
AUGUS ’S FAMILY
RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE

Few people ave wrıtten deeply and ıth such scholarly
Competence Oou Augustine s amıly Professor Van Bavel;! 1{8
whom edıcate thıs hIis 80th bırthday. Augustine’s Tamıly
remaıns subject of intense scholarly debate ? The TCasons aAIc

wofold, though closely connected. Firstly, SOTIIC of the aCTts AIic nNnOTL
entirely clear and remaın OPCH interpretation. econdly, the subject
matter 15 of general Current interest. Many people hold StıroNg VIEWS

“the amıly  29 and ese naturally influence theır interpretation of
hıstorıical phenomena. IR 15 ONEC of the TICAasonNs why SOMEC of the
1SSUES concerning Augustine s Lamıly continue be OLULY debated
hıs 1S nNOoTt immune from thıs condıtıon. 1S only SMa CON-
trıbution much arger debate But ıt m1g er LICW ook al
partıcular aSpect In partıcular fıeld, namely the Tamıly d S of
rel1g10us experlence.

ontemporary family and religion paradox
takes ıts startıng pomnt irom paradox In the Current debate

about the famıly and relıgıon. ome recent opınıon polls? suggest that
CVEN In the MoOst secularızed parts of the WOT. MOSstT people claım
ave SOTNC SO  e of rel1g10us experlence, al least fOo seek such
EXDEMENCE. ımılarly the amıly Its ea W ds announced decades
AD Yet accordıng 18 SOMNC recent polls LNOTC than ree quarters of
ose partıcıpatıng declared that G1r amıly supporte: them in lıfe.
NOTL only materı1ally, but also morally, and CVCIN spiırıtually. In Europe
and the In the early Dy only BG of the

especılally indebted hıs “ Augustine’s View Women, ” in Aug2ustint-
UNda 39 (1989) 5-53; SCC also ver Ancıent, FEver New Augustine s Vıew Women
(Vıllanova: Augustinian Press:

See only recently Shanzer, ° Avulsa latere meo, ıIn JRS 97 (2002) PTE

The reflections that follow do NO represent speclalıst soc1ologıst s analysıs,
but informed lay person s interpretatiıon of ser1es of polls conducted In the last
three YCAars ıIn Varıo0ous countries In western Europe, Dy MORI, K  Z and IMEF

the websıtes of the relevant instıtutes.
(Allensbach). Ihe results of these polls are' ın the publıc domaın and be checked
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populatıon felt able Sa Yy that But Tamıly lıfe NO of COUTSC,
whether in 1fs ideal in ıfs real form, 00 VE dıfferent irom fam-
ı1y ıfe then Fewer people identify famıly ıth the SMa amıly nıt
(father-mother-chıildren). More and LNOTC SCC it network of rela-
tiıonshıps, luster of several households, ıth members from several
generat1ons, and en ıth chıildren and relatıves from present
ell former marrıed non-marrıed relatıonshıps and the partners
from ese relatıonshıps.

And for INan thıs NC  < kınd of famıly 0€eSs not merely SCIVC

pragmatıc, CINCTISCHCY solution. By far the maJorıty especlally
of people experlıence the JOYyS and dıifficulties arısıng from fam-
ı1y ıfe enrichıng amıly for them 1S place where they feel
needed and called z responsıbilıty, but where they also experI1-
G JOYV, love, and fulfilment in ıfe And Ianı aSsoclate ese CXPDC-
rmences ıth relıg10n. Especı1ally parents seek extend eIr
Lamıly experiıence Into rel1g10us dımensı1ıon. To them theır amıly
experıence 18 basıc form of rel1g10us experlence. At tirst glance thıs

paradoxıcal. owadays rel1g10us experlıence 1S increasıngly
sought outsıde instıtut10ons. Yet the amıly, inspıte of eıng ıtself
institution, be experlenced Dy IMNanYy d place that Can aC1l-
ıtate rel1210Us experlence. Also, Ian y famıhlıes seek lınk them-
selves rel1g10us communıitıles. Practical theolog1ans have, of COUTSC,
already become of thıs and consıder ıt challenge and
chance.“* But the phenomenon m1g also interesting in the 1g
of hıstorical eology.

The family A4S an ODstacle and catalyst of arly Christian reli-
S10US experlence

One of a1ms in thıs 1S SsShow that the paradox 1s NOl
1LICW Already in the Early Church rel1210us instıtutions in general
and the famıly in partıcular WEOIC cons1ıdered obstacles and catalysts
of rel1210us experience.? OoSse who cConverted Christianıty WEeIC

NnOTt sSoOlate: indıvıduals, but members, and VCLY often eadıng INCI1N-

bers, eads, of famıhes. Ometimes the latter INAaYy ave mplıed that

See, L MARSCHÜTZ, *S ur Zukunft der Famıiılıe: sozlologısche Befunde
theologısche Herausforderungen, ” in IhPO 149 (2001) 57-65

For recent study SCC UNGBAUER, “Ehre alter und Mutltter ” (WUNI
2.146; Tübıingen: Mobhr S1ıebeck, 306-37/71
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famıly converted whole,® but NOT always. Still, al the egınnıng
of the 5th CENTLUTY, al time when paganısm Was already eing SUD-
pressed, Augustine, the bıshop of 1ppoO, COu only Sd y that,
Gnl INanı y famıhıes ıIn hıs congregatıon had INOTC I1HNECIN-

bers, mMOst famıhlıes had al eas OMNC Chrıistian member / The least ONEC
Can conclude from thıs remark 1s that mMoOost famılıes In Hıppo WEeIC

heterogeneous In elIr rel1210us behefs But thıs mMust ave mplıed
that cNılaren dıd not normally learn elIr al from theır paren(ts;
husbands and WI1VeSs adhered dıfferent faıths, dıd grandparents
and grandchıildren, asters and slaves, landlords and workers. The
iımpact of that rel1210us and amıly ıfe must ave een CNOTIMNMOUS,
not Just In terms of potential conflıct, but especlally in terms of abıl-
Ity oleTrTate dıfferent belıefs, and lıve alongs1ıde VC intımate
rTIiends and relatıons who sometimes held VCLY dıfferent behefs

It 1S thıs phenomenon 1G interests In thıs aDCTI, the ate
Antıque amıly place where adherents of dıfferent rel1g10ns and
belıefs, dıfferent WaYyS of lıfe, Pasans, heretics, schısmatıcs, atechu-
INCNS, aptıse: PCTSONS, clergy, ascetIics and ordınary lay people
are: theır eXperlence, includıng eır rel1g10us experlence, and how
thıs impacte: Chrıistianıty in that ulture durıng that per10

My approac 1S 1ımıted by the avaılable SOUTITCES Augustine
WI1 h1s famıly) 18 ONC of the VEILY few examples, where Cal paınt

slıghtly fuller pıcture, though OVEeEn In hıs Casc INanYy questi1ons must
remaın unanswered. er examples WOU be the Cappadocı1ans,
lesser extent the cırcles around Rufinus of quıle1a and Jerome, and
of Paulınus of ola Augustıine, of COUITSC, 15 nNOoTt only interesting dS
hıstorıical f1gure. He alsSO had tremendous influence the formatıon
of estern ideas about the relatıonshıp of the indıvıdual, especlally
the indıvıdual adolescent and hıs OT her family And
In ONeEe WaY another thıs influence 15 ST angıble oday But In thıs

Can only hınt al that latter aspect.
ote the phrase “rel1g10us eEXperience . AWAAaTC of ıts

VaguCNCSS. But thınk ıt m1g be useful In thıs cContext For despıte
the huge SaAD between the ate Antıque sıtuatiıon and the sıtuation

dee, 108 famously, Acts 6:135 the baptısm of Lydıa ..  and her "house ”
(O1kos, domus); cf. below for the hıgh degree of equıvalence in thıs cContext of domus
and familia, “house ” and famıly.

In hac C1uLtate multas IANuUENILFLSermo PL, 3 E NUFM C100
domos, In quibus NO  > Sıt uel NUS DASUanUsS, nullam domum INUENIFL, ubı NO  - ınt
Christianli;: for the Karly Chrıistian Character of thıs of affaırs generally SCC

‚AMPE, “ Urchristliche Miıssıonswege nach Rom Haushalte PagancI Herrschaft als
Jüdisch-christliche Keiımzellen, ” 1in 97 (2001)x
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oday it of al m1g provıde ground for reflecting hat
the [WO sıtuations ave COMMMMNON, and where they remaın ITrreCON-
cılably dıfferent hıs m1g help towards interpreting, halfway ade-
quately, ate Antıque realıty, but also Ormulate ANCW, ın qualıi-
Hed and tımely INAaNNCT, the OTl and values of arly Chrıstian
DFAXLS for Chrıstian lıfe oday

Augustine’s family sOMe hard aCcC{ts

NOow, hat WAas, for Augustine, hıs famıly? In hat WaY,
WaYyS @© W ds ıt, for hım and er members of hıs famıly “Sp&CC”,

[OCUS, of rel1g10us experience ? Augustine Was born ın 354 In I ha-
gasle, SMa Roman settlement ın hat 15 19(0) NO  eas Algerıa. Hıs
father Patrıcıus Was axable cıtızen, Curıialıs decurıio. He owned
land, slaves, relatıvely comfortable house, SMa fortune, reputa-
t10n. He Was honestior, and paterfamilias.® One of h1s had
acquıred Roman cıtızenshıp er becomıng freedman In the early
3rd century.”

Io be establıshed In thıs W ds always mportant for
Augustine. W as ONC of INanıYy attıtudes of hıs 1C hıs CONvers1ıon
dıd NOt change Though he dıd HGE Sa Y that he Was of PDOOT
upbringing '‘ he INAaYy (Oor INa y not) ave thıs in ıteral

he Iso claımed, In hat has be consıdered far INOTC sıgnıfıcant
remark, that h1s paternal inherıtance, probably Ir of hıs ather’s
fortune, made the church of 1ppoO OIlC twentieth better off.!! How
0O€Ss thıs SYUATE ıth the fact that Ssixteen yCalr old he had inter-
rupt hıs studıes because of ack of funds?!?* TIhe explanatıon 1S that

POssIip Vıt. Aug (PL 3 9 395)
See for thıs the discussion in ONNER, Saint Augustine of Hippo: Life and

C ontroversies Norwich Canterbury Press,
Sermo (PL. 39, 579-80); cT. also LAMBOT, Sanctı Augustint SC/r-

ON select duodeviginti SPM I® Utrecht: Spectrum, 0-41; and the dıs-
Cuss1on 1ın SHAW, ‘I he Famıly In ate Antıquity: The Experience of Augus-
tıne,  27 in ast and Present 115 (1987) 351

11 Epist. 26.7 44’ 13) ULX nım ULZESIMA partıcula rFes Med paterna
exıiıstımarı potest INn comparatıone praediorum ecclesiae, GUAE UNC Ul dominus 'XLS-
EtLIMOor possidere. Augustine would a10)1 make thıs claım, ıf he Was 19(0)1 partıcularly
proud of ıt, certaın that it could be verıfied, al least NOl be falsıfıed. He 1S keen

be record of havıngz sa1d that. But the other hand he also COMPAaTrCcs hımself
here ıth ..  really  27 rich people ıke Romanıanus elanıa the Y ounger, whose
inherıtances (ın the asc of the Jatter) INAaYy have constituted the entire wealth of INOIC
than ONE bıg diocese.

See conf. Z 6771 (B 2 n 19-20; 0-8
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s WEeEeTC probably cash flow problems, SeriOous ou but tem-
OTarYy, ıt urne: Ouft Hıs father had Just died, and probably
had to be paıd Perhaps debtors defaulted in iu  = But the Lamıly
estates remaıned intact Augustine’s brother Navıgıus SOOMN Ollowe:
the father CUur1alis, and he could DAaYy off hıs brother and hıs S1S-
ter. hıs amıly W as neıther destitute 1OT ruined, but the CONLrary
rather ell endowed, and also, equalliy mportant, ell connected.
ıthın YCar Augustine had SPONSOI who helped hım 18 continue
hıs tudıies in Carthage and later EvVen PUTISUC hI1s In Rome
and ılan, Romanı1anus, 0Ca magnate and frıend and patron of the
famıly probably also ıth financıal interests (as credıtor
e  or What MaYy also be consıdered for the sıtuation of 3’7() 1S the
Cufl throat nature of the ole SyStem of Inancıng hıgher educatıon.
Not only students, professors, LOO, WeIC constantly short of cash.
Augustine of hıs WOTTIES professor ın Rome, when hıs STU-
ents dıd 19(01)1 pPaYy theır fees al the end of term .} But agaln, ICN
from less establıshed and ell ndowed famılıes, less ell connected,
sımply WOU 191011 ave continued ıth CIr studıies chosen nother
profess1ion.

The establıshed ıfe style of hıs famıly always remaıned
ımportan aspect of Augustine’s rel1g10us experlence. He o0€es Sa Yy
NCE that Chrıstian POVeITY 15 INOTEC authentic ir ıt o0€es not depend
e inheritance,!* but the OIle po1n 1S that he hımself W as 1NaCcC-

quaımnte: ıth such pOVerTty Hıs inherıtance DaVC securıty hım-
self, hıs amıly, and ater hıs rel1210uUs communıty and hıs church

Law and love

amıly, famıilıa, for Augustine, consısts of several layers. The
CCEHE al the Centfre AiIc hIs father, mother, brother and sıster. But in the

ıt also COMPTISES arger of people, 181011 much
“extended amıly  29 In soc1al anthropologıica s but of
people I1XC Dy law, the members of the house (domus), 1ıke claves
and enants (inquilini).' Clearly, these people WEeTC 1a(0)1 amıly in the

chıldren, COUSINS grandparents WCIC They had duties, but
few ng  S, cshould SaYy privileges. en, they WCIC crushed

See conf. CCB 2 C} I2)
NSee epLS 26.7 4 C} 13) multo ET SO [1Quidius el SECUFLIUS In hoc

Malur christiana paupertas, In QUO U ampliorum potest putarı Cupliditas.
| 5 See SHAW (n 10)
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between warrıng factıons. hus when ONC day tens10ns Tan hıgh
between Augustine s mother and her mother-ın-law and the paterfa-
milias had Step In, they accused SOTIIIC of theır slaves of upsetting
the DUAX domestica Dy spinnıng intrıgues. In retu:  C} the father sub-
Jected ese slaves discıplina familiae, he DaVC them sound

16ashıng, thus restorıng concordia SUOFTUFM

There 1S ar anythıng sentimental about such condıiıtıions.
Yet ONC the less ıt WOU be quıte thınk of ese Structures
merely in legalıstıc terms Irue, paterfamilias had the Mg VCT ıfe
and ca 18(0)1 only of slaves, but also of hıs wiıfe and cCNAılaren He
COUuU them he pleased, maltrea them, and 6C V kall them He
COU establısh quası second wifel/ In h1s household, AdS Augustine
dıd in 385 in ılan, after he had engaged hımself ten YCar old
gıirl He had walıt for hıs brıde reach her ega. aADC for marrıage
and meanwhıle cContent hımself ıth LIAOIC mature mistress. He
had already dismıissed hıs COINIMMON law wiıfe, the love of hıs ıfe from
hıs you ere 1s indıcatıon that aNyONC COUuU ave one anı y-
ıng agaınst such behavıour hıs part, though equalliy MUuSsSst 1a(011
conclude that such behavıour W as generally consıdered acceptable,
whatever grounds. *® Even ıf conservatıve mınded 1ıke
Augustine s mother d portrayed by her SON, dıd not openly protest
agaınst 1t, eIr quıe dısapprova. alone INAaYy ell ave een damna-
LOTY, and nOoTt Just from Chrıistian perspective. Irue, there W as hard
edge the Roman soul. ustice W as held SUPTEIMEC. Was expected
be enforced ıth severity"” maıntaın dıscıplıne, order, and the ira-
dıtiıonal WAaY of amıly lıfe, be it agaınst the improbitas of intransı-
gent first born SON, the perversıitas of power-hungry wiıfe aspırıng
z charge of the familıa herself.% But deep oWnN al the bottom

of the he:  Z there W as also profound desıre for endurıng passıonate
and cCompassıonate love. Augustine of slave W:  -n  E} who
before hım had brought h1s mother and her father *! And, 1NOIC

famously, he Iso credıbly and movıngly of the love of h1ıs 1ITrS
(common Jaw) wıfe. The sphıt ıth her, hıs inıtlatıve and therefore

See conf. 9.9.20 (GCX 2 9 145-46) and the diıscussıon ıIn SHA (n 10) 15
For the dıfficulties of the EeXaC descr1iption of the relatıonshıp ell for the

other terms In thıs passagc SCC 110 Shanzer n E Mistress and concubıne NOL
quıte hat 15 mean

&} VANS RUBBS, Law and Famıly In ate Antıquity Oxford Clarendon,
155
(1 SHAW (n 10) the motıf of durus
(* SHA) (n 10) the DETVETSA of domus, iın which 18 in

charge; ıhıd. 31 also the Lra of husband, father, and lord
21 Conf. 0.8.17 WL 2 y 143); SHAW (n 10)
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hıs responsı1bilıty (or fault), he records, TO hıs heart, In spıte of
being, In hıs oOp1ınıon, egal, morally Justifıable, and above al] spırıtu-
ally (1 relıg10usly) motivated.?4 hıs clas of ard-hearted egalısm
and sentimental desıre for inner fulfilment clearly indıcates the au
lınes In the socılal, and mental and emotional landscape In C
Augustine s and hıs amıly members’ rel1210us experıence be S1it-
uate:

Inner and outer boundarıes

ars and Truta though ıt MaYy be, the domıiınatio Dy theEr
familias remaıns ultımately external force, and under normal CIr-
CUumMsSTLaAaNCES ıt 0€Ss NOT ast VC. long due (O the normal ıfe
CEXpeCLaNC of 111C  - In the long Augustine’s amıly Was OMmM1-
nated Dy Augustine goLl to know hıs grandfathers.“
They had dıed long before he W as CVCIN When hıs father dıed
in 370, Augustine W as P hıs mother 41 It Was her who irom NO
till her ea In 387 ave haCTIe al eas de facto, ıf NOL de
IUre, ASs materfamilias, sıtuatiıon 1C the law tolerated, though ıt
W das rarely ratınie: Ironıcally, bıshop Augustine ater condemned
the practice.“ Yet h1s mother being in charge materfamılıias Was by
far 18(0)1 the only de AaCLO arrangement In hıs famıly urıng hıs It
Was urıng h1ıs mother’s eadshıp of the Tamıly that h1ıs and
theır stayed ıth her “ under OMNC rOof.‘ Apparently the quası
marrıage Was ratıfıed Dy SOTT of valı As SCcC-

YUCNCE ıt COUuU easıly be dıssolved Impossıble Sa Yy ıf that Wäas hat
W ds intended irom the Oufset Certain ega ımpedıments IMay ave
prohıbıted ega marrı1age. But, whatever the or1ıgıinal intention, the
arr  ent contaıned convenılent get-out clause for Augustine and
hıs amıly, urne: Out fourteen ater, In the events of 385
Generally, unmarrıed stayıng ıth the other amıly W ds> nNnoTt
legally member of that amıly Nor W as chıld from such
Uun10n. Woman and COUu easıly be sent AWdY, and ugustine’s,

better, Monica’s, amıly, 110 residents of ılan, dıd Just that
JIhey sent AaWAaVY the$ though NOT her (and Augustines) S()  -
One Can only AdSSUTEC that that W ds done Dy mutual cConsent In ega

See VANS RUBBS (n 18) 300, who NOTfes that Augustine could ‚Ven rely
the backıng of hıs LINOVC bDy the local bıshop, Ambrose.

(F INÜ:  n (FE 32. SHA n 10)
For discussıon of h1Is VIEWS the atter SCC SHAW (n 10) 32
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terms Adeodatus should ave returned ıth h1s mother her amıly,
which Was also hıs In Augustine s amıly, ıth Monica In charge, hıs
ega STatus remaıned amb1gu0us, Sa Yy the least He certamly had
ega. entitlement. Had Augustine dıed, he m1g ave een eft ıth
nothıng lıve In the CVe it W as hım who died only three YCaIs
ater, VE much to the dısmay of hıs father, and oOu also h1is
mother.

Emotional development and qıilure

In outpourıng of orlef VCTI hıs SOn ’s death Augustine PTrO-
fessed how deeply he had OVEe: hım, Just hıs mother. But VC. hf-
tle of that love had een angıble in 385 What indeed WOU deo-
datus ega STatus ave een er Augustine s marrıage
promiısıng heiress? How mMust he ave All entitlements WOUuU
ave een ıth her cANılaren And, be SUIC, ıt Was primarıly ugus-
tine’s plan 118 PUISUC that marrı1age, 181011 Onıca’s. Irue, Moniıca
helped ıth the arrangements. But that W ds her duty actıng head of
the amıly, NOT from her OW ambıtıon. It W as the conventıion, and che
had een explıicıtely as do Dy her SOn  25 Yes it also INa Yy ave
seemed reasonable under the CIrcumstances, but the ole the SIf-
uatıon Was confused. Augustine s behavıour Was extremely erratıc.
Moniıca Call ar ave felt comfortable In her role. Augustine had
chosen the gırl, but all of sudden he W as nNOT SUTC anı y INOTEC It 1S
ar surpr1ısıng that when he as hıs mother for advıce he found
her evasıve and unhelpful. Hıs OW feebhle al dream dıyvına-
tıo0n, LOO, yıelded satısfactory esults He remaıned undecıded

Moreover, ıth the brıde being [WO under ADC the I1NaT-

rage had waiıt in CAaSC hıs drove Augustine egın another
non-marıtal relationship.“® It dıd NOT ast for vVeLYy long, few weeks,

months, al mOST, 1t Obvıously, ıt Was NOTt able fill the San
that had opened Only NOW, confronted ıth maJor ıfe CYISIS,
ugustine decıded enter the ascet1ic ıfe Only ater, much ater, it
urne: Outft that it W as for g00d I0 CONtemporarYy onlooker, who
WOU ave wıtnessed Augustine s * convers1ıon reelıng off in real
tiıme, ıt m1g ell ave looked quıte pathetic in Ifs unıntentional dıs-
play of male vanıty and uman weakness. But that 1S NOoTt the po1in

See conf. D CC Z 8-8 and 'OWER, “‘S d uUuNnNam tamen ‘:
Augustine and Hıs Concubine, ” in AugStud 27 (1992) 49-76, 99:; for thıs paS-
SapCc in conf. Iso Shanzer n 2

For the dıfferent layers of motivatıon SCC OWER (n 23) 56-58
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here, NOT, by the WAaY, 1S the fact that mMan indıvıdual elements of the
Convers1ıon narratıve lıterary motıifs Augustine INAaYy ave styled
hıs STOTY, but that 0€Ss NOoTt (necessarıly) LI1C. that he invented ıt in ıfs
entirety. Hıs ACCOUNT INaYy be extremely one-sided, subjective, CVCIMN

questionable and objectionable, but ıt 15 NOT plece of fıction, be it
hıstorical allegorical. hıs 15 why ıt Can be sed (albeıt crıtically)
aASs SOUTCE for hıstorıcal and bıographica research.

What 15 moOost strıkıng In the present cContext 15 how much
Augustine’s lıfe er hıs CONvers1on remaıned V much the Sdalmllle
before The continulty 1s strıkıng Hıs ascet1iCc ıfe begıns In the bosom
of hıs famıly. I0 Cassıc1acum he ıth hıs mother, hıs SOTIL, hıs
brother, [WO COUSINS and the SONS of [WO patrons Yes: hıs partner 15
M1SSINg, but told that he knows that che wentT back TICA
also Jom the ascet1ic ıfe So COUuU that indicate that he deems her
ST1 In unıon ıth hım, al eas In SOTNC sense? In CaSC, hıs mother
continues be ın charge, for the time being; for che 111 be dead In
hıttle INOTEC than half YCAalL. Iwo VYCAaIrS l Dass before Adeodatus
also dıes, and vVELY close frıend, LOO, eDr1d1ıus

hıs ole phase In Augustine’s lıfe: from 385 387, 15 char-
acterised less Dy the workıings of Tamıly relatıonshıps such than Dy
dıfferent SOTTS of relatıonshıp CrI1sESs and reakdowns ıth 1C
Augustine’s ıfe W äas ıddled urıng that per10 In Augustine W as
hımself responsıble for the disasters that befell hım, ıIn he W ads the
“"wactım:” of fate, dıvıne provıdence, he hımself WOU ave put
ıt In 385 alone he ruıned less than three al, quası marıtal,
relatıonshıps, ın 386 hıs professional CaIcelT. In 38 7/ h1ıs mother dıed,
In 389 hıs SOM Adeodatus, and h1is close frıend Nebridius Clearly,
these events demonstrate the lımıts of uman ıfe earth, including
famıly lıfe. NOoT only In physıca but also In princıpal terms And yel,
far from abandonıng the Tamıly MO for anı Y kınd of lıfe,
including rel1g10us lıfe: Augustine continued interpret hıs ıfe In
ese VC. terms He NOot only continued lıve COonsc10usly In the
Context of hıs famıly thus makıng UuUsScC of hıs famıly for rel-
Q10US experlıence and development, he also interpreted the latter In
terms of the former, and increasıngly } beginning ıth Cassıcl1acum,
and endıing in the 1ppO of the ate 4720s

Family In context of relig10us diversity
Havıngz SKeiche': Ouf the development of Augustine’s famıly

1ıfe 38 / ıth focus maınly hımself ındıvıdually, ıll NO
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L focus h1ıs famıly In the rel1210us Oontext of hıs time. Here
and ere ave already een able throw glımpse al hıs famıly
d of rel1210us experlence. In hat ollows 9(0) thıs aspect
should become CVCI INOTEC compellıng.

When Augustine Was born in 354, Constantıus I1 &e
Was in sole charge of the Roman Empire.“’ Ihe of ana-
SIUS and patron of the Homoeans Was known in Afrıca the SCOUTSC
of the Donatıst schısmatics and champıon of the orthodox,
catholıc, Caecılıan Fear of the Emperor drove the Donatıst
town of agaste back Catholicısm, Augustine writes.<® In 362
Constantius’ II SUCCESSOT Julıan evoked the INCASUTC, but ıth hıttle
CONSCQUCNCE for Augustine’s famıly Ihe MOoOSstT domiınant Chrıstian in
ıt, hıs mother, Camme from domus 1C. ıt Was already
Catholıc when che Was born, around In those days, SCVCN INOTE
sıgnıfıcantly, agaste had een maınly It had een dıfferent
dDC Augustine’s father stil] orıginated from that generatıon. Was
the generatıon that separate: hım from h1is wıfe, In terms of VCAars
much In terms of how he viewed the WOT. He W as S{T1 old
style Pagahn, who submıiıtted 18 baptısm only h1s ea bed ere
WeIC Donatısts Augustine’s relatıves, for example COusın
SeverInus, whom Augustine labels wealthy, educate': and prudent.
They WEIC g00d terms.°0 But Augustine hımself Was NOT attracted
Dy Donatısm. Hıs ıt turned Oul, led hım elsewhere.

The mother’s rel1g10us authorıty and influence UDON the famıly
Was SITONZ, NOL only the chıldren, but also the husband Uugus-
tine repOrts that ıf Was maınly due 10 her that towards the end of hıs
ıfe he became catechumen and let hımself eventually be baptısed;
though thıs Was only vVC shortly before hıs e hus ıt COUuU
equalliy be argue that he pDut taunch and princıpled resistance
agaınst her advances untıl he Was 1(078) weak resIist. Augustine and
hıs brother and sıster, LOO, became catechumens, whılst they WCIC ST1
hıldren Ihe fact that less than generatıon later Augustine had hıs

For what ollows cf. FREND, "I’he Famıly of Augustine: Micro-
OSMmM of Relıg10us Change In North Afrıca, ” ADEC A9 HRSG., CongressoiInternazionale Agostino nel XM Centenarıo della Conversione, Roma, 1320 sel-
tembre 7986 1 (SEA 24-206; Rom Institutum Patrısticum Augustinianum, 1’
Ra Covering the SdiIlle ground Frend fOocus NOoTt much the aspectof rel1g10us change that of continumng relıg10us dıversıty.See eDLS 973 34/2, 462) .. .CLULLAS MEd, GUAE CUM fOla PSSE. IN
Donatı, ad unıtatem catholicam legzum ımperialium timore est.

See conf. OX AA GCCL 2 E 3-44); DOUZE, Prosopographie chre-
fiıenne du Bas Embpire Afrique 3093-333 (Parıs CNRS, 8-6'

Epist. 52 34/2, 149-51)
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SOM aptıse d baby m1g indıcate change in the practice, though
thıs COUu also be due 18 regional dıfferences eiween the respectıve
homes of Adeodatus’s mother and father).

Augustine Was noft only exposed orthodox (catholıc) hrıs-
t1anıty represented Dy hIis mother, he also goL to know other relıg10ns.
ater In hıs ıfe he remembered Madauros, pule1us’ biırthplace, NOT
only place of excellent STAMIMAAT schools, but also CIty where
tradıtıonal classıcal paganısm Was ST1 VE much alıve, in the
PCISON of hıs STAIMMAT teacher. Hıs OW. attıtude classıcal educatıon
aASs OMNC aspect of ancıent and archaıc sei of rel1g10us belıefs and
practices, though unıversally relevant, W as strongly influenced Dy that
ate childhood experi1ence of that kınd of educatıon offered in SU1
functionıng tradıtional Ontfext One has remember that he
elonge ONC of the ast generatıons ın the wWwest who enjoyed that
priviılege. In the COUISC of the 5 th CENTLUTCY secondary and hıgher edu-
catıon Was become prerogatıve of the church

In fact, hıs posıtıve enNCOUNfTfer ıth and respectful attıtude
towards paganısm In the shape of classıcal educatıon COUuU in
explaın why, tudent of rhetoric In Carthage, Augustine W ds less
interested in the austere and evangelıcal doectrine of Donatısm than In
the seemıingly phılosophical, free and enlıghtened spırıtualıt of
Manıche1ism. On the er hand hıs interest In Manıcheism and hıs
long (albeıt 100Se) adherence ıt hearer (audıtor) W as probably
superseded by the fact that he stopped being catechumen In
the CatAhOol1c church ®! hus ONMNC could SaYy that between 3771 and 283
Augustine 1Vve: INOTEC less, In [WO parallel unıverses far h1ıs
relıg10n W ds concerned. hat he retaıned h1ıs catechumenate W as due
at eas In part IO the contimumg influence of hıs mother It MaYy ave
een eası1er reconcıle ıth 100se adherence Manıchei1sm than
dedicated commıtment Donatısm. ere WOU ave een real
alternatıive. But hıs mother, L0O, Was amb1gu0us. Cons1idering
xclude her SON, when che 1IrsS heard of hıs rel1210us escapade, che
decıded otherwiıse, NOTt rel1210uUs princıple, but hat OMNC INaYy
interpret pastora. and amıly grounds She reckoned (and NOTLT In
vaın) that thıs WOUuU enable her continue exert rel1210us intlu-
CcE NOot only her SON, but also her grandson, whom che also
became vVEerIYy much emotıionally attache: And both COUNITIS che MaYy
in turn ave een influenced by Augustine’s nerT, who, lıke her,
Was strongly cCommıtted the atholıc al

31 See for thıs ERRARI, “ Young Augustine: oth Catholıc and Manıiıchee, ”
1n AugStud (1995) 109-128
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eligion, culture, and educatıon and the famıly
strıkıng feature of orth Afrıcan Manıche1sm, portraye:

Dy Augustıine, 1S ıts attractıon for ell educale rich and ambıt1ous
ICN from the provıncıal rban e11e Augustine, Alypıus, Romanıanus
and hiıs SO  ; Licentius, they al] belonged 18 the best famılıes of Tha-

What attracted them fo Manıche1ism, cult that Was consıdered
dangerous, heretical, form of Chrıistianıity by pagans, Donatısts, and

Catholıics alı Already Negal in the 3’7008 it Was severely banned,
persecuted, from 382 nterestingly, ıt Was yYCar ater that Augustine
Ltinally decıded qu1 Manıche1sm had church dıscıplıne lıke
Catholics and Donatısts and ıt rejecte the Old estamen: part of
the Chrıstian tradıtiıon. nstead it offered seemıingly intellectually
OPCH, ratıonal and, above all, gesthetic relıg10n. It lacked hat m1g
ave een consıdered the STIT1IC legalısm of Catholicıiısm and the
anatıc enthus1asm of Donatism. Its agestheticısm resulte from
materılalıst ontology. One of ıfs INOTC angıble effects Was morbıd
obsess1ion, not dıssımılar that In modern forms of materıalısm, ıth
the body, ıts beauty and 1ts PUrı1CLy Whıle Manıchee Augustine

work, ater lost, Oou beauty. He Was morbıd ou h1ıs body,
understood ıt ıfe doomed death,>* but led at the SdadJIlle time
extremely body CONSCIOUS lıfe, sexual ıfe NnCcCIude: Sınce
Manıchei1sm Sa  < CVETIY human lıfe soul ost damned In the
flesh, ıt recommended sexual abstinence 118 ıfs members In order
aVO1d the conception of further human beings. But clearly, ere WEeIC
er WAaYS avo1d conception. hus less dedicated members (““hear-
ers  27 1ıke Augustine) 1a(01)1 prepared 1{8 achleve the hıghest degree of
PUrıLy through sexual abstinence, COUu be sexually actıve, but they
had practise contraception. ater Augustine wrıtes that he sed
practices that eifect which hıs partner detested .° Apparently they
VI1Olate NOT only her rel1210uUs COonvıctlions but CVEN her dıgnıty d
human eıng and

hus the affectuated intellectualism of orth Afrıcan
Manıchei1sm practised and experiıenced Dy Augustine and h1s
mates’ ıle claımıng be emancıpated, enlıghtened and mature,

rather be character1ised by hat ImMpresses adolescent,
immature, male> whıiıle the Catholic al of hıs mother
and hıs partner, 1C the Augustine rejecte) infantıle and

For the SOUTCES SCC REND (n 27) 147
See hbono CONLUL. 11402 41 203-204); SHAW (n 10) 45; 'OWER (n 23)
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unacceptable for educate: gentleman strıikes far INOTEC mature
responsıble and oOWnN ear OTeOVve both Augustine mother
and hıs partner AIiCc NOT the eas uneducated narrowmınded Hıs
mother 1l knew her Bıble and the Cassıcı1acum dıa-
Jogues che 15 portraye: capable CVECIN partıcıpant ıth

dry of humour and sharp, erıtical mınd 35 gaın quest10Ns
regardıng the historicıty of partıcular the dıalogues
asıde the INeTIEC fact that Augustıine Moniıca partıcıpant

the dıalogues and the role he ascrıbes her should be sufficıent
conclude that he had remaıned SOMMNEC form of CONLWUNUOUS dıa-

ogue ıth her hat ıtself should be astonıshıng enough And
hat 15 almost PIOVCN the CASe of the mother m1g also be safely
assumed of the partner 36 And thıs has lot do ıth educatıon

Educatıon W ds NOoTt and certamly NOL PIIMATULY, characterıstic
of Augustine Manıche1i1sm general characterıstic of rel1g10us
CADCI1ICNCEC hıs Tamıly nabled all members NOoTt only develop
and SIOW each theır OW indıyvıdual rel1210us CAÄDCI1ICNCEC but also

tolerate others theırs And there W ds CVCIMN for oday standards
CI1OTINOUS of rel1210uUs CADCI1CNCEC 1ve and shared that

Lamıly ere W ds the father brought largely tradıtıona
ulture but marrıed 18 Chrıstian wıfe and slowly consıdering hıs

ere W as the mother Catholic predomınantly
Onalıs EeNVIr:  ment ere WEIC relatıves who WEeTC Donatısts
ere WeIC the chıldren brought catechumens yel also ell
educated and soclally functional Augustine S1ISter marrıed off and
after the early e of her husband establıshed W1dOW Hıs
brother the famıly eIr ere WeIC alsSO rısks involved and Mon-
ICa 15 reported havıngz en such rısks She kept Contfact ıth
Augustine h1s ner and theır chıld BVn though ıf Was breach of
her authorıty that Augustine adhered Manıche1j1sm In the long IUN
the famıly stayed together NOoTt Just Nıt drıven Dy
NECESSILY, but ıth socı1al Cultura and rel1210us objec-
1Ves -  af the INDICSSION ONMNEC gets from the Cassıc1acum d13a-
logues Besıdes Moniıca CVCN the brother Navıgıus strıkes WILLY,
1ıberal mınded rıtiıcal and interested intellectua dıscourse if NOoTt
dSs genal Augustine and Adeodatus Only ega] W ds
them

See the revealıng hınt Ord. 2 CC 2 E 106 10) NOSIra
res dıvyiınas inflammatum AUNUM

45 See REND (n ZF) 143
See OWER (n 25) 57
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Conclusion

No ou materı1al wealth W dsS of decisıve ımportance for
Augustine’s Tamıly. It ouaranteed hıgh degree ıts ıdentity,
ntegrIty, soc1al STatus and INEeETEC ex1istence. It also matitere‘ for the S17e
of the famıly, the fact that ıt transcended the COTC nıt (father-mother-
chıldren), though that CLE nıt remaıned the spırıtual and materı1al
Centire of the famıly But materı1al wealth, besides socı1al and ega sSta-
{US, W as only end Augustine s Lamıly COU persıst

mınımum of al] of ese It Was nNOoTt merely eCONOMIC, socılal, 0)1

ega instıtution. It had spırıtual heart, 1ving soul, ıth CINO-
tiıonal potentıial that enabled indıvıdual amıly members UuUsec CCO-
NOMIC, socı1al and ega SICY ese en experlenced hot-
and-cold bath between eCONOMIC utılıtarıanısm, socı1al pragmatısm
and ega. formalısm the ONEC hand, and genuılne affection and COIMN-

passıon the other Forced into straıtjJacket of tradıtions, soc1al
Conventions and ega requırements, they WEOIC also able experI1-
CNCC, al eas deeply to wısh for, that indıvıduals WOU er
ndıvıduals indıvıdual basıs, and grant eXceptions somet1mes
themselves, and somet1imes to others well, in all fields of lıfe,
includıng relıgı0n.

Rre Was therefore genuılne rel1g10us exXxperıeNCe: but ıt W as

constraıned, and, INOTC ımportantly, ıt Was embedde: In the cContext of
the amıly Ihe amıly Was the place of rel1210us experlıence. But that
1S NOTt all Educatıon, it turned out, Was dec1ısıve for the WaY rel1210uUs
experlence Was Consc10usly made, retiecie uDON, and are': It
maınly made possıble that degree of mutual tolerance NECCCSSALY
OW for the dıversıty 16 indıyvıdual experıence inevıtably creates
egen from thıs perspective it 1Ss NOoTt surprisıng that fınd exactly
ese three vıtal elements present In Augustine s famıly, n_
ıshıng degree: educatıon, tolerance, and dıversıty of rel1g10us CADC-
rience.

And OIlC COU aAarguc further that ıt W as that tolerance that
made it poss1ıble for Augustine 18 deepen the rel1g10us experlence,
1C accompanıed hıs aılure and the rupture of the fabrıc of h1ıs PIC-
V1IOUS ıfe in eNCOUNTter ıth God In the CTISIS, and iıran-
scendence of that rel1g10us experlence ıtself. hus tolerance 18 ere
18© w IHNOTIC NOT end in tself, but by-product of the deepseated
CONVvıction that the personal, practical, example IS LILOTC effective and
IHNOTC authorıtatıve than anı y form of hetoric and COEeTrCION. But then of
COUMNTSE 1t has always een easıer put thıs CONvıction again ıtself Into
rhetorıic rather than into Praclice; e 1S ONC of the 1C4SOIS Why,
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apparently, ere Was development AaWaY from the seemıingly LL1OITIC

OPCH sıtuatiıon between 3.6() and 390, towards ILNOTC homogeneıty, and
al the Samnlec tıme, less tolerance. One COu that thıs INa Yy also be
due the WaYy in ıC Augustine records that per10 in h1s autob1ilo0-
graphıcal wrıtings, that he CVCI) nNntiende: that per10 ook LLOTC

OPCH In order ıt 1ıth the INOTC SCCGUWUIE per10 of hıs ater
YCaIS (the S But the other hand the rel1210us sıtuatiıon in
Augustine s famıly urıng ose YCaIs dıd reflect wıder develop-
ment In sOCIety. There sımply Wäas less rel1g10us tolerance and dıver-
SILy under Theodosius than there had een in the prev10us decades:
though thıs COu agaın be due the fact that TaW such lot of
OUT informatıon regardıng relıg10n and rel1210us change urıng that
per10 from Augustine and wriıters recordıng sımılar experlences.

In spıte of fundamental dıfferences between the ate Antıque
sıtuation and the sıtuatiıon oday ere INAaYy be where Can

COMDAIC the L[WO); for Oday, LO0O, ONe mportant question 1S whether
the Tamıly, especılally through the newly found OPCHNNCSS towards Il
dAS outlıned at the eginnıng of thıs aDCI, Call er for rel1g10us
experiıence and development; ATic facıng the anger that
deficıt In educatıon and, consequently, In the abılıty oleTate the
respective er 0)  er, 11l contrıbute the eros1o0n of the kınd of
rel1210us ıdentity that ea strengt In spırıt, mıind, and W1 In
er words, 1S ere endency (n spıte, precısely because of, the
accelerated secularızatıon proCcess) towards LNOTC homogeneıty and
less tolerance, Caln emphasıs personal WwI1tness an
hıgh degree of rel1g10uUs ıdentity, pluralıty and tolerance? Augustine s
Lamıly offers interesting CASe study for both phenomena, for the
potentials and the dangers of the amıly of rel1g10us CADC-
rience.
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