
IHE TITHIRD
AUGUSTINE,9

AND IHE IHEOLOGICAL
IHE IDEA

Many of Augustine’s ideas about the ature of the aliterlıte OCCUrTLr
result of his dıfferences wıth elagıus and Pelagıan thought. carefu

consıderation of both yıelds great insıghts into ugustınıan cConceptions of
place the afterlıfe, 1C WOU. uentıa. for the
medieval development of the idea of 1m To begin wiıth, let consıder
the 1ideas of elagıus and Celestius, and then the ideas of ulıan of
clanum. What it about elagıus and Pelagıan thought that
engendered such CONLrOVerSYy the Mediterranean WOr. of the early
cen Pelagıan thought represents ONC solution 110 the problem of the
mMmassıve influx of unregenerate sinners into the Urc that the late fourth
and early century faced elagıus oundiess faıth human
ature Augustine describes hım

fire wıth burning zeal agaıinst those who should their SIN: blame
the human 11l and instead, amıng the nature of In Iry find CXCUSE
for themselves this.

Pelagius elheve: that essentially g00d, and capable of greatiness
In his VvieW, Dyer“ noftes, "stood at the piınnacle of creation,
apable of rulıng both himself and the world."® ince he proceeded from
thıs startıng poımnt, it 1s CasS to understan:! the CNOTMIOUS STITESS that he
placed free ll his estimatıon, free to choose g0o0d eviıl.
Furthermore, fully capable of choosing g0o0od by PDOWCTIS,
nothing hampers choice of goodness He} "that re do

g00d thing, speak 200d word, OT g0o0od thought, proceeds

] Augustine, De Natura gratia, "homiınem elo ardentissiımo adversus
COS, quı CU] in SU1S peccatıs humanam voluntatem debeant ACCUSATC, naturam pot1us
acCcCcusantes hominum, PCI 1lam conantur." G 44, 247)2 For treatment of these matters, exceedingly grateful for the path-breaking
work of George Dyer, in hI1s studies The Denial of Limbo and the Jansenist Controversy
(Mundelein, M:, and Limbo, Unsettled Question (New York, 1964) In p  ıcular,
shall rely heaviıly the analyses of the former ork.

Dy er, The Denial of Limbo, p. 1
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firom selves.4 elagıus also elleve| that COU. eely choose
eviıl, and that there nothing 1C erently directed us towards
g00d eviıl. In the phraseology of Augustine’s indıctment:

Everything g00d, and eve] evil, account of hıch either
audable ameworthy, 1S not born wıth us but done Dy u '9 for born
not fully evelop but wiıth capacıty for either conduct; and
procreated wiıthout virtue, also wıthout vice and PreviOus to the actıon
of OWIl PTODCI will, that alone 18 hıch God has formed.?

TIhus because capable of domg g00d, it IS duty do S the
Same veın, because capable of doing 200d, capable of nol

doing ev1l. The Urc requıres that be sinless, maiıintained elaglus,
and ıt held fOor the example of 10815781 such dASs Abel, NOC. Noah, and
Melchizede! whom Scripture WeTiC wıthout SIN

Concurrent wıth thıs belief the SUDTEMACY of the human 8
disbelief the idea of original SIN Hıs Expositio In Romanos ManNnasecS

all of St Paul’s critical epistle thıs theme wıthout EVcn ONCC

advancıng hıs Ssupport for the iıdea of or1gin: SIN Men dıe, he
supposed, because they follow the example OT form  n/ of Adam, not
because of spirıtual inherıitance. However, where elagıus
somewhat muted and Vaguc thıs point, his iscıple Celestius
explicıt. He noted that the entire question of orıgınal SIN W: theologically
spe.  g, "a mal for inquiry.  n8 Augustine s(8) how he stated that
"  origıin; SIN binds single infant."” It 1s thıs lack of belief in orıgıinal
SIN hıch made possible the belief the goodness of m and ın the
111 of the unaıded ll tOo attaın salvatıon, and it 1S thıs belief 1C.
first put elagıus and his followers at loggerheads wıth Augustine The
1Ssue Came head around the question of fant baptısm, and it 1s ere
that a cCompromıise solution worked out hıch critical for
understandıng of the development of 1mbo

Although ave examples of indivıduals such AS Augustine

4 Augustine, De Gratia Christi el peccato originali, 1.18, nsl quod bene agımus,
loquimur, cogıtamus, ideo est ei nOs) ei De1i” (l 445 369)

5 Ibid., 1.14, "Omne bonum malum, quO vel laudabiıles vel vituperabiles SUMUS,
NON nobiscum orıtur, sed agıtur nobis: CapaCcCcS nım utriusque rel, plen1 nascımur,
et ut sıine VI:  ©, ita ef sine vit10 DTOCTCAMUT. ante actıonem propriae voluntatıs, 1d
solum iın homine est, quod Deus condidıt." P 44’ 391)

6  6 Pelagıus, Epistola ad Demetriadem, (L 3 9
Pelagıus, Expositio In Romanos, v.1 "exemplo uel orma  ” (P.L. suppl. l)

O” Augustine, De Gratia Christi, el de DeCCalo originali, .30 "lıcet quaestionis ICS sıt
ista”, (P.L. 44, 387).

9  9 Ibid., HZ "quod parvulorum nemınem obstringat originale peccatum”, (F7, 44,
386)
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himself who delayed theır baptısm until ate ıfe it 15 clear that
fant baptısm accepte and practice of the iime aSs

tell from ugustine’s words the ubject Thıs
practice what caused problems for elagıus and his followers If there
WEeIC such thıng or1gıinal SIN there neCessi for the practlice
of fant baptısm However ıf there 1 for fant baptısm
then there COU. not be (8 the idea of innate human goodness In

Cası the tradıtion x1isted and they O face it They COU. not
deny it for ernar: Leeming puts "Ihey WeTIrc 18 make
converts and 110} be regarded orthodox 11 What WeTE they LO
do? ugustine indicates that elagıus se took refuge the question
Dy e  ul  atıng to SOINC extent "As for infants who die unbaptıze:
know indeed where they do nNOt yet where they do do 19(0)1
kno 112 But reality, the elagıans propose interesting solution
theır OWN problem They created radical interpretation of the Gospel
PasSSagc In 111 "unless be born aaln of water and the Spırı he
cCannot into the gdom of God A Thıs pPassagc clearly admıts the
CSSI of baptısm for en! into heaven but the elagıans elıeving
they dıd natural goodness and dısbelieving or1ıgınal and the iıdea
that ave inherited anythıng eviıl from Adam, noted that the PASSasc
sa1ld nothing about Eternal Life What the elagıans dıd create L{WO
1Meren!; MCAaNINSS for previously SYNONYMOUS terms The kıngdom of
heaven COUuU. be reached by baptısm alone but Eternal Life COU. be
reached by human ll alone wıthout baptısm Indeed CVOCN the ll
not strictly spe:  e NECESSATY, they elleve: that dyıng
unbaptized WOU ern Life wıthout applıcatıon of ll
1fs by vıirtue of 1fs innate goodness Eternal Lıfe x00d state
but the kıngdom of heaven INOTE perfect good 1C required
sacramental inıtıiatıon Infants requıred baptısm not 118 cleanse inherent
evıl but rather 8 render them INOIC perfect the CYCS of God and worthy
18 enter his gdom Thiıs elegant solution (8 the problem but at
the Samme ıme it 15 VETY human solution it 15 according Pıault

Ihid 11 (P.L 385) and elsewhere
Leeming, "Is Theır Baptısm Really ecessary?”, The Clerey Review

(1954), 66-85, p./4
Augustine, De Gratia Christi, el de peccato originali, ı11 2 C "Sıne Baptısmo parvulı

morientes, qUO NOD eant, SC10O, qUuO eant, CSCIO. (F 4 E} 305-6)
For the OMM£g1NS of ese ideas, SCC Pıault, "Autour de la CONTtroverse pelagıenne

’Le o1lsıeme lıeu  m Recherches SCIENCE religieuse x I1ıv (1956) 481 514 491 who
attrıbutes them Ambros1ıaster and Dyer The Denial of Limbo 15 who
consıders several SOUTCES
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"more moral than metaphysical, INOTC attentive tOo the forces of ature than
414dıvine act1vity.

ese basıc ideas WeTC gıven INOTEC COBSCNCY and direction Dy ulıan
of Clanum. He continued the veın of his predecessors by stressing the
primacy of the human 111 matters of morals. However, unlıke elagıus,
who maiınly concerned wıth the of the 11l to make moral
choices, ulıan maılntaiıned that the 111 had greater ffects, he spells out

hıis eNnıtiıon of the te!  z "Free will, Dy A 1S seft free by God,
consısts the poss1bilıty of admıiıtting SINS and the abstamıng from
S1NS.  .n15 According ulıan, free 111 15 g1ift of God It dıd not only
render capable of moral choice but also place hım State of abso-
lute moral equiılıbrıum, free tOo choose. It thus surprise,
given thıs, that ulıan also denı:ed the ex1istence of or1ıgınal SIN, because thıs
WOUuU 1981 external threat freedom. The entire ıdea Was distasteful
18 hım; he consiıdered all be entirely g0o0d because that 1S the
only WaYy g00d God COU: ave created hım that made 1S
entirely g00d. oug thıs ONC 1S naturally CVil, m16 he sa1d

TIhus there COU. ave een nothing passe from first
who inherently g00d, OL, conversely, if he had been created SIn,
there COU. ave een hope for change for the better in hım ulıan
viewed Augustine’s ideas the transmıssıon of orıginal SIN attack

the sanctity of marrı1age, SInNCe he ked why God WOU. ave
solemn1ised marrıage ıf all it dıd result the procreation of those who
WeTITC damned.! Thus iınfants WeTIC born neıther g00d NOT evil, but rather

state of equılıbrıum that he termed "innocence"(innocentia)®,
something entirely free from SIN Thıs, of9 begs the question of the
necess1ity of fant baptısm, and ulıan swered it slıghtly dıfferent
fashıon than did hI1s predecessors elagıus and Celestius In Julıan

Pıault, Op.CIth., p.482.
15 ugustine, Opus Imperfectum CONIra Julianum, 1.78, "T.ıbertas arbıtril, Qua Deo

emancıpatus homo est, in admıiıttendiı peccatı ei abstinendiı peccato possibilıtate consıstıit."
Z 4 $ In ther where Julıan SCS "emancıpatus” wıth regard the free
will, he declares explıcıtly that ıt 1s gift of God. See Barclıift, "In Controversy
wıth Saıint Augustine: Julıan of Eclanum the Nature of Sın  n Recherches de Theologie
ancıenne medievale Iyll1 (1991) 5-20, 1 9 Lamberıigts, "Julıan of
Aeclanum: Plea for :o0d Creator Augustiniana XX XVIN (1988) B  D

Augustine, Opus Imperfectum CONLtra Julianum, 111.159, "Malum quıppe NON

exstantıs invenıtur naturae sed sigut Omnı1s creatura, in quantum condıtur, ona est”, (L
4 E

17 Augustine, Contra Julianum, 111.36 P 44’ 721)
18 Ibid., 111 (P.L: 4 $ 707); v1.30 v1.32 Opus Imperfectum contra

Julianum, 14 P 4 9
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estimatıon, baptısm served [WO functions: it elımınated SIN and added
holiness pCrSON ıth SIN hıs SsOoul WOU. be leansed of it by baptısm;

DETISON wıth SIN his soul WOU be made holier. ants fall into the
latter CategorYy, and they aptıze according O ulıan, the anctıty,
Justice, adoption, inherıtance, and fellowship of hrıs m1g be LO
them, that they might be members of him.  '" Baptısm wrought
essent1a] change in infants, although ulıan admıtted its importance. He dıd
nOot SITESS the idea of ern: Life dıd his predecessors, although it had
SOMEeEe earıng hıis ideas, SINCEe he insısted the necessity of baptısm to
enter the kıngdom of heaven, and en1ed that dyıng unbaptized
one anythıng O meriıt hell

AÄUGUSTINE’S RESPONSES

Augustine’s TeSPONSCS O his Pelagıan opponen(ts centre almost
exclusively around the question of infant baptısm, presenting the early
UrC wıth great of authoritatiıve opınıon the subject, and
providıng later authors wıth ımportant authorıty whom ıt NCCCSSaL Y
110 refute 118 whom they COuU appeal for Support for theır argumen(ts.
Furthermore, Augustine’s arguments critically shaped the development of
ımbo ırst, let examıne the arguments he sed 08 the objections
of his opponents, and then INOVC present INOTEC general
sStatement of hıs arguments whnole

Against elagius and Celestius

Augustine rejecte: Out of hand the notion of "Eternal Life"
avaılable 110 the unbaptızed. He set about defence of the church
tradıtional practice of infant baptısm O1ng; he attempting 118

the existence of damnatıon for hıldren cCNıladren could be
damned, it 118 be for D and dıscovering that TCason WOUuU
the existence of orıginal SIN Hıs arguments thiıs subject en  Ya
recondite, and complex, and such impossible 110 summarıize adequately
ın short nstead, concentrate [WO of his specific
arguments agalnst the Pelagıan COonNcept of Eternal Life ugustine
reckoned that thıs Concept of ern: Litfe COU. be SCCH in [WO WAaVYS,
eıther kınd of aYy state between heaven and hell, else

19 Augustıine, Opus Imperfectum CONIra Julianum, HD3 anc 1g1ıtur gratiam, PCT
Quam reis venla, illumınatıo spirıtualıs, adopt10 filiıorum Deı, muniıcıpatus Jerusalem
coelestis, sanctificatio, in Christı membra translatıo”, GL, 4 9



super10r kınd of human ıfe In the first CaSC, Augustine al great paıns
deny the ex1istence of mıddle Category of salvatıon by presenting the

portraıit of the Last Judgement from Matt.xxv.33ff 16 hrıs
the g00d from the wicked Dy placıng the g00d h1s rıg and

the wıicked his left eady earlıer X  9 Augustine consıiders thıs
fgure and notes that it precludes mıddle STOUN!

Thıs 15 absolutely N  S al  €, before heard the church, that ONC

COU. have ern: Litfe 1C| 15 not the gdom of heaven, and that ONC
COU. obtaın salvatıon outsıde of the gdom of God. For whosoever 111 not

to the gdom of God wiıthout OU! 111 damnation. TIhe Lord,
announcing that he WOU COMHIC to judge the 1ving and the dead, spoke only
of his righ! and left, therefore of heaven and hell.“®

Augustine’s analysıs 1S VE strict and VELY egal; hrıs 1s Judge who
VELIY simple

But certainly it 1S useless LO question the merıts of ONC who has not merıted
anythıng Because it does not do elleve that it 15 possible have mı!
ıfe (vita media) between 1ce and virtue, nOoT, the part of the Judge, that he

ave mM1 decision (sententia media) between chastisement and
recompense.“‘

ımple questions such rıght and leit, salvatıon and damnatıon, preclude
subtleties of place Augustine’s 1eW. Merit 1S hat matters.

since unbaptızed infants ave nOtT merıted anythıng, Augustine CONS1gNSs
them hell

Behold ave explaiıned yYOUu what the gdom 18 and what eternal fire 15
that when yOou profess that chıld 1S nOT the gdom, yYOUu mMay

acknowledge that he 1S eternal fire 22
ere alternatıves: for Augustine, the VEITY notion of ırd place

nonsense.“

20 Augustine, Sermo 294, 111.3, "Hoc NOVUDH in Ecclesıia, prI1us inaudıtum est, SSC

vıtam aeternam praeiter coelorum, SSC salutem aeternam praeteru De1
Primo vide, Irater, forte 1NC consentire nobis debeas, quU1SQquU1S ad rCegNum De1 NON

pertinet, eum ad damnatiıonem sıne dubı10 pertinere. Venturus Dominus, et judicaturus de
VIVIS mortu1ls, sıcut Evangelıum loquıtur, uas partes facturus est, dextram ei sinıstram."
( 3 E}

Augustine, De Libero arbitrio, 111.66, "  sed Sane superfluo quaer1 de meritis eJus qu1
nıhıl meruerit. Non nım metuendum est ıta SSC potuerıt media quaedam inter recte
actum peccatum, ef sententia Judic1s media SSC NO  —; possıit inter praemıum
supplicıum." P 3 9 1303-4).

3 Augustine, Sermo 294, 111.4, "Ecce exXposult tibı quıid sıt TCSNUN, ef quıd sıt 1gN1s
aeternus; ut quando confiteris parvulum NON futurum in gNO, fatearıs futurum 1n igne
aeterno.”" (F 3 E)

273 Pıault, Op.CIth., p.5
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Augustine dealt wıth the second possıbilıty, that ern Life m1g
be SOINC form of enhanced lıfe, wıth another example from Scripture and
wıth SOINC og1C He presents the words of hrıs from John 1V, 4,
"Amen, amecn Sa y 118 YOU, unless yYOU eat of the Mesh of the Son of Man
and hıs 00 yOou NO ave iıfe you.  A Augustine uMlse: thıs
paSSagc 1160 indicate that ONC must ave the ucharıs LO be able 18 ave
eternal ıfe ince the UrC. only allowed aptıze: ındıvıduals to partake
of the Eucharist, < unbaptized 1DSO facto barred from it and
thus from eternal life.** 'Thıs sımple argumen! vulnerable 118 the
Pelagıan qUCrI Y AaDOU! the fate of fant who dıed aptıze but who

partaken of the Eucharıist; WOU. it S{i1L be lost? But hat Augustine
meant that partakıng of the body of hrıs SYNONYIMMOUS wıth
1ving the body of Christ

Ou. yOou lıve Dy the spirıt of Be the body of Chrıst Thence it 1s
that the Apostle Paul, explaining us the nature of thıs bread, SaYyS, "One
bread, ON body W being many.  ” acrament of pıety! sıgn of unıty!

bond of C  yl
Augustine interpreted Paul’s usSsc of the ucharıs! meanıng membershiıp

the urc. and attempting 118 sShow in this that there such
nal Eternal Life avaılable 18 Such thing Came only

oug! ıfe the Eucharist 1C meant ıfe in the UrCc. One dıd NOT
eed necessarıly ave the ucharıs LO en! the gdom of Heaven,
but ON dıd ave ave ıfe in the UurCc. hıich COU. only be gaıne
Dy baptısm; the faıth of the Urc WOU. extend assıst the salvatıon of
its tinıest members, who did nOot ave personal faıth the experlience of
the Eucharıst themselves.“ Wıth these thoughts mind, Augustine
turned the Pelagıans. Sınce unbaptız fant thus exclude!
from both the kingdom of heaven and from ern:; Life, it ollowe: that
he capable of being damned ere be why this COUuU
appecn, and Augustine pressed the elagıans to g1ve hım the 1LCASONS Why.
ıther God somehow cruel and arbitrary, OT else there something
innate in infants fo warrant damnatıon. Augustine thus attempting

them into admıiıtting the existence of orıginal SIN, and wıth that
established, he thus establıshne' the necessity of fant baptısm.

Augustine, Contra duas epistolas Pelagianorum, 12 (B 44’ 570)
25 Augustine, In Toannıis evangelium, XXV1.13, "Vıs CIgO ef Vvivere de Spirıtu

Christı? COTDOTC esto Christi...Inde est quod nobis apostolus Paulus hunc
5 ”’Unus panıs, inquıt, 'unum u multiı (1Cor.x,17). Sacramentum
pietatıs! sıgnum uniıtatis! vinculum charıtatıs! (F 35;

26 See Lecuyer, "L’enfant est baptıse dans la fo1 de l’Eglise", La Maison-Dieu
|XXX1x (1967), 21237



Against Julian

Augustine extended mMan of the arguments he sed agalnst
elagıus and Celestius agaınst ulıan of clanum well, and, before,
the ature of the argument Came O nr around the question of baptısm;
Augustine cCconcerned himself wıth thıs rather than wıth Julıan notions
about the primary W of the human ll ulıan eilteve that baptısm
served [WO functions, that of conferring holiness and that of abolıshing SIN
Such schema SUT! 168 Augustine, who questioned hat g00d
baptısm did accordıng to Julıan estimatıion:

GoO U: then, SO and Sa y that they baptized the sacrament of the
Savlour, but nNOt saved;: they redeem but not delıvered; they bathed,
but nNnOot ashed; they exorcıised and exsufflated, but noft freed firom the
W of the eviıl eclare ikewise, that the ([070] 18 also sh! for them
forgiveness of S1INS, but they nOot cleansed by forgiveness of SIN
Iondrous the things YOUuU SaY. New the things yOUu Say. False the
things YOU 27  Sayı.

What dıd baptısm then SCIVC, ked ugustine? He attempting
18 that ulıan aC did 8(0)1 believe or1g1ın S1n, but WOU. not
COINC dırectly ouft and Say it. Why this sacramental DTACC NCCCSSALY 1f
there SIN evıl tOo require it? Why should the rıte of baptısm
include exXxorcısm if umanı WeTITC nOot SOINEC WaYy the W of the
Devıl? What did baptısm do if not delıver us from the of the Deyvıiıl?

how dıd the eV1. hold eXCcept by sın? Thıs certamly
of the Old Law, where baptısm prefigured by CIrCUMC1S1ON, wiıthout
1C the WOU. perısh; Augustine badgers ulıan oug! the MOU!
of chıld of the Old Law

My soul cshall be estroye: oOuft of people 1f not Ccircumc1ised the
eighth day; yOUu who deny or1gınal SIN and confess Just God, tell how
ave sinned.“

If under the Old Law COU. perısh wıthout CIrCUMCISION, why
shogld he not be able 10 perI1s under the New wıthout aptısm As he dıd

27 Augustine, Contra Julianum, 111.9, "Pergite adhuc, pergıte, ef sıcut dıcıtıs, In
acramento Salvatoris baptizantur, sed NOn salvantur: redimuntur, sed NON 1berantur:;
lavantur, sed NOoON abluuntur:; exorc1izantur ei exsufflantur, sed dıaboli NOoON
eruuntur‘' SIC et1iam dıcıte, Fundıitur DTIo e1s sangu1s in remissiıonem peccatorum, sed nullius
peccatı rem1issione mundantur. Mıra Sunt quac dıicıtis, NOVa sunt quacC dıcıtıs, falsa sunt
quac dicıtis”, (FL 44, 707)

28 Ibid., v1.21, "Perıitura est anıma MCa de populo IMCO, S1 1NON fuero CIrcumcisus
OCLaVO dıe quı CIgO ef originale malum diffitemini, ef Justum Deum fatemini, quıd
peccaverım dıicıte  " (F 44! 835)
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before, Augustine rejecte. oOut of hand the ex1istence of STa of ern:
Life such as Julıan advocated. He adgere ulıan agaln, thıs time about
the torment such ern; Life m1g provıde for unbaptızed hıldren

But YOU, also, who contend that they aAIC, AS it WEIC, free from all
condemnatıon, do not wısh th; about the condemnatıon by hıch yOou
punısh them Dy estranging them from the ıfe of God, and from the gdom
f (GJ0d mMan images of God, and by separatıng them from the D1O0US
paren{s yOou eloquently urge LO procreate them They suffer these
separat1ıons unjustly, 8 they have SIN af al’ ıf Justly, then they have
or1ginal SIN

ugustine returns to the attempt o make the elagıans admıt or1ginal SIN,
but he adı NC idea ere how there be happıness f there 18
separatıon from o0d? 'Thıs idea WOU. be developed Dy later wriıters the
theme of the deprivatıon of the beatıfic Visıon and 15 exceedingly ımportant
o the development of iıdeas about ımbo and the condıiıtıion of the souls
wıthıin ıt Augustine’s addıtion of the SOrrOoWINg parents 1S merely
twısting of the knıfe

HEMES AUGUSTINE’S RESPONSE:!

Now that ave considered SOMEC of Augustine’s specific replıes,
let provıde few summarıes of SOINC of hıs pecıfic themes. In the rst
place, Augustine rejects the Pelagıan idea of Eternal Life in form

Let ON promi1se unbaptized infants SOINC mMl place of rest and
appıness between damnatiıon and the gdom of heaven such he pleases
and where he pleases.”

Augustine exceptionally SCVOIC towards the ideas of Vincentius Vıiıctor,
who, though he WAas 3(0)1 Pelagıan, held somewhat INOIC VIEWS,
elieving that unbaptized infants went first (8) the earthly paradıse, and
then after the resurrection went o heaven. Augustine, by contrast, ou

only categorIies: salvatiıon and damnation, and unwiıllıng to
cep' d 1r alternatıve. He Tufa. realıst when it Calllc 1160 these
matters Eternal Lıife 15 VELY compassıonate, mercıful iıdea short,

29 Ibid., v.44, "Verum VOS qUOQUC, quı 60OS velut ıberos ab mnı damnatıione SSC

contenditis, cogitare NON 1S qua illos damnatione punıatıs, alienando vıta De1ı ei

regNO De1ı tot imagınes Del, postremo separando parentibus D1S, quOs ad COS

procreandos disertus hortarıs Haec autem injuste patıuntur, S1 nullum habent OmnınO
peccatum aut S] Juste, CISO habent orıginale peccatum.”( 4 9 309)

Augustine, De Anıma 2e1US origine, U: „  et DON baptızatıs parvulıs CINO

promittat inter damnatıonemCcoelorum, quietis vel felıcıtatıs cuyuslıbet
ubıliıbet quası medium locum.”" P.D 44’ 481)
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VeETIY human idea, but Augustine did NOt human sometimes EVCN

mercıful terms al  er, he looked at thıngs they WeTIC and pondere the
MYStery of jJudgements. Nowhere 1S thıs INOTIC clear than the
attention he paid the sufferings of children. Thıs sad fact mystified
and ascıiınate: hım for long time; he had consiıdered it long before the
Pelagıan CONTrOVerSY hıs De Libero arbitrio and especlially hıs
Letter 166 Jerome:

[Babıes|] hable wastıng disease, racking paın, to the agon1es of thırst
and unger, feebleness of lımb, prıvation of SCNHSCS, and vexing
assaults of unclean spirıts. Surely it 1S incumbent sShOow how it 15
compatible wıth Justice that infants suffer these things wiıthout evil of
theır OWN the producing cause.?'

merciful, human WOT. babies WOU noOoTt suffer. Yet they do, and
Augustine ealısed thıs fact. onderıng thıs sad sıtuation, amMmOoNg ther
ings, hım O SOIMNC answersa constitute second theme, STACC

Augustine’s theology depended the iıdea of divine STACC For
Augustine, ultımate salvatıon epende: not innate goodness OT merı1t
of kınd, but rather totally dependent the mMYySterYy of
STaCE Man has absolutely claım it whatsoever; Augustine .  we
maıintaın that the BTACC of God OUug. Jesus hrıs Lord 1Ss truly
STAaCC, that 1S, it 1S not gıven accordıng to merits.  m32 The sufferings of
children provide: Augustine wiıth OCCcasıon cons1ıder the entire disor-
ere| condıtion of man.  33 The solution Camme not from man ’s OWI efforts,
but through DTACE Unbaptized infants WeIC not saved, aptıze
infants WEeTC, thiıs the result of BTACC, accordıng to Augustine.
One 1e6S baptızed and saved, another 1e6S$ unbaptized and 1S ost
Time and agaln Augustine employs thıs example illustration of h1s
points.““ But iıllustrations WeTiIC that ugustine COU. provide; he COUuU
not COMe wıth = ansSsSWer to thıs problem IHNOIC than The
mYyStery of the salvatıon of infants remaıined Just that 16 hım, mYySterY.

(6)  ately, for Augustine there at east partıal solution to
the problem; hıs maJor theme, baptısm. Baptısm capable of

Augustine, Epistola 166, vi.16, "Languescunt aegritudinıbus, doloribus,
fame et 1ıt1ı cruclantur, debilıtantur membris, prıvantur sens1bus, vexantur ab immundis
spiritibus. emonstrandum est utique, quomodo ista sıne ılla SUa mala Juste
patıuntur. ”. ( 3 E} 20

Augustine, De praedestinatione sanctiorum, XXU11, Al  qua defendimus gratiam Deı DCI
Jesum stum Dominum nOS!  m, CcIC SSC gratiam, id est, 19(0) 91 secundum merıta nOostra

(L 44, 978)
33 Cayre, "Une retractatiıon de saınt Augustıin. Les enfants morts Sans bapte&me”,

'’Annee theologique augustinienne, X11 (1952), 131-143, pp.136-1537/.
Leeming, Op.Clt., p.80, no.2
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savıng the infant, and should be applıed SOON 4S possible. For infants,
the salvatıon from the faıth of the urc. not through theır O W

abılıties, and that faıth 15 conferred hrough baptism.”” Baptısm 1S hat
truly proviıdes eternal 1ıfe Baptısm 1s hat makes indıvıdual able tO
recelve hrıs the Eucharist, and become ON wiıth the church and
ıth hım, SINCE he and the Nrec ON!  €} ımılarly, the Urc 1Ss also the
bride of hrist, and ONC only be of God if ONe 1S the of
the UrCc Augustine makes Man references scrıptural pasSSagcS
dealıng 1ıth baptısm, noting that it 1S lıke Noah’s ark, 1C Was the sole
INCcanls of salvatıon for few (1Ptr.111.20-21), OT that it 1S bath of
regeneratıon and renewal 1tus 1iS)e Indeed, for ugustıne baptısm

such ımportant thıng that he cıted examples from the supernatural
regardıng it He presents the StOTY of Dboy who diıed catechumen
before rece1ving baptısm whose mother brought hım LO the shrine of
Stephen, whereupon the boy CaiInlec back to lıfe, requested and Was g1ven
baptısm, and thereupon died second time  37 He also cıtes the example of
Dıinocrates, brother of St Perpetua, who dıed at dSC and scCcCNH

by her purgatory-lıke place She prayed for hım and he delıvered;
ugustine 1s carefu remıind readers that he saved not Just bDy hıs
sister ’s faıth, SIince "there 1S record...that the boy who died at the aDC of

diıed wıthout baptism.  m38 Hıs SIN (80)91 consisted of relapse
paganısm prompte: Dy hıs a  er:; nevertheless accordıng tO Augustine it 15
hıs or1ginal baptısm d ell hıs sister ’s intercess10ns, j 74 saved hım
In both of these examples, baptısm 1s absolutely NCCCSSaL Y for salvatıon,
SVvVen post Oortem ON  e

Fınally, COINC 110 the fourth theme Augustine’s works, the fate
of unbaptized infants. What happens LO them? They damned As
ugustine had rejecte: the idea of Eternal Lıfe in preference A 1C
schema of salvatıon and damnatıon, he COU. find place for kınd of
salvation wıthout baptısm of waiter OT desıire, leavıng only hell A theır fate
As ON example, he notes

But what be Jaıner than the Man weıghty testimon1es of the dıvine
declarations hıch (8) us the clearest possible pro0 that wiıthout un1ıon
wıth Christ there 1S who attaın o Fternal Life and salvatıon; and
that unjustly be ed--that 1S, separated from that ıfe and

See Lecuyer, OP.CL
See the index of vol of the DEL for extensive cıtations of pasSSagcecS where

Augustine these scriptural examples.
Augustine, ermo 323 111. (FL 3 9 and Sermo 324 (D 3 9 1446-7).

38 Augustine, De Anıma e1Ius origine, EIZ A  necC Ila SIC seripsıit...ut Ilumu
quı septennis MOTTUUS fuerat, sıne Baptısmo dıceret fulsse defunctum”, (L 4 E 481).
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salvatıon? The inevıtable conclusıon firom these truths 15 thıs, that, dS nothing
else 15 effected when infants aptıze eXCcept that they incorporated
into the Churc. other words, they unıted wıth the body and members of
Chrıst, unless thıs benefit has been estowed upOon them, they manıfestly

danger of damnation.*?

Augustine often returns to thıs point, hat unbaptızed infants WOU. suffer
etiern: death and undergo damnation.“ Augustine recognised deaths,
ONC of the separatiıon of soul and body, the other of damnatıon of both
soul and body. Thıs 15 the end result of orıgınal SIN, G 78 all umans
meriıt if they not redeemed Dy baptısm The elagıans attempte: to
modiıfy thıs harshness by asserting that God ewarded OT punıshed
unbaptızed infants by salvatıon ÖT damnation accordıng 118 the good evıl
that they WEeIC likely 118 do the future; Augustine rejecte thıs Out of
hand "ab urd" 41 Why, he wondered, COU. contingent DIACC not be
exiende: fo these contingent SINS, and ave CVEIVONC saved? No, the
distrıbution of DIACC MYSTETY, but those infants who died wıthout it
WeTIe surely subject "most gr1eVOUS damnation.  m42 Unbaptızed infants
WeTe 118 "vessels of ontumely, vessels of wrath, and the wrath of
God 1sS upDON them.  n45 They WEeTC the of the evil, and left alone
they WOUuU return LO hım

IGOUR V ACILLATION

We must note, however, that Augustine’s VIEWS the fate of
unbaptized infants, ıle seemingly absolute, admıiıt substantıial

n44George Dyer cCOomMMEenNntTS upon the .  paradox of v1gour and vacıllation

30 Augustine, De Peccatorum mert1tis el rem1iSsSLiONe, eft de baptismo parvulorum, .7
autem apertius tot tantısque testimon11s divinorum eloqui0rum, qu1ibus diluciıdissıme

apparetl, NeC praeter st1 socıetatem ad 1tam salutemque ageternam
homınum pervenire, NC diıvino jJudic10 injuste 10} alıquem damnarı, hoc es(t, ab illa vıta
ei salute separarı? nde fıt CONSCQUCNS ut quon1am nıhıl agıtur alıud, CU! parvulı
baptızantur, nNIs1 ut incorporentur Ecclesiae, id estT, Christiı CorporIı membrisque soclentur;
manıfestum sıt ON ad damnatıonem, N1IS1 hoc e1ls collatum fuerit, pertinere.” LEL 4 9
189)

40 extensive ist of cıtatıons mMay be found in Dyer, The Denial of Limbo,
pp.24-5,

Augustine, De Praedestinatione SANCLOTUM, Xx11.24, "Quod S1 absurdum est”, F
44, 978)

Augustine, Opus Imperfectum Conira Julianum, v.64, "damnatıone gravıssıma",
(L 4 $

43 Dyer, The Denial of Limbo, pp.25-26.
Dyer, Limbo, Unsettled Question, p.15
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16} marks ugustine’s thought thıs areäa. Augustine WOU ave
in the development of 1m! ıf hıs ideas WOIC "open and chut"

they ave een presented above: however, they not Augustine
1(8) ave recoluled instinctively do from the notion that unbaptized
infants WEeIC punıshed the Samlle fashion bdurate sınners. It 15 quıte
clear that he considerably less SCVOIC than poster1 has credıted

being.” egardıng the actual sufferings of these unbaptızed infants, he
noted "And of9 the mildest pun1s  en of all 11l fall upDOon those

146who actual SIN LO the orıgıinal SIN they brought wıth them
elsewhere:
MaYy therefore be correctly allırme. that such infants 4S quıt the body

wiıthout being baptızed 111 be involved the miıldest condemnatıon of all
(damnatione Oomnıum mitissima).””

Unbaptized ınfants thus suffer lesser punIıs.  en! 1n ugustine’s
estimation. For example, when pressed by ulıan of clanum declare
that unbaptızed infants and demons WEIC punıshed in the SAamInec WAäY, he
categorically den1ied ere W unfortunately, WaY 118} change the
State of these infants, SINCE he held that sulfrages offered Dy the 1ving

of the dead ave effect those who 1ve. wıthout the faith.”
Nevertheless, the sufferings of these iınfants preferable theiır nNOot

existing at all
But do not SaYy that hıldren who dıe wıthout the baptısm of Christ 111
undergo such r1eVOouSs unıshment that it WEeIC better for them ave
been born...who Oou that unbaptız infants, havıng only or1gıinal SIN
and urden of personal SIN 111 suffer the 1ghtest condemnatıon of all
(damnatione Oomnıum levissima)? cCannot determiıine amount and kınd of theıir
punıshment, but dare nOot Sd y it WeIC better for them have ex1isted
than 18 exıist there  50

45 Portalıe, (muilde the Thought of Saint Augustine (London, p:212:
46 Augustine, Enchiridion ad Laurentium, XCU1, "Mıtissıma Sanle Oomnıum IX TIıt

OTUm quı praeter peccatum quod originale traxerunt, nullum insuper addıderunt", (F
4 E 2/3)

47 Augustine, De Peccatorum mert1tis el rem1ss1i0oNe, el de baptismo parvulorum, LZL.
"Potest proinde recte dic1, parvulos sıne aptısmo de COTDOIC exeuntes in damnatione
omnıum mıiıtissıma futuros." (F 4 9 120)

48 Augustine, Opus Imperfectum CONILra Julianum, IV. (Z.L 4 9 1417/-8)
ugustıine, Sermo BLZ. PL, 3 E} 937)
ugustine, Contra Julianum, v.44, ‚Zo auteni NON dico parvulos sıne Christı

Baptısmate morijentes tanta 207 SSC plectendos, ut e1is DNOMN nascC1ı potıus expediret...qu1s
dubitaverit parvulos NOoON baptızatos, quı1 solum habent originale peccatum, HCC ullıs
Propr11s ag  an  f In damnatione omnıum levissıma futuros’? Quae qualıs ei erıt,
quamVIs definire 19(0)81 poss1ım, NON tamen audeo dıicere quod e1s ut nullı essent QUamM ut 1bi
essent, potıus expediret.” (F 4 E} 809)
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addıtion to expressing hıs posıtıon this particular subject, the above
DaSSagc also sShows us something characteristic of Augustine’s thought
these matters whnole it shows us something of his OUu! He 1s not
SUT' of the punıs.  en of unbaptıze: infants, Just that it 1S preferable 118
not existing al It 1S ere that Augustine displays hıs vacıllatıon the
subject. He 1S SUIC, but he 1s not SUT! In er 118 St Jerome wrıtten
415, he states hıs belief the damnation of unbaptized infants, but adds

But when COTMNEC the penal sufferings of infants, embarrassed,
belıeve IN  ' by great dıfficulties, and wholly at loss 118 find 8l by
hıch they solved.

Elsewhere the letter he begs St Jerome, "Teach therefore, beseech
VOU, hat MaYy teach tOo others, teach hat 0Ug tO hold 118

452opınıon.
1mılar sentiments expressed letter of 418 to Bıshop

Opatus.” ugustine Knows, but he o€es not know. He es position
firmly, but o€Ss not understan: all the implications of it. He falls back
the idea that "God’s jJudgements unsearchable, and hıs WaySsS past
nding Ollt. m54 Augustine perhaps realısed that the actu. tO thıs
problem surpassed human understanding. It 1S ıimportant to remember that
he entered into the question fo combat the Pelagıan heresy, and the
posıtions they opted condıtioned the he made. Some elements
of his eachings WEIC sımply the result of hıs being anti-Pelagian.”” He

SUT' that unbaptızed infants WEOIC damned But tOo the ature and
effects of that damnation, he WOU. only SaYy that they WeTC ıld He COU.
understan! MOTC, NOT COu. Jerome and Öpatus g1ve hım clear
either. It 1S entirely possible that, but for the elaglans, he WOUuU
ave considered the question.” But he did consıder it, and he unable
o COM wıth ultımate

Augustine, Epistola 166, XVI, "Sed Cum adN ventum est parvulorum, magnıs
miıhı1 crede, COAarCior angustis, NEeC quıd respondeam TOTSUS inven10”, (D 3 E} FZ7);

Thbid. «& "Doce CT8O, qUaCSO, quod doceam, doce quod teneam”, PE 3 E 725)
53 Augustine, Epistola 190 (F 3 9 557-867).

Augustine, De Peccatorum meri1tis eft rem1ıssionNe, de baptismo parvulorum, 1.30,
"nısı quı1a inscrutabilia 5  an Judıcıa ejus, ef investigabiles 1ae eJus”, (FE 4 $ 126)

55 See Van Roo, "Infants dyıng wıthout baptism. SUPVCY of recent ıterature and
determination of the state of the question", Gregorianum AXV (1954) 405-4 73, p.466;
Cayre, Une retractation, p.134

Stockums, Das Los der ohne die Tau}e sterbenden Kinder (Freiburg-im-Breis-
gauU, p.146.
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LACE AUGUSTINE?

It 1S the above-mentioned ambiguity Augustine’s writings that
eads to his place the development of the medieval idea of lımbo, at
east accordıng to the interpretation put hım by theolog1ans in the
mıddle aDCS As ave noted, Augustine eileve| VeETY trongly
rooting hıs ideas Scripture. However, his thıs partiıcular aAIica

nOot helped by the fact that, a Jacques Le Goff pomts Ouf, “the
57imprec1se, not Sa y contradıctory, the ubject of the hereafter.

Thıs dıd not make hıs task easıer, and despite the firmness ave
SCCNH hım dısplay in condemning the Pelagıan Eternal Lite favour of
strict dichotomy of salvatıon and damnatıon, the fact remaıns that
Augustine did at times describe the aliterlıfe ın INOTES than bınary terms For
example, hıs Enchiridion ad Laurentium, wriıtten 421, he NO

duriıng the time 1C. intervenes between man ’'s death and resurrection al
the last, men s souls reserved secre! eceptacles a  LELS receptaculis), aft
rest trıbulation according 10 each soul’s deserts, accordıng IO its lot the
Nesh durıng life. ®

Thıs indicate the ex1istence of INOIC than ON place in the afterlıfe,
though they ST1L divided ere by the qualities of reward and
punı1s  en The schema 2T0OWS INOIC complicated the Enchiridion
proceeds to consıder the effect of suffrages the de:  3 We ave SCcCCH

before that Augustine considered them ineffective for the unbaptized, but
he dıd indıicate that they WeIC effective for the ollowıing

When, therefore, the sacrıfices of the altar of kınd of alms offered
behalf of all the baptized, hey arc, fOor the entirely go0d |valde onl

thanksgivings; the Cası of the nOot entirely bad Inon Va malı they
propitiatory; the Cas! of the entirely evil [valde mali], of pro to
them, they do at least console the living.”

57 Le Gof{ff, The üirth of Purgatory (Cambrıdge, 9 p.63
58 Augustine, Enchiridion ad Laurentium, CIX, "Tempus autem quod inter hominıs

mMmortem ef ultımam resurrectiıonem interposıtum est, anımas abdıtıs receptaculıs continet,
sıcut UuNaQqUaCQlC dıgna est vel requie vel ‚9PIo quod sortita est in Carnec CUMm

viveret.”" (Fı 40, 283)
59 Ibid, C "Cum CIgO sacrıfic1a S1Ve 18 1ve qQUaTUMCUMYUC eleemosynarum PIO

baptızatıs defunctis omnıbus offeruntur, DIO valde bonis gratiarum actiıones Sunif; DIO non

valde malıs propititiones sunt; PTo valde malıs etiamsı nulla SUnt adjumenta MOrTtTUOrUMmM);
qualescumque V1VOoTrTUum consolationes sunt.” NSee 639 of Edwards’ TeVIEW artıcle of
Le irth of Purgatory "Purgatory: ’Bırth) Evolution”", Journal of Ecclesiastical
History XMXXVI (1985), for analysıs of thıs passagc, Edwards correctly
identifies that the passSagc speaks of only three categories of indıviduals, and that Le Goff
1S mistaken in HIS interpretation of fourth Category of the Anon valde ONL
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Here ave description of three classes of individuals the
afterlıfe, only ONC of 1C the HON valde mali, be al| by suffrages

theır behalf. Thiıs adds confusing ote 16 the right/le saved/damned
dıchotomy presented h1ıs wrıitings against the elagıans; suddenl!y,
confronted wıth ategorYy. This 15 Dy INCAalNs solate: example,
SIincCe his earlıer work, the De Libero arbitrio, he states

Do not WOITY, there 1S, assuredly, ıfe of SUOILNC quality intermediate between
the ıfe of domg right and the ıfe of S1n, and sentence of the jJudge
intermediate between reward and punishment.“

What 118 make of all thıs, particularly the latter note? In that
particular CaScC, it 15 possible to asSse: that SINCEe the work In question
wriıtten between 388 and 395, it represents early ıdea of Augustine’s,
later rejected. However, it mMust be pointed Ouft that he 1SSUES ON of
his Retractationes LO wıthdraw thıs idea, he dıd other iıdeas.
Furthermore, the Enchiridion 1S from comparatıvely ate in his lıfe, and
agaın find eviıdence of third class of PCISON af least, if nOt thırd
place the aiterlıt1e The truth of these matiers diviıdes cholars SVCN

oday. Some ave interpreted thıs section 118 INE. that ugustine
volcıng Ssupport for Purgatory;” others ave deni1ed that he even

conceived of such place.“ ven ıf it should be judged impossible
COmMe«e to exact conclusions about of the m: ON certaın
MCSSaALC CINCTSCS from these pasSSagcS. By ouchmng the possibilıty of
thırd, ındeterminate state ıth OT wiıthout final conclusıon of hıs 0)
Augustine generated CONTrOVerSY, CONtrOvVerSY that ST1 continues oday.
The iıdea of ımbo of hıldren, later apCS understood it, not ex1ist

the miıinds of Augustine and hıs contemporaries;” such Concept 1S
IMNOTEC probably later enlargement of his or1g1n ideas Nevertheless,
ugustine 1S, equally wiıthout question, ONC of the major SOUTCOS for that
later enlargement, because he eg1ns the PTOCCSS of assıgnıng dıfferent
punıshment, milder ONC, to the unbaptiızed infants hell; and if the
envıronment of hell 1S ONC of the thıngs that provides the punıshmen of
damnatıon, then the existence of miılder punıs  en for ON class of the

Augustine, De Libero arbitrio, 111.66, "Non enım metuendum est ıta SSC

potuerıt media quaedam inter recte factum peccatum, ef sententia Judicı1s media SSC

NODN possıt inter praem1um supplicıum.” ( 3 E 1304)
See Ntekeda, ’evolution de la doctrine du purgatoire hez saınt Augustin (PanS,

62 See Le Goff£, The irth of Purgatory (Cambridge, F p.62
63 Pıault, Op.CItk., p.514.
64 Cayre, Op.CIth., p. 138
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damned begs the question of dıfferent place 1C thıs miılder
pun1s.  en mete: Oout. Such place WOU. ater be called the iımbo
of hıldren, and Augustine rightly be SCCNH avıng played crıitical
role ıts foundıng. But the credit ıf it 1S that cCannot hıe wıth Augustine
alone, SInCe Man of the features of the later ımbo of hıldren bear SOINC
simiılarıties tOo the ern: Lıife of the Pelagıan heretics. The 1mM! of
chılaren thus depends paradoxically much the Pelagıan heresy it
o0€es ugustine’s orthodoxy.

Usıng later theological VOCAaDULAaTrY, NO  z CONSITUC ch:
of the dıfferent VIEWS of each, 4S ollows

THE LIMBO CHILDREN
er Dyer®)

PELAGIANS AUGUSTINE
LIMBO

Unbaptized chıldren nbaptız children Unbaptized children
born ın a born ın a born in a

State of Innocence State of rigin: S1inState of rig1n; Sın

sentenced 08 attaın sentenced

Neıther heaven 19(0)8 hell Not heaven 1OT Neıither heaven NOT hell
mM1 ground

But rather RBut rather sentenced But rather

mı ground Damnatıon, hıch they ml ground
ern ıfe hıch 1sS suffer (lımbo) 16 1s

of innocence 1N- state of damnatıon
volving involvıng
Neıther the paın of Neither the paın of

NOT the paın of 19(0)8 the paın of
loss loss

But INCASUTEC of happı- The paın of and the But of appıl-
css DNCcssSpaın of 10ss

Essentially, then, the medieval authors continuéd the verdict of Augustine,
but mitigated the penalty. all of these elements 18{011 from

65 Dyer, Limbo, Unsettled Question, p. 18
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Augustine’s ideas, but rather from hıs weakness, George Dyer
points out

there 118 elements of hesitation otherwise V1g0r0us pomnt of
VIEW. These factors of severI1ty, hesıtation, and apparent vacıllatıon 11l
contribute to the CONtTOVerSYy of later century.“

Dyer 1S ere spe: aDOU! the Jansenist CONtroverSy of the seventeenth
century regarding the salvatıon of unbaptized hıldren, but his poımt 15
eq valıd for the development of the ımbo of hıldren in the 1ddle
Ages ell

MO  S VIGOUR VACILLATION
UGUSTINE OSOM

Augustine’s VIEWS fant baptısm uenced the later idea of the
imbo of hıldren But Augustine’s ou also uenced another dea,
that of the ımbo of the Fathers, oug! his infiuence ere less. Ihe
FrOOfs of thıs partıcular question lıe the explanations Augustine DaVC 08

dıfferent but related thıngs the figure of the bosom of raham
Lk.xv1i.22-23, and the question of Christ’s descent into the underwor
Both of these, and, ce) the question of the salvatıon of unbaptized chiıl-
dren, tıe ınto arger question, that of the fate of the soul after death
In examınıng? Augustine’s posıtions these matters, Eugene Portalıe nNOTtES
that, "thıs 15 ONe of the questions where it 1S MmMOst 1TTI1ICU. to pınpont the
Ou of Augustine,  m67 and he B0OCS 18 point out the conflicting opın-
10NS of several modern cholars As wıth the question of the salvatıon of
unbaptized infants, there 1S thus consıderable 10011 for argumen! aIMNONS
cholars CVCN the present day regardıng Just exactly hat Augustine
meant. Nevertheless, ll able draw SOINC conclusıons, eIO0OW.

In the preceding section, considered the important sections from
Augustine Enchiridion regardıng his admıssıon of the possibilıties of
INOTC than Just the tWwO places of heaven and hell the aliter1ıte. If
Augustine elleve thıs S| there [OOIN for later critics indıcate
that he expressed the possı1bilıty of ımbo of children, ımbo of
the Fathers. ince have examıned ugustine’s VIEWS "space” the
aiterlıfe, let oo0k riefly at hıs VIEWS of the 1C 11l OCCUDY
that SPAaCC, the soul. Ouls do not ave A Der he reckoned;
rather, they ave the "ıkeness of body. In the Cası of the damned, they

\  \

66 Dyer, The Denial of Limbo, pp.29-30
67 Portalie, Op.Clit., p.2
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"afflicted"- wı thıs lıkeness, and "  are subjected 110 the Sarnl experlence
the dead flesh itself Uurı1e: under the earth," indıcatıng that they

undergo SOINC form of suffering and eCcay. soul 15 able 118 ave
the 1keness of ıts body and all its bodily members,  n69 he noftes, and
maıntaıns that forces act upDOoNn it SOINE fashıon; "aither in rest in
sadness.  n70 fter the resurrection, the ]JOYy and vexatıon ll be INOTC

intense, SIince the sensati1ons 111 be felt wıth the body ell the
soul’*, but in the aiterlıtie they less real.

Augustine IMNay ave viewed these sensations somewhat
metaphorical, however, SCC 1n ON of hıs posıtıions the bosom
of raham, defined in his CONLITOVETISY ıth Vincentius Victor. Vıictor
maiıintained that there ıteral corporalıty to the soul there must ave
been, otherwise how COUuU. the rich in hell ave recognised Aazarus
the bosom of Abraham? He further maıntaiıned that there MUuUsSst thus ave
been corporalı to the bosom of raham ell Augustine chıded
hım these VIEWS he pıthıly pointed out the salıent fact that ON

human bosom COU. not actually contaın INnan souls. For his he
defined the bosom of raham this fashıon "tha! remote and
separate aDO of rest and PCACC hıch raham NO  S 15  m/2 Thıs sefis
the inıtıal tone for ugustine’s 1eW of thıs place; it 15 paradısiacal, place
of appıness, 1(8 be sed synonymously wıth paradise. ”” Indeed, he COUuU
CVCN wish 1eN| there. Meditating long-deat 1en! irom hıis days
at age, Augustine NOTtEeSs his Confessions:

Whatever that mMay be 1C 15 signiıned Dy that bosom, there lıves
Nebrıidıus, SW frien!  ere he lıves concerning 1C he used 18 ask

much M' inexperienced feeble one! NOow he puts not hıs unfto
mouth, but his spiri mouth unto YOUI fountaın, and much 4S

he 18 able, wısdom accordıng 118 hıis desıre, appY wıthout end. Nor do
elıeve he 15 intoxicated wiıth ıt forget MEe, see1ing YOU, Lord, whom

68 Augustine, De Genesi ad litteram, X11.66, ,  Dper iıllas corporalıum simılıtudines
exhıbeatur, quod 1psı arnı MO  ae solet, uft sub terram recondatur.” Z 3 9 482)

69 Ibid., X11.62, "tamen habere simılıtudinem COrporIis et corporalıum OMmMnNınNO
membrorum”, (L, 3 E 481)

Ibid., "sıve In requie, S1ve in doloribus  „ It 18 possible that these Op1nı10Ns
reactiıon the neo-Platonısm of Porphyry, who maıntained (Sententiae XXXIl,; 29) that
there Was astral body which accompanied the body al death Augustine
consistently used the word SDIF indıcate something which Was immaterı1al, though
real.

Augustine, In Toannıis evangelium, xlıx.10. (L 3 E}
Augustine, De Anıma el e1us orıgıine, 1Vv.24, "remotam sedem quıiet1s secretam,

ubı est Abraham.” (L 44’ 538)
73 See also Sermo 106, 1v.4 (F 3 E} 638)



he S, M1nN! of us  74
Here Augustine expands the imagery presented in * Ua The
cooling the rich desires becomes hrist, the 1ving watlter.
Furthermore, the souls in thıs realm capable of interceding for the
1ving, Nebrıidius MaYy do for Augustine Finally, observe the ote of
indec1ision wıth hıch he eg1ns this pPaSSaLcC, "Whatever that INaYy be," eic
The Confessions marks ON of hıs earlıest SCS of thıs figure, and SEVCN
from the outset, he 1s nOot ntirely SUT:' of ıts meanıng.

ugustine manıfests sim1ılar caution when considering the question
of where hrıs descended when he descended into hell, and hat he dıd
there Let not forget his penchant for groundıng his arguments
definitively Scripture, and the weaknesses inherent domg He, L0O,

aWaTeEe of them: he notes, III ave not found PpaSSagc in
Scripture, al east the canonical ooks, where the term hell’? 15 be
taken good SENSE.  nm/5 Thıs observatıon IUNS lıke theme 0Ug
INan of hıs works, for example, it ADDCAaIs wıth almost xactly the Salllc

wordıing 414 letter 18 bıshop Evodius’® and 41 7 er tO
Dardanus. ” The "lower" WOT 15 not positıve place;78 ugustine
makes UuUsSsc of the word inferi 1n both physıcal and metaphysical S!  s
LO hell 1S place under the e and Just heavıer materı1al bodies
OCCUDY lower place T left theıir OWN tendencies, ” S OO in the
spirıtua order, "the gloomier realm 1S lower position.  m80 He DOCS 0)
ollowing apparently popular cContemporary etymology, he lınks the
sıimılar Tee words ” and 'lI d  1  9 the realm 1S called ades
because there 1S delight there. ell 1s the place that the rich wenlt;
the place aCOo eare‘ 18 when he sa1d his SON, "VYou 111 drag OoOwn

old aAapcC wıth unfto hell." en.xlıv, 29) raham and AaZarus
n8l"were not the miıdst of that paın. Here agalın Augustine describes

Augustine, Confessiones, 1X.6. "Quidquid illud est quO 1lo significatur SINU, 1D1
Nebridius INECUS vıivıt...[bı Vivit, nde multa interrogabat homunciıonem inexpertum.
Jam NON ponıt ad INCUM, sed spirıtuale ad fontem tuum); et bıbıit, tum
potest, sapıentiam PTo avıdıtate Sudq, sıne fine felıx. Nec SIC CUMm arbıtror inebriarı C: ut
oblıviscatur me1l, CUMM tu’ Domuine, quecm ılle, Ostr1 S15 memorT.”" (PL,. 3 ‘9|

75 Augustine, De Grenesi ad litteram, x11.64, "nondum invenl], eit dhuc quacCTO, NCC

miıh] Ooccurrıt inferos alıcubi in ONO pOosulsse Scripturam duntaxat canonıcam.”. (F 3 E
482)

Augustine, Epistola 164 ,111. (P.L 3 9 /11)
77 Augustine, Epistola 157, 11 (L 3 9 534)
78 Augustine, De Genesi ad litteram, x11.66 (Fl 34, 482)

Augustine, De Genesi ad litteram, x11.66. (Zn 3 E 483)
Ibid., "ınferiora Sunt Oomnıa trıstiora"”.
Ibid., X11.63, "Neque nım Abraham, vel Jle DauUDeCI in SINU ejus, hoc est in secreito
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theır location“ wıth the word paradıse", not equ1ıvocatıng about its nature,
but describing it place where there 1S temptatıon and where there 15

marvellous rest after the sufferings of thıs ıfe. He 1S quic) IO pomint ouf
the gulf between raham ın rcpOScC and the rich in torment; LO it
15 the gulf between heaven and hell, {WO different realms.

But thıs heaven-and-hell diıchotomy, especlally consiıdered
explication of the figure of the bosom of raham, begs the question of
Christ’s descent into hell Lf only the wıicked 1ıke the rich there,
then to whom dıd he descend, and whom dıd he rescue? Augustine
considers this 1SSsue {[WO questions, ONE 1C asks hat the
promi1se 18 the 1ef the C  } "today YOU shall be wıth in paradıse"
C  ‚XXU111. meant, and another hıch asks who the "souls prıson”" 18
whom hrıs preache WeTC (1Ptr.11.18-21). in SOINC egree both
questions PreSUupPOSC the ex1istence of 1MDO of the Fathers, at east the
fact that there WeTe holy people hell who required redemption.
Augustine, continumg his treatise De Genesi ad litteram, speaks of hell

ıts MOST pejoratıve S|  9 and NO that hrıs
did nOot de1gn LO visıt this of the WOT.| He COU. noft have been 1gnorant
of the fact that SOINC WeTI® be delıvered firom there accordance wıth the
mysterı1es of justice, and there he went delıver them ®“

Lackıng complete understandıng, Augustine ere back the idea of
MYStTEeTY, makıng eXaC beyond human comprehensıon. He D0OC5S

ote that the g00d jef brought wıth hrıs into paradıse, 1C
he identifies aSs eıther the bosom of raham OT St Paul’s thırd heaven, " lf
the of the souls of the blessed 15 not ON and the SaImnec thıng called

n83Dy dıfferent amncs

Augustine’s letter Evodius, the other hand, Ithough wrıtten
the SaImnlec YVCal that the above work completed nevertheless

provıdes VE involved treatment of Christ’s descent into hell it eals
ıth the question of his preaching 18 the spirıts pr1son. of the
problem 1S the fact that the passSage menti1ons that these souls WeTC the
ONCS who had been "disobedien! when the patıence of God waıted in the
days of Noah when the ark Wäas being buijlt."®* Why should hrıs preach

quietis ejus, in doloribus erat”, (n 3 D 482)
Ibid., X11.606, "Nec 1psam tamen Terum noster alvator MO  us DIo nobis

visıtare contempsıit, ut inde solveret quOS SSC solvendos secundum dıyınam secretamque
Justitiam 1gnorare NON potuit.” (F 34, 483)

X3 Ibid., A  S1 amen NOn alıquid NUum est dıversıis nomınıbus appellatum, ubı sunt
anımae beatarum.”"

ugustine, Epistola 164, A A  quı fuerunt alıquando, quando exspectabat Deı
patıentia In diebus Noe, CUm fabricaretur 1Ca (1Ptr.111.20)”, (FE, 39 709).



only 08 these souls? In thıs er Augustine deals wiıth the V thorny
question of the salvatıon of non-Christians. Given his love for Latın letters,
he WOUu ave (0131 een COMIOTrTte| by SUTC owledge that the
illustrious figures from the Roman past WEeTC paradıse But ugustine 15
nOot SUT' exactly LO whom Christ’s salvatıon extends, and concludes that it
1s "presumptuous” for and decide He 1S V SCVOIC those who

achjeved great thıngs the past
Al these ings, indı when they practised wiıth VIEW not the great
end of rıgh! and tirue plety, but the pra1ıse of human glory, become
SCNSC worthless and unprofitable; nevertheless, as indicators of certaın
disposiıtion of mind they please us much that WOU. desire those
whom they exI1st, eiıther Dy specıal preference along wıth the others, be
freed from the palns of hell, WE  n nOot the verdict of human eeliıng dıfferent
from that of the Justice of the creator.®©

Here before Augustine dıfferentiates between human desıres and divine
Justice; divine Justice 1S hat ultımately WINS Out, and it eed not
correspond wiıth hat want. Thıs rejection of the glories of the Roman
past things one merely for human glory WOUuU become maJjor theme

his De (ivitate Del, but it 1S enough to ote ere that ugustine firmly
rejecte. the poss1bilıty of the salvatıon of non-Christians. He also rejecte
the poss1biılıty that hrıs: urıng hIis descent into hell mMay ave emptied it
of all the souls that WEeEeIC there, SInCe hat 1S applied LO SOINC eed nNnOT be
applıed 118 all Thıs IMaYy be SCCH elsewhere composed 4172
Augustine ere declares that hrıs! only saved SOMe of the souls in hell

Christ heaven; Christ earth:; Christ sımultaneously both heaven and
earth...Christ wıth the eT; Christ the virgın ’s womb:; Christ the oSS,
Chrıist the underwor'! rescuıng SOINC of the dead, that VeETY day Christ
paradıse wıth the 1e who confessed.®®

Thıs PaSSagc also g1ves ugustine’s 1eW of the unımportance of
chronological time divıne matters; ote ere the immediacy of hrıst,
Augustine describes all of the events of his ıfe happenıng simultaneously.
In the letter fto Evodius, he CADICSSCS great confusion OVeLr the bosom of
Abraham; why should hrıs ave descended ınto ıt, SINCEe 1 ıt 1S SOIMEC

85 Ibid., 11.4, quidem omnıa quando NOn referuntur finem rectiae
pietatis, sed ad fastum inanem humanae laudıs ef gloriae, etiam 1psa inanescunt
quodammodo, steril1aque redduntur'‘ verumtamen quadam indole anımı ıta delectant, ut
COoSs In quibus haec fuerunt, vellemus vel praecıpue, vel CUuUm caeterIıs ab inferni cruclatibus
lıberari, n1sS1 alıter haberet SCIHSUS humanus, alıter Justitia Creatoris." (Bı 35 /10)

86 Augustine, Sermo 67, IV "Christus ın coelo, Christus In terra' sımul Christus eft in
coelo ef in terra...Christus apud atrem, Christus In utero virginis: Christus in CIUCC,
Chrıistus apud inferos subveniens quıbusdam: et autem 1psa dıe Christus 1n paradıso CU]
latrone confitente." P 38, 436)
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for paradıse Christ WOU. ave een separate from it
ugustine ere CONIINUES the ınterpretation ave sSscCCH earlıer Dy

that the bosom of raham .  WAas not integral of hell 487

and wonders
8 sacred Scripture had salıd, wiıthout Naın hell and 1ıfs pPalns that Christ
when he died went to that bosom of braham wonder if WONL. ave
S  ed Say he escende! into hell?®®

That hris descended 139170 hell Augustine 06€Ss not OU!| hat
confuses hım 15 the question of whom he saved Dy doing He rejeCts out
of hand the notiıon that hell emptied of souls because of those who
WeTI® there not had the Oopportunıty 18 hear hr1ıs gospel WeTIC thıs

who died wıthout hearıng the gospel WOU be
entıtlie: sımiılar treatment urthermore he also rejecCts the idea that the
Name of hris mMaYy inger hell Just d it ingers the form of
the UrCc. offering salvatıon thıs WOU. be 18 create kınd of "  church
hell" and WOUuU INe.: paradoxically that ON should nol preach the Gospel
108 people relıeving them of the guilt of hearıng it and not

obeyınz It far better avo1d the problem and let them hear the Gospel
hell Unfortunately ugustine 0€Ss nNnOot know hat the actu: of

the matter 15, he 15 merely Content to reject ideas 1C he consıders
patently WTIONS He exhorts Evodius 110 stick 18 the basıcs Christ S death
burılal resurrection and descent into hell "trom 1C also he 15 eleve:
wıth g00d ground ave loosed and delıvered whom he WONU. 89 In
other matters Augustine 15 the of caution itself "Who be
otherwise than perplexed by words profound theser)u90 he CI165

objecting from the outset that he o€es nNnOot know the CX that
Evodius should seek elsewhere for and chare it wıth hım and
that ought to keep ınvestigatıng St Peter confusing statement Hıs
tentfatıve 15 in analogy, that the paSSagc 15 meant represent his

time that his contemporarıes WeTIC the p PI1SON and that the
salvatıon represented by the ark from the of the flood
representative of the salvatıon offered by the CANUTrC through the watler of
baptısm RBut he concludes 4S he started ote of uncertaınty,

Augustine, kpistola 167, 111f A  non utıque Jle Abrahaealıqua inferorum
SSC credenda est. (PO, 33, 71 1)

Ibid., "Quapropter S1 in illum Abrahae NU] hrıstum mMoOortuum VeEeNISSC sancta
Scriptura dixisset, NON nomiıinato inferno CJUSQUC dolorıbus, s ] qUISQqU aM ad inferos
N descendisse asserere audere

89 1Tbid quıbus eti1am recte intelligitur solvıisse eft lıberasse quOS volhuıt” (P.L
33 715)

90  90  0 Ihbid 11 em NON moveat 15  s} profundıtas?” WL 713)
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imploring assıstance, though he fond of his analogy and ınks it
ll stand ongside the real whatever it MaYy be

ugustine thus vacıllates considerably the question of the bosom
of raham and hrist’s descent ınto hell, Just he dıd the question
of the salvatıon of unbaptize infants, ave SsSCCH above. However,
unlıke the latter question, hıch Augustine remaıned outwardly firm
but ınwardly C} the former question shows SOINC S12NS of Augustine’s
reaching INOTC definite conclusions later his ıfe In letter of 41 / 18
Dardanus, ugustine consıders the question of the meanıng of XX111
1C he consıdered earlıer, but ere to dıfferent conclusıon.
In ffect, he his earlıer posıtiıon about the meanıng of the bosom
of raham

But WOU. find ıt hard O SaYy the bosom of braham where the
wıicked rich mM irom the Orments of hell hıch he Was, Sa  < the DOOTI

repos1ing, 18 be consıdered under the term paradıse considered
elonging tO hell.”

Here Augustine egZ1Ns tO back his earlıer posıtion, and hıs Oou
colours the tone of the rest of hıs reply. If by the bosom of raham
miıght nolLt INEC: paradıse, and if by hell CE) 381 entirely evıl]
place, then hat 0€Ss the descent of hrıs mean? Augustine responds o
hımself by sayıng that A g00d (8) thıs 1S that he descended there
LTESCUC those who WeIC fo be rescued."”* He o€es not spec1fy who these
m1g be, but rather DOCS 118 TEVEeTSC HIS earlıer posıtıon Dy presenting
f w  x 1e6W of the geOography of hell

Besides, 1 elıeve there *WO reg10ns hell, ONC of the suffering
and ONC of the souls at rest, that 1S, both place where the rich WAas
ormented and ODNC where the DOOI com(forted, who WONUL. dare SaYy
that the Lord Jesus Came the pena. parts of hell instead of only aAM ON
those who rest am s bosom?”

Unfortunately, Augustine o0€Ss not develop thıs idea further, preferring
18 Concentrate upon the meanıng of paradıse; he wonders ıf it might Me.

194"  state of being appıness and concludes that it INcans being wıth

Augustine, Epistola 187; 11.6, "Utrum autem SINUS lle Abrahae, ubı dıves 1mp1us
CUMmM in Ormentıs esse! inferni, requliescentem vıdıt, vel paradısı censendus
vocabulo, vel inferos pertinere existimandus sıt, DNON facıle diıxeriım.” (Fı 3 $ 834)

Ibid., "Sed bene respondetur deo descendisse, ut quibus oportuıt subveniret."
93 Ibid., "Porro S1 utraque reg10 et dolentium ef requiescentium, 1d esT, el ubı dives Jle

torquebatur, eft ubı PaUDeCT ille laetabatur, In inferno SSC credenda est; quı1s audeat dicere
Oomınum Jesum ad poenales infern] venisse tantummodo, NC fuilsse apud SCOoS quı
in Abrahae SINu requiescunt?"

Ibid., "Quae S1 ita sunt, generale paradısı est, ubi felicıter vivitur.”
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Christ, wherever he 185
The firmest W  C however, from the twentieth book of hıs

INagNUum OPUS, De (ivitate dei, where, meditating upon the meanıng of
Rev.Xx.13; he TESECNIS the following idea:

reasonable j6(0)  ‘9 believe that the ancıent saınts, who el1ıeved
Christ who Was to COMC, stayed the reg10ns of hell far off, of
from the tormented of the ungodly until such tiıme d Christ’s 00 and
h1s descent er rescued them, consequently mMust believe that the
virtuous faıthful who ollowe: the payment of that redemptive price have
absolutely relat1onship 18 hell; indı that theır es, d4S ell A4Ss theır
souls, after the resurrection ICaD theır deserved reward.”

In thıs, Augustine has COINC Il-cıircle T10m refusing belıeve that the
Fathers WEIC hell, he NO  S accept that the solution to h1is
confusions these matters 15 accept the idea of subdivisıon of hell
into reg10ns, 1Cc explaıns why Christ had O descend into hell, but
avo1ds the troublesome notion that the ancıent Just underwent penal
orments Thıs 15 the substance of the ıdea of imbo of the Fathers
Although Augustine dıd not UuUsc the term such, it IS clear that 4S his
writings developed, he CamInec accept the iıdea it.

SOME CONCLUSIONS

ugustine thus plays CUr10uUs the development of 1ımbo It
1S certaıin that he had Concept of 1ımbo Der SE, at east later AaDCS
understood the term. Augustine’s ımportance not from hat he
knew and sef down fiırmly, but rather firom hat he dıd not know, yel seft
down While he held 1eW of the afterlıfe splı into 1c
dichotomy of heaven and hell, nevertheless he consıdered the possıbıilıty
that there m1g be subdivisions wıthin that firamework The doubts and
uncertaınties of authoriıtative figure be enlarged into posıtıve points
and certaıinties by later writers, and thıs proved irue for the WdY ugustine

treated by posterı1ty. Thıs WOU not be the only example number
of the Augustine’s quotations the subject WEIC expounde: and fought
OVeTr by later writers for centurIies. In the final analysıs, ugustine’s
contribution the development of 1ımbo must be sought, ultımately, hıs

95 Augustine, De (ivitate dei, XX. 13 "S1 nım NON absurde credi videtur, ant1quos
eti1am sanctos, quı venturı Christı fıdem, l0c1s quiıdem ormentıs implorum
remot1ssım1s, sed apud inferos fulsse, donec COS inde Sanguls Christiı eft ad 0Ca
descensus erueret, profecto deinceps bon1 fideles effuso 1lo preti0 jam redempti, TOTSUS
inferos nescıunt, donec etiam recept1s corporıbus, ona recıplant qQquaCc merentur.” FE 41,
681)
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formulation of ideas. Firstly, the notion that unbaptızed infants
uffered only the mildest form of punıs!  Cn! hell WOu be critically
1mpo for the development of the ımbo of hıldren. econdly, his
questions regardıng the figure of the bosom of raham and Christ’s
descent into hell, and hıis eventual adoption of the iıdea of subdivided
hell, proved be ımportant for the development of the ımbo of the
Fathers, though less S 4S the iıdea entertained and champione: Dy
other patrıstic authors. Ultimately, Augustine (n conjunction wiıth hıs
Pelagıan opponents) has INOTIC do wıth the development of the 1ımbo of
children than of the 1ımbo of the Fathers What SCcCC Augustine 1S
kınd of openıng and subdivisıon of hell, Since it 1S clear that towards
the end of hıs ıfe he considered the Fathers ave been theır
spec1 portion of hell, and it 1S eg) clear that his final decisıon the
fate of unbaptized hıldren that they underwent milder pun1s  en
than else hell Augustine recognised only heaven and hell, that
1S clear, but it 1s also clear that his hell increasingly varıed place.

Oxford Christopher BEITING


