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(Gierald ONNER, Freedom and necessity: SWA Augustine s teaching
divine W an human freedom (Washıngton: atholıc un1-
verısty of Amerıiıca, 142 ISBN: 978-0-8132-1474-0)
In prefatory nofte, Gerald Bonner outlınes the Varlıous a1ms of

hıs 1 publiıcation: 18 sefi Out Augustine s 1na understandıng of
dıvıine predestinatıon, In 1C he claıms that free cho1ice ST1 eXIsts
ıIn fallen human beings; secondly, hıghlıght the harshness of the
CONSCYUCNCCS of h1ıs doectrine of Urıigial SIn; thırdly, TAaW atten-
t10n IHNOIC posıtıve sıde of ugustine s eology, namely hIs notion
of partıcıpatıon and deıification. Less clear in the prefatory ote (and
in the tıtle) of hıs work 15 that Pelag1anısm ıll also play entral role
in thıs study Ihe author ll nOoTt only render INOTC alance: 16 W of
thıs alternatıve theology, ıth ıts Strong emphasıs human free wiıll,
but he trıes also tınd Ouf the 1C4aSOIMNS why Augustine reacted ıth
sustaıned violence and bıtterness agaınst theır posıtıon.

Covering varıecd of top1cs wıthın the confınes of book
of merely 127 15 remarkable [OUrTr de force, somethıng M
only erudıte Augustine scholar such d (Gerald Bonner 15 able
accomplısh The ollowıng ıtems AdIc only SOTINC of the subjects en
wıthın thıs study the notion of omnıpotence, the role of Christ,
the meanınz of baptısm, Orıgmal SIN and ıts CONSCYUCHNCCS, the CONCEPL
of partıcıpatıon and deıficatıon, and the creatıon irom nothing Uugus-
tine’s intellectua: iıllumınatıon around recelves partıcular n_
t1on, SINCEe ıt became efinıng mMoOoment for h1s 1na 16 W uman
free choi1ce, whereby he Calllec acknowledge that Was

than Treedom of choi1ce. Gerald Bonner alsoO the WaYy
Ine Augustine attempted remedy the problem of responsı1bıil-
1ty In hI1s g100my 1e W fallen INan, who IN only free do evıl, and,
LNOTC generally, hat led Augustine COMMNC h1ıs eology of PIC-
destinatıon, in 1C only SMa miınorıty 111 be saved by
ireely g1ven 9 and the maJorıty 11l suffer eternal punıshment,
wıthout being able CSCADC thıs ars fate portantly, the author
draws attention the fact that SOTMNC of the LLLOTIC grim tenets of Uugus-
tine’s theology enjJoyed TOAl acCceplance AMmMOoNg Christians the time,
who Sa Orıigen’s unıversalısm condemned by the Church Gerald
Bonner wonders why Augustine, ndowed ıth such sensıtive and
Wwıde-rangıng mınd, dıd NOT attempt 18 Mse above them

The author’s uCcC1 lıterary style, ıth ıts meticulous cho1ice of
wording, makes thıs book pleasure read and storehouse of
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quotable phrases. He amply demonstrates hıs amılıarıty ıth Varıo0us
wrıtings of Augustine (hıs antı-Pelagıan wrıtings, epistles, SCTIIMONS,
early dıalogues, and, of COUISC, hıs masterpleces (Confessiones, De
CıvVvıtate Deı, De TI'rıinıtate)), which oreatly CONTIrıbutfes the richness
of the work.

Thıs fiıne study NOL only provıdes refreshing, alance: 16 W of
Pelagıanısm, it 0€Ss the Sallle for Augustine, Dy putting hIs ars the-
OLl0gY of predestination ex{i hıs M1OTC optimıstic conceptions of
tıcıpatıon and deıificatıon Brought Ouft partıcularly ell 15 the ımport
of Augustine s belief In creatiıon from nothıng (inspıred by CcO-  a_
tonısm), which proviıded ratıonal argument for hıs claım that INan 15
utterly dependent God, that anı y form of independence would
lead self-annıhilation. At the Samle tıme, Augustine s adoption of the

philosophical CONCepL of dıvıne provıdence, ASSUTCS hım that
omn1poten God 0€Ss NOTL play ıth hI1s creatiıon irrational Lyrant,
but that he, reasonable eing, SOVEINS hıs creation the ınıest
detaıl wıthın supernatural Just order. On the er hand, there exXx1Ists
in the human soul inherent, natural yearnıngz for God, ifs Creator
Gerald Bonner aITIVEeS al crucılal question: 0€es the fallen uman
soul retaın SOMMEC inıtlatıve thıs aspıratıon towards God? Augustine s
fınal from onwards, 11l be negatıve. 'CThıs natural yYCalrll-
Ing, IC 15 also reflected In man s desıre be appY, 15 hopelessly
miıisdirected In fallen hıs makes hım seek happıness In reated
thıngs rather than In the Creator, the SOUTCEC of al] appıness. Any reOTI-
entatıon of thıs natural yearnıng in towards God, 111 ave een
prompte Dy (G0od Hımself the inıtlatıve owards man s salvatıon hes
therefore entirely In an Wıthın Augustine s System ere 1S

problem of responsıbilıty: CannotTt but SIN wıthout savıng
9 but CannotTt be held responsıble for somethınga ave

aVvO1d. elagıus Call (easıly) defend Justice In COIN-

demnıng sinners and unbelıevers, Dy arguıng that they WCIC responsI1-
ble for the choıices they made In ıfe hıs 15 1eW akın OUTI mod-

hınkıng, Gerald Bonner states Augustine OUunNn: solution In
am s fall hIis theory of the sem1ınal ıdentity of the human TaCC,
makes that humanıty shares moral responsı1bılıty for thıs fall In mak-
Ing the condıtions of salvatıon IMNOTC demandıng Dy insısting that only
aptıze people Can be saved (the only exception martyrs), UugusS-
tine 15 ready aCCept al] the harsh CONSCYHUCNCCS of hIıs System. He
o1Vves the example of the eal of twın babıes, ofi only ONC of
them has rece1ved baptısm, due CIrcumstances C obviously
beyond theır ontrol The OMNC baby 111 be saved, the er 111 be
eternally damned hıs 1S OIMC of the orımmest CONSCQHUCNCECS of UugusS-
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tine’s eology. ere IMNanYy WOU Start questionıng the SyStem, and
SG& the advantages of the elagıan System, Augustine nevertheless
relentlessiy stuck hıs 1eW Hıs System rested [WO maın requıre-
NS ıt had be ratiıonal, and nothıng in ıt should g1ve SCVCN the
slıghtest openıng for uman prıde, the 1x07011 of all SIN

10 present intrıcate and wıde-rangıng subject after In COMPDIC-
hensive INAaNNCT, clear overall and tıght Iıne of reasonıng
1S mandatory In ese Gerald Bonner has NO een entirely SUCCECSS-
ful If ONC WeTC read only the conclusıon, ONEC WOU ave the
impress10n that Gerald Bonner wanted present hıs assessment of
the Augustinan and elagıan posıtıon concerning iree wull, whereby
the PITOS and COINS of both SyStems WOU be summed and where

attempt W as made understan Augustine’s harsh attıtude towards
posıtionChad somethıng recommend ıtself. The and the

prefatory ote of the book however do 181011 pomt towards such COIN-
tent

Varıous repetit1ons In the book make the overall lıne of I1C4asSsOIN-

Ing rather confusing.‘ The uUsec of cross-referencıng WOU ave made
the study ole INOTEC transparent and INOTC closely knıt together.
oug the indıces al the end of the book Call help fınd where
partıcular ODIC has een discussed elsewhere, ıt WOU ave een USC-
ful for the reader ıf reference W ds> made, CVCIl ıf only In ootnote,

earher treatment of the matter In the book Perhaps the MOStTa
ng example of thıs shortcomıing 15 Bonner’s UsSCcC of Letter 166 It 15
quoted L4 and agaın 109, where ıt 15 C1Ite: for m  ıng
sımılar pomt, namely 10 Show that Augustine hımself W as dıisturbed Dy
SOIIIC of the harsher aSpeCTIS of h1is eology. Only attentive reader
would realıze that both quotations COIMINC from the SadIille letter More
strıkıng 18 the fact that 109, Gerald Bonner Cast ou the
sıncerıty of Augustine in thıs letter C AdIc take ser10usly hıs let-
ter for Jerome ). Such qualification has NOoTt een made In the Hırst retf-
CTEG fo 1.etter Iso In er instances SOUTCECS ATIC eing sed
f for the 1IrS tıme, whıle, actually, thıs 15 18(011 the CAase An explana-
t1on for thıs seemıng sloppıiness Cal be (010081 in the introduction, In

For instance, the lıteral repetition of "Ihese [WO paradoxıcal aSpeCIs of Uugus-
tine’s thought 111 be the theme of UT tollowıng chapters’ (on and agaın

399 the lıne of reason1ıng partıcıpatıon in chapter 1’ (p Trefiurns In chap-
ter (p 2-5 Although (Gerald Bonner wrıtes he 111 retiurn the subject
later, much 52-53 repetition whiıich could have been avolded. For instance,

he refers question 46, of De diversis quaestionibus octoginta-tribus, and
in footnote he quotes the ‚Aatın texti of the whole secti1on. On DAaASC 5 C} he refers agaın

thıs section and then o1ves full Englısh translatıon of the Iext
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1C Gerald Bonner wrıtes: 15 book SICW oOutf of COUISC of four
lectures IC Was due o1ve al the Universıty of iın
oss1ıbly the author lacked the time ulLYy integrate ese four SCDa-
rate lectures into ONEC consıstent whole, make the lıne of reasonıng
LNOTC 1g and the overall STITUCLUTE LNOTC apparent, and ICMMOVEC

UNNCCCSSAL Y repetitions, SInCe they only ave theır use In Sser1es of
ral lectures. Because INan y dıverse topıcs AIc eing discussed In
rather disjoınted lıne of reasonıng, ıt 15 dıfficult Ssummarıze the work.
Further, ere AIC SOIMNC maller 1C almost inevıtably
into study Augustine s CONvers1ıon MOoment 1S NOT described In
book of Confessiones (p 58), but In book VEl} lıkewıse, the dıs-
Cuss1on of the (Neo-)Platonists 1S NOoTt be OUN! in book JII p 104),
but In book VIL

ere 1S further the treatment of the 1ssue Concernıng the COIMN-

patıbılıty of dıvıne Omn1scIenNCe and free 111 39-41, ıth the
question: °Does his foreknowledge CcConstraıin act He fore-
sees ’ Gerald Bonner refers the engthy discussıon of thıs problem
in Confessiones book AlL, In 1C ugustine that, because God
1S outsıde time, past, present, and future eXx1ISst eternal present.
Therefore, ere 1S technıcally toreknowledge al all, only know-
edge Equally 1 NOT LNOTEC importan 1s Augustine’s argument In
book of De CLVLate dei Augustine replıes TE 18 Cicero’s ecriticısm
of the compatıbıilıty of foreknowledge and man s free ıll Hıs
solution maımntaın both 18 the claım that OUT W1 themselves play

mportant In the order of CauUsSCS, which 1S, for God, fixed, and
contaıned In hıs foreknowledge (V.9) Ihe fact that (10d knows hat

freely 1ll (sınce he knows al] the Causecs IC make 111 it and
aCct uDON 1t), 0€es NOoTt INCAan that God constraıns OUT ıll Confusing 1s
Gerald Bonner’s statement In thıs section concerning thıs problem that
OIlC Call VC easıly fınd quotations In Augustine’s work IC declare
both omnıpotence and uman TrTeedom of choiCce, see1ıng that
the term omn1potence 1S somethıng quıte dıfferent than “omnısSCIENCE’

"presclence’. (Gierald Bonner CrTIt1CcIsESs that 1st1an predestinarıans
AIiC not consıstent In applyıngz C1r princıples tO everyday 11e
(p 39), because In pastora. practice most of them aCct ıf the Indı-
vidual has free ll YXer Augustine s explanatıon In hıs letter 18 Fır-
I11US shows that thıs o0€eSs NOL necessarıly ave be inconsıstent.
Augustine only asks everybody he che 1S, namely en-
t1al eleect; everybody be In the possess1on of free wıll, and ave
the W choose and do g00d g1ven mMoOoment in tıme, because

CannoTLt know whom and when (10d 15 91VINZ hıs Wıthın
the CONTexT of Teedom and necessıity, the exIistence of causatıonal
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unıversal fixed order 1E Augustine 18 subscrıibe
eature

In HIS revaluatıon of the Pelagıan Gerald Bonner pOSıts
that the acknowledgement of uman free 11l and therefore of indı1ı-
vidual responsıbıilıty for OUT actı1ons somethıng which WOU be
sympathetıc to However CVCN OUT iiıme the eX1ISTENCE of free all

eıng questioned We INaVYy ave stopped belıeving the exX1Iistence
of (God but ave therefore NnOoTt abandoned the idea of unıversal
determıiınısm and of lınear) causal order aC Augustine also

ave subscribed ese tenets AIc themselves sufficıent
1  n the eX1IStencCe of free ıll Partiıcularly the modern 1ıdea that

AiIc product of nature (our genes) and nurture (experl1ence) Can
ead to denı1al of free ll Iso the modern term diminıshed VESDON-
sıbility sed COUTT undercut the Pelagıan ıdea that ATC

respons1ıble for the cho1ices make The d1scovery that the MAOA
SCHNC factor PCrSON AYLTCSSIVC behavıour combınatıon 1ıth
the eX1istence of chıldhood maltreatment threatens the 1dea of ind1ı-
vidual responsı1bıilıty How far Cal PCISON ıth inherıted mal-
functioning MAOA SCHC (nature/genes) and ıth hıstory of
hood maltreatment (nurture/experlience) be held responsıble for hIis
AYSICSSIVC and asocı1al behavıour later life?®

Iwo actors should perhaps ave deserved INOTE attention Gerald
Bonner study The 1IrSsS ON 15 astrology, whose influence Uugus-
iiıne has often Ben underestimated We should NOT forget that UuguS-
iine W ds adheren astrology longer than 1{8 Manıche1sm One of
the claıms of astrology 15 that the W1 of uman beings AiIec controlled
Dy the STarS, else, ıf the STars understood aASs only9 OUT W1
aATie Neve  eIiess controlled by the 111 of God, who also SWaY
VCI the IS hıs choed 1ı Augustine’ SyStem, which God

ontrol VeCeT the 11l of INan, only, unlıke astrology, CannoTt
NOW hat God has for Furthermore the dıfference
between the 1DI1Ca WINS aCo and Esau helped Augustine realıze
Just how profoundly G0d has control VCTI OUT lıves Augustine OW

example of [WO babıes the ONMNC aptıze and saved the other NOTt
aptıze: and therefore doomed W ds$S ou inspıred by the tWIN

See the book popular SUGAG1CEe of Matt Rıdley, Nature VLId Nurture
EXDENENCE and hat makes human London: Harper,

Matt Rıdley 2004, 26 7-269
Leo Charles Ferrarı, ‘Augustine and astrology’ Laval theologique el phiLlosoO-

phique (1977) 241 251
AÄUGUSTINFE De Deıl
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argument sed by the opponents of astrology. TIThe problem of 0_
logy (dıfferent ‘fates of twıns), Was solved wıthın Augustine’s System
Dy (G10d freely S1VINZ savıng the OIlC but wıthholding ıt the
et. Gerald Bonner mentions that Julıan aCcCcused Augustine of hav-
ıng remaıned Manıchee, but ugustine has also een accused of rein-
troducıng astral fate ıth hıs conception of and predestinatıon.
Thıs acCcusatıon should NO COMIC SUurprI1Sse, SINCEe ugustine al times
identifies the Bıblical SOrs ıth whereby he has W h1s
readers not fo thınk of astral fate.®©

second factor, which 15 only scantıly eferred Dy Gerald Bonner,
COMNCECEITINS the contrıbution of psychology in OUT attempt understand
Augustine’s grım attıtude owards Pelagıans and how he Calmllec
beheve In hıs harsh SySstem. When for instance Gerald Bonner sSTates
that ‘Augustine COU NOoTt ear NOL WI1IN p 101), he COUuU ave
eferred Augustine’s acknowledgement In Confessiones that as
chıld he OVEe: WIN ıIn competitıve games.’

When Gerald Bonner pomts outft that the Pelagıan Sqa  < Ial

emancıpatus Deo, he COUuU ave contrasted thıs, Peter Brown dıd
in hıs study, ıth Augustine 'lıkening hıs relatıon God that of
baby ıts mother’s breast, utterl1y dependent’.°® Iso when Gerald
Bonner rıghtly refers the arıstocratıic character of Pelagıanısm, he
COU ave reiflecte: Augustine s negatıve attıtude owards pagan
(arıstocratic) ‘1deology’, visıble noTt only In De CLIVIitate Deıl, but also
in the first phılosophıc dıalogues. We cshould NOTL forget that in hıs
former ıfe Augustine had een pushed become member of the
arıstocracy, and that In hıs you he W as expecte z board ıts
ıdeology. eier Brown brings Ouf VE ell the arıstocratic, tradıtıona
WaY of thınkıng behıind elagıan s theology,” that ıt 15 perhaps
wonder that Augustine Was VC much opposed ıt hıs 1s in lıne
ıth Augustine s SıTrOoNg hostilıty towards prıde, praise and glory The
basıc princıple of tradıtıona 1deology W as the lınk between ne’s OW

UGUSTINE, Tohannıs evangelıum Iractiatus 1184 1ın SOTrte autem quıd, N1ısS1 De1
gratia commendata est? Augustine s Journey TOM astrology dıyıne has been
thoroughly examıned Dy ernar:‘ Bruning ın hıs comprehensıve artıcle, 'De ] ’astro-
logıe la orace , Augustiniana 41 (1991), 575-643

UGUSTINE, Confessiones 16)
etfter Brown, Augustine O) 1DDO biograph,, 2nd ed (London: Faber and

Faber, 3572
Peter Brown 2000, 369 "No atter hOow self-consc10usly Christian the ela-

g1an mMoOovemen! had been, it rested {ırmly bed rock of the old ethıcal ıdeals of
paganısm, especlally Sto1ic1sm. Its moral exhortations had appealed classıcal

of the TESOUTCECS and of the human mınd’.
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meriıt (virtus) and reward (pralse, honour) Already in hıs first wrıtings
can SCC Augustine opposing thıs tradıtional ideology, when he

posıts in the introductions of De heata Vıta and De academıicıis, that
ne s  ? VIrtuUS 15 NOoTt SITONg enough reach the appYy lıfe, and that the
help of Fortuna 15 requıred. Ihıs help irom Fortuna be understood

eely gıven STACC Augustine s long-standıng aversıion for the
tradıtional, arıstocratic ıdeology IMAaYy therefore ave contrıbuted h1s
hostıle reactıon agaınst Pelag1anısm.

Despıte thıs eriıticısm of ack of overall and Ooccasıonal slop-
pıness, there 15 ou that the posıtıve aspects of thıs study greatly
outwe1g ese mMI1nor po1ints. ach chapter of thıs cConcıse publiıcatiıon
contaıns such wealth of insıghts and enough food for ought make
it orth readıng ıt agaın and agaın.

eert VAN REYN

Johannes RACHTENDORF, Augustine s Confessiones, Darmstadt, WISs-
senschaftlıche Buchgesellschaft, 2005, Z ISBN 3.534-
154723-1

ugustine’s Confessiones 1Ss classıc of WOT. hlıterature IC
MNan PCISON has urıe: hımself wiıllıngly unwiıllıngly. The Nan
avaılable cCommentarıes a help the reader to penetrate into the
deeper layers of the work AIC, ıf only from 1STOTIC. viewpoınt, CEI-

taınly 19(0)1 superfluous. Ihe assıstance Brachtendorf offers wıth hıs study
purports be INOTEC than hıstorical. Ihe author masterfully paınts the
phılosophıcal background of Antıquity, from 1C the Inquıisıtıve
ugustine profusely TEW embellısh hıs 1919  S ideas. But CVCMN thıs 1S
NOTL sufficıent for Brachtendorf: each time he wants ShOW the mark
Augustine left hıs legacy of the past Thıs backward proJjection he also
Carrıes 0Ug wıthın the work of Augustine tself. In 16 he eady
Was engaged in in-depth exploratıon of the subject. When it CIMET SCS
that Augustine has developed the matter further al rıper ADC, TAaCN-
tendorf alsoO makes projection the ure Thıs speak OTWAT'
proJjection DOCS er than Augustine, SINCEe Brachtendorf wıtnesses the
SaJmllle subject centurlies ater, demonstrating how much thıs
Church Father has become the ınge for INa theme in the Story of
ideas of Western hought Later phılosophers such Kant, Nıetsche,
Heıdegger, and Wiıttgensteimmn eıng ea ıth where requıred. Iso
ere the author sShows the indebtedness of ese people towards Uugus-
tıne, and he pomts Ouft where they varıance ıth hım


