son Our Lord
incarnate from herself." occur
•

Pope Innocent IV (1243-1254) counted the Assumption an
opinion that could be held or not held, for the Church had
not yet decided.

•

Between the twelfth and fifteenth centuries a series of
gradual changes in the Mass for the Assumption and its
vigil emphasized more and more the glorious resurrection
of Mary, less emphasis was placed on her death.

•

Pope St. Pius V (1566-1572) removed from the second
nocturn of Matins the lessons attributed to St. Jerome
which spoke of the death of Mary.

•

Pius IX (r. 1846-78), in Ineffabilis Deus, emphasized the
close bond that linked the Mother of God with her Son
Jesus Christ: "from all eternity joined in a hidden way with
Jesus

Christ

in

one

and

the

same

decree

of

predestination
•

In 1864, Pius IX received a petition for the definition of the
Assumption from Queen Isabella II of Spain.

•

Pope Leo XIII (r. 1878-1903) gave his explicit approval to
the program of studies of the International Marian
Congress held at Fribourg, Switzerland, 1902.

•

Pius XI

On March 2, 1922, named Our Lady under her

title of the Assumption principal Patroness of France; and
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on May 31, 1937, gave his approval to the third-centenary
celebrations of Louis XIII's solemn consecration of the
kingdom to Our Lady, a vow that was annually
commemorated on the feast of the Assumption.
•

Pope Pius XII’s Mystici Corporis, June 29, 1943, we have
the first explicit mention of Mary’s bodily Assumption into
heaven

•

Finaly on November 1, 1950, in a fullest exercise of his
supreme teaching authority, speaking infallibly as Vicar of
Christ, the Holy Father defined the Assumption of the
Blessed Virgin Mary, body and soul, into heavenly glory,
as a truth revealed by God.

"....a divinely revealed dogma: that the Immaculate Mother
of God, the ever Virgin Mary, having completed the course
of her earthly life, was assumed body and soul into
heavenly glory."
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7
MARY – MEDIATRIX
This question unfortunately has different layers.
1 Timothy 2:5 does indeed proclaim the fact that Jesus is the
one Mediator between God and man, and this is certainly true,
since he is the only God-man and thus the only possible
Mediator in that sense. However, this does not exclude the idea
of other people praying for us, whether in heaven or on earth.
Evidently the verse emphasizes that salvation is only through
Jesus. This mediatorship is a priestly mediatorship typified by the
Aaronic priest who took the blood of sacrifice and entered into
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the holy of holies as an atonement for sins. It is the blood of
Jesus that covers sins and brings salvation. The prayers of the
saints (which in Bible simply consists of all believers who are
redeemed by the blood - called by Peter as the Royal Priests)
are exhorted everywhere in the scripture. In fact James
proclaims that the prayer of the righteous availeth much. In this
sense any Christian is a mediatrix.

The real question therefore lies not in whether a Christian can be
a mediator or not, but whether Mary can be a mediator now in
the sense every Christian is a mediator. There is no difficulty in
our understanding Mary praying with the rest of the Christian
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community which she evidently did in her life time. The problem
raised by the Mediatrix proposition is not whether Christian
believers should pray or not.
It is closely intertwined with the problem of concept of sainthood
and the intercession of the dead. Is there a special class of
people called saints? Who are these saints? Evangelicals
consider all believers as saints. Early apostolic epistles were
addressed to the saints in a given area. The scripture do not
know any other form of saint. All Christians are justified and are
in the process of sanctification to perfectness and none are
perfect. In fact before the law all men stand condemned however
righteous they are. Our righteousness are like filthy rags.
The second aspect in question is what is the status of these
saints after their death. Even though evangelicals do not believe
in any intermediary state of purgatory where varying degrees of
punishment are given to the saints to make them pay for their
sins (as though the sacrifice of Jesus was insufficient for this
purpose) evangelicals also believe that the spirits of the saved
(i.e. those who had put their faith in Jesus) are in the presence of
God. There are others who believe that all dead are asleep and
will be woken up at the last trumpet. So there is no question that
the dead believers are alive in the sense that spirits are alive.
Assuming also that Mary is alive and is assumed and live with a
body we still have problems of extension. Are they localized
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beings or are they omnipresent and omniscient. If the dead are
not omnipresent how are they to hear your prayers? If they are
not omniscient how are they to hear the prayers rendered with
your mind?
I do ask my Christian brothers to pray for me. I have to go to the
place where they are and vocally communicate my need to them.
How am I to do that with a localized spirit. How can I
communicate with the spirits? Evidently we are dabbling in
spiritism and séance etc which are clearly forbidden by the law.
Was it ever revoked in the New Testament? Is the spirit of the
saints roaming around us? African pagan religion is based on
that. Are we to justify that. In fact the pagan religion is based on
just that world view. The spirit of the dead never leaves this
world. They are around the place where they lived and are as
much involved in the life as they were living. In most African
homes they build a separate home for these dead ancestors and
always consult them and keep them humored. In fact they do
consider the ancestors as mediators between them and God.
This they can do because they are spirits without a body and so
can move around freely. They are still limited by space and time.
So in order to allow for intercessory powers to the dead saints
we need to ascribe many properties that are particularly the
properties of God himself.
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Assuming that the dead are still alive and they are interested and
are involved in the life of friends and relations and that they can
hear the prayers (they are omnipresent or they hear sometimes
and they read our minds by telepathy), intercession of the dead
saints are acceptable. These I do not want to discuss.
But that does not give Mary any particular status as Mediatrix.
For this we need another thread of logic. Mary is a saint ( In
Catholic thinking this is something a person earned by right by
their own effort. It does not involve any grace). Though she died,
she was assumed body and soul into the heavens because she
was sinless in birth - without original sin and without personal
sin. So Mary is like Jesus himself in her status before God.
Having assumed she sits besides God himself. (for whom she
was the wife in flesh to bring God Jesus to birth) Being the
Mother she can command Jesus. The Son cannot disobey
Mother. Can he?
But is that all? Far from it. Catholic cult now produces a place for
Mary equal to the trinity and goes one step further to state that
salvation can only be obtained through Mary. Read this quote:
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"With equal truth may it be also affirmed that,
by the will of God, Mary is the intermediary through
whom is distributed unto us this immense treasure of
mercies gathered by God, for mercy and truth were
created by Jesus Christ.
Thus as no man goeth to the Father but by the Son,
so no man goeth to Christ but by His Mother."
(Encylcical of Pope Leo XIII Sept.22, 1891 Octobri
Mense)

So Pope Leo has put another ladder in the emanation of God
which the Gnostics assumed in Mary.

God =Jesus Christ =Mother Mary ======>Poor Sinners
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"O Virgin most holy, none abounds in the knowledge of God
except through thee; none, O Mother of God, attains salvation
except through thee; none receives a gift from the throne of
mercy except through thee."
There is no salvation except through Mary! An explicit statement
of this can be found in the Encyclical titled Iucunda Semper
Expectatione by Pope Leo XIII Sept 8., 1894

"Thus is confirmed that law of merciful meditation of which
We have spoken, and which St. Bernardine of Siena thus
expresses: "Every grace granted to man has three
degrees in order; for by God it is communicated to Christ,
from Christ it passes to the Virgin, and from the Virgin it
descends to us."

" We must never go to Our Lord except through Mary, through
her intercession and her influence with Him. We must never be
without Mary when we pray to Jesus.......Beware, predestinate
soul, of believing that it is more perfect to go straight to Jesus,
straight to God. Without Mary, your action and your intention will
be of little value; but if you go to God through Mary, your work
will be Mary's work, and consequently it will be sublime and most
worthy of God."( The Secret of Mary, St. Louis Marie de
Montfort, Montfort Publications, Bay Shore, New York 11706,
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Imprimi potest, Nihil obstat and Imprimatur of the Catholic
Church)
This statement has more serious theological implications than
that meets the eye.
Rom. 3:21-24 But now a righteousness from God, apart from
law, has been made known, to which the Law and the Prophets
testify.

This righteousness from God comes through faith in

Jesus Christ to all who believe. There is no difference, for all
have sinned and fall short of the glory of God, and are justified
freely by his grace through the redemption that came by Christ
Jesus.
Rom 5:17-19 For if, by the trespass of the one man, death
reigned through that one man, how much more will those who
receive God's abundant provision of grace and of the gift of
righteousness reign in life through the one man, Jesus Christ.
Consequently, just as the result of one trespass was
condemnation for all men, so also the result of one act of
righteousness was justification that brings life for all men.
For just as through the disobedience of the one man the many
were made sinners, so also through the obedience of the one
man the many will be made righteous.
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The righteousness that brings justification is not the
righteousness of Mary, but that of Jesus which comes not by
faith in Jesus Christ and that alone. If a Christian can receive
imputed righteousness of Mary, then we can simply short circuit
Jesus. Notice Pope does that in the following statement:” but if
you go to God through Mary, your work will be Mary's work, and
consequently it will be sublime and most worthy of God" Jesus is
no consequence to us. Then the real sequence will be:
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God the Father <===== Mary (the spouse of the Holy Spirit)
<====Men

Jesus <==============/================Men

The door through Jesus got stuck because you do not have
enough righteousness!!
This is the real meaning of Mary Mediatrix. It is this that Catholic
apolegeticians try to play down in their replies all the time. Pope
Pius X (Feb 2, 1904 in Encyclical Ad Diem Illum Laetissimum)
goes on to ridicule those who find this new intermediary
unnecessary and unscriptural thus::
"... Those, alas! furnish us by their conduct with a peremptory
proof of it, who seduced by the wiles of the demon or deceived
by false doctrines think they can do without the help of the Virgin.
Hapless are they who neglect Mary under pretext of the honor to
be paid to Jesus Christ! ..."
"Just as there is no salvation outside of belonging to the Catholic
Church, which is the immaculate Bride of Christ, there is no
communication of divine grace without the intercession of the
Virgin Mary, who acts as the channel of God's gifts". (Peter A.
Kwasniewski Catholic Information Center on Internet. )
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So the real series involves another mediator.

God(Father of Christ) <=>Jesus the Christ<=> Mary(Mother
of Christ)<=>Roman Catholic Church (Bride of
Christ)========>Men

Only we may short circuit Jesus if you have devotion to Mary.
Does this violate the scripture?:

1 Tim 2:5 - 6
For there is one God,
and
one mediator
between God and men,
the man Christ Jesus;
Who gave himself a ransom for all, to be testified in
due time.
Heb 10:19-22
Therefore, brothers,
since we have confidence to enter the Most Holy
Place

101

THE DEVELOPMENT OF MARIOLATORY : M. M. NINAN

by the blood of Jesus,
by a new and living way opened for us through the
curtain,
that is, his body,
and since we have a great priest over the house of
God,
let us draw near to God
with a sincere heart in full assurance of faith,
having our hearts sprinkled to cleanse us from a
guilty conscience
and
having our bodies washed with pure water.

Such a Mary Mediatrix was not even in the dreams of the
Christian Church in the Apostolic Age.
"It can scarcely be doubted that the Holy Spirit too is to be
adored when He that, according to the flesh, was born of the
Holy Spirit is to be adored. And let no one divert this to the
Virgin Mary: Mary was the temple of God, not the God of the
temple. And therefore He alone is to be adored, who was
working in the temple." (Ambrose, On the Holy Spirit, 3:11:79;
381 AD)
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8
THE QUEEN OF HEAVEN
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“Since we are convinced, after long and serious reflection,
that great good will accrue to the Church if this solidly
established truth shines forth more clearly to all, like a
luminous lamp raised aloft, by Our Apostolic authority We
decree and establish the feast of Mary's Queenship,
which is to be celebrated every year in the whole world on
the 31st of May.”
(ON PROCLAIMING THE QUEENSHIP OF MARY -AD
CAELI REGINAM Encyclical of Pope Pius XII promulgated
on October 11, 1954.)

Before we take up any theological discussion, we should note
that

this

declaration was

not

based on

any scriptural

understanding of Mary, but on the development of Marian
adoration. The above image is a typical depiction of Mary. This
image is also supposed to depict the woman of Revelation 12,
with a crown of twelve stars around her head and the moon at
her feet, interpreted by Catholics to be Mary as the Queen of
Heaven and the Queen of the Universe..
Rev 12:1 And there appeared a great wonder in heaven; a
woman clothed with the sun, and the moon under her feet, and
upon her head a crown of twelve stars: And she being with child
cried, travailing in birth, and pained to be delivered.
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This presents a major problem. In establishing the immaculate
conception of Mary and to her sinless ever virgin life
"Protoevangelium of James" describes in detail the birth of the
baby without pain and without hymen of Mary being broken in
graphic detail. Mary: Full of Grace at Catholic Answers presents
the Catholic teaching on this matter from the writings of early
church fathers and shows that because Mary bore Jesus without
pain, it proved that Mary was free from original sin.
But the Rev 12 woman gave birth to her child "cried", "travailing"
and "pained". Evidently this woman was still under the original
sin and the curse of pain
Gen 3:16 Unto the woman he said, I will greatly multiply thy
sorrow and thy conception; in sorrow thou shalt bring forth
children; and thy desire shall be to thy husband, and he shall rule
over thee.
Thus the woman in Rev 12 cannot be Mary. If it is then she was
neither immaculate or without original sin and did not give birth
without pain and the entire documentation and evidences will be
under question. But since we are dealing with revelation
symbolisms they are amenable to any number of artificial
manipulations. Catholic theologians can find means of avoiding
this conflict. The easiest approach is "To Be in the pains of birth
doesn't always mean literal birth pain in scripture." That
particular statement is doesn’t refer to the pain of child birth. It
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refers only to the anguish of Mary in bringing Jesus to birth. Upto
that point the story is literal, the woman is literal, the moon is
literal, the stars are literal but this particular pain is not. As a
second way out, they cocotte Mary giving two births to Jesus.
First one without pain at Bethlehem and the second one at the
cross with pain.(Doesn't that mean Mary was physically sinless
but spiritually fallen?) The second giving birth by Mary is not
mentioned or found anywhere in the scripture - if I am not
mistaken not even in the apocryphal or any other early
documents. The first one was a physical birth and the second a
spiritual birth. Once that point is reached we can go on to such
lofty

philosophies.

"On

this

subject,

some

speak

of

superimposed planes or of the "law of two phases" in a single
prophetic perspective, one including both the joyful virginal
childbirth of Christ, the Head, at Bethlehem and the painful
spiritual childbirth of the members - already included in the
humanity of Christ (but not born) - on Calvary."--James Akins.
We are expected find all this in the direct and simple words John
19:26-27 "When Jesus saw his mother there, and the disciple
whom he loved standing nearby, he said to his mother, "Dear
woman, here is your son," and to the disciple, "Here is your
mother." From that time on, this disciple took her into his home."
The fallacy of the argument is clear if we continue to read the
passage. Rev. 12: 5....she brought forth a male child, one who is
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to rule all the nations with a rod of iron, but her child was caught
up to God and to his throne, 6.and the woman fled into the
wilderness........and nourished for one thousand two hundred and
sixty days."
Look at the sequence of the events. Woman with child- dragon
tries to kill - child born - child taken upto God and to his throne woman flees to wilderness. That does not fit Mary at all. After the
ascension of Jesus, she fled into the wilderness! She fled to
Egypt soon after the birth of Jesus and after the ascension of
Jesus we see her in Jerusalem with the disciples worshipping.
That is the last thing we hear about Mary. Unless we take the
symbolism out of context it does not tally. We can of course play
with it and say "sometimes it is the Church and some time it is
Mary - they are the same." But what about the 1260 days?
Who then is this Woman?. Evangelical interpretation identifies
this woman as the Church. Church is the bride of the lamb taken
from among the gentiles. The elect therefore are not without
original sin - they are indeed a fallen people justified and
sanctified in Jesus. The church gave birth to her children in great
travail and pain. . The remaining war with the Serpent evidently
refers to the end time. Eph.2:6 And God raised us up with Christ
and seated us with him in the heavenly realms in Christ Jesus.
The Catholic encyclopaedia actually agrees to this interpretation
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but then makes it as Mary as a symbol of the Church.". It is true
that commentators generally understand the whole passage as
applying literally to the Church, and that part of the verses is
better suited to the Church than to Mary. But it must be kept in
mind that Mary is both a figure of the Church, and its most
prominent member. What is said of the Church, is in its own way
true of Mary. Hence the passage of the Apocalypse (xii, 5-6)
does not refer to Mary merely by way of accommodation (cf.
Drach, Apcal., Pris, 1873, 114), but applies to her in a truly literal
sense which appears to be partly limited to her, and partly
extended to the whole Church."
If we accept the Catholic Mary, Mary cannot represent the
Church at all. Church is taken from among the gentiles, from a
fallen state and redeemed by the blood of Jesus and justified
and sanctified. That is the Church. Mary does not in any way fit
the description. She is not even human and do not share the
same flesh and blood of mankind which is by nature a decaying
and dying one because of the "original sin".
Once the Queen of heaven is established as Mary, the doctrine
of Coronation of Mary is inevitable. We have ample reference to
the Bride of the Lamb i.e. Jesus sitting in the heavenlies not only
in the Revelation- which book offers interpretations as varied and
diverse as to the imagination of the interpreter - but in other parts
of the scripture. It was a common imagery in the epistles of Paul.
109

THE DEVELOPMENT OF MARIOLATORY : M. M. NINAN

Mary's coronation prophecy or picture is found no where, not
even in the Gnostic literature of that period. It is evidently the
result of adoration to Mary through the many centauries following
the influence of pagan cultures.

The Queen of Heaven is also represented with a slight twist as
above. Here Mary is represented as crushing the head of the
Serpent. This is in fulfillment of the promise:
Gen 3:14 So the LORD God said to the serpent, "Because you
have done this, "Cursed are you above all the livestock and all
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the wild animals! You will crawl on your belly and you will eat
dust all the days of your life. 15 And I will put enmity between
you and the woman, and between your offspring and hers; he
will crush your head, and you will strike his heel."
Evidently this verse clearly states that "he will crush your head",
and not "she will crush your head."
Justification of this doctrine is that Jesus being the son of Mary, if
Jesus crushed the head of the serpent, it is indirectly done by
Mary. This will be twist of the intelligent theologians.
However there are translations of Bible which are officially
approved by the Roman Catholic Church which really makes this
change. Roman Catholic Douay Rheims, 1899 Imprimatur of
James Cardinal Gibbons, dated September 1, 1899 translates
Gen 3:15 thus:
I will put enmities between thee and the woman, and thy seed
and her seed; she shall crush thy head, and thou shalt lie in wait
for her heel.
The foot note reads: “She shall crush. Ipsa, the woman; so
divers of the fathers read this place, conformably to the Latin;
others read it ipsum, viz., the seed. The sense is the same: for it
is by her seed, Jesus Christ, that the woman crushes the
serpent's head.”
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A translation by Monsignor Ronald Knox, from the Latin Vulgate
published in 1944, authorized by the Heirarchy of England and
Wales, and the Heirarchy of Scotland. Imprimatur of Bernard
Cardinal Griffin, the Archbishop of Westminster, translates this
portion more clearly thus:
Gen 3:15 And I will establish a feud between thee and the
woman, between thy offspring and hers; she is to crush thy
head, while thou dost lie in ambush at her heels.
Whatever the explanation for such a mistranslation it can hardly
be attributed to faithfulness to the originals. Evidently they were
so translated to conform with the new revelations to the
"Church".
But the real evidence for the coronation and glorification of Mary
comes from Mary herself - not from the Scripture, nor from the
historical evidences nor from traditions handed down from the
Apostles. Apparitions and revelations of Mary had given all these
dogmas validity!! Now the "Roman Catholic Church", in its
authority to establish truth, by infallible Papal Bulls has made
them true.
The true implication of the concept of the Queen of Heaven will
not be clear unless we interpret this concept in terms of the
scripture. Where can we find this? A search will show that it is
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not present in the New Testament. The only occurrence is in
Jeremiah's prophecy:

Jer 7:14 Therefore, what I did to Shiloh I will now do to the
house that bears my Name, the temple you trust in, the
place I gave to you and your fathers. ....
17-19 Do you not see what they are doing in the towns of
Judah and in the streets of Jerusalem?
The children gather wood, the fathers light the fire, and the
women knead the dough and make cakes of bread for the
Queen of Heaven. They pour out drink offerings to other
gods to provoke me to anger. But am I the one they are
provoking? declares the LORD. Are they not rather
harming themselves, to their own shame?

I am well aware that any amount of prophetic warning will fall
only on deaf ears. Queen of Heaven was a miracle figure
She provided temporal benefits in abundance at the expense of
eternal damnation. This is what Jeremiah was told:
Jer 44:16-19

"We will not listen to the message you have

spoken to us in the name of the LORD! We will certainly do
everything we said we would: We will burn incense to the Queen
of Heaven and will pour out drink offerings to her just as we and
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our fathers, our kings and our officials did in the towns of Judah
and in the streets of Jerusalem. At that time we had plenty of
food and were well off and suffered no harm. But ever since we
stopped burning incense to the Queen of Heaven and pouring
out drink offerings to her, we have had nothing and have been
perishing by sword and famine." The women added, "When we
burned incense to the Queen of Heaven and poured out drink
offerings to her, did not our husbands know that we were making
cakes like her image and pouring out drink offerings to her?"

.
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So this worship of the Queen of Heaven is nothing new. It started
right in the heart of Jerusalem and Judah from the very Temple
of the Lord which bore His name. The figure has not changed.
The idol has not changed. The method of burning incense has
not changed. The ardent proponents of the new movement are
women too! Queen of Heaven has resurrected back.
As anyone can see, the concept of Queen of Heaven is an
abomination to Our Lord.
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9
MARY -COREDEMPTRIX

Ozias Leduc (1864-1955), Colour Sketch for the Chapel of the Bishop's
Palace, Sherbrooke: "Promise of a Redeemer", c.1922
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Oil over graphite on cardboard, 43.3 x 26.8 cmThe National Gallery of
Canada

"Let all the children of the Catholic Church ... Proceed to
worship, invoke, and pray to the most blessed Virgin
Mary, mother of God, conceived without original sin"
Conception of the Virgin Mary, Pope Pius IX 1854

"Although Christ is the Sole Mediator between God and
man (1 Tim. 2, 5), since He alone, by His death on the
Cross, fully reconciled mankind with God, this does not
exclude a secondary mediatorship, subordinated to Christ
... [Dr. Ludwig Ott, Fundamentals of Catholic Dogma].
The title Coredemptrix = Coredemptress ... must not be
conceived in the sense of an equation of the efficacy of
Mary with the redemptive activity of Christ, the sole
Redeemer of humanity (1 Tim. 2, 5). [...] Her co-operation
in the objective redemption is an indirect, remote cooperation, and derives from this that she voluntarily
devoted her whole life to the service of the Redeemer,
and, under the Cross, suffered and sacrificed with Him.
As Pope Pius XII says ..., she "offered Him on Golgotha to
the Eternal Father together with the holocaust of her
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maternal rights and her motherly love like a new Eve for
all children of Adam" (D 2291). As "The New Eve" she is,
as the same Pope declares ..., "the sublime associate of
our redeemer"
...

.

Christ alone truly offered the sacrifice of atonement on the
Cross; Mary merely gave Him moral support in this action.
Thus Mary is not entitled to the title "Priest" (sacerdos).
[...] Christ, as the Church teaches, "conquered the enemy
of the human race alone (solus)" (D 711); in the same
way, He alone acquired the grace of Redemption for the
whole human race, including Mary. The words of Luke
1:38[,] "Behold the handmaid of the Lord," imply Mary's
mediate, remote co-operation in the Redemption. St.
Ambrose expressly teaches: "Christ's Passion did not
require any support" (De inst. virg. 7) "
INEFFABILIS DEUS,
the Apostolic Constitution Defining the Dogma of the
Immaculate Conception,
by Pope Pius IX on the 8th day of December, 1854.
"The Fathers and writers of the Church, well versed in
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the heavenly Scriptures, had nothing more at heart
that to vie with one another in preaching and teaching
in may wonderful way the Virgin's supreme sanctity,
dignity, and immunity from all stain of sin, and her
renowned victory over the most foul enemy of the
human race. This they did in the books they wrote to
explain the Scriptures, to vindicate the dogmas, and to
instruct the faithful. These ecclesiastical writers in
quoting the words by which at the beginning of the
world God announced the merciful remedies prepared
for the regeneration of mankind--words by which he
crushed the audacity of the deceitful serpent and
wondrously raised up the hope of our race, saying, "I
will put enmities between you and the woman,
between your seed and her seed" (Gen 3:15)- taught
that by this divine prophecy the merciful Redeemer of
mankind, Jesus Christ, the only begotten Son of God,
was clearly foretold: that his most Blessed Mother, the
Virgin Mary, was prophetically indicated; and, at the
same time, the very enmity of both against the evil one
was significantly expressed. Hence just as Christ, the
Mediator between God and man, assumed human
nature, blotted the hand writing of the decree that
stood against us, and fastened it triumphantly to the
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cross, so the most holy Virgin, united with him by a
most intimate and indissoluble bond, was, with him
and through him, eternally at enmity with evil serpent,
and most completely triumphed over him, and thus
crushed his head with her immaculate foot.

The argument for Co-Redemptrix is simple and straight forward.
Jesus is the Redeemer. Not even the Roman Catholic Church
has any doubt about it. But there is one other who cooperated
with God to bring this redemption about. This is Mary. Therefore
Mary is the Co-redeemer.
The argument is very sound. But the question is, Is Mary the only
one who cooperated with God to bring this about? Are there not
others? As a first step what about Joseph. Did he not consent to
be the Father of Jesus? Did he not take all the pain and
humiliation of taking care of an illegitimate child whom practically
every neighbor knew was not his? Still he took the child and the
mother to safety from King Herod. Then he in his humbleness
disappeared from the story without claims of sinlessness or
glorification. If we apply the arguments to Joseph, the same
arguments we applied to Mary, he will stand the entire test.
What about the Apostles? Did they not go through hell and lay
down their lives for the sake of Christ. Are they not the real
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redeemers of the world. Twelve or thirteen Jews without whose
cooperation Jesus' salvation history would have no effect.
Extend this further. What about every believer who extends the
good news of Jesus Christ so that the salvation may reach to the
ends of the earth and to their neighbors and to their families.
They also foot the bill.
There is one other person whom I want to talk about. You may
not like it. But it is true. What about Judas Iscariot? If anyone
cooperated with God in bringing about the salvation of mankind a
reality, it was not Mary, who delivered a child Jesus, but it was
Judas. Without the willful consent of Judas there would have
been no cross, no sacrifice, and no salvation. Which is most
important to salvation? Birth of Jesus or the death and
resurrection of Jesus? Certainly Death and Resurrection. Who
willfully cooperated to bring this about? Since Judas was a
disciple of Jesus, he was with Jesus through out his ministry. He
knew Jesus better than anyone else. He was the treasurer. He
was given the Holy Spirit and he also went out and preached,
taught and healed. He had the authority over demons. Finally
notice the place that Jesus gave to Judas at the last supper. He
was the first to receive the bread dipped in the sop. He was the
chief guest sitting on the left hand side of Jesus in accordance
with the Jewish custom. If that seat tells us anything, it means
that Jesus considered him to be the most important person
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among all his disciples. Do you think Jesus would let him be the
chief guest of this most important Passover supper? What did
Jesus say to Judas. "What you are about to do, do it quickly" He
was ordered to do something. It was not to his liking is certain
from his behavior later. He had a decision to make. A choice on
which hang the salvation of mankind against his own
consciousness of betraying righteous blood. Suppose he
refused? That would have thwarted all God's plans. So he
decided to cooperate. God knew he could not have done it. So
Satan entered in him at that time. Satan was planned by God to
complete the salvation plan. He paid the price. What a sacrifice!.
If anyone deserve the right to be a coredeemer who would stand
a better choice than Judas Iscariot?
As anyone can see, the arguments that are proposed by the
Roman Church is not unique to Mary in any way. It fits even
better to Judas Iscariot!!
"Neither is there salvation in ANY other: for there is NONE
other name under heaven given among men, whereby we
must be saved." Acts 4:12
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10
FINAL THOUGHTS
In this series I have tried to study the development of Mariology
through the ages. From a meager almost trivial mention of few
scattered statements and events an edifice was built up. As all
Roman

Theologians

realize

correctly

it

rose

from

the

contemplation of Mary by devotees.
The apostles did not show her any special honour. Peter, Paul,
John and James do not mention her name even once in the
epistles which they wrote to the churches. John took care of her
until she died, but he does not mention her in any of his three
epistles or in the book of Revelation
123

THE DEVELOPMENT OF MARIOLATORY : M. M. NINAN

Blessed art thou amongst woman.
Jesus told us three parables regarding the development of the
Kingdom of God which describes it.
Mat.13:24-33 Jesus told them another parable: "The kingdom of
heaven is like a man who sowed good seed in his field. But
while everyone was sleeping, his enemy came and sowed
weeds among the wheat, and went away.

When the wheat

sprouted and formed heads, then the weeds also appeared.
"The owner's servants came to him and said, 'Sir, didn't you sow
good seed in your field? Where then did the weeds come from?'
"'An enemy did this,' he replied. "The servants asked him, 'Do
you want us to go and pull them up?'
"'No,' he answered, 'because while you are pulling the weeds,
you may root up the wheat with them. Let both grow together
until the harvest. At that time I will tell the harvesters: First collect
the weeds and tie them in bundles to be burned; then gather the
wheat and bring it into my barn.'" He told them another parable:
"The kingdom of heaven is like a mustard seed, which a man
took and planted in his field. Though it is the smallest of all your
seeds, yet when it grows, it is the largest of garden plants and
becomes a tree, so that the birds of the air come and perch in its
branches." He told them still another parable: "The kingdom of
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heaven is like yeast that a woman took and mixed into a large
amount of flour until it worked all through the dough."
For a detailed analysis of these passages I would direct you to
my series on parables.
From a humble virgin from among the Jews, we have built up a
myth of unimaginable complication which has no documentary
evidence, historical evidence, scriptural basis or theological
necessity. It grew out of the hearts of people who wanted a
Female figure in God, a Mother to cry to and a Queen of Heaven
to worship.
At the moment at least Catholic theologians are vehement in
protesting against the allegations of worship of Mary. (This may
not last long) Yet there is the unmistakable call from Papal Office
exhorting: "Let all the children of the Catholic Church ... Proceed
to worship, invoke, and pray to the most blessed Virgin Mary,
mother of God, conceived without original sin"
Popes invariably kneel before Mary and a host of images. It is
easy to justify this by redefining worship. After all worship is
giving honor. Don't we call the judges "your worship"? Adoration
is always in order. We adore our children, don't we?
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Idols are not idols they are only images to our senses. Kneeling
down before an image is not worship. Bringing candles and
incense before an image is not worship at all. In fact many of my
friends are Hindus. I grew up in India. I have never seen an idol
worshipper! They were all worshipping God represented by the
image. Since God cannot be represented properly the images
were almost always a form without a form or symbolic. .
According this definition there is no idol worshippers in this
world, nor there ever has been. Is there any wonder that the
majority of the worshippers of Mary who throng at the Marian
festivals in Bombay and Bangalore and all over India are
Hindus?
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Statue worship?
Here is the logic: “People who do not know better sometimes say
that Catholics worship statues. Not only is this untrue, it is even
untrue that Catholics honor statues. After all, a statue is nothing
but a carved block of marble or a chunk of plaster, and no one
gives honor to marble yet unquarried or to plaster still in the
mixing bowl.
The fact that someone kneels before a statue to pray does not
mean that he is praying to the statue, just as the fact that one
kneels with a Bible in his hands to pray does not mean that he is
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worshipping the Bible. Statues or paintings or other artistic
devices are used to recall to the mind the person or thing
depicted. Just as it is easier to remember one's mother by
looking at her photograph, so it is easier to recall the lives of the
saints by looking at representations of them.”
Does that make the act clear of the crime?
In their attempt the Catholic Church has been justifying the
grossest of blasphemies. How many of the following attributes of
Mary can an honest Christian believer contribute to:
•

Mary the end of the law and the fulfillment of the figures
and oracles.

•

Mary is co-Redemptrix of the human race.

•

Mary, together with Jesus Christ, redeemed us.
Jesus redeemed us with the blood of His body, Mary with
the agonies of her heart.

•

Mary is our co-Redemptrix because she suffered in her
heart whatever was lacking in the passion of Christ.

•

"Jesus alone could not accomplish the redemption of all
humanity."

•

God has ordained that no grace will be granted to us
except through Mary.
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•

No grace will come to us from heaven without passing
through Mary's hands.

•

No one will be saved nor obtain mercy except through
You, O' heavenly lady. Remember this well, no one will
enter heaven without passing through Mary as one would
pass through a door. O' Mary, our salvation is in your
hands.

•

We were condemned through the fault of one woman; we
are saved through the merits of another woman. Just as
Eve was the root of death for everyone, so Mary was the
source of life for everyone.

•

Mary, Queen of the Apostles: She is queen of apostles
because she formed them and directed them in their
preaching. She is Queen of Apostles because she is
conqueror of the Infernal Dragon.

•

If we have devotion to Mary, we will gain heaven--"Who
explains me will have life everlasting." No one can enter
Paradise who is not devoted to Mary.

•

God shared His power with her [Mary]. "My mother, ask,
for I must not turn away your face." Christ speaking to
Mary: "Without your command, no one shall move hand or
foot in the whole land."

•

Mary is holier than the saints, loftier than the heavens,
more glorious than the cherubim, more venerable than
any other creature.
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•

No one can acquire an intimate union with Jesus and a
perfect fidelity to the Holy Spirit without being greatly
united with Mary.

•

When God deeply loves a soul, and finds it stained with
sin, He covers it with a beautiful mantle that makes it
precious to Him--that mantle is Mary.

•

Mary is the ark of salvation built by God on the deluge of
our faults so that whoever desires may enter and be
saved.

•

Mary is secretary of the King of Heaven. It is she who
writes in the Book of Life the names of the predestined,
and signs them with the emblem of God. She herself is
the Book of Life from which God will read the names of
the elect on the day of judgment.

•

‘The Church assisted and instructed by the Holy Spirit,
gives to Mary titles which resemble those given to her
Divine Son. Jesus is our King; Mary is our Queen. Jesus
is our advocate and mediator; Mary is also our advocate
and mediatrix. Jesus is our hope, our refuge, our
consolation: we say the same of Mary. Jesus is the way
which leads to heaven; Mary is the gate of Heaven.’
Devotion of the ‘Sacred Heart of Mary’ (Dublin 1840) and
at page 43
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Yet these are words out of the mouth of Mariologist found in web
pages.
2 Cor 11:3 -4

But I am afraid that just as Eve was deceived by the serpent's
cunning, your minds may somehow be led astray from your
sincere and pure devotion to Christ. For if someone comes to
you and preaches a Jesus other than the Jesus we preached, or
if you receive a different spirit from the one you received, or a
different gospel from the one you accepted, you put up with it
easily enough.
As an educationalist we have been told that the best way to
teach a child is by the method of small steps. The development
of the Mariology took ages to development. Every step had been
small. But from its humble beginning of "Full of grace" to the
Queen of Heaven and Consort of the Holy Spirit in the
Quadruple of Godhead has been almost accomplished. What is
the driving force behind this? There is no doubt that its effect is
to take the attention from Jesus the Only Way. Who would want
to do that?
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In the book The Glories of Mary by St.
Alphonsus de Liguori (Redemptorist
Fathers, 1931 with Nihil Obstat and
Imprimatur) writes:
"Wishing to redeem mankind, God has
placed the price of redemption in the
hands of Mary, that she may dispense it
as she wishes."
"Sometimes we shall be heard sooner by
invoking the inter-cession of Mary than
by praying to Jesus our Saviour"
"In fine, if my Redeemer cast me off on
account of my sins, I will throw myself at
the feet of His mother, Mary, and will

In 1803 the Congregation
of Rites decreed:
"In all the writings of
Alfonso de Liguori there
is not one word that can
be justly found fault
with."
http://www.catholictradition.
org/Mary/glories.htm

remain prostrate before her, until she
obtains my pardon."
"all things, even God, obey the
commands of Mary"
Mary is "the only advocate of sinners"
"he who is protected by Mary is saved;
he who is not protected by her is lost".
"she (Mary) is truly made a mediatrix of
peace between sinners and God.
Sinners receive pardon by …Mary alone
”We shall be heard more quickly if we
call on her holy name that we should if
we called on the name of Jesus our
Saviour. “
”The holy Church commands a worship
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peculiar to Mary. “
“Mary is called the Gate of Heaven because no one can enter that blessed
kingdom without passing through her. “
”The way of salvation is open to none otherwise than through Mary."

In this painting Mary replaced Holy Spirit.
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In this painting we have not a Trinity but Quad
Mary is the Sophia - the Mother

SAINT MARY'S TOMB
Valley of Kidron at the foot of the Mount of Olives
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APPENDIX I
Goddess : dictionary meaning
1. A female being of supernatural powers or attributes,
believed in and worshiped by a people.
2. often Goddess A female being believed to be the source
of life and being and worshiped as the principal deity in
various religions. Used with the.
3. An image of a female supernatural being; an idol.
4. Something, such as fame or wealth, that is worshiped or
idealized.
5. A woman of great beauty or grace.
Wikipedia
A goddess is a female deity in contrast with a male deity known
as a "god". A great many cultures have goddesses, sometimes
alone, but more often as part of a larger pantheon that includes
both of the conventional genders and in some cases even
hermaphroditic (or gender neutral) deities.
As the concept of monotheism and polytheism can be relativistic,
so too can related concepts be culturally misunderstood. The
concept of gender as applied to a god and goddess, may
connote deeper tendencies of patriarchy and matriarchy, which
may have equivalence to the rift between mono and poly theism.
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The Goddess concept is advocated by modern matriarchs and
pantheists as a female version of, or analogue to God, (i.e. the
Abrahamic god) who in feminist and other circles is percieved as
being rooted in patriarchal concept of dominance— much to the
exclusion

of

feminine

concepts.

The

feminine-masculine

relationship between deifications is sometimes rooted in monism,
("One-ism") rather than through a definitive and rigid concept of
monotheism versus polytheism, wherin the Goddess and God
are seen as the genders of one transcendental monad.
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APPENDIX II
Hinduism
Hinduism is a complex polytheistic belief system that sees many
gods and goddesses as being representative of and/or
emanative from a single source, either a formless, infinite,
impersonal monad known as Brahman, or a single God seen by
some sects as Vishnu, others Shiva, or still others Devi, the
mother goddess, providing a large range of belief system with
Vedic scripture. Thus, many analogues between passive male
ground

and

dynamic

female

energy

have

led

to

the

personification of such energies as male and female pairs, often
envisioned as male gods and their wives. The transcendent
monad, Brahman, transcends categories but its representation
through the existential duality that is limited by time, space and
causation, simply put the universe as we know it, occurs through
the categories of male God and female energy, working as a
pair. Brahma pairs with Sarasvati, Vishnu with Lakshmi, and
Shiva with Uma, Parvati, or Durga. Kali is a form of Parvati. A
further step was taken by the idea of the shaktas, or Hindu
worshippers of the Goddess. Their, and much of Hindu tantra's,
ideology sees Shakti as the principle of energy through which all
divinity functions, thus showing the masculine to be dependent
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on the feminine. Indeed, in the great shakta scripture known as
the Devi Mahatmya, all the goddesses are shown to be aspects
of one presiding female force, one in truth and many in
expression, giving the world and the cosmos the galvanic energy
for motion. It is expressed through both philosophical tracts and
metaphor that the potentiality of masculine being is given
actuation by the feminine divine.
The strong monist or Advaita bent in Hinduism defies polytheist
or monotheist categorization and for this reason local deities of
different village regions in India are easily seen by outsiders as
their own Goddess in different form, a process that has been
called Sanskritization. While the monist forces have led to a
fusion between some of the goddesses (108 names are common
for many goddesses), centrifugal forces have also resulted in
new goddesses and rituals gaining ascendance among the laity
in different parts of Hindu world. Thus, the immensely popular
goddess Durga was a pre-Vedic goddess who was later fused
with Parvati, a process that can be traced through texts such as
Kalikapurana (10th century), Durgabhaktitarangini (Vidyapati
15th century), Chandimangal (16th century) etc.
This form of Hinduism, known as Shaktism, is strongly
associated with Vedanta and Samkhya Hindu philosophy and is
considered to be monist, contrary to less-developed polytheist
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cultures of old. Feminine energy (Shakti) is considered to be the
motive force behind all action and existence in the phenomenal
cosmos in Hinduism, and thus, as the immanent Mother, Devi is
focused on with love and intensity. '
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APPENDIX III

MYSTICA online Encyclopedia gives four articles on goddess
which are interesting. Only excerpts are given below:
History
Goddess worship dates back to Paleolithic times. Many
anthropologists speculate the first "God " or gods of the peoples
were feminine. This coincides with ancient creation myths and
beliefs that creation was achieved through self-fertilization.
Within the concept of creation the participation of the male
principle was not known or recognized yet. The Goddess was
believed to have created the universe by herself alone.
From this belief came the agricultural religions. It was thought
that the gods only prospered by the beneficence and wisdom
which the Goddess showered on them. Evidence appears to
indicate most ancient tribes and cultures were matriarchal.
….
Among the first human images discovered are the "Venus
figures," --- Cro-Magnons of the Upper Paleolithic period
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between 35,000 and 10,000 BC.
In southern France is the Venus of --- around 19,000 BC
Other female figurines were discovered -- the proto-Neolithic
period of ca, 9000 - 7000 BC,
the Middle Neolithic period of ca. 6000 - 5000 BC,
the Higher Neolithic period of ca. 4500 - 3500 BC. .
In black Africa were discovered cave images of the Horned
Goddess (later Isis, ca. 7000 - 6000 BC). The Black Goddess
images appeared to represent a bisexual, self-fertilizing woman.
During the predynastic Egyptian period, prior to 3110 BC, the
Goddess was known as Ta-Urt (Great One)
Throughout the eons of history the Goddess assumed many
aspects. She was seen as the creatress, virgin, mother,
destroyer, warrior, huntress, homemaker, wife, artist, jurist,
healer and sorcerer. Her roles or abilities increased with the
advancement of the cultures which worshipped her.
She could represent a queen with a consort, or lover. She might
bear a son who died young or was sacrificed only to rise again
representing

the

annual

birth-death-rebirth

cycle

of

the

seasons……
The beginning of the Hebrew religion with its God Yahweh is
said to have marked the end of the Goddess' Golden Age.
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Approximately this was between 1800 - 1500 BC when the
prophet Abraham lived in Canaan……..
Even though the Church attempted to completely abolish
Goddess worship it never successfully did so. Remanents of it
remained within the hearts of the people. An example of such
devotion is seen within the actions of the people during the
Church Council of Ephesus (432 AD). Until Christianized
Ephesus had been a sacred city where the Divine Mother was
worshiped by "all Asia and the world" (Acts 19:27). Also in this
city of Ephesus, as elsewhere, she was called Mother of
Animals. "Her most famous Ephesus image had a torso covered
with breasts, showing her ability to nurture the whole world."
During this council of bishops people rioted in the streets
demanding the worshipping of the Goddess be restored. The
prime candidate was Mary, the Virgin and Mother of Christ. The
bishops conceded so far in allowing Mary to be called the Mother
of God, but the forbade her to be called Mother Goddess or
Goddess.
To the very present many, both Catholics and especially
Protestants, wonder why Catholics have a great devotion toward
the Virgin Mary. Few know the occurrences at Ephesus, and that
this devotion is probably the long surviving remanent of their
early ancestors' devotion to the Goddess. A.G.H.
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APPENDIX IV
The Threefold Aspect of Goddess

The Virgin, The Mother and the Crone
The Mother
This idea of the Goddess or maternal womb is embedded in
history. It was and is symbolized by the ceremonial bowl. When
used in the Egyptian temples as the temple basin it was called
the shi. In Biblical times it became the brass sea in Solomon's
temple (1 Kings 7:23-26). Such bowls or vassals were used for
illustrations, baptisms and various purification ceremonies.
Although the Christians often fail to disclose that the holy water
143

THE DEVELOPMENT OF MARIOLATORY : M. M. NINAN

fount still symbolizes the womb. This symbolically is true since
the water is to bestow blessings or grace upon the one which it is
sprinkled upon, or who sprinkles it upon himself, and this grace
supposedly comes from Jesus Christ who came from the womb
of Mary.
Although, in the ancient maternal temples this womb-vessel was
very much respected for its inherent fertile power. Its holy waters
were revered as they were considered spiritual representing the
birth-giving energy of the Goddess…..
But, the Gnostics did not adhere to the orthodox teaching.
Possibly one reason was that many of the Gnostic leaders,
particularly Simon Magus, were of Greek or Samaritan heritage,
and within these heritages polytheism and feminine deities were
known and accepted, also they knew Hebrew. Therefore they
kept the feminine meaning of the Holy Spirit which remained in
their sacred writings and interpretations.
In The Sacred Book one reads:
...(She is)...the image of the invisible, virginal, perfect spirit... She
became the Mother of everything, for she existed before them
all, the mother-father [matropater]...
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In the Gospel to the Hebrews, Jesus speaks of "my Mother, the
Spirit." Again, in the Gospel of Thomas "Jesus contrasts his
earthly parents, Mary and Joseph, with his divine Father--the
Father of Truth--and his divine Mother, the Holy Spirit." And, in
the Gospel of Philip, "whoever becomes a Christian gains 'both
father and mother' for the Spirit (rurah) is 'Mother of many.'" …..
In scriptural writings we find standing at the foot of the cross at
the time of the crucifixion three Marys: the Virgin Mary, the
dearly beloved Mary Magdalene, and a more shadowy or
mysterious Mary. "The Coptic 'Gospel of Mary' said they were all
one. Even as late as the Renaissance, a trinitarian Mary
appeared in the Speculum beatae Mariae as Queen of Heaven
(Virgin), Queen of Earth (mother), and Queen of Hell (Crone)."
Within modern culture these roles of Goddess and Mother are
seen to be reemerging. While the psychanalyst Sigmund Freud
down played the emergence devotion to the Goddess as infantile
desires to be reunited with the mother, his theory was challenged
by C.J. Jung who described this emergence devotion as "a
potent force of the unconscious."
Jung theorized that "the feminine principle as a universal
archetype, a primordial, instinctual pattern of behavior deeply
imprinted on the human psyche, brought the Goddess once
more into popular imagination."
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The basis of Jung's theory rested on religious symbolism
extending from prehistoric to current times. His archetypical
concept is that it is not "an inherited idea, but an inherited mode
of psychic functioning, corresponding to that inborn 'way'
according to which the chick emerges from the egg; the bird
builds its nest;...and eels find their way to the Bermudas."
The biological evidence of Jung's archetypical concept indicates
the psychological meaning. Although the psychological meaning
cannot always be as objectively demonstrated as the biological
one, it often is as important or even more important than the
biological one. It lies deep within the levels of personalities, and
can elicit responses not possible by mere abstract thinking.
These responses energize and deeply effect persons. "Jung
believed all religions rest on archetypical foundations."
The Virgin
The Virgin is the first aspect of the Goddess that dates back to
Grecian times. "Holy Virgin" was a title for temple prostitutes, a
duty of the priestesses of Ishtar, Asherah, or Aphrodite. The title
itself did not mean virginity, but it simply meant "unmarried." The
functions of these "holy virgins" was to give forth the Mother's
grace and love by sexual worship; to heal; to prophecy; to
perform sacred dances; to wail for the dead; and to become
Brides of God.
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The Semites, and parthenioi by the Greeks called children born
of such virgins bathur. Both terms mean virgin-born. According to
the Protoevangelium, the Virgin Mary was a kadesha and
perhaps was married to a member of the priesthood known as
the "fathers of the gods."
There is an analogy between Mary's impregnation and that of
Persephone's. The latter, in her virgin guise, sat in a holy cave
and began weaving the great tapestry of the universe, when
Zeus appearing as a phallic serpent, impregnated her with the
savior Dionysus. Mary sat in a temple and began to spin a bloodred thread, representing Life in the tapestry of fate. The angel
Gabriel came to Mary, telling her that the spirit of the Lord would
over shadow her and she would be with child. (Luke 1:28-31)
This child was Jesus Christ, who many call savior.
In the Hebrew Gospels the name Mary is designated by almah
which means "young woman." The reason that Mary is held to
have remained a virgin by Catholics and some Christians is
because Matthew in his gospel used the Greek word parthenos,
meaning "virgin," instead of almah when referring to the virgin
birth of Jesus. Also almah was derived from Persian Al-Mah, the
unmated Moon goddess. Another cognate of this term was the
Latin alma, "living soul of the world," which is essentially identical
to the Greek psyche, and the Sanskrit shakti. So the ancient
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Holy Virgins, or temple-harlots, were "soul-teachers" or "soulmothers." Thus comes the term alma mater. A.G.H.
The Crone
The most feared aspect of the Goddess. This is mainly because
of the Crone's function which is death. In primitive and ancient
societies this function was called the mother's curse, and
became known as the Crone's curse.
"The purpose of the Crone's curse was to doom the sacrificial
victim inevitably, so no guilt would occur to those who actually
shed his lifeblood.
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This curse alone with its destruction ability is the Destroyer
aspect of the Goddess. The fear of this aspect arises within
people of modern societies because the aspect of the Destroyer
has been misrepresented or guised as sinister. There is nothing
sinister about the Crone's curse when fully understood. Again,
the function of the curse dates back to ancient times when
women thought they were the sole propagators of life. When
they thought they had the full authority to produce life, and they
thought they had, or were given, the authority to destroy it.
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