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MICHAEL PRABHU AUGUST 15, 2018
 
Biblical arguments in support of Mary’s Assumption
https://www.ncregister.com/blog/biblical-arguments-in-support-of-marys-assumption 
Dave Armstrong, August 15, 2018
Our Protestant friends in Christ often challenge us to find “proofs” of our doctrines in the Bible. When it comes to the doctrine of the assumption, almost all of them will say: “There is nothing whatever in the Bible about that!” 
I'd like to examine this question from two perspectives: whether the challenge they make is itself based on a biblical model, and whether we can find anything in Scripture to support our dogmatic belief in Mary's bodily assumption into heaven.

The false premise casually made by those who argue in this way is the notion: “all doctrines believed by Christians must be explicitly mentioned in Scripture.” This is a key aspect of the Protestant foundational belief in sola Scriptura (Scripture is the only infallible authority or rule of faith). 

But the Bible, in fact, never teaches this idea (nor sola Scriptura itself). Protestants can't prove it from Scripture. Moreover, there are other doctrines held by Protestants, too, based on no biblical indications at all. 

One clear example is the canon of Scripture. The Bible never lists its own books. The “Table of Contents” comes entirely from Christian tradition. Yet Protestants accept it (minus seven books); and this is contrary to sola Scriptura. Despite all this, we are unreasonably asked to prove everything we believe as Catholics, from explicit biblical passages.
Catholics believe that all Catholic and Christian doctrines must be in harmony with Scripture; must not contradict it; also, that some doctrines are able to be supported only indirectly, implicitly, or by deduction from other related Bible passages. All Catholic doctrines have scriptural support in some sense (my main specialty as an apologist). We also believe in sacred tradition: itself always in harmony with Scripture. Sometimes (as in the present case), a doctrine is “stronger” in tradition.

I agree that there is no direct “proof” of Mary's assumption in Scripture. But there is strong deductive and analogical evidence. The deductive argument has to do with the “consequences” of Mary's immaculate conception: a doctrine more directly indicated in Scripture (e.g., Luke 1:28 indicates her sinlessness: the essential aspect of her being immaculately conceived).

Bodily death and decay are the result of sin and the fall of man (Genesis 3:16-19; Psalm 16:10). An absence of actual and original sin would allow for instant bodily resurrection. It's as if Mary goes back to before the fall (for this reason the Church fathers call her the “New Eve”).

Jesus' resurrection makes possible universal resurrection and redemption of our bodies as well as souls (1 Corinthians 15:13-16). Mary's assumption is the “first fruits,” sign, and type of the general resurrection of all (created) mankind; she exemplifies the age in which death and sin are conquered once and for all.
1 Corinthians 15:17-26 (RSV) If Christ has not been raised, your faith is futile and you are still in your sins. Then those also who have fallen asleep in Christ have perished. If for this life only we have hoped in Christ, we are of all men most to be pitied. But in fact Christ has been raised from the dead, the first fruits of those who have fallen asleep. For as by a man came death, by a man has come also the resurrection of the dead. For as in Adam all die, so also in Christ shall all be made alive. But each in his own order: Christ the first fruits, then at his coming those who belong to Christ. Then comes the end, when he delivers the kingdom to God the Father after destroying every rule and every authority and power. For he must reign until he has put all his enemies under his feet. The last enemy to be destroyed is death.
The analogical argument is a second line of approach: biblical examples that have strong similarity in important respects to Mary's bodily assumption. Here are five such analogies:

(2 Kings 2:1, 11 ...the LORD was about to take Eli'jah up to heaven by a whirlwind, .... And Eli'jah went up by a whirlwind into heaven. 
(2 Corinthians 12:2-3 I know a man in Christ [i.e., Paul himself] who 14 years ago was caught up to the third heaven ... And I know that this man was caught up into Paradise — whether in the body or out of the body I do not know, God knows...
(1 Thessalonians 4:16-17 ...And the dead in Christ will rise first; then we who are alive, who are left, shall be caught up together with them in the clouds to meet the Lord in the air; and so we shall always be with the Lord. 
(Hebrews 11:5 By faith Enoch was taken up so that he should not see death; and he was not found, because God had taken him. .. (cf. Genesis 5:24)
(Revelation 11:11-12 But after the three and a half days a breath of life from God entered them, and they stood up on their feet, ... Then they heard a loud voice from heaven saying to them, "Come up hither!" And in the sight of their foes they went up to heaven in a cloud. 
In three of these instances, the person didn't die (in one the person even came back); in two they died first. The Church hasn't declared whether Mary died or not. All of these events occur by virtue of the power of God, not the intrinsic ability of the persons. 

Jesus ascended by His own power, but the Blessed Virgin Mary was assumed by the power of her Son Jesus' victory over death. Hers was an “immediate resurrection.” One day all who are saved will be bodily resurrected. Mary was the first after Jesus' resurrection: quite appropriately (and even, I submit, “expected”), since she was Jesus' own Mother.
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