
alley’s oOme of 374

New 1g upon Augustine’s Conversion Manicheism*

From ancıent records NOW that large, Iumınous shape
suddenly made ıts aD PEATANCE 1ın the heavens early 1ın the yCarl 374- of
the present 6r  S Undoubtedly thıs eerTIEe apparıtıon ecaused wıdespread
apprehensıon, A ell a l] nds of speculatıon LO the possible
sıgnıfı1cance of unprecedented phenomenon. However, A result
of Edmund Halley’s work 1n the eighteenth CENTUTY, 110 NOW
that that partıcular celestial apparıtıon of 374 Was but another vısıt
DYy hat has COINE IM® be known Halley’s cCOomMe VYet ıt 18 noteworthy
that EeVEIN ıth the per10dıc nature of COmets thus establıshed LO
the satısfactıon of the modern mınd, their ımpact uDOoN human
speculatıons continues LO be oTea nonetheless. In thıs regard, ıt; 18
NECESSATLY only LO recall the verıtable erment of predictions fostered
DYy the sıghting, ate ın 1973 of the comet, Kohoutek. How much
eater therefore would ave een the ımpact of such phenomena
ın antıquıity, long before electrıic lıghts had blınded INna  - the majJestic
grandeur of the ITY vault an In ASC when the entire COSTINOS

Was permeated ıth A W an mystery
Though the oTea Augustine of Hıppo 304-430 Was twenty

of AC when the comet of 374 appeared 1n the heavens, he makes
explıcıt mentıon of thıs A WESOTINE apparıtıon In such of hıs wrıtıngs

AT’e extant Nevertheless, A 18 quıite ımposs1ıble that the phenomenon

'The author wıshes to CX PTrEesSs his indebtedness LO Dr ryan Andrew of the
Astrophysics Branch of the National Research Councıil of Canada, whose invaluable
assıstance an enduring interest have made poss1ible the present study He Was Iso
assısted by Dr. Lorne Avery who attended LO the approprlate intricacles of the cComputer
programming. Je tıens aussı] remercler INO:  - collegue, Guy-H Allard, et I’Institut
d’&tudes medievales de L’ Universite de Montreal POUT le chaleureux aceueıl qu’il ma
accorde et POUFTr LOuUtes les LTESSOUTCES qu’il m1ses disposition durant 11N0N annee
sabbatique. Finally, by the oddest of coincidences (as L_realised only 1n retrospect),
it; 18 noteworthy that the present study Was begun 1n 1974, OT the sixteenth centenary
of the aPPCaATance of the comet In question.
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escaped hıs personal attention. Indeed, the present study testif1es,
the unprecedented event WaS ımportant ingredient 1n hıs er10USs
deeısıon bandon the Catholıie beliefs ın whıich he had een ralsed,
and LO adopt the relıgıon of the Manıchees 1) Appropriately enough,
thıs sect W as especlally concerned ıth the heavens an Eeven

worshıpped the Su..  - 2,N' 110011 Aas divıne ENVOYS from Kıngdom of
Light 2) JEr Ca  S therefore be appreclated that the members of thıs
relıg10n, far 1NOTeE than an y of theır contemporarıes, would ave
imputed SUPIEHLE s1gnıf1cance to the sudden, unheralded aPPCAIAallCcS
of large lumınous body ın the heavens.

In ıts OW. WaYy the present study 1s the of evıdence
presented elsewhere 3) for Augustine’s fınal break ıth the Manıchees.
There, the aPPCAaLallcs of darkness (through the fulfilment of predieted
aolar eclıpses) Was SCcEeMN An ımportant ingredient ın Augustine’s
STOWINg disıllusıonment ıth Manıche1ism. Here, ıt 1s the aD PCAAaNlE
of lıght (ın the form of Halley’s cComet of 374), which 18 portrayed
havıng led hım into that relıgıon 1n the fırst place Not only therefore,
O0€eSs the present stud y a, 180 complement the Lirst, but there 18 SeceIl

LO be certaın inexorabhle logıc ınvolved, consıderıng that Manıcheısm
Was concerned above al ıth the worshıp of Light

'T'o the modern mınd, ıt; mMa y SCceIMN rather far-fetched that
Augustine’s involvement ıth Manıcheism Was dependent upOoNn
hat transpired 1n the heavens. Part of the 1645011 for such puzzlement
18 that the modern mınd has httle appreclatıon of the all-pervasıve
influence of the SLAaTrs upoNn human conduct 1ın former aSCS Particularly
through the wıdespread TT of astrology, the Lyranny of the SLAaTS
extended OWN LO the MOST trıyıal detaıls of people’s lıves 4) Such
influence Was a, 11 the 1NOTEC pronounced 1n the Case of Augustine 1n
that hıs temperament iınclined hım consıder the beautıjes of the
heavens being of theır VeLy Nature, far beyond COomparıson ıth
al y earthly beautı]es

Confesstons (hereafter ONf.) 3.6-12
(ontra Faustum 14A12 AD M Conf. 3.6.10.
Leo FWERRARI, stronomy and Augustine’s Break unth the Manıchees, Revue

des Ktudes Augustimennes 1973) 263-276.
4) Kranz (UMONT, LI/’astrologıe el Ia MAaQıE, chapter ın h1ıs Les rel qgrons orıentales

ANnS le DAaAgaNıSME roMAN, Parıs, 1906 As Cumont pomts out In that chapter, the Lyrann y
of the Stars extended Ven LO such mundane matters deecisions ou taking bath

go1INg LO the hair-dresser.
Thus, 1n the Solzloqures he has Reason address hım follows : “°Vou are not
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Comets, of a 11 the heavenly bodies, WeTe especlally recommended
IN0 the attentıon of the ancıents, both by 1TEeAaSOIl of theır eerTI1e

an because they seemed obey OoONe of the cyclıc laws
whıch governed the VarTlOuUs other den1ızens of the STaITYy vault 6)
Theır sudden, unheralded aPPCAaLalllc ıIn the Sky W as therefore
SOUTCE of wıdespread soheitude. Thus, Manılıus, In hıs Astronomıcon,
SCcCc> Comets presagıng plagues an WarLr 7) Agaın, Seneca remarTtTks
1rON1Cally that the partıcular Comet which appeared durıng the re1gn
of Nero dıd much LO take AaWAaY the bad reputatıon assoclated ıth
comets 3)

However, whiıle the general populace regarded comets of
impending eviıl, 1t 1s pertinent LO present consıderatlions that the
Manıchees would ave had g00d LEASOIN for re]o1c1Ng OVeT the sudden
aD PEAIANCC of COomMe 1n the sky They regarded the Su. an 110011

dıyıne beings an worshıpped them CHVOYS from the Kıngdom
of Light We C  S SUPPOSE therefore that they would ave had
sımılar attıtude IK0) the unannounced aPPCAaALallcs of lumınous comet
1n the sSky specılal W as being sent from the Kıngdom of Lıight,
thus confirmıng the faıth of the behevers. Rather than being EC-
hensıve, they had TeASON IKO) be ]ubılant. We MaYy SUPDPOSEC
that 1t; Was thıs re]olc1ıNg that brought them LO the attention of the
INnquIrINS Augustine 1 the tıme of the aD PEATAaANCE of the comet of 374

Now the fırst, requırement of such hypothesıs ın volvıng Halley’s
COomMe of 374 chronological QCCOTd. In thıs regard, 1t; 18
requıred that Augustine’s Conversıon LO Manıcheıism would ave
followed SOOIL eTr the aPPCALAalllO of the Come The second requULTE-
ment of the hypothesıs would be sıgnıfıcant detaıls 1ın Augustine’s
OW. deser1ption of hıs Convers1ıon. Such detaiıls would 30 eas ıntımate
that the apparıtıon of the CoOome had een ımportant factor 1n hıs
decısıon LO embrace the relıgı0n whıich worshıipped hıght

T’he fırst factor 1ın the matter of chronological aCCOTd 1s the

much delighted by the ear an her beauty, bDy the beauty an magnificence of
heaven.” (0D crt 16 90} Conf. 4..3

{r 18 noteworthy however, that ecertaın of the ancıents ventured far to

speculate uDOoN the possible cycliec TeECUTTENGE of the comets. Such tLO have been the
ase ıth SENECA, Naturales Quaestiones 7  ba an PLINY, Naturalıs Hıstorıa

/) 02 c1t. 809
S) SENECA, O' CYH., y

See 00tNO0TEe
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question of the precıse dates of the yCal 374 when Halley’s cComet
ould ave een visıble LO the naked CVE of observer ,T Carthage
(where Augustine W as then lıving). Kegardıng these an other charac-
terıstıics of that visıtatıon by Halley’s comet, Ca  m; do better than
quote from the description kındly provıded by Dr ryan Andrew,
ıth the assıstance of Dr Lorne Avery T the console of the computer

It Was fırst vıisıble LO the naked CVE from Uarthage about
March (Juhan tıme), reached axımum brıghtness Aprıl
an had faded from 1eW around the en! of Aprıl The Chinese
fırst spotted 1t; March an Sa ü A late May142  L. C. Ferrari  question of the precise dates of the year 374 when Halley’s comet  would have been visible to the naked eye of an observer at Carthage  (where Augustine was then living). Regarding these and other charac-  teristics of that visitation by Halley’s comet, I can do no better than  quote from the deseription so kindly provided by Dr. Bryan Andrew,  with the assistance of Dr. Lorne Avery at the console of the computer :  It was first visible to the naked eye from Carthage about  March 1 (Julian time), reached maximum brightness April 1  and had faded from view around the end of April.... The Chinese  first spotted ıt on March 4 and saw it as late as May 2. ... At its  brightest, it was at transit (%.e. due south) around midnight,  and was moving from lower left to upper right across the sky  at about 12 or 13 degrees per day (looking due south at midnight).  ... Between March 29 and April 4 the tail swung from being  horizontally to the right (west) through vertical to horizontally  left (east). The tail could have extended 40 or 50 degrees. At  brightest the comet-head was about as bright as the brightest  planets (2.e.-3M). 10)  The second factor in chronological accord is that of the precise  date of Augustine’s conversion to Manicheism. Here, the question  of importance is whether that conversion followed soon after the  previously deseribed visitation of Halley’s comet. In qualifying this  last statement (and at the risk of appearing somewhat arbitrary)  it can be said that in terms of human time-reaction, the term “‘“soon”  would seem to imply a period of less than one year after the comet.  With increased passage of time, the impact made by the celestial  visitor would have inevitably faded from consciousness.  Regarding next the date of Augustine’s conversion to Manicheism,  we do at least have his own account of that event as recorded in the  10) Dr. Bryan ANDREW, Radio Astronomy Section, Astrophysics Branch of the  National Research Council of Canada (Ottawa), in a personal letter dated 23 September,  1974 (file : 3103-1). According to the same source, the comet facts are based on the  work of T. KıAnaG (Memoirs of the Royal Astronomical Society 76 (1972) 27-66), who  computed the orbits from Chinese records. Likewise with gratitude to Dr. Andrew,  the brightness data are from S. K. VSEKHSVYATSKEII, Physical Characteristics of Comets,  translated by NASA and the Israel Program for Scientific Translations, 1964,  NASATTF-80, OTS 62-11031, IPST Cat. No. 808 (available from Office of Technical  Services, U. S. Department of Commerce, Washington, 25, D.C.). Dr Lorne AvERY  (also of the Astrophysics Branch of the NRC of Canada) ran the computer program  which turned the numbers from Kiang into usable data.Wr ıts
brightest, ıt W as al ransıt (2.e due Sou around mıdnıght,
an Was MOVINg from lower left LO rg ACTOSS the sky
a about 19 13 degrees pPeI day (lookıng due south AT mıdnıght).142  L. C. Ferrari  question of the precise dates of the year 374 when Halley’s comet  would have been visible to the naked eye of an observer at Carthage  (where Augustine was then living). Regarding these and other charac-  teristics of that visitation by Halley’s comet, I can do no better than  quote from the deseription so kindly provided by Dr. Bryan Andrew,  with the assistance of Dr. Lorne Avery at the console of the computer :  It was first visible to the naked eye from Carthage about  March 1 (Julian time), reached maximum brightness April 1  and had faded from view around the end of April.... The Chinese  first spotted ıt on March 4 and saw it as late as May 2. ... At its  brightest, it was at transit (%.e. due south) around midnight,  and was moving from lower left to upper right across the sky  at about 12 or 13 degrees per day (looking due south at midnight).  ... Between March 29 and April 4 the tail swung from being  horizontally to the right (west) through vertical to horizontally  left (east). The tail could have extended 40 or 50 degrees. At  brightest the comet-head was about as bright as the brightest  planets (2.e.-3M). 10)  The second factor in chronological accord is that of the precise  date of Augustine’s conversion to Manicheism. Here, the question  of importance is whether that conversion followed soon after the  previously deseribed visitation of Halley’s comet. In qualifying this  last statement (and at the risk of appearing somewhat arbitrary)  it can be said that in terms of human time-reaction, the term “‘“soon”  would seem to imply a period of less than one year after the comet.  With increased passage of time, the impact made by the celestial  visitor would have inevitably faded from consciousness.  Regarding next the date of Augustine’s conversion to Manicheism,  we do at least have his own account of that event as recorded in the  10) Dr. Bryan ANDREW, Radio Astronomy Section, Astrophysics Branch of the  National Research Council of Canada (Ottawa), in a personal letter dated 23 September,  1974 (file : 3103-1). According to the same source, the comet facts are based on the  work of T. KıAnaG (Memoirs of the Royal Astronomical Society 76 (1972) 27-66), who  computed the orbits from Chinese records. Likewise with gratitude to Dr. Andrew,  the brightness data are from S. K. VSEKHSVYATSKEII, Physical Characteristics of Comets,  translated by NASA and the Israel Program for Scientific Translations, 1964,  NASATTF-80, OTS 62-11031, IPST Cat. No. 808 (available from Office of Technical  Services, U. S. Department of Commerce, Washington, 25, D.C.). Dr Lorne AvERY  (also of the Astrophysics Branch of the NRC of Canada) ran the computer program  which turned the numbers from Kiang into usable data.Between March and Aprıl the taıl . from being
horızontally LO the rıght west through vertical LO horiızontally
left east) 'The taıl could ave extended degTees. r
brightest the comet-head Was about briıght the brightest
planets 2.e.-3), 10)
T’he second factor 1n chronologıcal 3CCOTd 18 that, of the precıse

date of Augustine’s cConversıon LO Manıche1ism. Here, the question
of ımportance 1S whether that COoNversıon followed SOON after the
previıously deser1bed visıtatıon of Halley’s Come In qualifyıng thıs
ast statement (and T the rsk of appearıng somewhat arbıtrary)
it, Ca  > be sald that ın terms of human tıme-reactlon, the term “SOOD_”
would SEEeIMN LO ımply per10d of less than ONe YCal er the cCcCome
Wıth inereased Passage of tıme, the ımpact made by the celestial
vısıtor would ave inevıtably from CONSCIOUSNESE.

Regardıng ext the date of Augustine’s Conversıon LO Manıcheıism,
do al least ave hıs OW. 2CCOUNLT of that even recorded 1n the

10) Dr. Bryan ÄNDREW, adıo0 Astronomy Section, Astrophysics Branch of the
Natıonal Research Counecil of Canada (Ottawa), ın personal letter dated 23 September,
1974 (file : 3103-1). According LO the Sarme SOUI'CO, the comet facts AT based the
work of KIANG (Memoitrrs of the Royal Astronomaucal Socrety 76 1972 27-66), wh:
computed the orbits TOM Chinese records. Likewise ıth gratitude LO Dr. Andrew,
the brightness data Are TOmM VSEKHSVYATSEII, Physıcal Oharacterıistics of (Vomets,
translated by NASA an the Israel Program for Seientifie Translations, 1964,
NASATLKF-80, OTS 62-1103L1;, 1PST Cat. No S08 (avallable TOM Office of Technical
Services, Department of Commerce, ashıngton, 25, D.C.) Dr Lorne ÄVERY
(also of the Astrophysics Branch of the NRC of Canada,) 1E  - the cComputer PrOgramhm
which turned the num bers TOM lang into usable data.
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of the Confessvons. There, ıt aPPCaTs the outcome of
ıintense desıre for other-worldly wısdom desıre hıch W as inspıred
DYy the readıng of Cicero’s book Hortenstuus. As Augustine informs
the reader, the discovery of that ımportant book OCccurred 1ın hıs
nıneteenth yYCarl 11) Sınce Augustine Was orn November 13 394,
by present methods of reckonıng ADC, that informatıon that
he discovered Cicero’s book between November S10 and November
373 12) Now recallıng the iınformatıon presented above, Halley’s
comet would ave een visıble from Carthage about March ( 374
The LWO sıgnıfıcant events therefore POSSCSS 1mpressiıve proxıimıty
IN0 ONe another.

However, whiıle Augustine informs the reader of the Confessvons
that the d1SCcovery of (lcero’s Hortensutus oceurred 1ın hıs nıneteenth
yCarL, he Oo€eSs not indıcate Just how long after that event he embraced
the Manıchean relıg10n. In thıs regard, that dıstingulshed Augustinıan
scholar, John ()’Meara Se6e5 the intervenıng per10d merely
few days 13) However, CONCTETE evıdence for short interval
0€eS not SCcEem avaıllable. Indeed, the of events ıIn the (on-
fESSLONS would SECEIN to iındıcate otherwıse. In workıng from such
indıcatıons however, 1t; 18 well LO eaTr 1ın mınd Courecelle’s well-founded
Warnıng that the chronology of the Confessvons 18 neıther lınear 1OL

unıform 14) Nevertheless, examınatıon of the Text would SECEIN

LO provıde SOINE ıdea of the tıime-interval between the Hortensius
epısode an the conversion of Augustine Manicheism.

In the first place, ıt 1S noteworthy that that Conversıon 1s portrayed
11) Conf. 3.4.7, De beata ”ıta an Solloqura 6l  —I 1It 18 Iso noteworthy that the

Hortensius mMa y have contaıned SOTNE sıgnıf1cant reference comets. However, since
the Lext 18 not eXtant, thıs aspect cannot be investigated. Again, inftluence 1n the Samne

direetion TOM er works of the (icero (who Was much admired by the
Augustine) 18 not tOo be exeluded. Thus, ın another work (De NnNALUTA deorum
(YHCERO points to comets 0)41% of the 'OuUr princıpal TEeAaSoNS for the formation of the
idea, of the gods 1n the minds of INeN.,. However, yet do not know whether Augustine
had already read thıs work by the tıme of the appearance of the comet In 374

12) In his Recherches S5UT les Confessions Ade sarnt Augustın (Parıs, 1950 Pierre
COURCELLE reckons the interval extending TOM November 373 LO November 3774
(0D. CY., 78) hıs would have been ‚vVven INOTeE convenılent for the of the
present OWever present methods of computing agC would indicate the 1me-
interval ın LEeXT..

13) John O’MEARA, T'he 0UNGg Augustıne ; T’he G({Arowth of Augustine’s Miınd
fO his (onversion (Longmans 1954, 6l

14) COURCELLE, crt. 43  ©
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by Augustine A the OUtcCome of movement inıtiated by the readıng
of the Hortensuius. Thus, that book aWOke 1ın Augustine’s ardent

soul ıntense desıre for wısdom. Here however, Augustine’s
earher rel1g10us traınıng manıfested itself, fOor the only thıng that
restraıned hım from beıng ontent ıth (hcero’s notıon of wısdom
WaS that the aAmIne of Chrıist had place there 15) ext therefore,
he turned LO the Scriptures 1n effort satısfy hıs newly-awakened
yearnıng for wısdom 16) eıng of LOO proud dısposıtıon al that
stage, he dıd not profit from such readıng Iın the WaYy that he should
have, but looked urther for SOINEeE of honourıng OChrıst and
sımultaneously satısf yıng hıs thırst for wısdom. At that stage the
Manıchees trapped hım (asS Augustine puts 1t) Dy pretendıing LO Cater
LO both of hıs needs of that tıme 17)

As far A present consıderations ALl cConcerned, the question
of ımportance 18 how long d1ıd that intervenıng study of the Scriptures
ast Consıdering that Augustine WTOTLE the Confessvons T about the
AD of forty-three, httle later, thıs would 1Nnean that he Was wrıtıng
of hıs first venture iınto scrıptural studıes about quarter of CENTtUrCY
er the even To ave een sıgnıfıcant 1n such perspective, N
NF such ? the interval would SCEIN to ave involved NF least
SOIMNeEe months, rather than few days. Somewhat the Same econelusıon
would SECEIN LO be indıcated by Augustine’s OW. cholce of words ıIn
deser1bing the abortive venture “ Itaque instıitul anımum ıntendere
1ın scr1pturas sanctas’’ 18)

On the other extreme, there 1S the possıbılıty that that fırst
venture into serıptural studıes lasted 1NOTeE than ONe YCarL. 'T‘’hıs would
i LO he excluded however, by another place 1n the Confessions
where Augustine LO be sayıng that he W as already Manıchee
91 the AgE of nıneteen, that VEn SaMne VCar 1n whıch he discovered
(icero’s Hortensuius 19) However, far A the present hypothesıs

15) Conf. 3.4  00
16) Conf. 35
17) Uonf. 3.6.10. De utılıtate eredendı L where Augustine likens hımself LO

bird whi had been trapped by the Manichees.
18) Conf. 3,5 ä 18 noteworthy that Augustine USeCcSs similar words another

0OCccasıon where 1ıt would SCEIN to have een question of INOTE than IN few days
NQUITY. 'hus he Sa ys Conf. of hıs attempts LO disprove the beliefs of the
Manichees : Tune eTrOÖO OTLILET ıntend, anı muUm, S1 QUO modo OssSCHL144  L. C. Ferrari  by Augustine as the outcome of a movement initiated by the reading  of the Hortensius. Thus, that: book awoke in Augustine’s ardent  young soul an intense desire for wisdom. Here however, Augustine’s  earlier religious training manifested itself, for the only thing that  restrained him from being content with Cicero’s notion of wisdom  was that the name of Christ had no place there 15). Next therefore,  he turned to the Scriptures in an effort to satisfy his newly-awakened  yearning for wisdom !®). Being of too proud a disposition at that  stage, he did not profit from such reading in the way that he should  have, but looked further for some means of honouring Christ and  simultaneously satisfying his thirst for wisdom. At that stage the  Manichees trapped him (as Augustine puts it) by pretending to cater  to both of his needs of that time !”).  As far as present considerations are concerned, the question  of importance is how long did that intervening study of the Scriptures  last. Considering that Augustine wrote the Confessions at about the  age of forty-three, or a little later, this would mean that he was writing  of his first venture into scriptural studies about a quarter of a century  after the event. To have been significant in such a perspective, and  at such a range, the interval would seem to have involved at least  some months, rather than a few days. Somewhat the same conclusion  would seem to be indicated by Augustine’s own choice of words in  deseribing the abortive venture : ‘““Itaque institui animum intendere  in scripturas sanctas’”’ 18),  On the other extreme, there is the possibility that that first  venture into scriptural studies lasted more than one year. This would  seem to be excluded however, by another place in the Confessions  where Augustine seems to be saying that he was already a Manichee  at the age of nineteen, or that very same year in which he discovered  Cicero’s Hortenstus 19). However, as far as the present hypothesis  15) Conf. 3.4.8.  16) Conf. 3.5.9.  17) Conf. 3.6.10. De utilitate credendi 1.2., where Augustine likens himself to a  bird who had been trapped by the Manichees.  18) Conf. 3.5.9. It is noteworthy that Augustine uses similar words on another  occasion where it would seem to have been question of more than a mere few days  inquiry. Thus he says (Conf. 5.14.25) of his attempts to disprove the beliefs of the  Manichees : °Tunc vero fortiter intendi animum, si quo modo possem ... manichaeos  convincere falsitatis.”” Cf. Sermo 51.4-5.  19) Conf. 4.1.1.manıchaeos
CONYINCeETE falsıtatıs. ” Sermo 51.4-5

19) Conf. “ 8
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1S concerned, thıs p OSSESSES the unfortunate ımplıcatıon that Augustine
would ave already een converted IM0) Manıcheism before the arrıyal
of the comet of 374

One Way of dealıng ıth thıs dıfficulty would be LO pomnt OUt
that Augustine would ave een IHEere four months into hıs twentieth
yCar when he fiırst wıtnessed the CcCome of 374 Wrıting of the even

quarter of CENtUCY ater, ıt; WOou ave een legıtiımate IN0 Sa y that
he Was HOTE nıneteen than he W as LWEeNtYy 91 the tıme. T’hen agaln,
A has een already poınted OUt bYy Courcelle, Augustine 1s not always
consıstent ıth the known facts 1n desıgnatıng the length of tıme
durıng which he W as Manıchee 20) One other WAaY of dealıng ıth
the dıfficulty 1S by examınatıon of the lJanguage ı63 whıch
Augustine deser1bes hıs OW. CoNversıon LO Manıcheism, ıth 1eW IN0
detecting alLYy possıble effects of the CoOomMme of 374 'T’he ext step 18
therefore LO examıne Augustine’s OW. QCCOUNTS of hıs Conversıon.

Interestingly enough, (H4E 0€eSs not ave LO read far In hıs 2CCOounNt
of that even ın the Confessvons before the celestial ingredients become
manıfest. Thüs, wrıtıng of hat the Manıchees ffered hım he Says

On ese dıshes ere Was set, before 684 1n hunger for
yYOU, the S08  - an the 1991010108 beautıiful ereations of ? but
nevertheless ecreations of and not yOou yourself, NOr indeed
the fırst of yOUr ereations. HKor VYOUTL spırıtual ereations Ar before
ese physıcal creat1ons, heavenly a,N shıinıng (lucıda el caelestra)

they Ar e 21)
One Oan only conclude that the Augustine W as quıte

ımpressed by the Manıchees’ preoccupatıons ıth the heavens. Indeed,
httle urther along, the deser1ption contaıns yet INOTEe of the sSame

But they 1n OSsSe dıishes of theırs kept putting before
olıtterıng fantasıes (hantasmata splendıda), an 1t; would be
better LO love the actual Su. whıich 1S real LO OUT sıght ,T least,
than Ose false fantasıes whıch make uUusSe öf the S LO decelıve
the mınd 22)
Sıgnificantly LOO, much earher ıIn lıfe, when descr1bıng the effects

of the Hortensius uDON hım Augustine agaln alludes LO hıs venture
into Manıcheism ıth 1NOTeEe celestial ımagery

20) ÜOURCELLE, O' CaAt See also, Leo Charles FERRARI, Augustine’s Nine
Years)’ Manaiıchee, Augustimanda ”5 (1975), 210-216

21) Conf. 3.6.10.
22) 1bıd.
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Was inflamed [ by the Hortensvus| by such oTEA love of
phılosophy that consıdered devotıng myself LO 1t T ONCEe. VYet

WasS not free of [0N% mısts (nebulae) whıich could confuse
COUISS, N confess that fOor whiıle WasSs led astray (in errorem),
ıth CYCS fixed upPON those STAaTSs that aink into the
(labentıa N OCECANÜUNM astra) 23)
Thıs remarTkable XIraCct States quıte lıterally that Augustine

consıdered hımself IK0) ave fallen ınto the of Manıcheism because
he had pald LOO much attention LO the StAaTs ın the heavens. T’he
explanatıon acquires actual veracıty ıf he had 1n mınd the COMEe
of 374 aN! ıts impact upoh hıs search for wısdom.

Apart from such EXLTAaCcTtSs whıich eaT explhicıtly uDON hıs COMN-

versiıon LO Manıcheısm, there AlC Mal y other 1ın Augustine’s
wrıtıngs which emphasıse hıs preoccupatıon ıth hat transpiıred
1ın the heavens 24) 'To lıst al such references would be ast under-
akıng indeed and beyond the of the present study Suffice ıt;
merely LO TaW attention LO Augustine’s OW. acknowledgement 1n
ONe of hıs earhest works that he hımself practised daluly contemplatıon
of the SLAaTrs 25) Furthermore, much later 1n lıfe, by the tıme that
he had COMEeEe LO the wrıtıng of ONE of hıs mature WOIKS, he had become
convınced that the unıqgue upright tature of the human anımal
Was sıgn that ıt Was dıyınely ordaıned LO frequent contemplatıon
of the heavens 26))

T’here 02a  - be doubht that the Augustine who Was thus
profoundly impressed ıth the grandeur of the heavens must have
imputed sıngular s1gn1f1cance LO the unheralded arrıyval of the eetTIE
apparıtıon embodıed 1n the comet of 374 Indeed, has een SCCH,
both chronologıcal aCCOTd of that even ıth hıs conversıon
Manıcheısm, well ecertaın allusıons ın hıs OW. descr1iptions of
that COoNversıon a,|] constitute ceiıtreumstantıal evıdence that it W as

that unprecedented event 1ın the heavens hıch led hım iınto the
Manıchean relhıgıon.

Admittedly, evıdence far adduced for thıs hypothesıs 18 a

23) De beata 2ia (dates TOmM 386, about before the Uonfessvons.)
24) Thus, Was tudent of the 00. of Ose wh: make horoscopes’”

ON 4.5.5.) Solzloqura
25) (ontra aAcademıcos .9  D MARCUS ÄURELIUS, M editations BT,
26) Urty of (z0d 14.4, 11 AA AA MLF O The image 1S apparently deriıved WI1 SOINC

word-play uDOonN “"rectus’’) TOM HKececlesıiastes F  SO
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best eireumstantial. Essentially, 1t, has een matter of bringing
together evıdence whıich would SeceNM LO substantıiate the hypothesıs.
T’hıs PTOCESS 18 hat the ancıents would probably ave termed the
DU ınNVvENLLONAS. Kvıdence of another kınd could be provıded DYy use

of the complementary PTOCESS of hat 18 known A the DU Judicen.
In thıs, the hypothesis 18 assıumed LO be true an becomes
of explanatıon. If ıt 1s found that the hypothesıs explaıns certaın
facts whıich cannot be explaıned, cCannot be well explaıned,
wıithout the hypothesıs, then 1mproved medıum of explanatıon
1t; must be accorded hıgher eve of respect.

In the Case of hat May eTe be termed ‘Halley’s Comet
Hypothesıs, ” such 18 indeed SEEN LO the Case ıth respect LO LWO M YS-
ter10us allusıons whıich ave hıtherto dısquieted certaın Augustinian
scholars. 'T’he enı1gmatıcal allusıions make ın the hıght of the
above hypothesıs.

T'he fırst such allusıon 1s found 1n the contıinuatıon of previously
cıted LEexXTt (Irom the early De beata vıla), concerned ıth the Hortens1ius
epısode an ıts aftermath. Because of ıts ımportance LO present
consıderatıions, the xtract wiıll be quoted a length

Krom the ASC of nıneteen, havıng read In the school of rhetorie
that book of Cicero’s called Hortens1uus, Was inflamed by such

gTEAat love of phılosophy that consıdered devoting myself toO
it; T ONCE Yet Was no0%t free of those mısts which could confuse

COUISEC, N confess that for quıte whıle Was led asStTay,
ıth CY CS fixed those SÜaTsS that siınk In the
chıldısh superstition (superstitvo quaedam nuerıles) deterred
from thorough ınvestigatıion, and, SOOoN Was INOTE COU-

LaSCcOUS, TEW off the darkness an earned LO TUuSsS INOTE In
INnen that taught than 1n those that ordaıned obedience, havıng
myse. encountered PEISONS CO whom the VOLY. lıght, sScen by
theır CYCS, apparently W as object of hıghest and even dıyıne
veneratıon 27)
T’he enıgmatıcal allusıon IK0) .. chıildısh superstition ” hıch

deterred Augustine has caused scholars quıte SOTINe CONCeEeTNN As
Jolivet PUuts ıt ..  on häsıte SUur le SCHS de OCeSs mots’”’ 28) Jolıvet

then proceeds tOo explaın the strange allusıon through the influence

27) De heata »”ıta
28) (Kuvres de Sarnt Augustın ; Dhralogues Phlosophiques (Bibliotheque

Augustinienne) Parıs, 1948, 289
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ot the blınd faıth of Augustine’s Catholie childhood- faıth whıich
later terriıfıed hım and tore hım aAWAaY from the study of phılosophy.

somewhat sımılar explanatıon 1Ss proposed by Alfarıec 29)
It mıght ave een possıble LO disecount those few enıgmatıcal

words of Augustine’s, eXCcePT for the fact that they 1ın the Samne

ontext (of hıs iınduetion In0) Manıcheıism) In Augustine’s later work :
De utalatate eredend,

Kor. hat else forced for almost iıne V  9 durıng whıich
tıme rejected the relıg10n whıch parents had implanted
ın A chıld, IM0 follow ese 10enN [1.e the Manıichees] ‚N
dılıgently LO lısten LO them, SAa Ve that Was terrıfıed DYy CL
st1it1On (superstutiom terrert) 30)
Courecelle SCEC5S thıs second allusıon LO superstit10us LerTOT in the

above ontext A throwıng hıght ubOoh the fıirst ONe 1ın the De beata.
nba. As the VeELY inıtıal wordıng DEn Courecelle’s explanatıon SUggESTS,
however, 1 IS agaln explanatıon ın volvıng arbıtrary assumptıion,
N which for a‚ |] that st111 faıls LO TEINOVE the disturbing quality from
Augustine’s trange allusıons. Thus, Courcelle’s explanatıon proceeds
As ollows

1{1 faut CTOITE QUE, ans l’entourage d’Augustin, ecertaıns
cathohlques «’Ataljent INquıietes de cur10s1ıte6 intellectuelle
l’egard des VTEeS saınts gu ıl venaıt d’OuVvrTIr; ils avaljent Juge

ırrespect l’egard de l’autorite relıgı1euse L’eveıl de
SON esprıt crıt1que 31)
Agaın, 1ın e explanatıon Courcelle has made uUusSe of Augustine’s

fırst attempt T studyıng the Scriptures, mentioned 1ın the (Jon-
fESSLONS 32) Though thıs study o€es intervene between the Hortensius
epısode and Augustine’s CoNvers]ıon LO Manıcheısm 1n the prevıously
mentJioned CONTEXT, ıt, hardly ]Justified In attempting explaın
Augustine’s enıgmatıcal allusıons LO superstitious terror”. On neıther
0Cccasıon when Augustine makes thıs strange allusıon 1s there an Y
reference LO scrıptural studıies LO be found 1ın the Samıe ONLEext Agaın,

29) Prosper ÄLFARIC, L' evolutıon untellectuelle de Sarnt Augustin, I’ Parıs, 7 E
note

30) De utılıtate eredend+ 'hıs work dates TOM 39%; which 1S ıve after
the reference LO ““terror” ın the De beata ”ia.

31) Pıerre COURCELLE, 0 Cit.;
32) Conf. 35
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it 18 diffiecult LO Sece how Courecelle’s explanatıon ACCOUNTS for the
fact that that Samne ““superstiti10ous terror” induced Augustine LO
follow the Manıchees for SOTINe ıne Yy'  9 A hıs prevıously cıted
XLraCct ınforms us that 1t, dıd

Finally, a ] the PTeVvIOUS attempted explanatıons ATe VeLYy tame
ONeSs compared ıth the violence ımphed ıIn Augustine’s allusıons
5O “superstiti0ous terror’”. It 18 obvıously question of SOINeE unıque
event whiıich qe1zed Augustine ıth COoNsumıng fear an dread,
whiıich inspiıred the en1gmatıcal allusıons ell OVeTr decade ater
So much then for the attempts al explaınıng ese myster10us allusıons
of Augustine. 'T’he explanations Anr e based uUuDON certaın assumptions
whıch do not SeceM LO be warranted eıther the hbasıs of the ontext
{)T the language employed by Augustine hımself.

On the eTt hand, the myster10us allusıons ““superstit10us
terror” would SCcEeIN LO be much 1INOTeE satısfactorally explaınable (and
together lose theır enıgmatıcal character) 1n the lıght of the ‘ Halley’s
Comet Hypothesıs.” It would aD DAa that the unannounced arrıyal
of that eerTIE apparıtıon ın the sky OVeLr Carthage ın March, 374, struck
LETTOT 1n the ear of the Augustine. T'he Manıchees celaımed
not only X0 be able LO explaın that unprecedented phenomenon, but
9180 LO be ahle LO aCCOouUunNtT for 1t A of hope rather than of
ımpendıing 00M It that ıt; Was thıs claım whıch W as powerful
factor ıIn the Augustine’s deec1ısıon ] 01n that SeCct of hıch
he remaıned member for SOTINEe ıne

Such being the presumed COUTSE of events, then the sudden
arrıyal of the comet would ave intruded uDON the Augustine’s
search for wısdom search inıtı1ated only hıttle earlıer by the readıng
of Cicero’s Hortens1iıus. Augustine’s resulting LEerTTOT from the comet’'s
eerTIe intrusıon uDON the accustomed order of the heavens would ave
Jolted hım into another line of INQUITY whıich W as LO lead hım ınto
Manıcheism, the relıgıon whıch (approprıately enough) worshipped
Light And a, ]] thıs transpıred because of the Augustine’s fasce1-
natıon ıth the heavens; fasceiınatıon whıich Was ACCOMDaN
hım through ıfe

The above postulated chaın of events would SeEeEeTIN LO be clearly
ımplied by Augustine’s OW. words In the descr1ıption of hıs interrupted

of wısdom ın the aftermath of the Hortensıius epısode
Sed mıh1 nebulae defuerunt, quıbus confunderetur GCUTSUS

MeUS; et, dıu fateor, quıbus ın eTTOTLTeEIN ducebar abentıa In
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OCEGCanNum a STra SUSPEXI. Nam et superstit1o0 quaedam puerıilıs
a‚b 1psa inquısıtione terrebar 33)

Finally, ogranted the valıdıty of the Halley’'s Comet Hypothesıs”,
there 1s certaın fıttıngnNess LO the inıtı1atıon a,N' LO the termınatıon
of Augustine’s Manıchean SOJourn. It that, he Was led into the
sect ın the fırst place DYy ıts elaım LO be ahle LO explaın UNPLECE-
dented eerTIEe apparıtıon ın the heavens OVerTr Uarthage In 374 In the
end, it AD DCAaIs that he became disıllusiıoned ıth the Same relıgıon
when ıt could not compete ıth the SC1IENCE of hıs tımes ın predieting
the solar eclıpses of 378 and 381 34) Augustine’s fascınatıon ıth the
heavens therefore A P PCAaIsS LO ave een dec1lsıve factor ın hıs relatıons
ıth the Manıchees.

LEO (HARLES FERRARI.

33) De beata 2la
34) Leo FWERRARI, Astronomy and Augustine’s TEA: unth the Manichees, Revue

des tudes Augustinmennes 263-276


