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In recent9 research Donatısm has enjoyed somethıng of
revıval, ıth several monographs focusıng dıfferent aSpects of

thıs heated CONtroversy In ate Antıque orth T1CA. Arne Hogrefe’s
monograph, reviıisıon of hıs doctoral dıssertatıon, which he submiıtted
al the faculty of Hıstory and ultura tudıes of the 1lıpps Universıty
Marburg (Germany), 15 another fiıne example of thıs renewed interest.

hıs study focuses the hıstorıical arguments sed Dy Uugus-
tine and the Donatısts LO further theır CasSC, arguments 1C maınly
concerned events datıng back to the OrT1g1INSs of the schısm, 1LE CCI1-

(ury before. IThe author remıinds in hıs introduction of the WaYy in
which should understand ere the term historical argumentation:
° Ks geht nıcht eıne Form der Geschichtsschreibung, sondern
eine Form der Beweısführung in einem Streıitfall” P 5)

Tee prom1sıng perspectives aATC held forth to the reader in thıs
study findıng Ouft LNOTEC about the ontext in 1C Augustine sed hıs
hıstorıical arguments, learnıng LNOTEC Ou the hıstorical arguments the
Donatısts themselves used, andV, offering LNOTIC prec1se aCCOUNT
of few hıstorical detaıls of the Donatıst schısm 2-3)

As the of book 1S go0od indıcator of the qualıity of
ıts content, ıt 1s clear that the reader 1s in for TEa In h1ıs 1ITrS chap-
ter, Hogrefe nOoL only presents ıth decent SLALlUS quaestionts, he
also coherently explaıns the overall SITUCLUTE of hıs study, 1VvIng the
reader al the ST helpful OVerVIeEW of hat ıll be ea ıth In each
of the chapters. Iso further in the book, the reader 1S carefully
gu1ded hrough the author’s logıcal analysıs of the hıstorıcal Arg UMeN-
tatıon sed by both sıdes. 0Ug thıs book 15 dıyıded into e1g
chapters, ıt into [WO bıgger parts, ıf the introductory chapters
and and the concludıng chapter dIC noTt en into aCcCCount

Chapter Can indeed be consıdered extension of the fırst
introductory chapter, ıth LNOTC general hıstorıcal OVeEerVIeEW of the
Donatist COontroversSsYy, and of Augustine’s involvement dıvıded into
three per10ds of time: 393-405, 405-411 and 41 1-430, separated Dy
Honor1us’ 16 of Unlty agaınst the Donatısts In 405, and Dy the
Councıl of Carthage in 4A14

In chapters to 3 the author analyses how Augustine and hıs
opponents deploy and interpret hıstorıical informatıon and documents
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in the cControVverSsy. He focuses In chapter Augustine’s Books
against the grammarıan Cresconlus, and In chapter hıs antı-
ONalıs etters, In partıcular C 43-45, I3 76, 8/-89, 03 and 105
'Thıs first part culmınates ıt WCIC in chapter D discussıng Uugus-
tine’s hıgh pDo1In thus far in hıs battle agaınst Donatısm: the Confter-
BIIGE of Carthage In 41

In second part (chapters and 7 the author focuses [WO
maın elements In the hıstorical argumentatıons both sıdes propounded:
the dıspute the subject of tradıtio and perseCutio chapter 6) and
the battle for theır version of the Caecılianı chapter £ which
proved be cruc1a|l 1ssue In the CONnNtroverSY: ‘ Augustinus hatte
erkannt, ass das karthagısche e1 ber Caecıl1anus das Zentrum
der donatıstischen Argumentatıon bıldete, und seıne Wıderlegung ent-
sprechend eingerichtet” (p 339)

The “ Caec1ıllanus case ” concerned the valıdıty of the ordınatıon
of Caecıl1anus SUCCESSOT 1{8 MensurIı1us, bıshop of Carthage oO0N
thıs ordıinatıon W ds>s declared null and o1d al councıl In 1C SCVWV -

ENTY Numiıdıan bıshops WEeTC present, the grounds that ONMNC of the
Consecra(tors, Felıx of Abthugn1, had himself een tradıtor. ese
confessors, the “pure”’ those wh had nOL handed VCT the sacred
[018) in the past, lected Maıjorinus nstead

Fulfilling the reader’s Dy 19({0] hıgh expectations about the SITUC-
ture of the book, the author presents In chapter clear SUMIMAT Y of
hıs findings and SOTINIC concludıng remarks. Earlıer, Hogrefe had
pointed Ouft the ımportance of the proceedings of ırta ASs SOUTCE:
°“ das Protokaoll VO  e ırta auch en wichtiges OKumen für dıe Entste-
hungsgeschichte des Schısmas. Sollten dıe Aussagen authentisch se1N,
ist zumındest dıe später VO  — den Donatısten behauptete theologische
Begründun des Schısmas, dıie Reinheıt der 1IrC aufrechtzuerhalten,
in rage stellen ” 246) In he therefore discusses
also the datıng of the Councıl of ırta P 355-361). At the vVeLYy end
SOTIIC VeEIY helpful tools dIC€ such timetable of the relevant
ates in the Donatıst CONLrOVerSY, and bıblıography of the SOUTCES

and of the secondary hlıterature sed An index of of people, of
subjects and of place completes thıs monograph

becomes clear In thıs study that the hıstorıical arguments sed
In the ONalıs CONLTOVeEeTISY ave oreatly helped ıth reconstructing
the hıstorıcal beginnings of thıs schısm. Many of the documents deal-
ng ıth thıs subject matter ave COTMNNC OoOWN vıa Augustine’s
relhlance them in hıs wrıtings also shows how both sıdes trıed
LO manıpulate these SOUTCECS theır OW advantage, SInce, the
author pomnted Out In the beginnıng, theırs W ds noTt much CXCI-
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c1se in wrıting hıstory, but in winnıng Case It 15 C and
eXIiract the true, unbilased facts from these coloured vers10ns, and
Hogrefe has ere made excellent contrıbution 18 thıs task

Another element 1C CINCISCS from thıs study 15 how bril-
lıantly Augustine handled the historical argument in the CONLTOVEeTSY.
ager obtaın the relevant SOUTCCS, skalfully weavıng hıs arguments
based thıs materı1al, he eft ou about who W as gomng WIN
the debate when ıt Came reasoned argumentatıon. One 1S remıiınded
of how brillıantly Augustine attacKe: the ıdeology h1ıs De
CiuLltate Del, usıng theır OW hıstory agaınst them, and paınstakıngly
pointing ouft ıts inconsıIıstencles.

In hıs introduction, Hogrefe mentions that the basıc scheme of
Augustine’s approach In hıs argumentatıon Can already be wıtnessed
in hıs earhest antı-Donatist work. the Psalmus CONILFra partem Donatı.
He attacks the Donatıists’s Casec in TE arcas the themes of bap-
t1sm and Christian communıty; violence and martyrdom; the Or1g1nNs
of the schısm (p 3-4) In thıs VeLY SAamlec psalm already wıtness
Augustine’s WOIT Y that for all hıs efforts buılld Strong, reasoned
CAase agaınst the Donatısts, buttressed ıth SOl hıstorıical argumenta-
tıon, ıt INa Yy ell turn out to become .. quarrel without end”, because
ıt all bolled OoOWN aASs whether each Darty WOU accept the evidence
put before them
140 Quae S1 credere 1910)8! uultıs, // uUos huc alıqua proferte

YyOou do nNOT wantl helieve these, // then YOU ıll have COMe Ü,
with other DroO,

141 Quıibus S1 el 19{0 NO credamus erıt r1Xa sıne fıne.
And f do nol helieve these // ıf ll he quarrel without en

What Hogrefe has achljeved in thıs excellent study, 1S SCNOI-
arly analysıs of the WaY in MC both Augustine and Donatısts alıke
also trıed make theır Casc ıth hıstorical argumentatıons. domg
5 Hogrefe has not only offered glımpse of how avaılable SOUTCCS

WeEeIC sometimes (mıs)used al the time, ıth each sıde accusıng the
er of falsıfyıng the materı1al, he also has made fıne contrıbution
in the reconstruction of certaın detaıls in the hıstory of the Donatıst
schısm.
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