
Boekbesprekingen Comptes rendus

LucC VERHEWNEN, Saınt Augustine’s Monastıcısm In the 1g of cts
ZILNS Vıllanova Pa.) Vıllanova Unıiversıty PTESS; 979

'Thıs book contaıns the extende! text and documentatıon of The
Saınt Augustine Lecture for 975 Hıstorical erıticısm combiınes ere
ıth effectıve developmental method The author’s Vast erudıtiıon
becomes from the WadYy In i he eals ıth the problems
inherent iın hıs ubject Few scholars AI © AS ell equıppe ASs 1S ere
Verhejyen evaluate the contrıbution of Augustine of 1ppO tO the
monastıc IMOWV:! of the ate Roman Empıre.

Havıng wWwe. In 1-6, how lınes 3-10 of Augustine’s ule
dIC anımated and dominated by the paradıgm of Christian communıty
lıving promulgated In Acts 4, 32-35, proceeds Show (pp 6-16) by
comparıson of how A chıft of meanıng 1S dıscernıble ın
Augustine’s UusCc of Acts 4.323, Aanıma UNd el COr UNUM The earlıest use of
thıs texti Dy Augustine (£En INn Ps 4.10, from the per10d of hıs priesthoo

the indıvıdual, whereas both collective and indıvıdual aspects dIc

present ıIn Augustine’s usc of the phrase COr UNUM in hI1s Sermo Denis
117 work cautiously assıgned by 13 September 307 The Varıo0ous

In ICAugustine employs Acts 3235 ATC examıned Dy in
16-39, though the meanıng of Acts 4.3)9 Was nOT foremost ıIn

Augustine’s hought In all of these
The maJor portion of the book (pp 0-80 examınes of

Augustine’s works IC eıther ave monastıc Content OT deal, al least,
wıth atters of ascetıical nature The fırst of these9cur10usly
enough, 15 from Possıidius’ Vıta Augustinl, hapter 3 IC descr1ibes the
monastıc foundatıon establıshed al 1ppO by Augustine immediıately
after hıs ordınatıon the priesthood. Followıng thıs text COM
set or 1ın chronologica order: the ule of Augustıine, which
tentatıvely dates 397, specıfically lınes 3-10; Contra Faustum 5 De

monachorum 16.17: 5: 2532 De SAanNCIAa virginitate 45.46; En In
Ps 3-7; L1 2-13; ‚pistula 214 92 M Obiurgatio); En IN
Ps 99 ] 1: 83.4; De CLIvVvitate Del 5.18° ‚pistula 3-4; and, finally, the
[WO well-know Sermones de MoOribus clericorum 3301 Jan It m1g
be noted In passıng that, accordıng (p 78), Augustine’s words iın
Sermo 356.1 COU. be taken INcan that cts Ta Was the ”Rnle‘. In
force, al the tıme, the clerics lıvıng ıth hım al 1ppo hıs WONU.
dıffer from the sıtuatıon prevaılıng in the mONnasterYy estabDlıshe'| earlher al
1ppoO Dy Augustine.

oss1ıbly ASs result of correspondence ıth Paulınus of Nola.,
exchange ınıtı1ated Dy the latter In the VYCar 394, Augustine, SdaYyS
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(p 15) ]  S dımensıon hıs UuUsc and understandıng of the words
UNd el CO UNUM by termınatıng them wıth the phrase eum hıs

15 cConsıstent ıth the fact that theocentric dynamısm 15
Augustıine earlıer According {O Augustine also OWCS
Paulınus hıs gradual discovery of the collective of Acts 329 At
the SdINlC ıme AL treated ere tO AdWAaTeNECSsS of hOow Augustine
both receıved ASs ell ASs exerted influence dS partıcıpant the
evolutıon of the western MONASTIC ea Ihus the knowledge of
gyptian cenobıtısm which Augustıine ısplays the De MOribus
clesiae catholicae 67/ INaYy, accordıng (p 43) OW! somethıng
the famous letter of Jerome Eustochium 35 ral reports AI
Iluded Dy d another SOUTCEC of such knowledge Dıiırect IN U1MOS
made Dy Augustine practices durıng hıs SLaYy Rome
followıng the E: of Moniıca WOU. ave eft hım OPCNH fO such
influence from ManYy quarters WOU be helpful ere recall
Augustine’s firsthand famılıarıty (De MOYr eccl cath 1.33 70) wıth
1C1SM both al ılan CO diversorium SANCLOTrUM Mediolanıiı
and Rome where he also NEW of severa|] mo  SIIC houses (Romae
plura COSHOVI 1Cc lIınked manual OTr ıth the SIICc ea
(Orientis more)

On the question of the OT1g1D of the Augustinıan ule 1fs femıinıne
form p 70), first reiterates the three hypotheses IC he artıculated

hıs magısterı1a]l two-volume study, regle de Saınt Augustin (Parıs
(1) that the femıminıne VersioOn derıves from the masculıne, and nNOT

VICC (2) that transcrıptlion LO the femıinıne gender took place
fOor the usc of the 1C ‚pistula 2A8 1 WAas addressed
(3) that thıs parıcular monasterYy 15 the [OCUs f the manuscrıpt
tradıtion IC 4SSOC1aTtes ‚pistula 211 1-4 II Obiurgatio) ıth the
femıinıne adaptatıon Regularis Informatio) of the masculıne orıgınal

Praeceptum) 6 N these three hypotheses NO adds fourth
namely that the — of Acts 379 wıth salm 67/ ‚pistula
A0 indıcates that the Uuns JIready WeTC DOSSCSS1ON of the femıinıne
transecrıption of the ule from 1fs orıgınal masculıne form The
therefore between cts 3729 and salm 67 the ule for Men Il
Praeceptum) lınes D merely the VeErY SaImnle Juxtaposıtıon
Augustıine subsequent ‚pistula 578 Accordıing tO ıf the uns WeTC

already PDOSSCSS1ON of the femıminıne VEIS1ION of the ule the bıshop of
1ppO reprımand expressed hıs usual forthright epıstolary INanNnnNeTr
thus takes consıderabile clout and MCANINS Fınally, Aarguces
(pp 46-4 7 for close CONNeCLION between Augustıine ule and the
mOoNnasterYy of lay-monks al 1ppO epıcte: the chapter of
Possıdıius Vita In all of Patrıstic lıterature the cts 372

35 15 OUN! only ere and the fırst chapter of the Praeceptum
CNolars ıll fınd SOIILC of the above hypotheses straıned but thıs

O€Ss NOT weaken the value of the present monograph 15 poss1ıbly
better recognized d$S cholar cholar hıs assemblage of materıals ere
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as elsewhere deserves close erıtical scrutıny. The ext generatıon as ell
the present ONe Cal not ignore hıs provocatıve theses.

The author concludes ıth resume (pp 1-9 of the followıng
Augustinıan themes: the TIrıune (GJ0d enlarges all human ıfe All people,
therefore, nOotL sımply the fırst Christjans of cts 2-35, approac the

and unıty of the eavenly Jerusalem. Christians, however, ATC

richly ndowed Dy the intersubjectivıty of the three dıvıne Persons.
theocentric dynamısm, thus underlıes thıs ineluctable towards
God Such dynamıc orıentatıon 1S Chrıistogonic for those wh: AdIiIc
rooted In the eccles1ial and sacramental realıty of Christ ose affınıty
ex1ists between Church and Euchariıst. The unıtıve W! of and
love 1S attrıbuted 1{8 the actıvıty of the Holy Spirıt. Monastıc ıfe and
famıly ıfe AIC mMICcrocosms of eccles1ıa] ıfe Monastery and ome
““constıtute [WO dıfferent WdYyS of orjıenting one’s ıfe toward God, but
theır basıc inspıratıon 1S the SAaIne iraternally ecclesıal, OT ecclesially
fraternal” 95) Eschatological ension regularly threatens such Iragıle
POSSESSIONS d S beauty, harmony, COncord, the ullness of, love and
unıty. eIr ımıted en]Joyment 15 the NECCCSSATY lot of pılgrım people
Fınally, monastıc and famıly ıfe em DodIıe: ın the Church POSSCSS, for
Augustıine, .. strong contemplatıve dımens1ıon ” (p 9/)

Regrettably, there 1S faır number of mıiısspellıngs, blemish uDON
distinguished ser1es öf publıshed ectures. Thus, ın corrected form

Prescinding L: insıstence, 11 and 20 sımplest, 48 ; bestows,
57:; ‘ Bethzatha, O5 independence, /70: ep1scopal, 78; Paulınus

of Nola’s wıfe 1S Therasıa, 9, 10, 1 1 and The followıng
misspellıngs reflect the author’s second language, French, 1C he
employs ell In hıs ManYy scholarly wrıtings: exceptionally, 13
responsı1bılıty, U 24, 28, 3() and 39; responsıble, 33 ere 1S
printer’s Z} the word 1S TEa
e dIC also few ınfelıcıtous eXpress10ns: “resumed by

phrase”, Pagc 2 ote S 34, ‘“ imbrem divinum °dıvıne raın
“cCommunıtary viırtualıties”, 47 ; “cCannot be VeErYy apar chronologı-
cally  ” 49; read “ further” instead of ““farther ”: part of the
nuns’”, 67: 66, S UUM DeIlOoNnSIANg” ; 76, propium
‘““belongings’’; “t0 accomplısh ONC hıgh 83 OT another” J1°
“Chrıstendom ”, 53; profoun: and unsoundable mystery ,
TIhe reference De MO  = ecel. cath., 40, ote 65 should read : L,
67)

hıs book 1S ONC of the al LOO few of NS publıcatıons LO AapPCAaI ıIn
Englısh. Hopefully, the above corrections ıll be incorporated into
second printing. udents of Augustinıan monastıcısm dIC VCIYy lıkely
request ON!  ®

FORGES LAWLESS, ÖS


