
THE COR 4,
THE ANTI-PELAGIAN AUGUSTINE

Intr9duction
In hıs in-depth and penetratıngz study entitie: Gloria gratiae‘,

Pıerre-Marıe Hombert has un  en exemplary endeavour ch.
Augustine s eology of E ıng [WO VEOISCS of scripture hıs
pomt of departure, COr 131 and 4’ E} 1C he HEVE  eless OcCates
wıthın broader Iramework. 15 vident from hıs study that [WO thırds
of the instances In 1C Augustine quotes Cor A °‘Qu1 enım
discernıt? Quı1d autem es quod 1ON accepIstl. Quod S1 accepI1st1,
quı1d glor1arıs, quası 1910)8! accepıist1i? ” in the per10 er 411
Hombert 15 convınced,9 that the Pelagıan CONLrOVeETISY ıtself
1S responsıble for the bundant of the verse?, although SOTNIC-
times ave the impress1ion that he 15 inclined CXaggerate thıs PIC-

wıthın the controversy”. urthermore, closer inspection reveals
that Cor Z dıd NOTL ave mportant role 10 play In Augustine’s
genulne antı-Pelagıan works 1e works addressed ırectly agamnst
Pelagıus Julı1an The bıshop of 1pPpO consıdered the monks of
Hadrumetum and arse1ılle d brothers In the faıth and he al least dıd
NOT assoclate them ıth hat he understood be elagıan heresy. Of
Hombe 1st of 154 references 18 Cor 4’ E} the present author 15
only able SUpport TE instances, and only then ıth egree of g-
nerosıty: references found In De SpLrıItu el littera, work that Was
wrıtten ıth the prec1se PUTDOSC of offerıng clarıfiıcations frıiend
and ally In the al and OCccasıoned Dy De peccatorum mMerI1tLs el FemLS-
SIONE. One m1g GVCH be al lıberty uggesli, therefore, that Cor AB
only OCCUTS times in the genumne antı-Pelagıan works. If that WEeIC

P- HOMBERT, Gloria gratiae. Se glorifier Dieu, princıpe et fin de Ia theolo-
g1€ augustinıenne de la gräce (Collection des Etudes Augustiniennes. Serie Antıquıite,
148), Parıs, 996

HOMBERT, Gloria gratiae, ° C ’est bıen SUr COoONntroverse quı explıque
leur presence entre 411 el 430 Les deux-tiers des cıtatiıons appartıennent

per10de. ”
It would ADDCAT irom hıs lıst BD R that there references O8

4’ De peccatorum merıtis el FeEMLSSLIONE, Epistula 140 and De Spiırıtu el ittera
note, however, that 1910)81% of the saı1d works contaıns reference (:ör. 4,7a),
although ONEC read 25 ° Maıs est Irappe de VOIT 19{0 versefts <<surg1r>>
VCC force des les tout-debuts de la CONntroverse (35 OCCUTENCES dans les 'O1S OCUVTES
de L’hıver 41 1-412, le De peccatorum meritis, la Lettre 140 Honore, le De Spiırıtu el
littera).”
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the CasSC, the references in question WOU be SX CÖr 4 7D: 4 x Cor
4:766; and OMNC example each of the entire and of Cor 4,7ab
oUg the present author WOU be inchlined nclude De Spirıtu
el ittera, which a1ms al explaımıng anı y ack of clarıty encountered by
the reader In hıs readıng of De DeCcCcCcatlorum merIi1tLis el FemLSSLONE, in
the hıst of genumıne antı-Pelagıan works, it 15 nevertheless that
the In question plays relatıvely margınal role in the document,
especlally when compared ıth Ex 5.20. Ditr 59 Ps 485 50, /,
143.,4, TOV 8,35 Sent., ccl 30 Wısd .15 SIr 201 Jer 32.18,
Mt-Rom 3.12 Rom L  .  -25, Gal Ö: 17 Phıl Z

indeed In 216 mentıon but few By WaYy of illustration. ref-
i Call be made, for example, the far from insubstantıal OCUVIC

of Augustine agaınst Julıan of Aeclanum (De nNuptiLs el CONCUPISCEN-
f1d, Contra UAaASs epistulas pelagıianorum, Contra Iulıanum and Con-
Ira Iulianum ODUS imperfectum). OF 4, 1S only found in places
In the works in question and only MNICEC quoted In full One WOUu
search In aın for reference fo Cor A In explhıcıtly antı-Pelagıan
wrıtings such ASs De perfectione Iustıitiae hominis, De gratia Christi el
de DEeCCALO orıginallı, 6VENn De NUPTLLS el CONCcupiSCent1a. Evıdence
of the 15 clear, nevertheless, In works that relate important
OmMents in Augustine’s personal lıfe, such Sımplicıanum
Confessiones, and In homıiılıes etters ntended {O Wa hIıs riends
and fellow behevers agaınst the dangers of Pelagı1anısm OT infırm
them Ou ıt In ONMNC WaYy another.

The surpr1ısıng absence of Cor AB In the works of Augustine
agaınst the “rea19’ elagıans the pomn of departure for the
present study Our g0al 1S explore the Ontext In MC Augustine
sed the and the ıth 1C he dıd At the Samle time,

11l endeavour determiıine the extfent IC the made
genuıne Conftrıbution the argumentatıon.

Cor 4, ın De peccatorum meritis ef remissione

The fırst instance in which Call speak of reference Cor
4066 1in antı-Pelagıan work relates 18 De pec_‘catorum merIiıtLis
el rFemLSSLONE’ wrıtten In 411/412 and nNntende: address the

AT 60, fınd it dıfficult aVO1d the impress10n that the idea of gral-
ıtude the fact that have recei1ved everythıng from (J0d 1S already evV1-
dent In 11,5,6, SEL 60, 76 ° Nıhıiıl s1b1ı addı ad lustit1am 1am petebat, sed tamen

h1s JUaC habebat gratias Deo agendo ab illo accep1sse omn1a Tfatebatur.  7 Ihe COIN-
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followıng question: Is it possıble for 199138] and lıve thıs ıfe
wıthout sin?? Augustine begıns hıs argumen by insısting that ONe
should not be LO00 1{8 AaNSWEeT ın the negatıve, In partıcular
aCcCCount of uman free ıll and and Compassıon. He
vertheless makes dıstınction between the theoretica possı1ıbıilıty of
siınless ıfe and the real sıtuatıon In 1C IN and fınd them-
selves. Augustine has dıfficulty In recogn1IsSıng, al least In EOTY,
that PCISON m1g be able lıve wıthout SIN Dy the of God and
personal free ıll He underlınes the fact, however, that free 11l 15 also

gıft of (G10d and that ıts 1S gıft of God If OUT free ıll 15
g00d, ıf ıt S$ITIVES O fulfıl commandments, then ıt 15 also gıft
of God TOom the VELIY beginnıng of the CONLrOVEeTSY, Augustine insısts

the fact that 15 present al both the eve of OWINg
hat 0Ug do and the eve of actually o1ng hat 0Ug
do. At thıs Juncture, he makes reference t’or 4, 7b of hIs
general argument wıthout payıng partıcular attention to ıt Paul’s radı-
cal recognıtıon of havınz rece1ved everythıng from (G0d 15 then rein-
forced ıth quotatıions from Jer 10,23:; PsSThe eXTIs in
question g1ve expression 18 the AaWaTeNCSS that OUT lıves AT NOoTt In OUT
OW an and the fact that eed guldance In maıntaın-
ıng h1ıs cCommands. Vıa unambıgu0us reference Cyprıan (Ep
64,2); Augustine then aITIVeSs al JIn 8,36 6‘If the Son makes yOu iree,
YOU ıll be free indeed ”, texti he repeatedly employs in h1s antı-  ela-
gı1an works prec1isely In order {O demonstrate that when he refers
genumne reedom he has In mınd the tTeedom that lıberates people from
sinfulness make 10011 for obedience and lovıng Service of God®

texti 15 that of the Pharısee In the temple who 15 presented In order demonstrate that
VE those who consıder themselves rıghteous still fınd it NCCCSSaALY thank (G0d and

domg bear WwıtnNess the fact that hey have rece1ved everythıng from God
In thıs per10d, Augustine Was OPCNH the poss1bilıty that the sınless lıfe WAas DOS-

sıble In theory although he consıdered it improbable In practice.
As far SCC, HOMBERT has paıd hıttle attention thıs In Gloria

gratiae, NOL only ıth respect De peCcCalorum meriıtis el FemLSSLONE, but also else-
where, for example, relatıon C’ontra duas epistulas pelagianorum E23: CSEL 60,

4726 Ihe present author 15 nevertheless of the opınıon that eISCSs wıth such CON-
tent equally viable bearers of hat Augustine desires SaY, namely that salva-
tıon 18 gılt sınful people. Wıth respect the “Afrlcan” FrOOfS of Augustine’s
theology, SCC BONNER, Les origines africaines de Ia doctrine augustinıenne WF la
chute el le peche originel, In Strenas au Z2usStINLANAS Vıctoriıno Capanaga oblatas.
AugZustinus (1967)- It remaıns fascınating observatıon that the end of
hıs lıte Augustine continued thınk of Cyprıan when he made reference Cor
47 See In thıs regard, for example, (CASAMASSA, Il pensiero dı Sant’Agostino nel
396-5397, “Tractatores divinorum eloquiorum ” dı Retract. 1281 l’Ambrosiastro,
In Scritt. Patristicı 1, Rome, 1955, 41-66, CSD 61{frf.
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It 15 thus poss1ıble for DCISON lıve wıthout SIN ıf he che desıres
do } but only if and ere he introduces the crucı1al precondıtıon

he che 1S granted assistance/. 1s perhaps UNNCCCSSALY (8
remınd the reader that when Augustine spe of reedom he sub-
stantıates the term In theologıical-spirıtual terms®. It 15 treedom for
the sake of the g00d that 1S oranted by compassıonate and mercıful
God 118 fallen humanıty through the mediation of the OMNC mediıator,
Jesus hrıst.

Augustine further question In De pDeccatorum merIıtis el
FremLSSLONE: Why 15 ıt that people de facto do NO lıve sınless lıves? Hıs

the question clearly places the blame for sınfulness ıth
uman PCTSONS themselves The of CVCIY ftorm of human vitia 15
pride? The only CUTC for prıde 15 Chrıst, the humble God Our salvatıon
1S be OUunN! hım eals OUT vanıty o1ves insıght
and ENSUTECS that appY do hat ave do (he quotes Ps
854,13 evidence hereo{1). Ihe IHNOTC love God, who fashıons al]
g00d 1ngs, the LLOTC pleasant g0o0d ee| become!%. For ugustıne,
the love of (GG0d 1S the W that sustaıns g00d thıcal behavıour, but
the SadLllec love 15 poured out OUT hearts Dy the Spırıt who 1S g1ven

(Rom In thıs ugustine WOU consıder CVEIY attempt
determıne precıisely the extfent 1C human 11l 15 responsı1ble

for g00d deed be futıle actıvıty, ASs Cor. 4, Tb-c makes vident
Cor. 4, 7b-c clearly functions al thıs Juncture evidence agaınst the

potential pretens10ns of the uman PCITSON. At the Samlec tiıme, ugus-
tine underlınes the fact that 0€eSs NnOT suspend free wiıll, but that
free 11l 1S made g00d Dy grace??, Tee 11l ıberum arbitrium) 15

De DeCCalorum meriıtis el FeMLSSLONE I‚6‚77 CSEL 60, 78 “AC PDCI hOocC potest
homo, S1 uelit, S sıne PECCAaLO adıutus Deo.”

(: ‚AMBERIGTS, Augustine s 1ewW Liberty and Grace Revisıted. Annual
Lecture of Saıint Augustine s College, In Saıint Augustine s Annual Lectures, Johan-
nesburg, 2002, 513

De peccalorum meriıtis el FremLSSLONeE ILEL SAYA 60, “ Viıt1o0rum
NaMyUC omnıum humanorum superbıa est  29

De DeCCaAalorum mertıtis el FeMmMLSSLONE g  9  n CSEL 60, 100 '] anto.autem
magıs electa| ODUS bonum, magıs dılıgıtur Deus, SUTLINUIMN INnCOmM-
mutabıle bonum ei auCIOT qualıuımcumque bonorum omnıum. ”

Rom 59 18 clearly quoted by Augustine LLLOTC irequently than Cor. 477, for
example, in hıs antı-Pelagıan works. Ihıs Can hardly be colincıdental if OMNC bears ın
mınd that Augustine Was keenly WAalIlc that the Pelagıan reflection the gıift of love
through the mediıatıon of the Holy Spirıt had been poorly developed. For the 1mMpor-
tance of thıs the works of Augustine, SCC 7 0 BONNADIERE, Le versel
paulinien Rom 3 dans [’oeuvre de saınt Augustıin, In AUu2ustinus Magıster 1L, arıls,
1954, 657-665

De peccatorum merLıitLis el FemMLSSLONE H1828 CSEL 60, 100
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granted uman PCISONS accordıng eır nature and belongs the
ONa naturalia‘>, but the wiıll, ın far ıt deserves be qualified

200d, Can only be gıft of God, proposıiıtiıon made clear Dy Uugus-
tine ın hıs uUsec of Cor AD Augustine neve  eiess introduces
Caveal In thıs Ontext He aCCcept that free ll ıth Its n..
t1al be g00d bad should be SCCIH dSs gıft of God, whıle g00d
all dS such has 1fs place AI ONS OUT human capacıtles. In er words,
Augustine 1n ıt dıfficult (8) accept that the lesser recdom of cho1iCce)

from God 1ıle the greater 200 W1 from the human
PCISON. For Augustine it 15 clear that the g00d ll understood ere
d the ıll that loves Justice 1S gıft of G0d 10 Support hıs argu-
ment al thıs Juncture he makes reference TOV 6535 Sept
(praeparatur voluntas Domino); Ps 36,23 (a Domino SICSSUS homiınıs
dırıguntur ei 1am e1Ius volet) and Phıl 243 Cus est enım quı OPCI-
atur in vobıs el ve ei operarı PTO ona voluntate)*“, ECXI8 that make
ıt apparent Augustine that, al the eve of the theologıcal-spirıtual
g00d, human PCISONS AIC made ready by God in advance!> If the
uman PCISON turns AWaVY from (G0d then the au hes ıth the human
PCISON, If the human PCTISON turns towards God, IC 1s only pOSSI1-
ble ıf God inspıres ıt and offers hıs assıstance, only then Cal speak
of ona voluntas. The adıcal Statement OUunNn! in Cor A 1S then
closely aSsSoOocC1ated ıth Cor par., in order demonstrate ıth
clarıty that the genumnely g00d PCISON cshould NOoTt a prıde in hım
herself but rather In God, In whom ere 15 Compassıon and truth and
the love of both (quotes from Ps O3.12: 411: Ps 24,10; JIn _LA14:
Ps 100,1 follow)!®. It should be nNnote: in the present Ontext that when

Every Pelagıan would be able subscribe such posıtıon, but
that where Pelagıans WOUuU attach value the fact that the human CISON ima20
Del 1s LLOTC orıented towards the g00d than towards eviıl, the radıcalıty of the SIN of
Adam has led Augustine dıfferent conclusıon.

Wıthın Augustine’s antı-Pelagıanu whole, the first and the thırd
ıth eater frequency than, for example, Cor 4, Wıth respect Prov 8535

SCC SAGE, Praeparatur voluntas Domino, In REA (1964) FA  e 'TIhıs
ADDCAIS wıth regularıty in the Contiext of Augustine’s antı-Pelagıan works, but it also
has function in hıs wriıtings addressed the monks of Hadrumetum and Marseılle.
hıl 2193 1s sımılarly present ın h1is other writings TOmM thıs per10 and would ar

be texXTi ‘“ for all seasons ”. It 15 quoted in broad selection of from early
De diversis quaestionibus O85 GCENL 44, 181 “Et quon1am IC ue qu1squam

potest nısı admoniıtus ef uU0OCatus, S1uUEe intrınsecus ubı nullus homiınum uıdet, Ss1uEe extrin-
PCI SCITIHNONECIN sonantem auft alıqua sıgna ulsıbılıa, efficıtur uft et1am 1psum uelle

eus operetur In nobıs. ” Wıth respect the evolution of Augustine’s understandıng
of thıs n e also HOMBERT, (slor1ia gratiae, 903 (wıth addıtional lıterature).

De pDpecCccalorum merI1itLis el FremLSsSSsiONe 11,18,30, GCSAL 6 E 2301102
De peccatorum merı1tis el FemLSSLONe H1851 NL 60, 102-103 also

HOMBERT, (Gılorıa gratiae,
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ugustine spe of g00d all he employs ecthıve language lovıng
ustıce eing stimulated do g00d FCCOSMNMSINS (G0d COMPASS1ON eiCc

Cor in De spirıtu ef ıttera

As already pomted Ouft Cor 7b-c (never a) 1{0 be oOun
ıth SOTIC equenCYy De SDILFIEU el ıttera WT1
fo the questi10nNs raısed by hıs friend Marcellinus upON readıngz De DeEC-
cCatorum erıtis el FemissioOne Ihe first be Oun
cContext 16 Augustine Wwants demonstrate that God JUS-
tiıfıcatıon and nNnoOot the law ugustine makes etaıle: analysıs of Rom

precısely order Show that the rıghteousness ıth 1C
uman PCISONS lothed 15 gift from G0od that Justifies the IMDIUS
Thıs Justiıficatiıon 15 granted through al Jesus hrıs It 15 gıft of
the Spırıt ogranted 18 SINNCIS for all people ave sınned (CI Rom

For thıs 1C4SON everythıng ave rece1ved at the eve of
has een granted and 1{ makes for boast

about OUT OW TESOUTCECS (cf Cor C)19 15 clear therefore that
reference 15 made 1o Cor order Support Rom Indeed the
Justifıcatıon PTOCCSS elates the Justiıficatiıon of HIL of people
taken be SINNETS who Call thus o0k forward 18 salvatıon

Reference 15 made Cor IC De SDILFLEU el ıttera
Dy WaY of conclusıon the of etaıle: reflection Rom

15 1C eals ıth the ıdea that gentiles ave the Law Wwrıtten
eIr heart““ Thıs segment of the illustrate that the

gentiles chould nNOT 0AaS about hat they ave 1f they dıd nNnOT
TU GGV 1{ from outsıde deserves be Note however the Cor
quotatıion only plays subsıdıiary role al thıs the entral role
eing seit asıde for the CONVICLION that (10d directs the 111 and eNaV-
10UT of human persons“! deal 15 stake ere for Augustine

De Spirıtu el ıttera 9! 1 E SEL 60, 161 “1ustitia De1l, 1910)81 qua Deus 1USIUS
esL, sed qua induit homınem, C justificat ı1Imp1um. ”

Globally speakıng, aul’ texti which A the radıcalıty of OUT S111-
ulness plays relatıvely IN1NOT role ı the antı-Pelagıan CONLTOVETSY such Thıs
miıght perhaps be explaıned Dy the fact that the elagıans also recognısed that human
PCISONS SINNETS and need of (at least) the DTIACC of forgıveness

IThe theme diıscussed INOIC detaıl hat follows whereby the reference
Cor IC De SDIFLEU el ıttera 15 for example underlıne the fact

that Il forbıdden boast ourselves
De SDIFLEU el ıttera SEL 6() 196 205

21 Ihe reference hıl thıs Context NOotL coıncıdental ct De SDIFLEU el
ıttera SEL 206 “Q ae uft pOssıt homo facere Deus operatur homıne
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He refers in thıs ontext Gal 224 In 1C ONeC Can read the O_
SIıtNON “lf Justifiıcatiıon Came through the Law, then Christ’s ea Was

for nothing  27  9 ıdea he rejects in lıne ıth Paul22 Wıth few mı1ınor
exceptions, De Spırıtu el ıttera 29,50 Can fact be read In ıts entirety

collection of quotations from Paul, althoug ıt concludes ıth
„23.quotation from JIn 155 Apart irom YOUu Cal do nothıng

In De spirıtu el iıttera 30.52, Augustine examınes the question
whether the actıvıty of undermiıines reedom of the 11l greater
detaıl Augustine rejects such proposıitıion. Just the Law 15 NOTL
undermined Dy al but made real thereby, Teedom of the ıll 1S rein-
forced Dy Where the LAaW makes of SIN (Rom 3,20),
al an the 1g agaınst ıt and resist ıt (Girace eals OUT
soul of the evıl of SIN hıs Sallle healıng makes genume Teedom of
choice poss1ble, whereby made ready love rıghteousness and
fulfıl the Law Faıth reinforces the Law because ıt recel1ves the
ıth IC made capable of fulfiıllıng the Law44 Augustine
insısts al thıs Juncture that OMNC Can only speak of genumne reedom of
choice ıf human PCTISONS made capable J0& > agaın of dıstınguıishıng
hat 1s g0o0d and o1ıng hat 1s g0o0d by the gıft of In er
words, ICHHNOVECS the concealment of the g00d al the eve of the
ıll 1S for thıs V ICAaSOI, therefore, that OMNC Sa Yy that the SaJmlle

wıll, MC ireely loves rıghteousness, 1S reinforced Dy ugus-
tine employs ole ser1es of Scripture quotations in order 111US-
trate that hıs argument has po1nts of connection wıth the criptures. He
also 1N! ıt dıfficult understand how people 0AS ou theır
OW free ll before they Aare sef free by9 SINCEe irue reedom 1S
only possıble where the pırı of the ord 1S (2 Cor 3:17 Given the
fact that OIlC has een lıberated Dy 9 ere be 1CasOIl
0aS in oneself ıf the reedom In question had not een received

PCI fiıdem lesu Chrıstı, quı finıs est ad lustit1am Omnı credent1, 1d est Cu1l DCI Spırıtum
Incorporatus factusque membrum 1US potest qu1isque illo incrementum intrınsecus
dante operarı ı1ustit1am. ”

( * thıs regard REMY, Le Christ mediateur dans "Deuvre de saınt Augustin,
Lille-Parıs, 1979, DAassım.

Thıs 15 1kewıise quoted ıth greater Irequency than OT 49 (at eas
times), precısely because the ({exXTi in question in lıne ıth hıl 2.43 ıth respect
the 111 offers evidence of the fact that nothing 15 poss1ıble at the eve of the the-

ologıcally g00d wıth respectL OUuT act1ons wıthout actıvıty of God hıs Son.
De Spiırıtu el ittera 30,52, CSEL 6 % 208 Sicut nNnım lex DCI fiıdem, S1IC

lıberum arbıtrıum DCI gratiam 1NON EUACUATUT, sed statuıntur. Ac PCI hoc, siıcut lex
1ON EeEUaCUAaLUT, sed statultur PCI fi1ıdem, qula fıdes inpetrat gratiam, qua lex iınpleatur,
ıta lıberum arbıtrıum 19(0)8| euaCuatur PCI gratiam, sed statuıtur, qula oratia sanat uol-
untatem, ua 1ustitia lıbere dılıgatur. ”
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(a reference Cor 476 O1l1L0WS). Augustine refers 1ICEC agaın
JIn 155 (‘6ap from yOU Cal do nothıng ” ) and 15 often the
Casec ın the Pelagıan CONITOVEISY JIn 8,306 ‘°So ıf the Son makes
yOUu free YOUu 11l be free indeed’”’2> The PASSagc In question 15 thus
clearly dealıng ıth the STatus of free 31l wıthın the entire PIOCCSS of

Cor 4, IC m1g play supportive role In thıs segment of the
texti but ıt certamly 0€eSs nNOT play determıminatıve role.

Augustine then SOCS 18 speak oOu the question of al
ıtself, al that has 1fs place at the ONMZINS of OUT salvatıon and ult1-
mately hes wıthın OUT He takes the dıstınction between desıre
and abılıty d hıs pomt of departure PCISON Can desıre achleve
somethıng, for example, but be unable do At the Samne tıme,
PCISON m1g be able do somethıing but ave desıre do Our
abılıty do somethıng Carl only become realıty, however, where ere
15 11l do OIlC applıes thıs dıstınction to the question whether
al In (G10d hıes wıthın OUT then the saı1d question m1g be
pose dSs ollows 15 ıt poss1ıble for PCISON belıiıeve wıthout esIr-
ng do for PCISON NOTt beheve althoug he che desıires

do so‘‘? Augustine cons1ıders the question absurd, precısely because
al I1N1Canls 1VINg ne s  ? assent the truth2® Gıiving NnNe s  2 assent 1s

aCT of indıvıdual who desires 18 do The conclusıon 15 thus
obvıous: faıth hes ıthın OUT OW W! ugustine adds, nevertheless,
ıth reference {O Rom 13L hat thıs 15 only poss1ıble because of
gıft SINCEe ere 15 nothıng that ave NnOot rece1ved Cor 4,7b)

COr 4A< /D 18 quoted Support Rom 151 in m  ıng ıt clear that the
VE fact that belıeve 1S gıift of God?’ It becomes vıdent from
hat ollows that Augustine 0€Ss not understan the uman ıll be
completely independent when he spe of the relatıonshıp between
the wıll and God The 111 1S Ce gıft of God, but ıt recCelves ıts
OW NCCCSSALY utonomYy. the ll COUuU NOT exIist and be actıve ıth-

De spırıtu el ittera 30.32. GCISEL 6 9 209 The reader 111 NOT be surprised
Dy the fact that repeate reference 15 made In 8,306 and 133 in the antı-Pelagıan
works precıisely because they represent powerful Chrıistological in relatıon

human capacıty and genuılne freedom. OMBERT, Gloria gratiae, devotes
consıderable attention thıs paragraph, although he does not involve eıther Johan-
nıne texXTi in hI1s argumentatıon. It should also be nNnote: that lıttle attention 1s paıd
these Chrıistocentric elsewhere. The present author 18 of the opınıon, however,
that they aAIic of sıgnıficant ımportance in SUupport of theological-spir-
iıtual explanatıon of freedom, precisely wıthın the CONTteXT of the Pelagıan CONLTOVEeTSY.

De spiırıtu el ittera 31,54, (SEL 60, 211 “ Vıde MNUMNC utrum qu1sque CIC-
dat, S1 noluerıt, aut 19(0)81 credat, S1 uoluerit. Quod S1 absurdum est quı1d est Nnım
credere N1S1 consentire CeIUM SSC quod dicıtur? ”

De Spiırıtu el ıttera 31,54, CSEL 60, 21 * Nam eft ut credamus, Deus dedit. ”
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out God, then G0od WOUuU be responsıble for evıl hypothesıs ugus-
tine consıders deplorable. (G0d grants uman PCISONS the aCT
but 0€Ss NOoTt force them do sSo  28 For Augustine the question deserves

unequ1ivocal answWeTr faıth hes wıthın OUuT SINCEe belıeve
because Z  — bellıeve and do the basıs of OUT free wıl129

Ihe al to which Augustine refers al thıs Juncture 15 the al
whereby belıeve in God*® Does thıs INCcAan that the 111 whereby

belıeve 1S gıift of God o0€eSs it belong OUT free wiıll, owned
accordıng OUT uman nature (n 1ts createdness)”? If aAarguc that
the 111 15 not gıft of (G0d then Cor 4.,Tb-C WOU contradıct
The quotation functions ere objection agaınst potentıal human
pretens10ns ıth respect eIr OW capacıtles. One m1g also
that uman PCISONS POSSCSS the 11l beheve accordıng theır nature
and that they dıd nNOoTt thus receive ıt from God At 1IrS sıght, such
po1n of 16 W reasonable. Neve  eless, if OIC WEeTIC AISUC
that the 1ll beheve from God, for example, OIlC WOU PIO-
1ıde ECXCUSC for unbelievers and SINNers for the fact that they do nNnOoTt
belıeve (God has NnOoTt granted them the N Augustine then quotes
Phıl 243 ° Deus est enım quı operatur In nobıs el ve eit operarı PTO
ona voluntate ”. hıs Iudes the acquıred by faıth,
that the works of uman PETSON}NS who ave rece1ved al through love
(Gal 546); IC has een poured Into OUT ex Dy the Holy Dın
(Rom 343 Call be g00d works. By usıng both VeEeISCS In combinatıon,
ugustine clearly demonstrates that al love, the gıft of the Spirıt
and 200d works belong together In ESSCIICC

It should be noted that Augustine 15 partıcularly ocused in hıs
argumentatıon al thıs Juncture. If believers POSSCSS the l behleve
Dy eIr VC nature, why 0€eSs thıs NOTt appI1y all human persons ? Is
(J0d NOoTt the CTreator of all humanıty? 15R OIMC AIZUCS that the 111
beheve from God, however, then hOow Caln such
idea ıth T11ım Z in 1C ıt 1s explhıicıtly stated desıres

752CVECTYONC be saved and COMINC the owledge of the truth ”

28 De Spirıtu el ıttera 3154 CSEL 60, 211 “ Sed Cu datur, 1OMN
necessIıtas utique inponıitur. ”

De Spirıtu el ittera 32.55 (CNEL 6 C} ED 5.Cum CISO fıdes ın potestate sıt,
quon1am CUM uult qu1sque credıt el, Cu credit, uolens credıt”.

De spirıtu el ıttera 32:55. CSEL 60, DARA
31 De spirıtu el ıttera 35057 SEL 6 E 215216 %nm autem dixerımus eti1am

hulusmodiı uoluntatem ON SSC nIısı donum De1, metuendum esT, infıdeles
ImMp11 NON inmer1to uelut1 luste CACUSaIC uldeantur 1deo NON credıdısse, quod

dare ıllıs Deus istam noluıt uoluntatem. ”
Modern lıterature Augustine’s V1IsS1ıoN of thıs 1s boundless; CcEl for CXall-

ple, Saıint Augustin enseigne-t-il dans le De spiırıtu el ıttera l’universalıite
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In er words, ugustine 1S completely AaWAAaTe of the complexı1ıty of the
mMatftter ONeC Ocates the 1ll beheve in the human PCISON, then OIlC
ll lıkely eNCOUNtTter problems ıth Cor 4, If ONe ascrıbes the 11l

beheve God, then OIlC lıkewise an non-believers sınners
SOTINC degree of explanatıon for theır ack of faıth sınfulness.
It should be nNOote: for the sake of clarıty that Augustine explicıtly

that In iIts createdness free ıll AS ıberum arbitrium (freedom
of Judgement) has {[WO opti1ons ıt Cal INOVC in the dırection of behef

In the dırection of unbelief. The ıll In question, however, 1Ss nNnot
be 1ıdentified ıth the ıll in thıs instance Augustine spe of
[untas belıeve, SInNCe the latter has een rece1ved from G0d Whıle
he insısts that the l belıeve has 1ts In free 11l ASs e_

YJUCHNCE of call, he also insısts that the [WO do NOTt coincıde ıth
ONC another>>. It 1S mportant bear In mınd, therefore, that Uugus-
tine makes explıcıt dıstıncetion between Teedom of Judgement
granted Dy re and tTeedom belıeve I hıs dıstiınction 15 crucı1al for
OUT understandıng of Augustine’s VIs1oNn of the relatıonshıp between
faıth and free ıll (G10d 11l rob human PCISONS of theır Teedom
of Judgement. Furthermore, (G0d all nNnOoTt punısh unbehevers because
they dıd noTt belıeve In the gospel, but rather because they refuse
COmpassı1on. The PCISON who belıeves, the other hand, 11l recelve
forgıveness of SINS and healıng of the Vitia. TIhe belıever 11l be

de la volonte salvıfıque de Dieu?, in Recherches de SCLENCE religieuse (1959) MS
Z SAGE, La volonte salvifique unıverselle de Dieu dans la pensee de Saınt
Augustin, In Recherches augustinıennes 3! Parıs, 1965, 107131 (CAYRE, La predes-
tinatıon dans saınt Augustin, In L’annee I’heologique (1941) 42-63, 56;

MARAFIOTI, De spırıtu el ıttera: L’uomo Ira legge el 2Fazla. Analısı teologica del
De SDIFIEU el ıttera dı Agostino, Brescı1a, 1983, REMY, Le Christ
mediateur, 668-682 Augustine offers three poss1ıble explanatıons of Tım 27
a) al those (G0d ants be saved be saved CT for example, De correptione el
gratia 44, 44., 943); God wants SaVC people from CVCIY class, rank and STa-
{us (CLi for example, Enchiridion 103, SS 46, 104-105); G0d SCCS it that
desire all people be saved (SE., for example, De correptione el gratia 4 E} 44’
945) As dage (p 130) rıghtly remarks, Augustine’s readıng of Tım D 15 dom1-
nate« Dy the Pelagıan CONLTOVeTSY, whereby he places emphasıs the absolute BIa-tulty and necessity of rather than lookıng al the Content of the In ıts
entirety. Wıthın the am of the observation, the fact remaıns that Augustine
W as ell WAaTeC of the tension between unıversal salvatıon and actual partıcular sal-
vatıon, 18 the dsSCcC here in De Spirıtu el ıttera.

De spiırıtu el ıttera 3398 AAYNE 60, 216 ° Prius 1g1tur illud dıcamus el
uldeamus utrum hu1ic satısfacıat quaestion1, quod lıberum arbıtrıum naturalıter adtrıbu-
tum creatore anımae ratıonalı illa mediıia uU1s est; JUaC ue| intendiı ad t1ıdem ue|l inch-
narı ad infidelitatem potest 1ıdeo NC i1stam uoluntatem, qua credıiıt deo, dıcı potesthomo habere quam NON acceperIit, quando quıdem uOoCanifte deo surgıt de lıbero arbı-
tr10, quod naturalıter G crearetur accepIt. ” HOMBERT, Gloria gratiae,
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warmed and enlıghtened Dy warm and 1g and ll do g00d
the basıs of and hereby recelve eternal reward?*.

All of thıs 15 supporte: In 33159 ıth reference Ps — In
which forg1ıveness, healıng, redemption, crownıng ıth love and
9 fulfilment of OUuT desıres and renewal of OUT you ascrıbed
18 the ord Augustine examınes each of ese pomnts In detaıl and
then concludes that the ıll In hıs Vv1is1ıon ll NOTt be destroyed.
At the SdaiIllec tıme, however, he insısts that should NOoTt forget
reward, should 1a(01]1 l constıtute OUT OW rıghteousness but behieve
rather In the OMNC who Justifıes the SsIinner. Our soul lıves the basıs
f the faıth that 15 brought Ou Dy love (Rom 5:5) undı the day
actually SCH  ® It 1S clear for Augustine that the sa1d love 15 NOT poured
Ouft ın OUT hearts Dy the suffic1enCcy of OUuT all NOT Dy the letter of the
Law but by the Holy Spirit”.

In 34,60., Augustine addresses poss1ble objection, namely that
ıt m1g be argue that the SIN Ireely cCommıt Can be ascrıbed
God, bearıng in mınd that such SINS Can lıkewıise be consıdered fall
under the headıngz what do yOU ave that yYOUu dıd not recei1ve”
(1 Cor 4,7b) Cor 4, functions al thıs Juncture, therefore, d
of Scripture that illustrate potential problem Augustine
makes ıt clear HG agaın that the 1ll (voluntas) whereby believe
$Sde lıbero xIstıt arbitrio  „36. In other words, the al beheve eXISts
in and has ıts ın the domaın of the free wiıll, free 1ll that 1S
granted all accordıng theır nature At the SadIlle time, however, he
insısts that OUT desıire bellieve 1S the result of actıvıty, comıng

us from the outsıde iın the form of evangelıcal exhortatıons, for
example, that reveal OUT weakness and ENCOUTASC fOo seek Justify-
ıng ın al from the insıde where OIlC has the 1{8
determıine hat CINCTISCS in hıs her Sspırıt, but where CONSENT rejeC-
t10Nn belong the will>”. As matter of fact, beliıef 1S always elated

De Spiırıtu el iıttera 33.58. SEL 6 C) DAnr
De spirıtu el ittera 3359 (T, 60, Z79 “Quae dılectio0 dıffunditur in

cordıbus nostrıis H€ PDCI sufficıentiam propriae uoluntatıs 1CC PCI ıtteram leg1s, sed
PCT Spırıtum Sanctum quı atus est nobıs. ”

(M. De Spiırıtu el ıttera 34,60, SEL 6 9 Z
De spirıtu el iıttera 34,60, CNBE 60, IM “ Propterea et1am uoluntas, ua

credimus, dono De1l trıbuitur, quıa de lıbero exıstit arbıtrı0, quod &A CICATCEINUT

accepıimus, adtendat el uldeat 19(0)8! iıdeo tantum istam uoluntatem dıiuino0 muner 1 trıbuen-
dam, qula lıbero arbıtrıo est, quod nobıs naturalıter CONcreatum estT, CI UMM et1am
quod ulsorum suasıonıbus agıt Deus, ut uelımus el ut credamus, S1ue extrinsecCcus PCI
euangelıcas exhortationes, ub1 el mandata legı1s alıquıid 9 S1 ad hoc admonent
homınem infirmıiıtatis SUuUac, ut ad oratiam iustificantem credendo confuglat, S1uUe intrın-
u  P ubı NCINO habet ıIn potestate quıd el uenlat In mentem, sed consentire uel dıs-
sentire proprlae uoluntatıs est  27
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somethıng and Can ultımately be esCT1DE! AS er
Belıef PT'  SCS vocatıon counsel. In thıs Augustine 1S al
lıberty 118 aArguc that God MnNgSs Oou the ıll belıeve In and that
in o1ng hıs Compassıon precedes CVCIY human actıvıty, but he 15
also able insıst al the SaJmMle time that OUT CONsent rejection of
the saıd vocatıon belongs the uman ll (voluntas). Augustine
o0€es 1a(0]1 SCC thıs undermıinıng the effect of (COTr. 4.7D; but rather

confırmıng ıt What ave and what recel1ve ave rece1ved
from God, but the act of rece1ving and pOSsessIng must be ascr1ıbed

the PCISON who recCelves POSSCSSCS. The fact that SOTIIC belıeve
and others do not remaılns ySterYy that Augustine Can only confıiırm
ıth reference Rom 114135 agaınst prıde and 9,14 agaınst those

who seek CXCUSECS for theır sinfulness)”® 1ıle insıstıng that In God
ere 15 unrıghteousness. Augustine 1S ell of the fact that
hıs answer m1g nNnOoTLt satısIfy He invıtes oOse whe consıder
h1s insufficıent consult INOTIC learned indıvıduals, but
W arlls them al the Salllec time of the potential anger of seekıng advıce
from the pretentious””, remark that fıts perfectly wıthın the Ontext
of hıs CIHIOTINOUS esteem for the ırtue of humilitas*9. It l be clear
from hat ave saı1d far that the actıvıty of Cannot be
separate from the uman PCISON the object hereof ıt 15 CÄDC-
rence that OVETITCOMECS uS, perhaps, but OIlC that Cannota place ıth-
oOut The human capacıty recelve and POSSCSS 1S natural g1ven,
but hat recelve and POSSCSS 15 granted Such idea 1s NO only
supporte by Cor 4') E} ıt 15 that resounds In fact through-
OufTt the It 111 also be clear that when Augustine spe of OUT
11l belıeve, he dıstinguıishes 0€s NOoTt separate ! the latter irom
iree 111 ogranted by He rıghtly claım, therefore, that he has
eiende: free 111 Dy promoting ıt 11l belıeve, frunt of the
gıft of STACC

It 18 orth bearıng in mınd that thıs W d>s become much INOTC 1mMpor-
tant in the CONLTOVEISY ıth ulıan of Aeclanum than Cor. 4’ Thıs should OMIC

SurprIise, however, Ssince Julhıan had dıfficulty reconcılıng the exıistence of or1ıgınal
SIN ıth the idea of rıghteousness.

De Spirıtu el ıttera 34,60, CSEL 60, 2202921
CHAFFNER, Christliche Demut. Des HI Augustins Lehre Von der Humaulıitas,

Würzburg, 1959 continues be valuable readıng In thıs regard.



THE PRESENCE COR 447 THE AUGUSTINE 385

The margınal of Cor 4, in De nafura ef gratia and
De gest1s Pelagıı

As matter of fact, Cor 4, ole 0€eSs nNOoTt ave role
play In De NALuUra el gratid“". An mportant work when consıdered

from the perspective of the Pelagıan controversy““, the latter only COIMN-
taıns sıngle reference (Sor 4,7b In reaction sStatement of
elagıus, namely that ıt 15 iımpossı1ble for evıl g1ve rse fo
good“>, Augustine that punıshment be understood evıl
that ea people iImprove themselves He 15 also of the opınıon that
evıls exIist that cCompassıon be salvıfıc. Ihe
reference Cor A 15 elated number of quotations from
Ps 29,7-8 The psalm VETSCS, however, entral According the
psalm, Augustine9 CVCIY time uman PCISON ascrıbes SOIIIC-

ıng hım herself that from God, God turns AWaY from the
PCISON and confuses hım her Indeed, hat do human PCISONJ}NS ave
that they ave nNOoTt received? TIhe segment of CJOr 4, 1Ss quoted but
wıthout further NLary In terms of ıts Ontent Ps 29,7-8 15 thus
the maınstay of the pAaSSapC, and thıs becomes all the INOTEC vident in
hat ollows when Augustine returns the Samle psalm versest++

Cor. 4 1kewise has sıgnıfıcant role play In De gestis
Pelagıi The segment (ZOr. 4, 7D 1S only eferred OIMNC OCCasıon
In 14,34, ontext 1C ugustine that beginnıng IO belıeve
15 also i The from Corinthians constitutes of arger
serl1es of crıpture quotations. Augustine that the beginnıng of
g00d deed 15 also rece1ved and he quotes Cor. 4, ın thıs Ontext
only“® The remaınder of hıs argumentatıon 1S ase‘ er Scripture

41 The work in question 1kewise contaıns sıngle reference Cor. 1.31
C Retractationes 11,42, CCSE IT O30 ° Liıbrum CISO qUO hu1c

respondi, defendens gratiam 197(0)81 contra nNaturam sed PCT quam natura lıberatur el reg1-
{Ur, de natura ei gratia Nuncupaul. ”

One miıght Inquıre al thıs Juncture whether Augustine correctly presented ela-
Q1uUS’ intentions. If OIMNC 15 wiıllıng enter into Pelagıus’ world of ideas, then ONC ıll
lıkely CONCIude that ethıcal evıl such Cal lead somethıng 200d. One mMust
also enter fully into Augustine’s logıc, however, which G0d SOVEINS all things and

make IN of evıl aCCOUNT of orıgınal SIN and ıts dramatıc CONSCYUCNCECS ın
order conclude that (GJ0d Can make uUse of evıl bring about the 200d. OMBERT,
(Gloria gratiae, 31 1-312, aDPDCAIs Ü DaYy LOO hıttle attention the partıcularıty of
the Pelagıan perspective wıth respect thıs pasSsSagc.

De natura el gratia AT CSEL 6 E 253
45 De gestLs Pelagii 14,34, OS 42, 9()

C HOMBERT, Gloria gratiae, 615 it would firom hıs index that the
author Days partıcular attention thıs PasSSapc. Cor. 4, 7 15 quotatıion, INOTC

less
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quotations. In short, ıt 1S dıfficult conclude that the in QUCS-
tion had mportant role play in [WO of Augustine s MOSstT 1Mpor-
tant antı-Pelagıan works.

Contra uas epistulas pelagıanorum
More attention 1S pald Cor Ü In Contra UAaAS epistulas

pelagıanorum, the 1ITrS instance In the Context of the followıng qQqUCS-
t10N: how 0€Ss LIOVC free ıll (Contra UAaAS epistulas pela-
g1anorum ‚„19,37-38)? Augustine has problems ıth Juhan’s INnsS1S-

that human PCISONS desire do hat 1S g0o0d of eIr OW

accord, wıthout the help of9 and only in the realısatıon of theır
deeds they g1ven help*”. Augustine that ıf 15
g1ven In order help x00d uman wiull, then the latter must in fact
ave deserved the it reCelIves. such WEIC the CasSC, ugustine
maıntaıns, ONEC longer speak of genume grace“®, In order to
iıllustrate that 1S already present In OUT 111 do g00d,
Augustine refers in the first instance the COonNnversıon of Paul and
the fact that saved aCCOUNT of cCompassıon. He then
makes reference JIn 6,65 “NO OIlC Can COM unless ıt 1S
grante Dy the Father Reference 1S made In addıtion 18 Mt 31 In
1C ıt 1S saı1d that ave pray for ose who persecute us. Ihe
Casec of Mt d 1S clearly example of sıtuatıon In 1C people

supportive but not the basıs of theır g00d ee One
0Ug PIaYy for the CONvers1ıon of such individuals®*?. TIhe VC fact

Contra duas epistulas pelagiıanorum 19.37 CNBEL 60, 4573 One would be
Justifıed Inquırıng al thıs Juncture whether Augustine provıdes COrTECTI rendıition
of Juhan’s posıtıon. Indeed, free 11l for Julıan 15 gift of God Given the fact that
he maıintalns the responsıbilıty of the free 0 and that the latter 15 NOTL atitfecte: by the
fall of Adam, free 11l thus remaılns g00d and 1ts goodness 18 God Strictly
speakıng, and wıthın Juhan’s conceptualısatıon terms of relatıonshıp and human
responsıbilıty, God does 87011 need manıpulate OUT wıll S SINCEe it 15 still °“undam-
aged”. ( LAMBERIGTS, Julıan of Aeclanum: Teafor Good Creator, in UQUS-
tinLiana (1988) B AA

4® C: thıs regard Premıieres polemiques Conitre Julien. De NUuptLLS el CONCUPIS-
centia. Contra UAaASs epistulas pelagianorum. Introduction, traduction el noOoTes p
c IT HONNARD, BLEUZEN el DE VEER (Oeuvres de saınt Augustin, 23 Parıs,
1974, Note complementaıre Meraiıte el demerite chez Saıint Augustıin, 783783
References thıs ork wıll be abbrevıiated henceforth 23

Wıth respect the IN of the lıturgy general and PTaycCI partıcular AargUu-
MentTts agaınst Pelagıan hypotheses Nr4 VINEL, L’argument liturgique oppose Dar
Saıint Augustın Pelagiens, Louvaın-la-Neuve, 08 (unpublıshed doctoral disser-
tatıon).
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that such command 15 g1ven mplıes that theır bad ll 15 OPCH
change Augustine also makes uUsc of text IC plays mportant
role in the immediate CONTrOVeTrSY ıth the elagıans, namely Jn G:
“NO OIlC COM unless drawn Dy the Father who sent me  27

SOCS wıthout sayıng that Augustine 0€eSs not intend suggest hereby
that people 11l COMINC to belıeve wıthout wantıng do He 15 of the
Op1n10n, nevertheless, that G0d 15 able TAawW 1991538! and in
such WaY that they abandon theır inıtıal lack of al and want
believe>°% Quotations from hron 30142 zek 36,26-27 and Esther
1415 EMPIOVYE tOo demonstrate that God has influence the
desires of the human heart Esther’s visıt the kıng 1S reated In
ticular detaıl and 15 aSsSOC1ated ıth the idea that (G0d 15 al work In OUT

desıres (Phıl 2.153) ON PCISON 1S saved and the er NOoTt 1S
mystery>!, but the fact remaıns that belong the “vasa mI1ser1COr-
1a€e€  27 (cf: Rom 9,22-23) and that should 18(011 0aSs Ou hat
ave sınce POSSCSS nothing that ave NOT rece1ved (1 Cor 4,7b)
The segment from orınthlans 15 quoted 4S the conclusıon
argumentatıon replete ıth 1DI1Ca foundatıons The segment ıtself 18
granted partıcular attention.

Augustine reIurns the intrıguing question why SUOTIIC saved
and others NOTt in Contra UAS epistulas pelagıanorum, He
observes Dy WaY of introduction that Paul solves thıs question by 18{011
solving ıt the ur CannoOoTt resist the Creator (Rom What

dealıng ıth ere 1S ySterYy (Rom For UuguS-
tine, however, o0€eSs NOoTt only function d help for the VUASd ML1-
sericordiae, 1t also functions help for the VASa Lrae, prec1ısely
because God reveals hıs and m1g hereın Indeed, g00d-
6SsSS 1S powerftul that he SCS the VaASd Irae in order demonstrate
the wealth of hıs glory In them behalf of the VaASd misericordiae.
In the 1Irs instance, God punıshes Justly and In the second instance,
he LOTZ1ves gracefully>“. Augustine then quo(tes Cor 4,7a Who 15 ıt

C'ontra duas epistulas pelagianorum VM  ’  s OCSEL 6 &A 454 *”I Tahıtur CISO
MITIS modiıs, ut uelit, ab ıllo, quı noult Intus in 1PS1S homınum cordıbus operarlı, NON
uft homines, quod fıerı ON potest, nolentes credant, sed uolentes nolentibus
T1ant

51 The fact that (GG0d SOINC and NOTL others continues be problematic, In
spıte of the fact that Augustine SCCS 1t MYStTEeTY. ( in thıs regard Note comple-
mentaıre Le ens du mystere chez Saint uQ2ustin, 23 D ATR

Contra duas epistulas pelagıanorum 11070 d CSEL 6 C 476 “"qula pOotens
est boniıtas e1us, ut bene ufatur et1am malıs, In e1s facıt diuıitias glor1ae SUac
in uasa mi1sericordiae, quon1am quod ab 1Irae uasıs ex1gıt lustitia punıent1s, hoc uasıs
mi1iserıcordiae d1imuıttiıt ogratia lıberantıs  27
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that diıstinguıishes irom these vessels of WTa from thıs
perdition1s, CONSCYHUCNCEC of dam SIN, whereby all WEeTC doomed
perdıtion ? Dıd Paul ADNSWCT al g00d intent10ns,
rıts? COr 4, 7b-c ollows immediately al thıs Juncture. God himself
distinguishes Dy removıng from the punıshment deserve and
granting the do not deserve>>. hoever wıshes boast,
therefore, cshould 0aSs In the ord (1 (/OP E3 1par) TIhe fate of infant
chıildren 1L 1ustrates In thıs CcContext that salvatıon 0)1 rejection 0€es NOTL

depend but rather God Augustine DSOCS to make reference
Rom 9,12; Mal 1,2-3, am ONS others, precısely In order demon-

strate that OUT redemption 18 1a(011 be ase. OUT OW. actıvıtles but
rather God, otherwise WOU longer be (Rom 11,6)
We do 181011 salvatıon aCCOUunNtT of OUT works, but Dy gratulta
gratia, whereby the g00d 1S ultımately realised>*. C’or A plays dıs-
tiınct role In thıs pPassSasc. the words ““quUIS discernıit ” refer (G0d

ansSWeCeTlI, HE the radıcalıty of 4, TD-C i1ll1ustrates that ave
rece1ved everythıng irom hım. We thus ave 1C4A4SON 0aSs in OUT-

selves.
Pelagıan pralise of reedom of the ll and under-

standıng of the of hrıst 15 also treated In the OU: book of
Contra UAS epistulas pelagiıanorum, namely In 1V,6,13-14 Uugus-
tine 1S unable ıth the Pelagıan hypothesıs that elps
OUT g00d intenti1ons, precisely because he beheves that such g00d inten-
t10NSs hereby counted aMOoN£ OUT personal meriıts, 111e ıt 1S clear
18 hım that g00d intentions only exıist 1f they preceded by
Augustine that g0o0d intenti1OnNs only arıse in g00d wıll,
1.e In ll prepared for g00d intentions Dy the compassıonate God
TOV 6.,35) er the fall, he maıntaıns, ONEC Cal longer speak of

ONa voluntas ap firom As matter of fact, the fallen
uman PCISON 1S imbued ıth fundamental attıtude of efusal It 1S
only by that thıs fundamental attıtude be dısrupted and the
uman PCISON}N Can aITIVe al the g00d God, for ugustıine, WeS noth-
ıng 11OT 15 He oblıged grant reward. ose who ou thıs oullty
of prıde and OSse ıth such pretens10ons do nNOoTt lısten the SCr1p-

ole ser1es of quotations irom the ollows al thıs Junc-
ture beginnıng ıth Cor 4, 7b, and Oollowe: Dy In In 4’ E}
Rom 123 In 398, Kom 8,14; In 6,66 K7ra 8,28; Jer 2,40-41

Contra duas epistulas pelagianorum’ CSERE 6 9 476-477
Contra duas epistulas pelagianorum ’  P GB 6 E} 478 * Praecedit

UNON debıta, sed gratulta oratla, ut PCI ıllam fjant bona D  9 NC, S1 praecesserint
bona D'  5 (amquam oper1bus reddatur oratıa SIC oratia 1am NON sıt oratla. ”
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and Ez 36.22:2J 32-38, all of 1C NieNde: illustrate that the
prımary inıtlatıve from God In er words, (Or. 4,7b 1s
of long ser1es of crıpture references wıthout anı y partıcular
elated ommentary aken ogether, the OX ole (and NO only

Cor 4,7b) ead OIC conclusıon: ıf want 1{0 0as then should
0aSs In God (1 Cor 131

Augustine consıders hımself be supporte In hıs posıtıon 1a(011
only by the Scriptures but also bDy the tradıt10on. Cyprıan had already
pointed Ouft that ave nothıng to boast Ou because nothiıng
belongs and had eferred Cor 4, 7b-C in the context>®. For
Augustine there 15 argument OMNC 15 NOoTL oblıged follow yprıan
and abolısh free 11l ıf ONMNC 1S prepared, he 1S, ascrıbe everythıng
that 1s g00d In thıs ıfe God The conclusıon, 138 agaın, 18 Namn-

bıgzuous Cor 4,7b o0€Ss 197011 constitute the object of independent
Commentary but functions rather ogether ıth several er VEeISCS d

SO  z of barrıer agaınst potential personal pretens10ns.

Contra Iulianum Opus Imperfectum
In the [WO mMoOst comprehensive works agaınst Pelagıanısm,

namely Contra Iulianum and Contra Tulianum Opus ımperfectum,
Cor A plays somewhat margınal role, dısappearıng into ns1gn1f-

1IcCance In terms of IirequenCcy when compared, for example, ıth Ps
5K SIT. 40.1, Mt 6.12 Rom 5.12: Rom E18.25-25. Gal 517 Con-
Ira Iulianum in fact makes reference Cor 4’ ’ 1ıle three ref-
CIGEHNCES made of the In Contra Iulianum Opus ımper-
fectum.

The first reference Call be found In book I1 of Contra Tulianum
Opus imperfectum, which provıdes of the ıth 16
Juhan and Augustine endeavour explaın Romans It should be
Note: In passınz al thıs Juncture that it 1s Augustine that
ave rei1able pıcture of Juhan’s Florum?!. (‚or. 4, CINCTSCS for
the 1ITS time in Opus ımperfectum 11,166 In the Context of hıs exegesI1s
of Rom (*“Qu1 lesum Christum mortul1s excıtavıt, quı iTra-
dıtus est propter delıcta NOSITra el resurrexIıt propter 1lustificatiıonem 110S$5-

(Lam) Julıan that Paul makes ıt clear that the rıghteous G0d

Contra duas epistulas pelagianorum 1V,6,14-15, CSEL 60, 534-536
Contra duas epistulas pelagianorum V ,9,25-26, SEL 60, 5522553
It WOUuU from thıs approac that Augustine genumely accounted for

Juhan’s crit1que, expressed ın the WadYy In whiıich Augustine’s De NUPTLLS el
CONCUPILSCENTLA refuted uhan’s Turbantium based the absence of chartula.
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0€6Ss 1a(0)1 charge the SINS of ON PCISON the aACCOUNT of others Paul 1Ss
spe: fact about OUFr SINS Christ’s eg has do wıth OUT CI-
OUS SINS and NOTL the SIN of INan who dıed long ago?®. Such idea
1S only be OUunN! the Manicheans>?. 15 evıdent from Julı1an
COommentary Rom 54 that the Christ Was also of
iımportance for hım We recelve Justificatıon through the forg1veness of
SINS. We 0Ug praıse the intermediary for hıs gıft, SINCEe rough
hım ave een granted ACCCSS hrıst restored the tTeedom

had ost hrıs saved from TruIn. We, who had nothıng INOTEC
o0k forward 18 than eternal punıshment, Can NO boast In the hope of

glory®®. should also be noted ere that the T1IS also
had mportant place In the oughts of Julı1an hrıs not only for-
DSaVC OUT SINS, he also restored OUT treedom It 15 for thıs ICasSsON that
uman PCTSONS al lıberty boast In the hope of glory

Redemption for both Julı1an and Paul 15 already SUOUTCE of JOV
In thıs ıfe We do nNnOot only avo1d SIN in thıs ıfe ıth 1e W future
rewards but cons1ıder the VC fact of OUT 1a(0)1 g1Vving In SIN
reward In itse1f®!. Of COUISC, OMNC m1g ask ıf the avoldance of SIN IN
poss1ıble and Augustine o0€eSs NOot faıl insıst thıs po1mn but the
fact remaıns that Julıan consıdered the avoldance of SIN fo be SOUTCE
of JOY As matter of fact, faıth in promıse ase the INAaS-
nıfiıcence of hıs love for Stan! guarantor of OUT future happıness.
God has revealed hıs love for humankınd hrough his gıft of the
Spirit®. Juhan’s paraphrasıng Oommentary STays close the fext. Hıs

FlorumyEL, 391 284 ““Quam uehementer inculcat apud 1US-
tum ludicem eum alıena peccata allııs NON NOCCIC, quı Commendans mortem Chriıstı
u1lgılanter enuntıat propter NOSsSITa iıllum delıcta, UJUaC el plura erant el NOsIra erant, NON

propter NUMmM alıenum el olım defuncti1 hom1nıs mMortem oppetisse? ” Wıth respect
the maJor dıfferences between Julhian and Augustine in relatıon the fall of Adam

and its CONSCYUCNCCS, Q LAMBERIGTS, Julien d’Eclane el Augustın d’Hippone:
deux cConceptions d’Adam, In RUNING, ‚AMBERIGTS, VAN OUTEM (ed.), Col-
lectanea Augustiniana. Melanges Van Bavel (Augustiniana Leuven, 1990,
3°73.410

Florum’ CSEE Ö3 285 Wıth respect Juhan’s knowledge of
Manıchaeism, SCC ‚AMBERIGTS, Was Augustine Manichaean The Assessment of
Julıan of Aeclanum, ın VA\|  Z OORT, ERMELINGER WURST, Augustine and
Manıiıchaeism In the Latın West Proceedings of the Fribourg-Utrecht S ymposium of
the International Assocıatıion of Manichaean tudies (TAMS) (Nag Hammadı and
Manıchaean Studies, 49), Leıden, Boston Cologne, 2001, 113-136

Florum’ CSEL 851 286
61 Florum {166. EAaYDIS BL 28L

Florum ,  9 SEL S31 288 Neque confutabıt SPCIN NOstram getfer-
DOTUMM frustratio Commodorum, quandoquıdem uadem beatıtudinis uturae De1 Carı-

tenemus, UUaC effusa est In cordıbus nostris DCI Spırıtum Sanctum, quı datus est

humanum. 55
nobıs, 1d est PCI dona Sanctı Spiırıtus AINOTECIN SUUTMN Deus CIrca N} probauıt
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observatıon bears wıtness immense confidence in lovıng
fıdelıty towards humankind®°.

Augustine’s draws attention the earnestnes of the
SIN of dam and the fact that WeEeTC all part of hım when he sınned.
Our uman nature 1S wounded am s SIN has become OUT SIN through

INJUr10US SUCCESSILO. Augustine consıders hımself be supporte
In hıs posıtıon by mbrose, who Arg UuCS that all born under SIN
because OUT or1g1n 15 be OUunNn! In vitio0°*. Augustine WOUu aAaDPCAL

be partıcularly concerned ıIn thıs Context ıth the fate of infant chıl-
ren He ArgucCSs that ere WOUu be po1n for hrıst ave dıed
for lıttle cANıladren ıf they WEeEeIC NOoTt born ıth gu1 1Io deny thıs WOU
be exclude nfants from the salvatıon brought Oou Dy Christ®
Augustine clearly has Strong eelıngs ıth respect the suggestion
that or1ginal SIN has its In Manıchae1sm. In order that
the Samle idea 1S maıntaıiıned wıthın the catholica, he turns mbrose,
Cyprıan and Ambros1ı1aster (whose work he incorrectly ascrıbes 18
Hilarius)®. oug the claım that the TrTee authors had precısely the
SaJmıle ıdea the matter 4S Augustine 15 OPCH d1iscuss1on, the fact
remaıns that lınk 15 establıshed Dy al] three between dam and hıs
descendents Augustine 15 of the op1nı0n,s that Julıan and
hıs followers 1ımıted forgiving ıle they gnored the
SOTIT of whereby nabled do go0od the basıs of the
gılft of love grante Dy the medıatıon of the Holy Spiırıt It 15 ın thıs PTC-
CIse cContext that Augustine appeals Phıl 1,19 ° Oramus ad

29267Deum, quıd facıatıs malı.
Augustine also thoroughly examınes Juhan’s statement CON-

cerning the ıdea that not sınnıng 1s reward In tself, askıng hım
ıdentify the SUOUICEC of the reward in question. Ihe suggestion that
uman PCISONS thıs reward themselves WOU In fact be CON-
firmatıon of the elagıan CITOL. If ıt irom God, the er
hand, then ıt WOU be better speak of the gıft of the reward, SINCEe
In the latter instance ere WOUuU ave be prıor meriıts the

Ihe present author has the impress1ion that HOMBERT, Gloria gratiae, DA
528 15 falrly negatıve concernıng uhan’s posıtions.

® Opus Iimperfectum 11,163, GSEL 8IL: 284, In which Augustine makes ref-
CICIICE Ambrose’s De paenıtentia E3

Opus ımperfectum’ CSEL SI4 284-285
Augustine appeals Ambrose’’s Commentary Luke, 234 Cyprian’s letter

64,5 and Ambrosıaster’s commentary the Letter the Romans, S22 ci. Opus
iımperfectumnGE SI k: 285

Opus ımperfectum, OCSEL S3 286 It 18 strıkıng that ıteral TCeN-

dering of thıs quotation 15 be found In Opus ımperfectum iın 1ve of the nıne
instances, 1€e LNOTC than half.
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of uma:  1n TIhe VC 1idea that 1S granted accordıng OUT

meriıts Was condemned by elagıus Diospolıs CO De gestis Pelagıl
30) Wıth reference Juhan’s OW Commentary Rom 5,355,
Augustine po1ints Ouft that the latter alsSO reCOgNISES that the gıft of not
sınnıng from God By WaY of pro0 that OUT oastıng 1S also
gıft, Augustine then SOCS 18 Cor 4, 7b-c and Cor
3Jpan® The quotations fıt partıcularly ell in hıs argumentatıon al
thıs Juncture. If everythiıng 15 g1ilt, then oastıng in God 15 the only
oastıng that makes Ihe suggestion that the human PCISONS
fınd the wıthın themselves NOT SIN IS evıdence of prıde and
ea| damnatıon (a quotation from Jer PAS O1ll10WS). 15 clear for
Augustine,$that the VC. fact that PCISON beheves 1s iıtself
i®

Julıanpr hıs OW V1S10N of Rom towards the end of
Florum H7O He reveals in hıs Commentary that the reception of for-
g1veness of SINS 1S Ser10us matter We confess OUT SINS in order
recelve forg1veness. Wıth gratitude for the gıft, Sstrıve be invul-
nerable SIN and deviation/!. Julıan places consıderable emphasıs
the ımportance of lıviıng 118 dıd Consıstent ıth hıs earlıer DOSI1-
t10NS, he continues 118 place the emphasıs the appeal that
from the apostle ea In Rom 6,5 stands for the refusal o1ve In
SIN Just d hrıst HCcE dıed ACCOUNT of SIN, 1.€ for OUT SINS, and 1S

longer dead but lıves In olory, must W!  , dead SIN, lıve
only for virtue and In the Servıce of virtue/?. ead In thıs WaY, ıt
becomes viıdent that Julıan 1S able ventilate all hıs grievances
agaınst Augustine’s Vis1ıon of SIACC and the fall As eXxpert Orator,
he asks hıs where ıt 15 that Paul offers critique of nature, of
the comıng into eıng of human substance, of procreation eic 15
clear for hım that Paul asks the human 111 Sa Yy SIN and 18

Opus imperfectum’SE 5541 287
Opus iımperfectum M ( AB ö3.1, 2858

Florum 1122241 (Z7SEJ- 631
/1 Julıan assoclates all of thıs ıth the Chrıst event; cf. Florum g  s CSEL

O3 E, 326 “ Dıicıt 11055 MOTLIUOS SS5C PECCALO 1am tempore, YUO, ut accıperemus
indulgentiae donum, renuntiare 1105 mundo omn1busque peccatıs professı1P
ıdeo mMunerTIS CINOTCS debere S1IC uluere, ut Chrısto consepultı SSC doceamur
resurrectionem 1US CONSpICUA sanctıtate e quomodo ılle, pOStquam ‚UI1-
rexıt mortuls, nullas infırmıtates COrpOTIS, nulla fagella perpetitur, ıta et1am el 910
SSC inuulnerabiıles peccatıs omnıbus el ult1us annıtamur. ”

72 Florum H223 SEL 6I 338330 ““Quomodo Chrıstus, Inquıit, quı
pPeCCAaLO MOTTIUUS est semel, 1d est propter peccalta NnOstra MOTTUUS est semel, ultra ON

moriıItur, sed ulult In glorıa Deı, ıta ei uUOS, deputate uUOS PECCAaLO MOTLIUOS solıs uluere
ei serulre ulirtutibus. ” (Commentary Rom 6,8-1
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egın He  S ıfe by IMPTOVINS OUT ee When Paul speaks of S11 he
of SIM the result of act of the free will”® At the SAalillec iiıme

Julıan emphasıses the ıdea that forgıveness of S1115 somethıng Mas-
nıfıcent lıberatıon from S11 oblıges be faıthful G0od and
SCLIVG (G0d ulıan 0€es NOoTt deny that S11 domiınates OUT lıves but O  <

that ave recei1ved the blessings of (G0d and the burden of
OUT guilt has een removed 0Ug SIVC thanks G0d who has
healed us74 Julıan attaches consıderable ımportance the gıft of
grace ”> but ıth the best 1 the WOT. he 15 unable determıne
where the apostle 15 saıd ave spoken of S1111 that INJUTICS the
MMiINd before the ıll ex1isted and before human beings had achleved
knowledge and awareness’® ulıan NO h1s commentary Rom
G:17 1{ 15 vıdent from the relatıvely short COMMEeNLTLaAaTIıES that
Julhıian wanted brıng book I1 of Florum end that change
of obedience the heart has taken place whereby AIcC lıberated
from S11 and intent holiness’’ When Paul sStates Rom that
he CXPTCSSINS hımself human terms because he addressing hım-
self weak uman PCTISONS then thıs 15 evıidence for Julıan of the
humanıty of h1ıs exhortation’® al 1{8 hıs argumen that (G0d o€es
not ask human PCISON}NS do the impossı1ble Julı1an NSsISsSts the fact
that the apostle uUusec of the term "human 15 clearly ntended cshow
that hat he asks 15 CaS Y and achievable”? According Julıan ere-
fore the COIC of Paul argument that the ıImprovement of the 111
chould result the removal of the insufficıiencles of the 111 ulıan

73 Florum 11 2726 CSEL 34() ..  NOs P dıcımus de PECCALO AaDOS-
tolum uoluntatıs humanae, QUaC UNOQUOQUC peccante SSt, locutum fulsse ApoSs-
olus autem nıhıl sanxıt, quod possıt 1UIC reprehendi; peccatum ıtaque uoluntatıs Osten-
dıt, quod inculcat debere uıtarı.  27

Florum .227 ON 8I, 2
L3 See thıs regard AMBERIGTS Julıan of Aeclanum Grace Some Con-

siderations, LIVINGSTONE ed.) Studia Patrıstica Papers Presented Al the
Eleventh International Conference Patrıstic tudıes Held xfor. 199] Vol
XXVII Cappadocian Fathers Greek Authors after Nıcaea Augustine Donatısm and
Pelagianısm Leuven Peeters 993 3472 349

Florum {{ 7729 CSEL illustrates that for Juhan aul ıdea of
being slave SIN hes al the level of the indıvıdual 11l At the Samllec iiıme hıs
cCommentary Rom 19 bears 1tnNess Juhan Consıders the demands propose by
aul human demands demands wıthın OUT human PCTSONS We
AdIiC NnOT called do thıngs beyond OUT reach have the IMPTCSS1ON that insufficıent
attention has been palıd thıs the lıterature dealıng ıth the Pelagıan COIN-

LTOVETSY Ihe cCoOoncretfe demands of SOINCONC such Juhan for example SCCIH
reasonable In cCertaın OMNC does NO have do deal order do
hat OIC oblıged do

Florum 11 231 CSEL 345
/8 Florum I1 720 CSEL 345
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of the opınıon hereby that Paul 1S askıng the al nothıng INOIC
than strıve after virtue ıth the Sallle earnestness and enthusı1asm d

they 11ICE SITOVE after sin®®. ulıan belıeves that Paul’’s words In thıs
regar! clearly indıcate that he 1S not thınkıng of iınborn SIN. Indeed,
how WOUu it be possıble for Paul Sa y that hat he asks 15 human,
if he WEOIC ask ıt of people In whom SIN W as inborn, Dr10Tr the
arrıval of the soul in eIr body and eır body In the world®!? One of
Julı1an entral CONVvVIıcCt1ONS 15 that the 1idea of or1ıgınal SIN, IC for
hım 1s SIN that 15 present In uman nature in ıts createdness, puts
end uman reedom and human responsıbilıty. It 15 evıdent for hım
that OUT slavery SIN must be ascrıbed radıcally to the wiıll, Just OUT
efforts be rıghteous also ave theır FrOOLIS in the wiıll, al eas ıf it has
undergone improvement®“.

As OMNC m1g eXpecCT, Augustine radıcally dısagrees and dSs he
en does, he pomts outft that Julıan 1S NOT lıstening prec1isely hat
Paul WAants Say eTe Julıan COomMMeNtTarY sticks the text al
hand, Augustine regularly introduces er into hıs argument
15 clear for ugustine that Rom 6,2b-3 nNntende SaYy that OSse who

born In hrıst dead to SIN hıs 15 ımmediıately assoc1lated ıth
the idea that newborn nfants AIc 1kewıise dead SIN ıf they bap-
1Se Given the fact that they NOT yel old enough 18 SIN, then the
SIN In question must be orıgınal SIN Julıan 1S then offered choice:
clearly that such nTfants do not eed be aptıse: ıf they AI

be aptıse: that they do NOTt ave be aptıse: in hrıst 0)1 bap-
t1ised In h1ıs death® Of COUISC, Augustine knows ell enough that
Juhan denı1ed the necessIity of infant baptısm He remaıns of the
opınıon, however, that hıs understandıng hereof 15 insuffıiciıent: hrıst
Calile SAaVC all: includıng newborn infants, and that only makes

Florum 11:233: CSEL 53 1: 146 “Ne quıd Nım arduum el iInaccessum
hominı praecıpere ulderetur, uverbum de consuetudıine usurpauıt, uft humanum dıceret,
1d est Tacıle tractabıle, ei quod CaUSaIrIum comparatıone miıtescat. ”

Florum5CSEL 55 346-347
l Florum9 CSEL 531 347

Florum 9  ' CSEL 551 348 “AC PCI hOocC Constaft apostolum, ITCUCICN-
dum ecclesi1iarum informatorem, ratıonem magıster11 SU1 consılıo aequıtate humanıtate
reddentem nıhıl de naturalı SeNsISSE pEeCCALO, sed inculcasse, ut ICS erat, el ult1ıorum 1105

NON N1SsS1 PCI uoluntatem fulsse el lustitiae 105 eadem L0)  n S1
untate serulre. 1rrigatur, uol-

83 Opus imperfectum ‚9  ‘9 CSEL 850 325 °Confıtere CISO peCCalo LIOT-
[UOS paruulos baptızatos, confitere em orıginale peCCatlum; 1NON Nnım alıud, Cul
moreren(tur, habuerunt;: aut dıc baptızarı COS 19(0)8| Oportere aut, Cu baptızan-
(Ur, 11011 COS In Christo lesu baptızarı aut NON In mortem 1DS1US baptızarı el dele, S1
p apostolı uerba dicentis: quicumque baptızatı In Chrıisto lesu, in mMortem
1DS1US baptızatı SUumus. ”
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ıf SIN 15 present in the latter Augustine quotes Rom 52 and adds
*I hıs 1S the SIN IC newborn infants dıe when they dIC aptıse:
In the ea of Christ”’&+ The expression °°al] of who  27 In Rom 6,3
refers, therefore, al] people, and old, and small®>. Whıle
Julıan 1s thınkıng of personal SIN, Augustine concludes the basıs of
hıs adıcal analysıs of Chriıst’s comıng comıng for SsiInners that the
recognıtion of the ex1istence of orıgınal SIN 15 the only solution. In SOTIT
of ad homınem argument, he also refers the fact that when ullan
hımself W as aptıse into the Church: he hıimself abandone: SIN
hrough the words of those who brought hım the Church And hat
other SIN COU that ave een than or1ıginal sin?®°

In Juhan’s objection that natural SIN eX1Ist
and that Paul 15 alludiıng adults when he speaks of SIN, Augustine

that whıle Paul o0€es indeed address hımself adults he also
addresses hımself cANılaren Indeed, adults ave duty CIISUTC that
theır cCNAılaren SIOW realıse the TU1tSs of obedience, otherwıse they
WOU ave rece1ved the of (10d In vaın (2 Cor. 6,1) Ihıs remark
reveals Augustine s CONvıction that the rel1210us educatıon of cCAılaren
15 matter for the communlıty.

Wıth respect Juhan’s rejection of natural SIN, ugustine pomts
Ouft that human PCTISON 15 born ıth the CONCUPLSCENLTIA CAFNLS
which they 0Ug resIst. hıs sınful desıre 1S of OUT COFDUS MO -
tale (Rom 6;12) and 1S evıdence of the ex1istence of SIN CONCUPILS-
centia CAFNLS iS the result of SIN and ıt ea| SIN He adds,E}
that Rom 612 states °Non regznel In VESITO mortalı COT-

DOre: ; and NOTt ..  non sıt  297 The fact that SIN 1S In 1S evıdent, but ıf
ATIC aVvO1d SIN gamıng the hand in OUT lıves, eed

grace®”.
Forgiveness of SIN, for Julıan, W as somethıng magnificent. For

Augustine, however, he and hıs followers dıd NOoTt far enough. eIr
pretension that they had Justifıed themselves CoOunter the Church
1C as NOTt be brought iInto temptatiıon (Mit 6139 1{8 the ADOS-
tle who prayed G0d that the Corinthlians WOUuU nNOoTt act wıckedly
(2 Cor 15;./) and TIas who saıd that he had prayed for Peter
that he WOU 181011 abandon hıs al It 1Ss also evıdent for Augustine
that human PCISON}NS NOTt only eed forg1ving but they also eed

Opus imperfectums CSEL SE 337 “Kcce CUul PECCAaLlO morluntur,
Cu in mortem Chrıstı lesu paruulı baptızantur. ”

also Opus imperfectum9 CSEL S5.1: 330-340
Opus imperfectum9 GNEL 338
Opus ımperfectum 9  9 EB 89 341-34°) E* also$HS 89,1,

347-348
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supportive that they m1g turn AWAaY from evıl and do g00d®®,
SOCS wıthout sayıng that Augustine spare nothıng in m  ıng ıt clear

that for all of thıs be poss1ible OUT 111 had 18 be prepare: in advance
(Prov 8,3I Sept;)°.

Julıan admıiratıon for the humanıty of Paul’s commands dıd
nNOoTt engender deal of SYyMpalhYy where Augustine Was COIN-
cerned. He consıders Julhian be dece1ver who places all hıs COSS
in ONEC and the SAamllec basket, namely free wiıll, and 0€Ss COunter

Cor 4, 7b, Cor. 30 (plants, and ST0OW stem from God) and
Cor 137 (n 1C Paul that the orınthians might do

evil)”®. Augustine establıshes sıngle lıne of argument ıth these three
quotations: Cor AT makes ıt clear that all thıngs COTMNNC from God,

Cor 38 reveals that wısdom irom God and Cor 1887
demonstrates that ONC 1s oblıged 18 DIaYy G0od in order prevent PCO-
ple irom o1ng eviıl. Augustine continues hıs evaluatıon of Julıan by
pomting OufTt that the latter 1S NOoTt that hat Paul asks 1S only
poss1ıble through the of love, 1C works Counter OUT SIN-
ful desıres. In order do hat Paul SayS, people In eed of the
g1ifts of the pırı (CT. Rom 8,14) The recognıtıon of that which ONC
has rece1ved 1S precısely hat Augustine sorely m1sses In Julian?!. He
1S of the opınıon that ulıan o€es NOoTt recogn1ıse the value of PTayer for
Convers1on (Ps 79,8), o0€eSs nNOotTt PaYy due attention the al of the
psalmıs who bellıeves that God 11l CONVeTrtT (Ps 64,7) and that he
gu1ldes OUuT Steps (Ps 6.23)2 It 18 clear for Augustine that f the
of 199158! and NOTL guided Dy God, IMNeN and all 191011
alk in ways”?.

Opus ımperfectum ia  P (L 8301 3472 “ Isto nNnım modo oratla, ut 1910)8!

3001  , [ACIE 1910)8! UJUaC PECCAaUIMUS dıluıt; utroque Nım modo adıuuat oratıa, el
dımıttendo, JUaC male fecımus, el opıtulando, ut declinemus malıs ei bona facıa-
INUS

Opus IimperfectumEGFE 891 345 hıs 1S quoted Dy
Augustine in h1s antı-Pelagıan works in Contra duas epistulas pelagıanorum, Contra
TIulianum and Opus imperfectum. Thıs 15 nNnOoTt accıdental: Augustine consıdered the fexXTi
in question offer dec1isıve proof that in the relatıonshıp between STIACC and free wiıll,
the latter Can only acquıre the qualıfication 200 Sub gratia. It 1S interesting notfe
that Juhıan, who had certamly read Contra duas epistulas pelag1ıanorum L makes
reference thıs lıne of argumentatıon!

Opus imperfectum. CSEL B3 345-346
Yl Opus ımperfectum 2233 GSEL S51 346-34 7

Opus ımperfectumgSEL BK 347
Opus imperfectum 11,234, A E ÖI,1. 347 *O1 autem ON ab ıllo dırıgan-

{ur, homo u1lam De1 11011 uolet, ets1ı iubeat lex, ut uelıt. ” Augustine concludes book 11
Dy explaımnıng hıs Vis1ıon NC agaın: the SIN of dam brought suffering and death
humanıty (Rom SAZ: SIT. 40,1) Neıther Call be consıdered eviıidence in SUpport of
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Finally, the “quıd es quod 1910)8! accepist1” quotatıion also
AaDDCAIS In Opus iımperfectum L3 in cContexft In 16 Augustine
clearly demonstrates that God who commands also asSsSIsts
that the evıl cCommıt ourselves and that ıth IC dIC born
be Conquered. What 15 ımpossı1ıble for uman PCISON}NS 15 CaS Y for God
Ose who do not accept and ere ollows the a_
t10on irom Cor. 4,7a-b AIcC consıdered traıtors the Law Such PDCO-
ple lıve 18 the benefit of the Fili misericordiae that the latter m1g
recogn1ıse that 15 gıft and aVO1d prıde by refraınıng from 0ast-
ıng In themselves, ..  sed quı glorıatur, In domıno glorietur ” Cor
L: 31par‘) (SOr. 4, 7a-b 15 eferred In thıs Context in order ShOWwW
that 0OSse who refuse acCcept should not complaın, SINCEe CVEITIY-
ing ave has een rece1ved. E3 ere 15 somethıng that do NOTt
have, therefore, ıt 15 because dıd NOL recelive ıt from God?*

Conclusion

Our has demonstrate in the first instance that Cor
4,7b 15 regularly quoted Dy Augustine wıthout eing gıven further
attention eiıng ascr1ıbed sıgnıfıcant function in hıs um  n
When he 0€Ss TAW attention ıf and ascrıbe ıt s1gnıfi1cance, (F
4, {urns Ouf be multiıfunctional. It Can be sed Wa agaınst
human pretens10ns argument ıIn SUuppoOort of the ıdea that the
theologıcal z00d from God 15 also quoted In order make
clear that, al the eve of redemption, everythın ave mMust ave
een rece1ved ACCOUNT of the radıcalıty of OUT sınfulness. 15 also
strıkıng that Augustine SCCS contradıction between Cor 4,7 and
the defence of free 11l 1S employed, fınally, in the CONLTOVETISY ıth
ulıan make it clear 118 the latter that he attaches insufficlient value
18 that fact that all that DOSSCSS 1S rece1ved from God

ı14 be evıdent from OUT diıscussıon of the Varıo0ous relevant
that Augustine In favour of umıilıty AaCCOUNT of

the sınfulness of fallen humanıty 1S clear the bıshop of 1ppo
that genumlne reedom 1€e Teedom wıthın the al from
God One Caln only speak of ONa voluntas under It 1S also

Manıchaean notion of evıl substance. They belong rather the nature of fallen human-
Ity (chıldren included) from which it MUust be lıberated by Christ Ihose who deny thıs
dIec unable explaın suffering Worse still, they locate all thıs al the dıvıne level,
makıng G0od responsıble for suffering whereby OMNC 15 oblıged consıder Hım
unjJust.

Florum V,129, CSIEE 832 157
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that in certaın Rom DD 15 of INOTEC cruc1al 1mpor-
than Cor 4’ E partiıcularly in the Context of the relatıonshıp

between the pırı and the gıft of love.
It SOCS wıthout sayıng, of COUISC, that OUT study 0€eSs NOot intend

ımply that Cor. A0 Was nNnOTt mportant for Augustine. It 1S al
ent from hıis Vvis1ıon of the texfi in question OUuUnNn in Sımplicianum
and Confessiones that h1ıs readıngz of Cor 4, (especılally 7b) had
ouched hım profoundly. In OUuT Op1nı0n, however, reference 18 the

In the per10 41 1-430 needs not always be consıdered of hıs
antı-Pelagıan reaction. It 15 precısely for thıs ICason that the present
author 15 NOT surprised that the AaDPCALS ave played S12-
nıfıcant role In Augustine’s antı-Pelagıan works In the strıict of
the term ave the iImpress1ion that Augustine 15 better able employ
the radıcalıty of such d Cor. 4, 7b in COomMmuUnIcatıon ıth hıs
fellow behevers rather than In reaction hıs Oopponents.

h1s Jatter observatıon ea| the inevıtable conclusıon that
(r A 18 perhaps 1a(0)1 the best employ In racıng Augustine s
V1is1ıon of throughout hıs antı-Pelagıan works. obally CONSI-
ere! the plays 00 margınal role be understood dS the COI -
reCt key Augustine’s lıne of hought In thıs regar! Moreover, the
UuUsc of Cor A pDOo1In of departure 0€eSs NOTt provıde sufficıent
ACCESsSS the specıfic aCCEeNTs asSsOcC1ated ıth elagıus and Julıan
Indeed, the ADPDPCAIS 18 ave had sıgnıfıcance whatsoever
where Juhan Was concerned! Ihe dıfficulty thus arı1ses that Hombe
otherwıse excellent study WOUuU ADDCAL ave a-cContextual cha-
FaCtleT. al eas ıth respect 18 the elagıan CONLTOVETSY.

TIhe fact that Augustine O€eSs noTt quote OT d ıth fre-
YUUCHNCY In hıs reactiıon 18 the elagıans ADDCAIS the present author

be due in tOo the fact that ıt 1S also possıble Arg UC from the
Pelagıan perspective that uman eIngs ave receı1ved everythıng from
G0d Everythıing AT accordıng OUT human nature 15 gıft of
G0d TOM the Pelagıan perspective, however, emphasıs Cainle be
placed goodness ıt 15 rece1ved from nature the fall of dam
thus plays sıgnıfıcant role In the (often theoretical”>) discourse.

o conclude, and thınk that OUuT exerc1ıse offers sufficient SUD-
DOTT in thıs regard, inchlined 18 AISUC that when It Uugus-
tine’s interaction ıth the Scriptures ıf WOU be better not pın

The Concrete human Crson In al hıs her sıinfulness and finalıty 1s gıven less
attention In Pelagıus and Julıan than 15 the dsCc in Augustine’s wrıtings. have the
impress10n that Augustine had keener AWAalieNCcSss$S of the g1venness of the human PCI-
SOM than the sa1d authors.
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everythıng SsSma number of VerIsSscCS bellıeve ave demonstrated
the basıs oöf the HSC of Cor A in ugustine s antı-Pelagıan works

that ONEC 15 oblıged AaCCOUNT for the Scriptures aSs ole and not
lımıt oneselftf 18 sıngle specıfic text?© ıll ave become clear al
eas that study of the UuUsec of Cor 4: provıdes insufficıent basıs
for exhaustive treatment of the breadth and ep of Augustine s
Visıon of SIAC

Math1]s L AMBERIGTS

For the richness of Augustine s approac the Scriptures SCC, for example,
Bocmay, S firmament de I’Eeriture” . L’hermeneutique augustinıenne Collec-

t1on des Etudes Augustiniennes. Serıe Antıquıite, 172) Parıs, 2004
Note complementaıre Valeur de l’exegese augustinienne, 2 E 795-

797 correctly points Out that it 18 better NnOoTt jJudge Augustine “modern ” exegele,
but N hım rather author who nourıshed hımself the Scriptures such.
Augustine bases hımself the Scriptures’ broad intult1ions rather than entering nto

OUTS
the detaıled exeges1s of specıficn especlally In the CONTEXT of CONLTOVETISY such


