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TrE Marryrpom or Mary Queen o Scots. By Kieran Mulvey, o.p.
(Blackfriars Publications; 2s. 6d.)
08t people are familiar with the main facts in the life of Mary
It, but unfortunately these facts lend themselves very easily to a
© terpretation, as Mary’s enemies realized to their advantage
me;n ey wished to find a reason to rid themselves of this unwelcome
COt?icﬁ to the new religion in Scotland. There is no doubt that the
Comesd queen has suffered at the hands of historians, and she has
adulee own through history ‘obscured by the dark accusation of
aspeCtryfand t,he.mu‘rder of a husband’. There is however another
in hig Of Mary’s life (impossible to ignore if she is to be given the place
a esorY.WhJch is rightfully hers), viz. the years of her imprisonment,
Br ) é)ecmlly the few days preceding her death. We are grateful that
tefers tve}’ ha§ devoted his little study to precisely this point. He
m C0° Mary’s martyrdom, for it is his opinion and it was Mary’s
pol; .Ca;l\nctlon that she died for her faith. There were indeed strong
or she hfzasons which made it desirable that Mary should be removed,
Teason Wa a strong claim to the English throne, but an equally strong
Surviy as the fact that she was considered dangerous to the continued
4 of the religion of the Reform. This is made clear in the
tons o, death, quoted on page 29. Fr Mulvey describes her prepara-
& chapiy; er dea!:h; the writing out of her confession (she was refused
e én), her joy at her coming martyrdom, and her final prayers
coin 1tation. On the way to the scaffold the Queen consoled her
refy, Sedg attendants, telling them she was ready to die for her faith,
Oy ¢ services of the Protestant Dean of Peterborough, and died
died un ng ‘herself to God. This recalls so many of the martyrs who
Cathoh'c °f Henry. Fr Mulvey’s final chapter notices the contemporary
dory, ~ "€action to Mary’s death, and their recognition of her martyr-
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S.entence of

 The au: .
18 to ]feevldenCe brought forward by Fr Mulvey is convincing, and it
bY Ca OO.P ed that this little book is but the first of a series of writings
legends Wlllci scholars which could do much to remove the damaging
¢h have surrounded Mary Stuart for four hundred years.
F.P.
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(DCSclée " ET Purert pu Cosur. By Dom Georges Lefebvre.
I thig g, orOUWer; n.p,
charmine 1+ _
:)ls O try di‘:_fnung little book Dom Lefebvre wishes to place before
t}r:rPrayer a ‘onal notions: originating from our Lord’s own teaching
Ough &, omastic tradition ranging from the Fathers of the desert

ERN . ,
140 to St Benedict has understood by oratio pura a very

https://doirorg/10.1017/50269359300009150 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0269359300009150

236 THE LIFE OF THE SPIRIT

simple and affective prayer in which is achieved a high degree of unio®®
of the soul with God; the state of self-renunciation necessary
pure prayer they expressed by puritas cordis. To illustrate these ter®
the author has selected passages from two of their great exponent
St Gregory the Great and St John of the Cross; the latter Docto?
because of his more systematic and penetrating analysis, has b%
chosen as the main guide, and in the author’s opinion St GregofJ.
teaching is seen to better advantage in the light of St John's. For
reason Dom Lefebvre has added a short running commentary to the
texts from St John, which serves to unify the book and explain som®?
St John’s more difficult passages. He thus brings out the similarity v
the teaching of both Doctors, in spite of the more obvious differet
of time and background.

This anthology, then, forms a beautiful little treatise on pfaye’g
and, as the texts are well chosen and arranged, it is easy and pleaséln‘:t
read.

E.P.

TrE CONFLICT BETWEEN THE SECULARS AND THE MENDICANTS AT Tf
UNIVERSITY OF PARIS IN THE THIRTEENTH CENTURY. By D. L. Do
(Aquinas Paper No. 23, Blackfriars Publications; 2s. 6d.)

Miss Douie succeeds admirably in her attempt to give a clear ac€
of the origins and highlights of the bickering which went on 3¢ eafs
University of Paris between the Seculars and Mendicants in the ¥ and
1250-1300. By 1250 the Friars were a force in University 1% g
certain acts of seeming disloyalty to the body of masters was C“:fs - 4id
apprehension among the Secular masters. These were above all 55
that the Friars would soon dominate the theological faculty W1,
their wings were clipped. They first of all attempted to 1"‘35“"?t iled
number of chairs which the Friars could hold, and when that arlf
resorted to some vigorous pamphleteering. The genius of ¢ “.q,.
phase of the struggle was William of St Amour, who, after his h
ment from Paris in 1256, continued to harass the Mendicants ZC
his friends and disciples until his death in 1272. The brunt of the$ 4 by
attack was borne by St Thomas Aquinas for the Dominican$ ar; §
St Bonaventure, John Pecham and Thomas of York for the Franct say®
There was right and wrong on both sides. If; as Miss Do‘neFﬂ-ars
jealousy was the root of much of the Secular resentment, the ogaﬂt
themselves were a little too sure of themselves, and not a little arf

and overbearing. L Bovibs or
EONARD
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