
ome Surprising Omissıions
from Augustine’s «City of God» ®

FKFew inen ave had such endurıng impact uDOoN western chrıstianıty
that verıtable gıant the church fathers—Saınt: Augustine

of Hıppo 354-430). Further, of hıs Man y lıterary Works, prıde of
place must be gıven hıs immortal Crty of (10d for ıts peerless influence,
not, only uDOoN the formulatıon of western eschatology, but a lsoO for
the formatıon of the values which ave gulded the COUTISEe of western

hıstory oOWn through the interven1ıng aDCS From Augustine’s Crty of
(170d STEW the theocracy which culmınated ın the omnıpotent D&aDaCcy
of unıted medıieval Kurope. ater, when the reformers Cainle ıth
theır remedıes for a]] that Was ıth TOUDIeE christendom,
they WEeTeEe gulded less by the SAaAINne values embodied ın Augustine’s
masterplece. Comiıing closer LO the present ADC, ıt, has een celaımed
ıth scholarly Justification that the verYy archıtects of the enliıghtenment
TEW upoNn the SaInNne work for theır basıc ideas 1)

'T'he inıtıal whıich led LO the wrıting of the Caty of (God
Was the fall of Rome LO the invadıng barbarıans 1ın the YCal 410 of
the present eLr.  S Thus, Augustine explaıns ıts SOUTITCE ın the Retractıons

Rome havıng een stormed an sacked Dy the Goths under Alarıc
theır kıng, the worshıppers of false gods, Pagahs, commonly
ca them, made attempt LO attrıbute thıs calamıty LO the Chrıistian
relıg10n, an egan LO blaspheme the true (3+0d wıith EVEN INOIC than
theır wonted bıtterness an acerbity. It Was thıs whıich kindled
7e3a3|] for the house of God, an prompted LO undertake the defence
of the cıty of God agaınst the charges an mısrepresentatıons of 1ts
assallants 2)

hiıs 18 ‚0)41°% of Ser1es of studies made possible by Senior Post-Doctoral
Fellowship TOM the Canada Councıl 'The author IS ‚Iso indebted LO the Deutscher
Akademischer Austauschdienst.

HKor CONcCISEe 2CcCount of the ıfe of St. Augustine and his immense influence,
the neophyte 18 referred to Henri-Irenee, SE Augustine and hi8 Influence, through the
Ages, (London), 1957 'hıs 18 the english translatıon of Sarnt Augustın el ’ Augustinisme,
(Parıs) 1955 Yor the inft luence of Augustine uDON the enlightenment, Carl Becker,
T’he Heavenly Caıty of the Eıghteenth-Century Phulosophers, (New Haven) 1932

Retractzons
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As Seen 1n the perspective of the tımes, the catastrophıc fall
of Rome seemed to POSSESS added an! OMINOUS s1ıgnıfıcance for
the mınd Beginning ıth Nero’s persecutıon of Ä  9 the

empiıre had struggled long an bıtterly agaınst the T1SINZ tıde
of the NEW, chrıstian relıgıon. 'T’hıs much-malıgned seCcT fınally attaımed
LO ıimperı1al sıufferance ıth the Edıiet of Mılan, proclaımed by Constan-
tıne ıIn 313 Thereafter ıts influence SICW steadıly it, Oanıed increasıngly
under ımperl1a|l patronage, thereby also displacing the tradıtional
paganısm. However, of partıcular sıgnıficance LO the INOTeEe thoughtful
of the Pasals W asS the fact that beginnıng ıth the CrOSSINZ of the
Danube by the Visıgoths In 376, the fortunes of the empıre had steadıly
deteri0rtated. Barbarıan INCUTSIONS became increasıngly INOTEe massıve
and I1NOTe extens1ıve, until eVEeN Rome ıtself fell 1n the YCarl 410 On
the ONe hand Was the ascendancy of the Nne chrıstıan relıgı0n ;

the 0)  er, the crumblıng of the long-dominant empıre.
LO the mınd, the conclusıon seemed inevıtable the gods WeTe

eXpressıng theır wrath RF the Ne  < relıgıon whıch had only LOO recently
supplanted the tradıtional cults

These sıgnıfıcant events iıllumınate the explanatıon of Augustine
cıted above, They also help explaın the fırst SUTPTISINg om1ıss1ıon
iın the Cuty of (10d. Thıs consısts 1n the almost complete absence of
an y kındly CONCESSIONS OWards paganısm. Of the twenty LWO books
whiıich cComprıse the Cuty of (T0d, the fırst ten AT e devoted LO attackıng
the spirıtual and temporal benefits of the ecults Not ONCE

ın hıs lengty polemic oes Augustine make the smallest concession
tOo paganısm, even the temporal level Rather (91 he paın the
blackest of plctures hıch become well-nıgh incredıble, unreleved A

they AIe by an y glımmer of goodness. The gods of paganısm ATe sımply
demons ın dısgulse :

The false gods, whom they openly worshıipped, still worshıp
ın secTet, AIle most unclean spiırıts, most dece1tful demons, 6Cveni
tO such pıtch that they take delight 1n erımes whcıh, whether
real only fıctıt10us, ATe yet theır OW: 3)

Perhaps the long Ral bıtter struggle agaınst paganısm lay LOO
closely behind for Augustine tOo make CONCESSIONS. Agaın, ıt 1S CONCEIV-
able that the fall of Rome had placed the recent galns of chrıstianıty

(aty of (0d Citations ATC TOM the translation by Rev Markus ods
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iın ]Jeopardy. VYat another factor of SOIMNEe relevance 1S the matter
of personalıty. In thıs regard, ıt, 18 most instructıve LO COMDAaLIe
Augustine’s attack upon paganısm ıth sımılar polemı1c composed
by ONne of hıs contemporarıes. The Oontra Orationem Symmachrı 4)
of Aurehus Prudentius Clemens (  8-after 405) 1S much T1NOTE humane
document, lackıng ıt; does, the unqualified an sweepiıng condem-
natıons of Augustine’s polemic. Prudentius 1S wıllıing concede that
ın theır OW.  9 ıll-guided WaY, the Pagans LOO WeIe searchıng fOorT (+0d
Agaın, whereas Augustine repeatedly condemns the empire
for ıts lust of dominatıon (Ibrdo dominandı) Prudentius pralses the
extent an W of the empıre for spreadıng unıty an harmony

people who ould otherwıse be ın confheting dıversıty. Indeed,
he sSees the spread of the rule ofRome preparıng unıfıed world fOor the
cCOomıng of Christ

‚..Chrısto 1aM FUn venjent.
crede, parata vV138 est, Qquam dudumpubliıca nOostrae
PaCıs amıcıtıa struxıt moderamın Romae 6)

Another factor relevant LO the contrast iın attıtudes, IS that Pru-
dentius’ treatıse Was wrıtten Just pPr10T LO the fateful fall of Rome
(havıng een cComposed between 4.04 an 410), whıle the Urty of God
Was composed after the catastrophe. It Was begun In 413 an fınally
brought LO ıts completion In 4926 On the other hand, ar from thıs
dıfference, both authors had een wıtnesses to the declinıng fortunes
of the empıre.

Augustine’s sweepıng sever1ty S paganısm remalns ÖONne of
the en1gmas of the Cauty of God Transmitted LO the mıddle aSCS through
the influence f thıs TEa work, ıt, made for intransıgence of doectrine
an therefore for the hıgh value imputed tOo refined Oorthodoxy. West-
ern 1StOory mMa y ell ave een much dıfferent had the moderatıon
of Prudentius prevaıled. Perhaps the gTEAL Augustine get LOO STern

precedent for posterıty. As long ADO 1925; emınent jJesulnt, wrıting
of paganısm 1n the Crty of (Jod, had 0CCasıon LO remartk :

his W as rejoinder LO the De Aard Vıctorıae of Quintus Aurelius Symmachus
(C. 340- 402) Symmachus W as the eloquenter the faction which W as protes-
ting agamst the removal of the ar of Viectories TOM the Senate In 382 'hıs Altar,
ıt; must be recalled, the national figurehead of paganısm.

City of (zod 111 1 , 1 3’
Lines 620-2 ın the Loeb Classıcal Library edıtıon, (1949-1953), A garvnst Symmachus.
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My OW. mınd 18 intımately convınced that the world has
found 1n (G0d INOTE mercıful an consıderate Judge than it; would
ave had 1ın hıs great servant, Augustine of Hıppo 7)

Yet another SUTPTISINZ Omı1ssıon becomes evıdent upbOonN adverting
the ontext of Augustine’s tımes. He undertook the wrıtıng of the

Crty of G(God iın 413 Nearly four ecenturıes had elapsed SINCE the tıme
of Christ. T'hıs Was eritical per10d 1ın whıch the infant church not
only struggled for InNneTe SUTV1IVAL, but entered hesıtantly uDoNn the endless
ques of chrıstian speculatıon. Among the Mal y ploneerıng thıinkers
which the eTa contaiıned such iNnen A Justin Martyr, Clement of
Alexandrıa, Tertulhan, Athenagoras, Orıigen, Cyprıan, Mınucıus Felıx,
Lactantıus and Kusebius of (Oaesarea. In $ they Iaboured
uDOoNn the VeELYyY foundatıons of the City of (+0d Notwithstanding
thıs fact, they play VeELY dubious röle 1n Augustine’s Crty of (10d.
Theıir ATe but rarely mentijoned. It 18 interesting 1TONYy
that acknowledgement of them 18 ınsıgnıfıcant when compared LO such
wrıters ın the tradıtıon Cicero, Virgıl, Varroc Ral Sallust. Yet
ese Inen worshıpped the Sarnec gods which Augustine aceused of being
demons 1n dısgulse

fact of urther signıf1cance EMETSES uDON examınıng the TF

0CCasıons when earher chrıstJan thınkers do meriıt mention. It 1S
not for SOTINeE econtriıbution they ave LO make, but rather for chastıs-
emen Such 1s the Ccase ıth Kusebius of Caesarea, whose bıbhical
scholarshıp 1s aulted 8) Wıth Ürıgen, Augustine 18 EeVEN less patıent
He rehukes hım for hıs opınıon that souls merıt different debasıng bodies
A PrIISONS ın proportion LO theır SINS whereby they ave abandoned
(+0d ı Finally, whiıle Tertulhan merıts passıng rebuke x} ıth the
rest of them, Augustine LO ave patıence. If they had
aD y influence upOoN the construction of hıs Crty of Grod, it 1S influence
hıch Passecs wıthout recognıtıon.

Thıs Om1ıssıon possessed SOTINE interesting ıimplıcatıons for poster-
ıty T’he hegemonYy which the Caty of (70d Justifiably en]oyed 1ın the
mıddle ASCS a lso tended LO detract from the earlhıer christian tradıtıon.

Joseph Rickaby, 8.)]., St Augustine’s Urty of God ; Vıew of the Contents, (L‘ondon)‚
1925,

Urty of (zod @70 1 31
0n cıt.

10) Omp.cıt VILI
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Let it; be observed LOO that the compellıng grandeur of Aguustine’s
masterplece W as also accentuated by the contingencles of hıstory.
T'he work Was inspıred DYy the fall of Rome 1n 410 Thereafter the Ta vVages
of the barbarıan invaders engulfed western Kurope 1n fıye hundred

of darkest devastatıon. When from the smoldering TU1NS, the
archıtects of the mıddle aADCS began theır task of reconstruction, the
monumental Crty of (Z0d shone TLO them ACIOSS the ıintervenıng dark
abyss somewhat after the INAanner of the proverbial cıty uDOoN 1HNOUN-

taın. Therefore, the dearth of the earlıer acknowledged tradıtıon
ın hıs masterplece, when complemented by the barbarıan devastatıons
of the ater centurı1es, accorded Iın affordıng sıngular emınence LO
the MOGRÜN 0ODUS of Augustine. As result the Crty of (70d tended
LO become both fılter an focus of the western chrıistian tradıtıon.

Notwithstandıng the monumental synthesıs of Augustine’s gen1us,
ıt; Oa&  S be asked whether the chrıstian tradıtıon of the west dıd not
ın effect become eXcess1vely commıtte to ONE interpretatıon of the
gTeAat mMYyStery of revelatıon, whereas Savıng dıversıty of OpIn10Ns
would ave endowed the chrıistian INCSSasC ıth greater adaptabılıty
LO the eXxigencles of future ASCS Unity Was evıdently ımportant fae-
tOT 1n fashıonıng the medieval synthesıs out of the precedıng chaos.
On the other hand, it would SeceN that thıs question of true cathol:-
cıty of opınıon 18 partiıcularly relevant to the present aDC, whiıich 1S
wıtnessing the CT1ISIS of chrıistianıty Thıs relıg10n 1S portrayed being

ırrelevant ». Is it not rather that contingencles of hıstory ave only
LOO effectively conspiıred against explorıng the ullest, rıches of the
chrıstian tradıtıon

Yet thırd SUTPCISINg Om1ssıon from the Cuty of G od
the personalıty of OChrist. In 1919, OoOnNne author made the followıng
observatıon about the work :

T’he words of Chrıst Ar rarely quoted an he 18 not regarded
either teacher example LO mankınd, but As the deified Savl1lour
(Caty of (70d 15) It 1s hardly exaggeratıon LO affırm that the entire
theory mıght ave een maıntaıned an developed by theologıan
who had completely dısregarded the Synoptic nartratıve 11)

Certaily ÖONne of the strıkıng features of Augustine’s masterpiece
1S its rıch the scrıptures, contaımıng ıt; does, OVeLl

11) Foakes-Jackson, The Kingdom of G(G0d ın Acts, an the °City of God/’, ))

T’he Harvard T’heologıcal Revıew, X I1 1919), 199-200
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ONe thousand cıtatıons from the bıble The Ne  — testament AaCCOUNTS for
a&  ou ONne half of thıs total Among these the WworTds of Christ (albeıt
ıth certaın repetıtons) AIe quote® less than OoONne hundred an
vwenty tımes. The actual words of Christ do not therefore constitute
the maın bulk of the serıptural cıtatiıons. On the other hand, ıt would
SECEIN rather SECVeTe Judgement of Augustine LO maıntaın that the
words of Chrıist AI rarely quoted ».

At the Same tıme, 1t would aD Da that the dısquietude which
prompted the author make the above observatıon 18 not wıthout
SOMe substantıatıon, becomes INOTEe evıdent when the actual portray-
al of Chrıist 1n the Urty of (7od 18 examıned. Irue, the röle of Christ
Aas medı]ator between (+0d an 1Inan 18 repeatedly emphasısed 12) Consıst-
ently aıth thıs, hıs dıyıne nature 1s be affırmed whence hıs
iımportance purıfyıng princıple of the human 1ace hıs relatıons
to the Church 15) an hıs funetion As final Judge 16) However, the
ates emphasıs of Augustine would sSeem LO be uDON the prophecıes
whıch antıcıpated Christ’s COmMI1Nng, An perusal of certaın lengthy
sectlons of the Urty of God ll amply demonstrate 17) Indeed, thıs
intense pre-occupatıon ıth the prophetic aspect of Christ’s comıng
leades Augustine TO ave to SOUTCES, such Aas the oracle
of erythrean sıbyl aN! the now-famous mess]lanıc eclogue » of
Virgıl 18)

This extensıve emphasıs acquıres almost eerTI1e sıgnıfıcance
when the treatıse LO consıder the Chrıst-man of the evangelısts.
Here, hıs whole lıfe of thırty three earth 1S abruptly dismıssed
ın few nes. The followıng Xtract SUumMarTIsSeES the treatment of
the Chrıist-man 1ın the Crty of God

OChrıist Was orn ın Bethlehem of Judah, INnan manıfest OuUt of
human Virgin, (+0d hıdden out of (}+0d the Yather He dıd Man y

miracles that He mıght commend (+0d ın Hımself, SOINe of whiıch,
6even Man y SeeImM sufficient LO proclaım Hım, AIe contaiıned In
the evangelıc Seripture 1

12) Crty of (70od 1 6’ and A
13) 0On C4l and X© GE
14) 02 cıt.
15) 0 C4t. X I1I 1
16) 02 cıt.
17) 02 cıt XVII to an 97 LO
18) 02 C4l for the former an DA for the latter.
19) 02 crl
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Wıth little INOTEe than thıs, the entire earthly lıfe of the Ohrist-
INa  an 18 dismıssed ASs the treatıse LO other consıderatlons.
T‘hıs virtual ahsence of the Chrıst-man from the Crty of (7od therefore
constitutes the thırd SUrPrISINg Oomıssıon from that work.

In attempting LO account for thıs enıgmatıcal OM1SS10ON, allowance
must be made fOT the eiteumstances under which the Crty of God
Was wrıtten. Certamly, adverting to the cıted Xtract 1ın whıich Augus-
tıne QCCOUNTS for hıs wrıting the work affords SOTNE understandıng
of the gTea emphasıs he places upOoN the prophetic aspect of Chrıst's
comıng. He Was defending the City of (}+0d agamst the uUPDIOALr OVer

the fall of Rome which seemed al the OMINOUS ın V1ECW of the
then-recent r1Se of christianıty. It Wa ıimperatıve tO emphasıse the
dıyıne nature of Chrıst, the SOUTCEe N! soul of the Ne  z relıg10n. If
urther compellıng evıdence could be uncovered by LO
authors, then thıs possessed the added advantage of constituting

argumentum ad homıinem. Thıs helps explaın the emphasıs that
Augustine places upDoNn the prophecıes which pointed LO the comıng
of OChrıist. On the eTr hand, ıt explaıns httle about the virtual Omı1ss1ıon
of the Christ-man from the Cauty of God.

Perhaps 1t could be sa1ld that ın the Passage Just cıted, Augustine
refers the reader the gospels where he ca  b read for hımself about
the detaiıls of Christ’'s lıfe earth Yet thıs explanatıon POSSESSES
eertaın insuffiıcJ]enc1es. As has een observed. Augustine makes abundant
uUuUsSe of the scrıptures iın the Crty of G(God. What then wıthholds hım from
treatıng ın depth an detaiıl the SUPTIEME climax ofthe scrıptures, ame-

1y the lıfe of the Chrıst-man earth ®
Indeed, adverting LO the eıreumstances under which Augustine

WwTOLTLEe the Cuty of (70d brings lıght 1EC4ASONS of such topıcal uTrgeNCcYy
that he should ave felt compelled TeAa of the earthly lıfe of Chrıst
iın ogTeat depth an detaıil. As Was observed, the Caty of (70d Was intended

be MmMassıve rebuttal of the Pagans. But who WEeTITeC these pagans %
T'he paganısm of Rome Was COompromi1sed of ast of SeCTS, A

Augustine hımself testifıes 20) Among these however, the manıchaean
actıon possessed certaın primacy of W 21) Being prımarıly

20) 0n crt. 111
21) « Plures Nnım ‚210)5) Roma occultat; » (Confesstons 19) appreclatıon of

the influence and ımportance which this sect had acquired Can be gleaned TOM the num ber
of imperia|l ediets which WeTeE issued agalnst ıt. See Erich-Hans Kaden’s « Die KEdikte
die Manichäer VO!  - Diokletian bıs Justinian » , 55-68 In Festschrift Hans Lewald
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relıgı1on of intellectuals N! wrıters, ıt exercısed consıderable 1N-
fluence 22)

OChrıist W as aCccorded partıcularly iımportant röle 1ın the manıchaean
relig10n. He Was the dıyıne medıator between the god of hıght an INan-

kınd, wıthout however being physıically human. Christ, for the manıchaes
Was phantasm whıch appeETE to be human 23) T’he incarnatıon
A taught by the chrıistian relıgı1on therefore aPPCAIS A supremely
ımportan dıfferentiation between the LWO relig10ns.

Consıdering the CTIS1IS which evoked the Crty of God an the fact
that manıchaeısm WasSs prominent force 1n the paganısm whıich Augus-
tıne attacked, thıs constituted added UPSCHCY which should ave
induced hım LO emphasıse quıte unmistakably the fact of the Incarna.-
tıon. Nothing would ave achleved thıs I1NOTE effectively than
tensıve consıderatıon fo the hlıfe of the Christ-man.

In V1IECW of the Prevıous consıderatıions, it 18 al the INOTEe interesting
LO observe that the incarnatıon oes ındeed COMe under diseussion

several dıfferent 0OCCas]ıons ın the CWty of God. Thus, Augustine
rebukes Porphyry for not accepting Christ, and precısely because
of the incarnatıion

|He] refused to recognı1ze that Chrıst 18 the Principle by whose
incarnatıon Are purıfied. Indeed he despised Hım, because of the
flesh ıtself whıich He assıımed 24)

On another 0OCccasıon the platonısts Are also attacked for theır
reluctance tO belhieve possıble the incarnatıon whereby Chrıist, the
Son of God, became MNa  - 25) Wıth the manıchaes however, the attıtude
of Augustine somewhat dıfferent. T’hey AT indeed ımpugned
iın the Urty of God, yet not OVeTr the question of the incarnatıon. Augus-

(Basel), 1953 WHor well-written account of the manıchaean religion, the english reader
I8 referred to Tancıs Crawford Burkıiıtt’s T’he Relıgron of the Manichees, (Cambridge),
1925 Geo. Widengren’s INOTE recent Manı and Manıchaeism (translated by (harles Kes-
sler, revised by the author, London, wrıtten Dy ONeE whose sSympathies he ıth the
Manichaes, makes interesting reading. Unfortunately however, SOUTCGCE references Al6

often lacking. 1It should Iso be noted that Augustine wrote Man y polemics against the
Manichaes, but these do not COMNCETI the present topic.

22) Km. de Stoop, Kssar 5UTr dıffusıon du Manıcheisme dans ’ Emmpire romMaın,
Gand), 1909, 6-

23) Burkitt, C4., 38.41
24) Urty of
25) 02 C4t.
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tıne chastıses them for imputing the or1ıgın of VICeSs to the human body,
whıich they consıdered evıl 26) also for being duahstie relıgıon
concerned ıth LWO confheting gods 27) However, ıt; 1S mOost ınteresting
LO remarTk that ın that work he oes not sSee the incarnatıon the
bulwark tO hıs rebuttal of manıchaeısm.

BYy WaYy of attempting to account for thıs deficlenCy, ıt mıght
be proposed that Augustine Was unacquaınted wıth the manıchaen
doectrine of the phantom Chrıst T'hıs 1sTeadıly contradıcted by to
the writiıngs of Augustine hımself. Moreover, ıt must be remembered
LOO, that he had een manıchae durıng nıne ımportant of hıs
lıfe and therefore possessed fırst-hand knowledge of the relıg1ion 29)

The en1gma surroundıng the virtual Oom1ıssıon of Christ’'s earthly
lıfe from the Crty of ({od ould SeeN) LO be partly explaıned by adverting
LO the general perspectıve of the work. According LO Augustine,
lıfe earth 18 intrinsıcally insıgnıfıcant. Our whole lıfe 18 nothıng
but LAaCe towards death 30) . The en! of lıfe puts the longest lıfe

Par ıth the shortest » 31) Short of sulcıde, ıt, 18 death an no%
lıfe hıch POSSECSSCS the greates wısdom :

not uUuNawWware of the poor-spirıted fear which prompts LO
choose rather LO lıye long 1ın fear of Ialn y deaths, than LO dıe ONCEe
aN! ESCaDE them all ; but the weak aN! cowardly shrınkıng of the
flesh 1s ON thıng, and the well-consıdered an reasonable persuasıon
of the soul quıte another 92)

T'he perspectıve of the Cuty of (i0od bears not uDOoN thıs world,
whiıich accordıng LO Augustine 1S 1iNeTEe transıent phenomenon al best,
but rather uPON the ext hlıfe It looks to the final separatıon of the
elect an the damned, whereby wıll also be fınally constituted the LWwO
kıngdoms, the ONe of (+0d an the other of Satan 33) There, 1n the
other-world, an not ın the present lıfe, hes the centre of gTaVvıty of

26) 0n C1t. XIV
27) 02 c1t.
28) Thus, In the De 0Vontinentia [A] « Quid de Christi dicıt iNnsSanıssımus

Manichaeus ? Quod 110.  S fuit Vver&a, sed falsa . 'The manichaean concept of the phantom
Christ 18 referred LO Gr 0as dozen tımes 1n the wrıtings of Augustine

29) Confesstons 111 an!
30) Caty of (od ZEPEI
31) 02 cCrl. 11l
32) 1 bıd.
33) 092 c4t. and K XITU
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Augustine’s MGU 0ODUS Thıs perspective would SEETN LO explaın
ın Dart, the virtual Om1ssıon of the earthly hıfe of the Christ-man
from that work.

However, Augustine’s v1ısıon of unıted and peaceful Church
(even 1f 1ın Heaven), contaıned powerful lesson for Kurope wracked
ıth the urmo1l of the dark ASCS,

Besides endowıng Augustine’s monumental synthesı1s ıth
impressıve supernatural grandeur, hıs v1lsıon WasSs of TEL eff1CaCcy ın
achieving unıty an harmony ın the emergent medieval eiviılızatıon.
It aılded In brıdging cultural dıfferences and ın subdumıng destructive
dissonance LO sublıme V1sS10N, wherefrom resulted the unıted chrıisten-
dom of the mıddle ASCS,

On the other hand, ıth the bırth of the modern SCIENCES and
therefore of man’s increasıng pre-occupatıon wıth thıs world, STOW1INZ
eTISIS developed between the thıs-wordly » and the other-worldly»
aSPECTS of human enliıghtenment Thıs tensıon reached ıts clımax 1n the
nıneteenth CeNTtUTY, when chrıstianıty became the arch-foe of mMater-
1alısm ». It W as the SAame ASC whıch wıtnessed relıg1on being chıded
ıth the MaTxl]lan aun of « p1e 1n the sSky when you dıe ». In the
meantıme however, sober reconsıderatıions by a. ]] concerned ave made
for INOTEe amıcable relatıons.

It remaıns matter for interesting speculatıon, Just how much
of the unfortunate encounter between the thıs-wordly » and the

other-wordly » protagon1sts could ave een avolded, 1{ the Christ
of thıs world had een accorded promıinent place ın the magnıfıcent
synthesıs of Augustine. Christianıty mMa y well ave taken far aA1f-
ferent STanN: ıth Corrrespondıng change 1n the COUTSC of eNSUMNg
hıstory. At the SsSamtnıecd tıme, it 1s interesting IK0) observe the rTecent EeTINEeTI-

of the secular OChrist the Chrıst who Cahni6 not only LO teach
men the WaYy LO the other hıfe, but INOTeEe immediıately LO teach 1nNeN

how LO lıye thıs lıfe 34) It Ia y well be the dawnıng of concrete
realhısatıon that chrıstianıty 1s supremely commıtted LO thıs lıfe, for 1n
1t, transıent A ıt must be, ıe the seeds of eternal hıfe

34) 'his theme LO have n out of that heroie german pastor, Dietrich
Bonhoeffer. It finds particularly emphatiıc eXpression ın the etters he wrTrote during his
last months of iımprisonment. (Dietrich Bonheoffer, Letters and Pamners from Prıson,
(Macmillan, New York), IThus, ın the letter of May, 1944 (z0d 1S LOP-Z&pD,
he must be recognized at the centre of lıfe 'The ground for thıs hes 1n the revelatıon
of God 1n Jesus Christ. He 18 the centre of lıfe, an he certainly n "come‘’ to ANSWEeLr

solved problems » (02 cıt. 174)
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The PTev1OUS consıderations ave attempted n TawWw attentiıon
LO SOTINE of the Omı1lss10ons form Augustine’s magnıfıcent synthesıs
1n hıs Cauty of ({0od. Tentatıve explanatıons ave een proposed ıth

V1eCW LO accounting for these Om1lss]1ı0ons and SOMMe of the possıble
ımplicatıons for poster1ty ave een suggested. 1If these Om1ss10ns
aD DEa defic1encı1es, ıt OCa  - well be account of the eX1geNCIES of
later StOTY, contingencles which eVEON the genN1UsS of the STEAL Augustine
COU. not ave antıcıpated, Wıthout the guldıng v1isıon of Na  S of
such peerless stature, western ciıyılızatıon May well ave attaıned
to ıts present heights.
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