
Rhythmical clausulae In the etters
of Saıint Augustine

In [WO studies, employe: statıistical models test for the
of rhythmical forms in the clausulae, OT sentence-endings, of

ate mperı1a]l Latın prose*) The results of OUT revealed that the
CUFTrSUuSs MIXTUS, System integrating metrical and accentual rhythms, Was

the preferred clausular style in such Christian authors Aas Minucı1us,
Cyprıan and Arnobius (thırd century and Ennodius century) and
in secular wrıters of the 1r fifth centuries ıke Auson1i1us, ymma-
chus and the authors of the Panegyrıicı latini and the Theodosıan law-
codes. Christian wriıters of the fourth tO early fifth centurIies, namely
Lactantıus, Ambrose, Jerome and Augustine, sShow LNOTEC dıversıty In
theır choiıice of rhythms. Our imıted SUTVCY of theır COTrDOTaA eiecie| the
CUFrSUusSs MIXTUS, the purely accentual CUFSUS, metrical only hythms, and
CVCN the absence of delıberate rhythm altogether*).

The CUYSUS MIXtuS®) 1S the term sed Dy modern researchers
describe the system of clausular rhythm that combıned the accentual
forms of the CUFSUÜUS sımultaneously ıth the tradıtional metrical D  r
derıved from (icero and the Asıatıc school ere dIC three standard
forms of the CUFrSUS“) planus, tardus and velox>) FEach of these forms

()BERHELMAN and HALL, “A New Statıstical nalysıs of Accentual
Prose Rhythms in Imperıal Latın Authors’’, C'lassical Philology (1984) 1 14-130
(hereafter, ‘“Analysıs”); *Meter in Accentual Clausulae in ate Imperıal atın Prose’”’,
C'lassical Philology (1985) 21422977 (hereafter, *Meter). We followed ese artıcles
ıth [WO specialized studies: all and Oberhelman, “Rhythmical Clausulae In the Codex
Theodosianus and the Leges Novellae ad Theodosianium pertinentes’, Classical Quarterty 35
(1985), 201-214 (hereafter, "COdexX : “Interna Clausulae in ate Latın Prose Evıdence
for the Dısplacement of eire by Word-Stress’””, C'lassical Quarter[Iy (1986) 505-526
(hereafter, “ Interna Clausulae’”). We acknowledge ıth deep appreclation Thomes abı-
nek and Miıchael Roberts for theır constructive erıticısms of earlıer draft of thıs

For detaıls about the indıvıdual works surveyed here, SCC the Table in ‘*Meter’””,
29722-22%3

For bıblıography the CUFSUS MIXTUS, SCC ıbıd., 216 ote
For bıblıography the CUFSUS, CC lore JANSON, Prose Rhythm In Medieval

Aatın from the Oth the 13th Centur y (Stockholm, 128-131
There ATC er of the CUFSUS, notably the trispondaicus, medius and

dispondaicus. They ATIC, however, [aAIc In OCCUTITENCE and should be considered ırregular
clausulae. See OBERHELMAN and MALE. ‘““Analysıs””, 115 ote 6, and HALL and
OBERHELMAN, * Interna Clausulae’”, 508 and 520
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MaYy be hought of of the dıstance between and after the ast
[WO word aCcCcents of clausula ®) The planus CONSISTIS of [WO unaccented
syllables between the final AaCCentTts and ONC unaccented syllable after the
ast (purumque servari) ') The tardus COMPDI1SCS {tWO unaccented syllables
between the {[WO aCcents and {[WO unaccented after the final accent
(aetatem proficimus) The velox finds four unaccented syllables between
the [WO aCCcentfs and ONC followıng the last (facere voluisti)

The metrical rhythms of the CUTSUS 1XIUS AIcC argely onfined
four patterns cretic-spondee (dilectione mittenda); dıtrochee (alterum
respuedum) dıcretic (negare AON DOSSUMUS) and cretic-trıbrach (famd AoNn

tACcuLt)?) In the system of the CUTSUS AXIUS these metrical fall
under the three accentual rhytms there 15 vVCLYy hıgh coincıdence of
accent and ictus*?) ell AS COI'I'€SPOI'ICICI'ICC of the number of

JANSON Prose Rhythm
For g0o0d discussıion of the VarlOuUs typologıes and forms of the three standar:'

cadences SCC LINDHOLM Studien ZUi mittellateinischen Prosarhythmus Seine Ent-
wicklung und Sein Abklingen der Briefliteratur Italiens (Stockholm

JANSON Prose Rhythm DOINLIS out that MEYER "Di1Ie rythmische
lateinısche Prosa Gesammelte Abhandlungen ZUM mittellateinischen Rytmik I1 (Berlın

234 286 Was Correct nhIS belıef that the CUTSUS system Was described only
these terms and Was not concerned ıth typology LAURAND Etudes SUr le style des
discours de Iceron VecC UNe de histoire du "*CUFSUS” 2nd edıtion {I11 (Parıs

207 ICOLAU OTISINE du "°CUFSUS” rythmique el les debuts de ACcCcen! InLensıle
latın arıs 109 and “Notes SUurT | hıstoire du CUTSUS rythmıque” LMAÄA

(1932) Was INnCOrrTeCt hıs insıstence Sstirıct typologıcal forms of the CUFTSUS

imper1a]l atın See Iso ÖOBERHELMAN and HALL “Analysıs” 18 ote
TIhe cretic-trıbach Was not avored Dy ('icero found only CS of f

908 of Cicero clausulae that sampled But ı{ oes become desired clausula the
[0} of imperI1a. Latın fact it the 11 mMOst frequent metrical form SOTINC of the
Panegyricı latinı TIhe of popularıty Can be traced the cCo1ıncıdence of the metrical
scheme and the accentual pattern (CUrSuUSs tardus) Moreover the creiic 1T1Drac became
viewed resolution of the creiic spondee of Cicero cf HERRON Study of the
C'lausulae the ritings of \Wi Jerome (Washıngton and BRAZZEL
The C'lausulae the Works of \Wi Gregory the Great) Washıngton A

10) HAGENDAHL v metrıque Arnobe Contributions la CONNAISSANCE
de la O lıtteraıire de ’Empire”, Göteborgs Högkolas ÄArsskrift (1937). 74-75;
NICOLAU, L origine, S Ta82; Oxford Classical Dictionary, 2nd edıtıon, 889:;

NOVOTNY, talt actuel des etudes SUr le rythme de Ia latine, Eus, Supplementa
(Lwow, 63- TIhe of iıctus metrical 15, Sa y the east,
complıcatred and unresolved See ICOLAU “Quelques consıderations SUTr iıctus el
SUT SCS VEC L’accent” REL (1929) 148 169 WILKINSON Golden Latıin
rtistry (Cambrıidge 147 148 and ÄLLEN Accent and Rhythm Prosodic
Features of Aalın and Greek Study T'heory and Reconstruction (Cambridge

341 3472 ıth nOtes We uUusc ere the term ICIUS merely denote the first syllable of
each metrical nıt clausula the clausula Caesarem place ICLUS

Cae- and INUL- which dIC respectively the first syllables of the cCreiic an of the spondee
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syllables requıired for both the metrical and accentual forms. For
example, the clausula defensione nOtissimi contaıns both CUFTSUS fardus
and dicretic: [WO rhythms have COIMNMON CacCcsSuTa (after the
second syllable of the first wor and iıdentical number of syllables
SIX$ the [WO aCcents correspond the rst syllables of the
{[WO cretics. Lıkewise, the CUTSUS planus clausula Fantiis est mündus has
caesura-placement and number of syllables COMMMON tO 1ts COTITCSDON-
dıng metrical scheme., the cretic-spondee, and the accents fantius and
MUNdus coincıde ıth the first syllables of the cretic and spondee unıts.
The system of the CUFrSUusSs MIXTUS permits {[WO exceptions {O the CO1NCI-
dence of accent and ICtuSs: In the of the CUFTrSuSs velox combıned ıth

cretic-spondee (pabulum refrenäbar) and the CUFrSUuS planus ıth
dıtrochee (commovendüm valebit).

In Su the ea CUTrSUSs MIXIUS dısplays the followıing simultaneous
of accentual and metrical under the CUFrSUÜuS planus

the cretic-spondee (mörte pällescunt); under the CUTSUuS tardus, the
dıicretic OT cretic-trıbach (tempüs ädvenöerit OT fpsa' stültitia); and under
the CUFrSUusSs velox, the dıtrochee (spatium depütätur). 1s nOoTt
for the ditrochee tO ıth the CUFrSUuSs planus (servorum tüorum) OT
for the cretic-spondee fall under the CUTSUSs velox (quaerebat NON
völüptätem)

In DreviOus studies examıned Augustine’s Confessiones, Episto-
lae, and De CLVvitate dei**) Of these, the Confessiones cshow delıberate

ll) In the CUFSUS MIXTUS System, the clausula occasıonally INa Yy be structured only
Irom accentual bıas, wıthout regard for metrical scheme, and al other times INdYy be
formed only quantıitatıvely. For example, hömine pötest renders metrical form, but 1S
g00d CUFSUS planus. On the er hand, exhäuriebär mägis yıelds dıcretic, but accentually
Can be taken only CUTSUS dispondaicus, and ırregular form. The metrical nature
of thıs latter clausula becomes INOTC obvıous when ONEC nOtfes that the author, by employıng

INOTC regular word-order, could ave wriıtten CUTSUS velox ıth dıtrochee fallıng under
the accentual scheme (magis exhäuriebar). For examples In the of the Chrıistian
Arnobius, SCC HAGENDAHL., *La {[9} metrique’”, 70-73 and 76-77 full treatment of
the forms of the CUFrSus MIXLIUS In internal posit1ons AaDPCAISs in D O and ÖBERHELMAN,
“Internal Clausulae””, 519-524

12) See above, ote TIhe rhythms of Augustine ave been treated elsewhere.
partıal bıblıography 15 ncluded BALMUS, Etudes SUur le st'yle de ugustıin (Parıs,

307-314; MULDOWNEY, Word-Order In the Works of SI Augustine
(Washıngton, D  ® CSD 124-126; SULLIVAN, Aureli Augustinı De doctrina
christiana liber quartius (Washiıngton, D 138-143; DI CAPUA, un r1tmo
prosa1co in Agostino””, Miscellanea Agostiniana, 11 (Rome, 607-764 (criticızed
by ICOLAU in REL 1932] 487-489); BRENNAN, Study of +the Clausulae In
the Sermons of St Augustine (Washington, D  9 REYNOLDS, The Clausulae In the
De CiVvitate dei ofr Augustine (Washington, D  9 HAGENDAHL, Augustine and
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rhythmical tendencıes, ıle the other [WO dısplay the forms of the
CUFrSUusSs MIXTUS, though al somewhat lower rate of incıdence than found
in er CUTrSus MIXtUS works of the per10d. 1ıle should beware of
makıng Judgments about the general clausular tendencıies of anı y author
untıl all of hıs works ATC tudıed, MaYy nonetheless COMEC closer
understandıng author’s intentions ıth regard style, ıf Can

make INOTEC refined analysıs of the rhythmical Ssystem In an Yy indıvıdual
work. Thıs ave one in the Case of Augustine’s Epistolae.

The etters,1 ATIC datable from Augustine’s CONversion iın
386 hıs ea ın 430, the greaiter part of hIs CAL1GETr and therefore
WOUuU reflect hıs attıtudes toward. and hıs usec of, clausular rhythms
better han anı Yy other work ıIn hıs COTDUS. Augustine’s datable etters
tradıtionally ave een publıshed OT acknowledged iın arT.  n of
three groups**): roup COVEOIS the per10d followıng hıs CONversion
{O hıs elevatıon the episcopate 386-95): the etters iın roup I1 belong
LO the 3906-410 (the early epiıscopate); and those in roup 111 date
from 411 430, when Augustine LOSC CVECNMN greater promınence Dy
virtue of hIs act1ons and wrıtings counterıing the doctrines of both
onatus and elagıus. We ave tested each for indıvıidual rhyth-
miıcal tendencıes. TIhe results of OUT ATC contaıned iın the followıng

11 111
38R6-393 396-4 410-

Incıdence of CUTSUS forms

Planus
(a) 00000

117/servarı 48

the Aatın CIassics (Göteborg, 591-592; H.1 MARROU, aın ugustin el la fin de
la culture antıque (Parıs, 80-81:; VERHEUNEN, a heorie du rythme et la
critique textuelle des Confessions de saınt ugustıin””, Archivo Agustiniano 45 (1951) 5-9:;
and MEULENBROEK, etriek rhythmiek In Augustinus’ Cassiciacum-Dialogen
(Nıjmegen,

13) See BAXTER, Select Letters of St. Augustine (London, Xlv-xlvı, for
discussıon of the publıcatıon of the etters
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b 00000
anımus VI: 23

(cC) 0000 0
ODUS est dıcı

(d) 0000 0
patıebantur

(e) / 00 000
UNC dormientem

f) 00000
NONMN

Total 0® 148 213

Tardus 080700 00
(a) 000000

45agetatem proficımus
b 000000

simılıter NOVIMUS 23 17
(cC) 000000

naturam NO  — abstulıt 13 15
(d) 000000

quiıdem putandus est

(e) 000000
perpetientibus

dum lıcet CUDEIC
(2)00000 0

intellıgentior factus est

h) 000000
qUam difiicılıa

(: 000000
pern1C10sum sıt

G) 0000900
iunc ei hoc transferant

(K)0000000
est ut ex1istimo

ofa. 0’7 100 F7

el0oxX Q0.0.0090.0
(a) 0000000

facere voluıstı 31 78 101
b 0000000

praesentia tua TUl
(cC) 0000000

fingımus ef putamus 18
(d)0 000000

statum est CONSeEquarIıs
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(6):0.0.0.0.0.0.0
homiınem quı est Christus

f) 0000000
praesumendum est ıd uturum

(@) 0.0.0.08. 0.:0
regeneratiıone

Total 43 102 135

ofia of the TEE CUTISUS forms 238 350) 461

Irregular forms of the CUTSUS

(a) Trispondaicus 0000
(D 0900000 ©0

Christı repetatur 43
(2) 00800 ©

dicere permisıt
(3 900000

appellaret el Q Uamnı pulchrum
(4) 000000

amandus est qUamı COTDUS
(5) 50000 ©

generatıone
o  o(b) edıus

() 0’0600
SSC dıcıtur DD 1/

(2) 0 00 00
DET memoram

(3) 00000
mMInNus sıt

(4) 0000 0
qua sSunt omnıa

(5) 00000
pulchrıtudınem

(6) 00000
ornaturı sunt

(50 09 000
SI NO  - fecer1s

(C) Dıspondaicus o  Vo
(1) 0000

6SSC possıt Z
20000

frequentatur abs te

126 115 97Total of ırregular forms
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Rare and non-accentual forms
(4) 0000000

exıistentibus irascımur
(b) @000060 0

necessarıo0 VeENTIUTrUuUS S1IS
(C) 0000000

mutabiılıs ut anıma
(d) O0 00©

legere te

(e) Questionable cadences
(1) hıc quod NO  —_ habebant
(2) ıllıc de agatur

Total of IaIic forms

ota of [AIC an iırregular forms 145 123 0®

Total number of clausulae 383 473 559
Proportion of the ree CUTSUS forms 238/383  s  — 621 350/4 73 740 461/559  —  - 825

Incıdence of COINMMOMN metrical forms

Cretic-spondee
dılectione mıttenda 7a 1 20® 1 76
Ditrochee“
alterum respuendum 101 120
Dicretic
NCLZAIC NO  —_

Crretic-trıiıbach -  WFD

fama 19(0)  —_ tacuıt 23 26
Dıspondee
aberıt ignorantur E 49

. 9 O d S,1rs paeon-spondee
nde potuerunt 23
Fourth paeon-spondee
asserer‘ audebıs
Trochee-cretic

DDconsıderanda sunt

Spondee-cretic
23 18naturam NON abstulıt

Dactyl-spondee
15at0OMOS EpicurIi

Dactyl-cretic -  R S:  -  s‚

cCommemorTata sunt
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Miscellaneous forms
(a)(u)uuux

aCcı anımas 1 3
(b)

NO  — invenıunt
(C)uvu'-ux

alıud exıistimo
18 28(d) All other forms

ola number of clausulae 3823 473 559

ola number of the OUur metrical forms 27 304 382

Proportion of the OUur metrical forms 271/383 87 304/4 73 643 382/559 683

Distribution of the four metrical forms under the accentual clausulae

Planus
(a) Cretic-spondee

(1) servarı 68 104
(Z) tantus est mundus
(3) arborı1 vitae 23
(4) sentiebatur
(5) NO voluntate OO I> w C C(6) 1910}  _

Total 95 153

(b) Dıtrochee
(1) ommovendum valebıt
(2) intellegendum
(3) UNC dormientem

ota

ola under the planus 67/ 112 164

Tardus }
(a) Dıicretic

23 28(1) defensione not1issımı
(2) cogıtationıbus irmuant

11(3) habere qUamm dicere
(4) PDIOSUS incertus est

(5) dum lıcet dıicere
(6) iunc el hoc transfterant
(7) est ut ex1istimo
(8) apostoliı verba sunt mST C: G C C C \ C R C CS SS Cun) —A w — CN

Total 5[ 55
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(b) Cretic-tribrach -  y AT K

15(1) 1psa stultıtia
(2) Invicem acıunt
(3) OmMNnN1ıNO NO  — valeo
(4) dum 1C€' CUDCIC &© SW a Mr 3 O a D U E(5) NO  — avarıtıa

otia 18 26

Total under the tardus

Velox 00© 0000
(a) Dıtrochee

(1) spatıum deputatur 15
(2) anımam COTDUS SSC

(3) fingımus eft putlamus
(4) statum est Consequarıs

ota 23

(b) Cretic-spondee
(1) pabulum refrenabar
(2) arbıtror patı
(3) SCHCIUHN sıt attendo
(4) sunt salutamus \ CD A E EN HA CEN

otfa.

(P'): : w& CD C]
ota under the velox »} 95

Proportion of the ree accentual clausu-
lae ıth eXaC coiıncıdence of accent and
ictus 135/238 56 / 222/350  —  . 634 308/461 668
Proportion of the ree accentual clausu-
lae ıth the four metrica]l forms fallıng
under them, irrespective of coiıncıdence
of accen and ICctus 151/238 634 24 7/350 706 333/461 W

Metrical whiıch Ooccurred less than five times in OUT sample ATIC not
included here. It should be kept in mınd that took only random sample and dıd not

investigate a ll of the clausulae in the etters the standard procedure when inductive
statıstıcs ATC sed

TIhe typology of the metrical forms 185 not needed. Since the [0} rhythm 1S the
CUTrSUS MIXLIUS, it 1S ıimportant NOW only the dıstrıbution of the metrical under
forms of the CUFrSus

rıters who employ the CUFrSUuSs MIXIUS ATC indıflerent the syllables preceding the
dıtrochee. Cicero, the other hand, avored the cretic before the dıtrochee; SCC \DJ3
GROOT, La metrique des AancCIiens (Parıs, and Die antike Prosarythmus
(Groningen, 06-7
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The data indicate remarkable of clausular rhythms Dy
Augustine. Groups I1 and I88| of the etters clearly aAaTIec structured
accentual lınes. 74.0 percent and 82.5 percent respectively of the clausu-
lae in these [WO STOUDS dısplay the three Standar:'! forms of the CUrSUus
ese frequencıies ATC far beyond hat cshould eXpecCt ın non-rhyth-
mical ave determined elsewhere !+) that text voıd of
CONSCIOUS rhythmical tendencıies ıIn ıts clausulae 11l contaın fortultous
standard forms of the CUTYTSUS only in the of 53-63 percent.
Statıstics tell us that, ıf Augustine’s etters ın Groups {{ and I11 WeTC ıIn
fact non-accentual, the probabiılıty of observing such frequencıies in
random samples of 473 and 559 clausulae 15 less han ONC In 000

The clausulae in Groups I1 and 111 ATC structured not only along
accentual lınes but along metrical AS well, that 1S, they indıcate the

of the CUTSUÜUS MIXTUS. Oou two-thirds of the clausulae ın these
etters contaın ONC of the four Standar:' metrical forms of the CUTrSUus
MIXIUS: cretic-spondee, dıcretic, crtic-trıbach, and dıtrochee. ese fre-
quencıles AIC about twıce hat should observe in non-metrical
(36 percen and ATC sıgnificantly hıgher than the expecte(of
these forms In accentual text voı1d of metrical tendencieS*?). On the
basıs of inductive statıstics Can be percent certaın that such
frequencIies of metrical forms COU nOot be expecte unless there had
een delhberate attempt ccommodate them

The data for the clausulae ıIn roup L, the other hand, Show that
there has eecn CONSCIOUS structurıng of the clausulae from
accentual 1as Our statıstiıcal mMO developed elsewhere 16) demonstra-
tes, ıth only five percent margın of $ that the number of
accentual forms In roup 1S ell wıthın the of OC

expecte for non-accentual ese SaJame clausulae, however, AIiICc

decıdedly metrical* *) and dısplay the Ciceronian System that had
become standard in earher imperı1al prose*®), SO far the only other work

14) See OBERHELMAN and HALL, "Analysıs’”, 117-120
15) See OUT discussıon In “Meter : 218-219, of the fortultous metrical forms In

the accentual treatises of ante, Boccaccıo and John of Salısbury.
16) See OBERHELMAN and HALL, "Analysıs””, 120-127
17) The [Cason for the higher proportion of the four metrical forms In TOUDS 11 and

111 than in roup 1S sımple. Since Augustıine 15 strıving for the CUTSUS MIXCEUS In the former
ZTOUDS, the accentual ave the eC of causıng proportionately hıgher number
of trochaıc and cretic {lOrms, due the laws of Latın accentuatıion. We ave elaborated
thıs phenomenon In “Meter’”’, 1219

18) Cicero, of COUTSC, had much varıed Ö rhythm system and dıd not lımıt
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wrıtten after 200 in 1C ave etecte purely metrical
cadences 1S Lactantıus’ Institutiones divinae*?). OSS1DIe Teasons for the
USC in roup of Ciceronian rhythms, bereft of accentual pattierns, AT®C

discussed eI0W
As Section of indıcates, Augustine SITOVEe fOr CO1INCI-

dence of accentual and metricalp in Groups I1 and 111 ApproxI1-
mately 65 percent of the clausulae displayıng the three standar: forms of
the CUFrSus ave coıncıdence of ictus and accen(t, that 1S, eXaCcC

correspondence ıth ON of the four metrical forms of the CUTrSUusSs MIXTUS.
hıs frequenCcy increases tO VL 70 percent when the dıtrochee under
the CUFSUS planus and the cretic-spondee under the CUTrSus velox ATIC

ncIude The rate of correspondence of ictus and accent do nOTt

approac those oun in contemporary secular wrıtings, but thıs 1S
ou manıfestation of Augustine’s desıre to avOo1d eXCEeSsSsSIVEe CMN-

tatıon ıIn hıs clausulae subject be dealt wıth elIl0OW
As noted previously, SOIMNC clausulae in CUrSus MIXETUS system

ıll dısplay only accentual properties, others only metrical. Thıs pheno-
Irue for the etters in Groups 11 and 111 For example, the

followıing clausulae make metrically: considerare völüerat
(18  9 hrevid fieret9 and gaudere reciperet
They aIc, however, excellent forms of the CUFrSUuS ftardus. er clausulae
render g00d metrical forms but highly irregular cadences of the CUFrSUuSs

For example, the clausulae expectätiöném tuam (187.1.2), singüları mÖOdo
>and invenirt pötest (194.4) dIC dıcretics, but accentually Can be
defined only AS forms of the hıghly ırregular and infirequent CUFrSus

dispondaicus. Lıkewise, the clausula ecclesiae <Ihz ereditae9
1C COUu. be analyze: form of the iırregular CUFrSus medius, should
in fact be taken sımply dıeretic.

Given the clear evidence of the rhythmical p  r in Augustine’s
etters, the remaınder of thıs study ıll deal ıth the {ollowıng
(1) elucıdatıon of certaın phiılological phenomena and elated aspects
of the author’s choice of word-order and vocubulary and employment of
hıatus OT elısıon In Groups I1 and HL ase understandıng of

hımself cretic and trochaıc rhythms ater wrıters; however, concentrated almost
exclusıvely these rhythms and, ın effect, canonızed them See WILKINSON, rtistry,
157-159, 162-163, and HALL and OÖBERHELMAN, “°Codex’’, 201 otfe

19) OBERHELMAN and HALL, ““Analysıs’”, 124, and ‘*Meter’, Z 235
20) For OUT quotation of the etters of ugustıine, ell OUT samplıng, sed

the SEL five-volume dıtıon of Goldbacher (Leipzıg, 1895-1923).
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theır rhythmical tendencies;: and (2) ner assessment of the nature of
Augustine’s clausulae, coupled ıth comparatıve analysıs of cContem-
DOTaTY writers, 1C in turn ıll ead consıderation of clausulae
ONMNC symbol iın the cCultura struggle between Christian and in the
ate empire.

study of the clausulae In Groups I1 and {I11 reveals that there has
een loss of dıstıncetion in the quantıity of certaın vowels and
lengthening in others *J: 1{10 wıt, final -0, 1C 18 generally long in
classıcal and early imperı1al atın, has become short In certaın sıtuations.

long -() 1S maıntaıned ın datıve and ablatıve sıngular forms of the
second declension and also ıIn the nomiıinatıve sıngular of 1r declen-
SIoOn -10E in persecütz'ö iüsta and perturbatio tfimebatur
(213: 1 shortened -=(} 1S oun however, in the following four Catego-
ries:

(a) the nominatıve sıngular of other classes of 1r declension
multitüdö sänctorum and N  nemoO möriatur 185241

(b) adverbs aliquaändö vexantur (485:2:/); omniınö cörrigere
profectö fräctandi (201.2) and quändö diecebant (18:43:9):

(C) verbal forms in the first PCISON sıngular**): Aadiuvat quäesö
193:30) and audehbö me pfngére (186.12.40); and

(d) gerunds ın the ablatıve siıngular: ferendö serviret
saeviendö terrebant and accusandö miserunt 185.2.6)

er changes in quantıty INa Y be noted rıefly The pronomıiınal
genıtıve sıngular endıng in -IUS 19(6) ADPCAIS dısplay short _l_,
ıth the resultant in accent from the penult the antepenult

For INOIC complete dıscussıon of thıs and other phenomena enumerated in thıs
secti10n, SO HALL and ÖOBERHELMAN, “VOdexX”, 208-210 TIhe ega wrıtings, which quite
lıkely rehect the standard atın language and the domiınant rhythmical tendencıes of the
CId, provıde useful point of comparıson for Augustine’s etters In general the etters
reflect phılological and stylıstıc phenomena detected in the ega AllYy dıferences 111
be noted below

When statıstical data Augustine’s etters WeTiIC compiled, dıd noft include
of doubtful quantıty and hıatus/elısıon. ese clausulae WEIC note: and then examıned
after the rhythmical tendencıes had een determined.

22) Although dıd noTt detect Al y thırd conjugatıon -10 verbs in OUT random SULVCY
of Augustine, ave observed that such verbs 1n other authors ave long (} ın the Hrst
erson singular present actıve indıcatıve.
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IS x erim (185.1.4); ıl lius sed z'psärum (208.5) and ıllius vEniremus
18709:30)7 %. The perfect subjunctive and the future perfect indıcatıve
endings in the Hirst plural (-erimus) and second plural (-eritis) csShow
long _l_ in the penult and, AS CONSCYHUCNCC, recelve the STreSS DromI1S-
Z est sümpse'rfmus9potestatibus ömöeritis (235. 13 and facere
videritis (21 8 Finally, the verb do/dare realızes long =(1- thematıc
vowel, mMoOost lıkely arısıng from ıts requent aPPCATANCC AS dıssyllable,
in 1C Casc the ..a_ lengthens from the force of the word-accent: Ceteris
dätur (193.4.9); merita noastra arı  - (194.3.7); and occlesits daätum 854 |

In the Case of word-order, it 1S easıly that Augustine
frequently structured hIis clausulae wıth VIEW toward the rhythms of
the CUFrSus MILXTUS. ord-order 15 clearly changed effect desiıred
cadence, and the endency {O posıtion the erb last ıIn forgone in the
interests of rhythm*>). few examples ıll sullice. At 86.10.35 the verb
15 placed exi ast in quod facere Der liberum iubentür ärbitrium. where

CUTSUÜUS tardus ıth cretic-trıbrach 1S obviously ntended LNOTC usual
word-order of iberum ärbitrium iübentur OT perhaps arbitrium iherüm
iübentur (sO 4S to avo1d hıatus In the former) would ave achieved the
dıtrochee but also the ırregular CUTSUSN trispondaicus in each CAdsSc In
‚DLS 237 Augustine places the complementary ınfinıtıve either before OT

after the maın verb effect rhythm: scripturas CANONILCAS conentür
éxpöne're (3) and ıllud quod hic LDS1 sapıunt, occultare cOnäantur (7)
Fınally, iın the followıng examples the periıphrastic WW// 15 sei before its
partıcıple doubtless {O achıve desırable rhythms: virginibus sunt faciendä
nüptüris (21 1.14); Eerrore decepti vel Himore sunt victi (228.5) and QUAETE-
votür 8| mfss US

Regardıng the 1SSuUe of hıatus and elısıon ın Augustine’s letters., OUT

work ıth other of the CTa has taught thıs sımple rule: ONCC the
specıfic rhythmical tendencıes of work OR determined, hıatus 1S
allowed ıf desiıred clausula 1S OoDtiaıne otherwise., elısıon*®). Since it 1S
clear that Augustine ntiende: the CUFrSUuS MIXTUS in Groups 11 and 111 of
h1is letters, Jjudgments about hlatus and elısıon become CasS y

23) Such forms dıd NnOT turn ın OUT random SUPVCY of the legal
24) For simılar practices in Arnobius and other ate atın authors, SCC HAGENDAHL,

Ü } metrique”, 103-105 See 1Iso SULLIVAN, Doctrina, 139
25) For discussıon of the advocacy of these stylıstıc devıces in the Rhetorica ad

Herennium and In 1CcCero’s Orator, SCC WILKINSON, rtistry, 156-157, and HALL and
ÖBERHELMAN, “Internal Clausulae’”, 524-525 Augustine deals ıth the SAdIlle pheno-
IMNeNa in the De doctr. christ. See Iso MULDOWNEY, Word-Order, 124-1726
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Est ın final posıtiıon 1S always elıded, but not necessarıly al er
pos1it1ons ın the clausula. For example, est elıdes in ätque' elärıssima €)S
(  9 indicare difficile e)s 1.42), and Inconsultius ädserendum
e)s When NnOTL in the final posıtion, est 1S elıded ın iucundIiS-
simum e)s fecimus (186.12.39), but noTt in inputandum est völüntati
(186.11.38), consulta est ünitatis (204.2) and intellegendä est facta

Elısıon 1S freely employe al an Y place iın the clausula, rhythm
1cLates vallat(o) ef öbstricto 187/1102); furss(e) IN z'nférno (183/:26)
oracül(a) intellögens (1974) misericördi(a) ef veritäte9 and,
ıth LWO elıs1ıons, addiscer(e) In prömptu A (199.12.46) At the Samne

tıme, SCC hiatus iın membrorüm In cörpöre 9 loquendö
éxpügnent (T94:2) PSSE öxistiment (194.10.44); ätqué öperändi 186.1.1);
and f{uum 'audare ingenium 202A.3).

Fınally, the conjunctions e an -qUuUe AT sed inter-
changeably tO effect g00d forms of the CUFTrSUusSs MIXTIUS. ere 15
dıfference between el and a  ’ eXxcept In the rhythms rendered, In
volehät &| pä terat ätque' firmäta and prohi-
en ätqué plectendo The enclıtıic -qUu« 15 popular in the
etters, since the word LO 1C 1t 18 atitache produces trochee and
sımultaneously the Airst part of planus tardus cadence. Many
clausulae, ess acceptable rhythmically ıth el and’ become ıth
-qUEC For example, congruen térque' respönderim renders
CUFrSus tardus ıth dicretic: had Augustine employe el a  3 the
result WOU ave een the CUFYTSUS tardus ıth the pondee-
cretic 27)

We MaYy 19(0) turn OUT attention tO dıstinctive features of the
rhythmical patterns ın each of the STOUDS of etters. In o1ng ıll
attempt fo Augustine’s rhetorical allegi1ances and understand
hıs possıble [CASONS for adopting dıfferent clausular styles even

varıations wıthın partıcular style

26) For hıatus anı elısıon ın Augustine’s works SE MULDOWNEY, Word-Order,
2617

27) would SCCI1MN be sed ın the Same WaY -QUE , cf. diis multis falsisve
miscerent We detected clausulae ıth in the ega
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In VIEW of the trends readıly most ate Latın
authors (the overwhelming domiıinance of the CUFrSusSs MIXTUS and the
EIMETSCNCC of the accentual CUFSUS), an Y work of thıs CTac ısplays
purely metrical rhythms would aDDCAT anachronistic OT, al least, hıghly
remnıscent of classıcal and early empıre ven S there Can be
ou that metrical Systems dIC intended in Lactantıus’ Institutiones
divinae and Augustine’s early etters (Group ıle there 1S statistical
certaınty in OUT decısıons about these writings, ıt 1S revealıng tOo COIMMDATIC
SOTI1IC ngures. We ave determined that the proportion of metrıical forms
ın the Institutiones 1S 66.2 percent“®): Samples that ave taken from
(icero’s Catilinarians and Philippics cshow rates of incıdences of the four
metrical al E percent and 65.5 percent respectively “?). ıle
the Ngures for Cicero and Lactantıus dIC statıstically compatıble, ere 1S

sıgnılıcant dıfference for the S percent for Augustine’s roup The
easıest explanatıon for thıs dıfference 1S the esıre by Augustine avo1d

pronounced UsSsSCcC of rhythm, ıll be pominted Oout eIi0W
But the foremost question 18 why Lactantıus and Augustine chose

tO imıtate the (iceronıan clausular system in these writings. In the Case

of Lactantıus’ Institutiones, the AaNSWET sımple. In thıs work, 1C
he addresses educated Dagans of hıs day, Lactantıus 0€s NOLT stint in
expressing hıs admıratıon for Cicero’s yle Hıs devotion LO Cicero
Was wıdely perceıved that, al least by the time of the Renaıissance, he
Was haıled 4S the Christian (icero.

Augustine’s attıtudes toward C(icero and the rhetorical erıtage ATC

somewhat dıfhlicult chart It 1S ell known that work of Cicero (the
NO ost Hortensius) guıded you  u Augustine toward OVe of
phılosophy. On the other hand, Man Yy regard hıs Confessiones, wrıtten

397-400, as manıfesto proclaımıng h1s reedom from dependence
uponNn the Dast/ X The actual truth MaYy nOT be clear-cut.
Roughly contemporaneously ıth the composıtion of the Confessiones,
Augustine produce rhetorical study, the De doctrina christiand, 1C
represented hıis attempt predicate culture for Chrıiıstian wriıters and
speakers the basıs of sacred writers. Tiıme and agaın in the De

28) See OBERHELMAN and HALL, ‘‘Meter:", AD
29) Ibıd., 219
30) See, C Inst div 2.3.4, and 2147
31) See HAGENDAHL, Augustine, S
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doctrina, Augustine cıtes Cicero, a  oug not by but, for
example, by ‘“ quidam eloquens, 4S the authorıty ıIn rhetorical Matters25).

In Su the metrical clausulae etecte: in Augustine’s early etters
and in Lactantıus’ Institutiones, ıle not in accord ıth the clausular

of the day, AdICcC quıte lıkely instances of archaızıng and aAaT®C

ntended recall metrıcal paradıgms of Cicero hımself. We MaYy urmıiıse
that the etters of roup WeTITC composed durıng period in 1C
Augustine had qualms about h1s wrıitings eing iıdentiNned ıth Cicero
and the classıcal herıtage

Havıng demonstrated above that the CUFrSUusSs MIXECUS 18 present in
Groups I1 and {I11 of the etters; INa Yy 1O refine urther apprecı1a-
tıon of Augustine’s practices by comparıng ese [WO group>S ıth each
other and ıth other wrıtings of the CTa

According tOo L, the incıdence of the three COINMOMN forms of
the CUrSus in roup I1 (74.0 percen 1S sıgnıficantly lower than the gure
determıined for roup 111 (82.5 DETSENT). The dıfference MaYy be ACCOUI-

ted for Dy the greater endency in roup 11 admıt irregular pattierns,
especılally the CUFrSUuSs ftrispondaicus and CUTrSUuS medius. Stated dıfferently,
Augustine’s later etters adhere INOTEC strictly the sStandar: forms of
the CUFrSUS The LTCAasSoNs for thıs increase in conformity ATC not readıly

We cshould not sımply infer that Augustine became INOTE

adep al andlıng thıs admıittedly complex sSystem ıth the DPasSsagc of
time. As former master of rhetoric al agaste and arthage (not TO
mention stints al Rome and ılan), Augustine assuredly would ave
een well-versed ın the clausular system commonly taught in the Afrıcan
chools Since the early part of the 1r century >°).

reasonable ıne of INqUIrYy aCCount for the dıfferences In
rhythm the three STOUDS of etters WOU be the consıderation of
Augustine’s hanges of status and hıs possible resultant CONCETN for
image and acceptance. As newly-elevated bıshop Augustine
perhaps WOULU want aVO1d anı Yy archaıc (and essentially pagan)
element ın hIs epistles 34) Accordıingly, he WOU ave abandone: the

32) See, C De doctr. christ. 1227 land 17.34 ELLSPERMANN, The
Attitude of the Early Christian Aatın Writers Toward agan / iterature an Learning
(Washington, 233234

33) See (OBERHELMAN and HALL, *Meter’, 226-22/7, and HALL and ÖBERHELMAN,
..  Interna Clausulae’”, 7576

34) Sidonius Apollınarıs 1076 CXDICSSCH reservatıons Oou the compatıbıilıty of vers1i-
ficatıon and episcopal Status (Epp 121 and 16.3 “ We OW! thıs reference
Miıchael Roberts



274 all Oberhelman

metrical rhythms of hıs earlıer etters for style INOTC ın keeping ıth the
uUSagcs of hıs day the CUFrSusSs MIXTUS of roup I1 Durıng the tiıme
per10d of roup IIL, Augustine Was in the forefront of the elagıan and
Donatıst controversIies, and 4S such LO greater promıinence in the
Church Letters wrıtten In such Circumstances WOU tend tOo be regarde
INOTEC 4S publıc documents and hus deserving of the greater adornment
and elegance achıieved by stricter adherence the three Standar forms
of the CUTSUS Such scenarI10o, albeıt hypothetical, 1S offered A possıble
guılde {O urther research nto the composıtion of the etters.

ıle ave een able LO detect certaın dıstinctions wıthın the
etters themselves, of greater sıgnıfıcance and certainty AT COmparısons
between the rhythms of Groups I1 and I11 and those in contemporary
works. Accordingly, g1ve in 181 1ıst of figures for Augustine,
the Pagans Ammianus and ymmachus, and such non-sectarıans as

Ausonius, the authors of the Panegyrici latini, and the Theodosian Ode
The esults of comparatıve analysıs aTec instructive and revealıng for
apprecılation of Augustine’s rhythmical and stylıstıc tendencies.
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116 the rates of 740 percent and 82 5 percent for the accentual
forms in Groups I1 and 111 AdIC Dar ıth rates found in the Latın
panegyrıics and Auson1us, they AICc far eIOW those ıIn Ammianus,
ymmachus and the Code, where the of from
900).1 94 _® percent(. If consıder the proportions for the metrical
forms (64.3 percent In roup I1 and 68.3 percent ın roup I1D), fiınd
them lower than in al the other wrıtings in the (except for
Ammianus’, ; } 1S be expected, SINCEe Ammianus eschewed all

in his clausulae) C Dy about ten percentage poılnts for one-half
of the Panegyrics and by VeT twenty points for the works of Sym-
machus (90.4-92.6 percent).

An CVCN LILNOTEC strıkıng dısparıty between Augustine and hıs Contem-

porarıes aPpPCAaIs In the four metrical forms under the STtandar:
accentual ür strict coincıdence of accent and ictus Was

note recorded proportions of 634 percent and 66.8 percent In
Groups 11 and 111 When specıfe forms not dısplayıng coiıncıdence of
accent and ictus WeTIC ncluded, the proportions LOSC 70.6 percent and
, percent respectively. We ıll uUusc the latter ngures for cComparıson.
The correspondıing ra in the comparatıve EeXIs ATC ollows 79.4
percent in the Theodosian Oode and 90).1 9093 percent in the aneg-
YFICS, AusonIıius and Symmachus. ese latter exceed those of
Augustine Dy VeCeI ten twenty-nine pomnts.

Iwo conclusions present themselves. In the Casec of accentual and
metrica|l forms Der Augustine, in CO the endency of hıs ABC,
Was not concerned ıth achleving hıgh rates of In the Casec

of combıned metrical and accentual clausulae OT forms of the CUrSus

MIXTUS, he Was EVCN less desirous of reproducing the style of HIS NON-

Christian non-sectarıan contemporarıes.
Fortunately, DOSSCSS work Dy Augustine whıich MaYy provıde

nsıght into hıs motives for his peculıar of clausular rhythms.
The work in question 1S Augustine’s De doctrina christiana. Of partiıcular
interest 18 DassSagc in Book whereın Augustine, relyıng Jerome’s
translatıon of Paulıne teXT, declares that the wrıters of the and
theır translators ‘*lack the adornment of style which 1S produce Dy
rhythmical clausulae” ?°): He concludes ıth statement of hıs OW

clausular practices, 1C he finds compatıble ıth other Chrıistian
authors

35) De doctr. christ.



ATRhythmical elausulae In the etters of Saint Augustine277  Rhythmical clausulae in the letters of Saint Augustine  ... in meo eloquio, quantum modeste fieri  arbitror, non praetermitto istos numeros  clausularum; ita in auctoribus nostris hoc  mihi plus placet, quod ibi eos rarissime  invenio*°).  This statement comports well with what we have observed in the  clausulae of Groups II and III of the letters. The key word in this  passage is ‘“modeste” , a term which accurately describes the rhythms of  the letters: the clausular forms of the age do indeed appear, but “in  moderation””.  It is important to consider the context in which this discussion of  rhythm occurs. Elsewhere in the De doctrina, Augustine expresses his  belief that it is incumbent upon the Christian writer and teacher to use  the art of rhetoric to expound truth and refute falsehoods*”). Although  the Christian should not hesitate to delight and persuade his listeners  with eloquence?8), he should also strive for clarity of speech and use  such common idioms as to be fully understood?®. At the same time,  Augustine shows his contempt for the contemporary schools of rhetoric  which value highly the excessive formalism of rhythmical clausulae*°.  On the other hand, he praises the translators of sacred texts for avoiding  the “plausibilia” of the rhetoricians*!. Augustine supports the notion  that rhythm should be natural and inherent in the words themselves; he  has particular. praise for the plain style, in which there are present “a  certain ornament not sought out but somehow natural and also a  clausular rhythm, unostentatious but almost necessary and arising, SO to  speak, from the subject matter itself”’*?). In short, sense should come  before ‚style*>)..  The De doctrina fits into the larger context of the cultural history of  the late empire. R.A. Markus has argued that certain circumstances  underway in the mid-fourth century led to a newly strengthened resolve  among Christian intellectuals in the latter part of the century (in the  main, Augustine and Jerome) to create a Christian culture as a real  AS)-Abid:  37) 3bid 4.28.  38).Ibid., 4.9.23 and : 13.29.  39) Ibid., 4.9.23 and 10.24.  +40) Ibid., 4.6.10.  +1) Ibid., 4.20.41.  +42?) Ibid., 4.26.56.  43) Ibid., 4.28.61: ‘“in ipso autem sermone malit rebus placere quam verbis; nec  aestimat dici melius, nisi quod dicitur verius; nec doctor verbis serviat, sed verba doctori”.in INCO eloquı10, quantum modeste er
arbıtror, 19(0)8! praetermitto 1StOs NumeT OS
clausularum ; ıta in auctoribus nostrIis hoc
mıhı plus placet, quod ıbı CcOS rarıssıme
iInven10 36)

hıs statement COmMPpOTrtTS ell ıth hat ave observed in the
clausulae of Groups I1 and {I11 of the etters. The key word in thıs
passSagc 15 ““modeste’‘, A term 1C accurately describes the rhythms of
the etters: the clausular forms of the daC do indeed appCAafrT, but ..  ın
moderatıion.

It 18 ımportant LO consıder the Contiext in 1C thıs discussıon of
rhythm OCCUTS Elsewhere in the De doctrind, Augustine CXPTCSSCS h1is
belief that it IS ıncumbent upON the Christian wriıter and teacher uUusc

the art of rhetoric expound truth and refute falsehoods*”). oug
the Chrıistian cshould nOoL hesıtate delıght and persuade hıs lısteners
ıth eloquence*®), he should also strıve fOr clarıty of speech and usc

such COINIMNON idıoms be ully understood>?. At the SAaIL1C time,
Augustine sShows h1is for the ContemporarYy chools of rhetoric
IC value hıghly the eXcessIive formalısm of rhythmical clausulae*®.
On the other hand, he praises the translators of sacred EeX{Is fOor avoldıng
the “ plausibilia” of the rhetoricians*). Augustine the notion
that rhythm cshould be natural and inherent in the words themselves; he
has partıcular praıse for the plaın style, ın IC there ATC present
certaın ornamen nOL sought out but somehow natural and also
clausular rhythm, unostentatious but almost NECECSSATY and arısıng,
speak, from the subject matter ıtseli. *) In short, should COMMC

before style*>).
The De doctrina hits into the larger cContext of the cultural hıstory of

the ate empıre. arkus has argued that certaın Circumstances
underway ın the mid-fourth Century led newly strengthened resolve

Christian intellectuals in the latter Dart of the centurYy (ın the
maın, Augustine and Jerome) create Christian ulture real

36) Ibıd
37) Ibıd., A2  o
38) Ibıd., 4.9.23 and 3729
39) Ibıd., 4923 and 0.24
40) [bıd.,
41) Ibıd.,
42) 1bıd.,
43) Ibıid., 6,  in 1DSO autem SCTIMONC malıt rebus placere Q Uamı verbiıs; NC

gestimat 1C1 melius, 181 quod dicıtur ver1us: NC doctor verbiıs servlat, sed verba doetorı1”.
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alternatıve the herıtage**). As for what prompte thıs resolve,
arkus cıtes the attempt Dy the CINDCITOT Juhan tOo xclude Christians
from eachıng lıterature and the en by arıstocrats
of the West LO culture; thıs latter 1S evidenced, for
example, in Symmachus’ cırcle re-edıting Livy and in the spırıte debate
between Ambrose and Symmachus VE the of the ar of
Victory in the Kn

arkus urther that such polemical wrıitings the De
C1IVitate dei, a attacks anachronistically the gods of Varro’s
day, should NnOTL be consıdered Augustine’s irue Adversos DUAganOoS, but
that such credıt should the De doctrina christiana, which takes a1m
al the secular learnıng of hıs OW dBC arkus regards the De doctrina ASs

nothıng LNOTEC NOT ess than sketch for Christian culture
and educatıon alternatıve 18 the paideia of the Roman WOFr
It provides the syllabus for Christian paideia ase the
scriptures... Of COUTSC the syllabus contaıns SOINC secular DO-
n{Ss; but the erms which secular learnıng enters thıs round of
studıes and the extremely restricted lımıts wıthın IC ıts pursult 1S
sanctıioned makes thıs educatıonal TOgTamMm ınhumanly
narrow“*®°®).
Whıle arkus INAaYy in that the DTrOgTam ASs ole 18 “ınhu-

manly Nnarrow’”, such cCannot be saıd of Augustine’s intention concerning
clausular rhythms. In accomplıshıing that ASPCCL of the Program set forth
in the De doctrina, Augustine ın Groups I1 and 111 of the etters
permitted irregular forms of the CUFSUS, frequently allowed resolution of
accentual and metrical rns, and en seemed {O neglect rhythm“”).
In O1Ng, Augustine, AS Christian wriıter, Ian Counter the practice
of such eXpONenNntTs of paganısm A Symmachus and Ammıianus.
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<} ““Paganısm, Chriıstianıty, and the Latın Classıcs ın the Fourth Century”, ın
BINNS, ed.. Latın Literature of the Fourth Century (London, FÜ  —
45) lan ((AMERON, "Pagans and Lıterature In ate Ath Century Rome’, lan

amerTron ef al.. edds., Christianisme el formes litteraires de l’antiquite tardive Occident
(Vandoeuvres-Geneve, 1-40, has correctly argued that such act10ons by the
ehıte do noL necessarıly ımply cohesiveness theır number. Markus’ poıint sımply 15
that such act1ons hardened the resolve 308 certaın Chrıstians develop alternative
culture.
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47) See REYNOLDS, De Civitate del, 63


