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AUGUSTINF’S
CONFESSIONS XII CONS

Augustine devotes [WO [070] of hıs Confessions {O the explanatıon
of the rst of (Cenesı1s. Book X I eais wıth the expression In
DFINCIPILO, Book X11 wıth caelum el lerram 1S evıdent hat these words
about the beginnıing of thıngs fascınated hım greatiy And he Was nNOTL
the Airst Christian hınker who Ooccupled hımself ıth them The
question of the orıgın of the world, that central problem of the Te6
phılosophy, had een discussed Dy all maJor Christian ınkers before
hım (and earher than them by 110 of Alexandrıa). The meditations ıIn
Conf. CL INd Yy be consıdered Aas comprehensıve SULPVCY ÖL these
discussı1ons, whiıch the bıshop of 1pPpPO hıs OW VIEWS the
subject.

TIhe obvıous of the words “God created heaven and earth‘’ 1S.
of COUTSC, that God created the otalıty of the 1sıble WOTr ‘heaven)’,
the hıghest element, and ;earth.. the lowest, embrace, speak, the
otalıty of the 1ısıble creatiıon. But Was the ısıble world the only ıng
hat Was created? Was there nOTt spırıtual world, to0o0? And Was that
perhaps indıcated by ‘heaven’? Moreover, when the earth Was saıd
be “invısıble and wıthout Order..; Was that perhaps indıcatıon of
formless matter, that central dea ın TE phılosophy? And, In the
1g of the dıistinction between matier and form introduced by
Neoplatonist hought also ın the spırıtual WwOor SOr ıt be the CAasc

that the dea of spırıtual matter Was be ocated ın the darkness above
the abyss of Gien Z All these speculatıons ATC reilecte ıIn book X II
of Augustine’s Confessions. Particularly the Plotinian distinction
between spiırıtual alier and form appealed LO hım when the mınd 1S
turned AaWdAY from the Öne, it 1S formless; ıt becomes formed Dy turnıng
ıtself the One (ExOtpOON). Translated nto Augustine’s thıs

that, aAs long Aas the spirıtual 1s nOTL turned ıts crea{tor,
ıts ıfe 1S formless, but Dy turnıng iıtself hım, it recCelves form and

ıts perfection (eL. De Genesi ad litteram B tenebrosam
abyssum intellegamus NnNaALuram vıtlae informem, ALSI CO ad
creatlorem, QUO solo modo formarıi potest)



906 ıR VA  Z INDEN

The T  u of Confessions 11

Confessions X I1 consısts of three maın chs 1-13, In } 18n
Augustine g1ves hıs OW interpretation of ‘heaven and Caftlt : chs 14-
25 In IC he eals wıth hıs opponents in relatıon hıs
interpretation and SUTM1S the dıfferent OPIN1ONS 1Cc they putL
forward; he also draws the lımıts wıthın IC acceptable
interpretation should MOVC, final part In 10 HE: Inter alia, brings
the opınıons of hıs Opponents C he consıders acceptable and hıs
OW VIEW together.

ad The ‘heaven)’ about which Gen speaks, Augustine
afırms. 1S noTl the heaven, the firmament, 1C SCC ıth OUT CYCS,
but the caelum caeli of u salm 105, 16 speaks: caelum caeli
domino, lerram filiis hominum. That the heaven of
Gen 1S spırıtual realıty, spırıtual creation, 1C Augustine
indıcates by ser1es of caelum intellectuale, caelum intellegibile
spiritualis vel intellectualis sapıentia, domus del, eic

In 953 Pepin publıshed famous artıcle thıs concept of the
caelum caeli, entiıtlie “Recherches SUuT le SCHS el les orıgınes de
l’expression caelum caelı ans le lıvre e des Confessions de
ugustin’ *). Wıth regard the of thıs expression he the
conclusıon hat it indıcates the spırıtual creation IN its formless He
admıts that SOTINC ıIn book XII SCCINN poımnt ıIn another dırection,
but clear statement In the second chapter of Conf. 111 compels hım

take thıs posıtıon. Augustine’s In Conf. XII 1S, In hıs VIEW,
far from iıdeal, A AaDDCAIS from hıs conclusıon: « Voıla T ex E JUuUC les
Confessions proposent de caelum el de caelum caeli, qu on essaye
de la systematıser partır d’elements epars, parfo1s contradıctoires,
exprimes AVCC plus de yrısme JUC de clarte» 204)

I wenty later, ıIn the Festschrift Waszink *), contested thıs
opınıon and eCierKie the VIEW that, accordıng Augustine, the
‘heaven and earth‘’ of Gen indıcated the formed spırıtual creation

the OIMC hand and the formless corporeal matier the other:
other words, ‘heaven and earth’ indicate the extremıiıties of the created

Archivum Latiniıtatis Medhii Aevi 23 (1953) 185-274:;
Romanıitas el Christianitas, ed: den Boer i  = Amsterdam-London, or

oll Publ Comp.,
1 » CS 378-380

9773 « Ihe Early Chrıstian Exegesı1s of ‘Heaven and Earth’ In Gen
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wor embraced Dy the hıghest spırıtual and the lowest corporeal
creature, OT, CAÄDICS 1t ıth Augustine’s OW words: duo quaedam,
UNHNUM od) alterum NL GUO super10r

alterum, QUO inferius NL on X4} 36 end), and, ın CVCNMN

clearer er duo haec, DrimItus formatum el peniıtus informe
on XII 13)

In 9077 Pepın re-edıte the above mentioned artıcle, ogether wıth
SOIMNC other studies philosophıc themes ın Augustine ©). In the
introduction tO thıs collection he took the opportunıty ANSWECT hıs
cr1tics. Concerning the nature of caelum caeli he stuck hıs earlıer
Oopınıon, VIZ that In Conf. Xx I1 Augustine interprets the ‘heaven’ and
c  earth’ of Gen 4S representing the spırıtual and corporeal matiter
and thus understands caelum caeli AdSs the spırıtual ın Its
formless He knew quıte ell hat thıs interpretation had several
inconvenıent aspects: a) there ATC statements in Augustine’su
whiıch SCCIN contradıct thıs VIEW (Pepın speaks of <un gauchissement
ans l’attıtude d’Augustin», ‘Recherches’, 199); thıs opınıon
ADPCATIS be ONC of those ascr1ıbed hıs opponents «1 Compte
SIOS quatre interpretations defendables, Comprenant d’ailleurs Ce
GUE l’on plus haut DOUF la sıenNeE: Ibid., 202., cf. also 203,

4); Q) he also admıts that the amnle caelum caeli fits better wıth
formed nalture, and adds hat sometiımes ugustın o€es indıcate the
formed spırıtual nature Dy hat term 201:; he cıtes onf. 11} d

texti 16 ıll be discussed below); but notwıthstandıng all that he
continues maıntaın that ın Augustine’s VIEW caelum caeli should be
understood d the spiırıtual creatiıon In ıts formless state

Ihe deepest [CasOnN for hıs uncomfortable posıtıon lıes, ıf nNnOTL

miıstaken, in the fact hat epın 0€Ss not SCC how the followıng LWO
theses Ala compatıble: (a) iın the spirıtual creation Augustine discerns
[WO phases, formless and formed ONC, ın other words the spırıtual
creatiıon has hylemorphic structure; and (b) Augustine interprets
‘heaven’ and °“earth’ ın Gen 4S °the formed spırıtual creatiıon’ and
°the formless corporeal creati1on). NOW ıt 1S evident that Augustine takes
the posıtıon sub (a) Pepıin 1t agaın and agaıln: «qul faıt

«ExX Platonicorum DerSONAa». Etudes SUur les lectures philosophiques de Saınt
Augustin, Amsterdam, Hakkert, 977 In hIs MOStT recent COMMEeNnNT Confessions Xx I1
Confessioni di gostino Hippona. Lectio Augustinı. Settimama agostin]1ana Pavese,
Fdızıonı Augustinus, Palermo, 1987, 6/7-95 "Le [ ıvre y e)| des Confessions exegese
confession’). Pepın leaves the present problem asıde 67) OSse wh: wonder NOW the
exegesI1s of thıs 1DI1Ca tex{i fits into hıs ‘Confessions’ 111 find ANSWEI In thıs artıcle.
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claırement etat de CUX stades ans l’histoire de Ia creature spiırıtuelle»
(“Recherches’, 200); «La creature spirıtuelle est suscept1ible une
double reondition» (ibid.):; etaıt suscept1ible de CUX etats, ’un
informe. l’autre forme» 201); «SITUCLUTrE hylemorphique»
1 202) Ihus he has reject the posıtıon under (b) and acceptL
the problems 4C thıs ea In IN Y Previ1Ous artıcle stated that
these [WO theses ATIC nOT iırreconcılable, but IM Y VIEW Was insufficıently
elaborated and probably for that 1CAason faıled CONVINCE.

ere S, submıt, possıbılıty f explaiınıng Augustine’s i  u
ın such MannerTr that there 1S question of contradıction, nNOL CVCN of
InconsistenCcy. One 1S thus obliged take hıs explanatıon in Conf. XII
chs 1-13 al face value and ASSUTNC that he understands caelum caeli
A °the spirıtual Creatu IN IES formed state‘’ (CT. DrimItus formatum,
mentioned above) We NO follow rst hısu ıIn chs

ad E discussıng ıth IR imagınary opponents the opınıon
eEIENGE: in chs 1-13, Augustinus Duts the followıng words in theır
mouth QUAMVIS Verdqd SInt haec, NO duo oyses intuebatur,
CUM revelante SDIFLEU diceret: INn DFINCIDLO fecit CeUS caelum el ferram

on X11 17/) Thus the opponents concede that what Augustine 5Sdy>d
1S nOT untrue, but they claım that Moses dıd NnOT 111CcCall °  these twWwOo And
what he DYy e  those tWO Augustine explaıns ın the followıng
WOords: AON caeli NOMINeE spiritualem vel intellectualem am cCreaturam

SEMDET faciem dei contemplantem sienifcaVvit, Nec ferrae nNOomMINe
informem materıam Ihus Augustine explıicıtly states that In chs 124
he eiende the thesıs that ‘heaven'’ In (Gien °that spırıtual OT

intellectua creatiıon 1C always beholds the face of God’ NOow thıs 18
other WaY of statıng that heaven indıcates the spırıtual IN ItSs

formed S  E} S1INnCe the spırıtual nature 1S formed precısely Dy its
conversion PE contemplatıon of) G0d

Havıng formulated hıs OW opınıon ONCC agaın In thıs WAaVY,
Augustine SUMNS the interpretations of hıs opponents (ch 17)
oug he oe€es nOoT endorse them. he O€es noTt regard them d

iımpossıble.
ere 1s Nrst the opınıon of those who understand "heaven and

earth'’ d indıcatıng the otalıty of the visıble world “CG0d created
heaven and earth‘’ “God created the ole ısıble world’ (totum
IStum visıhilem mundum) Thıs 1S sımple, ‘unphılosophical' interpreta-
tıon, whereby the {exi of Gen becomes kınd of tıtle OT headıng,
ın 1C the CONtLients of the followıing chapter 1S shortly iındıcated
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(universaliter el hreviter significare voluit). efe then ollows
enumeratıon of the possıble ‘phılosophıcal' interpretations: ‘heaven and
earth‘’ indıcate either the ısıble creation only OT the 1sıble (corporal)
and the invısıble (spiırıtua creation; in both there Z agaıln [WO

possıbılıties: ‘heaven and earth’ indıcate the creatiıon concerned eıther
in ıts formed OT in ıts formless sSTate

For OUT DUrDOSC the ast possıbılıty demands attention: ‘heaven
and earth’ indıicate the ısıble and the iınvısıble (spirıtua CIeEALU both
In theır formless Accordıing epin. thıs Oopınıon, ascr1bed the
opponents here. WOU coilncıde wıth Augustine’s OW VIEW ın ch eı  >
However, thıs 1S in Nagrant contradıction wıth Augustine’s words al the
beginnıng of ch 7 quoted above (*’not those two’‘) If ONC AdSSUTNCS that
Augustine opte for posıtıon 1C 1S dıfferent {rom those of hıs
opponents, VIZ that ‘heaven‘’ the spiırıtual GCcreagiurte ın ıts formed

and °earth’ the corporal ın 1ts formless sta the
argumen becomes consıstent. IThe 1T part of Conf: X II ıll confirm
thıs VIEW.

ad In ON hapter of thıs fina! part (ch 28) Augustine o1VveES
SUTVCY of the possıble interpretations of (jenesıs In thıs SUFVCY the
followıng DAasSsSapc 1S important for OUT DUrDOSC. que IN e1S, qul
intellegunt IN DFINCIDILO, quod IN sapıentia fecit caelum el lerram, alius

LDSUM caelum el terram, creabilem materiam caeli el ferrae, IW 7E
PSSECe credit cognominatam, alius 1AM formatas distinctasque NALUFrAS, alius
UNAM formatam eandemque spiritalem caeli nNOoMmMINe, aliam informem
corporalis mater1ae flerrae nomıiıne. The latter opınıon 1S evıdently the
ONe eiende: Dy Augustine himself in the rst part Of Conf. Xx II It 1S
worthwhiıle observe that ın De (Jenesi ad lit ONeC finds sımılar
SUTVCY of poss1ıble opınıons wıth regard the interpretations f Gen
1 there, LOO, he rst SUMS the interpretations ascribed the
opponents ın Conf. 3G14 K (De Gen ad lit 1, and then continues A

ollows An caelum intellegendum est spiritualis, ab 2 X0Ordio

QUO facta est perfecta el heata SECEMPET, VerQ0 corporalis
Here, LOO, ON«C finds the formedmateries UC imperfecta

spirıtual pul together ıth the formless corporeal. Af an Yy rate

ıt Must be clear that Augustine’s argumen iın Conf: y @8! 1S consıstent.
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What. cChen. about Confessions

As Was saıd above, epın Was of the fact that hıs
interpretation compelled hım ascrıbe {O Augustıine SOTNNC Ser10us
inconsistencıies, but felt he COUuU not avOo1d thıs, because Conf. I11
dıd nOoTL admıt another solution. ere Augustine SaVYS Ouid
Merueruntl spiritalis corporalisque naturaqa, QUAS fecisti INn saptentia
[UG, ul nde penderent etiam inchoata el informia GUAEGQUE IN
DEr e SUu spiritali vel corporali euntia INn iummoderationem el IN
longinquam dissimilutidinem ANLSI Der dem verbum revocarentur ad
unıtatem [UAM ef formarentur. TOM thıs texti it 15 clear that In the
spirıtual creation there AIC [WO phases, formless and formed ONGC, In
other words, that the spirıtual creatures ave hylemorphıc StIrucCtLure

wıth Pepıin ıIn thıs respectT. But the other hand ıt 15 evident hat
ın the whole u  n of Conf. y< 8| Augustine understands ‘heaven)’ In
Gen AS "spiırıtual ure IN IES formed state‘. How do these {[WO
theses M together?

1ın hat Augustine’s interpretation coul be paraphrase d
ollows C created heaven and earth» God created all that
has eing, from the hıghest spirıtual creatures In theır formed RT
caelum caeli) LO the lowest corporeal creatiıon terra). hıs statement
1S, speak, the tıtle OT headıng above the creation STOTY, 1C then
begıns d ollows C4 earth Was invıisıble and wıthout order and
darkness Was above the abyss». Thıs In both the corporeal and
the spiırıtual creation (INE dıscerns formless phase ıt 0o€es nOot INCcCan
that there Was time In 1Cc thıs formless sıtuation existed, but ıt 1S
rather reference the hylemorphic structure of the ole creation.

Thıs interpretation 1S confirmed Dy another texti of Conf. A,
where Augustine Sa YyYS el multa diximus de caelo caeli el de
Invistbilı el InCOmMposita el de abysso tenebrosa secundum spiritalis
informitatis vagabunda deliquia, ALSI cConverlteretur ad EU. GQUO eral

qualiscumque Vita, el inluminatione fıeret SDECLOSA Vita, ul caelum
raeli Here ONMNC finds the [WO clearly DutL together: the dark
abyss 4S the spiırıtual formlessness and caelum caeli A the ıfe of the
mınd turned {O God, 1C 1$ the spiırıtual ure ın ıts formed state
(One should notıice that the formless spiırıtual creatiıon hbecomes raelum
caelti: ONC finds the SAadInNe dea in Conf. X II hoc M, quod caelum
el appellatum esl, adhuc informis el tenehrosa mMater1ıies eral, unde
fieret caelum intellegibile, quod alıhi dicitur caelum caeli. Wıth regard
LO onf. 111 S, quoted Just NO epin stated hat Augustine
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sometimes indıcated the formed spırıtual creation Dy thıs term In M Y
VIEW, thıs ‘somet1imes’ 15 Out of place Caelum raeli always refers the
spirıtual creation in ıts formed Hence ıt Was called, AS Was

mentioned above., ’nearest G0od rope fe) and “nrst formed’
(primitus formatum). Was also called (created) sapientia‘ on XII
l5) How COUuU the mınd in 1ts formless L.e eing turned AWAaVY
from God, be saıd be wıse’?

Therefore, ONEe cannot but conclude that
the spırıtual ur indıicated Dy caelum caeli has hylemorphıc

structure; but the Namnec caelum raeli 15 only applıcable {O that
ıIn ıts formed

Augustine’suin Conf. X4 15 consıstent. In cshow that thıs 1S
indeed the Casec Wds the maın PUrpDOSC of thıs SMa contrıbution. For tO

ıt Was inconce1l1vable hat hıs subject-matter1 he
discussed Man Y times and 10 obviously fascınated hım much,
COUuU ave een ser10usly inconsıstent.

Leiıden acobus VAN WINDEN


