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Ome the YeASON the Fathers give for the devil’s fall*)

Was in the COUTSC of hıs SLaYy in Rome that Jerome hıs long
letter Eustochium (epist. 22) explainıng how virgın oug behave
The second half of the work contalins warnıng agamınst vanıty and self-
satısfactiıon (ch 27} The author 0€eSs NnOT however fee] it
caution hıs addressee agalnst the partiıcular kınd of boastfulness whiıich
wealth and statıon engender. nstead he 1s confıident (for he knows her
genuıne humilıty) that nelither che NOT her mother has an Yy L[LOOIN fOr the
priıde that caused the devı]l fall

Jerome ascrıbes the devıl fall prıde three urther OCCAaS10Nns.
Some earlıer in letter PZZ he had ffirmed that thıs had een the
only 1Cason for iıt The ICason he o1VvES Wäas evidently felt be iın SOINC

degree axiomatıc, for ın thıs DasSsSagc the deviıl’s Oownlia forms part of
lıst of warnıng examples that also includes the Jews and the Pharısee who
prayed ostentatiously iın the temple. In later letter (69,9,6) Jerome SayS
CVCIYONC knows it Was aITOBANCC that overthrew the devıl He o1VveESs the
SdI1lCc explanatıon in hıs Commenta Isa1ah al 234 ere 15 slıght
change of emphasıs ın hıs Commenta Ecclesiastes Z Here he
maıntaıns that the deviıl fell hrough abundance of g00d thıngs.

hat the devıl ruln Was due prıde Was always the INOIC wıdely
held VIEW. that the first of the Fathers g1ve ıt clear-cut
expression Was Origen *). In homily ZECHE that only urviıves 1ın
Jerome’s translatıon 9.2) he declares most emphatıcally that the ev1 fell
because of pridefulness, aIrTOgaNCcC and concelıt. Athanasıus Century
after hım DULS it OWN LO the SdInc Chapter 1ve of his treatıise
virginity states that Satan Was brought OWN from heaven hell NOT by
{ornıcation, dultery OTr stealıng but because of overweenıing prıde
(ÖrEepnNOAavia). Sımilarly Pseudo-Athanasıus ca it MLVOLWO1C al SYNLagZ
2,16 Of Jerome’s OW contemporarıes Chrysostom in his homily
Isaı1ah 6,1 (3:3) thınks ıt 1s thıs overweenıing priıde that has made the eEeV1

Abbrevıations of works aAIC en from Lampe’s Patrıstic Greek Lexicon
Thesaurus Linguae Latinae, where edıitions ATC Iso g1ven.

Athenagoras had sed the word EVDBPIGCELV al leg 24,5
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hat he 18 He ere refers explıcıtly Isaıah 14,13, where the speaker
exclaıms uponNn Lucıfer’s fall and how he had sa1d in hıs heart, «{ l
exalt IN Y throne above the of » Another homily of
hrysostom’s 11 Thessalonians 1s1) makes ANOVOLC the of hıs
fall Thıs 1s then glossed AS DTEPNQOAVIA. Ambrose LOO cıtes the DasSsSagc
from Isaı1ah csShow that priıde Wds responsı1ble (in psalm I18 Serm 1;8)
TOom the CENLUTY three INaYy be mentioned where pride 1s
saı1d ave led the deviıl’s ownla ese dIC LO be oun in the tıtle

Cassıan’s Anst 12,4, In chapter forty-three of Gerontius’ ıfe of the
yOUNSCI Melanıa, and in the preface (par the first part of
Quodvultdeus work de promissionibus. At the Same per10 Theodoret’s
catalogue of heresies 5,8) quotes nNOoTt only Isaıah 14,13 but Ezechie]l 2817
and Timothy 3,6 as ell AS other XIS ın order the ponnt. In the
following CENLUTY the Same 1CAaSON 1s g1ven thrıce by the ‘Regula
Magıstrı 1 373 and NCC Dy Caesarıus of TIes in
200,5 15 therefore clear that prıde Was wıdely dduced Dy the Fathers
of both kast and West

Notwithstandıing that it Was COINMMNON assert that prıde had
caused the devıl fall, thıs Was not however al an Yy time the only
explanatıon. Others Fathers pronounced instead that hıs CN of
mankınd had een the cause‘). Though g0o0d deal less popular, thıs
VIEW Wäds wıthout adherents. Already Irenaeus had ate: the devıl

the time when he envied creation’ cf. >  > In
the Cyprıan explıicıtly assl1gns the ame CHVY in chapter four of
hıs treatıise that topıc. omewhnha later Pseudo-Cyprıian CXDICSSCS
simılar 1eW urıng the parable of the (serm. de cent

81) Later ST1 Orientius iın the CENLUTY Sa y>S in hıis POCM that the
eı fell from heaven because he Was Jealous (comm. In the ast
homily of Saınt Basıl had g1ven the Sal I1CasSson 1,4) and warned that
the evV1 Was always een infect Christians ıth the Samne vice.

In the Fathers that ave een mentioned there 1S s1gn of eing
faced wıth dılemma Each of them eıther the ONEC ÖOI the
other and makes attempt reconcıle the [WO ere 1s however
exceptlon. Augustine alone ave een of the Incongrulty
and ave felt the eed LO resolve ıt Whereas ın Saılnt John’s
g0Ospe he hought CN Wäds the I1CAaSON prıde had een ame In
hıs pamphlet ‘'Agaınst Secundınus’ 1%) and MNCEC agaın al gen litt

The deviıl’s CHNVY 1S mentioned 1n 1sdom 2,24
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4,24 Further in thıs latter work (11.16) Augustine rnngs the {[WO

explanatıons together and seeks fıit both into acceptable time-scale.
He that scrıpture 0€es not Sa Y when prıde brought OWN the devıl,
but ıt 15 clear hım ere that it precede and occasıoned hıs CNn of
Man Both aIcC named A4as Causcs ın hıs treatise virginıty (31.31)
appCars that Augustine’s suggestion for harmoni1zıng the LWO WAas nNOL
wıthout influence, for Just few later solution that 1s simılar 1S
oun in the dıalogues composed by Cassıan. At conl. 8,10,3 the ev1 1s
sa1d ave fallen first because of prıde and then through CHVY The
speaker 1n 8,9 had assumed that CN of dam and Eve Was the 1CasonNn
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According Augustine prıde 15 the mother of CIM cf. WE 188| 44 7,18 ff rea|
instead 40,22,5 and add INn psalm He Iso makes prıde ead CIl IN psalm
Sserm 2,5


