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Diıfficult date

Perler, D Verbraken and Pellegrino dıd NOL NOW
90AÄA when they composed theır chronology of Augustine’s Sser-

Lambot Augustine preache the ıth 11U111-
ber 120 In Poss1idius’ CX al the beginnıng of July 397 NOoTt long after
June (the feast of the apostles eier and au In Carthage.“ Dol-
eau iıdentified that specıfıic ıth SEerMO 90AÄ Dolbeau OUnN:!

nternal Pro0 1Irım deny the hypothetical datıng by Lam-
bot Dolbeau, however, observes number of detaıls In 90AÄ
that compatıble ıth Lambot’s hypothesıs. ese internal detaıls
reveal that the should be placed In SUMMMEeET urıng the tirst

of Augustine s episcopate.” ave and Bochet date
90AÄA around 397, close the composıtıon of the first book of

De doctrina christiana.* Rebillard sıtuates the SCITNON In the

ord of gratitude for prof. dr. Raymond Cannıng, who W as kınd carefully
read Ta of thıs artıcle and help ıth h1ıs suggest10ns.
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Dolbeau found [WO extual parallels confirming the date of 3907 epistula 40, 10 from
Augustine Jerome (ca. 397) and Confessiones I AT (ca. 39./) Dolbeau
thınks thıs ON could be Oocated in the SUMMUNECT, because of 90A, ..  1n ista
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DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits (Z: serie),

VAN AVEL, J’ ‘“ Natural’ and “ Spiritual’ relationships INn Augustine, UuguS-1nı1ana (1996) 197-242, 20271 BOCHET, f Frui-Uti, in MOREAU,
(introd., trad.), OCHET, l., ADEC, (annot., nNnOotes compl.), La doctrine chretienne

De doctrina christiana (Bıblıotheque Augustinienne (Kuvres de Saınt Augustıin
Institut d’Etudes Augustinıiennes, Parıs 199 7, 9-4: 459-4672



UPONT

Carthagınıan SUTNMIET of 30 / ıll UMNMMMAaATIZe the datıng of
ambo and Dolbeau

Hombert the method of scrıptural parallels ates
90AÄA around the 30’7 and 30% He 0€Ss NOot talk ou the

poss1ıble locatıon where the W as delıivered If follow the
hypothesı1s that the W as preache Carthage the YCar 30% 15
NOT poss1ible Perler that the YCal 30% Was 18 turbulent travel
because of the rebellıon of the Afriıcae agaınst CINDCIOT
Honorius at the end of 307 and the subsequent ICDICSSION of that reDel-
lıon 308

Hombert datıng of 90A Can be sed aSs Casec study
evaluate hıs methodology and analysıs In 90AÄA the
De dılectione Dei el DFOALFHII Augustine InvestMgaltes the relatıon
between love for God love for the ne1ghbour and self love Hombert
acknowledges al the begiınnıng of hıs evaluatıon of 90A that
thıs of the relatıonshıp between love for (10d love for ne1ghbour
and self love NOT really orıgınal” Augustine 1
that IT NnOTL hapax The commandment {O rıght love that
ICIHNallls entral urıng the ole of Augustine ıfe hıs thınkıng
and wrıung SO 1{ SUTPI1ISC that Hombert Oun lot of parallels
regardıng the (double trıple) love cCOomMmmandment throughout the
COFDUS of Augustine

Hombert 11eSs paralle]l clusters of 1DI1Ca. C1tati1ons sımılar UuUsec
of Scrıipture and sımılar metaphors objective WaY Hıs study,
however 15 almost completely restricted parallel that SUstaın
hıs hypothesıs that the belongs the per10 30’7 308% ere

also er PO1INIS of COMPACISON that COU indıcate ater date
Hombert handles OSe parallels that COU contradıct the hypothesıs
of 307 30% ıth lot of Cal‘ Because of the huge quantıly of later
allels the parallels of the per10 307 30% INAaY only be consıdered
Interesting observatıons al the mMoOost sSuggesLVve indıcatıons but NOot

complete proo Because of the INan y and dıverse parallels the
method of parallels Can almost NOTL be sed er1ıo0n SIVC the
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early date The analysıs of the Content of the COUuU
perhaps provıde SOTIIC clarıty

Hombert indıcates Sermo de disciplina chrıstiana the MOSstT
mportant SOUTCEC of parallels. The possıble date of Sermo de discıplina
christiana 15 however NOTt un1ıvocal. Sermo de disciplina christiana 1S
eiıther be ate' around Augustine’s ordınatıon d bıshop cshould
be S1tuate: al the beginnıng of the elagıan CONLTOVETSY. Hombert
prefers the 1Irs option. He thıs the basıs of poss1ıble

between Sermo de discıplina christiana and the Liber regularum
of Iyconı1us, work sed by Augustine in Composing the egınnıng
of hıs De doctrina christiana (396/397). As such, Hombe datıng of

00A has goL weakness: the date of Sermo de disciplina chrıis-
fiana 15 nNOTt SUTC and ıt 1S precısely thıs UNsSsUuTe date he sCc5s date

90AÄA Hombert indıcates De doctrina christiana the second
mportant SUOUTCE of parallels. however thınk he 0€Ss NOT completely
realıze the value of De doctrina chrıistiana date 90AÄA An
investigatıon of poss1ıble parallels regardıng the Content and pomts of
CONVETSCHNCEC between 90AÄA and De doctrina christiana 1s prob-
ably INOTEC valuable than only research of orma sımılarıtiles.

Canning
An analysıs of the Content of 90A, in attempt {o date

the should be submuiıtted Cannıng Ihe texTi edıtıon of the
Dolbeau SETMONS, however, W as NOL yel avaılable hım when he PCTI-
formed hıs research The Unıity of OVe for (T0d an Neighbour IN SE
Augustine.? Cannıng investigated thematıcally (and in lesser degree
chronologically) the relatıon between love for God, love for ne1ghbour
and self-love in the complete OEUVTE of Augustine. Cannıng discusses
ıth Aga6&sse, Brechtken, Burnaby, ıdeberg, S:

ultgren, Vygren, ()’ Donovan and Bavel!© about

ANNING, Rı The Unity of Love for (r0d and Neighbour In Augustine, ugus-
tiınıan Hıstorical Instıtute, Heverlee/Leuven 993

AGABSSE, B Frulitio De1 FA “frultio ” augustinienne, Dıctionnaire de SpIr-
ıtualıte (1964)aBRECHTKEN., J’ Frultio und Agape. Der Liebesgedanke hei
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IM Rahmen der antıken Gluckseligkeits-Ethik (Monographien ZUT PhiılosophischenForschung), Verlag Anton Haın, Me1senheim Jan 9/5 BURNABY, { Amor Dei

study Religion of St. Augustine, Hodder Stoughton, London 194 / URN-
ABY, 1 MOF INn Augustine, in KEGLEY, ed) The Philosophy and I’heologynders Nygren, Southern Ulinois Press, Carbondale 97/0 IDEBERG, D E} ( arıtas:
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the meanıngz of Augustine’s Concept of love. annıng trIes fınd the
ANSWECT several quest1ons. Does Augustine consıder love 18 (10d dASs

INOTEC ımportant than love for the ne1ghbour that thıs ast love 15 sub-
ordınate form of love? Can both forms of love be separated” Can love
for (J0d be ındependent, unrelate‘ love for ne1ghbour” Are ese [WO
dıfferent forms of love, ıth eIr OW actıon radıus? annınz ShOws
that for ugustine dıstınction 0€Ss NOT ımmediately a_
t10n. CTE ATIC lot of In 16 Augustine wrIıtes that God and
hrıst present the uman ne1ghbour and that they ave be OUnN!
In the ne1ghbour. LOVve for ne1ghbour and love for God AIC the SadIille

Ihe fact that Augustine consıders love for the ne1ghbour AdS

phase In spiırıtua. lıfe, that it 15 VITrtuUOUS actıon preparıng CoONnNntem-
platıon, that it 1S Oll0Owe: Dy reward from God, that ıt 15 paır of
WINgS 18 reach G0d o€eSs NOT that love for the ne1ghbour 1S only
and solely (instrumental) preparatıon the love for G0d hat 15 1a(011
the CadasSc SINCe Augustine also wrıtes that love for the ne1ghbour makes
God present, 15 ımıtatiıo Chriısti and (also) continues In the eternal
ıfe annıng there 1S dialectical relatıonshıp between love for
(10d and love for the ne1ghbour. Love for (10d 1IrsS in the rdo
praecipiendt, and love for the ne1ghbour has goL the irs place In the
rdofaciendi. annıng emphasızes the deep unıty between love for the
ne1ghbour and love for (G0d In the thınkıng of Augustine. Both forms
of love AIC intrinsıcally connected In several WaYS God, who has
be OVEe!'l Dy INan, commands Ian love hıs ne1ghbour. Love for God
Can and should be expressed in the aıly praxI1s. Nobody Call love the
ne1ghbour he loves hımself unless he loves G0d hat specıfic COIMN-
necti1on between these three forms of love 1S the subject of Y90AÄA

Schlabach evaluates the research of Canning.‘' TOM the ONC

hand, he pralises ıt and regards ıt tandard reference work about

Prolegomenes ULE etude de la theologie augustinıenne de la charıte, In ZUMKELLER,
(ed.), Sienum Pıetatis: Festgabe für Cornelius Petrus Mayer OSA (Cassıc1acum

40), Augustinus- Verlag, Würzburg 1989, 369-23872 OLTE, R E Beatıtude el
Sagesse: Saıint Augustin el le probleme de la fin de I”’”homme dans Ia philosophie
ancıenne, Instıtut des Etudes Augustiniennes, Parıs 962 HuLTREN, G E Le ( om-
mandement d’amour hez Augustin Interpretation Philosophique el I' heologzique
d’apres les BEicrıits de la periode 386-400, Vrın, Parıs 1939 YGREN, A D Eros ef
Agape La notion chretienne de l’’amour el AYEAN transformations, JUNDT, vert.
Aubıer, Parıs 19  E O’DONOVAN.,. (J: The Problem of Self-Love In Augustine, ale
Universıty Press, New Haven/London 98%0) O’DONOVAN, O., SUS and frultio In
Augustine De doctrina chrıstiana I7 Ihe Journal of Theologıcal Studıes (1982)
361-397 VAN AVEL, J. Frultio, delectatio and voluptas INn Augustine, August1i-
[1US (1993) 499-510

11 CHLABACH, Cn TeVI1IeEW of (CANNING, R’ The Unity of Love for (10d and Neıigh-
hour In Augustine, Augustinıan Studıies (1995) 155:158
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Augustine s multidimens1onal doectrine 55 Chrıstian love. TOom the
er hand he criıticızes Cannıngs methodology. He Cannıng W dads

systematıc. Cannıng consıders the elaborate OEeUVTE of Augustine,
spread Out VCTI Man Yy 9 1{070 explhicıtly aSs OIIC CONSeEQquUENL ole
o1ng thıs, Cannıng neglected the dıfferent phases, evolutions in
Augustine and the dıfferent functions he had (as theologıan al hI1s
desk, d pastor al the pulpıt, d bıshop hıs ep1ıscopal see). Davıds
and (J:= De Durand ıth thıs COMMEeNT of lack of chrono-
ogıcal analysis. '“ hıs neglect of chronology In Augustine s thınkıng
and wrıting makes ıt dıfficult UuUsSsc Cannıngs study date
0AÄA Cannıng s book, however, Can be VELY instructive for analy-
S1IS of the content of 90AÄ

Despıite the fact Cannıng 0€Ss not investigate 90AÄ hıs
study offers instrument 1{8 COMDAIC the specıfic treatment of the
double/trıple love commandment In Y0A ıth the elaboratıon of
that eme In the ole of Augustine s ınkıng and wrıting and the
relevant secondary lıterature Oou thıs subject. Sermo 90A evelops
the hought that love for the ne1ghbour PICS  S!  S self love, and that
self love PICSU  SCS love for G0od hıs topıc 1s ea ıth in the chap-
ter Augustine s adıcal UNE of Ps I0  ON (G(10d ÖOYr iniquity”>, Ou the
relatıonshıp between seIT-10ve and love for God and the chapter Why
ONE commandment Can indiıcate hoth and why ONeEe CANNOLT he kept Ith-
Oult the other!* Oou the unıty between love for (J0d and love for the
ne1ghbour.

Content of 90A

Augustine clearly indıcates In 90A the [WO lıturgıical read-
ings of that day Mt 22 3 .7.4) and Rom 15, Z One Call SUT1-
marıze thıs explanatıon of these [WO readıngs. Ihe PUT-
DOSC of the SCILLHON 15 ShOW ıIn 1C WadYy the [WO readıngs dIiIC

DAVIDS, A E rTeVvVIeEW of. (CANNING, R: The Unıity of Love for (1Ü0d and Neighbour
INn St Augustine, T1ıjdschrıift OOÖOT Theologıe 34/4 (1994) 446 \D)3 URAND, G.-
TeVIEW of. (CANNING, RNı The Unıity of Love fOr (10d and Neighbour INn Augustine,
Revue des SCIENCES Phılosophiques el Theolog1iques 79/1 (1995) 103-105

13 (CANNING, The Unıity of Love fOor (10d and Neighbour, 1252141
(CANNING, The Unity of Love fOor (10d and Neighbour, D SLRA

15 Sermo 90A, In hac QuUaC modo recıtata est euangelıca lectione, ‚ B7’a) @
BEAU, Sermons Inedits ( serlie),
Sermo 90A, apostolus Paulus, S1 aduertistis CU et1am 1US epistula legeretur,
| DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits OS ser1e),
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coherent ıth each er Ihe cCcCommandment of ola love for the
ne1ghbour (Rom 15 5-10) and the commandment of ola love for
(10d (Mt 22- do 1a(011 SCCIMN form contradiction.!® Augustine

hıis audıence ıth apparent problem which he solves dur-
ıng hıs By Q1VINg the the form of search for solu-
tıon 18 urgent problem, 90A 15 gıven strong dynamısm,
coherent SITUCLUTE Augustine ECVECN enhances that dynamısm by
addressing hıs audıence In person,*  } and by ıng CaIic of the stylıstıc
elements of the sermon.!  S

The 111a askıng Jesus: What 15 the commandment In
the Law? »219 Sa  > Jesus ıth the CYCS of the flesh and noft ıth the CYCS
of faıth.<9 We, however, ave ask that SaJmıe question d people of
al who “sıncerely Ouf learn from im  „21’ but recelve the
SdaiIlle ANSWEeET. Jesus responds fo the question ıth the [WO command-

that concısely summarıze the ole law of God.?? As such, the
ord ulfils the prophesy ‘ Verbum enım adbreu1lans el OMNSUTNINAT.
facıet domınus terram.  »”23 TIhe ord 1S fiılled ıth MILSErLICOFdIAa.
Just aASs He cshowed us hıs greainess In the abrıdged (“adbreu1ans’ form
of human body, He also “enclosed the length and breadth of the law
In short precept  ”24_ The abrıdged form of that body g1ves the COIMN-

plete Son of God TIhe abrıdge form of 0ose (WO cCommandments
the ole law of God hat of the law 1S NCCCSSATY,

because: °"Ihe law, after all, contaıns INan commandments;: ıt 1S 1ke
ndless forest, sprouting commandments CVEIY DAaASC And who

COU ulfill hat nobody COUuU poss1bly keep In mind? ”2>

Augustine refers the cCOomMmmMmandment love God, ne1ghbour and yourse
times ıth the ord mandatum (1n 90A, 19 27 3’ 4: 9:; 13). praeceptum
times (ın 90A, 2’ 4’ 7‚ 8} 1 13) and twıce ıth regula (ın 90A, 7}

Sermo 90A, Non interrog0, ıpse interroga. DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits
( A:  ser1ie),

Augustine takes aAiIc of the style of hıs O, Dy g1ving examples from the
anımal world (sermo Y0A, 6 and the CONcrefte (and probably popular) examples of
charıoteer (sermo Y0A, 6) and Dull fıghter (sermo 90A, 11 and also Dy parallelısms

Sermo 90A, 1Camus autem NO  —_ temptantıs astu, sed dıscentis adfectu. DOL-
BEAU, Sermons Inedits (Z: serie), Sermo 90A, Quod lex ımperat, fıdes Impe-
tral. DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits Z serie),

Mt. Z
Sermo Y0A,

21 HLL Sermons IIHNTLT, FF
Sermo 90A,
Is 1 C} 273 Rom 99 28 DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits (ZE serlie), 66 HOMBERT,

Nouvelles recherches, 406
HILL, Sermons
Sermo YOA, HILL, Sermons 190088 1448

Multa nım SuUunt leg1s praecepla, el tamquam sılua incomprehensı1bilıs PCI Pas-
inas pullulat mandatorum. Et qu1s pOSsel ımplere YJUAaAC NECINO sufficıt anımo retinere.
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*COM shall love, he SaYyS, the Ord YyOoUr (10d wWIth YOUF whole
heart, and wıth YOUF Ole soul and IN YOUF whole mınd eu 6, 51
This 15 the ırs an FE commandment. But the second, he 5SdYy5S, L
ıke FhiLs ONe You love YyOoUr neighbour yourself |Lev 19, ]
On these commandments depend the whole Law and the
Prophets.” Mt Z 3’7_4() (L6 1 29 Ssummarızes the ole law

22726‘Hol NIO these ro and YOU ave the ole tree in yOUI hands
“What etter, hat shorter ıng COU YOU be told” than Mt 22

37 2/ Do thıs, and be reassured of eternal ıfe ere 1S, however,
apparent problem How Can PCISON fulfıl each ONMNC of the [WO PIC-

of the love commandment 111e al the SaJamıe time leavıng 10011
for the other? How Call fulfilment of the [WO be balanced? The dou-
ble problem the wofold contradıction Augustine 5SCC5S,
Can be summarızed in [WO po1mnts:

If YOU love God completely, hat 15 ST1 eft love yourself”
If ere 15 nothıng eft love yourself, hOw Call yOUu fulfıl the second
commandment that orders 18 love YOUT ne1ghbour yourse728

Paul put the emphasıs in Rom 1 8-10 completely
love for the ne1ghbour. Paul includes everythıng in the love for the
ne1ghbour. But ıf yYOUu completely love YOUI ne1ghbour, hat 1S eft
love God?*?

DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits G2S serie), 66
For the metaphor Sılua incomprehensibilis, N HOMBERT, Nouvelles recherches,

406-40 7
HEL, Sermons HL,

Sermo 90A, Dıliges, inquit, domınum deum [UUM INn LOTO corde [UO el IN LOla anıma
[UG el In fola menite [UA Hoc est prımum el IMASNUHN mandatum. Secundum autem,
INnquıit, sımıle est UlLC. Dıiliges Droximum [uUuuUum LAMQuam teiıpsum In ALSs duobus MAanN-
datıs UNIUEFSA lex pendet el prophetae. Quı1d extendebas PCI Lan OTUMmM dıffusiıonem ?
Radıices has tene, el tota arbor in IHNanlu est DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits GZS serie),

66-6 7
Sermo 90A, HILL, Sermons IIMNITL, 78
Sermo J0A., S1 nNnım domınum deum tuum ın {OLO corde, toOfa anima, tofa

mente dılexerıIs, nıhıl tıbı relınquıs unde teıpsum dılıgere pOSSIS. 1 autem nıhıl
remanebIıt unde dılıgas te1ıpsum, In secundo praecepto quomodo di_liges proxiımum
IAMQUamM teıpsum? DOLBEAU, Sermons InEdits (ZE serie), 67

Sermo Y0A, Porro autem apostolus Paulus, S1 aduertistis CU) et1am 1US epI1S-
tula legeretur, ımplere legem dıcıt CUu homınem quı dilexerıt proximum, NOMN adıun-
SCHS mandatum prımum ef u  5 ut qu1sque {OLO corde, anıma, mente dılıgat deum
SI1IC Nım alt Nam HON adulterabis, AON homıcıdiıum facies, NO  - CONCUPILSCES, el SZ
quod alıud est mandatum, In hoc SEerMONe recapıitulatur: dıliges proXxiımum I[UUM
IlAMquam fe1ıDSum. Dılectio DFrOXImI malum AON Plenitudo Aautem [e21s CUAr-
1fas |Rom 1 5 9-10] Hıc dıcıt quıl dıligıt DFrOXImMUm, legem ıimpleuit |Rom 13, 8 | Et
S1 trıa quaedam praecepla diceret: Non adulterabis, NO  > homicıdiıum facıies, NO  > CON-

CUPLSCES |Rom 1 E} 9 putaremus in dılecthone proX1m1 haec sola trıa praeceptla retiner].
Cum Ci() adıunxıt ei alt $1 quod est Aalıu. mandatum ı Rom 13. proxXx1ım1
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Augustine a1ms solve thıs problem eing human, far
AWaY from God hat 15 for Augustine the ICasOll start hIis research
ıth investigatıng love for the ne1ghbour. verybody has ne1ghbours.
Even IMOTC, OMNC has reach Ouf ne‘'s  z ne1ghbour in order love
God hıs 1S mplıed by the warnıng of LJn A ‘$O INan, If YOU do
nol love the hrother whom YOU Can SEE:; how ıll YyOU he abhle love
the GOd whom YOU CANNOLT see? ”0 “°So ıt g1ves rule follow let

Start from OUT ne1ghbour, ın order arrıve al G0d 37331

As first Step of hıs invest1gatıon of love for ne1ghbour, ugus-
tine observes that the ordınary natural love 1S nNoTt sufficient.“? IT 1(078
long for 1T! of theır OW kınd Anımals sharıng the Sa|mne stabhle ıke

follow each er when travellıng and dıislıke eing separated from
theır fellow stable iınhabıtants. People love theır CANA1lIaren Just t1gers
love theır cubs. hat form of love, that humans chare ıth anımals,

dılectione conclusıt. Quid hıc restat ad dılectionem de1? DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits
(Ze serlie), 6 /-68
Rom 1 C} HOMBERT, Nouvelles recherches, 404
Rom [3 HOMBERT, Nouvelles recherches, 401-404

Sermo 90A,
31 Sermo Y0A, HILL, Sermons IIINTLT,

Praescriptum est CISO nobıs: proxX1mo Inc1ıp1amus, ut ad deum peruen1amus. DOL-
BEAU, Sermons Inedits ( Z serie), 68

Sermo 90A,
Augustine refers here, somewhat unclear, spontaneous ove for VE close

ne1ghbours and relatıves. Augustine clarıfıes thıs In the NnexXti paragrap) Sermo 90A,
Diliges proxımum Iuum LAMQUAM feIDSUM. lam NO  : dıco fılıum, con1ugem, ulcınum

amıcum, ulcınum NnNOotum diliges LAMQUAM feıpSum. DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits
(Z° ser1e),
In thıs Conftext of Augustine’s V1S1ON of Oove for close ne1ghbours, S the recent study
of Vall Bavel Van Bavel investigates hOow Augustine perce1ves the relatıon
between ON Ove YOUIT ne1ghbour yourself (Mt 2 E and “If YVON'

I and does noTt hate hıs OW. father and mother and wıfe and chıldren and
brothers and sısters,. YCS, and VCN hıs OW lıfe, he cCannot be dıscıple (Lk 1 9
Van Bavel o1VveESs chronological OVeErVIeEW of Augustine’s 16 W spırıtual relatıons
and physıcal, natural relatıons. Van Bavel pomnts Out that Augustine does nOoTf deny the
(restricted) goodness of the physıcal natural relatıons. Augustine s preference, NOW-
CVCTI, 1s the spiırıtual. Augustine became INOTEC nuanced through the and looked
for INOTEC SuUupport In the Scriptures. Augustine consıders natural love moral oblı-
gatıon. =  at natural love, however, cshould be surpasse Dy lovıng other people ın (J0d
and In Christ. Van Bavel’s chronological-thematical analysıs sıtuates 90AÄA
amongst the wrıtings TOmM 306 400 Regardıng the relatıon between natural and SPIT-
itual relatıons, Vall ave refers Sermo Y0A, Human self-love 18 NOT only the
(natural) love anımals have, but above al] the (spirıtual) love for ne1ghbour and G0d
VAN AVEL, “ Natural” and “ Spiritual” relationships INn Augustine, DA
In thıs CONTeXT, ONC also has take nto consıderation that Augustine approaches the
natural and physıcal, though it 1S infer10Tr the spırıtual, quıte optimıstıcally hen
compared ıth HIS contemporarıIes. Jerome and Jovınıan for example perce1ve INaTr-

rage (and sexualıty) somethıng harmful and negatıve, whıle Augustine (OL. De
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o0€eSs NnOoL constitute the ypıcal human love. Man 15 dıfferent from anı-
mals. According (m 5 26:28 Ian has authorıty VCT anımals.“*
And EVCI INOTC, INan 1S reated the ımage of God. What 0€Ss COIN-

stıitute the love of InNan for man ?
in analyse the meanıng of ° love YOUI ne1ghbour yourself”,

Augustine tTIes first understand the EX nature of self-love.*° Self-
love 0€eSs not INCcAan the desıre 18 eal, 1a(01! be POOI sıck, OT NOTt

suffer paın. Ps I (10, 6) brings clarıfıcatıon: Dr whoever
loves NIQUIty hates hALSs OW. soul  »”37 Augustine s explanatıon of thıs

ONO cConjugalı) thınks ıt has intrınsıc values. C LAMBERIGTS, M x& Critical FEvalu-
atıon ofCrıtiques of Augustine Vıew of Sexuality, in ODARO., RE LAWLESS,
Augustine and ALS Critics. EsSsSays INn Honour of Gerald Bonner, Routledge, Lon-
don/New ork 2000, 176-197

For (m 1$ 26b In Augustine, NS HOMBERT, Nouvelles recherches, 4713215
35 Augustine understands the termınology of IMAZ0 Del d referring the human

soul Thıs topıc 15 present throughout h1is whole CUVTE He especlally elaborates it In
De Irınıtate. Augustine consıders the IMA20 Del, the ıkeness of INan God, nOoTt
somethıng statıc but rather dynamıc. It 1$ task for INan resemble God IMNOTE and
LNOTIC In thıs 11  s human ıfe 18 pılgrımage TOM the unequal the equa. hat
resemblance ıth God 1S the iTrue home of INan (Confessiones VII, X’ CL

103) OoOwever far INan proceeds thıs Journey, INnan always Gods ımpar
IMA20. Sermo 90A, Despıite noTt being equal G0d and being far AWaY from God,
od’s miserıcordia brings INa closer God Only Chrıst 1S od’s equal DUar IMAZO
(De Trinitate VII, VL CC 207 Enarrationes In Psalmos 49,2 FL

576) Our equalıty ıth God 15 enhanced by ove and Oove brings closer Hım,
despite the fact 1ll become hat He 18 (De morıbus ecclesiae catholicae
el de morıibus manıchaeorum 1, AXIL, CSEL 1-2 Man resembles G0od
Resemblance does nOoTt ımply being identical ıth the or1g1nal. Only Chriıst 1S iıdenti-
cal ıth the or1ginal. Man Can only attempt to) approach the or1g1inal. In heaven,
IMA20 reaches perfection In the V1S10N of G0od Here earth, SC0 (30d only through

MITOT, en1ı1gma. We 1ll N Hım face face heaven (De Irınıtate
*A 50A TZLEr There 15 evolutıon in Augustine s thınkıng IMA20

Dei In hıs earher wrıting De (Jenesi ad lıtteram, Augustine Was convınced that I1a
Oost the image of (G0d In losıng paradıse. ater, In dıscussıon ıth the Pelagıans, he
thınks that IMA20 De1 1S of human nature and result 18 ost Sermo 90A
does NOT deal ıth thıs topıc. LARK, T C} Image Doctrine, iın FITZGERALD, AugQ2us-
tine through the Ages, 44()-447) ULLIVAN, E.:, The Image of (G10d. The Doctrine of

Augustine and Ifs Influence, Ihe Priory Press, Dubuque 963
Sermo 90A,

The Content of Sermo A’ 1S parallel 1ıth De doctrina christiana regardıng self-
Oove and love for one’s OW body

Sermo O() A, Quis Nnım est, INqu1Ss, quı 8(0)8! dılıgat seıpsum ? DOLBEAU, Sermons
Inedits Da serie),

De doctrina christiana 1, XXIV, 24, 48 emo CISO odıt U L8)  u SUUM

qu1squam odıt 80, 20)
ıp HOMBERT, Nouvelles recherches, 415

&'] Sermo 90A, HILL, Sermons IR
“Qu1 nım dılıgıt inıquıtatem, odıt anımam suam. ” DOLBEAU, Sermons inedıiıts
(Z ser1e),
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be paraphrased ollows If yOUz that lıve SCS bad for
somebody else that yOUu COu thrıve, yOUu love INLQULEAS. In that
CasSC, yOUu hate YOUT OW soul. If yOUu hate YOUT OW soul, do NnOoTt
entrust yOUI ne1ghbour YOU to love yourself. first conclusıon
15 thus that SseIT-IOve 1S NECCECSSATY for love of ne1ghbour.

egardıng love for ne1ghbour, Augustine shows h1ıs flock that
natural love 1s NOT enough and that self-love 15 condıtıon. Thırdly,
Augustine observes that yOUu want to rıng the PCISON yYOUu love the
object yOUu love yourself.® You z for example Ursc everybody

love yOUTr favouriıte charıoteer. So, ıf yYOUu love INLQULLAS, YOU also
dırect the PCISON yOoUu love 118 that Iniquitas.”” urthermore, YOU want
18 aım YOUTr beloved ONC 18 YOUTr love object but al the SadIlle time yOUu
do NOT want thıs happen al YOUT OW COST You want the ne1ghbour
yOUu love POSSCSS much A yYOUu do, but YOU do NOT want hım
become riıch al yYOUI OW CAPCNSC, hat 18 why yOUu should NOT love
somethıng that 1S educed by g1ving it AWaY hat 15 why yOUu should
bring YOUI ne1ghbour that So  x of capıtal that 15 NO educed Dy the
am OUNT of shareholders Brıng yOUTr ne1ghbour that specıfic g00d
that belongs everybody. As long dS yOU do NoTt love that Z00d, YOU
ıll love yOUT ne1ghbour yourself.“”

hat ırreducıble x00d of and for everybody 15 God“ Only when
yOUu StTart love God, yOUu love yourself. Lovıngz G0d has lımita-
t10ns. ° For lovıng God, the SKYy 1S the lımıt, 1C there
1mM1 So love ıth ole heart, ıth ole soul, ıth ole mınd.
What INOTEC ave YOU ZOL, after all, love yOUTr (10d wıth, than yOUTr
ole self? 42 Augustine ımmediately LTCAasSsSUures hıs lısteners that thıs
complete love o€es NOTt Imply that ıll per1s Dy leavıng nothıng

For paralle]l uUsc of Ps M} (10, in Augustine, SCC HOMBERT, Nouvelles recherches,
404-405

Sermo 90A,
For the topıc of orıentatıng the er what OMNC loves oneself, SCe

HOMBERT. Nouvelles recherches, 407-408
Sermo Y0A,

41 Sermo Y0A,
Sermo 90A, HILL, Sermons HNTT, 81

Amandı deum mMOdus est sıne modo Ama CISO foOtoO corde, fotla anımda, foOota
€e, quıa plus ON habes Quı1d nNnım habes plus, unde dılıgas deum (uum, qUam

tuum? DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits f serie), FAl
In hıs short Commentary SECITIIMNO Y90A Lancel emphasızes that Augustine Says In
SI that the love for (G0d should be wıthout lımıtations, wıthout moderatıion. The SaJIne
thought 18 formulated In letter TOM Severus of 1llevıs Augustine (ca. 396) In
qUO 1am nullus nobıs amandı modus ımponıtur, quando 1pse modus est sıne modo
INare (EpD 109, SEL 34* 6343 LANCEL, .. Saıint Augustin, Fayard, Parıs 1999,

282-284
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love hımself °“ Y Ou WON t perısh because by lovıng (j0d ıth YOUI
whole self YOU ll be place where YOU Cal per1s Rather ıf
yOUu lower yYOUI love oWnN irom ere yourself yOUu WON be
Hım but yourse that when YOU 1ll per1s because yOUu 111
be place of perıshıng 29473 second conclusıon thus that self love
includes love for God

Wıth allusıon the bıbliıcal SLOTY of the prodıga. SOM uguS-
iine SUppOTTS hıs thesıs that placıng yourself (G0d o0€es nNOT ımply los-
INn£ yourself but actually findıng yourse The preference of
the prodigal SO  $ for h1is OW COMPDANY led hım far AWAY from hıs father
He fell AWaY from h1ıs father and such from hımself The prodıga.
SOM had fırst COMNC back hımself 45 er that LO hımself
he decıded fo nNnOoTt ICIa hiıimself but turn back HIS father

Augustine has solved the problem ° LOve G0d ıth all yYyOUu
got thıs WaY alone ll yOUu love yourself In thıs WaY alone
yOUu love YOUT ne1ghbour yourself 27246 You ave UTSC yOUr ne1gh-
OUr also toward thıs complete love for God 4 / Augustine illustrates
thıs ıth COMPAIMISON You ave 18 PX yOUI ne1ghbour the rıght
form of love Just AS yYOUu ave wake YOUI ne1ghbour (8 Gc bull-
Mıghter Once awake he ıll be gratefu

SO then 1l W äas for ose [WO commandments (prae-
cepta) be put before because ıf yYyOUu love YOUI ne1ghbour yOUu
don love hım unless YOU first love G0od When yYyOUu love (10d er

abıllon SCS thıs parallel between 90A and epistula 109 gu
her date of that letter (and VCIl of the 00 and XI of the Confessiones) around
308399 GABILLON, A C Redatatıon de la lettre 709 de Severus de Milev, ADEC,

(ed), Augustin Predicateur 395-414T7) cles du Colloque International de Chan-
tLlLy septembre Instıtut Etudes Augustiniennes, arıs 1996, 431-437

Sermo Y0A, HILL, Sermons WHAE: S 1-
Sermo 90A 10
Ihose people dIC told Redıte, praeuarıcalores, ad COT |Is 46, 8 ] Sermo 90A,

10 DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits (Z serie), 7a (T HOMBERT, Nouvelles recherches,
408

Sermo 00A 11 IL: Sermons ET 83
Ama deum fOLO corde [UO ef fold UG el fOtla mMmenlte ua S1IC solum
SIC dılıges te1psum Hoc mMOodo solo dılıg1s (amquam te1ıpsum CU) 11

‚D- de qUO erubescere 1910)8! OSSIS DOLBEAU Sermons Inedits (2° serıe)
“Quant rapport entre [0101 du prochaın eft | OUu de SOI l est aborde

A4AUX S / 11 Augustın developpe dee Su1vante DOUI accomplır le commandement
I'u ALMeEeTras le prochain fO1 Meme 11 faut d’abord SO1-TNEINC Et
SOI INCIINC est le bıen el la usltlıce Cal Oul ALMeEe InNıquıte haıt SoON A

(Ps el est cho1sır DOUI SOI le meı1lleur ref est Dıieu Quı 111C

pas de INanıleTe UTa ALINOUT fausse q ] gard Aaufru1ı Aıme le prochaın
SOl INECINNC SCId donc enfraıner VCIS I dieu Iu faıre I DIieu HOMBERT
Nouvelles recherches 404 405

Sermo 90A 14
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all, YOU ont love IN1quIty (Iniquitas), and YOU on hate YOUI OW
soul by lovıng IN1quIıty (iniquitas). * If yYOU do nNOTt love INLQULLEAS, YOU
love Carıtas and there YOU love God ° Deus Carıtas est 7 5() 163 YOUu love,
love that from 1C (unde) YOU love and YOUu love God hat from
which YOU love 15 Carıtas and G0d 15 caritas.>)}

One Praeceptum would actually ave een sufficıent: yYyOUu 111
love YOUI ne1ghbour yourself. To aVO1d love of the ne1gh-
OUur by the self-love, the Lord wanted g1ve SeEeIT-IOve form
In love for God Only seIT-IOve ase‘: (10d ea| {O g00d love for
the ne1ghbour. Only In thıs form. the ord entrusted yOUu ıth yOUIT
ne1ghbour IO love hım d yYOUu love yourself.”“ If yOUu understand why
the ord SaVC [WO DPraeceplda, OIlC praeceptum actually 15 enough.>
The first and second praeceptum inseparable connected: 66 thıs
second OIlC ollows the first the ‘first pulls the second after
ıt You can’t ave the second wıthout the IrS SO then, CaIl y Out Just
OIlC of them, YOU ere cudgelıng YOUI braıns NT [WO You can i
Out ONMNC CeXCEepPL In tWO.  254 The cho1ice for love for the ne1ghbour ıll

Sermo 90A, HL, Sermons H1L,
1Joh 4, Sermo 90A, DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits (ZE serie),
Sermo 90A, 1 CISO dılıg1s, dılıge unde dılıgıs, ef deum dılıgı1s. Non aud-

ist1? Oul ANLıM diligıit iInıquitatem, Odıt anımam UAM. S1 dılıg1s, dılıge hoc 1ıpsum
unde dılıg1s, el deum dılıg1s. Unde nım dılıg1s, Carıtas esl. Dılıgıs carıtate, dılıge
ıtatem. eit dılexıist1i deum., quon1am deus Carıtas eSt, el qul In carıtate, INn deo
nanel. DOLBEAU, Sermons INnEdIts Wa ser1e),
ıll translated the construction ıth nde In dıfferent WaY qu YOU love, love (078
the VeETIY thıng YOU love wıth, and yOUu AdIc lovıng G0od What YOU love wıth, yOUu SCC,
18 charıty. HLE, Sermons HH

Sermo 90A, Debuerunt CI SO duo praecepltla commendarı. Nam sufficeret
UNUI Diliges proximum [AMQuam feIDSUM, sed erraret homo in dılıgendo PTOX-
1mo, quıa errabat in dılıgendo se1pSO, uoluıt domiıinus in dılectione de1 informare dılec-
tionem (uam, qua dılıgas te1ıpsum; tunc t1bı COomMmMmıIsıt proximum, YUCHM dılıgeres
(amquam te1ıpsum. DOLBEAU, Sermons Inediıts (25 serle), mS
Augustine repeats thıs In 90A., lam CISO S1 placet, suffic1at t1bı el PTaclCcCD-
[U:  3 apostolı 10100001 lam intellexıst1 duo, sufficıt eft UuUNum Nam ıntellegas
duo, NUM NON sufficıt. Incıpıs nım male dılıgere te1ıpsum, ei male dılıg1s CU) YUCIM
dılıg1s (amquam te1psum. Nec dıcendum est male dılıgı1s, sed 1910)8| dılıg1s. DOLBEAU,
Sermons Inedits Pn serie),

53 Sermo 90A, 13 See footnote
Sermo 90A, HILL, Sermons HI/EET.

Non hOocC habere SsIne ıllo, hOC secundum sequıtur prımum. Sıt prımum trahıt
secundum. Non pOotest secundum SSC sIıne prımo. Imple CITSO UNUM, quı cogıtabas de
duobus. Non UNUTN implere, n1s1 In duobus. DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits (ZE serlie),

Va  > Bavel Arg UCS that Augustine’s thınkıng the problem that aul
sometımes only spe  S about the commandment love the ne1ghbour (because thıs
love Iso includes Ove (G0d and self ove 15 turnıng pomnt INn the evolutiıon of
Augustine’s thınkıng love for the ne1ghbour. hat turnıng pomnt Can be educed
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181011 be genulne unless God 1S OVe also. The choice for love for Go0od
ıll NOT be authentic unless the ne1ghbour 1S included >

After solving the openıng problem, Augustine ends hıs
ıth hıs Vvisıon Christian morals.>® 1s poss1ıble YOU do NOoTt COTMN-
mıt adultery murder, 1a(011 Ouf of love for Justice, but because of fear
for punıshment. In that Casc yYOU INa Yy NOT ave commıtted murder, but
in yOUTr heart, YOU all be OUnN! ou1lty You do NOT kall because yYOUu
do NOTt dare, not because yOUu love not-kıllıng. real actıon happen
insıde YOU, where the ONC wh Can reward yOUu Can SC you.>’ hat 1S
the place where yYyOUu ave 1g where YOU must wın! That, after all,
1 where YOU ave the spectator that counts.  »”58

YOU ont  Z yel ave anı Yy love; 2300710 and sıgh, belıeve, ask
for 1t, obtaın ıt What yOUu ATIC told 18 do, hat the law commands, faıth
obtaılns. And ıf yOUu eady ave hat ıt obtaıns for YOU, well, hat do
yOUu ave that yYOUu ave not recei1ved? Cor 4, 7] 2»”59 By concludıng that

Augustine s cCommentarıes aul f 394 eCause of the of that subject
here In 90A, Van Bavel that the date of 307 Call be confirmed. VAN
AVEL, ..  Natural  LA and Spiritual” relationships In Augustine, 2156; Z Z

Sermo 90A, 13 Elıge QUam uls dılectionem. Dılectionem proxim1ı elıg1s: 1970)8!
erıt UCIdA, NIs1ı deus dılıgatur. Dılectionem de1 elıg1s: O  . TIt UCIad, nIsı DroX1mus sub-
audılatur. DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits (L Z serie), 73

Sermo Y0A, 13
Sermo 90A, Returning oneself 18 NECCCSSATY {u  S back (G0d

Sermo 90A, You have look for (10d In YOUT heart, and NOTL ıth YOUT CYCS
Sermo Y0A, G0d Judges the heart Let the moral actıon take place wıthın YOU,
where the OIlC that Can reward yOUu Cal SCC you
Sermo 90A, L3 CÄPTCSSCS Augustine’s preference for the spırıtual above the phys-
ıcCal/materı1al. As already noticed, Väall Bavel could ıth the help of Augustine s
thınkıng natural and spirıtual relatıons suggest that Y0A probably 1S preached
In 307
Sermo 90A, 117 1s example of Augustine’s thınkıng interl1or1satıon, subject
he elaborated explhlıicıtly iın h1s Confessiones. (J0d ID He however NO
be found outsıde INa  = (J0d 15 above INan, but 1S be found wıthın 11a Confessiones
IL, VI, FF Iu autem 1as inter10r intımo 1LLICO el super10r I1CO CUCL 2 %

330) hI1s 15 the UIC of Augustine’s teaching of interlority. (30d Call be discovered
by oradual and internal search (by eason) hI1Is LINOVC interlor1satiıon Cal Nal aı

addıtional hınt in OUT datıng of 90AÄA Ihe Confessiones generally ate'
between 307 and 401, and probably vVC close 307 (T. CCARY, Interiority, in
FITZGERALD, Augustine through the Ages, 451-456

Sermo 90A, HILL, Sermons III/TL,
Intus sıt quod ag1s, ıbı sıt, ubı uldet quı COronal; 1bI UuUgNa, ıbı ulnce: 1ıbı Nım habes
quı Sspectat DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits ( Z serie),
The moral understandıng of DUSNAFE and vincere 18 close the theme of the moral
battle (1n imıtatiıon of the martyres) In martyrs SCITNONS

Sermo 90A; HILL, Sermons IL,
Sed nondum habes dılectionem: SCINC, crede, pele, impetra. Quod 1ubetur, quod lex
iımperat, fıdes impetrat. S1 Nnım 1am es quod ımpetrat, quid nım habes quod AON
accepisti | 1 Cor 4’ 712 DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits (Z- serie),
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faıth reCe1lves hat the law orders and that everthing ave ave
rece1ved., ugustine remıinds hıs lısteners al the end of hıs of the
centralıty of wıthın the Chrıstian ıfe and specıfically In tulfıllıne
the love COomMmandment. hat 15 hat ave 18 ask when do 1910)1
ave ıt That hat ave rece1ved when ave ıt 15 Carıtas.

ugustine quotes Ps 103, D (102, 2-4) summarıze concısely
the hıstory of salvation.°0 oSse VEISCS indıcate accordıng ugus-
tine that recelve Carıtas in baptısm The mMILSerLIcordıia of the ord
fOrZ1Vves OUT SINS, eals OUT s° IESCUCS OUT lıve irom eCcay and
awards ıth OUT crowns © “Be Just, and YOU ıll be satısfıed ıth
God ere 1s nothıng that Can satısIy YOU, EXCECPL God,

We ave be fervent in o1ng the works of mMmiLsericordia and
in lovıng OUT ne1ghbour, INaYy Ca ıt fo experlence the Jjudgment

64ıth mMmiLserıicordia.

“Q Od lex ımperat, fıdes ımpetrat. ” For parallels of thıs sentence iın Augustine s UVCU-
VIC, Mar er HOMBERT, Nouvelles recherches, 408-410 P.- Hombert only fiınds OMNC

early parallel He diıscovers parallels TOM after 412 sentence ıth such COMN-
tent and the CONVETSCNCE of parallels wıthın the pelagıan CONLTOVETISY 15 normally
sufficıent for ombert sıtuate In antı-pelagıan Conftexft { hıs (OMC ate-
SOTY of twelve antı-pelagıan parallels does NOT annul here the er categories of early
parallels.
The ““quid nım habes quod AON accepıist. |1Cor. 47 7 15 used by Augustine for
the fırst time INn De diuersis quaestionibus ad Sımplicıianum 8 1L, (L 44., 34)
(ca 396) In hıs explanatıon of Rom 97 14-15, Augustine pomts Ouft that neıther MLS-
ericordia of God neıther UT OW behef AIC results of OW meriıt but dIC o1ifts of God

Sermo 90A,
For Augustine s IN of Ps 102, T (103, 2-4), Nı HOMBERT, Nouvelles recherches,

411-413
61 Speakıng about “sanare languoribus ” 18 implıicıt reference the medicus

motive. See AÄRBESMANN, R E Christ the “Medicus humilıs” INn f Augustine, in
AUgQUSTNUS agıster. Congres International Augustinien, Parıs DA Septembre 9054,
Vol IL, Etudes Augustiniennes, arılıs 1955, 623-629 RBESMANN, R E} The (/ON-
cCept of “Christus Medicus” In SE Augustine, TIradıtio (1954) 1  O UPONT, A.,
Christus €edicus. De genezing Van de Mens door de ArtSs Christus IN de preken Van
Augustinus, In BRUNING, re‘ Oorlog Vrede AUug2ustinus IN confrontatie mel
het heden, August1]ns Hıstorisch Instituut, ] euven 2006, 71-99 IJKENBOOM, }
Het Christus-Medicus-Motief in de preken VanN Sınt Aug2ustinus, Van (Gorcum Comp.

Assen 1960 MARTIN, 4B aul the Patıent. “Christus Medicus” and the “ Stim-
[us Carnıis” (2 (D 12 Z3 consideration of Augustine s Medicinal Christology,
Augustinıan Studies 3272 (2001) 219756

In addıtion footnote 58, the eme of the and cCoronatıon by hrıst has
place in the exhortatıon the moral battle of Chrıistian lıfe, present especılally In the

SCILLONS
63 HILL, Sermons HU114:

Speakıng about the dıvıne ast udgment In 90A, Augustine SayS:
Dıfficıule est ut ille In te 1O  — inuen1lat quod punıat, OLBEAU, Sermons Inedits
[Z- serie), /4.) Apparently ıt 15 “ dıfficult” for God fınd somethıng In he
would NOT punısh. Augustine, however, does a10)1 claım that thıs 1s “1Impossible”. Ihıs
Can perhaps offer smalIll indıcatıon that Y0A should be sıtuated before the
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Evaluation of 90A

TIhe ast [WO paragraphs (sermo 90A,- SCCI1I] al first S12
end ıth Ontent slıghtly dıfferent from the general subject of the

nu Y0OA, 13 Augustine reflects the meanıng of the
three forms of love. Short reflections Chrıistian morals, and
hıstory of salvatıon StTart in Y0A 13 ese reflections do NOoTt
constıtute break ıth the PrevV10uUSs of h1ıs Havıng SUuS-
gested the solution for the or1ıg1nal problem In relatıon love in Sermo
Y0A, 11-12, Augustine Cal 110 app1Yy thıs solution. He 0€es nOoTt
change of topıc, but cConsıders SOTNC CONSCYUCNCECS and ımplıcatıons of
the SAamnec topıc. 10 love G0od and ne1ghbour traınıng oneself ıIn
Chrıstian morals and lookıng for Justice. hat love 1S also mutual

love for humankınd 15 expressed In Augustine s SUMMAALY of
the hıstory of salvatıon: forg1ving, healıng, SaV1ng, Q1Vving eternal ıfe

Augustine explıcıtly and elaborately explaıns that love (10d
and ne1ghbour AICcC actually the only WaY love ONMNC self. hat CXPDO-
Ssıt10N the irue nature of self-love should already be sufficıent
rıng hıs audıence fo love for G0od and ne1ghbour. As DAaStOr ugus-
tine certamly knew the human weakness of hıs ock hat 15 why,
besides the intrinsıc and posıtıve motivatıon of the nature of self-love,
he also Q1VvES rather external and negatıve motivatıon. Augustine
WaTrlls for the ast udgment. Love yOUI ne1ghbour and yourself,
because YOU all be judged! TIhe fact that ugustine’s reflection the
nature of love ends ıth warnıng, 11 1ustrates the pastora. qualıity of
hıs and the oughts he evelops ere Mınd YOU, he 0€Ss
NOL ST. ıth the hrea of the udgment. The better part of hıs
15 explanatıon regardıng the nature of love, and he WOU do the
Sa|mne in h1s systematıc tıreatments of that subject, such d for example
in parts of De doctrina christiana, De Irınıtate, De C1iVitate Del, h1ıs
tTractates the gospel and letter of John Only al the end, and then
vVELY briefly, the argument of the ast udgment

Another VCILIYy remarkable OPIC Out of the concludıng paragrap
1S the introduction of the hought of “Quod lex imperat, fiıdes

55iımpetrat. Ouid enım es quod AON accepisti? [ 1 ( Or 4, 7] 2765 As
already indıcated, OSCE.IWO sentences accordıng P.- Hombert
NOT sufficıent enough sıtuate 90AÄA In the elagıan per10d.
Because Hombe 1S 181011 completely CONVINCINZ, SOTIIC fur-
ther reflection 1S requıred.
Pelagıan CONtrOVerSYy. Augustine ll In that CONLTOVEISY rather that it 18 1MpOS-
S1 for G0od fınd nothing punıshäble in INal, Ssiınce there 18 always somethıng
punısh in Ial or1ginal SIN

65 Sermo Y0A, DOLBEAU, Sermons Inedits (2° serie), 73
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Cor 4, IC along ıth @5 D 6, 1S mportant ODI1C
of diıscussıon in the elagıan CONLTOVeErSY 15 quoted In 90A If
thıs belongs In the elagıan per10d, 1t 15 rather Strange that,

Tansc of quotations from the (includıng quotations from
Paul)®®, ıt o0€eSs NOoTt deal ıth the fıfth, eventh OT nınth chapter of the
Letter the Romans. Moreover, the fact that Cor 4, 1s cıted 0O€Ss
NOT in iıtself exclude early date CTE 15 COMNSCHSUS amongst
Augustine scholars that Augustine’s ater ideas Ou > they
WEIC elaborated urıng the Pelagıan CONLTrOVETSY, AaIc already present
In hıs early thinking.® As such, the ODIC of 15 already present
In Augustine’s preachıng (long) before 412 The of Cor. 4,
In 90AÄA Can be example of thıs evolutiıon in continulty, that
should be further investigated.

The sStrongest refraın fIrom sıtuatıng A
areful treatment of In the contextiof the Pelagıan CONLTOVeEISY
15 the absence of the word gratia ıtself. Independently of IC DOSI-
t10on OIMNlC takes In the diıscussıon Ou possıble chıft continulty In
Augustine’s CONCEPL of9 ONEC mMust aCCept the fact that Augustine

Ihe scriptural quotes In 90AÄ
Sermo 90A. Mt 2 $
Sermo 90A, Is 1 E 1.X  X
Sermo 90A, Mt. ZZ 37-40
Sermo 90A, Mt Z 37-40:; Rom 15 8_-]  S
Sermo 90A, 1Joh 4,
Sermo 90A, Gl 1$ 7028
Sermo 90A, Ps 7 9 6J FeR 6_7), Mt 2 9 3 E Ps 8 M (L 6
Sermo Y0A,
Sermo Y0A, Mt 2 E}
Sermo Y0A, LC 1 E} L C L3, 1/7-18:; Is 46,
Sermo 90A, L: ZIm 4, Z Mt 2 9
Sermo 90A, 1Joh 4,
Sermo Y0A, 13 Rom F3 9-10
Sermo Y0A, 1Cor. 47 Ür Ps 103, B (102: 2-4); lJames Z 1 Ps W03: (102, YURNS, P The Development of Augustine s Doctrine of Operative Grace(Etudes Augustiniennes Serıie Antıquıite ö2), Etudes Augustiniennes, Parıs 980
DRECOLL, IL Die Enstehung der Gnadenlehre Aug2ustins (Beıträge ZUT historischen
Theologıe 109), Peeters, Tübiıngen 999 HOMBERT, P.- Augustin, predicateur de
la gräce debhut de SOM epLiSCODAaL, In ADEC, (ed.), Augustin Predicateur 395-
411) Actes du olloque International de Chantilly (D septembre Instıtut
d’Etudes Augustiniennes, Parıs 1996, Z 1 2AR AYER, C E AÄU2USEINUS Doctor
Gratiae. Das Werden der augustinischen Gnadenlehre VONn den Frühschriften hıis ZUFr
Abfassung der Confessiones” In FISCHER, (ed.), Freiheit und (ınade INn AÄUug2ustinsConfessiones” Der Sprung In lebendige Leben, Schönigh, Paderborn 2003, CS

RING, G $ Bruch oder Entwicklung ImM Gnadenbegriff Augustins? Kritische
Bemerkungen Flasch, Logik der Schreckens, Augustinlana (1994) 41-
113



. IHE BEGINNING OVE FOR NEIGHBOUR AND GOD

explicıtly SCS the word gratia In the elagıan per10: but 0€eSs NOoTt IN
ıt in 90AÄA There he speaks twelve times of mMiserLicordia and
SCS thıs term precısely In NIieEXTSs in 116 In hIıs antı-Pelagıan wrIıt-
Ings he all clearly uUsc the word gratia.°® aralle the UuUScC of MLS-
ericordia In 90A, Augustine indıcates ıth that word the e_
ful actıon of G0d In h1s ıfe (and CONVvers10n) in the 41 S1X [070) of
the Confessiones.° Just d in Y0A, 11070 in the Confessiones
ods mMmisericordıia punıshes uman beings WI1 mercy), forg1ves, COIMN-

and brings them back Hım, com{forts and eals hem It 1s
remarkable that the word gratia In the Confessiones d ole ADDCAIS
only tiımes, 111e mMLSsericordia Can be found there times. Pre-
cisely In relatıon the forg1veness of SINS and redemption, Augustine
111 in reactıon elagıus asserTT that thıs 15 only poss1ıble through
gratia (CArıisti). elagıus 15 accused of denyıng the ex1istence of STU-
f1a Dei Central the Pelagıan CONLTOVETISY 15 the question of the I11Call-

ing and the Content of raa hıs specıfic eed explaın the COIMN-

cCept of gratia 1S nNOoTt yvel present in 307 in summarıze: the
of the ODI1C of 0O€Ss NOT exclude early date Ihe absence of
the Wword gratia rather confırms thıs early pre-Pelagıan date

Mt 22 3 7-4() and Rom b3: 8 1C) play dec1is1ıve part both In De
doctrina christiana and In 90AÄ Sermo 90A reconcıles both
per1copes. De doctrina christiana sShows ıth ese SaJInle per1copes
that love 1S the hıghest eachıng of crıpture. Bochet lısts the S1mM1-
arıtles and dıfferences between both tireatments of the commandment

love God and the neighbour.
ere AIiIc paralle elements In both of the treatments of Mt 2

37l and Rom 5: ]  O© enım dılıgıt inıquıtatem, odıt anımam
SUuam (Ps 4: 5/10, 6)” 15 the crıterion for irue self-love Ihe best
WAaY love oneself 1s by lovıng God, the hıghest Z00d, preserving
mankınd from ecay Love for God 15 complete love, wıthout an Y
liımıtations. Lovıng Ne s  A ne1ghbour desirıng hat OUT ne1 ghbourloves God together ıth

Sermo Y0OA, God. Out of Hıs misericordia, summarızed hımself In human
form and the whole law INn [WO commandments.
Sermo 90A, Despıite nNnOoTt resemblıng God and being far AWAaVY from God, ods MLS-
erıcordia brings INan close Hım
Sermo 90A, Ihe misericordia of the ord forg1ves, heals, redeems and CIOWNS
hat 18 why INan has attempt perform miserıcordia.
DRECOLL, Dıie Enstehung der (G(nadenlehre Augustins, 14 7-164, 12178

URNS, The Development of Augustine’s Doctrine of Operative Grace.
DRECOLL, Die Enstehung der G(G(nadenlehre Aug2ustins, 2710275
UVAL, FA date du q De NALIura » de Pelage, DA
BOCHET, Frult-Uti, 459-4672
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De doctrina christiana and 90A aAIc dıfferent regardıng
perspective and of the presentatıon of the love De
doctrina chrıstiana 15 INOITIC conceptual and systematıc, ıle
90AÄA IS INOTEC and Q1ves preference to praxIıs. De doctrina
christiana L, ase the ontologıcal order, StTarts from the love for
G0d reach love for ne1ghbour and self-love, dırecting al] love
God In 90A, Augustine takes love for ne1ghbour the start-
ing-pomt in IC sSseIT-IO0ve ACTsS the pomnt of CONVETSCNCEC between
love for (10d and love for ne1ghbour. Self-love 15 NECCCSSaAL Y for real
love for ne1ghbour. Irue seIT-Ilove PTCS  S love for God De doc-
frına christiana 1S wrıtten from the telos the TuUlt1ve love for G0d
and ne1ghbour the aım of the human ex1istence. Ihe other WaYy
round, 00A emphasızes the or1g1ın of human love: God 15 CUar-
1tas by which love Hım and OUT ne1ghbour. hat Carıtas 1S gıven

INnan by (G0d £6En bref, les euxX teXtes sont complementaires, tOouf
les CX preceptes de l’amour SONTt indissociables ’’ /2

Apart from the motivatıon reconcıle the [WO lıturgıical read-
Ings, 90A o1ves informatıon Oou place and date
of preachıing. The lınk ıth the Confessiones the call to interl1orıse
and misericordia d and the paralle]l in aım and subject ıth
De doctrina christiana suggest date around 3907 The dıfficult and
theologıca e  1Ca subject of the COU indıcate Augustine
addressed audience ıth rather hıgh A of educatıon. UuguS-
tine perhaps addresses ıth 90A the Samne of people
De doctrina christiana those involved In the study of the and
the actıvıty of preachıng. TOmM the other sıde, the uUusec of examples,
the Strong ure and the hrea: of the ast udgment COU also SUS-
gest L1NOTC general audıence.

Anthgny DUPONT, aspırant

BOCHET, S4 Frui-Uti, 462


