
A ANTI-PELAGIAN CAEATAN ANTI-PELAGIAN CAUEAT  / AUGUSTINF’S EP. 188 TO JULIANA  During the winter of 417/418! Augustine and Alypius wrote a  letter to Anicia Iuliana? (=Juliana), inlustris filia® and famula Dei*, a  domina belonging to the gens Anicia®. This family was simultane-  ously one of the most aristocratic and wealthy families of the Roman  Empire® and one of the most renowned in Christianity. In fact,  according to Prudentius, the first high-ranked conversions to the  Christian faith’ among the Roman aristocracy, at least in the male  line®, took place among this gens.  ! See O. WERMELINGER, Rom und Pelägius. Die theologische Position der römis-  chen Bischöfe im pelagianischen Streit in den Jahren 411-432 (PuP, 7), Stuttgart,  1975, p. 205, n. 353. Although Hombert initially gives the traditional dating of  417/418 (cf. P.-M. HOMBERT, Nouvelles recherches de chronologie augustinienne  [CEAug.SA, 163], Paris, 2000, p. 225), he later makes his preference for the begin-  ning of 418 clear (cf. /bid., p. 227, n. 55 and p. 640).  ? See C. and L. PIETRI (eds.), Anicia Iuliana 3, in Prosopographie chretienne du  Bas-Empire. 2: Prosopographie de I’Italie chretienne (313-604), T. 1: A-K, Rome,  1999, pp. 1169-1171.  3 Cf. AUGUSTIVE, Ep. 188, inscriptio and 1,1, CSEL 57, p. 119.  * Ip., De bono uiduitatis (inscriptio), CSEL 41, p. 305.  > Cf. JEROME, Ep. 130,3, CSEL 56, p. 170; AUGUSTIVE, Ep. 150, CSEL 44, p. 381.  © Cf. AMMIANUS MARCELLINUS, Rerum gestarum 27,11,1, ed. M.-A. MARIE (Le  Belles Lettres), pp. 137-138; PROCOPIUS OF CAESAREA, De bellis 1,2,27, ed. D.  Roovess (Les Belles Lettres), p. 33.  7 Although his words should not be accepted uncritically, Prudentius does affirm  that Sextus Anicius Petronius Probus was the first to add to the prestige of Christian  Rome with his conversion: ‘“Fertur enim ante alios generosus Anicius urbis / inlus-  trasse caput”” (PRUDENTIUS, Contra Symmachum 1, vv. 552-553, CCL 126, p. 204).  Laurence writes: ‘On peut fort bien admettre que Probus ait concu cette conversion  comme 1’un des moyens de confirmer le pouvoir et l’influence de sa famille en s’in-  scrivant dans une &volution religieuse &€minemment liee ä celle de la politique. (...) il  ne pouvait s’agir que d’un christianisme «moyen» ” (P. LAURENCE, Proba, Juliana et  Demetrias. Le christianisme des femmes de la gens Anicia dans la premiere moitie  du V° siecle, in REAug 48 [2002] 131-163, p. 136).  3 We should not forget that Faltonia Vetitia Proba (see C. and L. PıETRI [eds.],  Faltonia Vetitia Proba, in Prosopographie chretienne du Bas-Empire. 2: Proso-  pographie de [l’Italie chretienne (313-604), T. II: L-Z, Rome, 2000, p. 1831), had  written a carmen sacrum, the Cento uergilianus de laudibus Christi (c£. PROBA,  Cento, CSEL 16/1, pp. 568-609). According to Laurence, ‘““de maniere presque syst&-  matique, la conversion des. femmes a precede celle des hommes, surtout dans cette  classe oü les charges officielles ont longtemps &te liges au culte traditionnel: il est  fortement probable qu’au II® sie&cle, et m&me au II°, des femmes de cette famille  Etaient d&jä chretiennes” (P. LAURENCE, op. cit., p. 136).AUGUSTINE’S 188 JULIANA
Durıng the wınter of Augustine and Alypıus WTOTLE

letter Anıcıa Tuliana? (=Julıana), Inlustrıs filia° and famula Dei®,
domina belongıng the SCHS Anicia-. hıs famıly W ds sımultane-
ously OMNC of the mMoOst arıstocratic and wealthy famıhes of the Roman
Empire® and OMNC of the mMoOost renowned In Chrıstianıity. In fact,
accordıng 18 Prudentius, the 1IrS 1gh-ranke CONvers10ons the
1stian faıth/ the Roman arıstocracy, al eas in the male
line®. took place thıs SCcHS

See ERMELINGER, Rom und Pelägius. Die theologische Posıtıon der FrÖMLS-
chen Bischöfe Im pelagianischen Streıt In den Jahren 4FE 43) (PuP, Stuttgart,
197/5, 205, 35723 Although Hombert inıtıally g1ves the tradıtıional datıng of
17/418 CL D HOMBERT, Nouvelles recherches de chronologie augustinıenne
ICEAug.>A, 163], Parıs, 2000, 2230 he later makes h1is preference for the begıin-
nıng of 418 clear (cf. Ibid., Zn and 640)

See and IETRI Anıcıa Tuliana 3’ Prosopographie chretienne du
5Bas-Empire. Prosopographie de ”Italıe chretienne -60- A- Rome,
1999, 9-1

83 AUGUSTINE, ED 188, InSCrLDELO and U} ESEL 5 $ 119
IDA De hono uldultatis (Inscriptio), ESEL, 41, 305
( JEROME, ED 130:3, CSEL 56, 170; UGUSTINE, Ep I50: CSEL 44, 381
9iz AMMIANUS MARCELLINUS, Rerum gestarum ’  9 ed M.-

Belles Lettres), 13/7-138: PROCOPIUS (CAESAREA, De hellis 1L.Z2A ed
ROQUES (Les Belles Lettres),

Although hıs words cshould nNOT be accepted uncrıtically, Prudentius does affırm
that Sextus NICIUS Petronius Probus W d> the fırst add the prestige of Christian
ome wıth hıs CONVvers10n: * Fertur Nnım ante al108 SCHNCIOSUS Anıcıus urbıs inlus-
trasse caput ” PRUDENTIUS, Contra Symmachum 19 532:553, GCCE 126, 204)
Laurence wrıtes: uon peut fort bıen admettre JuC Probus alt ON CONversıon

I’un des INOYyYCHS de confıiırmer le DOUVOIF eit I’iınfluence de famılle S‘1N-
SCrıvant dans une evolution relıg1euse emınemment hee celle de la polıtique. 11

pouvaıt Ss’agır JUC d’un chrıstianısme «moyen>» ” LAURENCE, Proba, Juliana el
Demetrias. Le chrıstianısme des femmes de Ia SCHS Anıcıa dans la premıiere mMoıltie
du V€ siecle, in REAug 48 131-163, 136)

We should NOTL forget that Faltonıa Vetitlia Proba (see and PIETRI (eds.],
Faltonıia Vetitia Proba, iın Prosopographie chretienne du Bas-Empire. Proso-
pographie de "Italıe chretienne -l 18 L_9 KRome, 2000, had
wriıtten CArmen SUACFUM, the Cento uergilianus de laudibus Christi (cf. ROBA,
Cento, CSEL 16/1, PP 568-609). According Laurence, “ de manılere PITECSYUC S  e-
matıque, la CONversiıon des femmes precede ce des hommes, SUTTOUT dans
classe Ou les charges officıelles Oont longtemps \  \ hees culte tradıtıonnel: 11} est
fortement probable qu au 1{11“ sıecle, ef meme MS des femmes de amılle
etajent deJjäa chretiennes” LAURENCE, C1E.. 136)
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Julıana, who had marrıed ANnıcıus Hermogenianus Olybrius, SON
of Sextus Claudius Petron1ius Probus? and Anıcıa Faltonia Proba‘®,
and consul in 395, W as wıdowed before the sack of Rome In
ogether ıth her children!? (one of whom Was Demetrias‘>), her
mMother-1n-1aW TO and of uLrgines and W1dows, che eft
Rome er the sack and, ıke INanı of her fellow-citizens!*, che went
into exıle. Juhana’s inıtlally travelled Southern aul before
finally setting ın orth T1ICA, where the Anıcıl had ast pOSSESS1ONS.
er ““buyıng  29 eır safety Dy letting of theır fortune be confI1s-
cated !> by the and crue] Heraclıanus, of T1CA, they sei-
tled in Carthage:®.

0Ug TO and ulıana must ave mel ugustiıne SOOMN er
theır arrıval Afrıca"”. theır OTITICIa introduction took place between
4197 and 413 durıng OIMC of the Bıshop of Hıppo  S visıts Carthage!®.

See and PIETRI S eX(IuSs AUdIUS Petronius Probus 37 in Proso-
pographie chretienne du as-Empire. Prosopographie de ”Italie chretienne 315-
604), I1 L'9 Rome., 2000, x

(St UGUSTINE, Ep E30:30: (L 44, 76 NSee and IETRI Anı-
CLa Faltonia Probha 2’ in Prosopographie chretienne du Bas-Empire. Prosopogra-
phie de ”Italıe chretienne -60 1L, Cit:} Ü:

11 ( EROME, ED 130,3, CSEL 5 E} N ATA
(F AÄUGUSTINE, De hono uldultatis 8,11 and 14,18, CSEL 4 $ 4A15 and 374-

329 JEROME, Ep 130,6, CNEF 56, 182
See BARDY, Demetriade, in DSp (1957/) 133:13% WERMELINGER,

Demetrias., in AugL (1996) 289-290; and PIETRI el  S Demetr1as Amnıd, In
Prosopographie chretienne du Bas-Embpire. Prosopographie de ”Italie chretienne
3-60 I’ Gl 544-54 ']

For 199(0)8> thıs dıaspora S MAZZARINO, L’impero FOMadNO, Vol 1, Barı,
1976,

..  tacıta proscr1ıptione merTrCcafta sıt  27 (JEROME, ED 1307. GSEL 5 % 85)
After leadıng rebellıon agaınst the CINPDCIOT HonorI1us, Heraclhanus Was ‚VeN-

tually executed al Carthage In 413 See ANDOUZE el al S Heraclianus, in
Prosopographie chretienne du Bas-Embpire. Prosopographie de [’Afrıque chre-
fienne -3. Parıs, 1982, PPy

Augustine s Ep 130 PIayCI 44’ 0-7 and Ep 131 44,
- both addressed Proba and wrıtten in 442 suggest that epistolary

exchange had already taken place between the bıshop of Hıppo and the lıttle of
domıiınae (see P- HOMBERT, Eil.., 250, 13) Moreover, MaYy gather that
Augustine had already had SOTIIC SO  X of relatıon wıth the Anıcıl after hıs OW COMN-

vers10n, presumably durıng hıs second Stay In ome 7-38 before he eturned
Afrıca. T1ıes ıth the Anıcıl famıly dIiC documented ın inscr1ıption wrıtten by Anı-
1US Bassus for Monica, the mother of Augustine, who dıed in Ostıa ın 357 Thıs
inscr1ıption celebrates both the mother and the SOM (ET. NICIUS Aucherius Bassus, ın

and PIETRI el  S Prosopographie chretienne du Bas-Empire. Prosopogra-
phie de "Italıe chretienne -60 R GIt: 271)

‘“ I_ 1ıcet Nnım uUOS PCI lıtteras primum, deiınde et1am praesent1a corporalı pla ei
catholica...” ( AUGUSTINE, ED 83811 CSEL 5i 119)
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It Was that OCCasıon that ugustine encouraged Demetrias’ sacred
proposıitum ASSUMNIE the vırgınal veıl, In spıte of the fact that
rage had already een arrange for her In the end, Demetrias’ deter-
mıinatıon, In combınatıon ıth ugustine s support‘?, managed WIN
ulıana and Proba’s essing: the uelatıo W as performed Dy Aurelıus,
the Bıshop of Carthage“, SOINC time In 413 ugustıne learned of the
consecratıon er rece1ving er wriıtten Dy both Juhana and
Proba?l. He repliıed them expressing JOY for the g0o0d CWS and
thankıng them for the present (apophoretum) ıth 16 the CWS Was

accompanied*“,
414 Julı1ana rece1ved the treatise De ONO ULdULtaAtLS that

Augustine had wrıtten al her request“?. In it ulıana Was encouraged
lıve her continentia uULdualıs In the SadMllc WaYy her augther W ds lıyıng
her virgınal consecration**. As for Demetrıas, Augustine suggested
(apparently wıthout havıng rece1ved specıfic request that she
cshould read hıs treatıise De SANCLIA uirginitate“, work wrıtten Cal-
lier“® in {O Jovınlan ’s appeals agamınst virgınıty and perpetual
continence. ulıana had also een prev1o0usly advısed read thıs

Augustine himself menti1ons the influence he exerc1ısed Demetrıias’ dec1-
S10N: —_ .CU1US minıister11 nostrı adıuuante gratia m1isericordıia saluatorıis in domo
uestira tantus fructus EeXOTTUS esT, uft humanıs nupt11s 1lam paratıs Ssancta Demetrlas
spirıtalem SpOnsı iıllıus praeferret amplexum ” (I!bıd. 88,1,1, 20)

ad inprecatıonem pontific1s ” JEROME, ED 1302 CSEL 56, 176)
* Nescıremus autem, QUCIN ad modum nOostra ılla tunc exhortatıo fidelı

nobılı uırgıne fulsset accepla, Nn1Is1ı nobıs profect1s, Cu DOStL paululum professa fu1s-
setl sanctımon1am uırginalem, hOcC ingens De1 donum, quod DCI SCIUOS quıdem SUOS

plantat ei rıgat, sed DCI 1pSum dat incrementum, nobıs operarlıs prouen1sse uUCcCS-
Tarum hlıtterarum laet1ssımo nuntio el ueracı testimon10 dısceremus ” ( AUGUSTINE, Ep
18814 CSEL AL 20)

ID. Ep 150, CSEL 447 38()-382 TIhe apophoretum, ıke that sent
Augustine the OCCasıon of Demetrias’ uelatıo (‘““uelation1is apophoretum ”: I!bid.,
302). Was present gıven al dınner-table for guesSts take home

8ır ID., De honoO ulLdultatis Kl CSEL 41, 305-306; Ihıd. 14,18, 3924-
3975

* Nunc CISO Il regl, quı unıcae SPONSAC, CU1US membra est1s, specıem OMNCU-

plult, ueracıter sımul placete, sımul inhaerete, ]la integritate uırgınalı, continentia
uldualı, ambae pulchrıtudıne spiırıtalı ” 19,24, 334)

“ Vırgo autem sancta proles uestra, S1 alıquıd de Sua professione desıderat
laboribus nostrI1s, habet grand_em lıbrum de SANCLIAa ulr ginitate, YUCIMN legat”
2329 342)

TIhe usual datıng of Augustine s De SANCILIA uırginıtate 18 401 According
ombert, however, thıs lıttle treatise Was actually wriıtten in [WO Stages: chs 1-38 In
404., and chs 30-5 / In 4172 (ef. P- ombert, CH.. 109-136 and 638) nier-
estingly, Hombert’s hypothesıs does aCCount fOr the antı-Pelagıan IN of ımpeccantıa
(cf. AÄUGUSTINE, De SANCIA ulrginıtate SS CSEL 41, 296) I hıs SM COu NOTL
have Ooccurred early 401
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work whiıch, In the words of Augustine, contaıned Man Yy useful thıngs
for both 1n of continence, namely that of virgın and that of
widow=*/. Finally, er Juhana’s had eturned {O Rome, she

letter (NOW OS Augustine ıth the aım of reassurıng hım
that che and her domuncula WEeTIC far removed from PCISONS pt-
ıng the Catholıc faıth ıth theır PDCIVEISC writings“®, and that they
remaıned steadfast ıth respect LO the orthodox eachıng of the
Church Ihe ICASSUTAINICE went far asserting that they WCIC al]
guard GVn agamınst SMa aruos errores)”.

It 1S al thıs pomint that Jo1n etter, the Ep 188, W as sent
Juhiana by Augustine and Alypıus Knowıng about the t1es exısting
between Pelagıus and the Anıcıl, the [WO bıshops remaıned Susp1c10nN
that Juhana’s household Was Sal sympathetic Pelagıanısm. They
repeate: eIr warnıng OoOu Ose who WEIC hostiıle the doctrine of

(VIZ. the elagıans, althoug they not exphıcıtly menti0oned),
and advısed her PIaYy that che m1g continue recelve

The aım of thıs CONTIrıbuti1oN 15 analyse and sei Ep 188
(whıich n iıtself ASs short antı-Pelagıan manifesto>®) in ıts
broader hıstorical and theologıca. Ontext The 1CasSOMN for the [WO
bıshops reiterate the OCIrına of the elagıans Came from
ANONYIMMNOUS wrıting addressed 18 Demetrı1as, wrıting \ e Uugus-
tine and Alypıus suspected be the work of elagıus because of the
theorl1es thereın expounded. In pomt of fact, elagıus, old aCquaın-

of the Anıcıl, had indeed wrıtten letter addressed Deme-
trias?! the request of her mother Julıana, Just Jerome had done*?

( ID E De hbono uldultatıs. 23,29. ( NEL 44 342-347%
quı prau1s tractatıbus uenerandam fiıdem ‚D corrumpunt ” (cıt in ID.,

Ep 86.1.2:; CSEL Dl 120
(T Infra,
Notable examples of antı-Pelagıan manıfestos dısguised epistulae

Augustine s etters Hılary (cf. ED 137 CSEL 44’ 449-488), Nnocent (ef. Ep
I CSEL 44’ 69-688), S1Xtus (ef: ED 194, CSEL S 76-214) and
Vıtalıs (e£; EpD Z SEL Y 403-425).

41 LAGIUS, Ep ad Demetriadem, 30, 845
(: JEROME, ED 130, SEL 56, 1L78.0201 It 1S lıkely, however, that the

insıstence (um extorquendo’: Ihıd. 13041 76) ıth which Jerome Was asked by
Proba and ulıana TIite DemetrIias, Was the result of Augustine’s the
[WO arıstocratic dominae. In point of fact it verIYy Strange that Jerome W dAs also
asked for spiırıtual advıce SINCE it 15 We  OWN that he dıd NOT en]Ooy g00d rela-
tıonshıp ıth the Anıcıl (see DUNPHY, Saint Jerome and the ens Anıcıa, [EpD
7150 Demetrias], in 18/4, Kalamazoo-—-Louvaın, 1990, 139-145). Dunphy

that Augustine, havıngz learned the request made Pelagıus, mMust have
“ convınced Proba forget the old LAaNCOUT and Invıte erome’s contrıbution bal-
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Ep 18538 and its antiı-Pelagıan Cavealt

10 start wıth, the fact that Augustine wrıtes Julıana, and 181011
DemetrI1as, cannot be passed VeCI wıthout COomMMentT As ıt has een

suggested, and probably correctly, that thıs fact sShows that Augustine
dıd ..  not CONstrue Demetrlias 4S the governing princıple of her OW

ascetic life”>> By focusıng her mother, he suggest °“ the
inabılıty and ack of authorıty In the daugther  D whom, due her

age?, he probably ei1eve! be ST1 naleve and hıghly
impressi0onabl

Augustine begıns Ep 188 reiterating the warnıng (admonitio0)
he had made ulıana prev10us OCCasıon (probably in letter
110  S OS agalinst unorthodox Op1InN10NSs (contrarıa gratiae Del do2-
mata)?!. ouUg it aAappPCAaIS that the Irs warnıng dıd nOoTt fall deaf
ears*®, Augustine felt ıt repeal ıt, in spıte of Juhana’s

that her domuncula Was nothıng ıf NOoTt orthodox According

HCcE that of Pelagıus. In the meantıme he [Augustine could waıiıt until he had read
LNOTC of Pelagıus’ writings” PP 144-145) In fact, “lt 15 only after he has read
Pelagıus’ contrıbution that he [Augustine] ll Trıte criıt1ique of that letter. ugus-
tine had ısh enter into dırect conflıct ıth Pelagıus wıthout havıng SOINC def-
inıte wrıtten evidence of h1ıs thought hand” 144)

JACOBS, Wrıting Demetr1as: Ascetic Logiıc In Ancıent Christianıity, in
Church History. Studies In Christiani: and (’ulture (2000) 719-748, .

Loc C1L.
We mMaYy surmı1ıse that Demetrlas Was about old In the late Roman

Empıre girls could be marrıed wıthın [WO Tee YCaIrs of theır puberty, the latter
roughly coincıdıng ıth the 12 bırthday As Macrobius wrıtes: ‘“ Nam ei secundum
1ura publıca duodecımus annus ıIn femına quartus decımus ın ul  Ö definıt puber-
tatıs aetatem ” MACROBIUS, Saturnalıa 797’69 ed WILLIS, Teubner, Stutgardıae eif

L1ps1ae, 1994, 423) See also RTUL| De ULr ZINIODUS uelandıs 1.1:6: GCEL 2’
127}

h1Is be inferred irom Augustine s somehow ITONIC words: legat ulrgo
Chriıstı, unde credat uırgiınalem SU am sanctıtatem spiırıtales diutias NOoN

n1ısS1 1psa S1bı CSSC, ıta, dıscat Deo SSC quod absıt! ingrata ”
( AUGUSTINE, ED 188,2,4, CSEL S 22)

IDS ED 18812 ESEL 5l 120 In hıs De honoO uldultatis, however, Uugus-
tine had already warned Julıana about the OpInN10NSs of frıends who unduly emphasıze
man s natural abılıty do g00d. C: *° SI1IC nım CONantur defendere homiı1nıs
lıberum arbıtrıum, uft solo et1am De1l gratia 1NON adıut1 ualeamus, quod diui1tus
ıubetur, inplere ” (1IDA De hono uldultatis 1’72l CSEL 41, 329); °°n1s1ı
homiınıs constıituant potestate non adıuta De1 INUNCIC, sed solo arbıtrıo ıberae uolun-
tatıs exerta quası possıt SSC ad perficıendum ODUS bonum uoluntas lıbera n1ıS1 De1l
INuUuNeTE lıberata e 1622 331)

‘ dane, quod hortatur reuerentla uestra, indulgeam h1is hominıbus,
quı prau1s tractatıbus uenerandam fiıdem D' COrrumpunt, oratias uberes dADO
plae admonı1tion1” Tom Juliana’s letter Augustine, cıt. In ID., Ep 18812

120-121).
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the Roman dominda, her household adhered closely the
atholıc teachıng that NO only WEeEeTC heres1ies PCISONS propagatıng
OpIN10Ns CONLrarYy the al carefully avoıded, but they also avoılded
OSse teachiıngs which merely seemed contaın SmMa aruos
errores)”?.

One wonders whether Juhana’s words AdiIc indicatıon that Dy
417/418, in the heat of the elagıan CONLrOVETSY, elagıus’ prevI1-
OUS connection ıth the SCHS Anıcıa had already een weakened, OT,
CVCN INOTEC drastıcally, whether the Anıcı had HCcE and for all dıs-
ance: themselves from Pelagıus and hıs On ONEC hand,
Juhana’s words, ıf taken lıterally, WOU inchne beheve that
somethıing of thıs nature must ave OCCcurred. But, the other hand,
the VagucCcNCSS of the reference to ..  sma erTrors ” ımpels invest1-
gate er meanıngz preventing from drawıng asty conclu-
S10NS. the latter, ONEC possıble explanatıon 1S that, 1ie professing
her attachment the atholıc eachıng and whıle tryıng dıspel
Augustine’s apprehens1ions Ou the 0)  OdOXYy of her household,
ulıana W ds also ryıng free old TIEN! and spiırıtual advI1ser from
the aCcCcusatıons of heresy. In thıs interpretatıon, Julhiana’s words WOUuU
SCCIN to be attempt cCcCOommunIcate the opınıon that elagıus Was
NnOoTt northodox but that he had merely fallen into ..  sma errors !
Julhiana’s t1es ıth Pelag1anısm WEIC broken, if they had SVEeEnNn
een intensıfied er Pelagıus’ and Coelestius’ rehabılıtatıon ın ELE ıt
WOU SCCIN (O follow that ulıana and her domuncula WEeIC unable
SCC Pelag1anısm d heresy, dSs Augustine’s fears and SUSPICIONS
WOU suggest“. For Julıana and her household, elagıus, besides

*Sed noueriıt sacerdotium uestrum longe domunculam I11Ccamll abh hu1lus
modiı person1s SS5C dıscretam:; OomMnNn1ıSque famılhıa nOsTtra deo cathol1ıcam sequıtur
fıdem. ut in nullam haeresıim alıquando deuauerIit NCJ lapsa s1ıt, NO  - diıco in
Cas seCcTas, UUaC u1X explantur, sed HC In CaS, QJUaC (0) habere uldentur errores ”
TOom Juhana’s letter Augustine, c1ıt. in Ihid. SE 21

hıs Call be inferred from Augustine’s reaction her cConvıction that here-
S1CeS worthy of thıs Namme dIiC only those opposing the Irınıtarıan doctrine sed
1O  ; hınc solum 110OT humanus obrepı1t, alıquıd sentiatur de indıu1dua
TIrıinitate. Sunt Nnım ei alıa, In quıbus pern1cC10s1ssıme erratur, Ss1Cut1 hoc estT, unde
dıutius ortasse, QUamı satls esse' uestirae fıdelı Castaeque prudentiae, iın hac epistula
locutı SsSumus ” (Ibid. 88.:3:10 27-128) As Brown wrıtes: noble Roman
Chrıistians who had read the "Letter Demetr1ias‘ 1ıth pleasure, WEeIC trankly
unımpressed Dy the dıre warnıngs of Augustine and Alypıus. Demetrjas’ mother,
ulıana, wıll pDutL ese fussy, provıncıal bıshops Lırmly in theır place: her famıly
had been touched Dy Al y heresy g00d Chrıistian of the Later Empıire,
‘heresy' her had mean TEEC the Godhead., NOTL Afrıcan Scruples

and freewiıl1” ROWN, Augustine O Hıppo. Bıograph,y, London, 1967,
55-356)
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eing ..  an en ascet1iCc who had wrıtten urgent admoniıtion for
eır daugther  ”41 W as and remaıned old TIEN! Despıite hıs fall
from9 theır esteem and sympathy towards the renowned ascetic
and spırıtual advIiser remaıned unbroke

Julhlana’s ambıguıty, however, faıled reduce Augustine’s
grow1ng SUSPICI1ONS regardıng the real extfent of her understandıng
and, hence, her repudatıon of Pelagıus’ VIEWS, VIEWS ıth which the
Anıcıl had een famılıar for long tiıme, probably SINCE the Brıtish
reformer egan hıs m1inıStry O the Roman elıte in the ast decade of
the 4th century“®. ese SUSPICIONS WeTEC the grounds for the Bıshop of
Hıppo for wrıting Julıana, whose household, he knew, exercıised
consıderable influence in the Chrıistian milieu“**. He trıed help her
SCS how dangerous the Pelagıan eachıng WAas, task made especılally
dıfficult when ıt Was subtly dısgulsed. As Augustine WOU CON-

tend, that 1C INaYy al be harmless be the INeTIC result of
ne:s  2 overzealous Chrıstian commıtment COU in fact be the of
Ser10us CITOT and be replete: ıth ıre CONSCYUCNCCS when seit agamnst
the orthodox understandıng of Chrıistian doctrine and ascet1ic praxIs.

TIhus Augustine begıns explaın why the VIEWS of Pelagıus
(who Augustine clearly SUSP! be the irue author of the wrıting
Demetrias“”) dangerous. The Pelagıan attrıbution uman free

* Ibid: p. 344
* Sans faıre Ouvertement adhesion AUX doctrines de Pelage, Proba ei ulıana

cesserent de Iu1 garder leur estime ” de INVAL, Pelage. Ses ecrıits, VIE el
reforme. Etude d’histoire litteraire el religLeuse, Lausanne el al.. 1943, 215-216)

43 We should NOT forget that Pelagıus had probably lıved in Rome for ILNOTC than
LWenLY’ untiıl he eft ıt after the CIty Was taken Dy Alarıc in 410 There he Alllc
In OuC ıth the great Christian famılıes, above all the Anıcıl: N Rome 11 elage
semble QVOIT aCCESs dans les grandes ma1lsons chretiennes, chez arcella, chez
Pammagque el CEeanNus. Maıs 11 SUTTOUTL UuNlcC famılle dont la protection aVOUEE
devınee PTOCUTA Pelage incontestable appu1 est la SCHS Anıiıcia ” LIN-
V. A 214) As the Support of the RKRoman arıstocracy Pelagıus «6C

ROWN, Aspects of Christianization of the Roman Arıstocracy, In ID.. Religion and
Society In the Age of Saıint Augustin, London, 1972, 161-182; .. Pelagıus and
Hıs Supporters: IMS and Environment, In Ihıd. PP 183-207/:;: IB.. The Patrons O;
Pelagius: the Roman Arıstocracy hetween Aast and West, In Ihid. 208-226

miıld form of captatıo beneuolentiae, 15 perhaps included In Augustine’s
referring uhana’s household ..  NO small Church of Nrıst ” ° DDomum nNnım ucS-
tram ON Daruamı Christı eccles1iam deputamus ” UGUSTINE, ED 80613 CFE 5 $

12U See Iso “ Nam iıllud optıme NOUIMUS CH omnıbus uestris cultores uUOS SSC
el fuisse indıuı.duae Irinıtatis” 88,3,10, 127)

45 Pelagıus’ Name 111 only CIOD In the last paragraph of the letter ci.
88,3,14, 30) Augustine ıll claım ıth certaınty Pelagıus’ authorshıp of the Ep
ad Demetriadem In hıs De gratia Christi el de DECCALO originalı (Or. $  g  9 CSEL
42, p. 155)
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wiıll, rather than o1ft of9 of the abılıty PUTSUC hlıfe of
Lustitia, continentida, pLEtAS and Castıtas, cshould NO be regarded
DAaruus error®. On the contr. ıt 1S precisely thıs per1lous convıction
that MUuSst be n gorously opposed. 10 chare thıs 1e6W it would also
necessıtate the acceptance of the opınıon that 9 1C 1S
NECCCSSALY lıve Justly and uprightly, works merely through uman
nature and scrıptural revelatıon. Thıs, in ıts turn, would entaıl the belıef
that both the abılıty ıll the g00d and love G0d and Nne s  ? ne1gh-
bours ultımately depend 1088 who WOU thus be regarded AS eing
sufficıent in himself and able of hıs OW ll (arbitrıo0 DrOopri0) PCI-
form anythıng he wıshes and IC 1S dear him“*/’ NO ou ugus-
tine continues, 0OSe who hold such OpIn10ns and refuse accept the
postle’s words that °God’s love has een poured into OUT hearts
through the Holy Drn who has een g1ıven 1o us  27 (Rom refuse
also aCCcept that only dıvine (and ITNOITIC specıfically the STACC of
the Savı1our) enables uman beings seek perfect lıfe TIhe inabılıty
recognıze thıs Augustine concludes, Cannot be regarded ASs IT1V-
1al matter; ıt 1S actually indicatiıon of HhOW greatly OMNC MaYy

At thıs pomt Augustine reveals the of hıs preoccupatıons
ıth regar the spiırıtual well-being of ulıana and her household
they must not lısten the exhortatıons contaıned in the
wrıting addressed DemetrI1as, where 1t 1S sal1d that virginal purıty
and the spırıtual riches that she en]oys COMMIC from herself alone. For
SUuppOTT, Augustine then quotes from that anONYMOUS wrıiting:

In thıs respect LOO, then, yYOUu ave pOSSESSIONS IC rıghtly entitle
yYOU be seft above others, indeed eVvVcn INOTEC S! for CVEIVYONC real-
17e8 that yOUr nobılıty in the physıca and yYOUT wealth belong
yYOUI amıly, nNnOT YOU, but ONMNC EXCepPL yOUu yourse. l be able

endow YOU wıth pırıtual riches, and ıt 15 for these that yOUu
rıghtly be praised, for these that YOU ATIc deservedly seit above oth-
CIS, and they AIC thıngs1 be wıthın yYOU unless they COMC

from you

ID.. Ep 188:1.3, CSEL 5 E 121
Loc U PP 12704792

48 See OS LA BONNARDIERE., Le versel paulinien Rom dans ’oeuvre de
saınt Augustin, In AugMag, IL, arls, 1954, 65 7-665

‚.quantum ei QqUanı exıt1abılıter ıTet  27 UGUSTINE, EpD 188,1,3, 122) See
alsSO the expression ““pern1cC10s1ssıme erratur ” 88,3,10, 28)

* Habes CI SO eit hıc PCI QUaAC merı1to praeponarıs alı1s, 1immo hınc magıs; 992108|

corporalıs nobiılıtas opulentıa uUOorum intellegentur SSC 1OMN (ua, spırıtales ueTO

diuıitias nullus t1bı praeter conferre poterıt. In hıs CTSO lure laudanda, in hıs merı1to
ceterI1s praeferenda CS, QUaC n1ıs1ı te el in SSC NON possunt ” 9  9  '

[ ZZ: Augustine s quotation 18 taken from LAGIUS, ED ad Demetriadem 11
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According Augustine, belıeve that the spiırıtual riıches that
Demetrlias en]JOoys AIc be oun in herself and COMNC from her, 15 nOot
only the result of eOrYy (uirus)”' but 1S also clear sıgn
of ingratitude towards God>? TIhe best reDILY such 16 W 1S gıven
Dy the postle s words: 66We ave thıs in en vessels
ShOw that the excellency of belongs God and 1970)1 us  27 (2
Cor 4,7)

Augustine’s or manifesto agaıinst elagıan fene{fs

At thıs point, 1ıth rapı brush-strokes and In the 1g of hıs
understandıng of the doctrine of9Augustine synthesizes hat he
consıders be the maın of Pelagıanısm, in order NC agaın
putL Julıana guard agaınst them

TIhe goodness and the Teedom of the ıll

Once agaın the bıshop of Hıppo affırms that the spırıtual g00ds
do 19{011 orıgınate In Demetrias’ g00d wiıll, her al her rıghteous-
ecss These all Must be SCCH o1ifts EeSTOWE!| by
Undoubtedly man’s free ll has Sa Y In the decısıon-makıng PTOCCSS
concerning the g00d that has be pursued. Yer, unlıke the y_
IL1OUS wriıter, Augustine the belhief that the accomplıshment
of g00d the operatıon of the free ıll alone. Man’s g00d ll
ONa uoluntas) In the act of oıng g00d 15 made poss1ıble prec1isely
because hıs reedom (arbıtrıum) 1S enlıghtened and sustaıned Dy
grace””. Therefore ıt 1S not enough appeal the teachıng of ICVC-

latıon, though ONC COU derıve from ıt alone the NCCCSSaAL Y strengt'
PEISCVCIC In faıth and keep commandments. (GJ0d 1S al

work In both man’s wiıllıng and actıng (EE Phıiıl 2.13) through the
inspıratıon of love (carıtas) 1C 18 the only ıng that nables hım

3 E 26) For thıs Englısh translatıon, SCC REES, The Letters 0) Pelagıus and
Hıs Followers, Woodbridge, 1991, 48 See also UGUSTINE, Ep 88,2,7 and Ö,
OCSET. 5 % 125 and 126: Ihid. 88,3.14, 130 As Wermelinger wrıtes: “ DiIie
Wiıderlegung der Demetnasstelle geschıeht SallZ 1m Geilste des Kanons der
Karthagıschen Konzıls VO Maı 27 WERMELINGER, Rom und Pelagıus, C:

205, 338
AUGUSTINE, Ep 86.25. CSEL Sı 17

Ihıd. 8824 1292 (see D  , 36)
53 “Proprium quıppe arbıtrıum n1ısı De1l oratıa juuetur, HC 1psa bona uoluntas

SSC in homiıne potest” 188,2,/, 25)
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iu  3 118 God and put into practice hat he has earne: from SCI1P-
ura revelation>*. The INeIC owledge of law 15 not enough
nng it into effect Only the love that (G0od bestows INan elps hım

alk In that direction°.
In nutshe ugustine SsKeiches hıs eachıng the relatıon-

sh1p between and free 111 and, In lıne ıth h1s theocentric and
predestinarıan VIEW, he explaıns the centralıty of love workıng
in the he  z of 19001  - Closely connected thıs theocentrism 15 the dıs-
tinction (discretio) that God makes ıth regar oOse He wıshes
set ap from the mortis perditionisque”°. ıle he 1S SUIC that
all the members 1C comprIise thıs or1g1inated in am s dıs-
obedience, the bıshop of Hıppo CannoOo be explıcıt ıth regar how
thıs discretio actually oOu ater, for example, when he
quotes ‚Fo 19,10 (Venuıit el saluare quod perierat) he

retaın the general understandıng that hrıst has COMNC SaVC all
humanıty because al] EHEeNn ave perıshed in the fall of theır forefather
Adam and, hence, eed be saved. And all thıs In spıte of the fact
that thıs partıcular po1in Augustine developed and retaıned untıl
the end of h1is ıfe predestinarıan 16 W whereby salvatıon 1S
restricted to the electt.

umıilıty and obedience oastınz
TOM hıs repertoire of scrıptural Augustine irequently

cıted Cor 4’ E} that has become favourıte for Support of hıs
16 W the sovere1gnty of STACC. Oulid enım abes, quod on

accepisti? 7 el accepisti, quid gLloriarıs, quası AonNn acceperis?
(1 Cor He SCS thıs Counter the implıcıt of ingrat-
iıtude towards Go0od he eeis Pelagıus’ eachıng contains>°®. For example,
ugustine describes Demetrias’ consecratiıon gift of (G0d (DeL

“ Non Lantum mMOodo sc]1entiam reuelando, uft nouer1mus, quı1d facere
debeamus., sed et1am Inspırando carıtatem, ut Ci JUaC dıscendo NOUIMUS, et1am dılı-
gendo facıamus ” (Loc CIt.) (T also Ihıd. ’  ,  en 19271

°“ Non 1g1tur modo in hoc 110S adıuuat Deus, ut SC1lAaMUS, qu1d agendum
sıt, et1am ut amando dYamus, quod discendo 1am SCIMUS ” 88,2,8,
126)

Ihıd. s  $  n 125
See also allusıions in Ihid. 188,2,58, 126; 188,3,9, 127:; 88,3,14, 130

Thıs scrıptural quotation 111 be used OVCI and OVCI agaın in Augustine s antı-Pela-
g1an wrıtings: SCC the 1st provıde In B HOMBERt, Glorıa gratiae. Se glorifier
Dieu, princıpe el fin de la theologıe augustinienne de la gräce ug 148),
Parıs, 1996, 29724

(3 UGUSTINE, ED 883.2.,4. SEL 5./% 1722 (see UDFTd, 36)
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donum)>?, and he 15 paıns that her sanctiımonıial/continentia
ulr ginalis 15 NO somethıng che has achleved her OW strength, 4S

though it WEeEeIC the result of her dec1ısıon and cCommıtment. Relyıng
such Jac K} (“Omne atum optımum, el INNE donum PDCI-

fectum desursum est descendens atre luminum ” )®® and Wiıs
CUu scırem qula CINO potest CSSC continens, 181 Deus det Et

hoc 1pSsum erat sapıentiae, scıre CU1US ess hoc donum ”” )®!, the Bıshop
of 1PpO STITESSE: that the choice of un  ©  ng lıfe of vırgınal COIMN-

iınence O€Ss NOT rest human capabılıties but 15 the result of dıvıne
DITACC that 15 g1ven Dy the Holy pırı Only when dıvıne
actıon 18 assumed Call OIlC 1IrIm that the o1fts of continence and
chastıty belong ISO the PCISON uDON whom ıt 15 bestowed, GVn

though such PCISON}N 15 the “recıplent ” and nNOoTt the SOUTCC of the gift®“
Thus, Demetrias’ boastıng regardıng her OW consecratıon must be
rooted in God, the of all her gıfts and the un1que of her
abılıty boast®>. Only thıs WaY, namely by recogn1ızıng that G0d
alone 1s the SOUTCE of all her spırıtual bona, l che be able COIN-
tinue toward ıfe of perfection. She must acknowledge
that the noTt by N result of human ENCOUTAgEMENL,
but workıng In her TOmM thıs, it also becomes
clear hat the primary DUIDOSC of Chrıistian praycr 1s Referring
Thess * Sine interm1ıssıonex in omnıbus gratias agıte””)®,
Augustine underlınes that OIMC should not Pray (J0d only in order
be helped in STOWINgS and persevering in the 200d, but above all
obtain the good®.

It 18 orth recallıng, al thıs age, the understandıng that
Augustine had of umilıty and obedience and how he developed it in
close connection ıth the role Chrıist plays in hıs doctrine of

mong al the scrıptural that played role In the
Bıshop of Hıppo  S doectrine of Chrıist’s incarnatıon and redemption®®,

“De 1psa QJUOQUC continentia uırginalı, quod 1910)8! sS1b1 sıt 1pSa, sed
S1it De1l donum ” 188,1,2, 120) See also Ihid. n 123

Ihıid. 188,2,6, 124
61 (F Ihid 88,2,8, 126, and 68.5:12, 129 See j e LA BONNARDIERE,

Le livre de la Sagesse (Bıblıa Augustinıana), Parıs, 1970, CSD PpD 103-107 and DE
288

° Haec De1l dona Sunt ei uesira quidem Sunt sed 1NON uobıs” ( AUGUSTINE, ED
n  9 GFT 5 E 124)

quıppe est in salubrıter glorıa e1us, CU! Deus, quı in ]la est, 1pse est
glorıa e1us, qUO omn1a bona, quıbus est DONaL ıı 188,3,9, 127)

Ihıd. ISS 197221925
CT loc C1It.
NSee IHLE, emul, in RÄC (195 /) 735-T78, S
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[WO ATC especıally mportant In p4 and Phıiıl 2,6-8 Christ 1s not
only the magıster humilitatis®” and the doctor humilitatis®®, but also
the example that the belıever has mıtate (exemplum humilitatis)°?.
In thıs WaY hrıst shows that umılıty has ıts fountaın-head in the
Son of (G0d made flesh, In the Deus humilis'®. WaY of humuil-
yı Augustine wrıtes, ‘“ cComes from other SOUTCEC)} it only
from T1S 15 the WaYy orıginated by hım who, though MoOst hıgh,
Camne in humility *, Precisely because ıt 1S rooted in G0d and NOoT In
man s commıtments and achıevements, Augustine consıders umıilıty

Im  en ontologıcal character of which INan should be COIMN-
Ssc10us’2 Hıs characterıistic 1S, In fact, hıs CONSCIOUSNESS of
eıng u  ‚ of eıng dependent (G0od the creator and, MOST
ımportantly, hıs gılt of and salvation’©®. hether he OB-
NıZEeS ıt nOL, hıs existence 185 mar by thıs innate feature, which
Was cshown emiınently in Christ, the SOUTCEC of umıilıty and Ifts perfect
model/+ Furthermore, In the 1g of hıs CONCEPL of Christus’ it
becomes CVCN INOTC vıdent that the belıever, ODedıen member

° Humuilıs uen]l, humıiılıtatem docere uenl, magıster humilıtatıs uen]; quı
mıhı adhaeret, humıuilıs er1t, quı1a NON facıt uoluntatem SUam, sed De1i” ( AUGUSTINE,
Iractatus In Euangelium Toannıs 2516 CL 36, 23.1) * Humlalilıtatis Nnım magI1S-
ter est Chrıistus, quı humiılıauıt semet1psum, factus oboediens qUu' ad mortem,
mMortem autem cruc1ıs ” (Ibid. 313, 440) ET also Ihid. 25,19, 259

* Doctor ıtaque humuilıtatıs ueniıt NON facere uoluntatem SUam, sed uoluntatem
1US quı misıt ıllum  27 (Ibid. 25.18, 258) ° Doctor ıtaque humilıtatıs Christus  27
(1 De SANCLA uır ginitate 313l CSEL 41, 269) See SCHAFFNER, Christliche
Demut. Des HI Augustinus Lehre VOoNn der Humulitas ass LLL Würzburg, 1959,

83-135)
AUGUSTINE, De fide el symbolo 495 SEL 41,
° Deus propter humıilıs factus esLl. Puderet ortasse imiıtarı humılem

homınem, saltem imitare humılem Deum  27 I ractatus In Euangelium Toannıs
2.16. 2310 U Ihıd. w 466

/1 * Vıa humuilıtatıs hulus alıunde manat; Chrıisto uvenıt. Haec u1a ab 1110 estL, quı
CUMmM esse altus, humıilıs venıt ” (ID., Enarrationes In psalmos 51 1,18, CC 38,

239
72 “La humiılıdad el pensamıento de Sall Agustin tıiene caräacter de PDCIIMA-

nencla. No INeTO aCIo Es modo continuo de exıstir YyuUEC responde una raız
ontolögıca ” (3 AZCONA, La doctrina de la humıildad I0S « T ractatus INn OAN-

In Augustinus |1972] 27-45; 113-154; 255-288, 113)73 *' autem NOMN dıcıtur, sSto alıquıid m1inus qUamı sed, Cognosce quod
Cognosce infırmum, hominem, peccatorem;
qula ille lustificat ” ( AUGUSTINE, Sermo a  &' 38, 756)

See CHAFFNER, Cif.; 3-1 JAMIESON, Augustine’s (OR-
fessiones: The Structure of Humulity, In Augustiniana (1974) 234-2406; VER-
WILGHEN, Le Christ Jesus, SOUTCE de ’humulite chretienne 2,6-8), In A
ONNARDIERE (ed.) Saıint Augustin el la Bı  e: Parıs, 1986, 427-437; OSTA,

CAMINO de la UMLLdA: las Enarraciones sobre I05s salmos de SUun Agustin, In
( uadernos MONAStLCOS (1987) 23-41
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of the body, but PUTIFSUC the Samlle umıilıty that character1ızes
Christ-the-head’>.

f umıilıty 1s inborn virtue ın CVEIY Chrıstian, the virg1ns,
who AdIic consecrated (G0d in specı1al INAaNNCTI, must deepen theır
AaWAaTENCSS of ıt hıs Was made plaın In the treatise that Augustine
advısed Demetrıias and her mother read, the De SANCIA ulr ginitate.
In 1t: 1E repeatedly praısıng the of virgıinıty, the Bıshop of
Hıppo W das also frequently al paıns VeCT and NL agaın
agamınst the anger of pride/®, Maıntamıng ne’s  P virgmıty 15
g00d (magnum bonum) 1C from God However, those who
ave embraced ıt must also be careful NOoTt let ıt be ruımned by prıde
(ne superbia corrumpatur)'”. In fact, ıf only G0d Can guard and PTO-
tect virginıty (whıch 15 hıs g11t), and ıf G0od 15 love (cE JIn
then ıt ollows that love 15 also the guardıan of virginıty, and that
SaJIlle love fınds iıts dwellıng-place in humility/®. prou: virgın
stands in stark the irue meanıng of her propositum. that
regard, Augustine affırmed clearly that marrıed but humble PCISON
1s in better posıtıon SCIVC WwI1tnNess the Christian faıth than

Prou: virgin”?.
Furthermore, accordıngz 18 Augustine, iTrue humıilıty COITC-

sponds of ““spırıtual infancy ” °  poverty of spırıt ,  27 that
SadIlle that Jesus proclaımed 118 be Chrıstian beatıtude and
1C unıquely g1ves ACCCcSsSS the kıngdom of God®® the
POOI in spırıt? Ihe humble, those who tremble al words, who
confess theır SINS, and rely meri1ts rıghteousness of eır OW.
Who AiIc the DOOI In spirıt? OSse who when they do anythıng g00d,

“ Princeps [UUS humulıs, ei superbus”? Caput humıle, ef membrum SUDCI-
bum? Absıt. Non vult SSC de COIDOIC Capıtıs humıilıs, quı amat superbıiam ” (AUGUS-
TINE, Sermo 354,9,9, 39,

* Non solum CTZO praedıcanda est uırginıtas, ut ametTur, UCTI U et1am monenda,
infletur ” (ID., De SANCIA ulr ginıtate 1917 SEL 4 $ 236) Ihe theme of humıilıty

being exhalte: in connection ıth virginıty back OVCI and OVCT agaın In the
treatıse ci. Ihid. 313 1—56,57, 268-302 DAaSSım.

Ihid 3335 273
78 ° Non CISO custodiıt bonum uirginale n1ısı eus 1pSe, quı dedıt. el Deus carıtas

est (Custos CISO uırgınıtatıs Carıtas: locus autem hulus custodis humıiılıtas ”
SI202: 297)

Non dubıto praeferre humılem muherem vırgını superbae ” (ID., Sermo
354,9,9, 39, And agaln: audeo dıcere, conı1ugalem agentes vitam, S1
tenent humıilıtatem, superbıs castıs mehlores sunt  97 354,4,4,

T alıum est nım VESNUM coelorum [Mt humılıum scılıcet, hOcC SS
spiırıtualıter parvulorum Humilıtatem ıllam 10quor, UUaC 1ON vult perıiturı1s rebus
excellere, sed aeternum alıquıid veracıter cogıtat, qUO ON SuUl1s virıbus, sed adıuta PCI-
venlat” ’  ö  P 39,
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they praise God:;: when they do9 they ACCUSEC themselves  „8]. By
underlinıng umıilıty “spırıtual infancy”, in conformıt hıs doc-
trıne of the sovere1gnty of 9 Augustine dıstinguishes hıs 16 W
from the CONCepPL of umuilıty generally are by the Church Fathers
The atter, in fact, preferre to follow Paul in hıs descrıption of
“infancy ” N in ıfe pr10r obtamıng the full perfection of
manhood in Christ (c£ X3 Ephs Col 128905 Augustine 15
of COUTSC AaWAaTe of Paul’'s negatıve emphasıs spırıtual infancy, but
he 18 able masterl1y Jomm together the postle’s exhortatiıon be
infants In regard evıl but adults In thınkıng (cf. Cor ıth
the Gospel eachıng infancy S12n of S umilıty (eI. Mt
11023% X  j ’  9 and not necessarıly equıvalent ıth
ımmaturıty (fatuitas)°. ollows that spırıtual ınfancy/humaulıity 15 the
prerequısıte of and the foundatıon for perfection. The acquısıtion of
the atter, through virtue and w1ısdom, constıitutes (to uUusece metaphor
employe by Augustine but also employe Dy 1DI1Ca authors the
edıfice 10 15 ul uDON the foundatıon: “ FOT, In order that hat 15
eing ul m1g be completed, the ulldıng 1S the foundatıon
15 NOoTt removed””’$&4

Moreover, ıIn Augustine’s CVYVCS, ıt 15 paramount that umıilıty
be closely interwoven ıth obedience. In fact, the creature’s rellance

provıdence and her humble submiıissıon COIMM-
mandments fınd eır natural eXpress1ion in obedience. Just umıl-
Ity 1s consıdered the foundatıon uUDON which perfection Can be
sought and ul 1(078 1s obedience regarded the MAXIMA ULFIUS,

X] C6 Quı SUnt spırıtu ? Humaiules, trementes uerba De1l, confıtentes peccalta
SUuaq, NON de SU1s merit1s, NC de SUua lustitia praesumentes. Quı Sunt spırıtu ?
Quı1 quando acıunt alıquıd bon1, eum laudant:; quando malı accusant ” (dD;
Enarrationes In psalmos 1324 ( 3 E} 1020-1021) See also: 1ID., De SEITIMONE
Domuni In Onle K.10: CL 332 7-8; Sermo da 38, 364-365:; De
SANCIA ulr ginıtate 3202 OAYS 4 $ 269-272

In Paul’s CYCS spirıtual infants (vNnmzLOL those who NOTL fırmly rooted In
Taıth and dIC ossed and ITO, and carrıed about ıth CVECIY ınd of doctrine by the
cunnıng of men  27 (Eph 4,14) Ihey behave chıildıshly and ATC immature In theır abıl-
Ity dıscern the WaYys of God (cf. Cor 13 17 14, The maJorIity of the Fathers
equated “ spirıtual infancy ” ıth Christian lıfe far removed from perfection (see
M.- ERROUARD, Enfance spirıtuelle, [-III, in DSp 4/1 682-705, 698-
703)

“ Proponitur Nım puerıtia ad imıtandum humıilıtatem, el ıtem proponıtur puer1-
t1a ad cauendum fatuıtatem ” ( AUGUSTINE, Enarrationes INn pSalmos 46,2, OT: 38,

530)
° Fundament1 CTO deo est aptıor sımılıtudo, quıla ut perfic1atur quod strultur,

addıtur aedıfıcıum, 1910)8! subtrahıtur fundamentum ” (ID., Iractatus In Euangelium
Toannıs 98.6, (L, 3 9 580)
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the SOUTCEC (or120), the mother mater) and the guardıan (CusStOS) of
all er virtues®>. It remıinds the ratıonal CTealiu that ıle submıiıs-
S10N 18 the Creator 15 advantageous, the pursuılt of ne s OW elfısh
all brings only paın and destruction. According Augustine, obe-
diıence 1s the SOUTITCEC and perfection of al Justice (zustitiae Or120

perfectio). In ract: ıf 15 prec1isely ere that fınd the
maJor dıfference (magna distinctio) between the fırst Adam, who by
hıs dısobedience brought ea all, and the second Adam,
Chrıst, who, hrough h1is obedience NO ea became the fountaın-
head of OUT salvation®°®.

er Pelagıan
er havınz stressed the iımportance of virgın s umıilıty

and obedıence, Augustine briefly Ssummarızes the general tenets of
the Pelagıans’ eachıng. Firstly, he SaYyS that theır definıtions of

aAIc amb1ıgu0us that when they spea. of 0)1 of
help they speak interchangeably of nature, of free 111 (as pertaınıng
{o the goodness of nature), of doctrine (dıvine revelatıon) and the
rem1iss1ıon of sins®/. Moreover, aAarguCcS Augustıine, ECVECN when the
Pelagıans AdIiIc forced Dy the word of Go0od fo mM1 that ONEC needs
PIaYy In order NnOTt fall iInto temptation (et. Mt ’  9 they continue

interpret it in WaYy that makes somethıng less than the by
1C the ıll 15 strengthened and nabled put into practice the
TU of i1stıan revelatıon. On the contrary, they SCC PraycI
actıvıty 1C facılıtates man’s owledge of the TU in such WaYy
that he Can LLIOTC easıly learn hat ıt 1S he has een as
Jesus hımself stands Outft exemplum for all who wısh lıve
Justly. Yet agaın, Augustine continues, there 1S evidence that the
Pelagıans regar owledge sufficıent for both learnıng

‘Omn1ıum OrNg0 ulrtutum ; (ID., Contra aduersarıum le 215 el

prophetarum 14,19, CC 49, 50); ‘“ Sed oboedientla commendata est In praeceplo,
UUaC ulrtus in Creatura ratıiıonalı mater quodam modo esft Oomnıum CUSLTOSqUE uırtutum ;
quando quıdem ıta facta CSu ut e1 subdıtam SSC Sı utile: pern1c10sum autem SUam,
[1011 1US qQUO Creata est facere uoluntatem ” (1ID., De Ciultate Deıl L4:12, CL 4 E

434); ‘_ oboedientila: QUaI ulırtutem (amquam radıcalem , uft dicı solet,
matrıcem ef plane generalem... (1D.; De HhonoO coniugalı 24.32. CSEL 41, 228);
1ID., De peccatorum meriıtLs el FeMLSSIONE el de baptısmo paruulorum 9  9 ENRBE
60, 107 Augustine consıdered obedience the “Grundhaltung des Menschen ”

FRANK, Gehorsam, In RA 390-430, 423)
(1 AUGUSTINE, FEnarrationes In psalmos 7106 CC 3 E} 975
( (Da ED 188.3:14-12: CSEL 5 $ 128-129
Loc cit.
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and fulfillıng the dıvıne commandments. JIhey do nNOT clearly and
ırectly acknowledge the eed of love and adıuto-
rium®?, eed 16 15 acknowledged In the Bıble Dy the SaLC who
explicıtly as for the gıft of chastıty in order aVvOo1d sin?®. He
knew that chastıty 15 gıft of God and that, such, ıt COUu nOTt be
achi1eved hrough owkedge alone. On the CONtrary he as be
endowed ıth the wısdom of the Holy Spırıt In order be able
practise the vırtue of continence. Thus, Augustine concludes, in the
wrıtings of the Pelagıans 1S NOT affırmed In the Sallle WaYy the
apostle Paul dıd when he spoke of the eed for man ’s works fo be
grounde: in faith?! and hıs owledge by charıty (cf Rom
Cor 8,1). VIZ. the infusıon of love (Inspiratio Caritatis) - that enables
the behever follow cCommandments.

Further implications
In Augustine’s Ep 188 ıt 15 poss1ible dıscern both hıstor-

ical and theologıca. theme hıs epistle reinforces the princıiple that
the role of non-rel1g10us factors In theologıca onflhet should nNOoTt
be overlooked OT underestimated. The CIas between Augustini1anısm
and Pelagıanısm 15 but OMNC example of how secular factors WeIC
often exploıted by both 1€eS In the hope of gamnıng the Support of
arıstocratic famıhes whose influence might decısıve for the
acceptance of ONC rel1210us opınıon and the rejJection of the other. As
mentioned above, ıt 1S lıkely that elagıus had enjoyed the Support
and the protection O: others, the SCHS Anıcıa. hıs elps 18
explaın the eXpress1on ..  sma erTOrsS ; sed by ulıana In her letter
Augustine, especılally ıf ıt Was attempt helter elagıus from
the “ scrupulous ” investigatıon of the bıshop of 1ppoO and hıs frıend
Alypıus, both of whom mMust ave suspected that SOI t1es WEIC still
existing between the renowned ascet1ic and the Anıcı WEIC still in
place Jerome LOO, the basıs of the lınk he made between Or1-
gen1sm and Pelagıanısm, Was h1is ouar! agamınst the AnıcıL. He felt
that he had g00d 1CasOonNn SuSpecCL that they WOIC continumg
provıde SUuppOTt for elagıus, Just they had one prevıously for

Ihıd 886,3,12, 129
NSee d,

91 Augustine quotes Rom L 14:23: Heb I1:O: 10,38:; Gal AL 5’ &}
AUGUSTINE, Ep Ö02.13:; CR 5 E 129

Ihıd. 838.3.13. 129-130
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Rufinus?°. Thıs, in ıfs turn, WOU explaın why, beyond the politesse
mondaıine 1C domiınates the rhetorical tone of hıs letter Deme-
tr1as, Jerome’s reference the * constraınts ” aıd hım Dy Juhana’s
request (iIn extorquendo)”* should nol be regarded rhetorical Rather,
they SCIVC CAPICSS hıs uneasıness in redacting the letter agaınst hıs
ıll Nonetheless, Jerome took advantage of the OCCasıon
Demetrıias agaınst the rısks of hat he eHHeve be Or1ıgen1sm dıs-
guised Pelagianism””, and speak Ouf (although he dıd NOTL mentıon
the Anıcıl explıcıtly) agaınst the dangers of connection ıth the lat-
ter’s DarTt On the er hand, ıt 1S 1kely that he Was hr  ng of the
SCHS Anıcıa when, in 415 in letter Ctesıphon, SOINCOMNC ıth
““Pelagıan  77 sympathıes, he expressed hıs deep regrei Ou that SANCILA

inlustris domus welcomıng heretics and EeVCn goIng far
Support them materı1ally, actıon IC In hıs CYCS, W as the equı1Vva-
ent of accepting theır teaching”®. Moreover, In hıs Dialogı CONLIFra
Pelagianos, Jerome openly complaıned Ou the fact that elagıus had
dared wrıte Julıana letter offering spırıtua. advıce Deme-
trias?”, and ıt 15 hıghly probable that he W as thınkıng of Proba and
ulı1ana (and maybe also of Albına and Melanıa) when he complaıned
that Pelagıus Was eing protected by hıs (sic/!)”®

In the heat of the Pelagıan CONLTOVETISY Juliana and her
domuncula mMust ave chosen in favour of pragmatısm. rıggere Dy
the COMNCETN for OCITNAa. unıformıty (towards 1C the arısto-
cratıc amılıes moved after the sack of Rome in largely for the
sake of enhancıng polıtical stabılıty) the Anıcıl ceased lobbyıng for the
Pelagıan ‘9 CVEeNn though they continued hold NIO the
irıendshıp and esteem they had always felt for ıts leader But there Was

somethıng CvVecn greater behınd thıs desıre for doctrinal unıformıty and
polıtical stabılıty. In pomt of fact, the rel1210us 0)  Odoxy of the SCHS

93 In the West the Orıgenist CONtLrOVerSYy pıtted Rufinus agamınst Jerome. Ihe fOTr-
INCT W as backed by the Turcil, the Antoniıl, and, MoOst lıkely, by the Anıcıl. hıs ast
lınk Can be inferred from letter that John Ssostom (who suffered consıderably al
the hands of the antı-UOrigenist party) sent ulıana thank her for havıng SUD-
porte: hıis in ome cf. JOHN HRYSOSTOM, Ep 168, 5 E 709

JEROME, ED E30:1:; CSEL 56, 176 See LDYdA,
95 Jerome makes the lınk between Orıgenism and Pelag1anısm by exhorting

Demetrias hold the faıth expressed by NNOCEN! 1L, staunch antı-Pelagıan (ef.
I!hıd. -  ' 196)

Ihıd. ’  9 260
( ID.: Dialogı CONIra Pelagianos 314 C 80, 116

0® Ihıid. 1:26:;
“AS for the famılıes who returned theır palaces in Rome, they would

INOVE ıth the times towards unıformity ” BROWN, Pelagius and Hıs Support-
Er Aım and Envıronment, GIE., 191)
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Anıcıa had Ways SONC hand In hand ıth the splendour and the DICS-
tıge of theır wordly status, factor that COu be underestimated
and had always be consıdered. Here hes the fundamental 1CaSONMN for
Juhana’s and, Dy extens10on, her househo impartıialıty In theologıca
discussıons and intrigues!®, and partıcularly for theır alıgnment ıth
the rel1g10us estahblıshmen: NC elagıus had een offic1ally COIMN-

demned AS heretic101. The proo of thıs hes in the fact that Julhiana
quickly UÜAHIG be regarded d ““outstandıng member of the
Church ” 102 whıiıle her aughter Demetrı1as, whose virginıty assıgned
her partıcular relatiıonshıp V1IS-A-VIS the eccles1astıical Jerarchy,

103became assoc1ated ıth POPC Leo the Great in subsequent decades
The above consıderations make it probable that Juliana’s CD-

t10N of Augustine s Ep 188 must ave een respectful. oug thıs
opınıon CannoTt be documented, it clear that the letter must
ave nspıred attentive and thoughtful readıng, SCVENn ıf it Was NOT
warmly received19+

Iso interesting 1S, from theologıcal pomn of VIEW, ugus-
tine’s approac to the 1ssue of umıilıty and obedience compared that
of elagıus. Augustine countered the 16 W of the author of
the ED ad Demetriadem, who betrays fundamental optımısm ıth
regar the capabılıties of uman nature, Dy reiterating hıs doectrine of

More partıcularly, he regarded obedience, man s humble
submiıssıon God, the “mother of virtues ” 1Cc un1ıquely makes
possıble commıtments God d ell as for perfection"®.

‘ Justement Jere de rectitude doctrinale, la SCHS Anıcıa alssaıt
embrigader dans AdUCUunNC coterlie: elle voulaıt planer impartıale au-dessus des
intrıgues” INVAL, CH.; 215-216).

101 “ Wiıchtige Anhänger des Pelagıus sınd bald nach der Verurteiulung verstumm
oder haben AUsSs Furcht VOI Repressalıen mıt Pelagıus gebrochen” WERMELINGER,
Rom und Pelagıius, CH.; 220)

102 “ Sıngulare membrum eccles1ae. (INNOCENT } ED LS; 20, 518)
103 ET JUCHESNE, Liıber Pontificalis, L, Parıs, 1886, 238: WERMELINGER,

Demetrias, C 291; and PIETRI (eds.), Demetr1ias Amnıa, CI 546
Since sılentio Cal AA N be decıisıve OMNC wonders HhOWw lark 15

able infer that Augustine’s Ep 188 jeopardızed ırremediably hıs relatıonshıp ıth
ulıana and the Anıcıl. According her, In fact, Augustine “kılled blossomıing rela-
tiıonshıp ıth the Nıcı1an through hıs hostilıty Pelagıan VIEeWS ”
LARK;- 'he Origenist Controversy. The Cultural C onstruction of Early Christian
Debate, Princeton, 1992, 24)

105 Wıth regard Augustine s labelling of obedience the “mother of virtues ,
Colısh wriıtes: °Hıs nomınatıon of obedience the mother of virtues rather than
StO1C prudence, Arıstotelian Justice, Ambros1ıan temperance, reflects the deep MISZIV-
ings of the later Augustine about man s abılıty function moral Sl IUFLS ”

(COLISH, The StOLC Tradıtion from NntIQUL the Early Mıddle Ages, Vol I1
StOLCLSM In Chrıstian Latın Thought through the Sıxth Century, Leıden, 1990, 22
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Hıs emphasıs the workıng of dıyıne STACC wıthın the he.  S of the
belıever, and, INOTEC partıcularly, In the ıfe of consecrated virgın,
hıghlıghts Augustine’s skepticısm regardıng the abılıty of INan lıve
In ethıcally responsı1ıble WaAY The bıshop of Hıppo  S posıtıon 15 für-
ther larıfıed Dy hıs emphasıs sovereıgn actıng In PTC-
venıljent and unfathomable WdYy ıth regar! the ıberum arbıtrıum
and the (bona) uoluntas of OSse He has elected salvatıon.

As for Pelagıus, hıs optimıst1ıc emphasıs NnNaAlurae bonum 9
and the capabılıties ensumng from man s naturalıs quaedam Sancti-
tas‘°7 Was ultımately the result of h1ıs COonvıction that ıt Was precısely
man s abılıty Steer hıs OW thıical COUTSC that guaranteed the
authenticıty of hıs belıef. In the CYC5S of the ascet1ic rıton, ıt 15 the
ODEFUM confessio and the CONuUeEerSAatLiONLS effectus that AI mMoOost 1IMpOT-
tant, NOTt the eloquentiae pompa‘®®, elagıus WOUuU probably 181011 ave
denıed that humıilıty also played role In the AdIica of TI1stıan COTMN-
mıtment However, he probably WOUuU ave understood thıs wıthın
the posıtıve framework of man ’s natural abılıty. In fact, in exhorting
Demetrias DAaY specıal attention “t0 avoıd alse umilıty and fol
[ow that Irue humilıty j OM Chrıst taught and In 1Cc prıde 15
NOTt nNnCclude: for Man Yy UFSUE the shadow of thıs viırtue, few ıts truth
|/talıcs mine|  ”109’ elagıus the autarchy of human capabılı-
t1es. He belıeved that Demetrias’ UtoOonOMOU: nature possessed atu-
rally ese vırtues and that they allowed her avoid alse humıilıty
and follow and DUFSUE the Irue OMNC wıthout specıal inner
being fo that nature

Obvıously that the prem1ses from which Augustine and Pela-
S1US began WeTC vVC dıfferent. 1ie the Bıshop of 1ppoO regarde
humıilıty ODedıen submiıissıon (10d engendered by inter10r9
the ascet1ic Brıton Sd humıilıty vıirtue that human beings atu-
rally POSSCSS in themselves andi they Can putL into practice Dy

106 PELAGIUS, Ep ad Demetriadem 1-8, 30, 6-25 DASSIM.107 ° Hst nNnım In anımıs nOostrıs naturalıs quaedam (ut ıta 1xerım) sanctıtas:
JuUaC velut In AICC anım1ı praesıdens, exercert malı bon1ique i1udıc1um ” 4’ 19)108 € . ID., In epıistolam ad Corinthios 4,19, PLS 17 193 See \ C S5ALAMITO,
Excellence chretienne el valeurs arıstocratiques: la morale de Pelage dans SON CON-

ecclesial el soclal, in FREYBURGER and PERNOT Du heros palen
saınt chretien. Actes du colloque organise Dar le Centre d’Analyse des Rhetoriques
Religieuses de [’Antiquite CARRA;J), Strasbourg, Jer->) decembre 1995 (CEAug,Serie Antıquite, 154), Parıs, 199 7, 139-157, 141

109 Praecıpue tamen fiıctam humiılıtatem fuglens, ıllam sectiare QUAaC CIa eSsL,
YUam Christus docuıt, humılıtatem, in UUa 110  —_ sıt superbia inclusa. Multı Nnım hulus
Virtutis umbram, verıtatem 1US sequuntur paucı1” LAGIUS, Ep ad Demetriadem
2 E 30, 36)
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the free exerc1Ise of theır wıll110. hrıs 15 the exemplum for all belıev-
DE ell AdS the MO (forma) of perfect obedience the ıll of
God, the obedience NILiO ea (cf. Phıl 28)111 elagıus beheved
that Dy followıng Christ’s example, umılıty and obedience be
consıstently achieved hrough the actıve cCommıtment of the ndıvıd-
ual belhıever who, being D gratiae, Can submıt hımself (G0d Dy
h1ıs OW inıtlatıve and thus gaın both the empora happıness and the
eternal salvatıon that (G0od has promised!!*, For elagıus, umıilıty and
obedience ATC virtues which belong the domaın of example and
imıtatıion. In thıs theır Merıtas requıres the seal of “ vıisıbilıty”.
hat 15 why elagıus (who must ave also recognızed that the Anıcı
occupled prominent place In the Roman arıstocratıic world) COIMN-

Demetrias’ consecration stage-play (spectaculum) whose
authenticıty must be SCCI1 and recognızed by the world!!>, that ıt
all inspıre others 18 imıtate 1t

Ihus, Demetrias’ consecration DaVC ugustine the OCCasıon 1{0
fOCus hıs theological (antı-Pelagıan) posıtıon. For the bıshop of
1ppO, consecrated ıfe 18 the result of dıvine 9 the gıft of G0d
whose love both Inspıres and perfects it bDy bestowıng ıt, through the
g1ifts of umıilıty and obedience, the NCCCSSaL y spırıtual strength. As
CONSCQYQUCNCC, ugustine felt compelled put the Anıcıl guard
agalns the Pelagıan VIEW, 1e6W IC the aTY, held that the
SANCIUM propositum COU be pursued through dedicated personal COIMN-
mıtment and whose UCCESS Was guarantee by the fundamental g00d-
([ of uman nature CC in Augustine s ED 18S, the ascetic COMN-
(exti which inspıred the request for spırıtual advıce, Was transformed into

pretext for theological confrontation. More precısely, pretiexXt for
ugustıne “to transform Demetrias’ ascet1iC callıng into ONEC INOTC chap-
ter In hıs theologıcal CONLTOVETSY ıth elagıus and hıs followers

Donato (OGLIARI OSB

110 ccordıng Pelagıus, humıilıty 1S, above all, be identified wıth “endurance ”
(patıentia): cT. I0c CIL.

111 ID In Epistolam ad OMANOS S F2, PLS 19 136
112 “ Ihrem Gehalt nach zielt cdıe Demut auf dıe vollkommen Unterwerfung unftfer

den Wıllen (jottes. Formal betrachtet erwächst diese emu jedoch N einem ich-
bezogenen Bedürfnıs, dem Verlangen nach ew1gem He1l” I HIER, Kırche heı
Pelagius HPIS, 50], Berlın-New Y OIk.; 1999, 320)

113 ad spectaculum uıtae (uae consedisse mundum ” (PELAGIUS, Ep
ad Demetriadem 1 9 30, 29) As Salamıto wriıtes, Pelagıus “CONCOIL la saıntete

uUne evidence quı eclate dUX yYyCUXA de {[OUS el suscıte L’ımıtatıon; 1l accorde
mO1Ns d’1ımportance la persuasıon qu ä |’emulatıon ” (J.-M S ALAMITO, Art. CH..

148)
114 JACOBS, Art. Cil:. F32. 63


