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Introduction

The elagıan CONLrOVeTrTSY, 1C rage primarıly In the estern
Dart of the Roman Empire“, 1s generally consıdered 8 ave een the
1Irs theologıical CONLrOVerSYy ave confronted the 1LAatin Christian
church and there Can be lıttle ou that ıts reception eft profoundmark the hıstory of estern theology. The Afrıcan Church Father
Augustine of 1ppo earned the honorary doctor gratiae for h1s
part therein aCcCCount of h1s INan Y interventions the emiıinent
defender of agaıinst the Pelagıans whom he accused of eing the
INIMILCL gratiae). Augustine’s works contaın en pominted SUMMATY

Relhable SULVECYS, partıcularly 1ıth reSPECL Pelagı1us, Can be found in the
tollowıng un chronological order) GARCIA-SANCHEZ. Pelagius and Christian
Inıtiation: UAdYy In Hıstorical Theology, Washıiıngton, 1978, 9-103 (concentrates
recent interpretations of Pelag1us’ V1IsS10oN of the sanctity of the Church): NUVO-
ONKE, Pelage el Pelagianisme. Les ecrivains, in Diıctionnaltre de Spiritualite E242(1986) 9-2 RMELINGER  ‚9 Neuere Forschungskontroversen AUgQ2us-HNUS und Pelagius, in COCHELIUS Hrsg.), Internationales 5Sympo-10 hber den Stand der Augustinus-Forschung Vom his Aprıl 1987 Im Schloss
Rauischholzhausen der Justus-Liebig-Universität Giehen (Cassıclacum, WÜürz-
burg, 1989, 189-217; BONNER., Pelagius/Pelagianischer Streit, in TIRE 26 (1996)176185 In lıght of the fact that reference Can be made 1ıth respect Pelagıus the
excellent study of Wermelinger, supplement which 15 offered in Tecent: studypenned Dy the present author, the Pelagıus segment Can be kept miınımum: ct.
LAMBERIGTS, Pelage: la rehabilitation d’un heretique, in PIROTTE 1OU-
HEZSDeux muille UnSs d’histoire de Eglise. Bilan el perspectives historio2ra-phiques (RHE 905/23 2000]) eA the SadImne tiıme, in lıght of the 1mMsSs of the
Sympos1um, in the cContext of which the present contrıibution 15 being offered, attention
has been explicıtly drawn ONCE agaın number of elements in order satısfy the
target audıence. Our OW attention 111 focus for the MOoOSsSsT Julıan of Aeclanum,whose works, certamly wıthın the Context of the Pelagıan CONLTOVETSY, extend wıdelybeyond those of all the other Pelagıans.

The reader 1S reminded, perhaps unnecessarıly, that the role of Rufinus the SYyr1-in the debates surroundıng the tradux peccatı dogma should NOoTLt be underestimated:CT. Pelage el Pelagianisme, O0-2 vgl also UNPHY, Rufi-
NnNUS the Syrian s Books, in Augustinianum (1983) 523-529:;: [ Marıus Mercator

Rufinus the Syrian. Was Schwartz mistaken in Augustinianum (1992) ZFOZTER
See, for example, BONNER, Augustine and Pelagianism, In Augustinian StU-dies (1993) AT (Reprint in L Church and Faıth In the Patristic Iradıtion. Au-

Zzustine, Pelagianism, and-Early Christian Northumbria (Collected Studies derles),Aldershot, 996 W tudy]) Whıle go0od of the studies devoted Augustine-part in the CONLTOVETSY WOUuU be far fIrom UNNECESSATY Juxury, such SUrveYy IC-
maıns beyond the boundaries of the present lıterature TreVIEW.
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of hat he consıdered 18 be objectionable ıIn elagıan houg It
WOU DCAL, however, that the tradıtıon W ds not always ıll al Casc
ıth elagıan perspectives d Was the GCASe ıth Augustine of 1ppoO,
certamly ıf ONEC es into aCCOUuNT the Tact that several SO-Calle: Pela-
g1an documents ave survived the present day because the sa1d
tradıtiıon had ascrı1bed them ©]  erT., ”"OMHOdoX . Chrıstian uthors
Perhaps the MOSsT strıkıng example hereof 1S elagıus’ ‚pistula ad
Demetriadem, authorshıp of 1C W as ascr1ıbed for sıgnıfıcant
per10 of time either O Jerome Augustine hımself” ACCOUNT of
the qualıty of the ascet1ic Content of the work. When cholars Camnle

be cConvınced that the work COUuU be ascr1bed ıth certaınty Pela-
o1US, ıt suddenly acquıred the ep1  ets ‘un-evangelıcal’ and °nON-
Pauline: ®: somewhat surpr1sıng change of perspective g1ven the fact
hat elagıus’ wrıitings tended alford sıgnıfıcant amount of
arYy the etters ofau

ogmatic heresy Versus historical realıty
The INanNnnNeT ıth 3C Augustine struggle ıth the Pelagıans

led In part the Tact that ogmatıc eology, rooted in doctrinal DIC
supposıt1ions, transformed Pelag1anısm into SysStem that Was quıickly
qualified heretical® Constant elements in the presentatiıon of thıs
System AdS set of coherent ogmatıc proposıt1ons NCIude: the SUSSCS-
t10n that the human PCISON W ads capable of maıntaımıng the cCommand-

of God under hıs/her OW dASs ıt WEeTIC, and that he/she Was

See in thıs regarı WE  ER., Rom und Pelagius (Päpste un Papst-
(um, 7 9 Stuttgart, 1975 CSP Z RN

CT. 30, 5-45; 33:Ö
&3 PLIN VAL, Pelage, Ses ecrıts, VIE el reforme, Lausanne, 1943,

245-251; VALERO Las hases antropologicas de Pelagio tratado de
las Exposıitiones, Madrıd, 1980, 39726-330 De Plınval 1S also worthy of praıise for
being (0) the first who provıded INOTC posıtıve plcture of Pelagıus from the h1-
storical-ecritical perspective. For the Englısh speakıng world, reference Can be made in
thıs regarı FERGUSON, Pelagius, Cambrıidge, 1956 (reprint, New York,

EES, Pelagius: Reluctant Heretic, Woodbrıdge, 9088 offers ell wrıtten
outlıne of the Pelagıan CONLTOVEISY but 0€s NnOL such introduce anythıng LICW.

See in thıs regar| Exposttiones II epistularum Paulı Pelagius’ Expositions of
Thırteen Epistles of St. Paul, ed SOUTER (Texts and Studıies, 9/2), Cambrıdge,
1926; DEın Paulustext und Kommentar ( Vetus Latına. Aus der (Jje-
schichte der lateinıschen Bıbel, 7-8), Freiburg, vol YN,
Pelagius’ Commentary S aul Epistle the Romans, Oxford, 993

Foor g00d U: SO ARCIA-SANCHEZ, Pelagius and Christian Inıtıa-
HON.
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able realıse hıs/her OW salvatıon. According thıs presentatıon of
elagıan eachıng, emphasıs Was iırmly placed the potentaalıties of
the ıll In the human struggle for perfection. As CONSCHUCNCE,
Pelagıans WCIC accused of affırmiıng only gratia adiuvans. In
addıtıon, such Was consıdered be “external” form of
assıstance whereby the Law, the Gospels and the example of Chrıst
WeTITC OItlere the human PCISON who Was free aCcCcept CIr
assıstance reject ıt wıthout restraınt hındrance?. At the Sd_Ille time
it Was argue that Pelagıanısm denied the ogma of or1ıginal SIN and ıts
CONSCYQUCNCES for human nature”, although it should be noted that
pr10r {O the time of Augustine and hıs colleagues'' the ancıent lıtera-
ture makes reference 118 such 0gma, certamly NnOTt 1t W ds
propose Dy the Afrıcan bıshops Followıng Augustine’s lead,
furthermore, the Pelagıans WCIC accused of maıntainıng theolo-
gıcally indefensiıible dıstinction between the Kıngdom of God and
eternal lıfe!? Objections rage that the Pelagıans WeIc upholding
naturalıstic image of the WOr. and humanıity in which the revelatory
COomponen W dsS$ insufficiently represented’. ıthout questioning the
value of systematısıng condemnatıon of (non-exı1ıstent but)
potentially dangerous dogmatıc proposıitions, ıt remaıns dıfficult
nonetheless avOo1d the conclusıon that INOTE than few of the
called heretical pOos1t10ns ascr1bed Pelagıanısm Canı be
presented Dy other authors an al dıfferent times completely
legıtımate and indeed orthodox

One WOUuU be Justified in askıng the question thıs Juncture whether suf-
ficıent aCcCCount has been taken of the fact that Pelagıus and hıs followers ocated them-
selves exphıicıtly in Contiext of faıth from which they reflected the potential of the
human CrSOoN.

| () ar 1312 ANN, Pelagianisme, in "ThC 124 “Grande heresie
quı Vvıt le ]Jour Occ1ıdent debut du Ve s1ecle el qu1, partant d’une exageratiıon des
forces du hlıbre arbıtre, aboutissaıt 1er la necessIite de la gräce dıvıne, la transmıss1ıon
du peche or1ıgınel, la diıstinction entre L’ordre naturel el L’ordre surnaturel”, perfectrendering of hat Can be found (0)01 dogmatic theologlans.

Let it be clear NCe and for al] that Augustine Was 1a(0)1 present hen Caelestius
Was condemned in 411 and that apparent unanımıty ex1isted wıthın the Afrıcan church,
al leastn the bıshops, ıth regar the dogma of the fall

12 For u SCC REFOULE, distinction “Royaume de 1eU-Vie eternelle”
st-elle pelagienne, in Recherches de Scıience religieuse 51 (1963) 24 7-254, CSD 24 7-
249

13 See the SUTVECY 1n WE  ER, Neuere Forschungskontroversen AB
Q2UuSÜNUS und Pelagius, 189-190
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The ITIruth of the Hiıstorjlans and er TODIems
Wıthın the of patrıstic research In the ast decenn1a, the

tradıtıona image of Pelagıanısm outlıned above has en the subject
of sıgnıfıcant refinement al varıety of levels At the SaJInle tıme,
scholars ave not hesıitated 18 er Ser10us eriticısm of Augustine’s
V1Is1ıon of the Tall, free ıll and SfaCcE, . In the us

ıll endeavour sketch number of strıkıng developments in
scholarly research into the i1gure of elagıus hımself, partıcularly In
1g of the fact that much work has een one in thıs regar' G1 the
ast that has led, al eas where church hiıstorians ATiC

concerned, {O Oroug modificatıon of OUuT perspective I1gure
who had 1 een elevate: 18 the STatus of western arch-heretic par
excellence.

ela21us
Born In Brıttany””, elagıus W as known irom 380-410 primarıly

Chrıstian ascet1ic and eacher. Actıve 1in Rome 410., he
enjoyed respect Rome’s arıstocratic classes aCcCCount of
hıis hıghly princıpled ıfe style and hıs thıcal demands ıth respect (O
ıfe of Christian'® He tended place the emphasıs ase thıcal
values that continued tO eN]JOY sıgnıfıcant respect iın the afore-
mentioned mılıeus and formulated crıtical observatıons concerning
the fact that SsInce 38() INan y had embraced Chrıstianıty for OppOrtu-
nıstic [CaSONSsS but WEeIiC unwillıng (8 take ıts demands ser10usly. It
m1g be reasonable that such ecriticısm W as nNOL ypıcal of
elagıus. Indeed, it remaıns poss1ible that the Samnılec objections WCIC
lıkewise formulated Dy er authors of the per10d. The fact remaılns,
however, that in 12 of sımılar emphases OT ACCOUNLT of ıdeologıical
presupposıtions in the recCcech past elagıus’ work tended eıther be
generously extende OT (hyper-)Jeritically restricted!”’. As e_

14 Restraiıned Dy the lımıts of the present contrıbution, dIC unable address
thıs sOometimes adıcal er1ıtic1sm of Augustine in greater detaıl An interesting endea-
[0)088 offer eritical evaluatıon of Augustine’s crıtics TOM the perspective of
Augustine hımself Call be found iın ODARÖO LAWLESS e  S Augustine
and ALs Critics. EsSSays In honoureraBonner, London New York, 2000

15 AUGUSTINUS, Eptstula 186,1, SEL S
16 See in thıs regard CSP ROWN, Religion and Society In the Age of Saint Au-

gustine, London, 1972, 18226
17 s1gnıficant gulf eX1ists between PLIN VAL, Recherches SUr (RUVFeE Iıit-

fteraıre de Pelage, in RPh (1934) 9-47) and 'ANS, Four Letters of Pelagius,
London, 968% TIhe Tfact that maxımalıst such d De Plınval Was inchned CAÄDICSS
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YUCNCC, and in spıte of intensive research into the question of authen-
ticıty concerning elagıus’ wrıtings, cholars ST ack certainty In thıs
regard’®. It 1S interesting note, nevertheless, that NOLt unımportant

of uthors cshared sımılar intu1tion ıth respect to the
earnestness ıth 1C the ethıcal demands of Chrıistianity WEIC being
reated al the time. should lıkewıise be nNOoTte albeıt asıde, that

rehabile dıtıon of elagıus’ Commentary the etters of Paul has
only recently een placed al OUT 1sposal””. All thıs has led {O the
requırement that sıgnıfıcan number of ideas that ave een ascribed
fO elagıus the basıs of broader understandıng of the COFDUS
Pelagianum deserve be reated ıth the utmost prudence and that

SCVETE crıtique of OSse tending INOTC towards restricted VICEW such BOHLIN,
Die I’heologie des Pelagius un ihre Genesis, Uppsala Wiıesbaden, 1957, remaıns
evıdent; c1. PLINVAL, Points de VUEC recent Su  S la lıtterature pelagienne, 1n
RechSR 29 (1951) 282-294; ci. alsSoO the SUTVCY be found in WE  K,
Neuere Forschungskontroversen Augustinus Un Pelagius, 192-193 Evans’s ell
documented restrictions WeTeE Ven consıdered by Wermelıinger be (070 TOA| still
He thus that questions ought be as ıth respect the attrıbution of the
etters Celantiam, De divina lege, and Claudiam Pelagıus. The suggestion
made DysPelage el pelagianisme,Dand WE  ER,
Neuere Forschungskontroversen Augustin un Pelagius, D that the works De d1-
VIELLS, De malıs doctoribus and De castıtate miıght be ascrıbed the later bıshop of
Rome, S1xtus I, 15 rejected ın the complex argumentatıon of KESSLER, Reich-
tumskritik Un Pelagianismus. Die pelagianische Diatrıbe de divities: Sifulerung, Le-
SCTIENT, Übersetzung, Kommentar (Paradosıs. Beıträge ZUT Geschichte der altchrist-
lıchen Lateratur und Theologıie, 43), Freiburg, 1999, 136-144 All three authors aCCEeDL
the fact that the authorshıp question CannotL be ettled 0)1(9> and for all the basıs of
the materı1al have OUT dısposal Ihe present author 1S INOTC interested in the ob-
servatıon that S1xXtus W as hımself of Pelagıus; cf. AUGUSTINUS, Eptstu-
la I9 CSEL 5 E 164 magnı momenti1 SIxXtus)  22 Ihe quest1on of the
actual author of the abovementioned 192 ONC sıde, ıt remaıns tirue that the
in question reveals that dICc dealıng 1ıth hıghly ascet1ic indiıvıdual who, wıthın
Chrıistianity, desıired inspıre h1s audiıence take hıs MECSSALC ser10usly.

18 Certitude eX1IsSts only ıth respect the ar y Paul, the letter De-
metrias and the Libellus fideli (although the present author 15 inclined have doubts in
thıs regard, partly AaCCOUNT of the clear parallels ıth the Libellus of Caelestius
and number of fIragments including De NALUrFra Pro libero arbıtrio. See in thıs
gard VANS, Pelagius. Inquiries and Reappraisals, London, 1968:; } Four
Letters of Pelagius. also WE  R Neuere Forschungskontroversen
Augustinus Un Pelagius, passım and KESSLER, Reichtumskritik un Pelagianismus,

19 CT Eın Paulustext Un Kommentar. Manuscrı1pts regularly
PCaL wıth respect er Pelagıan documents which claım provıde better and/or
INOTE complete texi. dee, for example, FREDE, FROÖHLICH 5 TANJEK,
Vetus Latina-Fragmente U  S Alten Testament. Die pelagianische Epistula ad GUUN-
dam Tronam christianam, Freıburg, 996
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Ose documents adjudge be authentically elagıan should be
ployed ıth the NECCECSSALY critical dıstance the SaJmnle ıme ONC

chould aCCOUuNT for the poss1ıbilıty that proposiıl1oNs designated
elagıan ACCOUNLT of theır parallel CONCETNS for the POOTI INa Yy
not indeed be deserving of such title* TICINAallls somewhat bızarre
ave 18 observe that the 1idea that COBNCGEHN for the DOOI formulated

the COFrpDus Caspartı“; has een ascr1bed the elagıan whıle
the sıtfuatıon Sıcıly al the iime 1C the gulf between the riıch
and the DOOI Wäas CNOTTITNOUS clearly Justif1ed specı1al CONCETN for the
fate of the POOT and bıtter of the ast wealth of few rich
famılıes“

It has become clear the mMeaniuım: that both hIis COINTMMEN-

tarıes the efters of Paul wrıtten the of the Pela-
91a controversy“ and his other Wwrıl elagıus desired
dıstance hımself orthodox Chrıistian from sıgnıfiıcant heterodox
MmMOovements of hıs i1ime includıng Arıanısm Manıcheism and the
pPOS1IHUONS adopted Dy Jovianus® It Was hıs resistance the second of

AM) It clear that Pelagıus’ text W as later reworked aAappCar INOTC “Pelagıan
deed INOIC ““antı--Augustinian ” than the author orıginally intended!

See the study of KESSLER., Reichtumskritik Un Pelagianismus, 6{T. Kven the
distinction between Pelagıc (works ascr1ibed Pelagıus) and Pelagıan (works of ela-
D1US dıscıples and sympathısers) that has become the Custom GRESHAKEFE
Gnade als konkrete Freiheıit Fıne Untersuchung ZUF Gnadenlehre des Pelagıus
Maınz 9’72 has been SOUTCEC of dıfficulty thıs regard hOow Can ONC spea: ıth
Certaıney of sympathy for elagıus ıf 0)41% oblıged that such depends
ıdeologıcal presuppos1ıl10Ns and nNnOot attested Tacts”?

22 Julhan COMNCECIN for the POOT exphcıitly mentioned relatıon his Pelagıan
sympathıes cf GENNADIUS De ıllustribus 46 The 1dea that CONCETN for the
DOOI might be CXPICSSION of SCHUMNC Chrıistian engagemen would aAappCar have
been ignored

23 Pelagius AAan the End of Roman ule Briıtain JRS
(1960) 73 MORRIS Pelagian I.ıterature JIS XVI (1965) COritical
observatıons especılally ıth regard the Brıtish FrOOLS of Pelagıanısm have been
formulated by LIEBESCHUETZ Did the Pelagian Movement have Social IMS

Hıstoria (1963) AT 241 Pelagian Evidence the Last Period of Roman
Brıtain Latomus (196/) 436 447

24 In regarı the red1SscCOVverYy of Paul and the complex problems asSsOC1ated there-
ıth among others the dialogue wıth classıcal cCulture SCC the documented study of

Neue Orıentierungen zZUr Paulusexegese des Pelagıius Augustinianum
(1994) 313 358

25 BOHLIN Die I’heologie des Pelagius Un ihre ENESLS Uppsala Wles-
en 195 7/ cf also BONNER How Pelagian WCLS Pelagius? An Examıinatıon of
the Contentions of Ioreny Bohlin Studia Patrıstica Papers presented the
Fourth International Conference Patrıstic Studies held at Chriıst Church Oxford
963 (Texte un Untersuchungen 94) Berlın 1966 350) 358 (Reprint
Church An Faith the Patrıstic Tradıtion Augustine Pelagianism and Early hri-
SL11aN Northumbria Aldershot 996 [3rd tudy]) (ınade als konkrete
Freiheit IT
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the aforementioned MOovements that ultımately explaıns hıs emphasıs
the ex1istence of free 1ıll he consıdered Manıchean determınısm

danger authentic Chrıistian ethıcs,whıch he maıntaıned COUuU only
ex1ist ın far cCcomponents such reedom and responsı1ıbilıty WeIC

safeguarded
Precisely because of the fact that he took such reedom and 1CS5-

ponsı1bilıty ser10usly, elagıus thus insısted that the human PCISON,
who had rece1ved the from God, had duty O lıve 1fe wıthout
SIN hıs eed NOL that such de aCTio actually took place“
noted above. the idea behıind the ımpeccantıda, frequently ascribed

elagıus and oft consıdered part of the evidence provıing the AI1O-
of h1is eachıng in thıs regard, Was In fact ase the un]ust1-

f1ed erıtic1ısm of Jerome*”. ase hıs emphasıs human reedom
and responsı1bıilıty, elagıus Was forced defend hımself al relatıve-
1y early agalnst the accusatıon that he had neglected
Srace?; charge that he continuously (and rıghtly) den1ed*. Indeed, ıt
1s poss1ble speak in thıs regard of elagıan eology of al
the eve of creatiıon, revelatıon and forg1veness”. oug the hıghly

26 ( in thıs regard Pelagıus’ mMmentary Rom in RUYN, Pelagius’
Commentary S{ Paul’s Epistle the Romans. Translated ıA Introduction AaAn
Notes, Oxford, 1993, 6-1 together ıth the author’s instructive remarks, CSD

472-4%3
27 For the locatıon of the termınology and the dogma SCC HIERON Y MUS. Dialogi

CONITra Pelagianos 1,26, CS 8 E D M.16. GCSL 0, /4: H4.,3, (B 8U,
LÖN; ,  y € SL. 0, IA thıs point Pelagıus’ posıtion: De NALUra gratia
44 ,52, CSEL 60, Z and the Commentary of Augustine: HOC el 1055 dicımus, 1Uun-

dexteras’”. Pelagıus explicıtly tated In Diospolis,9that he dıd belıeve
in the theoretical possıbilıty that human beings could AaCT wıthout SIN, although he ad-
ded that he had met such CISON, cft. AUGUSTINUS, De gestLS Pelagıt, 6,16,
CSEL 4 E} 68-69 Wıth respect the ımportance of Jerome 1n the conceptualısatıon of
Pelagıus SCC, In particular, VANS, Pelagius, Fastidius, An the Pseudoaugusti-
nıan De Viıta Christiana, in JIChS (1962) 72-98; I Pelagius’ Veracıty al the
Synod of Diospolis, ın SOM  D'T ed.) Studies In Medieval Culture, ala-
O, Michigan, 1964, 21 -30° L Pelagius. Inquiries and Reappraisals, London,
968® SULVCY of polnts uDON whıich the dıfferent partıes were In fact in agreement
wıthın the Pelagıan CONLTOVEISY whole would be of CHNOTINOUS value.

28 A UVAL, La 'ate du “De natura ” de Pelage. Les premieres etapes de la
CONLrOverse SUr Ia Alure de Ia 2räüce, In RFA (1990) Üa WDE Duval has CONVIN-
cingly argued that should date thıs ork around 407

29 Gr in thıs regard GRESHAKE, (Ginade als konkrete Freiheıit, chapter I1 Die
(madenlehre des Pelagıus (pp 47-157).

3() In addıtiıon the already mentioned study of Bohlın S66 especılally RESHA-
KE, Gnade als konkrete Freiheit; GARCIA-SANCHEZ, Pelagius and Christian Inıtı-
atıon, 187-289; ci. also DEMPSEY, Pelagius s Commentary SE Paul, Rome,
937
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actualısıng study of Greshake has een the subject of number of
critical reVIEWSsS particularly aCCOUNT of hıis intense crıt1ique of
Augustine he ST1 deserves credıiıt for the fact that he endeavoured
LO, albeıt in h1s OW headstrong fashıon, read elagıus through hıs
OW SEves' exercıse that establıshed definıtıve TrTea ıth the
Vis1ıon of the atter ’s eOlogy d lackıng in orace”.

Rıvıere pointed the orthodox character of elagıus’ T1S-
ology”, 171e reshake** made ıt clear that the TLSTIUS exemplum
hypothesıs ınvolved 1NOTEC than INeTE ‘“external” followıng of Chrıst’'s
example”. ere Augustine W as place the emphasıs In the
discussıon ıth the Pelagıans the ımportance of infant baptısm
argumen for the fact that salvatıon 1S only possıble vıa Christ and
proo that PCISON 15 born ıth or1g1inal SIN, elagıus wanted
spea. Ou and ddress hımself adults in hıs theologıca and lıtur-
g1Ca proposiıt1ions. As matter of fact, prıo0r 18 the Outbrea of the
CONLrOVEeTSY, 1t Was STü1 relatıvely unproblematıc and In lıne ıth the
tradıtıon refer to the ımportance of baptısm for adults Baptısm Was
consıdered Tea ıth the old, the beginnıng of Ne  < hıfe, enlıghten-
ment, unıficatıon ıth hrıst etc.?®

Wıth respect peripheral aCCusat1ons such the distinction
between the Kıngdom of God and eternal ıfe mentioned above, ıt has
een satısfactorıly DIOVCLH that thıs distinction In ıfs formulatıon
irom Augustine and 1S nowhere 18 be OUnN: in elagıus”.

elagıus desıred lıve hıs Christian ideals AdSs ascet1ic wıthın
the Church The famılıar adage Extra ecclesiam salus NO  - est sal-
vatıon In Chriıst 15 only offered wıthın the Church mediatıng
instance. 1S only ıf ONC neglects 1gnores thıs fundamental fact that

( PLINVAL, L’heure est-elle NUÜU: de redecouvrır Pelage In REA
(1973) 158-162; Neutinterpretation oder Verzeichnung der Gna
denlehre des Pelagius und SEINES Gegners Augustinus, in Augustinian Studies
(1974) 209-226

32 See in thıs regard also The Development of Pelagius’
Thought wıthin Late Fourth Century Ascetic Movement In KRome, aın Lou1s, 991

RIVIERE., Heterodoxie des pelagiens fait de redemption In RHE 41
(1946) 5-43; ct. a1sSO J.MCW. DEWART, The Christology of the Pelagian C ontrover-
\ in Studia Patrıstica L3 Oxford, 2141044

34 Gnade als konkrete Freiheit, FA
35 &* also GEERLINGS, Christus Exemplum. Studien ZUT Christologie un

Christusverkündigung Augustins (Tübinger theologısche Studıen, 1 39i Maıiınz, 1978,
216

16 C GARCIA-SANCHEZ, Pelagius AAan Christian Inıtıation, CSP chapter
&'] See REFOULLE, distinction “Royaume de 1eU-VILE eternelle” st-elle pela-

g1enNe, TE EZDEN
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ONC 18 able, albeıt wıthout Justification, {O ACCUSC hım of havıngz placed
(OO0 much emphasıs the personal potential of the human PCISON.
ıle it 15 vıdent that for elagıus the sanctıty of the Church
COFTDUS Christi Was elated in ESSCNCEC the sanctıty of ıts members,
sanctıty that W as conce1ved of dynamıc, ıt must be stated I'_
heless that the vırtue of umıilıty had iımportant role play ıIn the
struggle attaın such sanctıty aCCOuntT of ne s  * recognıtıon of
ne’s personal lımıtatiıons. Commentators ave rıghtly emphasısed
the fact that elagıus also dıstanced hımself in hıs wrıtings from the
Novatıan idea of sthans perfectt” which eed 1a(011 ımply that the

of baptısm 0€Ss not involve thıcal oblıgatıons the part of the
human DCISON. the sanctıity of the Church 15 also task of the faıthful®*®

IThe fiınal (theologıical) curtaın fell for elagıus in 418 ıth the
condemnatıon 1issued Dy the CINPCIOT prı 418): Dy the Afrıcan
bıshops (1m May 418) and, under CSSUIC, confirmed by Zosimus in
his Epistula Tractori1ia. Genunlnely desirıng \ be Irue belıever,
elagıus had explicıtly stated Augustine, nevertheless, that he hım-
self condemned all ose wh: maıntaıned that Was nOTt

NCCCSSaL Y for human AcCt. but the Doctor gratiae W as nOoLt vCLY
STaC10US. elagıus W as forced leave Palestine It 1S probable that he
moved ZYyYp al thıs Juncture*“,.

3 See R. Kırche hei Pelagius (Patrıstiısche exXfe und Studıen, 50), Berlın
New York, 999 In the present author Op1n1ıo0n, thıs study, wıth that of (Jarcıa-

Sanchez, offers CONVinNcCINgZ arguments agaınst the old idea that Pelagıus consiıdered
the Church be redundant salvıfıc gıift; SCC in thıs regar the SULVCY of
LINGER, Neuere Forschungskontroversen Augustin und Pelagıius, 193-194

39 GA  JA-SANCHEZ, Pelagıus and Christian Inıtıation, 104-1 16
GA  JA-SANCHEZL, Pelagius and Christian Inıtıation, 161-170, CS\D. 169

“If Christian thınks that he Can be member of C(’hrist’s Church wıthout bearıng the
fruıts of holıness, he 1S nNnOoL worthy of such membershıp. 10 be member of hrıst
Alls imıtate .&  ISe Chrıstians MUST bear frunts of mutual love., Chrıst OVEe: hıs
Church.”

&3 AUGUSTINUS, De gratia Christi el de peCCalo originalı IEZ: SEL 42,
125 °“ Anathemo quı vel sentit vel dıcıt gratiam De1, qua Christus venıt in hunc ILLUN-

dum peccatores Salvos facere, NON solum DCI sıngulas horas auft PCI sıngula momenta,
sed et1am PCI sıngulos AaCTIUS NOSTITOS 1910)  — SSC necessarlam; ei quı hanc CONantur aufer-

OCNasS sortiantur geternas.”
4°) Collectio Avellana, Epistula 49, SEL 3 E} 14 SR
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Caelestius”
Several tudıes tend refer elagıus and Caelestius in ONC

and the SydiIlle breath CNolars i CVCMN inclined 18 suggest that Caeles-
t1UsS, wh WOU AaDDCaL ave een much LNOTE combatıve than
elagıus”, certamly ın the elagıan CONLrOVErTSY, Was in part ICSDON-
sıble for the negatıve image assoclate ıth the latter. remaıns p1ty,
therefore., hat lıttle 1S known ıth respect Caelestius®. oug
he ADPCAIS In INa y ave een INOTE belligerent urıng the
elagıan CONLrOVEeTSY, VCLY lıttle of h1is wrıtings ole ave
survıved the present day“® hıs m1g perhaps explaın why

had waiıt untıl 1994 before exhaustive systematıc study of
Caelestius Sd  S the 1g of d ay47 hıs study carefully brings together
al the “confirmed’” data relatıng {[O Caelestius’ 1fe and OMeES. In
1tıon, etaıle analysıs of hıs trial in Carthage ın 41 The n_
t1al relatıonshıp between elagıus and Caelestius 15 lıkewise carefully
cons1ıdered. The Irequently employe image of master and pup1 1S
presented in nuanced ashıon and the dıfferences between the [WO
f1gures ATC harted ıth prec1s10n. Honnay AI SUCS, by WaY of CON-
clusıon, that each figure should be ascrıibed h1s OQOW responsı1bıilıty in
the Ontext ÖT the elagıan CONLFOVErSY and that the contrıbution of
elagıus should NOL be glossed WE al the CAPDCNSC of Caelestius.

ase: the Ssma amount of materı1al that has Ben PIC-
served”. ONC Can determine that Caelestius had probably expressed hıis

43 For introduction SC BONNER. Caelestius, In AÄugustinus Lexikon 1/5-6,
Basel, 1992, 693-698 TIhe best evaluatıon in erms of Content based thorough
study of the SOUTCES and of recent lıterature Can be found in AY, Caelestius,
Discıpulus Pelagii, iın Augustiniana (1994) II 30 Oonnay 1Iso subjects 1U1IN-
ber of “Certaminties” ıth respect Caelestius crıtical analysıs!

Caelestius, NOT Pelagıus, desired be ordaıned prıes in Carthage (he Was ult1-
mately ordaıned ın the as! Pelagıus dıstanced hımself briefly) TOM Caelestius du-
nng the proceedings al Dıiospolıis; Caelestius, nNnOTL Pelagıus, presented hımself in DCI-
SOM in Rome 1ın 418 defend h1s As atter of fact Caelestius continued
defend hıs dsSCc the Councıl of Ephesus.

45 Wıth respecCtL thıs I1gure and the potential attrıbution of works hereto SCC
HONNAY, Caelestius, Discıipulus Pelagiti, in Augustiniana (1994) Z SO

46 See Pelage el pelagianisme, WE  ER,
Neuere Forschungskontroversen, 05

4 / HONNAY, Caelestius, Discıiıpulus Pelagıl. Oonnay CNSASCS In the discussion in
intellıgent INanner based all the relevant hlıterature. Ihe MOST relevant hıterature

relatıng Caelestius has been assembled ONCC agaın in LAMBERIGTS Caeles-
f1US, ın FILZGERALD, Augustine through the Ages. An Encyclopedia, Grand
Rapıds-Cambridge, 1999, 1 14-1

4X See Pelage el pelagianisme,43
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critique of the ıdea of tradux peccatı al relatıvely early S  C in
longer extiant opus”, althoug elagıus, long before the CONTIro-

9 had lıkewıise een critical of Augustine’s posit1ons, h1s De
NALIUFAa havıng already een wriıtten ın Dıfferences between the
L[WO, however, Can also be establıshed ıth certainty. 4ase hat
has Ssurvıved of h1is Definitiones ONEC 1S eft ıth the impression that
Caelestius, far INOTC than elagıus, placed the emphasıs the free-
dom of the 111 and that hamartıology and soter10l10gy had thus
quıred 1NOTEC evıdently background posıtıon In h1s regar hıs mıg
pa explaın why elagıus dıstanced hımself from> al Dıiospolis

where he W as acquıtted>”‘. In 1g of the Libellus L  el of both
elagıus and Caelestius, thıs dıstancın apparently dıd nOoTt ast VEIrIYy
long

Tulian of Aeclanum
Renewed interest has also een vident in recent for

Julı1an of Aeclanum?°?. As W as the Casc ıth respect elagıus,
number of commentarıes the Scriptures ave een ascrı1ıbed
Juhan in the 208 CEeNLUTY. Before explorıng thıs fact in INOTEC detaıl, ıt

approprlate Gte al thıs Juncture that Julıan W as in several
INOTEC iımportant than SOILIC of hıs predecessors in the Ontext

of the elagıan CONLrOVETSY. Indeed he engaged In dıscussıon ıth
Augustine in much INOTEC direct and Oroug INAaNNeT. The exifent
1C Iragments and arger of hıs work ave survıved 18 the
present day remaıns exceptionally g00d Indeed, chapters 1-VI of

49 Praedestinatus 88, 5 E 618
5() Qn E 30 IThe extent which such dıstancıng Can be consıdered

authentic 1S OPDCI discussıon; c1. VANS, Veracıty, CSD 28-29
GER, Neuere Forschungskontroversen Augustın und Pelagius, 212 18 of the Op1-
n10n, however, that Kvans attaches (078 much faıth thıs pomint Augustine’s V1IsS1oNn
and concludes „Dıie Anklage selbst beweilst noch nıcht, dass Pelagıus der Verfasser
cdheser Schriften ist Wır können auch hıer aSCH, der Bewels für dıe Unehrlichkeit
des Pelagıus i1st noch nıcht erbracht.“ Sar also h1ıs thorough examınatıon of Pelagıus’
attıtude in Diospolıis in HIS ork Rom Un Pelagius, 79-81

It 15 strıkıng that the “Pelagıans” also argued theır dsSCcC in the ast (e.g ıth
Nestor1us) OL, W as the ASC wıth respect Julhıian of Aeclanum, sought refuge wıth
cr1t1cs of Jerome such eodore of Mopsuestıia. See 1n thıs regard

Les eveques pelagiens deposes, Nestor1ius el Ephese, in Augustiniana
(1985) 264-280) (wıth addıtional lıterature).

W, For further study.of uhan ıfe and ork SCC the recent SULVCY of LAM-
BERIGTS, Julianus VOorn Aeclanum, in RA Julian Von Aeclanum. Studien

seinem Leben, seinem Werk, seiner Lehre und ıhrer Überlieferung (Supplements
Vigiliae Chrıistianae, 60), Leıden, Boston Köln, 2001
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Florum ave survıved in theır entirety thanks Augustine’s Opus
ımperfectum, In 1C the latter exhaustıvely quotes the posıtıon of
his adversary before formulatıng hıs Counter arguments””. The PUNC-
uatıon of the text-critical edıtıon of Zelzer makes thıs crystal clear.
One Call easıly tfollow where Augustine interrupts h1is OW lıne of
hought and an the floor h1is adversarıes etc.> For the elagıan
CONtroVerSYy, Bruckner’s study served for decades the po1n of
departure for vırtually SULVCY relatıng research into Julıan of
Aeclanum°°. Bruckner’s work remaılns interesting aCCOunt of the
fact that it offers g00d SULVCYV of the SOUTICEC materıal employe Dy the
author, a  oug ıt has een surpassed al varlıety of levels Dy the
above mentioned work of OSS hıs has do ıth NCW d1ıs-
COVerles.

Indeed, er the publıcatıon of Bruckner’s research, the number
of works that scholars WCCIC inclined ascrıbe Julhıan SICW drama-
1cally In 1913, for example, Morın propose Julian dSs the author
of Iractatus prophetarum Osee, Iohel el Amos®. According {O
Morın, the ree commentarıes had HC elonge larger, INOIC

complete COMMENTATY dealıng ıth all twelve of the mınor prophets.
In 1915 Vaccarı publıshed work in which he laımed be able

that certaın EXpostitio librı Job had een wriıtten Dy Julıan of
Aeclanum. aCCarı 4ase hımself for the MOSLT part phılologıical
arguments (together ıth Confifent ase arguments In 1C he

53 Such WaYy of actıng W as un1ıque in the ancıent world and reveals the Ser10uUSs-
NeCss ıth which Augustine took the erıtic1ısm of h1ıs OppOonents heart Further eV1-
dence of Augustine’s behavıour Cal be derıved from ulhan’s crit1que that the former
had miısrepresented from Turbantium in h1s De NUuptiLS el CONCuUPLSCENTLA ‚P
Augustine W dsS reacting in Tact SUMMATLY of Juhan’s ork that had been sent
hım from Italy. When he Was Iinally able read Turbantium in ıts entirety he
COgNISE: that he had not always represented ulıan posıtions in adequate INannNerT.
Whıle Contra Iulianum W as thus ntended SCITIVC exhaustive Julhi-
dAll, it remaıns impossı1ıble determıne whether Julıan VeTr had the chance read it.

54 ZELZER (ed.) Aurelius Augustinus, Contra Iulianum OPDUS iımperfectum
55,13; Vıenna, 9’74 For crıtical TeVIEW of thıs edıtiıon SCC PRIMMER,

Ilextvorschläge Augustinus Opus imperfectum, in Latınıtät un alte Kirche. est-
schriıft für Hanslık ZU Geburtstag (Wıener Studıen, Beıiheft 8), Vıenna- CoO-
logne-Graz, IS FA D} For the remaınder of the work continue be 1N-
debted the edıtıon in Patrologia INa It 1$ interesting note that Augustine
parently reacted ıth less aste in books and NL only o1ve the floor Juhan

extensively (especıally 1n book V43:; wıthout interrupting hım iımmediately, had
been the dsSc in book

55 Julıan Von Eclanum. Seıin Leben und seine Lehre, Le1pz1g, 897
56 For critical (EXT edıtıon Sa CONINCK D’HONT, BA
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laımed be able determıne the of elagıan 1deas)”'. oth
attrıbutions WeIC posıtıvely rece1ved°2. Vaccarı W ds less successful in
1916 when he laımed ave discovered cCommentar the
Psalms wrıtten by Jul1ı1an”?. Devreesse made it quıte clear that the
segment of thıs work that had een preserved In extenso (Pss
W ds in fact translatıon of the work of eOdore, translatıon that
COUuU be ascr1ibed nevertheless Julıan (one cshould not forget that
Juhan per10 of time ıth eodore of Mopsuestla and that he
INa Yy ell ave Ooccupled hımself ıth such translatıon durıng h1ıs
“ldle” moments)®®. The SO-Calle: E.pitome, ascrıbed Dy Bouwman©®'
Julıan hımself, W as INOTE problematıc SInCe several recent authors
WeTITC inclined {O prefer 18 ascr1ıbe ıt ater summarıser of the
translatıon of Julı1an®*. ıle degrees of dependence Julıan al the
lıterary eEeve and al the eve of Content Can be establıshed, the ına
result ultımately belongs the hıstory of reception.

0Ug ere WOU AD PCAaL be eve of ONSCHSUS
Julıan authorshıp ıth respect the attrıbullon of exegetical works,
recent research has Jed, nevertheless, CN CT SroWwIiIng unanımıty
that another work, ascr1bed Dy SOMEC to the bıshop of Aeclanum,
cshould be removed irom h1s lıst of publıcatiıons. Indeed, CONSCHSUS
WOU aAaDDCAaIL ave en reached, In opınıon prematurely, that

>5 / VACCARI, Un COMMeEeNLO Giobbe dı Giuliano dı Eclana, Kome, aQ15
5X Wıth ONC eXception, namely S HOLMAYER. Der Jobkommentar Von Oonte

Cassıino, in Zeitschrift für katholische Theologie (1919) 269-288 On both formal
and Content Aase‘ grounds Stiglmayr maıntaiıned that Julıan could nNnOoTt be the author of
the ork In question. In hıs study Commento (’assınense dı Giobbe, in Miscellanea
Amelli, Badıa dı Montecassıno, 1920, 4351 aCccarı offers detaıled Counter-at-
tack Stiglmayr’'s eritic1sms. For reactiıon SCC STIGLMAYR., /um Jobkommen-
Iar VO.  \ Monte Cassıno, in Zeitschrift für katholische Theologie 4 (1921) 495-496
The present author 1S of the opınıon that systematıc Stiglimayr’'s objec-
t10Ns has still be wriıtten.

59 VACCARI, Nuova dı (siuliano Eclanense, 1in Civiılta C’attolica
(1916) 5/8-5923

DEVREESSE, commentaıre de Theodore de Mopsueste SUr les Psau-
MeEeNS, 1ın (1928) 340-366; (1929) 35-62

BOUWMAN., Des Julian Von Aeclanum Kommentar den Propheten Ösee,
Joel Un MOS. Fın Beıtrag ZUT Geschichte der Exegese, Rome, 1958, b
ouwman’s study 1S of partıcular importance ıth respect the exegetical of Ju-
lan’s work: SCC Iso h1is Zum Wortschatz des Julıan Von Aeclanum, 1n LMA
(1957) 141-164

62 CONINCK, XXV-XXXVI:\ UVAL, Iulianus Aeclanensis restitu-
[US. La premiere edition “incomplete ” de ’ euvre de Julien d’Eclane, in Revue des
Etudes augustiniennes (1979) 1621710
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the Libellus fidei 15 nNnOot by Julıan of Aeclanum®°°. If UuUse the word PTIC-
mature ıt 15 because of the fact that O the present day sıngle te-
matıc Comparıson of the authentic works of Julıan ıth the afore-
mentioned Libellus fidei has een made*®*. It remaıns interesting
no(te, nevertheless, that ır the authorshıp of the saıd work 15 to be
ocated iın Northern aly then the eve of opposıtıon ıth respecCt
Afrıcan perspect1ves must lıkely ave een much greater than scholars
AT someti1mes inclined 1n

In spıte of the fact that the SOUTCE materı1al for prospective
Julhian authorshıp increased spectacularly in the first quarter of the 205
CENLUTY, the scholarly WOT had {O walt untıl the 1950’s before thıs
part of hI1ıs work W as gıven due attention, namely iın the tudies of
Baxter® an Bouwman®. oth authors ocused theır attention of uUsec
of termınology whereby degree of certaınty COU be
acquıred ıth respect the Julhan authorshıp of certaın works. eIr
research (together ıth that of aCCarı and orın) made it clear that
Julhan’s Latın Wäas somewhat technıcal and that he had preference for
the use of substantıves WI1 partıcular preference for fourth
declensı1on words)°®”. CcCNolars also observed preference for aDstirac
TMS ell the requent uUusec of the supına iıre eic ıthout
g0o1INg 1Into etaıl, however®, ıt 0Ug be noted that thıs approac
the question of 1spute: authorshıp dıd NOT aCCount for deal of

and that the wholesale attrıDbDution of all of works 18
Julıan, approac in 1C Bouwman In partıcular WOU AaDPCAL
ave EXCCH® dıd NOT gaın much ın the WaYy of scholarly acceptance”.

64 BRUCKNER. Julian Von Aeclanum, 31-33, Pelage el DE-
[agianısme, 2907; LOSSL. Julian Von Aeclanum, 12713

hıs need nNnOTL ımply that the present author 1s convınced Dy OuwMman’s dr SU-
ments (Des Julıan Vo  - Aeclanum Kommentar, 2-5) ıth respect the potential
authorshıp of Juhıan, only that he 1$ of the opınıon that SerOous research ın thıs regar'
remaıns urgent des1ı1deratum. Whıle W.  ER, Rom un Pelagius, MG
226 offers inıtıal Step In thıs dırection, he does not solve all of the problems; cft.

Julıan Vo.  - Aeclanum, OSS 1S lıkewıise unsuccessful iın introducing
HNe elements thıs poın It thus remaıns unclear why ONE should ascrıbe less
weıght phılological than hıstorical 19(°NJ whole serl1es of text-crıitical
problems AdICcC raısed but thıs does nOoTt constitute thorough “"evaluatıon” of the UuSs-

cr1pts.
65 BAXTER, Notes the Latın O] Julian of Eclanum, In LMA 21 (1951) SAl

BOUWMAN, /7um Wortschatz des Julıan Von Aeclanum, In LMA (195 /)
141-164

67 BOUWMAN, Des Julian vVvVon Aeclanum Kommentar, 3 117.
65 See in thıs regard LOSSL, Julian VO.:  - Aeclanum, IN  B}
69 See Iso ın thıs regard the hıghly ecrıitical rTeVIEW of PLINVAL, Julien
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dıfferent SOIT of interest in Juhan’s UuUsec of termınology Can be OUnN:!
In the text-erıtical editions. oth Zelizer” (although INOTC iın the
cContextft of her edıtiıon of Augustine) and De Conınck ave shown

deal interest ın Juhan’s UuUsc of words. 1ıle Zeizer’s dıtiıon ın
partıcular W as subject er10us crıtical review/', observatıons
concerning the dıtıon of De Conınck tended rather be margınal.
etaıle and oroug tudıes of Juhan’s cCOomMmMentarıes the
Scriptures had walt undu the 1990’s and the beginnıng of the 11C  <
mıllennı1um. Strobl devoted falrly comprehens1ıve study to Juhan’s
OmmentarYy the prophet Joel”? broader study of Juhan’s eXeges1s
Can be oun however, 1ın the chapter of the abovementioned
work of 0OSS (pp 47-249)” LÖSsSSI’'S volume together ıth
number of artıcles iın Journals”®, correctly focuses attention the
exeges1s of eodore of Mopsuestia. OSS lıkewıise endeavours 18
locate Juhan’s eXxeges1s LNOTEC clearly In the Context of the hıstory of
estern exeges1s whole, partıcularly Dy omparıng ıt ıth that of
maJor figures such Augustine and Jerome. LössIl’s research makes ıt
clear that deal of unexplored terrıtory exX1Ists ıth respect the
Juhan’s exegetical works.

WOU be 1111CU 18 SaYy the SdI1lec ıth respect the works in
far they ırectly elated the CONLTOVEISY ıth Augustine.

the begiınnıng of the 1960’s everal interesting tudıes WeIC publıshed
ıIn chort SUCCESSION In thıs regar C'lodıus offered analysıs of the
VIS1ON of Julıan of Aeclanum and of Augustine of 1ppO ıth respect

reedom of the wull, and theır relatıonshıp ıth ONE another”.
Perago explore the poılnts of diıscussıon that had arısen between

d’Eclane devant la Bible, in Recherches de SCLIENCE religieuse (1959) 345-366,
which offers partıcular critique the level of attrıbution.

70 ZELZER (ed.); Aurelius Aug2ustinus, Contra Tulianum ODUS imperfectum.
PRIMMER, lextvorschläge Augustinus Opus imperfectum and F  „ Rhyth-

MUS- und Textprobleme In Aug Op Imperf. 1-3, In Wıener Studien (1975) 186-
24 2: M (1977) 182-218

72 SIROBL, Eıne Untersuchung ZU.  S Verständnis alttestamentlicher Prophetie
anhand des Julıan Von Aeclanum zugeschriebenen Kommentars zZUM Propheten Joel,
Vıenna, 1991

73 An essentıial orlentatingu18 lackıng Al the end of thıs otherwıse detaıled
study.

/4 h1ıs studıes Julian of Aeclanum’’s Iractatus In ÖOsee, Iohel, AmoSs;, in Augusti-
NLIANGA 5:} (2001) 5-31; 1 shift In Patrıstic Exegesis. Hebrew Clarıty an Hıstort-
cal Verıity In Augustine, Jerome, Julian of Aeclanum and Theodore of Mopsuestia, in
Augustinian Studies 372 (2001) KT TE

75 Reference cshould be made for thıs SULVCY CLODIUS, El liıbre albedrio
2un Julian de Eclano, 1n Anales de la Facultad de leologıia (1962)
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Augustine and Julıan ıth respect the questions of Justice, values
and the salvatıon of the Dagans. Hıs work emphasısed that [WO

understandıngs of nature (one NS the BT departıng from
the StO1C notion of the unblemıished nature of the human person) WeTIC

In fact irreconcilable76. Of interest Was the discussıon that
between Refoule” an B3 onnar:': In [WO volume study
Refoule had poıinted, the ONC hand, the Arıistotelıan of
Julan’s philosophical thought patterns ıle suggesting, the er
hand, that Julıan chould be SC forerunner of Thomas Aquınas
Refoule contentions concerning the relatiıonshıp between Julıan and
Arıstotelıan hought WEeIC ase! suggestion already made Dy
Bruckner‘®”. Refoule Was severely eritic1sed by ONNarT' who argue
that Julhan’s phiılosophiıcal perspectives chould be SCCH agaınst the
background of hıs CONtroversy ıth Augustine”. For Thonnard, Julıan
W as eclectic wh employed hıs knowledge in polemical ashıon
In order force Augustine into awkward predicament”.

The first attempt al theologıcal synthesıs Wäas made by ES
Jones* who tudıed Juhan’s theology from the followıing perspectives:

Justice, humanıty, integrity and SaV10Ur of the world® 1le

76 PERAGO, valore Adella tradizione nella polemica Ira Agostino Giulia-
d’Eclano, in Annalı della Facolta dı Tettere Filosofia dell’ Universitd dı Napoli

10 143-160
I7 REFOULE, Julıen d’Eclane, theologien el philosophe, in Recherches de

SCIENCE religieuse (1964) 42-84:; AAA
78 Julıan VOon Eclanum, QOff. Bruckner’s suggestion 1S interes-

ting in the that he thereby devıi1ated from the conventional op1ınıon that ulıan’s
teachıng W as profoundly StO1C; cf. Julian Va  - Aeclanum, 101 for thıs W1-
dely held Oopınıon. As chall ndıcate urther below, AdIcCc inclined Support the
ıdea that Juhan cshould be taken ser10usly theologıan and behever.

79 F- T’aristotelisme de Julien d’Eclane el de Saıint uQUustin, in
REA 11 (1965) 296-304

X() Thorough research into ulan’s phılosophıcal SOUTCCS has cshown iın the meantı-
that ONC cshould first look (1cero in thıs regard and that ulıan philosophical

knowledge rarely f VeI extends beyond that which Can be found hereın; cf. LAM-
BERIGTS, Tulianus Von Eclanum:; N, Bemerkungen Iulianus Von Aecla-
NU. in FAC (2000) A for confirmatıon of thıs hypothesıs. Ihe present
thor 1S of the opınıon,Pthat the ord eclectic 15 often taken unnecessarıly

negatıve determiıinatıon: CVCIY per10d eıther cConsc10usly Uunconsc10usly adopts
number of the insıghts of the preceding per10d wıthout the need of thorough famılı-
arıty therewiıth.

ES ON. Julian, Bishop of Aeclanum. Exegete and Theologian (unpublıs-
hed doctoral dıssertati1on), Saılnt Andrews, 965

82 Wıth regard the question of Justice SCC also PERAGO, I/na “querelle” del
V secolo sulla 21uSTZLA, Ia viırtu, Ia salvezza degli infideli, in Asprenas (1962) 32-40
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thıs study, 1C incıdentally W as publıshed and thus dıd NOoTt
recel1ve the attention ıt ultımately deserved, W as Ser10us attempt
render Julhian’s Vision in objective INAaNNCT, ıt remaıns subject
nonetihNeless number of prejJudıces, partıcularly ıth respect ıts
Judgement of Augustine.

ase: In part the outlıine establıshed by Wermelinger,
GVT increasıng interest has become vident SINCEe the 1980’s ın
Juhan’s OW perspectives varıety of matters C1iprıan1, for
example, has publıshed elaborate study focusıng Julıan
Ian of etters! especlally In h1s work Florum)’°. In exemplary
study, Brown has hıghlıghted the dıfference between Julıan and
Augustine ıth respect theır knowledge of medicıne, especılally In
relatıon human sexualıty®“. An orıgınal contrıbution go1ing into
consıderable detaıl Juhan’s understandıng of human paın W as

publıshed recently by OSS ase‘ the author’s Ooroug study of
the ources.® ar has made ıt clear hOow dıfference In theır
appreclatıon of corporealıty Can explaın the profoun gulf between
Augustıine and Julıan ıth respecCtL sexualıty in marrıage®. ar
rıghtly notes that for Julıan sexual desıre 1s NCCCSSaLY prerequıisıte
for rınging the natura|l goal of marrıage completıion, namely in
procreatiıon®. oug theologıca epLts WEeIC completely
absent from the aforementioned studıies, they ave nevertheless
rece1ved I1NOTC systematıc treatment in the publıcatıons of McGrath,
Lamberıigts and arcliı In otherwıse rather programmatıc
contrıbution McGrath uUurns the reader’s attention dıfferences ıIn
perspective ıth respectL the question of JUSsUCE In ser1es of

X4 Aspetti letterarı ell '’A Florum dı (tiuliano d’Eclano, in Augus-
Hiinıanum (1975) 175167

84 N, Sexualıty and Soctety In the Fifth Century, in (ed.) Irıa
Corda Scriıtt: In NO dı Momigliano, Como, 1983, 49-70

X ) LOSSL, Julian of Aeclanum Pain, in Journal of Early Christian Studies 10
(2002) 203-2453

X6 K,Adami's Only Companion. Augustine and the Early Christian De-
hate Marriage, in Recherches augustiniennes 7 (1986) 139-162

X / ARK, Vitiated Seeds and oly Vessels. Augustine s Manichaean Past,
1ın 1  9 Ascetic Pıety and Woman s Faıth ESSays ate Ancient Christianity, e
wI1ston, 1986, 291-349

XX CGRAITH., Diıvıne Justice and Dıvıne Equıty In the Controversy hbetween
Augustine and Julian of Eclanum, in Downside Review 101 (1983) 312379 It 1s the
present author’s opınıon that thıs study devotes L[O0 hıttle systematıc attention the b1-
blıcal basıs uDON which Julıan founded h1is VIS1ON fJustice. By basıng h1s CONCEDL of
Justice “t0 ach hıs due  29 Julhan’s bıblıcal dossier Was clearly IHNOTEC sıgnıfıcant than
scholars have maıntaıined. LOSSL, Julian Von Aeclanum, COuU 1kew1se
have been INOTEC detaıled ın thıs regar!
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artıcles, Lamberıgts has o1ven prıde of place 18 the importance of
Juhan’s CONCEPL of God the basıs for hıs theologıca cConvıctl1ons.
Juhan’s etfaı1ıle arguments favour the 1vinıty of the creator who
stands guaran(tor for the goodness of creati10n®. goodness

the fore in emımnent ashıon in the creation of good soul
in the 17° of newborn infant”®. Given the fact that the thıcal
behavıour of the human PCISON 1S be sıtuated for Juhan precısely
the eve of the soul, the notion of nnerıte: SIN in newborn infants 1S
for hım unthınkable and indeed incomprehensıble. Such would 1IMpIY,
d matter of fact, that God hımself cCreator WOU ave be COIN-

1dered responsıble for the SIN and gul present in the soul. Rooted in
hıs belıef iın the personal responsı1bilıty for h1s OT her thıcal of
human eing, Julıan 15 unable aCCeDL, in part aCCoOount of h1ıs
V1IsS1ON of Justice, that SInCe dam has een born in gul and
that am s SIN 1s the sole and exclusıve 1CasonNn for thıs fact For
ulhıan, dam 1$ nothing LNOTEC than ‘“homo Jım defunctus’”?'. Indeed,
for Juhan, SIN has do in PSSGHGE ıth ne s  2 personal moral ıfe SIN
1S be ocated al the eve of the human ı11 and cannot affect
arm the nature of the human PCISON he/she ADPDCAaLS reated
DeEINS ”: As CONSCQUCNCC of thıs perspect1ve, Juhan’s allusıons
9 concept that rece1ved sıgnıfıcant attention in hıs works, Caimnle

be g1ven dıfferent and far from dull interpretation when compared
ıth Augustine”. Clearly indıgnant about the fact that such Ser10us
matter CO nNOTt be raı1sed the subject of Synod, Julıan W as

lıkewıise convınced that, A4aSse‘ in lıterature from the east”, the
Church W as under threat irom Manıche1sm. He W as severely IT1ıLate
Dy the fact that Zosimus had changed hI1s opınıon concerning the
Pelagıans, ecritic1sm that compelled Augustine prefer allude

89 LAMBERIGTS. Julian of Aeclanum: Tea for -00d Creator, In Augus-
finLıana 38 (1988) 5i  S

LAMBERIGTS, Julian of Eclanum An Augustine the Orıgin of the Soul,
In Augustiniana (1996) 243-260

LAMBERIGTIS, Julien d’Eclane et Augustin d’Hippone: deux conceptions
d’Adam, iın Augustiniana (1990) 303_-435

” BARCLIFT, In Controversy ith Saıint Augustine: Julian of Eclanum the
ature of Sın, in "TAM (1991) BA  S

93 LAMBERIGTS, Julıan of Aeclanum Grace. Some Considerations, ın
Studia Patrıiıstica (1993) 3472-349

I1 ‘Autore del es pseudobasilianı rıportati nel Iulianum
la polemica agostiniana dı Giuliano d’Eclano, In Congresso iInternationa-

le 20stino nel XVI centenarıo della CONVersiONe (Roma, 1520 settembre 986).
ftı YTONACA Adel Congresso. SessionL generalı. Sezione dı Studıi (Studıa Epheme-
rdıs “Augustinianum”, 24), Rome, 198 7, r
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Innocent in hIs reactions rather than Zosimus”.
An endeavour er synthesıs ıth respectL {O Julıan of

Aeclanum has recently een publıshed by L;össI” er etaıle
introductory SUPVCY, the study offers profoun contrıbution ıth
respect Julian’s lıfe, formatıon, and intellectual profile As note
above, deal of attention 1S ocused Julian’s exegetical
works. The study o1ves evidence of sıgnıfıcant knowledge of the
lıterature and oroug MAaSterYy hereof. The eed for
further analysıs of Juhan’s exegetical works has een addressed Dy the
author’s INOTEC recent publıcatıions in thıs regard. Whiıle hıghly
recommend thıs work. ONGC, albeıt mı1ınor reservatıon Cannot be
voıded It WOUuU ADDCATr that the author has NOoTt offered systematıc
analysıs of Julıan of Aeclanum’s eology expressed in the Context
of his CONLrOVeErSY ıth Augustine?”.

By WdYy of conclusıon ıt approprıate that should
underlıne the fact that Julıian’s posıtion In the CONLrOVerSYy dıffered
consıderably irom that of elagıus several levels Julian ocused
INOTEC attention marrıage and CONCUPILSCENKIA, ea ın greater detaıl
ıth the question of Justice, reiflecte: INOTE extensıvely the human
nature of Chrıst and 1ts relatiıonshıp ıth OUT OW nature and devoted

deal of hıs CHNCISY the Genes1is narratıve. Ihe present author 15
lıkewise convınced that Julıan Was less interested in the ascet1ic
aspects of Chrıstian ıfe hıs fact 15 probably elated, al least ın part,

hıs theologıca DOo1IN of departure, namely hıis desıre (more intense
than Pelagıus) Contest the theologıica cConvıctlons of Augustine.
Nevertheless, the VC magnıtude of Julhian’s SUrV1VINg works makes
hım, in OUT Op1nı10n, the mMost interesting partıcıpant In the CONLTOVETSY,
althoug thıs CannotTt be the I1ICason why he Was canon1ısed for short
per10

Öther figures
We noted above that Caelestius eferred Rufinus the Syrıan

when he Was as about poss1ble OppONnNents of the tradux peccatı
Y5 LAMBERIGTS, Augustine An Julian of Aeclanum ZOSIMUS, iın Augusti-

NLIANGA (1992) 311-330
96 Julian Von Aeclanum.
x ‚OSS 15 el WAare of thıs fact and 15 currently preparıng monograph in colla-

taıl
boratıon ıth the present author in which thıs problem 111 be studied ın greater de-

X H.-1 MARROU, CanonLsatıon de Julien d’Eclane, in Hıstorisches Jahrbuch
(1958) 434-437 Patristique el humaniısme (Patrıstica Sorbonensia, 9)) Parıs,

1975, 3173377
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ogma oth elagıus and Caelestius sought refuge vıa Afrıca in the
ast er eIr eparture from aly. elagıus spent A per10d of time
ıth John of Jerusalem an W as deemed orthodox Dy the bıshops
assembled in Dıiospolıis. Caelestius rece1ved in Ephesus hat had een
efused hım in Afrıca, namely priestly ordınatıon. er eing exıled
from alYy he sought refuge in the ast and W as ell rece1ved, least
for tıme, by Nestor1us?. He continued 1{8 hope the ast that the
CINDCIOL in Constantinople WOU rehabiılıitate hım and hıs supporters
Points of Contact Can also be establıshed ıth respect {o Julıan of
Aeclanum. Hıs presumed father-ın-law, Aemilıus of Beneventum’”®,
W as sent together ıth Gaudentius of Bresc1a!®” the ast iın
attempt rehabıilıtate John Chrysostom. Julıan hımself lıkewıse
endeavoured {O CONVvVIınce UuTIuUs of Thessalonıca Support hıs
cCause'® etr hıs departure from aly he per10d of time ın
Sıcıly ıth eodore of Mopsuestia. ogether ıth Caelestius he
endeavoured {O hıs Casec ıth Nestorius in Constantinople but he
and hISs supporters WEeEeIC ultımately efused hearıng in Ephesus and
the curtaın fınally fell the drama*®.

„ LAMBERIGTS, Les eveques pelagiens deposes, Nestor1ius el Ephese, offers
U  Y of the SOUTCECS

100 For Tamıly relatıonsh1ıps SCC Het Epithalamium Va  - Paulinus
VQ  \ Nola, Assen, 1968; LOSSL, Julian Von Aeclanum, 56ff.

101 See PIEIRI, Prosopographie chretienne du Bas-Embpire. Prosopo-
graphie de 'Italıe chretienne (313-60 Rome, 1999, (Gaudence de rescla.

102 Julian Von Aeclanum, 290-292
103 LAMBERIGTS, Les eveques pelagiens deposes, Nestorius el Ephese, ZT9-

280 The present author continues be intrıgued DYy the fact that SOTNCOMNC hlıke Marıus
ercator has endeavoured cConnecCt Juhan, esStOTrT1IUS and Theodore of Mopsuestia
ıth ONC another. In the aforementioned study suggest that Juhan dıd NOL play S12-
nıfıcant role In Ephesus (ıf indeed he Was present there) and that he Was thus reduced

f1gure In margıne thereafter. Julıan Von Aeclanum, 318, 28 / QJUCS-
10NS thıs suggestion wıthout offerıng Ser10us arguments in SuppOrt of h1s doubts:
‚Darauf dass Julıan zumıindest 1M Umfeld des Konzıils VO  — Ephesus ıne aktıve Rolle
spielte, lJässt sıch also AdUus eiıner Reihe VO  —_ Indızıen (for OC of the indıcatıons OSS
appeals Coelestinus of Rome: the only certaınty in thıs matter 1$ that Coelestinus
W as nNOL present al Ephesus; the attrıbution of greater owledge of events hım
than oOse present al the councıl untenable) schlıeßen. Gleichzeıitig
jedoch194  M. LAMBERIGTS  dogma. Both Pelagius and Caelestius sought refuge via Africa in the  East after their departure from Italy. Pelagius spent a period of time  with John of Jerusalem and was deemed orthodox by the bishops  assembled in Diospolis. Caelestius received in Ephesus what had been  refused him in Africa, namely priestly ordination. After being exiled  from Italy he sought refuge in the East and was well received, at least  for a time, by Nestorius”. He continued to hope to the last that the  emperor in Constantinople would rehabilitate him and his supporters.  Points of contact can also be established with respect to Julian of  Aeclanum. His presumed father-in-law, Aemilius of Beneventum'“,  was sent together with Gaudentius of Brescia'” to the East in an  attempt to rehabilitate John Chrysostom. Julian himself likewise  endeavoured to convince Rufus of Thessalonica to support his  cause'®, After his departure from Italy he spent a period of time in  Sicily with Theodore of Mopsuestia. Together with Caelestius he  endeavoured to argue his case with Nestorius in Constantinople but he  and his supporters were ultimately refused a hearing in Ephesus and  the curtain finally fell on the drama'®.  ” LAMBERIGTS, Les Ev&ques pelagiens deposes, Nestorius et Ephese, offers a  survey of the sources.  10 For family relationships see J.A. BOUMA, Het Epithalamium van Paulinus  van Nola, Assen, 1968; LÖSSL, Julian von Aeclanum, p. 56ff.  »l See Ch. & L. PIETRI, Prosopographie chretienne du Bas-Empire. 2. Prosopo-  graphie de l’Italie chretienne (313-604), Rome, 1999, s.v. Gaudence de Brescia.  ı Cf, LÖSSL, Julian von Aeclanum, pp. 290-292.  ı® LAMBERIGTS, Les Eveques pelagiens deposes, Nestorius et Ephese, pp. 279-  280. The present author continues to be intrigued by the fact that someone like Marius  Mercator has endeavoured to connect Julian, Nestorius and Theodore of Mopsuestia  with one another. In the aforementioned study I suggest that Julian did not play a sig-  nificant role in Ephesus (if indeed he was present there) and that he was thus reduced  to a figure in margine thereafter. LÖSSL, Julian von Aeclanum, p. 318, n. 387 ques-  tions this suggestion without offering serious arguments in support of his doubts:  „Darauf dass Julian zumindest im Umfeld des Konzils von Ephesus eine aktive Rolle  spielte, lässt sich also aus einer Reihe von Indizien (for one of the indications Lössl  appeals to Coelestinus of Rome; the only certainty in this matter is that Coelestinus  was not present at Ephesus; the attribution of a greater knowledge of events to him  than to those present at the council seems untenable) schließen. Gleichzeitig fehlt es  jedoch ... an Quellen“. The source material (which is not the same as learned suspi-  cion) does not offer sufficient basis for ascribing an active role to Julian at Ephesus. If  Julian and his followers had been so well received in the East how must we explain  why he asked Sixtus (a former Pelagian sympathiser) to be reinstated in the Western  Church. We likewise find it impossible to understand why Lössl proposes that Julian  was indeed (potentially) present at Ephesus on the basis of absence. The fact remains  that the group surrounding John as well as that surrounding Cyrillus accused the op-  posing party of the fact that they included Caelestiani among their ranks. If we wereQuellen”“ Ihe SUUTCEC materıal (whıch 18 not the Sd1I1lc learned SUSPI-
C10N) o0€es NOTLT offer sufficıent basıs for ascriıbıng actıve role Julhıian al Ephesus. Itf
Julıan and hıs followers had been ell rece1ved in the ast hOow mMust explaın
why he as S1Xtus (a former Pelagıan sympathıser) be reinstated In the Western
Church. We 1kewı1se fınd it imposs1ıble understand why Löss] that Julıan
W as indeed (potentially) present al Ephesus the basıs of absence. Ihe fact remaılns
that the surroundıng John ell that surroundıng Cyrıllus accused the
posing pDart of the fact that they included (Caelestianı OI theır ranks. If WeIC
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All by all, ıt 1s somewhat surprısıng that systematıc study of
rec1ıprocal po1nts of cContacft ıth the Eastern part of the empıre
remaılns lackıng the present day, al eas ıth respect 1{8 the elagıan
CONLrOVETSY. WOU be of consıderable value ın thıs regar! ıf Le-
matıc study WeTeC be devoted, for example, (8) nNn]ıanus ofela
Indeed, ase ocuments wrıtten by elagıus hımself, nlıanus
aAaPPCAIS ave already eacted around 414/41 7 Jerome’'s attack
elagıus in Epistula ad Ctesiphontem. Nn1]ıanus AaPDPCAaLS lıkewıise
ave supported elagıus al Dıi0ospolıis. 1Ie he W das dıstance
hımself, in lıne ıth elagıus, irom the proposıit1ions condemned al
Dıi0spolis, thıs dıd NOLT prevent hım from attackıng Jerome who W ds
ater {O ask Augustine respond {O the attack The SaJmnle n1anus Was

translate the works of John Chrysostom apparently behalf of
Julıan of Aeclanum!'® and of the of people who WEIC address

letter Augustine of quıle1a. SCIINON addressed the newly
aptıse ADPCAaIS ave een SOUTCEC of inspıratıon for theır
opposıtion the ogma of orıgınal Sln106 Nn1ıanus a1soO aAaPPCAars
ave wriıtten letter O Orontius'”, the latter eing eferred iın 1st
of bıshops who had supported the elagıan in the of
NestorI1us. As matter of fact. hıs translatıon of John Chrysostom’s
SCITIHNON the Gospel of athew W as dedicated Orontius'®.
nN]ıanus ultımately Sqa  < hımself victim In the entire affaır,
assoclatıngz h1ıs fate ıth that of Orontius. He Was lıkewıise inclined
envıisage hI1s dıspute 1recte agalınst Manıchean aberratıons and

follow Löss!I, would thus be oblıged locate followers of Caelestius in both
partıes. that WeTITeC the CasSC, however, then would al least have rıght CeXpeCL
OSS explaın (preferably the basıs of SOUTICES why they WeEeTC be found In
both SIOUDS Is it noTt unusual in thıs regard that Augustine of H1ppo ent in search of
the authentic cla of Diospolis vıa Cyrıllus whıiıle the latter WOU ar have been
In hurry place his s1ıgnature under the TIractorıia of Zosimus?

VOLONE, Pelage el pelagianisme,icontinues be the gu1lde in
thıs regarı The fact that do not know where Anıanus alllec irom explaıns the spel-
lıng varıatiıons in hıs NAamne (Anıanus Annı1anus) and the place ıth which he 15 S5S50-
clated Celada, Celeda, elenda

105 NUVOLONE, Pelage el pelagianisme, 2908
See in thıs regar' CSP B BOUHOT , Arsıion Inedite du Neophytos

de saınt Jean Chrysostome utilisee DUar saınt Augustin, In REA (1971) DA
107 PRIMMER, Die Originalverfassung Vo.  > Anıanus’ Epistula ad Orontium, iın

Antıdosis. Festschrift für Walther Kraus, Vienna, 19472 278-289
103 MUSURILLO, John Chrysostom Homaulies Matthew and the Aersion

of Annianus, in Kyrıakon. Festschrift Johannes Quasten 2. ünster, 1970, AD
460:; SKALITZKY, Annıanus of Celeda: Hıs lext of Chrysostom s Homulies
Matthew, iın Aevum 45 (1971) 208-233
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Was of the opınıon that he had the SUupport of John Chrysostom in thıs
regard. n1ıanus’ CONVIcCtI1ONS WOU ultımately apPCar {O be close
SOTINC of those of Julıan and elagıus"”.

etaune and Oroug study of S1ixtus, DODC from 432 440,
Was undertaken by are1iI0oote in 1995119 It 1S interesting ofe In
thıs regard that Roman, al eas in hıs earlhıer9 had cshown
degree of SYyMpalhYy for the ideas of elagıus. He Was {oO bandon
elagıus, however, after the atter’s condemnatıon in 7Zosıimus’
TIractoria  lll and er hıs ServıIces Coelestinus ın h1ıs COITITCS-

pondence ıth the ast after Ephesus When Julıan as S1xtus
reinstate hım ın the Western Church hIs request Was met ıth refusal,
In part aCCOuntT of the iInsıstence of Leo Illl 1le hat NCC
attracted S1Xtus ıIn elagıus remaıns dıifficult determıne nowadays,
ıt remaıns interesting ote nevertheless that elagıus had left A

impress10n hım, at least for per10 (even after the Outbrea. of the
controversy).

ome concluding observatıons
The SULVCY ave provıde ın the present contrıbution 1S far

irom exhaustive. We ave drawn lıttle attention, for example, the
arge collection of AaNONYMMOUS Ocuments aSsSOC1ated ıth Pelagıa-
1S0T ; sıgnıfıcant number ofj ST requıre be publıshed In
crıitical editions. Many of N Ocuments ave een
elagıan AaCCOUNTL of the sımple Tact that they contaın appeal for

authentic ascet1ic Chrıistian ı1fe elagıan attrıbution 155 also fre-
quently ase “presumed elagıan basıc principles” 114 What
intend thereby 1S that scholars ave establıshe CONCEePpPL of hat they
1n Pelagı1anısm represents in terms of Content and AVE SONC off in
search of authors thıs Dasıs. The pıcture changes consıderably 1f
ONEC treats the preserved lıterature collection of ındependent

Pelage el pelagianisme, 2909
110 Augustine, the Pelagians An the Papacy. An Examıiınatıon of

the Political and Theological Implications f Papal Involvement In the Pelagıan Con-
roversy, Leuven, 995

111 the exemplary study of WE  ER, Das Pelagiusdossier In der
Iractorıa des Z0OSImUuS, in Freiburger Zeitschrift für Philosophie un Theologie
(1979) 336-368

EW LOSSL. Julian Von Aeclanum, 319321
113 NUVOLONE, Pelage el pelagianisme,Boffers hıghly compact SUT-

114 KESSLER, Reichtumskritik, makes it clear, for example, that De AdivıtiLs need
be ocated DCI in the "Pelagıan  27 Camp
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products wriıtten by varıety of authors who WeTiTC attracted by the
EIMNETSCNCC of asceticısm (whıch 15 much broader than ıfe of abst1-
nence) and put e1Ir ideas into wrıting ese grounds One should
be Wd of ascrıbıng the epıthet elagıan author sımply because
he W ds ecrıtical towards the rich because he sent letter of O_
latıon W1dOW. One should be especılally WAaLYy of Torgetting that the
monks of Hadrumetum an Marseılle, who WeTC not partıcularly
overJoyed ıth Augustine’s ideas 9 free 11l and predesti-
natıon, WEeTC inclined defend posıt1ons that 11iere: lıttle in IHaNn y

irom those of Julıan, for example*>. uıldıng thıs obser-
vatıon ONE WOUuU be Justifıed in askıng whether resistance, albeıt PCI-
haps ackıng explıcıt artıculation, the pos1it1ons adopted by
Augustine Wäas nOoTt LNOIC extensive and wıdespread, wıthout hereby
attachıng the elagıan hereto Indeed OIlC WOU be Justified In
askıng whether resistance Afrıcan ideas Was 191011 spread VGL wıder
ront, wıthout consıdering such resistance {O ave ıts ın Pela-
g1an1sm.

further observatıon 15 elated the claım coherence wıthın
the elagıan Given the ell known fact that Julian makes few
references elagıus ın hıs works, ONEC m1g be INOTC inclined
suggest that he represents dıfferent SO  m of ınkıng that of Pela-
Q1US: sustaiıned attention for ascet1ic themes SuC DOVEeITLY health)
1S ultımately lackıng ın Julı1an Juhıan, rather, Was dogmatıcıan who
reilectie atters such the goodness of nature, the goodness of
the Crea(tor, human freedom. human respons1bıilıty, Justice,
Christ’s humanıty eic

Ser10us attention should a1sSoO be pa1ıd {O possıble lınes of
assoc1latıon between the elagıan reaction Augustine and CIS
ıth the East It 15 clear that elagıus, Caelestius and Julian had
connectilons ıth the ast Nlanus of Celada placed hIs translatıon of
John Chrysostom in part al the Sservıice of oOse who contested
Augustine’s posıtıon. 1s vident that deal of research has SU1

be one ıIn thıs regar
has also become evıdent that polıtıcs (and NOT only eccles1al

polıtics) had sıgnıfiıcant role play in the Pelagıan CONLrOVEeTSY.
Reference cshould be made in thıs regard the INanneTr ıth which
elagıus and Caelestius WEIC condemned, the fact that Julıan Was
denı1ed the Mg debate In Syno and the ambiguous Sa Yy the

115 See iın thıs regar! the brıillıant study of OGLIARI, (1ratia el Certfamen. The
Relationship hetween Grace An Free Will In the Discussion of Augustine ıth the
called Semipelagians, Leuven, 2002 (unpublıshed doctoral dıssertation).
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eas sStance of the bıshops of Rome (none of whom 6NV6T condemned
Pelagıanısm the basıs of the Afrıcan interpretation hereoft; cf the
OCc{iora. dıssertatiıon of Carefoote). ere 15 thus clear evıidence that
the CONLFOVETISY dıd not restrict ıtself the realms of eology, it also
enjoyed both socılal and polıtical relevance.

We AIic inclined ArgUucC the basıs of the present SULVCY that
In hıstorical research into the elagıan CONLTOVETISY has led

degree of “dogmatıc” deteri0ration. What INCcCAan hereby 1S that
tradıtional representations of Pelagıanısm AICcC longer enable in
1g of the tact that hıstorıical research has demonstrated that such
ıng elagıan School ex1isted It 1s the present author’s
opınıon that dıfferentiation and NUance ıth respect the idea of
“school” belong the MOSsLT valuable contrıibutions of patrıstic
research. In spıte of the scarcıty of SOUICCS, ıt has become
that consıstent “theori1es” ave not one Justice the complex
hıstorical realıty.

Should OUT observatıons somehow fınd theır WaYy into the
ogmatıc manuals then 1ın that thıs SULVCY ıll ave served it
DUIDOSC.
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