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Henry adWI1C Augustine of 1ppPO Life, Oxford: QUP; 2009,
978-0-19-956830-7/, 0-19-956830-8, 1787 (Foreword Dy
eier Brown.)

In 1981, the erudıte scholar Henry Chadwiıck (1920-2008) COM-

pose draft of the ıfe of Augustine for the Past asters ser1es of
Oxford Universıty Press, 1C in the end W as replace by dıfferent,
horter texi (publıshed In 1986: and ıth updated bıblıography In
7001 Augustine: VE short introduction). hıs draft W as d1iSscov-
ered the PapcCISs adWıCcC eft after hıs ca and ıth the help
of riends and colleagues, posthumously publıshed in 2009 Siınce thıs
..  NEeEW  77 bıography of Augustine 1S A4ase‘ materı1al of 1981, had-
wıck could obviously nOoT rely the scholarshıp produced urıng
those 28 In between However, ere 15 ou that, despite
thıs handıcap, he produce another SCH, IC deserves ıts place
the bookshelf of STUdents and professors alıke, ext{i fo hıs other, shorter
version of 1986

Bıographers of Augustine fınd themselves In privileged pOSsI1-
t1on: they ave al theır dısposal azzlıng aACCOUNT of the 111an hımself,
I© COVCIS roughly the time between hıs physıcal bırth and hıs SPIT-
ıtual IEM hrough baptısm In Confessiones Augustine presen us

ıth hıs intimate ıfe STOTY, deeply reflecting the events he eileve
orth sharıng. hıs materı1al Q1Vves the 1arc opportunıty render
VE efaıle portraıit of SOTNCOMNC who 1vVve' SOTINC 1600 d In
1991, decade er wrıting thıs draft the lıfe of Augustine, had-
wıck WOU delıght hıs readers ıth superb Englısh translatıon of
Confessiones, in j 184 he 0€Ss full Justice to the POECITYy of thıs
work. Nevertheless, ıt 15 nNnOoL advısable 118 rely LOO heavıly Confes-
SIONES alone for composing bıography, because Man y er 1IMpOT-
tant aspects of the multifaceted Augustine WOU otherwıse be eft Out

Fortunately, ave the Juxury that most of Augustine’s wrıtings
ave COTMINC OoOWN to uS, includıng hıs etters and SCTIINONS, 1C Can

cshed further 1g thıs extraordınary INan wh Was (pre-)destined
become saınt. On LOp of thıs, Augustine reviewed the ole
of hıs wrıtings In Retractationes, and thıs, LOO, cannot but be valu-
able SOUTCC for aNyYONC ryıng tell hıs ıfe STOTY Add fo thıs the vıta
Augustint hıs frıiend Possidius Composed, and ıt 1S beyond ou that

other PCTISON of Antıquity C(icero comıng far behind in second
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place has eft ıth such wealth of SOUTCEC mater1al for wrıting
bıography. The fact that adwWıcC has delved into the

wrıtings of Augustine, W ds>s famılh1ar ıth the background and context
of ugustine’s lıfe, and always, could fall back hıs exquısıte
mastering of the Englısh anguage, makes hım ONC of the few people
capable of wrıting wıthın the confines of LICTIES 168 Tes and
valuabile bıography of Augustine. 4Ka thınk that thıs hıttle SCHI had een
gathering dust for LOTEC than quarter of century!

Because of thıs abundance of SOUTGE materı1al, wrıting biogra-
phy of Augustine 15 aft the SAaillc time aunting task and tremendous
challenge. It confronts the bıographer ıth evaluatıng the value of
Augustine’s OW version of hıs lıfe STOTY and of the Vvıta Augustini of
Possıdıius. also confronts the reader ıth unbalance In the mate-
ral: elaule: ıf subjective and selective, aCCOount untıil Augustine s
baptısm inevıtably leaves traces al y bıography of Augustine. er
hıs baptısm, the mater1al becomes less readymade.

The appeal of adwıck book hes fırst of all in hIs masterYy
of the wrıtten Englısh worTd. Hıs beautıful phrasıng delıghts the reader
In WaYy sımılar to the WdYy In which Augustine must ave appeale
{O, and WOU venture LO SaYy, al times CVCI1 bewiıtched, hıs readers
and audıence.

econdly, Chadwick’s renowned erudıtion and hıs abılıty
present Augustine’s ıfe in dıfferent WAaYy makes hıs introduction
Augustine fresh, or1g1inal and therefore hıghly recommendable. Jo  SE

()’Meara (1954) (Gerald Bonner (1963) eier Brown (1967) James
O’Donne and and Garry (1999) had already

wrıtten elIr version of Augustine’s ıfte before thıs pu  1cat 1on 1le
Iso erge Lancel’s admırable French bıography (1999) SOOMN became
avaılable in Englısh (2002) 10 make the modern day reader NC

LNOTC interested in the ıfe of Augustine requıres something specıal,
and Chadwıck succeeds In delıvering thıs lıttle exira GÜ

laude oug certaın episodes inevıtably aAaDPDCAT In nearly
bıography, whereby ONMNC wonders whether they deserve much atten-
tıon (f.1 the of Piınıanus P 6/-68)) ere ST1 remaın plenty of
un1ıque ouches and anecdotes fo make ıt enJoyable. In short, had-
wıck’s immaculate narrator, combıned ıth hıs erudıtion Can-
noTt but ead lıterary tıreworks when dealıng ıth challengıng
topıc such the ıfte of Augustine.

However, SOTIIC mM1nOor ecrıticısms eed be made ell
Sometimes, SsSma ave crept into the Story twıice Augustine 1S
saı1d ave diıed the 3 0th of August p and 6/), whıle ıt
should be the 28th Nebrıidius 15 saı1d be ONC of the Irıends present
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al Cassıcı1acum P 35 but thıs surely mMust be Augustine
regreits in Confessiones that Nebrıidius in the end decıded not 18
along ıth the small Cassıcı1ıacum ON 1v(7)) 111e h1s
etters wriıtten from Cassıcı1ıacum hıs friend aAIiIc further evidence of
thıs absence. KEven the mentionıing of the plural °other firiends” 15

miısleadıng here, sınce there WCIC riends present besides Alypıus
the rest of the consıisted of famıly members, LWO students, and
SOTI1IC scr1bes and other personnel. Agaın, the idea that eDTrT1d1US went
along ıth Augustine Afrıca, fell sıck, and went back hıs Lamıly
ome Cal Carthage where he SOOMN died p 43) Cannot, far
C} be substantıate by conclusıve evıdence. For all know,
Nebrıdius MaYy ave eft 1lan al ater tıme, probably Sr Vere-
cundus dıed, SINCe he W as helping hım ıth eachıng STAMUNAAT. He
then went back hıs ome, belıeve, In Carthage, and tell 111 SOTIIC-

hat later On Chadwıck mM1INım1zes Augustine’s adherence fo
Astrology when he wrıtes: . Are gu1lde for hıfe’s dec1ısı1ons he urne
for few 18 astrology”. According to Confessiones, Augustine
MmMust ave beheved in astrology for almost long he dıd In Man-
iıchae1sm, Le SOTIIC ıne9 ıf nNnOoTt longer. Furthermore, ONC should
nOoTt underestimate the influence astrology exerted Augustine’s
thıinkıng: ıt cCannot be colncıdence that the twın argumen sed
demonstrate the falsıty of astrology would al the Samnıec time Support
Augustine’s controvers1al ideas freely g1ven (the 1Ca
twıns aCo and sau

hıs ea second pomn of ecriti1c1sm: the absence of
bıbliıographical references In thıs INOTEC exiende: version of Ugus-
tine’s ıfe 1S hıghly regrettable. As 0)  er, adWıC provıdes the
reader ıth unusua|l and often delıghtful SMa detaıl ıIn hıs
narratıve, but the reader has idea where thıs detaıl from.
hıs ack of bıblıographical references makes OTMIC probably uUuNNnNecCCcSs-

Sq to be ne‘s  z guar' concerning the aCcts recounted. One has
al times the feelıng that supposıtions and speculatıons ave 11878 easıly
become SOI1: facts Though thıs elps the flow of the STOTY fo be
constantly confronted ıth the oblıgatory Caveal and Caut1o0ous es1-
ance Can become vVeCLIY tedious readıng indeed from scholar’s
perspect1ive, demonstratiıng (over)confident hand makes OIC e_
hensıve.

Nevertheless, despıte these hick-ups. adWıcC has
superb ACCOUNT of Augustine’s lıfe, ıth plenty ol hlıttle anecdotes
make He generatıon of readers interested in the bıshop, and fo
confront them ıth ASC far removed from OUTS, and yvelLl ıth
PCISON}N much ıke Indeed, adWıC regularly makes
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that Augustine 1ve. in quıte dıfferent AsC fo OUTS, 1C 15 VELY
ımportant, SINCEe Confessiones MNES thıs ate Antıque salnt al the
Samnııle time close 18

What 1S perhaps MmMoOost rewardıng Oou thıs book ATC the deep
overall insıghts, ep1grammatıcally wriıtten down, 1C Can stimulate
the reader fo study Augustine I1NOIC in ep Let g1ve Just ONC

example. On O1, adWıcC wrıtes: central eme of the C on-
fessioNS 15 the alıenatıon of INan irom hıs s self”. hıs In ıtself

profound psychological dımens1ıon of thıs work, IC 1S
orth explorıng further If bring in [WO other cıtatlions: “ AUguSs-
tine’s of hıs 15 al] hıs OW: and yvel 15 sımultaneously (and
eviıdently CONSC10usly) intended {O be portraıt of Everyman P 92
and “ Augustine 1S hurt Dy personal attacks but unmoved by the theo-
logıcal assault, confıdent that hıs estimate of sexualıty 15 ase
securely unıversal, and nOoL hıs OW prıvate, experience ” p
161), then bellieve that Chadwiıck has pointed the WaYy towards V
mportant 1SsSue: Augustine has much 18 Sa y about the unıversal human
condıtıon, and therefore also ou uS, relyıng the evaluatıon of hıs
OW partıcular ıfe experlence, and how ell he COU penetrate into
the mınds and souls of er people Consequently, the SUCCCSS of hıs
theology-philosophy-psychology INay ell depend how successful
he ultımately W ds In analyzıng hıs OW condıtıon. hıs 1S reflected in
the SIroNg lınk he hımself makes between self-knowledge and know/l-
edge of God It has een recognızed that the struggle between Uugus-
tine and Juhan roughly O1I1S oOWN Oopposing VIEWS ma  d’s
condıtion eTre earth Peter Brown 15 probably rıght that Augustine
W as the better psychologıst of the [WO But eing the better psycholo-
gıst 0€6Ss not necessarıly ICa that hıs 16 W man’s condıtion W ds

flawless, and Can ıth Chadwick: ‘“ Augustine’s dıagnos1s of
the human condıtiıon 1S somber ” p 132) adWıcC has detected al
least ONMNC of the weaknesses In hıs psychology “ Augustine has faıled

dıstinguısh the desıire irom the dısorder of the affections ” (p 164)
4’8 conclude thıs TeVIeEW ıth ep1grammatıc phrase had-

wıck  ?  S bıography of Augustine Can be regarded honorarYy salute
greag INan, both in 16 W of ıts subject matter In 1e W of ıts

author.
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