
ISAIAH AND IHE AUGUSITINE

Thıs study 1S concerned ıth Isaıah in the works of Augustine
the time that the Confessions Was completed In The inspıratıon

fOor the study 1S the epısode in the nınth book of that work where
bıshop Ambrose commends the study of the prophet Isaıah LO the
newly converted Augustine (9, M We therefore egın ıth

examınatıon of the INOTIC obvıous implıcatıons of thıs episode, then
later consıder the dıachronic dıstrıbution of Isaı1ahan
Augustine’s works In the per10d specıfled.

Some short Mme?) after the spiırıtual transformatıon sıgnıne: Dy
the well-known conversion of the eıghth book (8 S, 19 IO 8 Z
30), partly for CcCasons of 111 health and partly In renuncılation of worldly
fame, Augustine resigned from hıs posıtıon of professor of rhetorıic ın
ılan (9 d 13) He then WT bıshop Ambrose repenting of hıs
former heretical ıfe 4S Manıchee and askıng hat par of the
Scriptures he should read ıIn preparatıon for reception into the Church
hrough the Ssacrament of baptısm. Of the epısode, addressing God,
Augustine wrıtes:

And Dy etters notiNed Ihy bıshop, the holy INan Ambrose In Y
former STT OFS and present resolutions, wıth VIEW hıs advısıng

whıch of Ihy 00 it Wäas best for LO read, that m1g
be readıer and fitter for the reception of such

In T' ONSC, Ambrose suggested eadıng the prophet Isaı1ah «al le
lussıt Esa1am Prophetam» (Ibid.)

The first question 1S hy, Out of all the [070] of the (
Ambrose should ave chosen Isa1ah The question becomes INOTEC

intrıguıng In VIEW of certaın other detaıls lıttle urther along In the
LexXt, Augustine confesses that he oun Isaıah LOO dıfiicult and put the

Al ates AIC from the chronological tables ın eier Brown’s well-known
bıography Augustine.

Unless otherwiıse indıcated, such bracketed references in the tex{i dIC the
Confessions. Latın cıtatiıons AICc from the ute texi of 969 Englısh cıtatıons AdIC from
the Pılkıngton translatıon in vol ] of the Nicene and Post-Nicene Fathers of the Church
(Fiırst Series) (New York, Latın cıtatiıons from er works AIC from the (Gaume
edıtion of the Opera Omnia (Parıs, 1836-1839).

About S1X months accordıng Brown, Such references AL1C the ell-
known bıography.
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book asıde*). 7 his would SCCINMN IMPIY that the Ambrose who had
elsewhere dısplayed such profoun knowledge of human nature>),
had erred ıIn the Case of Augustine Dy suggesting AS introduction

the al book far LOO dıfhicult for CVEOCN MOST intellıgen Convert
Or had he? As ll be SCCI1, Ambrose’s suggestion INAaY ell ave had
hıdden motives. Meanwhıle, there 18 the question of what IMNMOTEC obvıous
CadsonNs m1g ave prompte Ambrose’s suggestion of Isaıah for
prebaptısma readıng for the newly converted Augustine.

In the Mirst place, Augustine hımself u mot1ive: «he
recommended Isaıah the prophet; belıeve, because he foreshadows
INOTEC clearly than others the gospel, and the callıng of the Gentiles» (9
5 13) Thıs Was Augustine’s opınıon iın 30 / 401 ıle wrıting the
Confessions. If understand the Gospel A the g00d CWS of Christ’s
COmI1ng, then the above explanatıon 1S broadly consıstent wıth another
opınıon Isaıah expressed much later Dy Augustine, ın the time-
per10d of 414 {O 41 / when Augustine consıdered that Isaı1ah WTO
Christ ın symbolıc Way gaıln, yel later in hıs lıfe, ıIn that part of
the De CIVitate Dei wrıtten about 425 (Brown, 378), he observes that
Isaı1ah prophesied much INOTEC than the other prophets about Chriıst and
the Church, that 1S about the Kıng and the City that he founded ’)
11] be interesting, when COMEC consıder Augustine’s UsSsCcC of Isaıah.

SCC what extient hıs references confirm the above Oop1Inıons
Isaı1ah

Meanwhıle, the fact that Augustine Was convınced that Ambrose
suggested Isaıah because he est ortells the g00d CWS of the Gospel
and the callıng of the Gentiles, o€es nOTt xclude other motives the
part of Ambrose The INEIC fact that Augustine had speculate

wrıttenAmbrose’s mot1ıves 1S surely sıgnıfıcant. Obvıously hıs

«Verum amen CRO prımam hulus lect1ionem NO  —_ intellegens alem
arbıtrans dıstulli repetendum exercıtatior ın dominıco el0quı10». Regardıng thıs epısode,
and the subject of Augustine’s attıtude Isaıah, John ıbb and Wıllıam
Montgomery, in eIr Cambridge edıtıon (1908) of the Confessions, allege (p 246, 2419
hat «Augustine Was LLOIC drawn the Scriptures whıch dea]l ıth the inner ıfe the
Psalms and the Epistles of Paul He dıd noi, ıke Jerome, find hıs chıef delıght ın the
prophets». But Augustine 1$ nOoT merely recallıng hıs inıtıal dıslıke of Isa1ah ın the epısode
under consıderatıion. He claıms that he Just dıd noTt understand hım

hıs 18 probably best ıllustrated Dy the masterful INAaNnnNneT In whıch he successfully
deprived hıs adversarıes of theır tradıtional priviıleges. See «Background
Augustine’s City of God’», The Classical Journal 6 / (1972) 196-208, especılally
|

I0 Ir 53
Op C:, 18,
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suggestion Was ersely worded ere INdAYy ell QUS een ess obvıous
CasOoNs for the aCONnI1cC form of that suggest10n, of 1C INOTC later

In the meantıme however, there dIC other INOTEC obvıous possıble
TCasSsONsSs Ambrose’s sıde d LO why he WOU ave suggested Isaıah d

prebaptısma eadıng for the recently converted Augustine. The exTt
most Oobvıo0us such TCason 1S hat Ambrose had certaın predılection
for Isaıah, ıIn that he 15 quoted INOTEC often than anı y of the other
prophets®). On the SdmInec tOopı1C of Ambrose’s predılection for Isaıah, and
also most sıgniıfiıcant, 1S the fact that Ambrose hımself CVECN WTOLle

cCommentary Isaıah, sometime before 389/ / 9 and therefore poss1ıbly
before he Was approached by the newly converted Augustine In 386
Only few fragments of thıs work dIC extant*).

galn, 11e Augustine refers Ambrose’s commentar
Isaıah, about half dozen times ıIn latere IN Y knowledge, there
aTeC such allusıons ın Augustine’s works pr10r LO 418 Thıs 1S
surprisıng and surely sıgnıfıcant, when consıder how valuapbhle such
work WOU ave een iın Augustine’s of strugglıng ıth the
Isaı1ah that he laımed that he oun dıfhicult Dıiıd he noTt find Isaıah

dıfhcult after all? Or dıd he UuUsSsCcC the work of Ambrose wıthout
acknowledgement? Or dıd he only acquıre CODY of it much later In
111e ese ATIC questions, whiıich LO IMN Y knowledge, ave nOoL yeL een
investigated. Perhaps the present artıcle Can al least throw SOINC 1g

the rst of these questions.

Thus, take random example, In the Englısh translatıons of Ambrose’s works
in the Nicene and post-Nicene Fathers of the Church (Second Serl1es, vol 10); the index
the bıblıcal quotes (pp 489-49 /), indıcates that Isaıah 1S quoted about 120 tiımes, whıle the
exi mMoOost popular prophet, Jeremiah, 1S far ahead of the others, yel 1S Cıte: only times.

14, 404
10) 405-408 However, ıts recogniızed existence al Ou the time of

Ambrose’s encounter ıth Augustine, together ıth the fact that the latter dıd not
ımmediately read the recommended texti of Isaıah, SCCI1] ave ave inspıred ONC author
ıth the CITONMNCOUS belief that Ambrose ZUAVE Augustine book which he dıd nOT read See

285 ın Angelo PAREDI, Saint Ambrose ; Hıiıs Life and T ımes (1960) (tr Joseph
Costelloe Sl Thıs claım 1S noTt supported by the tex{i of the Confessions: « Et
INSINUAVI] pPCI ıtteras antıstıt] {uUO 1rO SAanCiO Ambrosı1o, pristinos CITOICS 111COS el
Vvotum INCUM ut onerel, quıd mıhı potissımum de lıbrıs tu1s legendum CeSSEL, UUO
percıpjendiae tantae gratiae paratıor aptıorque Nerem. lle iussıt FEsajam prophetam»
(9 S 13)

11) TIhe locatıons. ıth the date of each work ıIn rackets, dAd1C gralt el DEeECC. or1g. E
49, 4: 2 41, 47 (Henceforth, the date of each work 11l be in brackets, the end
of the reference, shown.) NUupDT el ONC M 35 (419/421) Tul. L: 2 (421/422)

C Pel 4, L: 29-3 ] (420/421) erSseN. (428/429).



74) L3 FERRARI

Rut Isaı1ah Was by Ambrose’s favourıte SOUTCEC of
references. He 1$ far surpassed by John, Matthew and Luke, ıIn that
Order<%). ven INOTC popular still AdIC the works 16 WEeTC become

beloved of Augustine the psalms and the wrıtings of Paüul:®)
gaın therefore, and CVECNn INOTE S  $ ONC INAYy ell ask why Isa1ah?

In thıs regard, another, but less obviıous poss1ible FrCason, 15 the fact
that Augustine had een but recently converted from the Manıchean
heresy. According {O the ounder of thıs belıef, the Old Jestament In
general, and the Law and prophets In partıcular, WEIC be attrıbuted

atan Consequently, A Augustine himself repeatedly testifies, the
Manıchees made of attackıng the 1Law and the prophets*>).
Moreover, what it Camnlec down LO, in the CYCS of the Manıchees, Was

that the surest sıgn of authentic Christianıty Was the rejection of the
Jewısh SCHPtüres* %. Furthermore, the Isaıah which Ambrose 1I11-

mended for readıng Was nOTL merely ONC of the 00 of the Jewısh
Scriptures. Was ONC of the prophets expressiy rejected by the
Manıchees, and CVCN MOTIC, it Was ONeC of the SO-Calle' «maJor
prophets». As incere Manıchee of SOINC ten duratıon,
Augustine WOU ave cultıvated pecıal for the book of
Isaı1ah and WOU lıkely have een VeETY reluctant tO read ıt

Therefore, In hus suggesting that Augustine read Isaıah. ıt coul
ell be that the wiıly Ambrose Was testing the sincerIıty of thıs newly
converted Manıchee. Indeed, hıs possıble reservatıons about Augustine
would NnOTL ave een wıthout foundatıons. Perhaps Augustine’s recently

12) Agaın, Irom the SOUTCEC of footnote 8, for random sample, John, Matthew and
Luke AI ach referenced several hundred times. Iso noteworthy 15 the fact that Ambrose
wrote cCommentary Luke

13) Agaın from the SadIne SOUTCEC of footnote 8, the psalms AI referenced VeT 400
times, whıle the works of Paul aACCOUNT for INOTEC than 010 references.

14) «Le fondateur du manıcheisme declaraıt qu« les Feritures de ”Ancıen
Testament n’etaijent elles-memes UUC | @uvre d’un Yahweh-Satan»: DECRET, Aspects du
manicheisme dans l’Afrique romalne (Parıs, 123-124, and «declaratıons attrıbuees
Manı: est atan, 1t-ıl, qu’'on do1t attrıbuer les ense1gnements de 1a Lo1l ei des
Prophetes. es lu1 quı parle Dar I’ıntermediaire de C6 dernijers» (Zbid.)

15) etr. 1: Z « Dısputationes Adımantiı quı fuerat Manıchael dıscıpulus, quUas
ser1psit adversus egem el Prophetas velut contrarıa e1s evangelıca el apostolıca Scripta
demonstrare CONAaLUS (T CI Z 73 «C'ontra Faustum Manıchaeum
blasphemantem egem Prophetas».

16) «Aınsı la polemique Contre les FEeritures vetero-testamentaires est ans Ia plus
authentique tradıtıon manıcheenne et. POUT les Manıiıcheens, le rejet des FEeritures Ju1ves
constıitue le crıtere le plus SUur du verıtable christianısme» DRECET, E 124) See
Iso P J De ENASCE «Augustın Manıiıcheen», Freundesgabe für Ernst Robert
(’urtius ern, 79-93, especılally 8 5-86
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lJaımed cConversion Was noTt much change of al AS result of
realızıng both the W Öf Ambrose and also of the imper1a|l m1g
NO alıgned agaınst the Manıchees. The former IS attested {O Dy
Augustine hımself, when he wıtnessed Ambrose stand the IFe of
the CMPTCSS OVCI the famous affaır of the basılıca of ılan (9 R F3

Doubitless LOO, Augustine knew of Ambrose’s phenomenal
UCCCSS agaınst the entire centered In Rome; UCCECSS

1C occurred Just Dr10Tr Augustine’s arrıval In ılan ıIn 384?®)
Regardıng the Manıchees, imperI1a]l persecution had egun as early AS

297 However, it became much Hercer ıth the aCCEesSsSION of Theodosius
in 379*2)

The imper1al enmity WOU ave een brought ome Augustine
In VEr Y Orceiu and paınfully personal INaNnnNeT ıIn 386 by the of
the Manıchees T arthage (Brown, /4), 1C Augustine had eft Just
three previously, and where he had inıtially tudıied. then taught,
VT per10d of SOINC dozen (Brown, 16) Consequently, hıs INanYy
Manıchean riends there WOU ou have kept hım ell informed
of the OM1INOUS events And Dy inconvenıent coincıdence, Augustine
Wads converted In August of 386 (Brown, /4); the vVCIrI'Yy Sd_I1lc yCal d the
earlıer of the Manıchees in the SadIne Carthage*°®). ese Varıous
events woul also ave eecn known Ambrose, A probably also
Augustine’s reputatıon d VICtOT10US Manıchean debater agaınst
Chfistians**). hen there Was the capıtal fact hat Augustine owed hıs
vVerY appoıntment publıc OTrator of ı1lan LO Ambrose’s mMOoOst bıtter
enemıies the factıon ın Rome S So ıt WOU be
reasonable conclude that the dıscerning Ambrose, Augustine must
have seemed notori10us Manıchee, Ssu  enly and suspıc10usly turned
Convert robably these factors accounted for the acıturn front presented

Augustine Dy Ambrose (6, 3, Therefore, the suggested readıng
17) ( C 4, See Iso PAREDI, CH.; ch and DUDDEN, The Life

and Times of R Ambrose vols ch In vol For brief ACCOUNT of
Ambrose’s ın master-mindıing, almost sıngle-handedly, the final extinction of
paganısm, SCC «Background...», (footnote

18) « Eit enl Mediolanum ad Ambrosium epISCOpUM, ın Optimıs NOfTLum orbıs
terrae » (5) L3, 23) See Iso the artıcle In footnote

19) See and 59fT. In Eriıch-Hans KADEN, « Dıe Edıkte dıe Manıchäer VO
Dıokletian bıs Justinjan». in Festschrift für Lewald, Basel, Helbing und Lichtensteın,
1953, 55-68

20) DECRET, L’Afrique manicheenne... [, DE SL,
21) uab 9; conf. } Z
22) See artıcle of footnote X especılally 199-201
23) hıs explanatıon far INOTC reasonable than the rıdiıculous claım Dy OTIC

author that Ambrose would notf talk Augustine because he felt hımself LOO inferi10r
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of Isaıah COM ell have een the proverbıal acıd test of the sincerıty of
Augustine’s laımed cConversion Catholiceism

If such WeTC indeed Ambrose’s motives behıind the recommended
readıng of Isaıah, then Augustine faıled the test£) As he hımself
UuS, nOoTL understandıng the rst part, he put the book asıde untıl he
WOU be better traıned In the style of the Scriptures 9 d 13) Thıs
aılure understand the Scriptures remıinds ONC of pPreviOus fruntless
attempt by Augustine.

At the early dC of nıneteen, after havıng een nflamed wıth
desıre for wısdom by the eadıng of (icero’s Hortensius, the
Augustine then ventured into the Scriptures, but Was repelle: Dy theır
ack of polıshe style (5, DE Thıs WAas understandable reaction of
the nıneteen ear-old Augustine, wh Was then deeply immersed In the
study of rhetoric. In retirospect, and ASs afterthought, Augustine also
SdaYy>S that h1ıs spiırıtual CYC Was then noTt able penetrate nto the depths
of the Scriptures (3 5 Some thırteen later, ın the Casec of
the book of Isaıah, Augustine agaın pleads ack of understandıng A

[CAasSO for abandonıing the suggested readıng, but R it 1S manıfestly
the princıpal rCason, and the ack of polıshe style 1$ nOotL CVCnN

mentioned. Thıs second firuntless venture ca for everal observatıons.
In the first place, the above [WO enCounters wıth the Scriptures AIiICcC

separated Dy Just OVCTI dozen years“%). WOU be maftfter for SOTINC

surprise f the reacti1ons of Augustine al the dBCS of nıneteen and of
thırty-two woul have een the SaJIne econdly, know hat
Augustine also made studıes aun the Scriptures In between the [WO

encounters, when hıs favourıte scrıptural eadıng matiter ave
een the epıstles of the Apostle Paul* ’) But know from other

the hıghly cultured Augustine. See J ESCARI, «Quıid CAdUuUuSa«c fueri1t, CUT Ambrosius CUu

Augustino colloquı noluerıt», Latınıtas (1958) 8 3-86
24) hat Augustine Was received into the Church ıth reluctance 1S corroborated Dy

detaıl ave unearthed elsewhere. NSee «The Peculıar Appendage of Augustine’s
“Enarratıo In Psalmum LAÄI’ », Augustiniana 28 (1978) 8-33, especılally 32-33

25) «] turned owards ose Scriptures, but they appeared be unworthy
be compared ıth the dıgnıty of ully; for inflated prıde cshunned eır style, 11OT could
the sharpness of wıt plerce elr 1nıner meanıng>».

26) The first venture into the Scriptures Occurred the dBC of nıneteen (3 ® and
the second, Just prı10r h1ıs baptısm (9 3, 133; ate in 3806, early In 387, when he Was

Just thırty-two.
27) Ihus, there Was the famous se1zIıng upON the Scriptures and especılally the

Apostle Paul, after the study of the 00 of the «Platonists» / 24: 27) See Iso
artıcle, «Augustine’s Dıscovery’ of Paul’s rıtıngs on VII, 2 » Augustinian
Studies. (In press.) Further, ere 1S Iso the epısode, Just Dr10T the cConversiıon
where the visıtıng Ponticıanus Was surprised find book of Paul lyıng upON
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OUTCCS that Augustine WOU have een quıte famılıar wıth these
paulıne epistles from hıs AS A Manıchee whom Paul Wds

hıghly regarded*“®).
Thırdly, regardıng Augustine’s enCounter wıth Isa1ah’’s works. the

[ICAasOonN he g1veEs for putting asıde the book of Isaıah, Was noTt ıts ack of
polıshe style, A4aSs ıIn the earlıer epısode (see above), but that he COUuU
not understand 1t (9 d 15) Yet thıs TICAason rng hollow beside
certaın earlıer in the Confessions where Augustine 1S describing
al length hOow, from the AaBC of LwentLY onwards, he coul easıly
understand al the mMoOst dıfhcult 00 of the ıberal arts wıthout the
a1d of an Y human teacher (4 16, 28-3 How then could he ave Ooun
Isaı1ah Cn The question becomes INOTEC insıstent when
realıze that, ıf ATC LO be gulded Dy the order of the Confessions,
Augustine Was engaged in the rapturous eadıng of the psalms ( 4, -
11) before he WT' Ambrose for guldance ın hıs prebaptısmal readıng
(9,; ör 13) Quite obvıously he Was havıng maJor dıfhculties In
understandıng the psalms. Why then should Isaı1ah ave PTOVCN
daunting?

Regardıng Augustine’s eadıng of the psalms, ıt 18 important
realıze that, AS wıth the works of the Apostle Paul, Augustine, whıle
Manıchee, would have become thoroughly famılıar, ıf nNnOT wıth the
1DI1Ca psalms, al least wıth the psalm d form of communal PpIaycr
Thıs 1s strongly suggested Dy arge collection of Manıchean psalms
unearthed In the earlıer part of thıs CeNtuTrY, and of 7 0 the second
part has found ıts WaY nto nın Moreover, affınıty between the
Christian and Manıchean psalmıc tradıtions 15 evidenced Dy SOMEC

borrowıngs of the latter from the Lormet).: Indeed, of the ımportance
of the psalm Manıcheısm, ın IM Y OpInı10Nn, (Geo Wıdengren put ıt ell
when he

Manıchean DIELY shows iıtself In the arge collections of psalms that
ave een preserved. They indıcate the sentiments hat inspıred

Augustine’s table (8 6, 14) Augustine’s repIiy Was that he BAaVC the attention
those works.

28) See DECRET; C1it. KT17a As Rıes Duts it, «Paul est devenu favorı de la
secte>» See 3723 In «La Bıble hez saınt Augustın he7z les Manıcheens», Revue des
etudes augustiniennes, 1964 309-329 hıs 15 the thırd and ast artıcle in ser1es ın the
SdI1le perl0dical, whıch artıcle 15 princıpally concerned ıth the LNOIC recent tudıes the
general topıc of the Bıble and the Manıcheans. Iso noteworthy, but less accessible, 15
BÖHLIG, Die Bibhel hei den Manichäern (thesıs), Munster, 947

29) Manichaean Manuscripts INn the Chester Beatty Collection, vol 1, Manichaean
Psalm 00K parli Edıted Dy CR eITYy (Stuttgart,

30) See De MENASCE, Aart Cıt 92-93
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Manı'’s followers and render ıt easıler LO understand Manıchae1ism ’s
trıumphs>
galn, regardıng the above observatıons Manıcheism

relatıon both Paul and the psalms, there 15 the sıgnıfıcant fact hat
Augustine hımself remarks how the Manıchees delighted In readıng
Paul, OT ın sober salm ese consıderations dIC be borne ın
mınd ın regard Augustine’s ardent readıng of the fourth psalm of
avı and hıs repeate wıshes that the Manıchees had een wıtnesses
of that (9 4, 8- ] ]

Fınally Augustine’s claım hat he COU NnOT understand Isaıah,
thıs enCounter provıdes the basıs for instructive comparıson wıth hıs
slıghtly earlıer venture into «certaın 00 f the Platonıists» (7 9, 13)
odern researches have establıshed that it 1S eTe maınly question of
certaın of the Enneads of Plotinus In the first place, ıle Isaıah
Was recommended Augustine Dy Ambrose whom Augustine oreatly
admıred, the [018] ö1 the Platonists WEIC presented LO Augustine Dy
unnamed INan whom Augustine consıdered {O have een «ıinflated Dy
moOost MONSIrOUS pride» (7 9, 13) CcE ATC strong words indeed If
personalıtıies had een the princıpal factor, then Augustine should have
taken {O sajah’s writings far LNOTC readıly than LO the Enneads of
OLINUS Some other factor(s) must ave een operatıve. econdly,
a  oug the 00 of the Platonists ea wıth the eady heights of
metaphysıcs, Augustine ave had ıficulty In understan-
dıng theır (7 9, 13-1 However, though the wrıtings of Isaı1ah
concerned the warnıngs of earthy prophet, nevertheless,
Augustine claıms that he COU nOoTt understand them galn, ONC Can

SuSpectL the infÄuence of SOTINC other factor(s) Regardıng the identity Ör
such factor(s), 1t 1S relevant that closer examınatıon, Augustine’s
descer1ıption strongly mplıes that al that time he Was nNOTL interested In
understandıng those wrıtings. As he hımself 5SdYy5S, he merely read lıttle
of the beginnıng before layıng the wrıtings asıde tıl] SOTIIC future
date>?)

31) in the 965 Englısh translatıon of Manı and Manichaeism, Hıstory of
Relıgion Ser1es (New York, Chıcago and San Francı1sco).

32) «For ask them, 1S ıt g00d ıng ave delıght in readıng the Apostle,
g00d ave delıght In sober psalm...?» (8 24)

33) See the ıllumınatıng notes of SOLIGNAC, ın Les Confessions, I1vres 1-VII, vol
13 (pp 682-689), iın the collection (Luvres de saınt ugustin (Bıblıotheque Augustinienne),
962

34) « Verum amen 0 prımam hu1lus lectiıonem 19803  — intellegens talem
arbıtrans dıstuli1 repetendem exercıtatior In domiıinıco eloqu10» (9 I: 13)
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Yet mMOst sıgnıfıcant earlıer experlience in the Confessions WOU
SCCIN LO elle nOoTt only Augustine’s implıed ack of interest ıIn Isaıah, but
also hıs claım hat he COU noTl understand hıs wrıtings. hat earlıer
experlıence Was the discovery of the cardınal dıfference between the
letter and the spırıt (2 Cor tO be applıed when readıng the Old
Jestament, dıstınction he acquıred from Ambrose, 4S Augustine
re [WO OCCas1lons (5 and 6, 4, Moreover, Ambrose
iıllustrated thıs capıtal dıstıncetion DYy applyıng ıt VEIY Man Y In
the Old lestament plerisque Torum librorum lOcCis eXDOSIEILS (5 14,
24) gaıln, In both places where Augustine recCounts the d1scovery of
thıs dıstinction, he explaıns hat ackıng knowledge of ıt d Manıchee.
he had completely mısunderstood the Law and the prophets of the Old
1estament. But Isaı1ah 1S precısely such prophet and maJor ONC, d

explaıned. Therefore, subsequent the revelatıon of the distinetion
and the Man Yy ıllustrations provıded by Ambrose, Augustine cshould
ave een both VEIY interested 1n eadıng Isaı1ah and also ell equıpped
to understand hım But accordıng the Confessions, neıther DTOVCS
be the Casec Therefore, accepting the narratıonal of the
relevant events A g1ven, hen the COvert influence of SOINC other
factor(s) becomes much INOTEC lıkely

As result of the previous consıderatıions, it NO aAappPCaIs quıte
possible that Augustine’s Manıchean background of SOTNC ten had

consıderable influence hıs inıtial reacti1ons the Varıous 00 of
the atholıc Thıs WOU be purely human reactıon and In
WaY 1S commenting ıt detract from the sincer1ty of h1s
Convers1ion. Accordingly, from hat has SCn SCCIH above, ıt would be
expected that Augustine would ave taken Paul’s epistles and CVECI

Davıd’s psalms wıth INOTC enthusı1asm than the 00 of the (Old
lestament. er Augustine’s ten of incere Manıchean belıef, the
Old Jlestament would ave eeCcn the object of gr inıtıal sSusp1c1on.
Regardıng the present study, such woul probably ave een
partıcularly the Casc wıth the book of Isaıah., agaınst 1C hıs engthy
Manıchean background WOU ave strongly prejudıced hım Isaı1ah
Was NOT merely ONC of the espise: prophets, he Was CVECN MAajJor
prophet, as has een mentioned.

Thıiıs expectation 1S substantiated DYy comparatıve examınatıon of
the diachronic distrıbution of hıis references in regard the Varıous
[018] of interest here. Such comparıson 15 oun ın A35)

35) In his Table, each reference number represents both cıtations and allusıons
wıthout dıistinction and MaYy ONC INOTEC VEISCS, that the numbers ATIC indıcatıons
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able 1Ca References

Bible SOUTCENS 3686-3 391]-396 397-40J
Ezechiel 23
Isaı1ah 33
Jeremiah
LAaw
Psalms 1292 45 /
Paul IT 643 48()

Common each 1ble SOUTCEC 1S increase In references ıth
each SUCCESSIVE tiıme-span, hus indicating Augustine’s Iincreasıng
immersıon In the VT the engthy per10d of SOTNC fifteen years>°®).
The works of Paul ATC Dy far the moOst fIrequently reierenced.. thus
confirmıng Augustine’s DreviIOus knowledge of Paul A Manıchee and
the ealıty of the epısode already mentioned from the Confessions,
where., Just priı0r LO the depiction of hıs conversion, Augustine asserted
that he SaVC the greates attention the works of Paul (8 6, 14) ext
MmMOoOSstT frequently referenced ATIC the psalms*®), but Judging by the
number of references ın the first tiıme-span, inıtially Augustine Was nOTL

nearly as famılıar ıth them d ıth the works of Paul, though much
IMOTEC than ıth anı y of the maJor prophets. gaın, the inıtıal
numbers fOor the psalms g1ve SOTNC general credence Augustine’s
fondness for psalmıc DITaycCrI from HIS former 4S Manıchee and

of general interest, rather than precıse measurements of anythıng. As Cal be SCCI, the
tıme-spans headıng the second through fourth columns ATC approximately equal. TIhe
Table g1ves the number of references in Augustine’s relevant works under ach specıfıed
tiıme-span whıich ea ach column. Works of uncertaın extended date, rangıng VeI

INOTIC han ONEC tiıme-span, AdIiIcCc noTt ncluded If work 1S dated Ver [WO whıich
overlap [WO tıme-spans, the number of references 18 dıvıded between the {[WO The

1S based the bıblıcal references In the footnotes of the approprıiate works ın the
Maurists’ pnera (O)mnia (Gaume, Parıs, 1836-1839). computer file of all the references
Was sorted the appropriate D thus provıdıng CasS Y A records by date rangCS,

Dy books of the Bıble Besides the maJor prophets (counts fOor the others WEeIC

consıdered insıgnıficant), and the COoncıse and complete formulatıons of the Mosaıc | aWw
(Ex 20, D and eut ON 6-21) (lısted Law ), other references ATC the psalms (lısted

salms’), and all the works of Paul, includıng Hebrews (all of whiıch AdICc lısted AS

Paul’)
36) In thıs regard, ıt 15 noteworthy that after h1s ordınatıon In 391, he wrote h1Is

bıshop, Valerı1us, requesting leave of absence precısely deepen hıs knowledge of the
(EpD Sr 3-4)
37) 10 the references Paul In Table A, for the first [WO tıme-spans, must be added

141 references found In the div 83, wriıtten VCI the per10d 38R8-3906
38) Agaın, the numbers found In the first [WO tiıme-spans of Table AIC be

boosted Dy references found iın the div 53 which Was wrıtten VCI the per10d 38RS-
396
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also the episode mentioned above. of the rapturous eadıng of the
fourth psalm (D 4, 8-11) Further possıble evıdence for Augustine’s
rapı and passıonate adoption of the psalms 15 the claım that by 307 he
had wrıtten commentarıes the rst thırty-two psalms*?).

Wıth the other works, the numbers of references In the inıtial time-
SDallı add LNOTE evidence for the previously mentioned theory that d

newly converted Manıchee., inıtially al least, Augustine COUuU ave
retaıned prejJudıce agaınst the works of the Old lestament. Thus., all
references tO the maJor prophets and the Mosaıc Law dIiC VCLIY low In
comparıson ıth references the other works ın However, ıf
the numbers AI accepte d cHntena,. thıs prejudıce es dramatıcally in
each succeedıng time-span. That thıs inıtıal reluctance applıed also LO
Isaıah, indıcated Dy the Sma number of references In the inıtıal
tiıme-span, compared wıth those of Paul However, the maJor
prophets, number-wIse, Isaı1ah certamly stands Oout ıIn tiıme-span.
Also, unlıke the other maJor prophets, COUNTS for Isaıah ()VGI the Nirst
[WO tiıme-spans AL also urther boosted Dy SOMINEC references OVCI

the 388 hrough 396, d oun in the De diversis questionibus
The only other maJor prophet represented ıIn the work 1S

Jeremiah, ıth ONC reference. One 15 empted SO these INOTEC

references Isaıah AS the frunts of Ambrose’s earlher
suggestion of thıs prophet for prebaptısma readıng, dS explaıned
above.

Further. it 1S noteworthy that Isaıah 1S the rst of the prophets
be cıted, and In the yYCal 388*+*) Augustine’s first unsuccessful attempt
al readıng Isaıah Occurred ate In 3806, OT early ın 387. Just after hıs
cConversion and before hıs baptısm (Brown, /4), but he put the book
asıde untıl he Was «better practised ın Our Lord’s words» (9 ß 13)
Judging by the above early reference Isaı1ah in 388, Augustine mMust
have consıdered hımself hus orune: ess than L[WO later, by 388
Iwo intervenıng events of possıble relevance WEIC the ea of hIs
mother In the PreviIOus YCaI of 38 / (9 Ö, 17 and perhaps the « V1ısıon
OR Ostia» f the SAamne YCar (9: 23-24

39) Brown, See also, RONDET, «Essaıs SUT la chronologıe des “Enarrationes In
Psalmos’ de saınt Augustin», Bulletin de litterature ecclesiastique, (1960) 111-127,
especılally 113-127, and Iso 258-2806, d ell ZARB, «Chronologıa Enarratiıonum
Augustin! In Psalmos», ser1es of artıcles In the Angelicum Irom 935 through 1 940, 947
and 948%

40) The locatıons AI 59, $ 61, 3 64, 5! 65 69, 4® 80, 81,
41) Lib arb } Z. hıs 18 probably YCal before the ex{ prophet cıted, whıich 1$

Ezechiel ın Gn Man Z I2 7$Danıel 1$ first cıted in the MAaS. 33
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The of Isaı1ah rst cıted by Augustine also CaImInec LO be the
mMOSstT popular ONEC In the ole per10d under consıderatıion, where it
OCCUTS ten times. The 1S from Isaıah and ın the Septuagınt 185
«Nısı credıderiıtis NO intellıgetis» «Unless YOU belıeve, yOU ıll nOoTL
understand»“*). One Can apprecılate that Augustine COU ave SCCH thıs

d reproach {O hımself for all the precedıing durıng 1C
he had g]ven [Cason prior1ıty VeT ar Thus, towards the end of the
fourth book of the Confessions, wrıting of hıs earlıer intellectua
ACUINCN, 1C had coex1isted wıth hıs spirıtual DOVEeTTY, he repeats
ess than five times the self-reproach: «Quid mıhı proderat?» «What
dıd it Dro me ?» (4, 28, 29, 3() and WICE The ast
formulatıon 185

What profited hen IM Y nımbile wıt In those SCIENCES and all
those knotty volumes disentangled by wıthout help from
human master, see1ng that erred odıiously, and wıth such
sacrıleg10us baseness ın the doetrine of piety?

WOU AaDPCAT then, that al least part of the [CAasSOnN for the appeal of
Isaıah Augustine Was ıts paınful applıcabılıty hıis OW

partıcular CAaSC, especılally durıng hıs Dri10r Manıchean sOJourn.
Oome other Isaı1ahan9 Judged be ess popular the

basıs of theır IrequenCy of repetition, AaDPDPCAT half dozen tımes, ÖT less.
ın the per10d under consıderation. In descending order of frequencies of
reierenCces, they COMNCEITIN the g1 of the Holy os Isaiah

the fragılıty of human Mesh 1C wıthers AaWAaV ıke (Isaiah
6-8)*+*), and the sılent suffering of Chosen One, d he Was led

42) Besıides eing In lih arb 8 A the Iso OCCUTS ın Prs S, (before
and ın div 81, 8-3 It Iso OCCUTS agaın In lih arb., but in that part

(2 Z wrıtten between 391 and 395 Occurrences In ree er works ATC INOTC precıisely
dated in . el symb. l 1, In the part of doct chr z FZ. 1/ wrıtten In 396, and In
agon 3 Fınally, the 18 found three t1imes in Faust.: 4, 29 12, 46; 22 53
(  - No references WCIC found in the ast three öf the per10d LO, an
includıng 401 According ONEC author, the absence of Is ın these later 15
merely the absence of the Septuagınt translatıon of the What had happened WdsS
that Augustine had OM prefer Jerome’s Vulgate version, based NOL the ree. but

the orıgıinal Hebrew, when the WAS IMNOTC accurately translated «Sı NO

credıderıtIis, 1910)8! permanebıtıs». The changed has notL een pıcked DYy the
compuilers of the references. See 190 ın Robert O’CONNELL «Isa1ı1ah’’s Mothering
(Gj0d In St Augustine’s Confessions», Thought (1983) 188-206

43) En Ps FL (before dom E 4, and Z Z Gal. CAD 13
&  9 AuS. P 15 $  s conf. F 3: 4, K

44) En Ps / (before div 61, &  > conf. F3 15; S  9
Cal FÜl 16, S  g 288,
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ıke amb {O the slaughter Isaiah D, 15 noteworthy that all
but ONC of the references the last mentioned from 307
onwards, 1C 1S late in the per10d eing examıned. Thıs tardıness
COU perhaps indıcate that, al least inıtially, A former Manıchee,
Augustine Was not princıpally concerned ıth the physıca ealıty of
Christ’s sufflerings, IC WeTC noTL regarde d physıcally ecal*®)

hıs ast speculatıon, about the endurıng infÄuence of the PrevIOuUs
ten of immersıon in Manıcheısm, 1S perhaps urther substantıated
by the of Isaı1ah 14
Concelve and Sar SON, and call hıs ame Immanuel»*”). Thıs

1S not cıted untıl 392, when it ADPCAI'Ss In the Contra Fortunatum,
but ASs comıng from Fortunatus hımself*®). I hereatter: it 1s not taken

DYy Augustine untıl 397-398*?) Fınally, he cıtes it ONCEC INOTEC ın
400>°) Thıs ardy entirance of Isaı1ah nto Augustine’s 1S
also SCCMN from the employment of Matthew D where the 1S
agaın quoted. Thıs E In the cContext of Matthew 23 AaDPDPCAaTIs
three times in Augustine’s works, but only beginnıng ASs ate 4S 3962 %)

Durıng hıs ten d Ssincere Manıchee, Augustine WOU ave
een taught, and WOU ave rmly elıeved., that the comıng of Christ
in Neshly {Oorm, and therefore hrough physıca IFE Was obscene
claım, Ssiınce ıt involved the evıl desh?*) ese ardy references Isaıah

14 therefore become understandable, though the tardıness also
applıes tOo other VETISCS from Isaı1ah T herefore, ıt Can perhaps be INOTEC

accurately sa1d that, Judging by the above iindıngs, durıng the rst ten
after hıs conversion, Augustine dıd nOL fee] compelled {O defend

the physıca realıties of Christ’'s sufferings, ÖT the predicted vırgınal
Ir of the Savlour. usıng relevant eXis from Isa1ah

Another Isaı1ıahan of SOTINC understandable appeal
Augustıine, and also another problem, 1s 56 where God
promıses everlastıng Namce, apse nto obscurıty, 18 those

45) Faust A 43 -  9 Car FÜl 20, (  -  9 E, 16, 279
1$ noteworthy hat Isaı1ah 1S repeate ın cts S, 32-33, where the Ethiopian

eunuch 1$ readıng the DAsSsSagc whıle rıdıng In hıs charıot. However, thıs epısode 1S only the
subject of ONC reference: in the tiıme-per10d of thıs examınatıon, and Augustine 0€es not
there ıte the DASSarc from Isajah OC chr., (391))

46) ep. fund. S, 9; Faust. 26, 29,
47) « Ecce VIrgO concıpiet, ei parıet filıum, ei vocabunt eJus Emmanuel».
48) ort
49) Faust. 4; 23.
50) C0Oons. F 26, 41
51) Agon., 22; COM 1, 26. 41 ; Z %.
52) Manı S, AUS. $ FG i ZE L: 28, .
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eunuchs who obey hıs commandments>*). The five references thıs
ATEC Ooun OVeCeT the 394 hrough 401>°*). One 1S remınded of

Matthew 172 ıth 1ts dıstınction between those wh ave een made
eunuchs Dy INCMN and those who ave made themselves eunuchs for the
sake of the kıngdom of God Thıs recelves deal of
attention from Augustine, but agaın OVeT the SdI1Ne tiıme-span A the
pPreviOus ONE”°):

gaıln, these become important Augustine only long after
hıs CONvers1ion. They both Hirst appCar as late d 394, but nearly three-
u of them ATIC found In works of the 307 hrough 401 But
theır ardy AaPPCATANCC 1S especılally surprıisıng ıIn VIEW of Augustine’s
starkly dramatıc description of hıs struggle agaımnst SCX ıIn the eıghth
book of the Confessions, struggle which culmınates ın hıs Conversion
accordıng 1C he «sought neıther wılfe, NOT An Yy other of thıs
world hopes» (8 2 30) Thıs epochal Occurred ın 3806, yel the
Hirst few references Isaı1ah 56 and Matthew do nOTt
untıl 394, makıng lacuna of SOTINIC e1g Thıs lacuna remaıns
somethıng of en1gma revealed Dy the present investigation, but al
least 1$ consıstent ıth the ardy AaPPCATANCC of other Isa1ahan VETISCS, d

already noted
Fınally, the ubject of indıvıdual VEISCS merıtıng specıal

mentıion, 1$ Isaıah 3-. concerning the volce cryıng ın the wılderness
for the WaY of the Lord be made straıght. ave explaıned elsewhere
how Augustine has made delıberate usc of thıs DPasSsagc ın the
Confessions*®). The ruler of Oon1ıca’s dream (3 IM 19) 1S the SdadINec rule
of al upDon ; F Augustine SCCS hımself standıng after hıs
conversion (8 12 30) sıng paraphrase of Isaı1ah 3-7 he
seemiıingly CONn(Tirasts that ruler’s smooth straıghtness wıth the roug and
rooked WaYySs he has rodden before hıs CONversion © 4, In VIEW of
these consiıderations, the dıachroniıc distrıbution of Isaı1ah Aa ın
Augustine’s earlhıer wrıtings becomes atter of SOTNC interest.

53) «Haec dıcıt OMINUS spadonıbus e1s quı custodierıint praecepta 111Cca dabo
ıllıs ın OMO INCcCa el In I11UTO II1CO lo0cum nomiınatıssımum, mehorem multo filıorum
filıarum; aeternum dabo ıllıs, NC und Uuam eerıt>» 1S t{exi 15 en from
Adim .

54) Adiım C 4; 8 ausSs 14, 13 S  y vırg. 25, 25 30,
55) Adim 5 4: 23 Gal. eXD -  9 Octr. chr. 3: SR A

Faust. 22; 30, A  s conf. Z D: 30 S, 1, 8  , MOn 32 4()
CONIUS. 3, 15: ZI. 25 vırge. R 9, 9; 23 Z 30, 30; 36, 37

56) See «°‘Christus VIa In Augustine’s Confessions», Augustinian Studies (1976)
47-58, especlally 55-57, Iso «The Dreams of Monica in Augustine’s Confessions»,
Augustinian Studies (1979) 3-17 especılally 16-17
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ose VOISCS of Isaı1ah do nOoT recelve an Yy attention untiıl 400. when
they become the subject of engthy consıderations ın the De
evangelistarum 2 L2 25 hen agaın, In 401, engthy treatment 15
oun 1n Sermo 288 2-5 1r engthy treatment OCCUTS in Sermo
289, but thıs 18 only datable ASs pr10r LO 410>°°) eEse indıngs woul
indıcate that Isaıah 3 only acquıred the above personal
sıgnıfıcance for Augustine durıng the wrıting of the Confessions??).

Another possıble analysıs of Augustine’s early IN of Isaıah 1S noTl

merely hrough the repetit10us UuUsc of certaın indıvıdual VETSCS, but
through the repetition of the Sdamlle idea, In Varıous ınNeren VEeEISCS

er thıs aspectT, find SO evidence for Augustine’s earlıer
mentioned opınıon that Ambrose had suggested the readıng of Isaıah
because he prophesied preemınently about the comıng of Christ T hıs 1s
acknowledged ın Man Yy places Dy Augustıine and In varıety of VOEISCS

from Isaı1ah However, d ıll be SCCIN from the footnotes, yel agaın
these references do nOot till ate ın the per10d under consıderatıon.

Accordingly, Isaıah and 3 concerning the spırıt of G0d uDON
hıs Chosen One recelve consıderable attention®®), but what 15

remarkable, 1S hat the VeTITSCS ATC always referenced for the
spiırıtual g1 of the Holy Spirıt, wıthout alludıng tO Chosen
One®*) Therefore, these references do noTt belong LO the present topıc.
ess popular VEISCS about the Chosen One dICc Isa1ıah and 28

ogether wıth [WO VETITSCS from Isaıah
Chapter 53 of Isaıah, ıth ıts Varıous predıictions of the Messıah, 1s

referenced Man Y OCCAasS10ons by Augustıine. In fact, ıt 1S al the heart of
the ongest single quote from Isaıah, IC consısts of SOTNC LWeENTLY
verses®*). In addıtıon, Varlıous indıvıdual VEISCS from the SaJmIne engthy

57) FOor the date of thıs SCTTINON, M P- VERBRAKEN, Etudes crıtiques SUr les
authentiques de saınt ugustin (Hague, 129

58) See VERBRAKEN, C® 129
59) hat thıs occurred independently of paulıne featurıng «regula», 1S

indıcated by Augustine’s ack of interest In such Co 13, 15 Gal 16,
and Phıl durıng the per10d of 386 through 401

60) See O0Ofinote 43
61) possible clue 15 suggested examınıng the onftfext Isaıah descr1ibes the

rooft of Jesse and the Hower that wıll arıse Irom it, which Nower 15 tradıtıionally interpreted
being Jesus. Perhaps Augustine found thıs imagery be uncomfortably close the

Manıchean myth about the orı1gın of rees (nat 45 (399)) and theır doctrine of the
Jesus patabilis hangıng from iree (c AUS. 20, (397-398))

62) (OOccurrences AT respectively: AUS: 13, -  , Cal FÜ 23, 43F
63) 15 referenced in Faust. 32. A&  s whıle 15 15 found In Z

339
64) Isaıah 13 hrough 1$ quoted in CONS L 536 4 /
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OC of texi AIC tO be oun elsewhere ın Augustine’s wrıtings. Thus,
Isaı1ah 53 concerning the revelatıon embodıe ın Chosen One
1S referred [WO occasıons®>), N also 1s 53 about the
rejection Of; and contem IOr, the Savıour®°®). Verses 53 and 53 A
about the Savıour’s sılent sufferings OUT behalf, A found ın everal
places?“). Verse 53 about the Savl1our’s generatıion, 1S cıted twice®?);
ıle 53 L, concerning the Savlour’s bearıng OUT S1NS, OCCUTS

only once?®?).
The PreviOous examples g1ve extensive idea of the ımportance

Augustine of Isa1ah’’s Varlıous prophecıes about the Messıah, and
therefore substantıate the above-mentioned TeAason why Augustıine
hought hat Ambrose had suggested Isaı1ah for prebaptısmal readıng.
What ave en uncovered in the previous eiaıe
examınatıon of the diıachronic dıistrıbution of such references ıIn
Augustine’s works 1S hat almost all the rmly ate' references
from 39'/ onwards. Therefore., ıt that only about ten after
Augustine egan ser10usly studyıng Isaı1ah rom about 387) dıd he
really egn appreclatıng the preeminence of Isaıah ın prophesyıng
about the Messıah Therefore, thıs TeCAasSson which he imputes
Ambrose for suggesting the eadıng of Isaıah oe€es not SCCI1I fOo ave
een VeCILY important Augustine before 39 / galn, thıs tardıness
COMNCUIS ıth previ1ous diachronic dıistrıbutions.

er favourıte tOpICS In Augustine’s UsCc of Isa1ah ATC the faults of
chosen people, princıpally theır 1n rebelliıousness ’*), theır

hypocrısy ’*) and theır comıng punishment ’*). Yet other popular
themes Ar the W of God”>): hıs exaltatıon ‘*), hıs regard for the

65) En Ps (before and Z 33-
66) Div. 64, S  5 Z 33-
67) AUS. I2 43 5  9 cCat FÜl 20, a  5 C 16, 279

68) Faust. ZZ -  5 ONS. Z F:
69) Exp DYrOD. Rom 3734 &n
70) Is dom Q, 4, 15 Is Faust. W, 1 1 +  , Is Sa

CONS. 8 28, Is 3, diu 59, €  P C 33 C Parm. 3,
Yı IS 51 AUS.: IS r

71) Is (ın (before Faust 22, 55 -  F 14, 13
bapt j 44, 87 0-40

72) Is Z .21 CONS. x 28, Is dom 3 290
f  q Is e Ö, S  , adn Icobh (ın 17) € Parm. 2 K

73) Is MO  x Z N dim J ep. fund. 39, 45 Is
conf. 4, 16, S (see Iso O’CONNELL, arl cıt 191): Is 65 Verd rel. IA
(  c

74) Is 1 Adim 28,; AUS. 12, 48 (397- 398); 16,
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umbile’?), and hıs rewards for the obedien What 1S certamly noTt 1n
promıinence these themes 1S hat of Christ the Kıng, and the City
that he ounded In the form of the Church As observed above, thıs 15
theme that Augustine imputes Isaı1ah ıle wrıting h1is De CLVitate Dei
and presumably therefore has INOTEC do wıth thıs undertakıng than
wıth Augustine’s earher studıes of Isa1ah Last, but Dy least,

the tOpICS from Isa1ah of appeal Augustine, there 1S the interesting
and imagınatıve study by O’Conne the theme of the mothering
God in the Confessions' ').

final OVervIew of Augustine’s earlıer work Isaı1ah reveals that
he only references about half the chapters of Isaıah, ıth the favourıte
ONCS eing, in order of popularıty: the seventh (the sıgn of Immanuel);
the fifty-thırd (on the suflering and 4 (0) \ of the Servant); the sıxty-thırd
(judgement and ope and the ortie (on comfort for people)
Of those nOoTt referenced al all, the argest SaD 15 chapters 15 through 25
wıth the exi argest eing chapters 3() hrough 33 apters nOT
referenced al all total thırty-four, OI about half of the SIXLYy-SIX chapters.
Of those not referenced al all, only S1X meriıt notable reiereNcE  >) after
401 Moreover, AS SCCI above, in works before 401 Augustine 1S
partıcularly partıal LO references prophesyıng the comıng of the
Messı1ah In VIEW of thıs partıalıty, it 1S surprisıng hat in the SdI1lc time-
per10d, hapter 43 1 omıtted ıth ıts of srael’s Redeemer. ven
INOTEC amazıng 1s the Omı1ıssıon of aln y reference {O chapter contamıng
the lIınes devoted tO the Kıngly who 111 ascend the throne of
avl and establısh h1s everlastıng kıngdom ’?). One Can only speculate
hat perhaps Augustine’s texi of Isaı1ah contaıned certaın OM1SS10NS.

In conclusıon then, thıs artıcle has consıdered Varıous possıble
CaJsSsonNns for Ambrose’s suggestion of Isaıah for prebaptısma eadıngz for
the newly converted Augustine, A also fOor the atter’s claım that he
COUuU not understand that prophet. Both aspects SCCI1I O ınvolve the
continumng ıiımportance of Augustine’s Manıchean background. The

conf. ıZ 7 (  S  9 Is div 83 80, -  P Is Z 373 (397-
400):; Is Ps (ın (before Adim 18, dom 27 9,

75) Is Gal. CXD 45 4-395); vırg. 39, 40: 50, 279
76) Is 4-5 dim 37 25 (see Iso footnotes and 53): Is

Ps (ın 18) (before adn Iob (ın 39) conf. 1 E S -
77) See footnote
78) notable reference 1S ONMNC found in the scriptural index In the concludıng

volume of the Opera Omnia (see footnote
79) t'1s noteworthy that neıther of ese ast [WO merı1ts notable reference

In the works after 401
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study also consıdered Augustine’s references Isaıah from 3806 untıl
he completed the Confessions In 401 Both the dıachronıc dıstrıbution
of the references and also the VETITSCS used, revealed SUOINC interesting, ıf
enıgmatıcal, insıghts. Of princıpal interest ın the 1g of Augustine’s
Manıchean background, 1S the inıtial mınımal UuUsc of the prophets, then
gradually increased tO them ıth each passıng tiıme-span
consıdered. A% all stages, Isaıah continued be the MOST favoured
prophet, fact 1C manıfest the endurıng infÄuence of
Ambrose’s inıtial advıce the newly converted Augustine, study
that prophet Fınally, hıs SdIlNlcC topIC, examınatıon of Augustine’s
mMOSst favoured VEISCS and themes from Isaıah, substantıates the
important [CAaSOIl he later mputed Ambrose for that inıtiıal
suggestion. In TOAQA| he Sa  - that TCason dASs consısting In the fact
that Isaıah prophesıied In pre-emıinent INanneTr about the comıng of
Christ
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