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Volker Henning Drecoll and MiırjJam Kudella, ugustin und der
Manichädismus, übıngen: Mohr Sıebeck, 204110 978-3-16-
50841-7, 292

Any researcher Serl1ous tudent of Augustine of 1ppo
Manıchae1sm all benefit from havıng thıs CONCISE, well-organızed,
and nformed handbook hıs her chelf. The authors ave one
fıne Job of reducıng large 11Nass of materı1al and Man y complex 1sSsues

clear and succınct summarıes, makıng UuUsec of the VE latest research
the ocused subject indıcated by the tiıtle Ihe work 1S organızed

into three parts (1) Augustine Manıchaean, ıth treatment of
the SOTrTt of anıchaeıism ıth MC he W as amılıar (9-86 (2) UuguSs-
tine agamlnst the Manıchaeans, contextualıed Dy SUTVCVS of prev10us
antı-Manıchaean wrıters ell of those who accused Augustine
of continued Manıchaean sentiments (87-206), and (3) brjef cons1d-
eratıon of the poss1ible influence of Manıchae1sm Augustine (207-
Z20) For those c thıs subject, the volume all offer ell-
wriıtten orlentation; for ose who already work in thıs materı1al, ıt all
provıde convenıent for qu1c reference. oth SOTTS of read-
eTS Can be confident that the authors present atters they stand in
the current scholarly CONSCNHSUS, and 11e in turns affırmıng crıtical
of Varlous proposals, they AIC nNOT pursumg novel 1ıd10syncratic
interpretations of theır OW Ihe excellent bıblıography 15 quıte CUT-

rent, and includes Man Yy key tudıes of the subject noTt only from the
siıde of Augustinıan studıes, but also irom Manıchaean studıies. The
authors thoughtfully a1d wıder readershıp by systematıcally ranslat-
ing all Latın and eXpress10ns.

Partiıcularly valuable 1S the deta1ıjled SULVCY of Augustine’s antı-
Manıchaean OCUVIC, beginnıng ıth the works identiftied antı-Man-
ichaean by Augustine hımself in Retractationes (by UuUsec of the CADICS-
S10NS contraladuersus Manichaeos/um), which the authors COMPDAIC
{O the slıghtly longer lıst proviıded in the Indiculus (whıch adds
number of entries irom De diuersis quaestionibus LAXATH, whıiıle the
authors for the inclusıon of several more). Ihe authors Judi-
c10usly add De erd religione and De utiılıtate credendı {O thıs Cafte-

SOTY, before proceeding compılatıon of references 18 Man-
ichae1ısm in other works, presented iın abular form hıs

1S far firom complete, however, and 0€eSs 3(011 nclude the refer-
Manıchaeans ıIn Augustine’s Paulıne commentarıes, NOT an Y

of the Nanı y references in Confessiones. Indeed, the reader m1sSses an y
cons1ıderatıon of the place of the latter work ın Augustine’s CHNSALC-
ment ıth Manıchae1sm espıite the inclusıon of Kotze  7 27004 study
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in the bıbliography, alongs1ıde of the extensive body of work of Feld-
INann the Samnec subject), CVCIN though the authors cıte irom ıt L1OTC

than almost anı y er SOUTCE They elect proceed thematıically,
rather than chronologically work-by-work, and thıs choıice provıdes
readers ıth VeETIY useful OVeEerVIEW of SOTITIIC of the princıpal 1SSUES

which Augustine engaged ıth Manıchae1sm in multıple works:
the nature of evıl 1261 18). the interpretation of the enes1s creation
aACCOunt 19-122), the interpretation of Paul (122+ E29: where Uugus-
tine’s Paulıne commentarıes fınally recelve notice, but where ONEC

m1sSses anı y recognıtion that Augustine accept the Man-
iıchaean readıng of key Paulıine agaınst free ıll pos1t10n),
and scr1iptural hermeneutics generally“ hıs somewhat
abbreviated sei of 1SSUEeSs 1S resumed ıth dıfferent emphasıs after

examınatıon of Augustine’s debates ıth the Manıchaeans Fortu-
na and einxX =  9 ıth the focus NO poıints of eriticısm
Augustine eveled rhetorically agaınst Manıchae1sm *  ’
includıng ıts dualısm, materlalistic metaphysıc, VIv1ıd mythology, and
conception of human 0 and aAagCeNCY in relatıon SIN hereas the
uthors SCC the former set of 1SSUES prompting Augustine’s evel-
opment in partiıcular by WaY of reacting agaınst Manıchaean
posıit1ions, they consıder the latter seft 18 ave such constructive
role; but 18 be merely polemical targels. hıs approac that the
authors SCC 1CasonMNn discuss Augustine’s OW evolution the
atters of free ıll an in connection ıth hıs andlıng of
Manıchaean pos1t1ons these 1SSUES (the subject 1s touched upON in
only the vaguest terms, E

The hope that the volume mıght er synthesı1s of the [WO
1SLUNC academıc fi1elds pertinen ıts subject 1S unfortunately dıs-
appolnted by the authors’ (inconsıstent) dec1ısıon about the proper

of TESOUTCCS fo be drawn upOon ıinform understandıng of
Augustine s engagemen ıth Manıchae1i1sm. TIhey aATC cCorrecl, of
COUTSC, guard agaınst constructing monolıthıc Manıchaean SYS-
tem from SOUTCECS stemming from varıety of times. reg10ns, and
‘ Sprachwelten” (16-17) and 118 aVvOo1d assumıng the in
North Afrıca of elements nOot ırectly attested Dy Augustıine (18) But
the result 18 catalog of informatıon drawn fIrom Augustine that,
andy ıt 1S 18 ave in thıs SUMIMAL Y form, COUu ave een COIMN-

pıle (and Wwas) in the 19% centurYy, benefitting hardly al all from the
tremendous advances In understandıng anıchaei1sm from the rel1-
g10N S OW discovered in the 20th CenNturY, only ONC of IC
belongs the Latın West. The Medinet Madı and Kellıs IN irom
ZYp AIC COHtCI‘IIPOI'.':IIIÖO\‚IS ıth Augustine, and studıes
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ave demonstrated connectlions between thıs mater1al and the Man-
iıchae1sm known Augustine. The authors make Us«c of thıs mate-
rial, yel they make free UuUs«c of Greek, Syrliac, and Coptic antı-Man-
iıchaean lıterature background to Augustine’s OW antı-Manıchaean
wrıtings, despite the fact that Augustine knew almost onc of thıs
lıterature. Ihey evVen SQUCCZC into thıs commendably concıse volume

e1ght-page the antı-Manıchaean remarks of Leo the
Great, wrıtten ell after Augustine’s death

Augustin und der Manichdismus, therefore, offers VeErYy ira-
dıtional patrıstics approach ıts subject In 1C nearly all the
VO1lcCces stand outs1ıde an agaınst Manıchae1sm, 106 makes ıt
impossı1ıble for the reader 118 gel full pıcture of Manıchaean pOSI1-
t10ns, detect polemical distortion m1ısunderstandıng
Augustine’s part Consequently, the reader of thıs volume all nOoTLt
ave SCCHIE of the relıg10n agaınst 1C Augustine wrTrole
(for MC Nıcholas Baker-Brian’s Manichaeism London
ar Cal be recommended startıng point). Nor ıll he

che be in much of posıtıon consıder Augustine’s strengths and
weaknesses polemi1cıst intellect wıthout being able SCC

where hıs arguments effectively mel hıs opponents and where they
fell decıdedly short ın eıther faırness Inc1sıveness. Not SUrprI1S-
INng1Y, the authors Can offer only T1e and impress1ion1st1ic sketch
of in whiıich Manıchae1sm INa Yy ave influenced Augustine’s
OW hought, because they dIiIC noTt workıng ıth sufficıent Aase of
understandıng of Manıchae1sm PCCI through the polemical surface
of Augustine’s engagemen ıth that relıg10n 18 the quieter and INOTEC

subhtle places where he mMaYy ave recouped Manıchaean themes and
CONCEINS for hıs OW id1osyncratic formulatıons of Nicene Christian-
ıty Yet these weaknesses ırectly reflect the general STa of Uugus-
tinıan studıes when ıt 1{8 the subject of Manıiıchae1sm, of IC
thıs volume 1s well-composed New proposals aATC egınnıng

aDPCAaATL based upOoN INOTC Ser10us an alance attention {O Man-
ichaean SOUTCCS, but these ave yel WIN wıde assent, ıt perhaps
would be LOO much LO exXxpect them LO ave ILNOTC prominent place
eTre The value of thıs book remaılns the effic1enCcy of ıts tireatment
of extensive subject, and the clarıty of ıts of the existing
scholarly CONSCHNSUS those wh: work it wıthın Augustinian
studıles. Indeed, the vident difficulty the authors ave in reporting
anythıng decısıve irom prev10us scholarshıp the possible influ-
BNCc® of Manıchae1sm Augustine (LE ıts poss1ible s1ignıfıcance
other than fo1l * anvıl ” 1C Augustine hammered Out
SOTINC of hıs pos1it1ons) c<hould SUTININON\NS for Augustinıan
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studies and Manıchaean studıies to COMIC together and al last work
the problem from A UuLLY ınformed standpoınt.
Northern Arızona Universıity, Flagstaff Jason BEDUHN

Wıllıgis Eckermann, Pater Engelbert Eberhard (1895-19568)
Augustiner, Provinzıial, (reneral. Fıine Biographie, (Studıa
Augustiniana Hıstorica, 18), ürzburg: Echter Verlag, 2012
978-3-429-03528-0, 3731

Based ON Oroug archıval research, KEckermann presents the
bıography of the Augustinian Father Engelbert Eberhard. After hıs
rel1g10us formatıon and classıcal studıes WI1 a doctorate ON Homer),
he took several responsıbıilıties ın the Unıited States. In 1930, he
became Provıncıal in GermanYy and ed hıs province through the dıf-
ficult times of the Nazı regıme and the Second World War In 953
he W as elected ASs General of the Augustinian Order As such, thıs
bıography does ol only sketch the interesting ıfe of multi-facetted
charısmatıc rel1210usS, but offers also A vivıd image of the turbulent
hıstory of the Augustinıan er and the Catholıic Church In the 20th
Century before the Second Vatıcan Councıl

Anthony UPONT

Florıi Lugdunensts EXpositio In Epistolas heatı Paulı operibus
Augustint. Pars I4 In Epistolam secundam ad Corinthos. In
Eptistolas ad (Galatas, Ephesios el Philippenses. (ura eit studı0
Paul-Irenee Fransen O:82D0, I uc De Conınck, Bertrand Coppileters
$ Wallant, Roland Demeulenaere, (Corpus Christianorum. Con-
tinuatıo Mediıaeualıs, 220B:; Oor1 ugdunensı1s pera Omnı1a,
Tomus ND: Turnhout Brepols, 2011, 97/8-2-503-05205-2,

566

The present volume constitutes the 1IrS in ambıt1ous endeavor
{O provıde the first modern edıtıon of Florus of yon’s Exposıitio INn
Epistolas heatı Paulı operibus Augustinı (Expositio), COMMNMECN-

Lary the Epistles of Paul made entirely of Iragments from the
works of St Augustine, 1C 15 wıdely consıdered LO be ONEC of the
mMoOost ıimportant secondary SOUTCECS for the bıshop of Hıppo  S OCUVTE

ouUg ıt 18 the first volume to PCAL, ıt APPCAaIS to COTINC 1IT\ in the


