
The Tree In the or of Saint Augustine
Iree arbor) OCCUTS 0’78 times in Augustine’s works‘) Lignum 15

equally COMMMON SYNONYIN for M - though thıs SYyNOJDNYIMN 1S also often
sed ın the of wood usually Cal In ıts Ia OT reworked Oole:
state dee ..  WO0d’” below) ognates of arbor wıth theır
ATC arbustum/arbustus 20) arbuscula (3) and arbustulum (1)

The ree IN Manichean Belief
For al least ıne beginnıng from the agC of nıneteen on

4, ] Augustine Was devout Manıchee. It 1S therefore important, 4S

background, to apprecıate hat sect’'s  x strong belıefs about and
theır role ın the Manıchees’ myth of the unıversal conflict between the
Kıngdom of 1g and the DOWCIS of Darkness“*). Much of the dıvıne
1g element had become separated from ıts Kıngdom and Was SCAaTl-
tered through the hostıle materı1al WOT For Varlıous ICaSONs the
Manıchees eileve: hat Tees WEeTC important In concentrating hıs
scattered 1g and In aıdıng ıts return ıts OW Kıngdom

Regardıng the primal role of rees 1ın theır mythology, ONC aCCOuNT
has ıt that the bodies of anımals CaInle orıginally from trees*). Irees
themselves WeIiIC supposedly SPTUuNg from the of the Archons, ÖT

evı] demons of darkness. exually excıted by apparıtıon involvıng
members of the opposıte SCX, the part of theır ;Jected 1C fell
upOonNn the land STCW nto trees?*). Given the supposedly lıght-rich nature
of semen”), ıt ollows that Lees and indeed all vegetatiıon) WEIC

consıdered by the Manıchees tOo be rich ın the 1g element®):
gaıln, for the Manıchees sexua]l copulatıon Was consıdered evıl ıIn

TIhe author 1$ indebted the Avg vstinvs Lexikon fOor the materıal upON whıch
such word-counts dIC ase|

MO  S Z 36-37; aer
Faust 6, 8’ 21 l E aer. See Iso ALFARIC, Les ecritures manicheennes P

(1918) 41 ; DECRET, Aspects du Manicheisme dans l’Afrique romalne (Parıs 248-9
nal 44 : Faust. 20, 6; aer. BURKITT, The Religion of the Manichees

(Cambrıdge 28-29; (CUMONT, Recherches SUr le Manicheisme (Bruxelles
54-68:; G, WIDENGREN (tr Kessler), Manı and Manicheism (1965) 56-58

nalt 45; aer. 46; WIDENGREN (0op Cit.)
Ps 140, WIDENGREN (0op CIt.)
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hat ıt sought imprıison INOTEC of the 1g element (the SOU. ın the
darkness of aftter (the body)’) Therefore all flesh Was pollute and
eviıl. On the other hand, ıt Was generally eleve: ın the ancılent WOT.
that. unlıke anımals, dıd nOoTt reproduce by sexual copulatıon®).
Therefore the Manıchees eHeVE hat TE and all vegetatıve ı1e
represented form of ıfe that hat of anımals (includıng man)?)

Sınce contaıned concentrations of the dıvinıty, (I1 the SCAal-
tered 1g element (soul) the Manıchees elleVve: hat they COUu
perce1ve and sufler. Therefore it Was consıdered sınful {O arm ıIn
anı y WAaY, d such harm dısturbed and paıned the dıvinıty that they
contaıned!®). ven the pluckıng of frunt from tree Was sınful, and
Augustine hımself confessed hNOW, when Manıchee, he had
eiieve: hat Aa ig wept when ıt Was plucked, and ıts mother, the tree,
also shed m1 whıte tcars*®) By WaYy of example therefore, for
Manıchee it Was preferable tOo let starvıng INan dıe, rather than pluc

pIECE of frult Irom neıghbouring tree In order SAaVC hıs IHe*e).
Another aspect of the prohıbition agaınst plucking frunt Was the

Manıchean beliıef that the earth brought or fruıt under the W of
the Holy Spirıt Consequently, what WAas hangıng tree In the
form of frut Wads the mortal Jesus (Jesus patabilis)}*) The Manıchees
also belıeved hat hıs frult should be by theır priests the lecti)
who laımed the W! of separatıng the 1g element from the dark
regs of matter wıth 1C 1t Was m1ixed. The 1g separated Wds$s
elleve: be reathe Ouf Dy the elect and resumed ıts VOVagRC back
the Kıngdom of 1g beyond the sun**). The elect: who WEeIC hemsel-

NO  S Z 65-66; Faust. 6, 85 aer.
MNO  S Z
NO  S 2; 49 In Augustine’s CascC, thıs would probably ave een part of the

[Cason for hıs prohıbıtion agaıinst the worshıpping of TeES in era rel. 109
IO) NO  - IA 54-59; 41 CXD DYOD Rom 3: AauUs. O, 4: aer 46; Ps

140, See Iso The Cologne Manı Codex C'olon INV. "Concerning the
Origin of his Body”, ed ITr DYy AMERON AÄUGUSTINE DEWEY (Miıssoula A

The ultımate SIN Was of COUISC the kıllıng of tree hıs WdsS not bızarre belıef
when SCCIN agaınst the MY' and egends of the time. See the ploneering work of

FRAZER, The Golden Bough I1 (191 chapters 9-13 and 20-21, Iso HENRICHS.,
““"Ihou not ıll Jree; Greek, Manıchean and Indıian Tales’”’ ull. Amer. Soc.
Papyrologists (1979) 56

ll) conf. &p @ Pr 140,
12) NO  - Z 58; Ps 140,
13) Faust 20, BURKITT (0D Cit.) 31° DECRET, L’Afrique manicheenne

(IV' Ve siecles) ; Etude historique doctrinale (Parıs vol 271 83; W IDENGREN
(0opD Ci.)

14) MO:  S Z. [3 61:; conf. 3 Faust. 20, mn NAaAL. 45; aer. 4 9 Prs 140,
See Iso DECRET, L’Afrique manicheenne &C (pfeViöu5]y cıted) 137
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VECS prohiıbited from pluckıng fruıt and disturbing the dıivinıty, COUuU
aCceptL the frunt harvested by the Manıchean alty (the hearers, OT

auditores) and would DIaYy for the forgıveness of the SINS of those who
had orıginally plucked the rul Fınally, the tOpIC of and the
Manıchees, there 1S the ıimportant subject of the g00d iree and the evıl]
{ree, treated eI0W

Augustine s Non-Bihbhlical Tree Symbolism
Most of Augustine’s iree symbolısm 1S 1DI1Ca In or1g1n. However,

hıs wrıitings also contaın SOILNC examples of what MaY be termed NOMN-

1DI1Ca tree symbolısm.
Augustine’s earlıest extant wrıitings ate from Just after hıs CONVETI-

S10N Catholocısm iın 386 15 peculıar those wrıtings that the iree

1S often featured ASs example ın treatments of Varıous phılosophıcal
problems*°). Iso belongıng the early wrıtings 15 the strange opınıon
that the time numbers (temporales numertT) of iree must precede ıts
place numbers locales numert)* '). Part of the [CasOonNn for thıs opınıon

ave een Augustine’s fascınatıon wıth numbers. Because they
ATC fixed ın the earth, and other plants), though they ATC alıve, dIC

noL be classıned wıth other lıving thıngs 1C INOVC about and
(3 ın water=?).

Throughout hıs wrıtings Varıous allusıiıons suggest that Augustine
Was sensıiıtive the beauty and grandeur of treges"?). On the other hand.,
and poss1ibly ın reactiıon hıs former Manıchean background (see
above), he expressly denıes that the ıfe of Can be super10r
human He In everal places Augustine SCC$S the ıld woods wıth
theır and thorny bushes d symbols of siınfulness and passıon“*).
More specıfically, ffrom the USC of the TaTec verb silvescere ıIn on{f. D 1“
Augustine there assoclate ıld wooded vegetatiıon wıth sexual

15) conf. 4, r Faust. Y aer BURKITT (0D Cit.) 45-4') and
WIDENGREN (0opD Cit.)

16) Of perception and ıdentity: Cad. 2, 2 27 28; ord. 2 48:; sol 3 28 29; z
of dıvıne provıdence: ord. 1, W, 12 and of the essentıals of Justice:

Also, COMPDPAIC the role of the iree in Ccad. Z 25 ıth that in Plato’s Phaedrus
230a

17) MNMUÜ.  > 6, ( %. erd rel.
18) Gn litt Z See Iso Plato’s IMAECUS DE
19) cad. z 29 conf. Y 7’ Gn litt G# Z& Io 40, 8} Ps 110,
20) MUS 6, CT erdqd rel. 1,
Zl) Ps 103 3, 69,
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SIN, ın cultivated ardens ;{ dIC sıtes of Srace“A):
Ironıcally enough, In later lıfe. ungrateful cCorrespondent accused
Augustine of 1VvINg advıce 1C Was 1ıke twısted and knotted Lree.,
not only contamıng nothıng straıghtforward but also puzzlıng the CVC
of the beholder**).

The development of entire arge tree from ONe SMa seed Was of
partıcular sıgnıfıcance Augustine. Everything 1C 1S later oun In
the W tree Was inıtıally contaıned In the orıgınal seed. though In
invisıble manner*““*),. hat thıs realızatıon Was part of the basıs
of Augustine’s theory of creation. TOom the example of the sma seed
and the arge tree eventually produce from 1t, ıt that he
reasoned hat 1kewise everythiıng hat later Came nto 1sıble promı1-

In the created WOTr Was orıginally contaıned In A invisıble
anner In the WOTr 1C G0d first Created“”). Thıs kınd of iınkıng
also elps explaın Augustine’s piıcture of the WOTr ASs immense tree
contamıng Man Y thıngs*®). The human 1ACT 1$ also compared tree
always cCovered wıth leaves, CVCN though SOMMEC people) dIC always
yıng off and being replace by öthers“');
The Irees of Paradise

In general, the of Paradıse (Gn 2 d$S towering above the
earth, sıgnıfle spırıtual JOys separated from earthly desires<®). Adam:’s
duties In Paradıse (Gn Z 130 ncluded the CaTire and cultıvatıon of ıts
trees“”): In partıcular, the {WO TeESs of Paradıse of Gn 2 WeTC of
astıng interest Augustine, who refers tO them ds the Iree of Lıife
(arbor/lignum vVifae) and the Iree of Knowledge (arbor/lienum scientiae).

22) conf. 10, 56; bapt 3 See Iso FERRARI,; "Symbols of Sınfulness in Book 8
of Augustine’s Confessions” Augustinian Studies ( Augn Studs. ) (I971) and
Barren Fıeld INn Augustine’s Confessions” Augn Studs (1977) 55-/0

23) C 241,
24) era rel. 9 C 102, d 37 8 294,
25) In general, beginning ıth the StO1Cs, thıs realızatıon be the basıs of

the theory of rationales seminales. For works thıs much-discussed ODIC In Augustine
SCC the Fichier Augustinien, Matıeres, vol Z 66-68 and ıts Premier Supplement, 385 Gn
Man l 8 Gn litt 5 23 frin. 3‚

26) Gn litt S, 9; I0 Ir 95, 4: 5 1,
27) Ps 1O1, 2’ 51
28) Gn Man D $ % CIU 13
29) Gn Mn z 2 Cresc. Z 2  9 Gn litt 8, Compare ıth Plato’s

Statesman 272a
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Both 4A16 extensively descHbed-?) and ATC ruly physıca but AdIC

also of spirıtual siıgnıficance®!)
The Iree of Life 15 not intrinsıcally evVAl?2) and 15 the SOUTCEC of

physıca immortalıty>*>). Christ, ASs the Iree of LG 15 spırıtual
Paradıse>*) The Iree of Life also symbolızes the (CC'ross hrough 1C
eternal ıfe IMaYy be FeCOVETEd >) er dIC nOTL hereby
excluded?*®) The irue belıever Can reiurn LO the Iree of Lıife Dy bearıng
the troubles of thıs world and Dy hat ullness of knowledge which 15

charıty>/) Not only Was the Iree of Lıfe nOoT POISONOUS but i also
estowe: immortalıty those who continually ate of 1TSs [ruit??)
dam and Eve ONCC anıshe from the Garden of Paradıse WeTITC

hereby eprive: of that frunt of immortalıty and WeTC destined
dıe (Gn 23)7)

The second iree of Gn the Iree Ol. Knowledge 1ıke all the
re of Paradıse WAas g00d**) In that (30d forbad dam and Eve LO
eal of the fruıt of the Iree of Knowledge**) 1l became the medium
hrough C they WeTC ubject LO Hım So ealıng of that medium

they showed that they wanted tO become equa (10d *] dam
presumption“*>) tastlıng of the frunt of the forbidden Iree of Know-
edge unleashed concupiscence**) Accordıingly, from that disobedience
INan Came CXDETIENCC g00d and evıl (GOn whence the alllc

arbor scCIeENLa€e dignoscendı ONnı el malı *>?)

30) Gn Man 99 24  O DECC Mer 35
31) Gn litt 6, 2 E} 7, S, S: CI}  S 13, 21; adu leg k 26
BZ) era rel. 38; Tul. 4, 63
33) Gn Man Z Gn litt S, 5} CIU 13, 23 adu leg 1, I7 B26; Iul. IM 6,

See Iso [) ANIELOU (tr ATTWATER), Primitive Christian Symbols (London
ch “The Vıne and the JIree of Life' . and JAMES, The Iree of Life
Archaeological Study (Leıden) 1966, also, LEDER, *‘Arbor Scıentiae : Die Tradıtion
VO paradıesischen Apfelbaum , Zeitschrift für die neutestamentliche Wissenschaft
(1961) 156-189

34) Gn litt Adu leg See Iso Apc 14
35) Gn c Man
36) CIU

37) Gn Man CI (ibid) 2
38) CIU adu leg
39) nal 34-35 Gn litt G-' adu leg Ps
40) nal Gn litt
41) Gn litt
4Z) Gn Man
43) Gn litt 1 1 & 30 40-42 IO
*#) Irn Gn litt CIU 13 13
45) nal 35 Gn litt &i CIM Ps
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The 00d Iree and the vıl TIree

Iso of interest LO Augustine, both In preachıng and in three
1  e controversıies, Was the parable of the 200d tree and the evıl (Oor
barren) tree (Mt f 16-20; 33-35; Lc 6, 3-4 They ATC treated
al length In [WO sermons“*’). Elsewhere they ATC SCCIM AS

ymbols of g00d and evı] wılls rooted respectively 1n charıty and
Concupiscence*®), Accordingly, ıIn the Confessions, kınd of moral
polarızatıon Can be SCCH between hat Can be interpreted 4S the tree of
SIN the DCaTr tree of onf. Z I1i.) and the iree of salvatıon (the ng tree
of Conf. S,

The 200d tree (the g00d W1 produces g00d fruıt 200 deeds),
1l1e the evı] tree (the evıl WI1 produces bad ITnr ev1i QecdS):*) Just
as the g00d tree CannoTt rıng forth ev1] irult, LOO, g00d frunts cCannot
be forthcoming from the evı] HEB Also, it 1S ımpossıble that the g00d
tree rng forth frunt al all Its VeErIY sterılıty woul identify 1t AS

vl Following Mt 7 20 therefore, from theır frults the natures
of the Tees ATIC known d eıther g00d ÖT v *)

The Irue belıever 1S the g00d R growıng iın garden (the
Church) and bearıng abundant frunts>*). In tiıme, Christ d God, ıll
COMMEC ookıng for such [TUNS?>). Sometimes the planter and the watlerer
of Cor 3, 6-9 AdTiIc ncluded in the metaphor>°®). Though the Zz00d iree
and the evıl tree INAY SCCIM the SdINle under certaın cırcumstances>”),
theır fates AdIC vastly dQilierent: *). The evı] tree 1S sometimes sSsCCNH 4S the

46) See Iso SIMONETTI, *Matteo M 7-18 (e Luca 6, 43) daglı gnosticı ad
Agostino’”, Augustinianum (1976) 271-290

47) and See Iso P VERBRAKEN., e SCIIHNON de saınt Augustın
SUurTr V’arbre ef s()  — fruıt  93 Forma futuri. Studi INn del Cardinale Michele Pellegrino
(Torıno 796-805

48) ST. @E DECC: 8 19-21
49) FERRARI, *1R Pear-Theft in Augustine’s Confessions” Revue des Etudes

Augustiniennes (1970) 233-247 and ‘““"CThe Arboreal Polarısation In Augustine’s
Confessions” RFA 28 (1979) 35-46

50) adu leg. L 47 4  9 Iul 6, 38; nch SDEC. 25; 14, 4: L3V
Sl) Iul. 4, 30-32; SDEC. 25: Lambot
52) Iul S 338 nch
S3) Iul. IMD 9l Z1: /4, Ccoll. Guelferbytana $2.
54) C, 268, CX Faust.
55) £ 89, L
SÖ) I0 Ir 26, 7 Ps 66, 3’ 37
S7) 36, 4; 361, Morin Z
58) Io 28,
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unbelıeving Jews>?) and sometimes a4as the cursed barren g tree of Mt
2W, ttempts SaVC the barren tree (LE U, 6-9) dIC descr1ibed In
sılvicultural metaphors®*). In accordance ıch the ıble (Mt 20 T
9 LcC 3 9; Io F3 iree that 1S persistently evıl 11l eventually
be Qit OoOWnNn and cast nto the Hre®?)

Excluding hıs INanYy references the [WO of Paradıse, ugus-
tine tends LO SCC almost al] other 4A5 ultımately reducıng OTIC OT

other of the above [WO categories of the g00d and evil Thus, the
TU1LIu tree growıng Dy the watlers (Ps ‚{# 18 interpreted ASs Christ
The aters symbolıze the sinful multıtudes which AdIC aDSOT DE hrough
the (the dıscıplıne of Chrıst) and transformed into irunts®>).
gaın, the ıld TeESs of the woods symbolıze the pagans outsıde the
Church God’s garden), because they cCannoTt ear frults, and in hıs
regard AdIC inferi10r CVCNMN brushwood®*) Lıkewıse, the ıld woods of
the WOTr WEIC seit Nire Dy the fervour of the Holy os al
Pentecost Act Interestingly enough, Augustine’s vocabulary
often 1ın the word for bush (frutex) ıth the devil°9).

In the first of the above-mentioned three controversıes involving
the g00d and evıl early in Augustine’s wrıtings, the Manıchees Ar

epıcte: 4S claımıng that the [WO represented the g00d and evıl]
primal natiures that they elleve: permeated all materı1a]l creation® ’).
Agaınst thıs claım, Augustine held that the [WO represented the
wılls of the Just and the unjust persons®®) and hat ıt Was the
indıvıdual {O choose between eing the ON OT the Other??): Augustine

59) AUS. z 35 89, 1-2; 98,
60) ONs A 131 FI a 89,
61) Ps 66, SB /9, I: L Z $ 1 10, ® 254, 5 Morin

Ka
62) Faust 12. 6 A CONS. Z 26; adu leg ® 3 I0 Ir 28, I: Pr 49, T.

. % 36, 4; Wilmart E f
63) Ps 1,
64) en Ps 30, Z S 6; 95, 13
65) Prs 3 , 3,
66) nupt el ONC ® 2  9 Iul. 6, 958; Iul. IMp L, 109:; Z 32 45, f [05. 127 199;

3: 25
67) ort 14, 22: dom 'zx Z 78-82; Fel 2. See Iso DECRET,

L’Afrique manicheenne &C (cıted above) 295 FERRARI,; Tborea Polarısa-
HOR } (cıted above) p. 40; H.J POLOTSKY Alexander BÖHLIG Manichädische
Handschriften der Staatlichen Museen Berlin, Band L Kephalaia, Kap “Über das
Gileichnıs VO Baume ” 16-22

68) Adim 26: Iul. I
69) Fel 3, e



Ferrari

laımed hat the Manıchees mısunderstood the parable because of theır
alse notion of evıl d substance, when it Was really ack of
goodness’

Regardıng the second CONntroversy, from about 400 onwards, the
Donatısts laımed that the parable of the [WO rees substantiated theır
arguments agaınst the sanctıty of sacraments (partıcularly aptısm
dıspensed by sinful minısters. They reasoned hat ıf the tree the
miıinıster of the sacrament) WeIC evıl, then the frut the recıpiıent of the
sacrament) WOU recelve EVE Agaınst thıs, Augustine argued that
the sacraments Justify, noTt from the mınıster, but irom (G0d through
Chiastk hat the claım of the Donatists Was vo1d’*) In ONC place
Augustine Aargucs Iirom COr 3, $ that regardless of who planted
the tree and who watered ıt, ıt 1$ God through Chriıst who Q1VESs the
growth, NnOT whoever happens admınıster the sacrament ’>). Augus-
tine also dduced the baptısm of Christ Dy John as counter-example

the Donatısts’ claım that the minister Was the SOUTCE of the Justifica-
tion derıving from baptısm /+). Wäas obviously repugnan that John
COu ave een SOUTCE of Christ

The 1r CONLrOVeErSYy concerned the Pelagıans They sed the
narable of the [WO rees LO attack Augustine’s posıtion hat because of
am s rıgina Sın, the human ıll Wäas intrinsıcally perverted, and a]]
mankınd became subject CONCupISCENCE, hat CVCN es orn of
holy matrımony WeTC guilty (and therefore eV1 before (0d 273ı The
Pelagıans argued that ıf the tree (matrımony) WEIC 200d, then the fruılt
(the a must also be Z00d and therefore devoıd of gul Augustine
laımed that not matrımony, but the rıgina Sın of Adam, Was the

of the babe’s inherited gul hat the analogy dıd not 19)910%4
Iree Parts

Regardıng exXxi the princıpal ItSs of the Lree, fruınt (fructus), wıth
close tO 2000 O  S 1S the MOST commonly encountered word.

70) Tul. E: 38-46
71) litt Pet 2, 3 53 64: Cresc. 3, Iul IıMp I:
72) litt Pet K 9; z CM 53-58 64: C resc. o 292, 5- /: Tul. IMD.> 23 See Iso FERRARI,; Arboreal Polarısation...” (cıted above) 41
73) litt Pet 3, 64-65
74) 292, $
75) conf. M 11-12 Tul. Y 55-56
76) Nupt el CONC. Z 41 48 ; Tul. 1, I/u[.imp. 3, 21-26
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mostly metaphorıcal Of the much maller number of
references explicıtly relevant fOo the present CONTieEeXT INan y AI concerned
wıth the 1 of the g0o0od tree and the evı] iree treated above gaın
Augustine Ssomeltiime: knowledge the soul a4As the frult 1fSs
1667 /) ÖT words LO ee'‘ d leaves {O the fruıt of the tree/?) erTre AIC
also SOTTNIC interesting interpretation of the fruitfulness of the of
Paradıse ’? In Man Yy WaYSsS the TUu1LIu tree 15 SCCIH d the irue be-
hever*®) Iso barren (infructuosae arbores) appeare Paradıse
because of the SIN of dam and Eve)) Liıkewise those barren
G0od garden aTrTe 1ıke the PECTSONS the Church who aTeC devo1d of the
frut of g00d works®*) Pomum 15 much less COMMMON word for frut
eing OUuUn Just VCI 100 1m On everal OCCAaAS1ONS Il 15 sed
regard the Manıchean belıef about the sinful natiure of the act of
pluckıng fruit from TeEPS (SEE above)

Root radix) OCCUTS OVCTI 600 mostly aguely vegetatıve
metaphors such AS the COININON allusıons gree (avarıtia/cupiditas) ASs
the FrOOL of all evıls 1ım Wıth explicıt relatıon the
word IN OUnN:! everal of the devoted the g00d and evıl

(see above)®*) By nNi{r. ıf ollows that charitas 15 the rOOol of
the al and g00d works of that frult bearıng iree 1C 15 the irue
belıever®> The Jewısh al 15 also SCCIH AS the FrOOL radix) of the
Christian Church the cContext of the metaphor of the engrafted olıve
(Rm 17 24) (See under °°olıve” below) gaın the hıdden character
of the iree \x0701! 15 sed as the basıs of VarTlilOuUus metaphors pertaımnıng
the concealed al of the Irue behevers2).

Branch (ramus) ]15 OoOun nearly 200 tımes, mostly ı regard the
engrafted olıve metaphor (See. °olıve” below) Another COINTINON

15 regard the Donatısts The athNolıc Church 15 SCCI] d S

iree spreadıng 1fs branches throughout the WOTr The Donatısts ATC

77) Iih arb 65
* CR TE T
79) Gn Man and CI 13
80) Ps Z 48 37 4-729 47 25
Bl) Gn Man
82) Ihbid
83) MOr 35& 36 c orl Gn litt 1 1 15 Ps 118 85 177

9; 10 eD 4578 6
84) gr el DeCC
1 en P 9 15732 1, 37 262188 9 082378 124
86) I0 Fr Ps 102 25 148 16 1447
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ıke branch broken off hat tree and theır fate 1s sealed accordıingly®”).
Fınally, roo(, trunk and branches of the tree dICc sed tO ıllustrate the
mYyStery of the Irımuty93). As “W00d” 1S saıd wıth equa truth of the
DrevIOUS three of the Lree, °God 15 saıd equalliy of the three
Persons of the Trimity.

Leaf (folium) OCCUTS about 160 tiımes, mostly in the plural. Many
allusıons ATC In the Context of 1DI1Ca episodes consıdered elsewhere in
thıs artıcle. 1e such epısodes 1S hat of Jesus and the barren
flg tree (see below under “fig5 5)’ and the events CONSeEQqueENL upDON the

of the forbidden frult, when dam and Eve cCovered theır prıvate
arts wıth ig leaves (Gn 3} 1C accordıingly s1gn1ıfy certaın
spirıtual ıtching®?): Finally, Augustine shows endurıng interest ın
leaves AaSs manıfesting dıvine provıdence that extends OoOWwn the
smallest detaıls of creätion??);

Wood

Lignum (meanıng WOoOod AdSs materıal), 1ıke Lrce., 1S sed In the
phılosophical examples of Augustine’s early wrıtings?!). Hıs later works
often endow the word wıth relıg10us symbolısm In assoclation ıth hay
and (the lignum, fenum el stipula of $n 3, 12 WOood ymbolı-
ZC5S worldliness?*). Damp WOood Can also DOSSCSS negatıve Connota-
GOoN”). Another negatıve assoclatiıon of WO0Od 1S wıth regard {O the

whoever angs upon wood (the qul pendet INn I2N0 of Dt Z
Z3) hıs 1S explaıned In regard Chriıst In Varıous DIaces?*).

Mostly however, the symbolıc role of WO0Od 1S vVCIrYy posıtıve, due {O
Christ’s of SIN hrough hıs ea uDON the Cross. For Uugus-
tine, Chrıist 1S therefore unıque ıngs In that he rules, noTl Dy

87) Cresc. Z 4) (where Cyprıan 1$ quoted):;: 4, 73 F Emer. (G(Gaud. 2
D: 2} C 185, 32

88) el Symb.
89) Gn Man Z DA (° inzenz BUCHHEIT, "Augustinus unter dem Feigenbaum

(Zu onf. Vall):, Vigiliae Christianae B} (1968) 237:271, especılally sections and 111 See
Iso footnote 139

90) Ord. F 1-14:;: lib arb CM 66 MU.  > 6, DI8: conf. . 8; C 166, 186,
91) Sol. A 20; Y Gn Man L,
92) el @ 24-27; CIU. 21, 2  g nch 68 ulc R C 11-12; Ps 6,

5 B 29, AA 9; 80, 21° 103, 3 Y 118, Z 3° 362,
93) asgon
94) Adım Z Gal. CAD. Z aus 14, 1-8 20 .18:; Fel. 2 I1
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Iron, but by wo0od?>) Inasmuch as ıt floats 1s world)?°®),
wood symbolızes the alvıfıc W of the Church and Cal transport the
irue belıever the eavenly homeland?”). Thıs W of wood VCI

Wa extends CVCMN sweetenıng 2

ooden Artefacts
Of the Man Yy wooden artefacts of the ancıent WOor consıderations

must be restricted those of princıpal ımportance fOo Augustine’s
symbology, and partıcularly in relatıon {O By ICason both of its
excised condıtıon and also of ıts round, cross-sectional shape, the ro
of (G0od (uirga Dei) Can be SCCTM AS intermediary between the
of the forest and the squared lumber (ligna quadrata) made for COMN-

struction. hıs rod has Man Yy forms ıIn the © and therefore ıIn
Augustine’s symbology. The IMNOTE important of these forms ıll be
consıdered exit

Fiırst, the word ULra 1S sed ıIn several metaphorical SCHNSCS Thus,
ın the present temporary order of thıs WOT. there LO be another
W! stron  r than that of the ro of (G0d Thıs 1S the rule of iınners
(uirga peccatorum) OVeT the just””). But rule of W (uirga
uirtutis) l prevaıl and dominate Hıs enem16es*?°). The straıght ro of
God (uirga directionis) gulildes rooked humanıty towards the eternal
ingdOom “ *J. An essentıal instrument of thıs educatıon 1S the ro of
mankınd (uirga uirorum) Dy 1C (J0d humanıty, especılally
those whom He has chosen d Hıs elect H Rg Tn 14-15:; HKbr I2 ..
7)1 02). Baculum 15 much less COININON word fOor the Samne instrument
of punıshment***).

95) diu GU 69, 9; Ps 54, 95, 11
96) RONDET, a o symbolısme de la INCT he7z saınt Augustıin”, Augustinus

agıster I1 (Parıs 691-701
97) conf. L 23° Faust IX 35 38; Cal FÜ 32. J3 I0 B 4; en

Ps 103, 4, A 123 3: 7D Compare ıth heata Fa and Plato’s Phaedo 8& 5c-d
98) Faust. Z 30; CIU 10, 8 hept Z The inspıratıon for hıs notion

ave een Fx O 2
99) Ps 142,
100) Ps 109,
101) CIU I7 6-17; Prs 44, 1/
102) CIU L 9; Prs IS 8} 88, M $ 94, 35; 4-5 ese represent only

the princıpal OC The scourgıng (J0d 1S sıgnıfıcant theme of Augustine’s
wrıtings. See FERRARI,; ‘““The Boyhood eatıngs of Augustine” Augn Studs (1974)
L  IN

103) conf. 6, 9; litt Pet Z 109; 185, 21 Ps 22
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In ıteral s UIrZa OCCUTS d instrument of INManYy miracu-
OUuUS transformations In the In MOST C  < Augustine imputes
SOMINEC symbolıc meanıng to the rod., AS Can be SCCM Dy inspecting the
XIS of the Varıous references. In ( 30, 41, aCo used varıously
streake whıte rods produce strıped, speckle and potted lamb5s*?*).
The rod of Moses when struck agaınst rock, ın accordance wıth the
instructions of God, produce much-neede (ExX 5320)4 92
ıle another OCCasıon (Ex 14, 15-16 21-2 the Samne ro Was
sed the partıng of the Red 5eca0). Fınally In the Old
JTestament, there Was the ange of (G0d wıth the rod by 1icC it gnıted
the meaft and cakes of Gideon Idc 6, 21920 Many of these Varıous
miracles AIC briefly summarızed Dy Augustine ıIn (‚a Augustine
also SsSCcCs general metaphor CNCOMPASS all the miraculous rods In
the Old JTestament when he SCS the expression uirga: hereditatis. Thıs
nOoTL only stands for the rod of inheritance of the Jews, but ıt also
sıgnıfles the Jews themselves!9®). Fınally, the ONC OCCasıon In the New
Jestament where Augustine devotes SOMMEC elucıdatıng the
symbolısm of the rod, 1S In regard LO Christ’s instructions hıs
disciples Journey abroad ıth only ro for assıstance (Mt 6 8)109)'

Regardıng the artefacts made from quared umber, the uncultiva-
ted of the forest (the pagans)” ATeC transformed nto tooled
WOOod (the holy ones) for construction!!!) Dy the art of the
Carpenter who knows how Judge WwOoods (s Since Carpeniry
a1lms produce straıght beams, rooked pIeCEe of WOood represents

Hegn Lıkewise LOO, the straıght wooden ruler of Oonıca’s
dream onf, 3 19) DOSSCSSCS relıg10us symbolısm!!+4),

104) frın. C K3 loc. hept 2 19: 24, Z 34:; hept 2, 19-21; Ps 73 d 6,
f Frangipane 1,

105) hept 2; 64-65; 4, 352 C Paul Van MOORSEL, ° miracolo
della roccı1a ne. letteratura nell  arte paleocristiana””, Rivısta dı Archeologia Cristiana

221-251
106) hept Z 53
107) doctr. chr. 4,
108) Ps 7 E
109) CONS. Z TIS7A
110) Ps 30, Z Z 6; 95, 13
lll) Faust. 12
112) Io C Ö, Ps 45,
113) Ps 31 Z Z23! 44, 146, See Iso the negatıve connotatıon of the

wooden pDots of 1ım Z 20-21 ıIn C Par. $, Z bapt f# 2  p 4, 9 Cresc. 2, 43 48:
aud. NR

114) FERRARI, "Moniıca the ooden Ruler On K
(1975) 193-205 L, Augn Studs
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The woOooden artefact of the Old Testament wıth d specıal
relatıon Was the ark (arca) of oah (Gn 6, LILIT) varıocusly
represents Christ, the CTOSS, OTr the Hurch: ?) The tooled timbers of
the ark; in Varıous WaYS represent the holy ONCS in the Church! 16) 1S
noteworthy that another important ark of the (Jld JTestament Was the
Ark of the Covenant the UYCHUa testamenti/testimonii of Ex 3ln 1 1f.)
1C 15 symbo!l of the of (J0d ın the prayerful heaft *'X In
yeL Ir meanıng of UAFCA, Augustine often castıgates those who ave
full boxes (arcae), but consciences! 18)

Many of the New JTestament episodes involving WO0Od A boats
also DOSSCSS strong symbolısm for Augustine. NUS. the boat In 1C.
Chrıst Was sleeping (Mt Ö, 23-27:; Mc 4, 36-41; LO Ö, 22-2 represents
the heart of the BENENVET : Likewiıse, there 1S the epısode at Christ
walkıng the towards the oat 9 24-27; Mc 6, 4 /-52: lo
6, 16-2 1 Augustine interprets AS the Church* £<°). Yet another
oat of symbolıc sıgnıfıcance for Augustine 1S that wıth the miraculous
draught of es (LG. D 3-11), where the boat 1S SCCMH ASs the NC  S

preachıng of the Gospel hrough the Chürch***). Moreover, second
oat Was called assıst the rst ONEC (L D Here., Augustine SCCS
the [WO boats A4s symbolızıng the Jews and the Grentues %J. Fınally
boats, there AdIC Varıous allusıons the boats naves) of the Manıchean
MS 2

Another wooden artefact of ımportance 15 the door (Zanua), de-
nNving from Christ’s pıcture of hımself AS the (070)8 the sheepfold
(Io 10, /-1 References tOo OOr In Augustine’s works also deriıve
from another 1Ca SOUTCC, 1C 1S Christ’s invıtation {O the seekers
of salvatıon NOC al the OOTr (Mt / 7A Lc 9)125)_

115) Faust. L 4-18:; Cal Frul 5 E} bapt d 39; CIU. 15 26; C cath 9:; I0 Ir

120, 2 Ps Ö, 103, 3, A 264, i 361,
116) Faust. 12, | ®8 CIU IS 2  9 I0 r 6, 264, 9 C 164,
ll7) diu qu Simpl. 2, 4; CIU 10,
118) 18, E: AB 8} FE S 105, 3 4; 389, 3 Frangipane }, Lambaot

119) Io 49, 9 Ps 9, 29; 25 Z 34, 1’ 3: 45, 5: Y0, 2 147, 3: 38,
g 81, 8; 361,

120) TIo 25 5 f F3 ‚2i  ©
121) Z DA 250,
122) Io ir L22. 7En 248, &: 249, 2 232. 32 coll. Guelferbytana L3, E

Wilmart E3
123) AaUsS. 20, 6, ZE* nal aer.
124) I0 20, 45, 5, 572 4; Ps 36, 90, L, } 95, 3’ 103, $

22 103, 4, A, „
125) Sol. K 5 % dom Z 71-73; SDEC Z S To Ir Z 9; F3 Y}
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In of TIrees

Regardıng the dıfferent 1n of the olıve 15 easıly the moOost
COININON The cultivated olıve otlea oliva) and the ıld olıve (oleaster)
ATC together mentioned SOINC 3600 times. One ICAsSon 1S the importance
of the olıve In antıquity for both f00d and o1l In addıtion, MOSstT of the
references arıse ıIn connection wıth Paul’s comparıson of the Gentiles LO
the Jews d the ıld olıve grafted nNniO the cultivated varıety (Rm
1 /-24 ese VEISCS ATC varıocusly explaıned Man Y OCCAaS1ONS, and
often al consıderable jeneinh * “9). Another noteworthy bıblıcal SOUTCE of
references 1S the epısode of the OVve returnıng the ark bearıng
olıve branch, SCCIH d symbol of (Gn Ö, 1)127) TE AdIiIC the
odd OCCASIONS where Augustine SCCS partıcular symbolısm in the olıve.
OT ıts Q 79} Fınally, Augustine’s metaphor of the olıve DTress**?) has
had consıderable infÄuence the phılosophy of MISLOL V 9).

The palm (palma) IS found SOMNEC 123 tımes, mostly d the PTOVCT-
bıal palm of VicCtory and usually In regard LO SOTINC oratorıcal competi-
tıon, whether real OT imagıned!*!). Most of the other references
COMNCETN the prıze 1C 1S the celestial call of (GJ0d almda
HOCALIONLS Dei) of Phıiıl $ 14132) Accordingly, and also from the
comparıson of Ps 91, 13 the Nourıshing palm tree 1S SCCH A symbol
of the rıghteous man *?2). er SCS AdIiIC for the palm of martyrdom!*+)
and for the whıte-robed multıtude all bearıng palm branches
Apc Y 935

The 1g CUS OCCUTS 70 times, sometımes eing mentioned ASs
tem of dıet, partıcularly In regard tO the Manıchees!*°), Fıg 18 also

‚2&4;en Ps 59 HA F 32 L, /4, 11: 118, 140213 68 1,4, 6, &  p s  ’ 3 145, IX
389. Z al N Morin 1- Wilmart 12, TC Lambert ®

126) AUS. 9, z 26, In NUupTt el ONC M 3P* Z 58 adu leg z E,
194, 44 ; I0 16, 4-6: Ps TZ. 94, T 134 73 P 201, 23 218, F 342, 43

Denis 19,
127) doctr. chr Z AUS. [ Z 20; loc hept p 2 $ I0 Ir 6, 20; Ps E27.

13
128) NupT. el CONC 0 I8; I0 ir 6, 2 33
129) Ps S0, &- 83, E 136,
130) LOÖOWITH (tr ESTING), Meaning IN Hıstory; Theological Implications of

the Philosophy of Hiıstory 1CagO London
131) cad. 3 P conf. 6, 2 i} 3 p CIU 2 6, y L3
132) diu 61, T Prs 38, O; 38, 8} 38, q 341, 362.
133) Ps 91,
134) 5333 z Wilmart
135) Cresc. 5 P (’aes. cel. Y“ 93,
136) MO  - Z 41, 43 57° conf. F
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used in the contiext of the g00d and evıl (see above) when Christ
as ıf INCN gathere: SgTapCS from thorns, OT gs from thıstles (Mt 73
, LC 6, 44)*!>7). Varıous allusıons COMNCETN the barren ig tree of Mt
Zn 9-20 and Mc $ 1214 20:21479) The fact that dam and Fve
covered theır prıvate wıth fig leaves after sınnıng (Gn $
recelves attention Occasıons**?),. TOom thıs, Augustine
SCCS the g tiree d symbolızıng fallen humanıty!*°).

The sıgnılıcance hat Augustine imputes the ıg leaves of ( m 8
provıdes partıcular interpretatiıon of Christ’s supernatural ““seeing”

of Nathanael beneath the ng tiree (Jn 1: 5-50 Accordıingly, Augustine
interprets Nathanael’s condıtion d representing umanıty under the

of cConcupıiscence resulting from the of the forbidden fruit
(Gn 3, 6)141). In addıtion, the epısode of Nathanael beneath the ng
tree ave een the SUOUTCEC of inspıratıon for the obtrusıve detaıl
of the ig tree ıIn the CONversion-scene of Conf. Ö, 28142)

The cedar cedrus) 1S oun 70 times and 1S used ın Varıous WAdVYS,
eıther d symbolızıng the prou due for fall, OT else the nobles of the
Current Age . TOom the comparıson of Ps Y1, 13, the Just INan 1S also
compared the Mourıshing cedars of ebanon The mustard tree

(or SCE) (Sinapis) OCCUTS Just OVeT [WO dozen times. ostly it refers {O
al ‚7 though ıt 1S AS sSma 4S mustard seed, Cal nevertheless
INOVC mountaıns (Mt E: 20)17?) OT CSS often) (Lc K, 6)146)_
The arge S17e of the mustard tree compared wıth the smallness of ıts
seed (Mt ] 3% 31 I: Mc 4, 3141 LO L3 Off.) 1$ featured ın everal
DIaCESTTEN Fınally, the sma hot seed of the tree 1$ also SCCMH 4S

symbo!l of humble fervent farıthe *.
137) dom Z /78; SDEC 7 ZT Tul. Imp of 21 46, 22 /4, 4: F3r I0

E, 5
138) CONS. Z 130-132; Ps 3E 9; 138, 9 89, 1-5; 110,
l39) CONS Z 130-131; nNupt el CONC. . F B 52; C Pel. 1, A Iul. 2,

4, 58-59; S 23 Io E 20-22:;: E, 243, 69, LL l’ Morın 13, See
Iso O0Ofinote

140) 110, P 122, * Morin €
141) i 39; Ps AL 9; $2. 2 2, 44, 20; 69, 90, O 174,
142) BUCHHEIT, Aart H.. (see footnote 89); COURCELLE, Recherches SUr les

Confessions de saınlt ugustin (Parıs 193
l43) Ps 79, 9; 91, 13-14; 103, E 103, 7# 6-18
144) Ps Y1,
145) l’ BA Z 39; Spir. ei litt 63; aud. 2 6; I0 r 40, 8} i21. n B Ps

45, 6; 246. $ Wilmart
l46) A
147) Ps. 68, P F 3063 E Wilmart
l48) T7 246, a Morin 6, %, Wilmart
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As LO the remaınıng 1e0S; of those 1C about dozen
times each: the wıllow Salıx) 1S OoOun only ıIn the commentary
salm 136, where it symbolızes the barren tree (see above). The

(SVCcamorus) 1S oun repeatedly in SCIIHNON 174, X ın relatıon
tOo the episode of Zacchaeus (LC 19, _5)149) where it symbolızes the
woOood upDON 1C Christ hung The oak (quercus/ilex) o€es not SCCIN

DOSSCSS specıal symbolısm. ıle the DCaI tree (pirus) OCCUTS only
three times iın Augustine’s works, the famous PDCaI of onf. Z 90-18
has received consıderable attention from Augustinian scholars!>°) and
others*?2). The myrtle (myrtus and the CYDTIUS (cyparissus) aIic only
mentioned few times each.

Leo FERRARI
Saılnt Thomas Universıity

Frederıcton,
Canada, E3B 5G3

SUMMARY

As former Manıchee, Augustine had elleve: In the importance
of In the suppose salvatıon of 1g from thıs WOT er hıs
CONversion Chrıstianıty, hIis wrıtings sShow that he WAas sensıIıtive
the beauty and grandeur of CVCN the extient of theır influencıng
hıs images of the WOT. 1ts OT121N, and ıts inhabıtants. Understandably,
MmMOst of hıs interest in CAaLllec fOCus the re ın the TIhe
Iree of Lıfe and the Iree of Knowledge (Gn 2 N ell A the g00d

149) See Iso 25, 85 135
150) ('OURCELLE (“Le Jeune ugustın, second Catalına  27 Revue des Etudes

Ancıennes (1971) 141-150) provıdes persuasıve lıterary SOUTCEC of the even See Iso
FERRARI, Pear-Theft In Augustine’s Confessions” REA (1970) 233-7247 and

TDOrea Polarısation In Augustine’s Conftessions” REA A (1979) 35-46:
FRUYTIER “(jods Licht In het kwaad” Bijdragen (1956) 220-229; MANN, “The

Theft of the Pears” Apeiron (1978) 51-58; SCERBO, r furto dı an Agostino”
Nuova IVLSta Pedagogica (1952) 29-41 SUMIMNAaT y of early scholarly OpInN10NS 1S be
found in SCHÄFER, Das Schuldbewusstsein In den Confessiones des heiligen Augustinus
(Wurzburg 32-36 NSee Iso VISCHER, ‘“ Eıne anstössıge Stelle in Augustins
Konfessionen ”  ? Harnack-Ehrung eIpZIg 183-194

151) NIETZSCHE, Briefwechsel mıiıt Franz Overbeck (Leıipzıg A and
USSELL History of Western Philosophy &C (London .1946) -36
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tree and the evıl tree (Mt Y 16-20; 12 33-35:; LC 6, 3-4 became
important Components of hıs 1Ca eXegesISs and defence of ortho-
doxy. The Varlous of the tree ATC also features ın hıs symbolog
Because of Christ’s alvıfıc eg the COSS; tooled WO0Od had VCLY
posıtıve connotatıons for Augustine, and consequently Varıous wooded
artefacts ın the ıble dIC rich ın symbolısm for hım Fınally, about half

dozen dıfferent 1n of AI possessed of symbolıc sıgnılıcance
for Augustine.


