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go0od in the places, through 1C ıt became clear hat COU
ave een the ICasSson for h1s unhappıness. Wıth the adoratiıon of tem-
POTAaTLY pleasure in earthly g00ds the searcher of happıness wante 18
be god and al the Sa|'mMnıe time he repeate the prımal SIN from 1C
all later mMI1serYy temmed Ihe happıness hıes the road of
C  ıstologıic umilıty, 1C wıshes be Victory of prıde
of all mM1sery eart Not phılosophy the Key of erapy, but
Chrıstian al (pp 290-303).

Confessiones 1S CcE NOT book 1C OIl should present {O
SOMTNCONC d first introduction Augustine. Takıng Brachtendorf’s
study preparatıon for readıng thıs classıc from Chrıstian Antıquıty
certamly 1S recommended, but it ıll NOoTt be CaS Y for begınners
Neve:  eless, thıs work has ıts meriıt the fact that ıt guldes the reader
into the phılosophiıcal setting of ose days and allows the aftereffects

be felt rıght 118 the present day TIo the full earıng of Con-
fessiones, Brachtendorf has opte: for wofold In h1s COIMM-

aCKwards In 1quıty, where the master
of Westernng ODtaıne: hıs phılosophızıng ools, IC he In turn
adapted {O workıng tools at the Servıice of hıs newly WON insıghts. Ihıs

backwards the author repeate when he sought connection
ıth ugustine s earlıer works, and after that vemen: orwards to
the later works, 1C confırm alter hat untıl then ugustine had
laımed hıs orwards the author ımplements beyond the
lımıts of ugustine, Mndıng hımself In the Sstory of ideas, in 1
SOTIIC intult1ons of thıs Church father iruntfully continued altered
eediless Sa Yy that the author has be wıdely-read In the subject
matter order be able present such study, of ıC the esults
COU. be erme: ImpressIive. Brachtendorf clearly dıd 18(0)1 ave the inten-
t1on render VE specıalıze: analysıs of the SXIS:; but he certamly
has succeeded In makıng LLLOTC manıfest the PUTDOSC of thıs classıc.

ernar: BRUNING

Annemare KO Augustine s Confessions. Communicative Purpose
and Audıience. Leıden-Boston Brıill, 2004 (Supplements Vıg1-
hae Christianae 1}
It 18 110  S generally agreed AMMoNg cholars that characterizıng

Confessiones autobio0graphy, hınders rather than facılıtates the
understandıng of thıs hıgh pomt in lıterary hıstory. Annemare Kotze  ”4
INaNAaSCS (O underpın thıs nsıght In excıting and interesting study,
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in IC she offers comprehensıve analysıs of Confessiones dS

‘protreptic’ work. She O€Ss thıs by ıng Into ACCOUNT the rec1procıty
between Augustine s cCcCommunıIıcatıve PUITDOSC and hıs audıence, whıılst
recogn1zıng the fact that lıterary al times interwoven in Con-
fessiones. paraenetic texTt a1ms al change In behavıour of people
who already share the author’s WOT. 1eW The wrıter of protreptic
(exXTi nNOoTt only seeks from hıs audience change in conduct, he also
a1mMs for correction OT adaptatıon of theır world 16 W (cE 58)
Kotze’s choıice examıne the protreptic aspect of Confessiones 15
closely connected ıth her focus the Manıcheans Augustine s
intende audience. should be ere already noted K MAaANASCS
make conce1vable the 1ıdea that Confessiones 15 fiıne example of the
protreptic 9 and that Augustine, GE INOTEC than erto
assumed, had the intention reach the Manıcheans when composıing
hıs masterplece.

Ihe book 1S structured into fıve diısproportionate chapters: the
relatıvely short 1Tr chapter d> ınge between the IrSsS and the
last [WO, LNOTC elaborate., chapters. The 1IrS [WO chapters fOocus the
audıence. In the 1IrsS chapter K evaluates In kınd of hiıstor10-
graphıcal research one Confessiones Dy “academıiıc audı-
ence‘. She eals ıth tudies relatıng maınly 18 her OW subject mat-
ter; LEe ose 16 ave entral eme the PDUTDOSC, intende:
audıence e  OW Chrıistians’, and above all Manıchees), and lıterary
aspects, ell aASs the hıstorıcal, autobiographica: OT protreptic qual-
Lty of Confessiones. She specıfically DaYysS attention 18 research that has
identified COIMNMON denomiıinator ın the hırteen 00 of Confes-
SIONES. The 1C4aSOMN for thıs approac becomes clear in the exti chap-
ter. In chapter [WO Kotze  E offers nsıght into the or1g1nal readers of
Confessiones. Mindful of the fact that protreptic and paraenetic eXTIs
ave certaın characterıstics ın COMMMON, she analyses 1terary
antecedents of Confessiones, such ( 1cero’s Hortens1ius and UugusS-
tine’s OW Contra academıicos. Her conclusıon 15 that Augustine has
cConsc10usly wrıtten OoOWnN the autobiographica. narratıve of00 I-IX
for the educatıon of hıs audıence, and that he has intertwıned ese, d

15 COIMNIMMON In protreptic lıterature, ıth philosophical discourse CXC-

gesI1Ss, maınly in 00 XÄ-X for protreptic communıIcatıve PDUT-
POSC (et. T2: 249) The unıty of the hırteen 00 Call thus be
discerned 1f ONC understands these 00 protreptic. The idea that
Confessiones W as wrıtten ıth protreptic PUTDOSC in mınd 15 aCCOrd-
ıng Kotze  s inextricably to the notion that °the potential
Manıchean reader constıitutes mportant segment of Augustine’s
gel audiıence) 58) Consequently, che Q1VveSs in thıs second chapter
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OVEerVIEW of recent insıghts into the Manıchean perception of TIENAd-
shıp, theır ure of organızatıon, GIr set of belıefs, eIr
of SIN, and eIr ideas creatiıon.

Starting from her study of 2001 (“Readıng salm the
Manıcheans’, zgiliae Christianae 55 (2001) 119-136), eIIV-
CIS In the thırd chapter the strongest evıdence for her contention that
Augustine also wıshed Manıchean audıence when COMPDOS-
ing Confessiones, and that in o1ng he had protreptic PUTDOSC In
mınd. It 1S cCoincıdence that ıt 18 in hıs emotıionally coloured reflec-
tıon psalm on 9.4.8-11) that Augustine refers the
Manıchean dualıstic cosmology by usıng eIr terminology. For Kotze  U
thıs PTOVCS that he 1identified hımself ıth the Manıcheans that they
in turn WOU ıdentify themselves ıth hım Kotze  FA loses S12 of
the fact that Augustine 1s dırecting hımself hıs fellow Chrıstians At
the SaJmMIne tıme, che observes that he 0€Ss 187011 address hıs former co-relı-
g10NIStS harshly scathıngly, but rather iraternally, ıf thıs 1S mat-
ter of ldentity. Kotze  A 1S rıght in recogn1ızıng hereın PTO-
treptic Augustine wıshes make credadıble the Incarnatıon,
Chrıist’s eal and resurrection, partıcularly Manıcheans, who refuse

accept these tenets In chapter four deduces the protreptic-
paraenet1ic aspıratıon of Confessiones, whether explıcıtly implıcıtly
stated, from crucı1al the praedicator in the OPCNH-
ng paragraph; the alternatıon of the Augustine character
In the narratıve ıth the er bıshop Augustine, who 15 constantly
prayıngz in Confessiones, and who al times 1{8 be domiınated Dy
the Augustine; the WaY In 1C Mt “petite er dabıtur
vobıs, quaerıte invenılet1is, pulsate et aperletur vobıs’) 15 repeatedly
quoted; certaın of ImagerYy; Augustine s self-reflection; finally,
the CONVersion StOTIES of Anthony, Alypıus, and ugustine hımself.
Accordıing 18 her, In al] these aspects evidence Can be oOun that .  there
1S book engthy section of narratıve In the Confessions where
protreptic-paraenetic PUTDOSC 15 1a(0)1 OIlC of the mportant 1SSUEeS of the
narrator’s mınd’ p 14 7) Partıcularly ell rendered 1S the WaY In
16 Augustine seeks incorporate In hıs CONVvers1ı10n Sstorı1es ele-

of recognıtıion, change, and 1dentificatiıon ıth the prayıng
In Confessiones, Dy escrıbiıng the effect of Conversıon In erot1ic terms

in metaphors derıved from Iıre-ımagery
oug she seeks In the 1na chapter that the

Manıiıcheans WeTC In fact Augustine s audıence in Confessiones,
K 0€es NOT lose S12 of the paraenetic function of the work.
Accordıingly, che understands Augustine s words hope In dıifficult
CIrcumstances, the value and authorıty of crıpture, and the preachıng



BOOK REVIEWS AT

and example of the mınıster on 13.13-26) paraenetic; the words
the unıty of the Old and New Testament she recCogNI1Zes PTO-

treptic, because the Manıiıcheans deni1ed thıs COnNcord on 13.32-49).
K SCcCCS in Augustine’s dıgress1o0ns frıendshıp remminiıscences
the WdYy In which Irıendship W dads experlienced In Manıchean .  cells  7
hıs revulsıon of the unınterested reader concords ıth the Manıchean
avers1ion CUFLOSILAS. Remarkably, she 0€es NOTt refer In her analysıs
of Irıendship ıts neo-platonic conception, earıng ın mınd the influ-
C6 ıt had Augustine. Kı reduces the WaY in 1C ugustine
evelops the 1ssue of time In book AI hıs A4WAaTENCSS of Manıchean
dogmatısm and h1is endeavour, 1C should be erme: protreptic,
{Oo bring Ou change in eır thınkıng Dy attunıng eır oughts.
The SdalmIlle che 0€es ıth Augustine’s examınatıon of the goodness of
creatiıon and Creator, and of the unchangeabılıty of ıll

As Kotze  Ö demonstrates In her study that Augustine applıes the
orma and stylıstıc characterıstics of the protreptic SCHIC In VIrtuOouUs
WAaVY, her lıterary-historical research Sap In the research already
one Confessiones. Praiıseworthy 15 that che remaıns CONSCIOUS of
the fact that Augustine’s Orlentation 1s 81011 eXxclusıvely owards the
Manıcheans, and that it represents only OIlC lıne of melody In dense
polyphonic composıtıon' p 208) Neve  eless, cshe succeeds in mak-
ıng conce1ı1vable also OWIN£ INanıy recent studıes Manıchei1sm

that Augustine sought make hıs former co-relig10n1sts receptive
hıs 11Cc  S al and hıs 16 W time and eternıty Dy of SPC-

cıfıc allusıons and images.
Studies book CcE ave already establıshed that Augustine

sought bring Ou that the Manıcheans WOU abandon eır VIEWS
time and eternity and adop hıs instead, and ese tudies fınd e1iIr

culmınatıon In work.
As Kotze  in states, true readers i for ugustine ose who dAIcC

Jomned ıth hım in the Carıtas of hıs church However, che sShows COIMN-

vincingly in her study that, dS ıf ıt Was TrTouble al all, ugustine alsoO
sought change hıs Manıchean readers Dy persuadıng them adop
h1s rel1210uUs convıction. Her opınıon Call also be further corroborated
Dy closer analysıs of the medicınal OpOlL, 1C Augustine SCS in
Conf. 4.12.8, and In hIs descrıption of Monnica’s end (024)
K riefly ouches uDON these OpOL, because the Manıcheans ICC-

ognızed ese (GT. 132) 1ıke SOTIIC church athers before hım the
apologısts of the 2nd and 3rd CENTUTY straıghtforwardly portraye hrıst

LLOTC powerful healer than Aesculapıus Augustine W ds> CI1ICOUI-

aged Dy the healıng storl1es in the gospels to characterıze Jesus the
mMmedicus of humanıty nNIieste: ıth sıckness (cf. P.C.J YKENBOOM,
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Het Christus-medicusmotief In de preken Van ınt Augustinus, Assen,
As result of Kotze’s indıngs, ıf has NC INOTC become clear

how skılfully Augustine applıed thıs Christ-medicus motıif fo OW the
immensıty and intensıty of the mMYySTeETY of the Incarnatıon fınd aCCEDL-
ANncCce ellow-Christians ell Manıiıcheans. It 18 well-known
that the Manıcheans den1ed the Incarnatıon because it seemed 1mMpoOS-
S1 them that God would lower hıimself atter, and they imag-
ined 15 merely aASs patıbilis, SOTINCOIIC who W as capable of suf-
ermng BYy of the Christ-medicus MO Augustine explaıns the
Incarnatıon ASs example of umıilıty. Its immensıI1ty consısts
hereın that descend SOCS hand In hand ıth antıdotum
for the ole of humanıty and ıts hıstory. The intensıty of the Incar-
natıon be experienced in Augustine s conception, ıf also in the lıfe
of indivıdual Christ’s humıilıty 1S interpreted antıdotum V all-

ıty which Call only ead isolatıon. By explainıng these aSspecCts in
rec1procıty ıth each other Dy of the Christ-medicus motif,
Augustine trıes cConvınce hıs fellow Christians that befits umıl-
Lty, and that humilıty MNgS OPCHNCSS and insıght into the ysterYy of
the ncarnatıon. Kotze’s findings NC LNOTIC make clear that UuguS-
tine’s al times harsh words agaınst the Manıcheans the Samnlec hap-
pened agaınst the Donatısts and er the monks of Hadrumetum Call

be brought back hıs connection ıth them, and hıs grea| CONCECIMN for
COrreCct perception of Christ, who In h1ıs quality medicus briıdges

the Sapn between the Manıchean perception of hrıst and that of the
bıshop of 1ppo

To0 conclude, Kotze has convincıngly revealed in her study the
protreptic strength of Augustine In hıs Confessiones. to her
research ıt has be recognized, INOTC dıstinctly than before, that
Augustine ınks hıs paraenetic and mystagogı1c aspırati1ons ıth PTIO-
treptic ONC, and that together they do not form separate threads, but OMNC

magnıfıcent extiura

Paul VAN EEST


