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The feast of Chrıstmas Was but ONC day old In the VCar 418 when
Pope Zosimus (whose Tractoria 1issued everal months prevıiously had
officially condemned the Pelagıan movement) departed thıs 1ıfe and Was
buriıed day later. MmMoOst lıkely in the basılıca of St Lawrence the M1
burtine Way. The mMOSst immediate legacy bequeathed the Roman Church
wıth hıs (1 however, Was schısm. Whether OT nOT thıs divisıon wıthın
the clergy f Rome Was immedıate result of the late pope’s MaNagC-
ment of the Pelagıan affaır 1S question O G1 BA certaın 1s
eadıly avaılable Nonetheless, it 18 poımt worth queryıng, and be
examıned In due COUTSC The facts that the [WO contenders for the
vacan See weTe ulal1us (who enjoyed the support of the Strong College
of Roman deacons) and Boniface, the eventual VICtor. The er Pontifi-

“Qul et1am sepultus est Vıa Tıburtina, 1uxta beatı Laurent1 martyrıs, VII kal
lanuar." JUCHESNE, Le Lihber Pontificalis 1L, Parıs, 18506, Z23*) Duchesne NOTES that
there had een SOTINEC discussıon In the er part of the nıneteeth LUry the ECXAC
burial] place of thıs PODC, whether he Wäas entombe: wıthın close Drox1imı1ty the body of
the In ordınary catacomb. Was Duchesne’s fınal Op1nıo0n, ase: certaın
archaeological evidence, that the ate DODEC Was interred in the basılıca itself and NOL iın
SOMNMNE obscure catacomb 226) Duchesne Iso nNOTtES that wıth Osımus’ encoOounter
the first tıme that papal date of urıa 1S NOL recorded in the Hıeronymiıan m  TOLOSY,

fact which he fınds rather astonıshıng. Although the December marked the feast of
Sts John and James, it Was hardly unusual ofte such sıgnıfıcan even! ın the church’s
hiıstory the passıng of Roman bıshop, and therefore PTFeSUMECS overs1ight. Given St
Jerome’s rather feelings the recent proceedings al Rome (assumıng hım be
the actual author of the martyrology 1C 15 nNnOT beyond dıspute), and Caelestius’ short-
lıved Victory there before thıs POPC, it 1S perhaps nOTt quıte surprising Duchesne
miıght thınk The author of the Lihber be indıcatıng that the burıial OcCccurred the
eventh kalends of January (26 December) 418 which Was actually the date of Zosıimus’
death. In fact he Wäas buried the sixth kalends (December 27 the Salllec day which
Eulalius Was elected DODC In Rome ımmediately followıing the papal funeral rıtes
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calıis though of later date desecr1ibes the Contest between them thusly
llHe and ulalıus weTe ordaıned rıvalry the Samec day and the clergy

Now ulalıus Was ordaıned theWeTC 1vıded months 15 days
Constantınıan Basılıca whereas Boniface Was ordaıned that of Julıus On
hearıng thıs the CMPCIOI Valentinian JL then resıdıng at Ravenna, eported
1t the kmperor Honor1ius residence at 1ı1lan The [WO sent
warrant ordering that both iInen cshould leave the Clty" 3

ulalıus had been archdeacon Rome durıng the f ZOosımus
Whatever hıs favour had een ıth the late ponti{f. he and hıis d}
parently wasted ıme placıng hım Peter alr havıng proceeded

h1is election iımmediately from the uneral The FCasÖOll for such
apparently Indecorous haste however INaYy ave been rooted SOMINEC of
Zosımus unresolved dıfficulties wıth regar the presbyters Öf Rome
Pıetr1 eels that /Z0osımus and the priests of the CILYy had been al odds wıth
ONC another though cConcrete fOor the CoOontfention 15 yel
forthcomıng e1Ir motivatıon MaYy ave been as sımple 4S perception
of ulalıus assoc1alıng hım wıth the establıshe'l and centralızed of
the increasıngly influential Roman In the end the archdeacon
electiıon Was hardly CONVINCINS Although perhaps theoretically better
placed wıthın the old papa. '  OusehOoO  " aSSUMeC thep he gleaned
the ‚upport of but deacons and SUILLC three prıests assoc1lated wıth
theır number

Hıs contender Boniface member of Jerical amıly, hıs
father locundus havıng een eadıng pres  er urıng the of Pope
nnocent Indeed that DODC had employe: locundus ASs hıs CI-

Duchesne claıms that the Liber ates TOM the early sıxth TUTrYy In 1fs earlıest
form anuscr1pt TOmM Verona clearly indıcates date TOM about N Ihe problem
ıth thıs manuscr1ıpt however that only the ending extiant and it nNOT possıble

tell 8 ıt actually identical ıth the Liher 17 has (0)881= own through hIStOrY. The
Verona manuscrı1pt, fact, begıns ıth the f Anastasıus IL, post-dating OUT per10d
of nterest DYy half CEeNtUrY. Ftude SUur le Liber Pontificalis, Parıs, 1877,

24.)
"Hıc sub intentione CUu Kulalıo ordınatur unÖO die el funt dissens10 clero MenNns

VII KEulalıus erIO ordınatur ı basılıca Constantıinıiana, Bonifatıus autem basılıca
lulıae em tempore audıens hOoc Placıdıa Augusta CUIN fılı0 Suo Valentiniano Augusto
dum sederent Ravenna etulıt ONOTIO Augusto Mediolano sedent! Eodem tempore mbo
Augustı auctorıtate hoc praeceperunt ut mbo exırent C1vıtate (DUCHESNE OM

Eng Tan:! A The o0k of Pontiffs, Liverpool, 1989, 33}
PIETRI, Roma Christiana. Recherches SUr Eglise de Rome, SON Organısatıon,

politique, SOn ideologie de Miltiade Sıxte II (511-440) (Bıblıotheque de 1’Ecole
francaise Athenes ef de Rome 224), Kome-Parıs, 1976, 456

Exemplum relationis Symmachı praef. urb ad Honorem PFINnCIDEM Rauennae
CONSLLIULUM, oll vel 145 SEL 35 J 60.1
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al iımportant M1SS10Ns LO the at Constantinople.® Iso urıng In
nocent’s reign Boniface had hımself served papa the ourt of
Constantinople’. It WOUuU SCCETIN lıkely, OWwIng his M1SS10NS, that he had
spen lıttle time in the papa. COUrTt itself, and Was probably not closely
assoc1ated wıth the dec1is1ons of hıs predecessor. On the day after ulalıus
election, December 280 the maJorıty of presbyters, numberıng SEVENTY INCNH,
and number of the alty assembled In the church of e0oOdora and
Jlected Boniface in opposıtıon the actıon of the college of deacons. On
unday.,. December 29 both 1991581 WeTe consecrated "bıshop of Rome  "
ulalıus in the Constantıiınıan Basılıca, and Boniface 1n the church of ST
arcellus Dy less than iıne DIShops

Whatever the effect of the Pelagıan CONLTOVErSY the Outcome of
thıs election, it WOU AaDDCAaI from Augustine hat partısans of the recently
condemned "heretics" had indeed perce1ved the schısm A4s Jjudgmen uDON
the Church of Rome for 1ts "prevarıcatıon" under Pope Zosimus © The late
DODC and h1s clergy, who MaY have regrettably acted Ouft of force and fear
wıth regar the elagıans, COU not be acquıtted easıly of theır
reachery agaınst the truth, elleve ulıan of Aeclanum, and the confusıon
i Oll0owWwe: the i1spute papa. ote Was but the punıshment of G0od for
theır offences.?

On the day of the double papa. consecrations, the prefect of Rome.
mmachus the Younger, ” sent ‚DOrt fo the Ekmperor Honor1ius
howıing definıte favour toward Eulalius. * Given the atter ’s posıtıon ın

J.N. The Oxford Dictionary of the Popes, Oxford, 1986,
AQBOVTEG deseribed by PALLADIUS, Dial

AUGUSTINE, Tul. .37 4 9 542; cf. ISO PLINVAL, Pelage, SES ecrits,
VIEe ef reforme. Etude d ’histoire litteraire el religieuse, Lausanne, 1943, 341

"Quale est autem, quod beatae memorıl1ae Zosımum Apostolicae Sedis ep1sScCopum, ut
ın {ua pravıtate persıstas, praevarıcat1on1s accusas” Quı NON recessıt SUO PIACCCSSOTC
Innocenti0o, QJUECIHM nomınare tiımulstı; sed mahluıstı Zosımum, qula egıt primıtus len1ıus
CUm Coelestio: quon1am in hıs sens1ıbus vestris SI quı1d dıspliceret, aratu: SSC dixerat
COr1g1, et Innocenti11 ıtterıs CONSCHNSUTUMI SSC promıiserat. Memento Sanlec quemadmodum
de constituendo epISCODO dissensionem populı Romanı insultabundus objectas."
( AUGUSTINE, JTul. 6, 37-38, 4 C 842.)

Aurelius NICIUS Symmachus, dıstant relatıon the powertul Anıcı1 famıly, Was
Prefect J8 the cıty of Rome TOmM- assumıng that office only [WO days before the
eal of Pope Z osimus. He 1$ the author of several] etters in the Collectio Avellana, all
dealıng ıth the dısputed papal electiıon of Christmastıde 418, those being EpDp. 14, 1 $
» 2 5} and Martıindale CXDTCSSCS uncertaınty about the poss1bility of
his embracıng Christianıty. (J.R RTINDALE, The Prosopography of the Later Roman
Empire 15 Cambrıidge, 1980, 1043-44.)

PIETRI, 453; ARDY, Boniface In Dictionnaire d’histoire el de geographie
ecclesiastiques 9’ Parıs, 1937, e 8o5
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the Roman establıshment durıng the rei1gn of Pope Zosimus. it IS perhaps
not surprisıng hat he should ave n]oyed the Support of powerful fgures
ıke Symmachus and others who represented the estahlıshment of the CItY.
Of COUTSC, there 1S WAaY, other than by inference, determıne the
partıcular Ccasons for the Ssupport 1Cc certaın members of the Roman
arıstocracy provıded the archdeacon. What 0€eSs become clear 1s that the
Roman church, ıIn order resolve the CY1SIS, had DaYy certaın price ın
terms of power-sharıng tO AaSSUTC arıstocratic Support Was ımper1al
W and 0CCa authorıty W.  IC ın the end, intervened Mng about the

of the Church again. “ The resolution of the schısm., therefore, also
hıghlıght the fact that disagreement wıthin the Roman church

NO involved the ole SsOoc1ety of Rome., and that soclety Was already
quıte fractured.

ırst, Honori1us continued Support ulalıus, evidenced 1n
the followıing rescr1pt sent by the Emperor mmachus January
419

"Therefore Our ublımı cshould know by OUT lemency present authorıty
that OUT wısh and interest agree 1ın respect ulalıus bıshop of the
sacred law, whom competent number of ordaıners, the CUSTOMArY
procedure of legıtımate time and place, the character of ıghtly venerated
Namec have conferred the hıghest honour. Moreover, SIncCe ıf 1S agreed that all
thıngs have been ackıng Boniface, deem that OUrT dec1isıon has been
awaıted unnecessarıl y, because those who had presumed SCCIH have
condemned theır O W ordaıned bıshops DYy presentatıon of theır PIayCIS,
Accordingly, Dy absolute command ordaın that, when the extraordınary
audacıty has been dıspelled and interdicted, Boniface orthwiıth should be
debarred from the CILY. It l be dısplay of modesty hıs fOr hım,
accommodatıng iımself eavenly instituti1ons, epaı voluntarıly; but

13order hım be xpelled, if LOO ornly resisting and unwillıng

K3 As Piıetrı1 observes, A DOUVOIF imperl1al, apres quelques hesıitations, dırıge VOC

SCS 101s el polıce l’offensive conftre I’heresıie eft le paganısme, ma1ls DOUTF imposer plus
efficacement SOM autorıte centralısatrıce l’episcopat trouve appul, des la fın du IVe S1e-
cle, des puissants zelantı ef de pleuX cenacles. Un <iecle plus tard, dans la Rome definit1i-
vement CONquUISE la fO1 nouvelle, la noblesse entend faıre collaboratıon 1’0oeu-
VIC chretienne alsant plıer SOUS SON controle |’autorıte pontificale.” (PIETRI, 460)

ı 3 "C'‘onueniıre CT ZO Oofum el studıium NOostrum CIrca Eulalıum SaCTAaC leg1s antıstiıtem
sublımıtas tua clementi1ae nOsiIrae auctorıtate praesent] cCognoscatl, CUul cCompetens NUIMNETUS

ordınatum, leg1ıtimı sollemniıtas temporıs locıque qualıtas recte uenerandı nOmI1nN1s apıcem
contulerunt. Cum autem Bonifatıo .ONnstiet Omn1a defu1sse, superflue expectatam sentfen-
t1am nOsStram SSCnCU factum SUUTI ep1scopum, quı praesumpserant, ammot1ıs
damnasse prec1bus uldeantur. Absoluta ıtaque decernıimus 1uss1ıoNe extraordınarıa pPrac-
sumptione SUumMmM OTa Bonitfatiıum interdicta contestim rtbe prohıber1: rıt uerecundıae e1us,
ut SEICNS caelestibus constitutis sponte dıscedat:; pertinac1us resistentem inu1tum
praec1pımus expellı.” (Exemplum SUCFUATUM litterarum, 'oll. vel 15,5-4, SEL 3 E
®  % Eng Tans. 1n LEMAN-NORTON, Roman State and Christian Church.
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It 1S not clear hOow well-ınformed the Emperor had een concerning the
election and ordınatıon. OuUg. figures Aarc mentioned, he
unNnawWware of the fact hat Boniface appeared to en]Ooy greater popular
SUppOTT, both aln ONS the clergy and the laıty of Rome. Hıs CONCETN aAaDDCAars

ave been primarıly the maıntenance of and 00d order,
consıdering the atter merely question of ıllegıtımate yel ambıti1ous
Darty claımıng W: 1C ıt dıd nOot truly deserve.'*

In keeping ıth the imper1a]l order, Bonitace eft the CILY, but
remaıned the outskırts, poss1bly 1n the VICINITY of St Felicıty’s cCemetery

the Vıa Salaria. ® Had ıt nNnOL been for the fact that Boniface’s partısans
petitioned Ravenna fOr redress of the gri1evances almost iımmediately, the
matter WOULU. MOST certamly ave opped As it WAaSs, however, SOTINE

SeventYy presbyters appeale Honorius reconsıder the matter. Pıetr1
eels that the petıtıon itself smacks of presbyter1anısm, over-emphasısıng
the role of the priests in papa. elect10ns, and asserting that the dıvine
udgment 1S be Oun in the poll of theır number. !® Honorıius must
ave een persuaded Dy theıir appeal for second rescrıpt W as sent fo
Symmachus January 15 statıng:

"Your iıllustmous and exalted Grandeur, after al] pPrev10us decrees have been
suspended and wıth interım prejudgment arranged, DYy the authorıty of the
present rescr1pt, SUINIMNON wıth sultable UISCHNCY both moOst rel1g10us MCN,
that 15 Roniface and ulalıus, that before February hey should nOT elay
expedite theır al the CIty of the Ravennates wıth all who AIC

performers of each ordınatıon BYy OUuT Serenity’s wrntings Afec

summonıng also irom dıfferent provinces sultable number of bıshops, that
the discussion of VE INnan DETISONS ın OUrTr May put end the
atter 1C has been brought nto Ou 17

Collection of Legal Documents 5333 25 London, 1966. 587.)
14 PIETRI, 459
15 "Quı1 pulsı ex1issent, habıtavıt Bonifatıus in cymıiter10 Sanciae Felhıicıtatis

martyrıs, vıa Salarıa, FEulalıus VCTITO in Cıvıtate Antıo, ad Sanctum Hermen.” (DUCHESNE,
Liber Pontificalis, 224 Ihe expulsıon of Eulalıus aDPCAIS be contlated here ıth
that of Boniface, when in fact it WAas NOT untiıl after unsuccessful attempt resolve the
sch1sm ın February that the CINDCIOF ordered both remaın outsıde of the Cıty
for the duratıon of Ekaster. The fact that Boniface built OTratory in honour of the saınt,
and Was Minally burıed ere all contrıibute the lIıkelihood that it Was ere that he took
refuge urıng hıs ex1ıle. (HH C fecıt In cymiter10 sanctae Felıcıtatıs, 1uxta u e1us, ei
Ornavıt sepulchrum sanctiae martyrıs Felıcıtatis et sanctı SılvanıPOPE BONIFACE I AND THE PELAGIAN CONTROVERSY  265  It is not clear how well-informed the Emperor had been concerning the  election and ordination. Although no figures are mentioned, he seems  unaware of the fact that Boniface appeared to enjoy greater popular  support, both among the clergy and the laity of Rome. His concern appears  to have been primarily the maintenance of peace and good order,  considering the matter merely a question of an illegitimate yet ambitious  party claiming power which it did not truly deserve.'*  In keeping with the imperial order, Boniface left the city, but  remained on the outskirts, possibly in the vicinity of St Felicity’s cemetery  on the Via Salaria.'” Had it not been for the fact that Boniface’s partisans  petitioned Ravenna for redress of the grievances almost immediately, the  matter would most certainly have dropped. As it was, however, some  seventy presbyters appealed to Honorius to reconsider the matter. Pietri  feels that the petition itself smacks of presbyterianism, over-emphasising  the role of the priests in papal elections, and asserting that the divine  judgment is to be found in the poll of their number.'* Honorius must  have been persuaded by their appeal for a second rescript was sent to  Symmachus on January 15 stating:  "Your illustrious and exalted Grandeur, after all previous decrees have been  suspended and with no interim prejudgment arranged, by the authority of the  present rescript, shall summon with suitable urgency both most religious men,  that is Boniface and Eulalius, that before 8 February they should not delay to  expedite their presence at the city of the Ravennates - with all who are  performers of each ordination  By our Serenity’s writings we are  summoning also from different: provinces a suitable number of bishops, that  the discussion of very many persons in our presence may put an end to the  matter which has been brought into doubt  n 17  .  Collection of Legal Documents to A.D. 535, 2, London, 1966, p. 587.)  C PIETRLOP. 459  » "Qui cum pulsi exissent, habitavit Bonifatius in cymiterio sanctae Felicitatis  martyris, via Salaria, Eulalius vero in civitate Antio, ad sanctum Hermen." (DUCHESNE,  Liber Pontificalis, p. 227.) The expulsion of Eulalius appears to be conflated here with  that of Boniface, when in fact it was not until after an unsuccessful attempt to resolve the  schism in February that the emperor ordered both contestants to remain outside of the city  for the duration of Easter. The fact that Boniface built an oratory in honour of the saint,  and was finally buried there all contribute to the likelihood that it was there that he took  refuge during his exile. ("Hic fecit in cymiterio sanctae Felicitatis, iuxta corpus eius, et  ornavit sepulchrum sanctae martyris Felicitatis et sancti Silvani ... Qui etiam sepultus est  via Salaria, iuxta corpus sanctae Felicitatis martyris, vii Kal. Novemb." DUCHESNE, pp.  227428)  16 PIETRL, -p. 456.  \7 “Ob quam rem illustris et praecelsa magnitudo tua suspensis omnibus, quae superius  sunt decreta, nullique hoc est Bonifatium et Eulalium religiossimos uiros instantia digna  conueniet, ut intra diem sextum Iduum Februariarum Rauennatum ciuitatem praesentiamQuı et1am sepultus est
vıa Salarıa, iuxta u sanctae Felıcıtatıs martyrıs, V11 Kal Novemb.”n
227-28.)

PIETRI, 456
| / “"6J)D quUam TE Ilustrıs el praecelsa magnıtudo tua suspens1s OmMn1DuUS, Qqua«C super1us

SuUunt decreta, nullique hoc est Bonifatium ei Eulalıum rel1g10ss1mos ulros instantıia dıgna
conuenıet, ut intra 1em sextum Iduum Februarıarum Rauennatum Ciu1tatem praesentiam
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The Roman presbyters had claımed, probably quıte accurately, that
Symmachus had nOot een ımpartıal in reporting the sıtuatiıon Ravenna.

in redress the sıtuatı1on, Synod W as called for ebruary 419 ın
Ravenna. In attendance WEeEIC the contenders and COMDAINY of bishops
who had not een personally iınvolved in the conflıct. The Synod, however.,
achjeved nothing, adjournıng tor kaster, wıth the intention that theır
meeting chould FTESUMlC 13 June in Spoleto, : i the bıshops of
Afrıca and aul WOU be summoned. On the E March, the CINDCTOL
er commanded that neıither ulalıus NOT Boniface COU. enier Rome
celebrate the kaster mysterI1es. It Wäas eft the bıshop of Spoleto,
Achılleus, perform the paschal rıtes in the absence of legıtiımate
bıshop

SUalll aturare NON dıfferant, Oomnıbus ul admonıtıs, quı auctores utrıusque ordınatıon1ıs
exıstunt. Nos QqUOYJUC diuers1is PFrOUINCNS CO  em MNUTINECIUM sacerdotum scr1ptis
nostrıis serenıtatıs aCC1mus, ut remdeductam ın dubium absoluat nobıs COTammlı discep<ta>tio
plurımorum. ” (Ad petitionem presbyterorum huiusmodi rescriptum imperator
Symmacho destinavit ol Avel. 1 E A 35/1, 65,18-66,1; 8S-11; Eng Tans In
OLEMAN-NORTON, 589.) The suspens1on of the or1gıinal decree May ave een
brought about much Dy the influence of the Emperor’s sıster, Placıdıa, ıt Was

by clerical oth che and the Count Constance WeTC known ave supported
one of the papal candıdates actıvely, Kelly belıeving it have been Boniface BUY
The Oxford Dictionary of the Popes, OxfTford, 1986, 40) Given the emperor’s rather
rapıd capıtulatiıon thıs poınnt, especıally fter strongly-worded rescr1pt the
PreVvIOUS dated anuarYy, it would SCCINMN approprliate that the strongest influence should
ave COMMC from the highest places. would be interesting here know whether the
Pelagıan CONLTOVETSY dıd play role In the resolution of the schism. The fact 18 that Galla
Placıdıa had certainly een frıendly the Afrıcan ıIn the recent strıife. 18 Iso
known that che sent letter Aurelıus of Carthage summonıng hım councıl al

Spoleto help In the resolution of the electoral dıspute ed., Aurelius in
Prosopographie de !’Afrique chretienne (Prosopographie chretienne du as-Empıre 1)
Parıs, 1982, 7 123) IDıd che throw her weıght behind Boniface, knowıing that
he would continue the polıcıes Oopposıng Pelagıanısm begun under HIS predecessor” Ihe
ANSWET thıs question mMust unfortunately remaın In the realm f speculatıon, SINCE
Eulalıus Was gıven the opportunity alr hıs VIEWS the atter. Hıs asSsOCcC1atıon
ıth Zosimus’ household In lıfe, however, could easıly ave made hım suspect in the CYCS
of both the Afrıcans and theır patrons ın avenna.

| ® "Quoniam de Romano sacerdot10 propter angustıas temporI1Ss, (Quas dierum
sollemnitas ecıt, qQquac ahbesse ep1SCOpPOS SU1S eccles11s DO  ; sınebat, dılatum CONsSstTatTt SSC

ludicı1ıum, recie nOostira serenıtas credıdıt ordinandum, beatıtudo ad <urbem>
uenerabılem CONSTUGA ueneratıione festinet, sanctae paschae 1€6S qua conuenit
quiete CU) sollemnitate CONsSueta populıs repraesentes NCC consuetudinı obsıt, quod dıfferr1
synodum multiplex necessıtas fecıt. Illud SAallCc In prım1s praecıpue INMONCINUS,
UmMYqUuamlı ulla ıllorum ment10 fat, de qu1ıbus COonstat SUSPCNSOS SSC 1Ud1C10. ” (Honorius
Achıilleus of Spoleto, 'oll. Avel. 2 C SEL 33 69,16-25; cf. also Epp 280 ibid.,
al  S  % 2 E ibid., ®  E  ’  P 2 E} iDid., 70,19-71,17.)
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It Was ulalıus trangression of thıs order 16 eventually resolved
the CY1SIS. The papa: contender entered Rome 1 arc. purportedly in

the demands of the aıthful, before Symmachus had been able
fO recelve the imperı1al order forbıddıng thıs actıon. Pıetr1 eeis that the
kEmperor probably WOU not have intervened had ıt nNOTL een for the riots
1C erupted in the CIty when the bıshop of Spoleto entered fulfil h1s
appoıminted duties. !” On the March, Holy Saturday, ulalıus occupıed
the Lateran Palace, refusing submıt the imper1al order.“ The

to hıs recalcıtrance Was swift, ıth the [0)8)]  M eing expelle by
the MAajOores reZi0onum that Samnlec day and chased from Rome ıtself Dy
Symmachus.“

IThus dıd the favour of the CINDCTIOI finally turn agalnst the rst
lected SUCCESSOT of Zosımus the candıdate who, ıt should be recalled,
inıtlally enjoyed imper1al favour. The resolution of thıs confliect 15

sıgnıficant varıety of levels Fırstly, far be determined,
ONC theologıca. 1Ssue Was held responsıble for the inauguratıon of the
schism. The VE fact hat ulıan of Aeclanum and hıs riends consıdered
the s1ıtuation itself sıgn of wrath wıthout supporting ONC candıdate
OVer the other WOU SCCIN indıcate hat Pelagıanısm Was nOt
promınent theological factor In the election.

econdly, the role of the PAaDaCY Was obvıously beginnıng ave
relevance both polıtıcally and spirıtually el beyond the borders of the
talıan paenınsula. Ir thıs WeTeC nOTt the CaSC, there WOUuU have been
UuUMmMMMONS gıven 18 the bıshops of [0)8 Afrıca and aul attend synod

resolve the problem, NOT WOU. acıdıa ave contacted the

19 PIETRI, AST.
The aCCOUNT in the Liber Pontificalis reads tollows: "Venilens autem 1es

proX1imus Paschae praesumpsıt Eulalıus, quod ordınatus fuisset in basılıca
Constantınıana, eit intro1vıt in Urbem et baptızaviıt el celebravıt Pascha In basılıca
Constantınıana: Bonifatius VCIO, sicut consuetudo eral, celebravıt baptısmum Paschae in
basılıca beatae martyrıs gnae Hoc audıentes Augustı utrumque 1serunt eit erıgerunt
Eulalıum et m1ssa auctoriıtate TreVOCaverun! Bonifatium iın urbem Romam el constituerunt
ep1SCOpum; Eulalıum CcCIO mı1ıserunt forıs in Campanıam." (DUCHESNE, 22.4:) The
aCCountTt ere does not SCCHNMN be completely aCcCurafte in Eulalıus’ regard. Ihe UsSC of the
perfect baptizavit and celebravit would indıcate accompliıshed actıon, which in fact,
Was nNOT the ASC Eulalıus WAas prevented TOM celebratıng the Ekaster myster1es in the end.

Eulalıus obstinatıone, qua sıne praecepto urbem Ingressus esL, et1am
egredi constrictus DCI potestates parı pertinacıa detrectauıt.”" (Exemplum relationis
Symmachi praef. uUrDLis ad Irum inl. CO Constantium patrıcium, 'oll. vel. BA SEL
3 E} 78,19-21.)
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Afrıcan bıshops tor theır assıstance in the matter““.
Thirdly, ıt Was polıtical eX1genNCYy IC finally ettled the matter,

nOT CONCETN for the rel1g10us welfare of the church of Rome. When
Honori1us finally supporte Boniface, it Was because ulalıus had
challenged the imper1al authorıty, hereby disqualifyıng himself, not
because ONC W das INOTC sunltable for the posıtıon. oug the CIMPCIOT
had inıtıally thrown hıs support behind ulalıus, who aDDCalS have
represented the Dart of the Roman establıshment, Honorı1us could not

ignore the impertinence of of hıs subjects, especıally claımant the
papa. throne whose polıtıcal infiuence Was becomıng INOTC mar

Lastly, it should be noted that the ‘success’ of the schısm Was

largely determined by the actıvıty of the Varı0us factıons in the CONLrOVErSY
1C ulalıus and Boniface WEIC forced appeal for Support In the

end, ıt Was thıs popular backıng 1Cc made much of the dıfference.
eadıng aCT1IMON1OUS charges and cCounter charges that it W das the ignorant
COININON folk. and nNnOT dıvine wiıll, who had ensured the HCGEsSS of
ONEC OT other candidate.“ In the end, the actıve recruıtment of
consecrating bıshops, supporting clergy, and VE partısan laıty indıcated
weaknesses ram In the Roman church, relics of Zosimus’
admınıstration. Not surprisıngly, such deficiencies dıd nOotL 1sappear
immediately. VYCal after his election, as Boniface lay deathly 1124’ the
DODC beseeched the kmperor for decree dısqualifyıng who should
conspire in future papa: election. Lookıng OVECT hıs shoulder., Boniface
must ave C111 that the threat had nOot yvel dısappeared.

CONSOLIDATION UTHORITY AND IRST DECISIONS

Havıng aken possession of the papa throne., it Was essentıal that
Bonitface ShOw extreme taCcti In restorıng the fragıle unıty of the dıyıded
Church, and Qarner the Support of the deacons who had been ulalıus

251e supporters. In h1ıs relatıons wıth the provıncıal churches, he
cshowed hımself INOTEC Judic10us than h1ıs predecessor, restorıng the ancıent
rıghts of the metropolıtans of Gaul, settlıng Afrıcan appeal regardıng

A 'oll. Avel., 28, SEL 35 73-74; 2 9 TE 3503 n  A ardy maıntaıns
that Galla Placıdıa WAdSs 1in the presbyters’ CaIMp, supporting Boniface’s election, although
he o1Vves evıdence support thıs posıtion. (r 895.)

23 PIETRI, 456
24 An iıllness, by the WAdY, TOmM which he would TECOVEeTL.
25 Rom un Pelagius: Die theologische Posıtion der römischen

Bischöfe IM pelagianischen Streit In den Jahren 411-4532 (Päpste und apsttum /)
Stuttgart, 1975,
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intransıgent priest“®, and SUCCESS negotlatıng the prefecture of Yyr1-
Cu wıth the Eastern EmperTor, In favour of Rome.

Leery of changes in the Roman dsee; the Afrıcan episcopate
apparently looked carefully fOor S12NS of modıficatıon in the policy of
the Hc  S Roman bıshop Aurelıus of age, for example, encouraged
11  S intervention at Ravenna not Rome punısh CVEIY bıshop wıth the
OSS of hıs offiıce who had escaped condemnatıon for supporting the
heretics. That Afrıca WOU admıt cCompromise Was certamly brought
home to Boniface by the imper1al Act of June 419 } 14 Was argely
influenced by Aurelius and hıs brother bishops.“” Thıs imper1a|l rescr1pt
23© extended the bann agalnst the elagıans also stated that the orıgınal
actıon of the government had Oll0owel the Judgment of Aurelius “*

rst us the Afrıcan actıon INaYy SCETIN LO be threat the
ımportance of Rome Judıcıa. and admıniıstratıve Wermelıinger,
however, maıntaıns that Judging from Boniface’s react1on, it Was nOot re:
problematıc al all In fact, he Was thus able maıntaın for hımself, ın
those early days, certaın cConscıent10us detachment.“? In 419 and
probably 421, the bıshop Alypıus of Thagaste, actıng emM1SSary for the

WOJTOWYTSCH, Bonifatius eDISCODUS OMANUS In Augustinus-Lexikon I’ asel,
1992, 655

27 The tollowıng eXCcerpt from the emperor’s June letter Aurelius appCars ave
its princıpal CONCETIN Julıan and the recalcıtrant "Pelagıan" bıshops. What 18 most

interesting 1s that it 18 Aurelius’ authorıty that reference 1S made, and nNnOL the bıshop of
Rome who surely should ave had INOTEC influence VeT the D1IShops f aly. anythıng,
thıs indicates that the influence of Afrıca al Oourt Was still Stırong durıng the early reign
of Pope Boniface, and INaYy further demonstrate that uncertaınty continued surround the
NCW pope’s alleg1ance ıth regard Pelagıaniısm. "Praecıpue amen ad quorundam
ep1scoporum pertinacıam corrıgendam, quı PTauas OTUIN dısputationes uel tacıto
adstruunt uel publıca oppugnatıone NON destruunt, Carıssıme amantıssıme,
sanctıtatıs iuae auctorıitatem iInaneTEe conuenıtet, quatenus in abolıtione praeposterae haeres1ıs
OomMnNıuUum deuot10 Chrıstiana consentıat. Relıg10 ıtaque compentent1ıbus scr1pt1s
un1uersos facıet admoner1 Ssc1ıturos definıtione sanctımon11 tu1 anc <1bı definıtionem SSC

praescriptam. Ut,; quicumque damnatıon1ı 1210) memoratorum, quUO pateat INECNS DUTa,
subscribere ımpla obstinatıone neglexerınt, ep1scopatus amıssıone multatı interdıicta 1ın
perpetuum expulsı cıiuıtatibus commun1l0ne prıiuentur." (AUGUSTINE, EpD. 201,2, SEL 5 $

297,6-98,5; cf. Iso WERMELT  $ 243.)
28 AUGUSTINE, Epp 200 201; PATOUT Augustine ’s ole In the

Imperial Actıon agaınst Pelagius In Journal of Theological Studies 3 E} 1979, 67-83,

WERMELINGER, 243 100 much ought nOT be made of Prosper of Aquıtaine’s
remark that Boniface enforced the apostolıc decrees and imper1a]l dec1isıons agaınst the
Pelagıans. Whıle it 1s certainly true Sd y that Boniftface could nNnOotTt VE ell set himself

agaınst the dec1is1ons of h1s predecessors, nonetheless he aAaDDCAaIS not have been
Z CENSAaSC in theologıcal dıspute hımselft.
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Africans, ” succeeded in cConvıincıng eccles1astıcal and imper1al officıals,
includıng Pope Boniface, of the need LO continue the fight agalinst ulıan
and the remalınıng Pelagians””. thıs poıint, at rate, Boniface dıid nOot

30 As Ihonnard N!  5 the exact date of these visıts 1S unclear, althoug: they certainly
took place durıng the re1gn of Pope Boniface 419-22). eCcCaUSE of the quality and
quantıty f works wrıtten by Augustine, the amount of time ıt would take complete the
books. the ]Journey back and forth aACTOSS the Mediterranean and between COUTTS, Thonnard

419 and 471 approprliate time frame for the [WO Journeys, allowıng
Augustine the wınter of COMDOSC the De NUptILS eft COnNcupiSsCentia H and the
Contra duas epistolas Pelagianorum (1 I] HONNARD, BLEUZEN and VEER,
Premieres polemiques CcCOnitre Julien. De NUpTLLS e1 CONCUpISCEN1AG, Contra duas epistulas
Pelagianorum |Qeuvres de aın Augustın Zı 1974, 25)

Alypıus 1S known have taken part In the fırst Sess10N of the Councıl of Carthage
of 7 May 419, and it Wäas SOINC time fter hıs that he would ave departed for aly.
(CE Conciliae Africae, ON 149, 150,4; also, Yl, 103, 161, 229, 233) The
openıng sect10ns of the Contra duas epistolas pelagianorum and the De NUptILS
concupiscentia both ıntorm that Alypıus extended per10d of time in avenna
before returnıng Afrıca. He Was accused Dy Julian of being the ONC who brought the
briıbe of eighty Afrıcan horses sweeten the decıisıon of the ımperı1al Ourt agaınst the
Pelagıans (AUGUSTINE, Op. IMp. 1: 10. AYOIS 65 101 1) Alypıus hımself informs
in hıs C’ommonitorium of October 419 that he Wäas In Ravenna, Cal the Imperial Court,
and had een in Onftfact 1ıth Imper1al officıals (AUGUSTINE, ED 15%9). It 1s Iso clear
TOmM Letter ZIM of the followıing March that Alypıus Was st1l] al Court, and that he Was ın
the COMPAaNY of ONC Bıshop Peregrinus. Berrouard quıte reasonably maiıntaıns that, SINCEe
only ON of the Dıvjak etters pertaınıng Alypıus’ work In avenna CONCEITIS the
Pelagıans (Lp 16*) it 18 NnOL be alr SdY, Juhan alleged, that Alypıus Was only
workıng fıght the heretics al the ourt. (JULIAN, Florum In Op ImMp 1,42, SEL
89, SO 5:35, iDId., 37/4-75). Whıile he probably dıd discuss thıs atter ıth Count
Valerius, the evıdence 0€eSs NOL Just1fy seeıng Alypıus’ trıp ın 419 motivated DYy the
combat of Pelagıanısm alone (M. BERROUARD, Un OUFNAaN dans Ia VIıEe de /’Eglise
d’Afrique: les deux MLSSLIONS d’Alypius Ttalie la umiere des Lettres 10* pa* F0”
DE el * de saiınt Augustin in REA 3 E3 1985, 46-70, Dl also, THONNARD el al

2 $ in 36) Mandouze, however, definıtely places the Pelagıan affaır the prıimary, ıf
NOT the only motıve, for the m1ssıon (MANDOUZE, 63) The CONnTenT of the so-called
"Divjak etters  b demonstrate that the point of Alypıus’ Journey W dads apparently two-Tfold.
One PDUrDOSC of the visıt aDPDCAaIs ave een confırm the rıghts of Sanctuary for the
Carthagınıan churches. The other Was unspecıified atter concerning the people of
Carthage, whatever that W äl  7 The affaır concerning all of Carthage INnaYy have een fiscal
ON The TCAaSOoN why ıt INAYy ave een fscal 1S that aAre told that he obtaiıned
indulgentia 1C ften refers finances (indulgentia debitorum). On the other hand, ıt
could Iso have een crimınal matter (indulgentiae criminum). Whıiıchever, ıt 15 lıkely
that the atter Was probably secular ın nature (CE. BERROUARD, 54) Berrouard
speculates (D 56) that, encouraged by hıs SUCCESS Alypıus MaYy have remaıned longer In
Ravenna, attempting accomplısh INOTEC tasks fOor the Afrıcan Church. Augustine’s EpD
10* however, ındıcates that there Was other busıness which Alypıus had een charged
accomplısh Dy the Counscıl of Carthage held in ate SUINIMET 419, but which he taıled
do Unfortunately, Augustine does nNnOT reveal the nature of ese affaırs. thırd 1CAasSon for
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hesıtate o cOomply. In fact, ONEC trıp from Ravenna Rome., Alypıus
Was given [WO etters by Boniface, both from the recalcıtrant DCNS of the
Pelagıan bıshops though lıkely inspıred and edıited Dy Julıan) (One Wäas

addressed UuIuSs of Thessalonica and the other the DODC himself.
though ntended for publıc dıistrıbution mmM the elagıans ST1 lıyıng In
Rome  32 TIhe letter Rufus Was probably penne wıth 1eW indıng

Alypıus’ trıp Ravenna WAas probably deal ıth COMNCEIN elated taxatıon, and ıts
aır dıistrıbution In the colony that the DOOTIF would not ear the burden of the payment
(AUGUSTINE, ED Z There 18 st1ll disagreementN SOINC modern scholars Ver the
question of second jJourney Dy Alypıus Italy in 4720 Julıan of Aeclanum maıntaıned
that Alypıus ‚AIlc Ravenna and ome twıce duriıng the reign of Pope Boniface, the
second OCCasıon bearıng ıth hım the second volume of Augustine s De NUPLILS
Valerıius, along ıth the Our books of the Contra duas epistolas Pelagianorum for
Boniface (JULIAN, Op imperf. I51 KSZE EL Q, 9’ 4 C AUGUSTINE, De nNUupT. 21

CO  S PE} SEL 4 9 ZY3. 1-6) Berrouard 0€es noOot belıeve that such visıt Ver took
place because of Augustine s sılence concerning the eM1SSAaTrY; that ıf 1S merely the
accusatıons f polemicıst attempting present Augustine intrıguant ıth Alypıus

servıle valet. Berrouard claıms that ıt would be strange for Augustine Dass VeTrT In
sılence the performer of such g00d Service, especılally when he dıgnifıed
posıtıon bıshop of agaste. Mandouze, however, es Julıan al his word, sayıng that
it 1S the VC. reactiıon of the former bıshop of Aeclanum which could only ave
been aroused by such second instance of iınterference. Whıle Berrouard’s poıint 1S ell-
aken, there be legıtımate TCasSson for oubting Julıian’s evıdence, and certaınly
Alypıus’ role Was denied DYy Augustine. As eier Brown nOtes, the bıShops had
become the Courmlers DUar excellence by thıs per10d In ate Roman hıstory. P BROWN,
ugustine of Hippo, London, 1967, 420.)

37 ITHONNARD al. 2024 It Was Iso whıle he Was roulte TOmM Ravenna
Rome that Alypıus apparently ame ınto pOossess10N VIGA the Ooun! Valerıius otf work

of Juhan’s whiıich AaInc be known the fourth book of hıs Turbantium, refuting
Augustine s De NUPDLLLS cConcupiscentia (GE. 17 E Un fOUurnanit dans Ia
Vıe de ’Eglise d’Afrique: les deux MILSSIONS d Alypius Italie la umiere des Lettres
10* [3 16* DU el 23%*A de saınt Augustıin in S 1985, 46-70, 6 E DE

CONINCK, Introduction, GSE 88, V111.) Concerning the work which Valerıus
forwarded, Augustine wrTotlLe, H4r quıia NON relatu memoratı mel Tatrıs ıd dıdıc1,
CI UIN et1am prolatas ab hartulas leg1, Juas DOSt 1US de Rauenna profectionem
Romam miıttere ıpse curastı, ubı aduersarıorum potul uanıloquıa reperire, ad respondere
adıuuante domıno quanta OSSUM uerıitate ei scrı1pturarum diuimarum auctorıtate DropOSul.
Chartula., Cul UT1C respondeo, hoc tıtulo D: "capıtula de lıbro Augustinı YUCIMN
ser1psıit COnfra qua«C de lıhbrıs Ul decerps1. ” (AUGUSTINE, De NUpT. el C  - Zl 14202.) It
Was ese etters from Juhan’s Darty ufus of Thessalonıca and Boniface however,
which first prompted the POPC seek Augustine’s assıstance agaınst the moOovemen! The
er the Romans’” (also known the "Declaratıon of Aquıleıa”) W as wrıtten iın ate
419 early 4°)() and, although ıntended for publıc dissemıminatıon In the Cıty ENCOUTASC
popular Support for theıir ‚U:  n ıf Was 1so sent ırectly Boniface hımself. De Plınval
maıntaıns that the texti Was Iso mean provide partısans ıth texti manıfesto
around which rally, which the (eXE. preserved in Contra duas epistolas Pelagianorum

certaınly bears Out in 1ts clarıty f eXpress1on. (EH: I IFE PLINVAL, Pelage, 336.)
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sultable refuge for the ex1ıled bıshops. Its theologiıcal ımport, however,
Was demonstrate the perceived Manıchaean tendencıes inherent the
Afrıcan doectrine wıth 3C the elagıans contrasted theır OW "orthodox"
teachıngs, whereby they attempted to safeguard the glory of creati1on,
marrıage, the Law and the free 11l of the saints. ” The letter also
eplores the cowardıce of the Roman clergy and demands that councıl be
convened”““ tOo settle the matter. ° The letter the Romans.,“”® 1C 15
the subject of Augustine’s Book One of the Contra UAaASs epistulas
Pelagianorum, shares the sımılar doectrinal CONCECTNS of Julian’s Ya ad

the aforementioned letter UIus ofTurbantium aAas ell Aas

Thessalonica.?”
Through Alypıus, Boniface apparently begged Augustine’s help,

talent and heology refute them., the result eing the Contra UASs
epistolas Pelagianorum.” It MaY legıtimately be sald, therefore, that al
the theologıca. evel, he eft it Augustıine refute the remnants of the
"heretical" OV!i The preface thıs work, dedicatıng 1t Pope

33 AUGUSTINE, duas pel.ZSEL 60,
AUGUSTINE., duas pel. Z SEL 60,

z Ihe {ragments of the Epistula ad Rufum IMNay be varıously found in ugustine’s
books D of the Aduas pel., although the ECXAC order of the bıshops argumentatıon
1S nNOTt preserved, Augustine himself admıts Iso CONINCK, V111 and MX

36 The authorshıp of the Epistula ad OMANOS has aft Varıous times been dısputed Dy
scholars. such in hıs Julian VON Eclanum. Sein Leben und seiIne Lehre
FEin Beıtrag 7Ur Geschichte des Pelagianismus (Zexite und Untersuchungen Le1ipz1g,
1897, 3 D fn 22 Augustıine hımselft appeared have experienced certaın hesıtatıon iın
ascrıbing the work Julıan, statıng "Haec autem qQquaC duabus epıistulıs UTUL respondeo,
unı scılıcet, QUaM dıicıtur Romam 1sS1sse Iulıanus credo, ut DCTI ıllam quOs posset SUOS

aut inueneriıt aut faceret." ( AUGUSTINE, duas pel. 131> ‚ SEL 6, A  ©
37 DE CONINCK, IX-X
35 "Haec autem JUaC duabus epistulıs OTUIN respondeo, unı scılıcet, QUamı dıcıtur

Romam 1S1SsSe Iulı1ıanus credo, PDECI illam qUOS DOSSel SUuOS aut inuenıret aut faceret-,
alterı autem, quamı decem et CIO uelut ep1scop1 partiıcıpes 1US eITOTIS ‚97(0)8! ad quoslıbet,
sed ad l0C1 1DS1IUS ep1iscopum SUua callıdıtate emptandum el ad SUaSs es, S1 posset fer]l,
traducendum usı 5  n Thessalonıcam secr1ıbere, haec CI £O, QUaAC 1St1S, ut dix1. duabus
epistulıs iıllorum ista dısputatiıone respondeo, ad tuam potissımum dırıgere sanctiıtatem NON

tam dıscenda JUaMI examınanda el ub1 forsıtan alıquıd dısplicuerıt, emendanda constiıtul.
Indıcauit Nnım miıhı frater INCUS, quod Cas 11ı dare 1pse dıgnatus CS, qua«Cc In tuas
nıs1 u1lgılantıssıma dılıgentia fratrum NOSITOTUM fiılıorum uOrum uenıre NON pOoSsenT. Ago
autem gratis Sincer1ssımae in NOS beniuolentiae (uae, quod Ccas latere noluınstı ıtteras
gratiae Del, In quıbus repperist! INCUMNN calumnı0se eu1ıdenter expressum. ”
(AUGUSTINE, Contra duas pel. lala s SEL 60, 424,17-25,6.) ““Sequuntur lıbrı
quattuor, qUOS CONnTira uas epistolas Pelagıanorum ad ep1scopum Omanae Ecclesiae
Bonifacıum scr1ps1., quıla CUIIN In 1US venıssent, Ipse mıhı Cas miserat, invenilens in
illıs calumnıo0se interposıtum meum.”" (Retract. 11L61; SEL 3 % 200.)
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Boniface 1S wrıtten in VE irıendly tone  K Al the devoted and humble
formulae, however, Canno conceal certaın reproachful undertone in the
address 1{8 the Roman Church Augustine WOUuU NOT In ıll-mannered
WaY that, in the past, caut1o0ous step. had been diıregarded by
Boniface’s predecessor; but he COU. let it be understood hat the prudence
of ep1scopal shepher must tire.

"For YOU, who mınd nOT hıgh ings, however, oftıly YOU placed, dıd nNnOT
i1sdaın be end of the owly and the Oove bestowed upDON
40  you For what else 18 friendship 1IC has ıts Name from other SOUTCEC

than love, and 1Ss nowhere aıthful but 1n nst, in whom alone ıt Call be
eternal and happy? Whence, also, havıng receıved greater ASSUTANCE by
INeCans of that brother ‚ Alypıus], through whom have learned know YOU
LNOTC famılıarly, have ventured wrıte somethıng YOUL blessedness
concerning those thıngs IC at thıs Juncture arec claımıng Dy later stimulus
the episcopal CaICl, 4S far ASs Arc able, vigılance behalf of the Lord’s
flock".*'

30 In fact, thıs 18 the only work, (0) all of Augustine’s treatises which s actually
dedicated DOPC

e Veer feels that this sentence mMay contaın veiled reference the ate Pope
/7Zosımus who, uDON attaınıng papal authorıity, could ave een deseribed dısdaımıng hıis
sımple brother bıshops (A.C VEER, Note complementaire 23 Premieres polemiques
CONnitre Julien. De NUuptLLS el concupiscent1g, C’ontra duas epistulas Pelagianorum Qeuvres
de Saıint Augustin] 2 9 1974, 749.) Indeed, 15 evıdent irom hıs letters, OSIMUS
assumed highly cerıitical attıtude ıth regard the Afrıcans vergıng C:

LAMBERIGTS, ugustine and Julian of Aeclanum OSLIMUS in Augustiniana 4 9
1992, 1-30.)

"Neque nım dedignarıs, quı NON alta Sapıs, quamu1s altıus praesideas, SSC aM1CuUus
humiılıum eft amn OTE rependere inpensum. Quid est nım alıud amıcıtıa, UJUaC NON alıudne
UUa accepıit ef NUSqUAM nısı In Christo tıdelıs SST; In qUO solo SSC

et1am sempiterna felıx potest” nde accepta PCT CeU!] 'em, DCI quCm famılıarıus
dıdıc1, mal0re fiduc1ia SUMM alıquid ad tuam beatıtudınem ser1bere de h1ıs rebus, QuaC
hOocC tempore epi1scopalem5 81 qua 1n nobıs SE ad ulg1lantıam Pro SICHC domınıco
stimulo recentlore sollıcıtant.” (AUGUSTINE, duas pel. DA  + °4,  1 CSEL 60,
1  5 Eng Tans in SCHAFF, E cf. Iso WERMELINGER, fAs de Veer nofes,
the emphasıs In thıs secti10n, and in the following ONGC, 18 the collegialıty of all the
bıshops, whose COIMMON CONCECEIN MUST be ıth the tlock and its protection. The fact that
Augustine above uses the expressi1on In nohis 1149 communNICaAtES the collectıve effort
whiıch,. Boniface MuUsSst remember, 1S the hallmark of the SUCCESSOTS of the apostles, and nOot

merely the prerogatıve of the bıshop of Rome (DE VEER, 28 749) Augustine
continues, ıf attempting dıspel the ghosts of the Prev10uUs admınıstration. He wrıtes,
"Cum CcIO NO  n desiınant fremere ad dominıcı greg1s caulas ad dirıpıendas
preti0 redemptas uCcs adıtus undecumque rımarı Commun1sque sıt Oomnıbus nobıs quı
fung1imur ep1scopatus offic10 quamu1s Iıpse in praeemineas celsiore fast1g10 specula
pastoralıs, facıo quod DOSSUM PTO mel partiıcula munerI1Ss, quantum mıhı dominus
adıuuantıiıbus oratıonıbus tu1ls donare dıgnatur, ut pestilentibus eft insıdıantıbus UOTUIMNN

scr1pt1s medentıa ei munılent1a scrıpta praetendam, quıbus rabies qua furıunt aut et1am 1psa
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The fact that Augustine emphasızes papa. attentiveness in matters of heresy
does raıse certaın quest10ns concerning Boniface’s eve of cCcCOommMmMIıtment
supporting the antı-Pelagıan siımılar anxIety, AdS SCC, 1Ss
also communicated In Jerome’s etters wrıtten the OCCasıon of
Boniface’s installatıon (ordinatio) bıshop 01 Rome.

Jerome’s ED 153 15 rather CUr10USs expression of congratulatıons.
He accomplıshes hıs telıcıtous busıness wıthın the Tst sentence* and
proceeds essentially eulogıze h1ıs late companıon and iscıple, the vırgın
Eustochium”. What be the pensıve meanderıngs of grieving
irıend actually provıde the scholar ıth certaın bıographical informatıon
Boniface’s ıfe and the ciırcles In 1° he avelle It WOU SC that
Boniface had been frıend 18 Eustochrıum and her famıly. conce1lvably
EVCnN actıng her spırıtual father at ONEC time  44 He 1S a1sSO ecredıited wıth
the educatıon and, perhaps, ra1sıng of aula. FEustochium ’s niece P ese

sanetur aut laedendis alııs repellatur.” (AUGUSTINE, duas. Pel. .12 Whiıle
Augustine the prıde of place the Petrine office, the pıcture he paıints IS finally
ONEC of cooperatıon In praycr and actıon between hım who 18 privileged hold the See f
Rome and other Catholıc bıshops. hıs MaYy explaın why Augustine plays ere 1ıth the
meanıng of the Greek word ETLOKOTNOCWhıch, pr10r meanıngz "bıshop" had the of

Cura(tor, guardıan superintendent. Together, al] the bıshops ATIC "overseers” f the
watchtower, from which the fock and the faıth aTeC protected. Despite the COUrTeOUS
eXpress10ns, therefore, ONC Canno help but fee] that Augustine 18 only lıghtly concealıng
warnıng the SUCCESSOT of Zosıimus, ell Peter heır remaın hıs guard al al]l
tiımes, and depend uDON the fellowship of hıs brothers In office. De Veer Iso nNnOTtES the
rather dıdaectic qualıity be found in Augustine’s style of address here. He 1S wrıting
Boniface A  nNOoN fam discenda”, indeed, but "discenda" nonetheless (I7 1 33’ VEER, 23

749) The work before the NC DODC 1S st1l] for h1s instruction though not Just for
that. Thıs VC. construction continues ralse the question: NOw much dıd the Afrıcans
know OU! Boniface prior h1s election, and hat extent dıd the Pelagıan
CONLTOVETISV actually affect the dec1sıon of the Roman electorate?

42 A}Quantum gaudıl 191 ordınatione pontificatus tu1 SanCiLO Innocentio presbytero ei
nuntium el 1tteras tuae beatıtudıinis perferente susceper1ım, ambıgere 18710)8! potest tua
reverentla, CUu lım MuUutuUO jungamur affectu el ntfe coeperımus 1OS QUam
inter10rque OMO ıta S12)! cOoN1ı1unNCctus sıt, uft exterior1ıs homiınıs damna NOn entiat  AA
(JEROME, ED. 193 SEL 56, 365,18-366,1.)

44 Eustochi1um probably dıed toward the end of 419
"Quo nım ılla, S1 hoc in COIDOIC constituta audıre merulsset, gestisset gaudı10,

quıbus precıbus ei gratiarum actıone Christı clementiam flagıtasset, quod sSsanctum
venerabılem parentem SUUINN apostolıcae cathedrae S Ul SSC dıdıcisset!" (JEROME,
ED F3 SEL 5 9 366,4-8.)

45 "Infans Paula, JuUaC in tU1S nutrıta est manıbus, quası P1gNus sanctiae venerablıs
memorıl1ae Laetae nOstr1s est ınposıta ceruicıbus." (JEROME. ED 153, SEL 56, 366,8-
10.) Laeta Wds> the wıtfe of 1 0oxotius, the only SOM of Paula of Rome From thıs reference
it would SCCIMN that Boniface had served somethıng of spırıtual father, perhaps teacher,

theır daughter, the aula, perhaps in keeping ıth the advıce gıven by Jerome
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WeTC ordınary 5 but had descended from ONE of the noblest
Christian famılhlıes of Rome. hat of Paula*® and her husband Toxotius“””.

Eustochtum Was but ONC of Hive distinguıished ch1ılaren of these
arıstocratic paren(ts. What 15 interesting for OUT PUTDOSCS wıth regar
Boniface 1s that her eldest sıster Paulına Was also the wıfe of Pammachıius,
the Roman enator in whose ome Rufinus the Syrıan found helter ın the
late ou and carly Aifth centurıies. It WOU be MOStT interesting know
ıf Boniface had also been welcome in theır ome through Eustochitum 08

Toxotius the VOUNSCT. If } it 1S quıte poss1ıble that he had encountered the
Syrıan, Caelestius and elagıus there aft the eginnıng of theır Roman
CAaiGeis and MaY hereby ave had first-hand theır nascent
doectrines. The record of hıstory 1S. unnhappıLy, quıte sılent these detaıls
It WOU SCECIN rather improbable, however, that Boniface, havıng COINEC

from „ Roman amıly hımself, wıth ACCESS the arıstocracy,
WOU ave een barred from Pammachius’ home., Eeven after Paula
departure for Palestine In 385. followıng Jerome.

Indeed, Eustochium accompanıed her mother that VCAal,
demonstratıng that whatever the nature of her relationshıp wıth Boniface., it
MUST certamly ave been old and well-founded ONC qve urvived the
intervenıng thırty-five YCals Interestingly enough, Jerome indicates that he
himself Was nNOT personally acquaınted wıth the HE  S POPDC, though theyv
enjoyed riends In COMMON, and thus llknewll each other iın thıs manner. ®®
Thıs 1s nOot overly surpr1sıng revelatıon, In spiıte of the fact that the [WO

ICN travelled in such remarkably sımılar cırcles. Jerome, it must he
remembered, departed Rome, u 1n 385 It 1S mMoOost lıkely that

ageta 1n ED 107 rıtten In 403, the letter CONCEINS the gırl educatıon consecrated
vırgın 1ın Rome. "Magıster probae aetatıs ei uıtae erudıtion1is est elıgendus NCC, PULO,
erubescıit doctus ulr id facere uel In propınqua uel In nobilı uırgıne, quod Arıstoteles tecıt
ın Phılıppi fiılıo, ut ipse lıbrarıorum uılıtate ınıtıa el traderet Iıtterarum. Non Sunt

contemnenda quası Daruad, sıne quıbus Magn NO  —$ pOossunt Ipse elementorum
el prıma instıtut1o praeceptorI1s alıter de erudıto, alıter de rust1co OTIC profertur. ”

(JEROME, EpD 107,4, SEL 53 294 .,23-295,6; Eng. Tans ın SCHAFF, 191.) If
Jerome’s suggest10ns WEeEeIC taken al aCce value, Boniface MaYy ave had incredibly
ımportant role play In the development of the chıld, bordering fostering. fn m5
infra.

46 Paula Was the daughter f Blaesılla and her husband Rogatus. Jerome tells that
the mother Was descendent of the SC1p10S. (Cf. LAGRANGE, Histoire de saınte Paule,
Parıs, I93 1 DEL JTON., Paola Romana, Miılan, 1950; ORCE, ed.. Vie de saınte
Melanie, 9 E)

47 "Tal 1g1tur stırpe generata junctaque 1T0 Toxoti0, quı Aeneae ei ulıorum
altıssımum sanguınem trahıt." (JEROME, ED. 108,4, SEL 3, a

4® "(Cum ]ım MUTUO jungamur affectu et nte cCoeper1mus NOS QUamı
inter10rque OMO ita s1b1 cCon1ıunctus Saı (JEROME, Ep 133 SEL 5 C S
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Boniface’s acquaıntance wıth the nO famılıes of Rome post-dates thıs
per10d.

In terms of Boniface’s approach Pelagıanısm, it 1$ the postscr1pt
ED 153 ; 76 deserves notıice. He States

'"What have wriıtten wıth OW hand wriıte for yYOUL Beatıtude. May the
heretics dıscern in YOU the N  Y of 11OT ıIn the atter of the al MaYy hey
detest VOU, that the Catholıcs INAY Ove VOU 1NOIC. Execute and complete
the of YOUTL predecessors, and do nOT sufferu and allıes of
the heretics In the ranks of the ep1scopate

The allusıon in the last sen 1s clearly ulıan and the eıghteen Italıan
bıshops who dıd nNnOL subscribe Zosimus’ Iractoria of 418, and OUuUnN!
themselves under censure°. Iwo rather engagıng quest1ons, however,
raısed by Jerome’s slightly cryptic remarks. Fırstly, o€es the fact that he
IMUStT S eNncoOuUragement the 8i DODC indicate uncertaınty in al y WaY
OVCI hıis commıtment the "orthodox”" path of Innocent and Zosımus? If
thıs 1S indeed the CasSc, hen turther question INAYy be raısed OVCTI what, f
an Y, role Pelagıanısm had played iın the contested papa. election?‘.
econdly, in the 1g of thıs postscript, what role would there be for the
pres  er S1XTtUs in the S  « admınıstration”? As it stands, there 1s record
of S1ixtus’ actıvıtıes durıng the reiıgn of Bonıiface. Was he considered LOO

great rısk I(8 hold hıgher office fOor the moment?
Jerome’s ED 154 Donatus also indıicates that the Nne  S DODC Wäas

or1ginally somethıng of en1gma. Encouraging Boniface in letter 153
deal sharply wıth the heretics, he ere makes allowances for unexpected
papa. Jen1enCcy in theır regar All that 1s eft for Jerome 1S LO S  ST that
verything ıll work Oout A4Ss (J0d W1 and Jerome determiıines:

"We have coniidence 1in the of 11S holy and venerable Lord, the
Bıshop Boniface. wıll uproot them Dy the spiırıt of TI1IS We ought BXCHSC

hım ı, 1n the beginnıng, he oftfers them his charıty and Str1ves SAaVC them DYy

"Propria INanu quod scr1bo, beatıtudını tuae scr1bo. Sentiant heretic1ı inımıcum
SSC perfide1 eit oderınt, ut catholıcıs plus amerI1Ss, et EXEeCULOT conpletor S15
sententiae PTaCclesSssSOTUM) UOTUumM NC patıarıs in episcopalı nomıne hereticorum patronos

consortes." (JEROME, ED I533: SEL 56, S
FOr SOMIMNEC FCasSON, ardy interprets thıs DAsSSasic refer Pelagıans holdıng fırm iın

Afrıca, though hat orounds he makes for such allegatıon ATC unknown (BARDY,
896)

Ihe fact that Boniface aDPCAIS have een something of unknown quantıty
both Augustine and Jerome could ead ONC speculate that the Pelagıan affaır Was NOLT

burnıng 1SSUE in the mıinds of the Roman electorate. Had ıt been, surely etter-known
of the heresy would have been selected and received imper1al approval. The fact

that Fulalıus or1gınally enjoyed imper1al SUppDOIT, which could subsequently and easıly
ave een transferred hıis rıval would merely indıcate that neılther man W as known
have Pelagıan tendencı1es.
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hıs forebearance and h1s gentleness, but 111 they be cured >  Z  2 111
5SdYy what thınk; wıth regar these heretics, ıt 15 pDutL

nto practiıce thıs of Davıd ’In the mornıng, 111l kıll all the
inners of the land.’ It 15 NCCCSSaTYy destroy them, kıl] them spırıtually,
better‘: decapıtate them DYy the sword of T1S Since they cCannot TECOVeET

53theır health DYy plasters and soothıng medications

TOom thıs letter LO Donatus, it WOU appCar that Roniiface Was NOT
intolerant of the Pelagıans m1g be EXPECLIEO. (avallera claıms that In
the rst weeks of hıs admınıstration the 1915  < DODC attempted restore

52 1S worthy of otfe that Jerome here SCS the SaIllec ratıonalızatıon for Boniface’s
actıons Augustine dıd Justify Zosımus’ earlhıer leniency. Augustine WTOLe, "Nunc
CIiU CUM primıtus beatıssım1ı Innocenti1 ıtterae ep1scoporum ıtterıs respondentis
afrorum parıter unc CITOTECIN, quem CONanTtur istı persuadere, damnaueriınt, SUCCESSOT

QqUOYUC 1US SanCfIius papad Zosimus hoc tenendum CS5SC, quod ist1 de paruulıs sentiunt,
NUMUAaM dıxerit, NUMY Ua scr1pserı1t, insuper et1am (Caelestium DUTgAaIC molhentem ad
consentiendum cdictis sedis apostolıcae ıtteris crebra interlocutione constrinxeri1t,
profecto quı1dquıd interea lenıus actum est CUIMM (Caelestio seruata dumtaxat antıquıssımae
et robustissımae fide1 firmiıtate Ccorrectione funt clementissıma Suas10o, NON adprobatıo
ex1ıt10s1ssıma prauıtatıs.” (AUGUSTINE, duas pel. Z SEL 60, $  &.
Earlier, ugustine had sımılarly stated that "Immo CIO Pelagıanı SPC falsa putauerant
OU! l exsecrabiıle dogma Pelagıanum ue|l Caelestianum persuaderı quorundam
Romanorum catholicıs mentibus 5 quando Jla ingenl1a quamu1s nefando
DECIUCISA, NONMN tamen contemptibıilıa, CUM studiose corrıgenda pot1us qUam facıle damnanda
ulderentur, alıquanto len1us, QUaIM SeUETIOT postulabat eccles1iae discıplına." (AUGUSTINE,

duas pel. 25  J/J,  5 SEL 6 E n  e Agaın, ıth reference Caelestius,
ugustine wrıtes In rather hıstorically revisionıst style, "Atque ıta uelut phreneticus, ut
requlesceret, enıter fotus ulnculıs amen excommunıcatıon1s nondum est
creditus SSC soluendus. Sed interpos1to duorum mens1ı1um tempore, donec reserıberetur
Afrıca, resıpıscendı el locus sub quadam medicıinalı sententiae enıtate CONCESSUS est,
quon1am reuUCTA, S1 eposıta perulcaclae uanıtate quod promiserat uellet attendere et
easdem ıtteras quıbus CONSCHNSUTUMM SSC responderat dılıgenter legeret, sanaretur.”
(AUGUSTINE, De DEeEC. or1g2. 7” AYZYS 4 s ‚  A

55 "Credimus In Christı miser1cordiam, quod dominus INCUS SAancftus ei venerabılıs
ePISCOPUS Bonifatıus eradıcet COS spiırıtu Christi, CUul debemus ignoscere, S] In PITINC1PNS
SU1S offert carıtatem el pECT clementiam SUam eit mansuetudınem SCIVAaTC Conatur, quı amen
NUMYUAIN curandı SuUunt. Vere dıcam, quod sent10:; iın h1s hereticıs Ilud exercendum est
Davıdıcum: A  1ın matut1inıs interfic1ıcebam peCCalores terrae”. Delendiı Ssunt,. spirıtalıter
occıdendi, immo Christı UCTONC truncandı, quı 9(0)91 pOossunt DCT emplastra el blandas
curatıiones recıpere sanıtatem." (JEROME, ED 154,1, SEL 5 E} ’  a Ihe SyntaxX
and style here ATiC quıte remıiniscent of Augustine s apology for Zosimus’ forebearance In
dealıng ıth the Pelagıans in the early of that pope’s reign. 10 take the parallel
ON logıcal conclusıon 1S ıt poss1ible that Jerome WAas actually warnıng the PODC Sub
laudibus in ED 153 agaınst sympathy which he IMaYy ave enjoyed ıth the Pelagıans iın
earlıer days? COUISC, thıs 1s atter for academıc speculatıon but ONeC which CcCanno be
DTrOVCN from the extiant fn
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those who had “goNnEe astray" hrough mercy.“”
Such interpretation 1S, oig COUTSC, quıte possıble. It 1S certamly

the ONC which Augustine and Boniface would ave held It 1S equaliy
lıkely, however, hat g1ven the disruption of the Roman church subsequent

Zosimus’ death, 1t NECESSALY for Boniface tread ıghily, and
attempt tO mend the divisıons 1C remaıned wıthın the communıty 1ın
order consolıdate h1s W Thıs partıcular approach Pelagıanısm
MaYy not only avVe een hallmark of the beginnıng of hıs re1gn. Hıs
choice ave Augustine confront Julıan and hı1is supporters, rather than
AaSSUMNEC the burden himself. ‚upports the VIEW hat Boniface preferre INOTEC

subtle act1Ccs in approaching the CONTrOVEerSY. Hıs act1ons certaınly do nOT

place hım in the Pelagıan CamMıp tself, but depıct hım INan well-aware
of the Tavagecs of sch1ısm and not desirous of courting IMOTEC problems
personally””.

BONIFACE’S ANTI-PELAGIAN ACTIONS

Evaluatıng Boniface’s relationshıp wıth the elagıans 1S nOoTt CasS Y
task As de Plınval N! the dıfficulty lıes ın the fact that the DODC
neıther inıtı1ated NOT Wäas ubject anı y direct contact wıth the
dissidents.° In general, he appCars have been content ave lowed
others aCTi h1s behalf in theır regar the CHMPDCI OI iın aftters of
legalıty, and Augustine in ffaırs of eology.

Jeröme, VIE SN OeuUuVre (Spicılegium Sacrum Lovanıense.
Etudes eit Documents Z). Louvain-Parıs, 1922,

55 hether Ose problems would OTMMC hım instead. however, 1S another atter.

Indeed, it should NOT be forgotten that, al fırst, beyond rnıng Juhan’s etters VT

Augustine, the PODC dıd nothıng LNOTIC agaınst the Pelagıans. Boniface, however, could

certainly neıther 1gnore the 1iSssue indefinıtely completely. hıs SaImlnıc letter LO |Donatus
reveals that Marıus Mercator Was ıIn Rome al the time of Boniface’s election. He 1S

encouraged Dy Jerome who wrıtes, “sanctum fiılıum INECUMM Mercatorem ut IMNCO obsequ10
salutes TECOI et mMONCAS, ut NON ostendat ardorem fide1 eit detestetur CcOS, quı suscıpıone
alıqua Pelagıanae hereseos maculatı sunt. ” (Ep 154,3, SEL 5 ' 368,3-5.) It

superfluous urge Mercator in such WISE, but ıfs reinforcement would certaınly have
made it dıfficult fOor Bonitace examıne ser10usly an y other COUTSC of actıon bes1iıdes that
of Afrıca Wermelıinger NOTES that Mercator Was certaınly at Rome TOM 418- 419, durıng
the tınal phase of the Pelagıan CONTLTOVETSY. Hıs emphasıs at the tıme, hıs wrıtings
indıcate., Was the ‚ySterYy of death the natural result of or1gınal S1n. Jerome indıcates
ıIn ED 154,5 that he Was counted SIOUD of Roman theologıans who prepared
documents which would eventually form the foundatıon of such decrees the T ractoria.
R, Marius Mercator ın Dictionnaire de Spiritualite l $ 1977, Gc 6104485

610.)
DE PLINVAL, Pelage, 3473
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Ihe relatıve calm durıng hıs re1ign, however, O€es 1a(0)1 98{ that
Boniface had inherited ranquıl sıtuation. Before h1is death, Zosimus had
excommunıcated ullıan and the eighteen non-Juring bishops, decıisıon
1 remaıned wıthout effect durıng the per10d of the schısm 1C
ollowe the elections of ulalıus and Bonuiface. er the latter secured
Peter ’s chaır for hımself, apprehensıion AaDPDCAaIS ave W: in Rome
hat Boniface m1g ABICC fo NC  S negotiatıons seek settlement wıth
those who had already een condemned. Such apPCars o be the CONtexTt for
Donatus’ lost letter o Jerome, penne shortly after Boniface’s election. If
the N6  S DPODC ıindeed attempted LO respond the renewed vVvertures of the
elagıans, he WOU be actıng CONLIarYy fo the terms of the Iractoria Aas far
ASs Afrıca and theır supporters WOU. 1eW the atter. Wermelınger eels
that thıs INaYy indeed be the paenitentia exh1ıbıted DYy the elagıans,
1 Jerome refers In his letter Donatus paenıtentia 1C 0Ug
nNnOLT be trusted.>/

It WOu not be possıble for Boniface remaın forever straddlıng
the proverbıal theologıca. fence, ıf that indeed Was what he Was o1ng The
indulgence 1C the Afrıcans and Jerome dısplayed iın his regar WOUuU
last only long theır resolve WEeIC nNOoT trıed Dy papa actions fo the
CONITrarY. The CIty of Rome Was apparently not yel completely free f the
Pelagıan threat, all mperı1al rescr1pts notwıthstandıng. and Amann
feel that SOINC time after the Imperi1al Letter of June 419, Boniface INAaYy
ave made intervention agaılnst the elagıans al sem1-officı1al eve
The prefect of the City Just Dr10Tr Zosimus’ eg] had been us
Antonıius Agrypınus Volusıanus, the uncle 8 elanıa the Younger,
pagan who Was moured have ea Lavourably ıth the Pelagians.”“ It
COU have been through hıs indulgence that the "heresy' Was indeed

5 / "Hereticorum autem peciora (0)8! 10} purgarı CO test1is S C4 decretum est
NUMYUAIN paenıtentiae ‚OTUM credere. hoc nım sımulant carıtatem, ut, quOS PCI 1N1-
micıtl1as Occıdere 18{0}  — potuerint, DCI fictas amıcıtlas interficjant. Pectora OTUIM plena SUnt
venen1s ef secundum quod optıme locutus ..  necC Aethıops mMutfare pellem, TCC pardus
varıetates suas. ” (JEROME, Ep 154,1, NET >  s 306 /,6=12; ci. WERMELINGER, 242.)

5X hat Volusianus Was 15 atteste\ by Augustine ın the EpD 132 Kn and
L37. although ıt 1S Iso certaın he Was born of Chrıstian mother. ugustine refers her
Ä which would be unthinkable should she ave een Hıs salutatıon ED

132 reads, "De salute tua, QUam ef in hoc saeculo ei in Christo OR e CUDI1O, sanctae matrıs
fuae uot1is SUTI] fortasse et1am 1DSe NON inpar." (AUGUSTINE, ED F32. SEL 4 C} /79,10-
E 2) Volus1anus WAas Iso the uncle of Melanıa the Y ounger, the 1ta Melaniae
indıicates (o£. GENNADIUS, Vita Melaniae 5 E 90, 224) In the he
Wäas In Carthage and had correspondence ıth Augustine, the subject of Chrıistianity
Augustine, Ep. 1611 SEL 4 E C indicate. He finally dıd recelve baptısm iın
early 437, al the behest of hıs nıece. (CE£ MARTINDALE, 1184-85.)
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tolerated iın Rome ell into Boniface’s reıgn. and Amann maıntaın
that it MaVY also have been Boniface who encouraged Constans, the
emperor’s brother-in-law tOo instruct Volusianus hıimself 18 TEHLUVE the
remalnıng Pelagıan heretics from Rome, Aln oNS whose number WAas

rumoured be Caelestius, IC he nınally did.” Thıs thesı1s, however, 1S
nNnOT wıthout 1ts problems, am ON 16 15 dıstinct ack of ources.® It
INAaYy be Just such intervention, however. that Prosper of Aquıtaine
refers when he wrıtes that,

"RBoniface of saıntly INOTLY directed the atholıc 7zea] of DIOUS and
countered the enemı1es of d| nOoTt only wıth apostolıc but also wıth
imperı1al decrees

Boniface remaıned cırcumspect In all of hıs personal ealıngs wıth the
condemned and excommunıcated members of the In fact, apart
from passıng the Pelagıan etters Alypıus for Augustine’s ONSC, it
18 not known that he actually had intımate Contact wıth the deposed
bishops.““ The frustratıiıon for the student of the Pelagıan movemen dur-
ing thıs DADaCY 1S that much MUuSt remaın in the realm of speculatıon.
As ave SCCH, the only certaın actıon RBoniface’s CONCETNS the

59 Volus1ianus’ edıct reads thusly: "Hactenus Caelestium dıyınae fıdel, et quıiet1s
publıcae turbatorem, Judıc11s, amıca reıs secrefa subduxerunt. Jam eges eft ]Jam edicta
persequentur absentem: CUul, quod prımum esLT, aeternae urbis negatur habıtatıo, ut S1 vel In
DroX1m1s fuerit dıversatus., debıtum NOMN evadat ex1iti1um, PTrO mer1to temerıiıtatıs
SUu1l Cunctos etiam huJus ediet1 cautione PTaCMONCINUS, qu1s IN1QqUuS NOX10 atebram

SS5C praebendam; N CUTIN hujJusmodiı sıt posıtan supplıcıum stylum NECCESSC

Sıit proscript1on1s incurrere, QU1SQUIS leg1ıbus divınıs humanısque TCUMmM apud putaverı
occultandum." (Constitutio 6’ 48, 408-09.)

and MANN, Pelagianisme In DTC Parıs, 1933, col 675- 719
707 Unfortunately, the authors of thıs artıcle do NOLT provıde anı y cıtatıon Support theır
claıms Boniface’s behalft. Ihey Iso date thıs even 4721 which 1S somewhat
problematıc where Volusıanus 1S concerned SINCE he Was nNOLT prefect of the C1Ity of Rome
in that VCAar, h1is term of SerVICEe havınz concluded In mıd-41%®. (MA  A  r

"Quando sanctae memor1ae papa Boniftfacıus p11sımorum imperatorum catholıca
devotione gaudebat, el cContra InN1ımM1COS gratiae De1l non solum apostolicıs, sed et1am reg11s
utebatur edict1is." 'oll. UE SE 269; Eng. trans ın (QUASTEN and

BURGHARDT eds., Prosper of Aquitaine: Defense of Wi Augustine Ancıent Christian
rıters 321 London, 1963, 133-34.)

62 L Julien d’Eclane ef Rufin d’Aquilee. Da Concile de Rimini Ia
repression pelagienne. I, ‘ intervention imperiale matiere religieuse In RFEAÄA 2 $ Parıs,
1978, - 256 As the general introduction Premieres polemiques CONILre
Julien nNOTtEes (pp Julıan actually addressed hıs letter the Romans Zosımus’
SUCCESSOT when the OUufcome of the schısm W dsS still unknown. In the Lib subn 6,10
Mercator tells that ıt Was wrıtten In that WaY be adaptable eıther INnan being
VICtOTIOUS. Itf thıs 1S true, it NC agaın indicates that strong Pelagıan sentiment Was NOT

quality possessed DY eıther [119  =
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[WO Pelagıan etters 1C he orwarded Augustine for reDLY. ese let-
ters, 1Cc concısely enuncılate the basıc tenets of the Pelagıan5
WEeTIC probably largely directed agaınst Zosimus’ Tractoria Dy affırmıng the
value and ntegrity of uman nature created by g00d God.® Julıan
OW letter to Boniface asserted that humanıty continued be created Dy
hım and blessed iın hıs OW image. The letter also asserts that there be

naturale In uman nature®“* OFr the dıvine institution of
marriage®. Furthermore, the riıghteous of the old COvenant WeTe Justifie
Dy theır OW: meriı1ts and al in Chrıst66 He continues LO OPDOSC the
teachıngs of al] opponents Viulı  ıng theır doectrine aAs "Manıchaean

The "Letter ufus of Thessalonica" 15 what de Plınval ca
contre-encyclique, refuting what ulıan des1ignates "Manıchaean theses’,
whiılst al the Samme time offering apologia for Pelagıan princıples. Hav-

63 Augustine quo(tes Julian opınıon which sStatfes that, Ontra haec, Inquıt, NOS

otıdıe disputamus et 1deo nolumus praeuarıcatorıbus adhıbere CONSCHNSUM, qula NOS
dıcımus lıberum arbıtrıum ın omnıbus SS5C naturalıter NC dae DECCALO perire potulsse,
quod omn1ı1um scr1pturarum auctorıtate firmatur." (AUGUSTINE, duas pel. ’  ‚*  n
SEL 6 C 449,.21-450,1.)

"Homuines, Inquıit, DeI ODUS SSC defendimus NCC ıllıus potentl1a ue]l iın malum ue]
in bonum inultum alıquem cog]l, sed proprıa uoluntate aut bonum facere aut malum, In
ONO UCIO D' De1l gratia SCIMPCI adıuuari, in malum uUeEeTO dıaboli suggestion1ıbus
incıtarı." (AUGUSTINE, duas pel.1,18,36, SEL 60, ’  E

65 "Dıicunt eti1am, Inquıt, istas, JuUaC modo aguntur, nuptias Deo instıitutas NO  ‘ fulsse:
quod ın TO Augustıinı legıtur, cContra QuUCM CRU modo quattuor lıbellıs respond.. (Cu1us
Augustıinı dıcta 1IN1m1C1 nostrı In uerıtatis odıum susceperunt. ” (AUGUSTINE, duas.
pel. L3, SEL 6 E} pp.429,21-430,1.) "Dıicımus. inquıit, has, JUaC UuncC aguntur In Tthbe
terrarum, Deo nuptlas institutas NCC 1LECOS SSC con1uges, sed fornıcatores ei adulteros
condemnandos." (Ibid., ‚  ' AYS 60, 448,6-8.) "Motum, Inquıit, genıtalıum, ıd est
1psam ulrılıtatem, sıne quäa NON potest SSC COmMM1Xto, Deo dicımus instıtutam.  AL (IOid.,
’  ‚  » RS 60, ’  €

656 "Dicunt, Inquıt, SanCiOs In uetere testamento 1910)  —s Carulsse peccatıs, ıd est 1iu% DCI
emendatıonem erımınıbus fuisse l1beros, sed 1n reatiu mMorte fulsse deprehensos."
(AUGUSTINE, duas pel. L:6.420 SEL 6 E 432,9-10.) "Dicımus, inquıt, SanCiIiOs
ueterI1s testament]1ı perfecta 1NC iustıitia ad ageternam transısse uıtam, ıd est stud10 ulrtutis
ab Oomnıbus recess1isse peccatıs, qula el ıllı, QUOS legımus alıquıd pOstea men
COS emendasse COgNOUIMUS. ” (Ibid., s  ’ SEL 6 $ ’  &e

6 / "Dicunt et1am, Inquıt, MOtLum genıtalıum ei cCcomm1ıxtionem cConı1ugum d1abolo
fulsse repertam et propterea CcOS quı NnaSCuUunTtfur innocentes [COS SSC ei dıabolo fer]l, 19(0)8|

Deo. qula de hac dıiabolica commıxtione nNasCuntur. Hoc autem sıne alıqua ambıgultate
Manıcheum est."” (AUGUSTINE, duas pel. E:3.10: SEL 6 9 431,1-5.) "Nemo CISO
uUOS educat NC negent Imp11 sta sentıire, sed, 81 CcIUM dicunt, auft audıenti1a detur Aaut
certe ist1 1ps1 epPISCOPL, qu1 UNCcC dıssıdent, damnent QUaC UD 4X 3 CUMmM Manıiıchaeis ista
tenere, sıcut 110S ista damnamus QUuUaC de nobıs jactant, ef fıt plena concordiıa. Quod S1
nolunt, scıtote 6COS SSC Maniıcheos eit ab ‚OTUM uUuOS abstinete consortis." (Ibid., ’  9  9
Er 6 C 458,16-21; cf. 1so DE PLINVAL, Pelage, &s
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ıng attacked the Manıchaean tendencı1es In the VIEWS of h1s Opponents, 1a
lıan proceeds CXDOSC the Pelagıan belıef in the glory of creatiıon, INar-

rage, the law, free 111 and the sanctity of the church iıtself. Augustine
responds these DOsIt10NS 1n 00 four of the Contra UASs ep1LStO-
las 65  Pelagianorum.

AND ONTRA UAS EPISTULAS PELAGIANORUM

What, ıf anythıng, MaYy be learned of Boniıface hımself and hıs
relatiıonshıp the Pelagıan from thıs Augustinıan treatise?
Beyond the introduction, { IS specıfically addressed the POPC,
nothing 18 actually directed by Augustine Boniface ıth the exception of
the expression DFAECESSOF I[UUS Thıs phrase 1S employe twıce wıthın
short of VETISCS dealıng wıth Zosimus’ earlıer treatment of elagıus
and Caelestius In Rome  69 The choice of thıs partıcular expression IMNaY
nOoT reveal anythıng tartlıng about Boniface’s personal involvement wıth
the heresy itself. but it does help cholars gaın nsıght into Augustine’s
OW perception of the 6 l  S bıshop of Rome. The intent ere aDpCars LO be

assoc1late Boniface wıth the fnal, definıtive act10ons of hıs predecessor,
wıth 1eW fOo see1ing that pattern Oll0owe!l in ül  S papal admınıstration.

The rest of the work INaYy be applıed Boniface only by inference.
That Augustine Was somewhat WaLY of the pope’s OW. stance INay be
indıcated from hıs sStatement 1ın the introduction whereın he wrıtes:

III have ventured wrıte somethıng yOUr blessedness concerning those
thıngs 1C at thıs Juncture AT claımıng Dy later stimulus the ep1scopal
CaTc, A far able. vigılance behalf of the Lord’s o Ck" 70

everal quest10ons raıised here. Who 1s meant DYy 1  we'"? Is it merely the
Afrıcan councıllors, OT 1S the DODC included? Is it poss1ıble that Augustine
1S In fact recallıng Boniface h1is OW ep1scopal duty”? Whichever the Casec

May be, it 1S obvıous that Augustine’s great GONMIGELN 15 1{8 SUININON the p _

68 IJIE PLINVAL, Pelage,
"Interrogationibus nım sanctı praecessorI1s tu1 ei Caelest11 respons1on1bus, quıbus

eatı Innocent1iı ıtter1ıs consentire professus est  IA (AUGUSTINE, duas pel.
2,4,6, SEL 6 s 465,28-466,3.) "Huic ('aelestius consentire professus est, quando,
CU) 1Ilı Sancto PDTaClllSSOTIC LuO 1ctum esse Jla Oomn1a damnas QJuUaC lactata SUNT de
nomıne tuo? Ipse respondiıt: Damno secundum sententiam beatae memorlae praecessorI1s
tu1 Innocenti1." (Zbid, ,  M

/0 "Maio0re fiduc1a 58 alıquıid ad tuam beatıtutidem ser1bere de hıs rebus, JUaC
hOocC tempore ep1ıscopalemn S1 qua In nobıs est, ad u1g1ılantıam PTO SICSC domiıin1ıco
stimulo recentiore sollıcıtant." (AUGUSTINE, duas pel. l?1319 AB 60, 423, 16-

Eng Tans In SCHAFF, $7 /}
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pal attention attend o threat 1C he perce1ves eing far from
Over  /1 That such anxıety CVCN eed be expressed INaY indıcate that. Aas
far Augustine Was concerned, the N  S pontiff INaYy nNOT aVe been work-
Ing wıth ASs much haste OT attentiveness the Afrıcans WOu ave PIC-
erre Whıle ıt 1S tirue that Boniface hımself had inıti1ated the present CON-
versatıon wıth the Afrıcans thereby appearıng rather proactive, surely the
VE fact that ulıan had the miısplaced confidence appeal the DODC al
all WOUuU ave een sufficıent raıse the CONCETNS, ıf nOT the SUSPICIONS
of ugustine and h1is colleagues hat the condemned bıshops INAaYy ave 1nN-
deed ope: for favourable hearing. ” er all. and noted prev1o0usly.
beyond turnıng the etters OVeT the Afrıcans, Boniface had actually one
nothing else and, indeed, had showed hımself rather tolerant of the rel1-
Z10US "miscreants".

Augustine also begıins hıs introduction 18 the letter wıth the phrase,
had earned how Full VOU wWere of the of God 1C COu of

COUTSC, bear Man Yy dıfferent interpretations, SOTI1IC of them merely
dıplomatıc in nature In the 1g section 2‚’ however, Augustine’s
effusıveness INaVYy also be understood dıfferently. In hıis partıcular
paragraph, Augustine emphasızes that 1S nNOT gıven accordıng
meri1ts. It 1S eely obtaıned, and beyond earnıng. One of hıs MOST

penetratıng analogıes for the gratultous nature of diıvıne election and
1s saved for the 1T\ book of the treatıse. whereın Augustine writes,

OTr what 1S LINOTIC perfect, what Was LHNOTC excellent, than the holy priests
3801 the ancıent people? And yel G0d prescribed them er sacrıfice
first of all for theır OW) SINS. And what 18 INOTEC holy amn ON£ the NCW people
than the apostles” And yel the Lord prescr1ibed them SaVvy in theır PIayCrI,
Forgıve us OUTr bhts. ” FOor al] the P10US, therefore, who he under this burden
of corruptible flesh, and SI10aN ın the ınfirmıty of thıs 1ıfe of theırs, there 18
ONC hope "We have advocate wıth the Father. Jesus T1S the righteous:

4173and He 1S the propitiation for OUT S1INS

Augustine usS, for example, that "Nou1 quıppe heretic1ı, IN1ım1C1 gratiae De1,
UJUaC datur pusıllıs ei magnıs DCI lesum Christum domınum nOStrum, {s1 1am cauend]ı
eu1ldentius apertiore inprobatione monstran(tur, NON amen quiescunt scr1pt1s SUl1Ss MInNuUs
Cautorum ue] m1Inus erudıtorum corda temptare Quıibus utique respondendum esset.”
(AUGUSTINE, duas pel. A SEL 6 $ 424,1-5.)

772 ugustine’s UuUsSCcC of iıste In the followıing Dassasc has pejoratıve ring In thıs
partıcular ‚ASC He wrıtes, on ıtaque, sicut dıcunt NOS quıdam dicere ei iste audet
insuper scr1ıbere, "Oomnes in peccatum’ uelut inu1tı °cCarnıs SUAC necessıtate coguntur’, sed 61
1lam in gefate sun(t, ut propriae menti1s utfantur arbıtrıo, el In DECCAaLO SUa uoluntate
retinentur ei pECCAaLO ın peccatum SUua uoluntate praecıpitantur." (AUGUSTINE, duas
pel. 153) » F, 6 E} ’  @

73 "Quid nım excellentius iın ueter1 populo sacerdotibus sanctıs? Et amen e1Is
praecepıit Deus sacrıfıcı.m DIO SU1S prımıtus offerre peccatıs. Et quıd sanctıus in NOUO
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The recent hıstory of the bıshops of Rome had SCCH them portray
themselves hıgh-priests, the fountaın of dıvıne teachıng and unıty
itself“* BYy emphasızıng the QTaC10US character of electi1on of ancıent
priests and apostles, however, Augustine Wäas putting the papa. office in
dıfferent perspective. If the apostles, whom Boniface and hıs predecessors
claım succeed, WEeEIC in need of SIACC avo1d CITOT, and in eed of

when they taıled in theır endeavour, hOow much OTESo mortals who
aıly operated beyond the physıca. realm of the ascended Savıour? The
weakness of the apostles COU. also stand ace but firm remınder
Boniface of Zosiımus’ haltıng hıs aster ’s charge tend
the sheep

Augustine, however, 18 nOt bold Aas to cast aspers10ns uDON the
late pontıff himself. He COn hıimself, instead, interpret Zosimus’
actı1ons for Boniface’s benefit and enlıghtenment:

elagıans had conce1lved, wıth alse hope, that the 1818  S and execrable
dogma of elagıus Caelestius COU be made acceptable the catholıc
intellıgences of certaın Omans, when those crafty spırıts however perverted
DYy wıcked CITOT, yet not contemptible, SInce they appeared rather be
deserving of consıderate correction than of Cas Y condemnatıon WeT® treated
wıth somewhat INOTE of len1ıty than the estricter dıscıplıne of the Church
requıred. FOor ıle Man Yy and such ımportant eccles1astıcal documents WeTIC

passıng and repassıng between the Apostolıca See and the Tican bıshops,
and, n when the proceedings in thıs atter In that SCC WEeEeIC

completed, wıth Caelestius present and makıng anhsSWCTI, what SO  : of letter.
what decree 1s OUnN! of Pope Zosimus. of venerable 1NOTY, whereın he
prescribed that ıt mMmust be eileve: that 1S born wıthout an Y taınt of
orıgınal sın? Absolutely he saıd thıs wrote it al al"

pDOopulo apostolıs? Et am praecepıit e1s OM1nNus ın oratıone dıcere‘ dımıiıtte nobıs debiıta
nOostra. Omnı1a 1gıtur pıorum sub hoc corruptıibilıs Carnıs ei In ist1us uıtae infırmıtate
gementium SDCS una estT, quod aduocatum habemus apud patrem lesum Christum Justum;

ıpse est exoratıio peccatorum nostrorum. ” (AUGUSTINE, duas pel. 3: 13 N
60, 504,8-16; Eng Tans 1n SCHAFF, 409.)

AUGUSTINE, Ep 181 SEL 4 ‚ 702:44-/703.5: ED 182,2, A 44,
’  I

75 "Immo CTO Pelagıanı SDC alsa putauerant 10180 l exsecrabıile ogma Pelagıanum
uel Caelestianum persuaderı quorundam Romanorum catholıcıs ment1ibus 9 quando
]la ingen1a quamu1s nefando pETUCTISA, non amen contemptibilıa, CU) stud10se
corrigenda potius Ua tacıle damnanda ulderentur, alıquanto len1us, QUaM SseuerT1IOT
postulabat ecclesiae dıscıplına, SUnNntT. 1lot nım eit tantıs inter apostolıcam sedem et
afros ep1SCOPOS currentibus et recurrentibus ScCr1ptis eccles1astıc1s, et1am gest1s de hac

apud illam sedem Caelestio praesente ei respondente confectis QUACHNAM tandem
epistula uenerandae memorTI1ae Zosim1, QUaC interlocutio repperitur, ubı praeceperı1t
cred1 oportere sine ullo u1t10 peccatı orıgınalıs homınem nascı? Nusquam DIOTSUS hoc
dixıit. NUSQUaM Oomnıno conscripsit." (AUGUSTINE, duas pel. 2,375’ DAEL 6 E}
A  , Eng. rans ın SCHAFF, 393.)
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Given the rather OPDCH of etters wriıtten urıng thıs per10d of
antıquity, it 1S obvıous hat thıs "instruction" Boniface 1s meant
beneft wıder, INOTEC unsuspecting audıence. Augustine had, however,
addressed thıs work Pope Boniface personally, and ıle setting the
record traıght for the ole T1stı1an WOr. he Was also indıcatıng the
181%  < bıshop of Rome hımself the in 1C 7 osımus’ actıons 0Ug

be egarded and properly evaluated. By understandıng the f  S iıntent of
7 9osimus’ act1ons, Boniface COU aVO1d repeatiıng the unmentioned

in make the matter perfectly clear, Augustine continues al the end
of the IT book enuncı1ate what MuST hbe one in the Pelagıan affaır.

"Whoever buılds either concernıng the soul OT anl y other obscure atter,
ediılice whence he INay destroy thıs, 1C 18 irue, best ounded, and best

known, whether he 1S SOoON OT IN of the Church, MUST either be
corrected avoided."”®

E2 the letter WeIc intended for the general publıc, such exhortatıon
WOUuU be superfluous, SINCE there WOuU be hıttle hat ndıvıduals m1g do
If the work WeEeTIC intended for ımper1al officıals, it WOU certamly be
use and directive. In letter addressed 18 the bıshop of Rome, however,
such statement Was actually quıte bold In 1ts rather imper10us tone

Perhaps thıs style, INOTIC than anythıng else, indıcates the anxıety 1C
ST1 haunted ugustıne and hıs brethren they recalle': Rome’s recent

andlıng of the ole unhappy affaır, and theır strong intention o CNSUTC

that such eventualıty cshould agaln.
Augustine closes the ole treatıse wıth ONC INOTE observatıon

MC CO be interpreted indıctment of those who have nOL
Oll0wWwe: the demands of Zosimus’ Iractoria; ıf COU. equally stand,
however, indıctment of 7Zosımus hıimself, and hıs resistance 18 the
orıginal jJudgment of Carthage. He wriıtes:

AAy endeavour, forsooth, 1sturb the catholıc WOT. because, the Lord
eing agaınst them, hey unable ıt; when rather hey 0Ug
have been rodden Ouft wherever those wolves m12 have ppeared, DYy
WAalicC  NeSSs and astoral dılıgence, after competent and sufficıent udgment
made concernıng them; whether wıth VIEW of theır eing healed and
changed, wıth VIEW of theır eing hunned by the sate' and soundness of
others, DYy the help of the epher: of the sheep, who seeks the lost sheep also
1881 the lıttle ONCS, who makes the sheep holy and rıghteous freely; who
both provıdently instructs them, althoug. sanctıffied and justified, yel in theır
fraılty and ınfiırmıty PIay for aıly remission for theır aıly S1NS, wıthout

“Qua propter qU1SQU1S uel de anıma ue]l deq obscura ıd adstruit, nde
hoc quod uer1ssımum, fundatıssımum, notissımum est destruat, SsIue sıt ille fiılıus S1ue
INIMI1CUS ecclesiae, auft corrıgendus est aut cauendus." ( AUGUSTINE, duas C pel.
w  ’  ' SEL 60, .
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H ONC |1ves in thıs WOT. CVCN althoug. he INa y 1ve well: and
477mercıfully ıstens theır PraycIS.

As Peter ’s SUCCESSOT the ONC specıfically harged feed the ambs and
tend the sheep”® the double-entendre of thıs DassSdagc and 1fs concomıtant
challenge COU. nOoTt ave been lost Bonıiface. Indeed, thıs DASSasc forms
rather remarkable lıterary inclusio wıth the introduction 1
specıfically refers the epıscopal vigilance behalf of the Lord’s
flock. ”” The 00d epher the sheep from the wolves and theır
mi1isgu1ded eachıng and heretical notions. appıly, pastoral dılıgence has
not been sufficıent LO rıng about the destruction of the wolf-pack; it has
merely dıspersed it. and AS result the threat remaıns, emandıng the full
attention and commıiıtment of the Shepherd’s Vicars, AaINONS whom the
bıshop of Rome en]oys partıcular pre-eminence. The MCSSaLC
Boniface 1S, in 5 Caveal ePISCOPUS.

One question naturally arıses. Why, out of hıs ole pontificate,
dıd these etters alone evoke the papa. agalnst Pelagıanısm”? The

S, ONe evel, quıte sımple Boniface, who thıs pomint had been
rather INCONSPICUOUS the Pelagıan matter, COU. nNOL 1gnore dırect and
publically-known address from the eadıng member of the dıssenters. It
W as iımperatıve that SOINC be o1]ven, SVecn ıf it had been somewhat
forcefully elicıted. econdly, Juhan’s attack Was princıpally aiımed al
Z osıimus’ Iractoria and the "prevarıcatıon" of the Roman Chürch, ”
1i essentially amounted assault agaınst the PapaCY ıtself.
Boniface COUuU certaınly not OW such C  enge unanswered 1C
questioned the VC. ng and abılıty of the bıshop of Rome teach, Judge

D "Orbem quıppe catholıcam quon1am domıno e1Is resistente peruerter' nequeuntT,
saltem OIMNMOQOUECI! CONaNTUT, CU: pot1us u1g1lantıs ei dılıgentia pastoralı pDOost factum de
ıllıs Competens sufficıensque ludıcıum, ubicumque ist1 lupı1 apparuerınt, conterendiı sunt,
S1uUE ut sanentur mufentur S1uUE ut ab alıorum salute integrıitate uıtentur,
adıuuante pastore pastorum, qu1 uUueIN perditam eit In paruulıs quaeri1t, qu]1 ucCcs sanctas ei
iustas oratıs facıt, qu!ı Cas quamu1s sanctifıcatas eit justificatas. amen In ista fragılıtate

infıiırmiıtate DIo cotidianıs peccatıs, sine qu1ıbus h1ıc NOn ulultur, etiam CUTMN ene
ulultur, cotidianam rem1ssionNEmM eft ut tal prou1ldenter nstruıt et clementer
exaudıt." (AUGUSTINE, duas pel. ,  ,  » SEL 6 % 570, [ 2=-22:; Eng Tans In
SCHAFF, 434.)

7® Jn Z 1E
AUGUSTINE, duas C pel. L4 2 EL 6 9
AUGUSTINE, duas pel. 1519 n SEL 6 9 424,10-11.
"Quıin eti1am OMAanOs cler1cos arguunt serıbentes A  e0Os 1USS10N1S terrore perculsos

NO  - erubuisse praeuarıcationıs crımen admıiıttere. ut cConira priorem sententiam SUam, qua
211gest1s catholico dogmatı affuerant, postea pronuntıiarent malam homınum a naturam

(AUGUSTINE, Aduas pel. Z SEL 60, 3:  £
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and determıne the law. What WAas perhaps EVCnN INOTC preferable, however.
Was that such papa. prerogatıve should be eiende: DYy OMCcONC other than
the POpC himself. The force of iıllustrio0us provıncıal bıshop's word
agalnst talıan dissenter COuU nOoTt be underestimated and tO the
lustre of Rome Augustine, therefore, Offers fervent apologia behalf
of both Innocent and ZOosS1mus, althoug, it 1S clear that h1s preference Was

for the former.**

(CONCLUSIONS

In the end, Boniface unwittingly preside (VET maJor alteratıon In
the orıgınal character of Pelagıanısm. De Plınval maıintaıns that, from the
date of publıcatıon of the Tractoria In 418 untıl Boniface’s eal in
September of 422, the mMmovemen volved from sımple ascetic1ısm nto
INOTC organızed intellectual rel1g10us expression.”” The earlıer. LLLOTC

sımple membershıp Was perhaps EVCnN overwhelme by YOUNSCI assoclates
whose owledge of etters and phılosophy exerted tremendous ımpact
the direction the movemen WOU. take, consequently losıng SOME of the
er adherents along the 84  Way.

82 Augustine makes the followıng defence agaınst Juhan’s charge of prevarıcatıon,
whiıich INn fine 18 actually hıttle LMNOTIC than ratıiıonalızatıon of Zosımus’ act1ons. He wrıtes,
"Nunc CcTIO CUu primıtus beatiıssım1ı Innocenti1 ıtterae ep1scoporum itterıs
respondenti1s afrorum parıter unc CITOTECMN, qQUCIN CONanTtur ist1ı persuadere, damnauerint,
SUCCESSOT QUOQUC 1US SAaANCf{uUS papa 7 osımus hoc tenendum CSSC, quod istı de paruulıs
sentiunt, NUMYUamn dixerıt. NUMYUAaI scr1pserI1t, insuper et1am Caelestium DUTSaICc
molıentem ad consentiendum 1919) dictis sedis apostolicae ıtteris crebra interlocutione
constrinxerit, profecto qu1dquıd interea len1ıus actum est CUl C'aelesti10 seruata dumtaxat
antıquıissımae ei robustissımae fıde]) tırmıtate correction1s fuıt clementissıma SUas10, non

adprobatıo ex1t10s1ssıma prauıtatıs. Et quod abh eodem sacerdote postea ('aelestius el

Pelagıus repetita auctorıtate damnatı Sunt, paululum in interm1ıssae 1am necessarıo
proferendae ratıo seuerı1tatıs fult, NON praeuarıcatıo Dr1US cognıtae uel OQua cognit10
ueritatıs. (AUGUSTINE, duas pel. 1’3) $ SEL 60, - Augustine s
reasonıng 1 nOT much convoluted ıt 1s OTrTIUOUS ın 1fs exXpression. Hıs effort here 18

demonstrate that, despıte recent vicıssıtudes, the Roman bıshops had truly acted ın
INanneT consıstent ıth the judıcıal and admıniıstratıve 1{9} which they enjoyed hıs
realıty MaYy nOT be perceived accurately appreclated Dy detractors 1ıke Julıan, but
that 0€Ss nNOT er the fact that they had acquıtted themselves appropriately 1n the ace of
the Pelagıan hrea:) (nhven that Boniface had first-hand acquaıntance ıth the dıfficulties
which Zosımus’ volte-face had reated for hım and the church In Rome, he really could
have as for finer testimonYy the authorıty of h1s office.

83 DIE PLINVAL, Pelage, 344
De Plınval cıtes Augustine’s Iul. 5’ Support thıs partıcular claım, though thıs

author 1S not convınced ıt eed necessarıly ear thıs interpretation. More persuasıve 18 hıs
quotatiıon from Tul. 257 whereın it 1S wrıtten, "milıtes, scholastıicı audıtorilales de
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Perhaps de Plınval 1S COrrect wıth reference the lower classes
who WEIC wiıllıng battle in the tireefs of Rome in 418, but INnan of the
nobles, who had been wıth elagıus from the VELY eginnıng, transcended
the r  mob mentalıty". They WeIC themselves steeped in the Roman
philosophiıcal tradıtıon As ell the scr1p FOOTS of the teachıng. It
must be orne in mınd that ONEC of Jerome’s earlıest erit1icısms Was that
elagıus and hıs followers WeIC much OO 18 the StO1CS and
Pythagoreans.”” Whether ÖT nOoT these pnecıfıc accusatiıons WeTC

does nOot alter the fact that phılosophy and etters had Ways played role
in the development of Pelagıan thought.

That 1S not SaY, however, that de Plınval 1S ın recogn1zıng
evolution in the movemen throughout Boniface’s re1gn. {t 1S INOTE

lıkely, however, hat Pelagıanısm developed result of repress1i0n,
an Y outlawed 1S bound to do ir membershıp indeed ecline: OT

changed duriıng Boniface’s re1gn, thıs phenomenon COU. Just d easıly be
explaıne DYy the fact hat indivıdual ascetic needs WeTC eing meTf Dy the
institutions approve Dy the OTI1IC1A. church. OT Dy the fact hat the spirıtual
eaders of the MOovemen had been ex1ıled to the ast. In the end, ONC COU.
indeed lıve the ıfe that elagıus, Caelestius Rufinus espoused wıthout
eing threatened wıth CENSUIC Dy assımılatıng into the VICtOr10US aıth-
communıty ıtself.

In the final analysıs, dıd hıs phase of the Pelagıan CONTrOVETISY add
OT detract from the orowth of papa. authorıty”? In ONC thıs

question 1S quıte unanswerable because of the dearth of ınformatıon. In
large however, Boniface’s partıcular contrıbution the extension of
papa infiluence 1S OUnN! what COuU be pOopularlıy described ASs "damage
control”. He steered cautious COUTSC, makıng statements hıimself, but
allowıng Honorıius and Augustine aCT hıis behalf. Thus he regaıned
the trust of the victors In the recent strıfe irust C had been chaken
by 7Zosımus’ act1ons, all Augustine’s Justifications notwithstanding”®. As

qualicumque clerıcorum turba qul1a 18(6)  — pOSssunt secundum categorı1as Arıstotelıs de
dogmatıbus iudıicare", although Ven thıs does nNnOT indıcate wıdespread dıscontent
prec1ıpıtous abandonıng the movement.

5 Jerome, for example, Sa  Z dırect lınk between the elagıan notion of impeccantıa
and the O1C ÜNAaOEiC, maıntamıng that the former Was but Sto1c1sm wriıt pıously.
for example In Hierem. L AL 59, ’  S

Pıetr1 declares that 1t Was argely Boniface’s N gOT, ıth regard the Pelagıans
which helped restore the confidence of Afrıca In the papaCYy PIETRIL, Les ettres
nouvelles leurs temoignages SUr 'histoire de ’Eglise romaılne de Ses relations VeC

'Afrique ın Les ettres de Saint Augustin decouvertes par Johannes Divjak, Parıs, Etudes
Augustiniennes, 1983, 352) hıs author, however, would take exception
the USC of "la rigueur” DYy 1e1r71 and would suggest that. gıven the facts of Boniface’s
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for the papal mınd the outstandıng 1SSUES of transmıiıtted SIN and the fate
of unbaptızed infants who die before theır time, statement Was clearly
forthcomıing from Rome. Had Boniface provıded artıculate declaratıon

these content1i0us matters, the posıtıon of Rome COUuU ave een
clarıne'l for hıstory. nstead., he ffered en1gmatıc sılence eavıng the
cholar only wonder., dıd such sılence really betoken consent?

loronto Pearce CAREFOOTE

actual dealıngs ıth the questi0n, ord ıke ”la docilite"” would be far INOTC approprıate.


