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PR EF A C L

] Offer to the Public a Verfion of
| * the Addrefs of TERTULLIAN t0

Scarura. The merit of the original
is well known. It contains many cir-
cumflances refpecting the flate of the
Church foon after the commencement
of the third century, and thercfore
may be reckoned among the wva.uable
Remains of Chrifian Antiquaty.

The traces of a wild imagination
are not Jo dycermible in the Adarefs to
SCAPULA, as i the other works of
TErRTULLIAN. The topics which
be wjes, feem, in general, well cho-
Jeny and judicionfly enforced,

As
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As the original is printed along
with the verfion, the learned reader
will have an opportunity of compa-
ring them, and of deteting the er-
rors which may kave been commit=
ted i the attempt to render ertul-
lian into Englifb. The attempt, in it
Jelf, awas dufficult, and became more
Jo by a fancy of mine, wwhich, with-
out pretending to juftify it, I muft
communicate to my readers.

Whether William Duke of Nor-
mandy conquered England as a king-
dom, or only acquired it as an wmhe-
ritance, it is mo part of my prefent
bufine/s to mquire. 1his niuch, bsaw-
every, 15 certain, that the Norman

conqueft
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conqueft or acquifition had wio-
lent cffects on the Englifl language,

-Wor, at that era, French words and
- phrafesrufhed in, and well nigh over-
- whelmed the Anglo Saxon dialect.

1t occurred to me that, between

Wnglo Saxon and Latin, a few pages
g ht be compofed without the aid of
NFrench auxiliaries, and this produced

the following verfion. a verfionwhich,
perbaps, lofes more by the :fingularity of

lits Svle, than it gains by the grave and

folemn air produced from the blending
of old Englifh and Latin,

For the better underflanding of the
nfe of Tertullian, many Notes and
Wlufirations became neceffary,  After
7
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4 bad availed myfelf of the aid of
Jormer commentators, I found that

much, ¢fpecially as to the hifforicall
part, remained without explanation,.
The attempt made to fupply this de/z'—j
ciency, is fubmitted to the candour of
the reader,

While engaged m the drawing up
of thefe Notes, I had occafion to rc-;
mark _fome flrange inaccuracies in tbell
work of a celebrated Hiftorian ; and I
bave wfed the liberty of  pointing {
them out.  Ewven in the firff volume!
of The Decline and Fall of the Ro-
man Empire, and zndepmdent{/ of
the two famous chapters, there is ag
wide field for literary and biffor zcal
criticyn,

Q.



Q. SEPT. TERTULLIAN,
: T O

L SCAPULA TERTULLUS,
Presipent oF AFRICA,

And His COUNCIL.

F a truth, we Chriftians do not
mightily fear or dread aught

which we undergo from thofe who
know us not; forafmuch as when
we became of this fect, we thereby
A bound
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bound ourfelves to let out our very lives
in the warfare belonging unto it. We
look not only for the reward which God
proffers, but we alfo fear his threaten-
ings againft thofe who live after another
way. Furthermore, we ftrive againit
your utmoft cruelty, crowding uncalled
before you, and happier on being found
guilty than when we are difmifled ; and,
therefore, have we fent unto you this
little book, not that we fear aught for
ourlelves or our well-withers, but that
we fear for you and for ail our foes.

7 his is the rule of our faith, that we
love thofe who hate us, and that we be-

feech God to blefs thofe who afflit us 3
and herein lieth that goodnefs which is |

peculiar to us.  All men love thofe who
love them, Chriftians alone thofe who
hate them. We, who bewail your

want
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want of knowledge, who mourn over
the wanderings of mankind, who fore-
fee what will befal, and fee daily its to-
kens, we muft needs break forth, and,
after this way, put in writing the things
of which ye will not give us leave to
fpeak betore you.

We worlhip the One God, whom, by
nature, ye all know, at whofe lightnings
and thunders ye all quake, whofe lo-
ving-kindnefles gladden you all. Others
alfo there are whom ye belicve to be
gods, and whom we kuow to be de-
mons. But it belongeth of right unto
mankind, that every one may worthip as
he thinketh beft ; nor doth the religion
of any man harm or help another. Nei-
ther indeed is it the bufinefs of religion
to compel religion, which ought to be
taken up willingly, and not againft the

A a will :
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will: a willing mind is looked for even
from him who facrificeth; und, theres
fore, thould ye indeed compel us to fas
crifice, that would do nought for your
gods ; of the unwilling they would not
have facrifice, unlefs they were way-
ward. God is not fo; and He, who is
true, dealeth all things rightly unto the
profane and unto his own; and, there-
fore, hath he fet a day of doom everlaft-
ing for thofe whom he loveth, and for
thofe whom he loveth not.

Ye think us facrilegious, and yet ye
have never found us to be guilty of
theft, much lefs of facrilege ; while
thofe who plunder temples, do alfo
fwear by the gods and worfhip them.
Such men are not Chriftians, neverthe-
lefs they are found to be facrilegious.
It would be too long for me to unfold

‘in
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in how many other ways all your gods
arc fcoffed at, and made light of by
their worfhippers themfelves.

Again, we are branded with the name
of men untrue to the State. No Chri-
ftian, however, was at any time found
in fellowthip with Albinus, or Niger, or
Caffius ; while the men who, but yef’écr-
day, {wore by the genius of the Cafars,
who, for their health, made and be-
came bound to make facrifices, and who
had often doomed the Chriftians to die,
even they were found untrue to the Cge-
fars. Chriftians have no hatred or ill-
will at any man, and lealt of all at Ce-
far; for knowing him to be fet up by
their God, they muft needs love him,
and fhew him worfhip, and with his wel-
fare, and the welfare of the Roman ftate,
while the times which now aré fhall laft,

and
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and folong fhall ¢hat ftate laft : Thus do
we give worfhip unto Ceefar, fo far and
in fuch a way as is lawful for us and is
fit for him, as a man next to God, and
having from God whatever he hath, and
as only lefs than the true God. This he
himfelf ought to wifh, for he is greater
than all others, in that he 1s lefs than the
one and the true God. Soalfo is he great-
‘er than your gods, for he beareth {way o-
ver them. Furthermore, we indeed facri-
fice for the health of Caefar; but we do |
this unto our God and his, and after that |
way which He hath willed, by the invo-
cating of him in the way of fupplication
only. For He, the maker of the world,
ftandeth in no need of any {weet fmells,
or of the blood of aught ; the/c are the
food of demons  As for dzmons, we

not only abhor them, but we overcome 3§
‘ and |
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and draw them forth daily, and we drive
them out of men, as is known unto very
many of yourfelves. We, of all others,
moft fitly befeech God for the health
of Czfar, feeing that we afk of Him who
can beftow it ; and, in truth, it may be
plain enough to you, that we behave our-
felves after the rules of heaven-taught
forbearance, fince being fo manv, and
reckoned nearly the mof?f in every city,
we, neverthelefs, live in ftillnefs and mo-
deration, better known, perhaps, fingly
than as a body, and no otherwife known
at all, than as men who have laid afide
their former fins. But far be it from us,
that we fhould repine at what we wifh

to bear, or that we fhould plot aught to
feek that retaliation ourfelves which we

look for from God. Neverthelefs, as we

have faid already, we muft nceds mourn
for
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for this, that no city which hath fhed
our bla:d thall be held guiltlefs. Thus,
while Hilarion was Prefident, the mul-
titude called out together, fpeaking of
the threfhing-floors where we bury our
dead, ¢ No thrething floors;”” and there
were none, for the harvet was never
brought in! Moreover, in the rain of
laft year it was feen what ought to be-
fall mankind, as in old times a flood
came for the unbelief and evil deeds of
men. And what thofe fires threatened,
which, not long ago, hung over the
walls of Carthage throughout the night, |
they know who faw them ; and the for- -
mer thunder, what tidings it brought,
they know whofe hearts were thereby
hardened.  All thefe are the tokens of
the impending wrath of God, which it
behoves us, in whatever way we can,

to
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to fet forth and foretel, and meanwhile to
befeech Heaven that the evil may reach
no farther ; but they who mifunderftand
fuch tokens fhall feel, in fit time, that it
will reach over all, and be the great and
thelaftcvil. Again, the fun, with hislight
almoft put out, in the diftri& of Utica,
was indeed portentous. That could not
‘have been owing to any eclipfe, for he
was then in his altitude and houfe. Ye
have aftrologers, afk of them!

We might alfo lay before you the end
of fome Prefidents, who, at laft, came
to know, that, in their affliting of the
Chriftians, they had finned. Vigilius Sa-
turninus, foremoft in this city amongft
our perfecutors, became blind ; and, in
Cappadocia, Claudius Herminianus, be-
ing angry that his wife had gone over to
our fect, wrought much ill to the Chri-

B ; ftians.



( 10)

ftians. But, wafted by the plague,
forfaken of his friends in his own houfe,
and, while yet alive, {warming with
worms, he thus fpake: ¢ Let no one
¢ know of this, left the Chriftians beglad
¢ over me.”” And then, having feen his
tranfgreffion, in that by torture he had
made fome to fall off from the faith, he
died almoft a Chriftian; and Ceecilius

Capella, at the overthrow of Byzantium,

called out, ¢ Now, Chriftians, be glad.”

Scarura, thou mayeft think, that

there are men of this kind, whom no

evil hath hitherto overtgken. Neverthe- |

lefs we wifh that thy ficknefs, which fol-
lowed foon after Mavilus of Adrumetum

was by thee doomed to fight with lions,
may have beenonly a warning ; yet now,

|

when, in a like time, it hath come °

back, may not blood have put in its |

claim?

1

-
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chim ? Think, however, of what is to
come.—We mean mnot to affright thee,
whom we fear not. My fingle wifh is,
that we Chriftians could fhield all men
from evil, by admonithing them, ¢ not
« to war againft God.” Thou mayeft
do the duties of thy ftation, and yet re-
member humanity, were it but for this,
that thou alfo art under the rule of ano-
ther: and what elfe hath Cafar prefcri-
bed unto thee, but that thou fhould’ft
doom to death thofe who acknowledge
that, by the laws, they are worthy of
death, and that thou fhould’ft, through
tortures, elicite a like acknowledgement
from thofe who with-hold it?

So, by urging men to fay what, of
themfelves, they have already faid, ye
fet at nought the mandates of Czlfar,
and ye bear teftimony that we are guilt-

B2 lefs,
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lefs, whom ye will not find guilty on
our own acknowledgement.—In ftriving
to overwhelm us, ye invade innocency
itfelf. But have not many Prefidents,
although more hard-hearted and bloody
than you, connived at us? Such was Cin-
cius Severus, who at Tifdra did himfelf
thew a way whereby the Chriftians might
make anfwer, and yet go free: fuch
alfo was Vefpronius Candidus, who
difmiffed a Chriftian, faying, ¢« Were I
¢ to yield to the call of the multitude,
¢« uproar might arife.”” Thus, when a
man having been {flightly tortured, fell
of from the faith, Afper did not require
him to facrifice ; and he had faid at firft,
¢ Sorry am I that fuch bufinefs (hould
¢« have fallen to my fhare.”” Pudens
too difmiffed a Chriftian who had been
fent to him; and underftanding the accu-

: fation
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fation to be fpiteful and vexatious, he
jtore it, and profefled that, by the man-~
dates of Cafar, he could try no man
without an accufer.

Thine advocates, Scarura, could,
‘as is their bounden duty, fuggeft all this
aunto thee, thofe very advocates, who,
however they may rail againft us, are
much beholden to the Chriftians; for
the amanuenfis of one, having been
thrown headlong by a demon, was freed,
and, in like wife, others had a kinfiman
and a young lad healed ; and how many
are there of good ftation, forl{peak not
now of the vulgar, who by us have been
either relieved from damons, or healed
of diftempers ?

Severus himfelf, the father of Anto-
ninus, was mindful of us, for he fought
out the Chriftian Proculus, (the fteward
of

|



merly healed his mafter), and kept him
while he lived in the Palace. Antoninus,
himfelf foftered by a Chriftian, knew Pro-
culus well.  Befides, Severus was fo far
from harming the women and the men of
high ftation whom he knew to be of our
fe&. that he fpake in their praife, and
he alfo ftaid the multitude when madden-

( 14 )
of Fuhodus, and who by oil had for-
|

ed againft us.

Moreover, Marcus Aurelius, while
warring with the Germans, impetrated
plentiful rain, in the great drought,
through the fupplications which the
Chriftians of his hoft made unto God;
and indeed at what time have not great
droughts given way to our faftings and.
fupplications? Then the multitude fhout~
ed together, giving thanks unto the
God of gods, who alone is mighty.”

And
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And thus, by the appellation of Jupiter,
did they bear witnefs unto our God.
Furthermore, we keep not back that
which hath been depofited in our hands,
we violate no one’s marriage-bed, we
deal confcientioufly with our wards, we
help the needy, and we never retort evil
for evil. Let thofe who untruly give
out that they are of our fe&, look to

- themfelves ; we know them not. In a

word, who is there that hath aught to
fay againft us, and when is a Chriftian
called to anfwer at law, unlefs for his
religion ? A religion which, after fo long
time and inquiry, no man hath evinced
to be inceftuous, or defiled with blood.
For behaviour thus harmlefs, and for
fuch integrity, for righteoufnefs, for mo-
deity, for faithfulnefs, for truth, for the
living God, are we burnte The facri-

legious
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legious are not fo dealt with, neither
are outlaws, nor thofe, how many fo-
ever, who have been found falfe to the
ftate. Nay, at this very time, it is
with the /word alone that the Prefidents
of Leon and of Mauritania perfecute
the Chriftians ; and fuch, by the firft
mandates of Cexfar, was the doom for
delinquents of this kind. But the more
defperate the fight, the greater are the |
rewards * to him which overcometh;”
and your bloody deeds work our glory.
Take heed, ScaruLa, left we, who
undergo fuch unutterable hardfhips,
fhould all of us at once break forth and
fhew, that fo far from dreading, we
fpontancoufly call for ‘tortures. While
Arrius Antoninus was zealoufly perfecu-
ting the Chriftians in Afia, they came
uncalled, and in one body, before him.
Having
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Having doomed fome few of them to
death, he faid unto the reft, < Wretches,
¢ if ye mult needs die, have you not
¢ crags and halters!”” Should the Chri-
ftians here alt like thofe of Afia, what
would(t thou do to fo many thoufands,
men and women, young and old, and
of every ftation, yielding themfelves up
uncalled at thy tribunal! How great
fires and how many f{words would then
be needed, and what would Carthage
herfclf, to be decimated by thee, then
undergo, when each one might recog-
nife, in the croud, his kinfnen and
his bofom-friends; when, perhaps, thou
mighteft fee fenators like thyfelf, and
matrons, and men of the firlt repute,
and the kinfmen and friends of thine
own friends! Wherefore, if thou wilt
not fpare us, fpare thyfelf, and, if not

C thyfelf,
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thyfelf, fpare Carthage, fpare the whole
Province, which, as foon as thy meaning
towards us was underftood, became ob-
noxious to the infults of the foldiery, and
each man in it to the malevolence of his
foes. We have no Lord but God alone ;
he is before thine eyes, neither can he
be hid; but againft him thou canft not
do aught. Moreover, they whom thou
thinkeft to be thy lords are men, and,
at fome time, they fhall die; but this
fe&t fhall remain, reared into a more
ftately and ftronger building by what
you think will overthrow it. For every
one beholding fuch wonderful endurance,
becomes perplext in his mind, and then
is led eagerly to inquire what Chrifti-
anity is; and, on his finding out, he fol-
lows THE TRUTH.

4



Q. SEPT., FLOR. TERTULLIANI

A D

SCAPULAM TERTULLUMN,
AFRICAZ PRASIDEM,

LIBELLUS.

NOS quidem neque expavefcimus,

neque pertimefcimus ea que ab
ignorantibus patimur : cum ad hanc fec-
tam utique fufcepta conditione ejus padti
venerimus, ut etiam animas noftras auc-
Ca2 torati
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torati in has pugnas accedamus, ea qua
Deus repromittit, confequi optantes, et
ea qua diverfze vitee comminatur pati ti-
mentes. Denique cum omni faevitia ve-
ftra concertamus, etiam ultro erumpen-
tes: magifque damnati quam abfoluti
gaudemus. Itaque hunc libellum non
nobis timentes mifimus, fed vobis et om-
nibus inimicis noftris, nedum amicis, I-
ta enim difciplina jubemur diligere ini-
micos quoque, et orare pro eis qui nos
perfequuntur, ut haec fit perfeta et pro-
pria bonitas noftra, non communis. A-
micos enim diligere omnium eft, inimi-
cos autem, folorum Chriftianorum.  Qui
ergo dolemus de ignorantia veftra, et-
miferemur erroris humani, et futura pro-
fpicimus, figna eorum quotidie intentari
videmus, necefle eft vel hoc modo erum-
pere ad proponenda vobis ea, qua pa-

lam
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lam non vultis audire. Nos unum De-
um colimus, quem omnes naturaliter no-
ftis: ad cujus fulgura et tonitrua con-
tremifcitis, ad cujus beneficia gaudetis.
Ceteros et ipfi putatis deos effe, qu s nos
deemonas fcimus. Tamen humani juris
et naturalis poteftatis eft unicuique quod
putaverit colere : nec alii obeft aut pro-
deft alterius religio. Sed nec religionis
eft, cogere religionem, qua fponte fufci-
pi debeat, non vi: cum et hoftiz ab a-
nimo libenti expoftulentur. Itaet fi nos
compuleritis ad facrificandum, nihil pre-
ftabitis diis veftris : ab invitis enim facri-
ficia non defiderabunt, nifi contentiofi

funt : contentiofus autem Deus non eft.

Denique qui eft verus, omnia fua ex -
quo ct prophanis et fuis preftat, Ideo-
que et judicium conftitwit xternum de
gratis ct ingratis, Tamen nos, quos

facrilegos
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facrilegos exiftimatis, nec in furto une
quam deprehendiftis, nedum in facrile-
gio. Omnes autem, qui templa defpo-
liant, et per deos jurant et eofdem co-
lunt, et Chriftiani non funt, et facrilegi
tamen deprehenduntur. Longum eft, i
retexamus quibus aliis modis et deride-
antur et contemnantur omnes dii ab ipfis
cultoribus fuis. Sic et circa majeftatem
imperatoris infamamur, tamen nunquam
Albiniani, nec Nigriani, vel Cafliani inve-
niri potuerunt Chriftiani: fed iidem ipfi,
qui per genios eorum in pridie ufque ju-
raverant, qui pro falute eorum hoftias et
fecerant et voverant, qui Chriftianos fz-
pe damnaverant, hoftes corum funt re-
perti.  Chriftianus nullius eft hoftis, ne-
dum imperatoris: quem f{ciens 2 Deo
fuo contftitui, necefle eft ut et ipfum dili-
gat, ct revercatur, et honoret, et falvum

velity
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velit, cum toto Romano imperio, quouf-
que feeculum ftabit : tamdiu enim ftabit.
Colimus ergo et imperatorem fic, quo-
modo et nobis licet, et ipfi expedit, ut
hominem a Deo fecundum ; et quicquid
eft, 2 Deo confecutum, et folo Deo mi-
norem. Hoc et ipfe volet. Sic enim
omnibus major eft, dum folo vero Deo
minor eft. Sic et ipfis diis major eft,
dum et ipfi in poteftate funt ejus. I-
taque et facrificamus pro falute impera-
toris, fed Deo noftro et ipfius, fed quo-
modo precepit Deus, pura prece; non
enim eget Deus, conditor univerfitatis,
odoris aut fanguinis alicujus ; haec enim
dzmoniorum pabula funt: damones au-
tem non tantum refpuimus, verum et re-
vincimus, et quotidie traducimus, et de
hominibus expellimus, ficut plurimi‘s no-
tum cft. Ita nos magis oramus pro fa-

lute
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lute imperatoris, ab eo eam poftulantes,
qui preftare poteft. Et utique ex difs
ciplina patientize divina agere nos fatis
manifeftumn effe vobis poteft, cim tanta
hominum multitudo, pars pene major ci-
vitatis cujufque, in filentio et modeftia a-
gimus, finguli fort¢ noti magis quim

omnes, nec aliunde nofcibiles quam de
emendatione vitiorum priftinorum. Ab-
fit enim ut indigne feramus ea nos pati
quz optamus, aut ultionem i nobis ali-
quam machinemur, quam i Deo expec-
tamus. Tamen (ficut fupra diximus® do=
leamus necefle eft, quod nulla civitas
impune Jatura fit fanguinis noftri effu-
fionem : ficut et fub Hilariano prfide,
cum de areis fepulturarum noftrarum ad-
clamaflent: AREE NON SINT: are@.
ipforum non fuerunt : mnefles enim fuas
non egerunt., Ceterum et imbre anni

preeteriti,
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prteriti, quid commeruerit genus hu-
manum apparuit, cataclyfmum cilicet et
retr0 fuiffe, propter incredulitatem et ini-
quitates hominum: et ignes qui fuper
meenia Carthaginis proxime pependerunt
per no&em quid minati fint, fciunt qui
viderunt, et priftina tonitrua quid fonu-
erint, fciunt qui obduruerunt. Omnia
hec figna funt imminentis iree Dei, quam
necefle eft, quoquo modo poflumus, ut
et annuntiemus, et pradicemus, et de-
precemur interim localem efle.  Univer-
falem enim et fupremam f{uo tempore
fentient, qui exempla ejus aliter interpre-
tantur. Nam et fol ille in conventu U-
ticenfi extintto penc lumine adeo porten-
tum fuit, ut non potuerit ex ordinario
deliquio hoc pati, pofitus in fuo hypfo-
mate et domicilio. Habetis Aftrologos.
‘Poflumus xque et exitus quorumdam

D prafidum
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prefidum tibi proponere, qui in fine vite
fuze recordati funt deliquiffe quod vexaf-
fent Chriftianos. Vigellius Saturninus,
qui primus hic gladium in nos egit, lu-
mina amifit. Claudius Herminianus in
Cappadocia, cum, indigne ferens uxorem
fuam ad hanc fe&am transiffe, Chriftia-
ros crudeliter tradtaflet, folufque in prae-
torio fuo vaftatus pefte cim vivus vermi- -
busebuliffet, ¢« Nemo {ciat, aiebat, ne {pe
« [1. fuper me]gaudeant Chriftiani.”” Po-
ftea cognito errore fuo, qudd tormentis
quofdam a propofito fuo excidere feciflet,
pend Chriftianus deceffit. Cacilius Ca-
pella in illo exitu Byzantino, ¢ Chriftiani
« gaudete,” exclamavit, Sed et qui vi-
dentur tibi impune tulifle, venient in diem
divini judicii.  Tibi quoque optamus ad -
monitionem folam fuifle, quod cum A-
drumeticum Mavilum ad beftias dam-

nafles,
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ﬁaﬂes, et ftatim hxc vexatio fubfecuta
cft, et nunc ex eadem caufa interpella-
tio fanguinis. Sed memento de cetero.
Non te terremus, qui nec timemus : fed
velim ut omnes falvos facere poffimus,
monendo wn Stouxyér. Potes et officio
jurifdiionis tuz fungi, et humanitatis
meminifle, vel quia et vos fub gladio
eflis. Quid enim amplius tibi manda-
tur, quam nocentes confeflos damnare,

' HCngI]tCS autem ad tormenta revocare ?

Videtis ergo quomodo ipfi vos contra
mandata faciatis, ut confeffos negare co-
gatis. Adeo confitemini innocentes effe
nos, quos damnare ftatim ex confeflione
non vultis.  Si autem contenditis ad eli-
dendos nos, jam ergo innocentiain ex-
pugnatis. Quanti autem prafides, et
conftantiores et crudeliores, diffimulave-
runt ab hujulmodi caufis? ut Cincius

ptr T
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Severus, qui Tifdrz ipfe dedit remedium
quomodo refponderent Chriftiani, ut di-
mitti poflent : ut Vefpronius Candidus,
qui Chriftianum, quafi tumultuofum ci-
vibus fuis fatisfacere, dimifit: ut Afper,
qui modic¢ vexatum hominem, et fta-
tim dejeftum, nec facrificium compu-
lit facere, ante proteflus inter advocatos
et adfeflores, dolere fe incidifle in hanc
caufam. Pudens etiam miffum ad fe
Chriftianum, in elogio concuffione ejus
intelleta, dimifit, fciffo eodem elogio,
fine accufatore negans fe auditurum ho-
minem, fecundum mandatum. Hec
" omnia tibi et de officio fuggeri poflunt,
et ab eifdem advocatis, qui et ipfi bene-
ficia habent Chriftianorum, licet adcla~
ment qua volunt. Nam et cujufdam
notarius cum a dzmone precipitaretur,
liberatus eft: et quorumdam propinquus
et
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ct puerulus. Et quanti honefti viri (de
vulgaribus enim non dicimus) aut 3 de-
moniis, aut a valetudinibus remediati
funt, Ipfe etiam Severus, pater Anto-
nini, Chriftianorum memor fuit. Nam
et Proculum Chriftianum, qui Torpa-
cion cognominabatur, Euhodi procura-
torem, qui eum per oleum aliquando cu-
raverat, requifivit, et in palatio fuo ha-
buit ufque ad mortem ejus: quem et
Antoninus optimé noverat, la&e Chrifti-
ano educatus. Sed et clariffimas femi-
nas, ct clariflimos viros Severus fciens
hujus fe&tze efle, non modd non lefit,
verum et teftimonio exornavit, et populo
furenti in nos palam reftitic. Marcus
quoque Aurelius in Germanica expedi-
tione, Chriftianorum militum orationibus
ad Deum fadlis, imbres in fiti illa impe-
travit. Quando non geniculationibus et

jejunationibus
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jejunationibus noftris etiam ficcitates funt
depulfee? Tunc et populus adclamans,
DEO DFORUM QUI SOLUS POTENS
EST, in Jovis nomine Deo noftro tefti-
monium reddidit. Prater hec, depofi-
tum non abnegamus, matrimonium nul-
lius adulteramus, pupillos pic trattamus,
indigentibus refrigeramus, nulli malum
pro malo reddimus. Viderint qui fe@tam
mentiuntur, quos et ipfi recufamus.
Quis denique de nobis alio nomine que-
ritur? Quod aliud negotium paticur Chri-
ftianus, nifi fuze feGte? quam inceftam,
quam crudelem, tanto tempore nemo
probavit. Pro tanta innocentia, pro tan-
ta probitate, pro juftitia, pro pudicitia,
pro fide, pro veritate, pro Deo vivo cre-
mamur; quod ncc facrilegi, nec hoftes
publici, verum nec tot majeltatis rei pati
folent. Nam et nunc 3 prafide Legio-

nie,

i T T i b A - B e gD



¢ 3t )

nis, et d prefide Mauritaniz vexatur
hoc nomen, fed gladio tenus, ficut et
primordio mandatum eft animadverti in
hujufmodi. Sed majora certamina ma-
jora fequuntur preemia. Crudelitas ve-
ftra gloria eft noftra. Vide tantum ne
hoc ipfo, quod tahia fuftinemus, ad hoc
folum videamur erumpere, ut hoc ipfum
probemus, nos hac non timere, fed uls
tro vocare. Arrius Antoninus in Afia
cum perfequerctur inftanter, omnes il-
lius civitatis Chriftiani ante tribunalia ¢jus
fe manu fa&ta obtulerunt; cum ille, pau-
cis duci juflis, reliquis ait, & Semol & Seacm
T aZmSn";axar, xfn'un;; E@féxx; ’e‘xere Hoc
fi placuerit et hic fieri, quid facies de
tantis millibus hominum, tot viris ac fe-
minis, omnis fextis, omnis tatis, omnis
dignitatis, offerentibus fe tibi? Quantis
ignibus, quantis gladiis opus erit? Quid
ipfa Carthago paffura eft decimanda a

te,
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te, cim propinquos, cim contubernales
fuos illic unufquifque cognoverit, ciim
videris illic fortaffe et tui ordinis viros et
matronas, ct principales quafque perfo-
nas, et amicorum tuorum vel propin-
quos vel amicos? Parce ergo tibi, fi non
nobis, Parce Carthagini, {inon tibi: par-
ce provinciz que vifi intentione tua ob-
noxia fa&ta eft concuffionibus et militum
et inimicorum fuorum cujufque. Magi-
ftrum neminem habemus, nifi Deum fo-
lum. Hic ante te eft, nec abfcondi po-
teft, fed cui nihil facere poffis. Cete-
rum quos putas tibi magiftros, homines
funt, et ipfi morituri quandoque. Nec
tamen deficiet haec feta ; quam tunc ma-
gis adificari fcias, cum czdi videtur.
Quifque enim tantam tolerantiam fpec-
tans, ut aliquo fcrupulo percufius, et in-
quirere accenditur, quid fit in caufa; et
ubi cognoverit veritatem, et ipfe ftatim
fequitur.



NoTEs and ILLUSTRATIONS.

1 1 1k g

Scarura TerTULLUS, There is exe
tant a refcript addrefled by Marcus Anto-
ninus, and his fon Commodus, Scapule
Tertyllo Prefidi, 1. 14. Dig. de Officio Pre-
Sfidis. Every antiquary knows, that Ter-
tullus and Tertyllus are different ways of
fpelling the fame name.

Hence it appears, that Scapula Ter-
tullus was high in office towards the lat-
ter end of the reign of Marcus Antoni-
nus.

Profper Aquinas [Chronicon] places
Zertullus and Clemens as Confuls in the
third or fourth year of the Emperor Se-
verus, and fo alfo the Fafi Idatiani. The
Fafti Confulares Anonymi, publithed by

E - Cardinal
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Cardinal Noris, bear A. U. C. 948. A.
C. N. 195. * Tertullo et Clemente Cofl”
There is extant in Gruter, Infcript. p.
1027. N° 4. the delineation of a ftone
dug up at Oftia, which bears the fol-
lowing words: ¢ P. Martio. Quir. Phi-
¢ lippo, — tribuno fabrum navalium Por-
¢ wens. Corpus fubrum navalium Oftiens.
¢ Quibus ex S. C. coire licet, Patrono opti-
¢ mo, P. P.” On the right fide of this
ftone, there is added, ¢ Dedicata iii. Idus
¢ April. Scapula Tertullo ez Tineio Cle-
mente Goff.” Pamelius ad Tertul. p. 68.
(a) fays, that this ftone is preferved in the
Farnefe palace at Rome; and, to add
one cvidence more, mention is made of
¢ Oratio Severi Augufti, in Senatu reci-
¢ tata, Tertullo e Clemente Conful;-
“ bus” L. 1. § 1. Dig. de Rebus corum
qui fub tutela, &c. The difcourfe was
read in the Senate, [in fenatu recitatal,”
by reafon of the abfence of the Emperor

oR
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on his military expeditions. And this, by
the way, fhews the great truft which he re-
pofed in Scapula Tertullus.

In the treatife of Tertullian, now under
confideration, we find Scapula Tertullus
Prefident, or, to fpeak with more accu-
racy, Proconful of Africa.

One is naturally led to inquire for fome
further particulars of the hiftory of a man
who bore a high office under Marcus An-
toninus ; who remained {ecure, if not dif«
tinguithed, throughout the times of Com-
modus; who obtained the dignity of
Conful from Severus in the early part of
that reign; and who, even at its conclu-
fion, held the government of Africa.

There is a paffage in Julius Capitoli-
nus, which appears applicable to Scapula
Tertullus. The hiftorian fays, that Mar-
cus Antoninus was blamed for having
promoted the paramours of his wife Fau-
ftina to various eminent offices. Ter-

L2 tullus
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#ullus ftands firft in the lift of the perfons
fo promoted. T fubjoin the paffage, which
contains many remarkable cirumflances :
¢ Criminiei datum eft quod adulteros ux-
€ oris promoverit, Tertullum, et Ut-
¢ lium, et Orphitum, et Moderatum, ad
¢ varios honores: quum Tertullum etiam
¢ prandentem cum wuxore deprehenderit.
¢« De quo mimus in fcena, prefente An-
$ tonino, dixit, quum ftupidus nomen a-
¢ dulteri uxoris & fervo quereret, et ille
¢ diceret ter Tullus, et adhuc ftupidus
¢ quezreret, refpondit, jam dixi ter Tul-
¢ lus dicitur.” Hiff. Aug. Script. p. 34. It
feems unneceflary to give a tranflation of
this chronique feandaleufe.

If we fuppofe Scapula Tertullus to have
beenaman of fixty-three or fixty-four when -
Tertullian addrefled him, there will be no a-
nachronifm in the ranking him among the
favourites of Fauftina ; and thus the paflage
in Julius Capitolinus, and 1. 14. D. de Off-

cio
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cio Prafidis, already quoted, will ferve to
illufirate each other.
P. . L g. 10.
¢ When we became of this fzf1,” [cim
ad banc feftam venerimus]. The fol-
lowers of different philofophers were cal-
led ¢ philofophorum fefle, familie, difci-
¢ plinz.” In imitation of this, Tertullian
applies the phrafe, ¢« hec feéla,” to the dif-
ciples of Chrift; and, prefently after, he
calls their inftitutions *¢ difciplina.”
P.2. L 1.
¢ We thereby bound ourfelves to le#
¢ out our very lives in the warfare be-
¢ longing to it,” [ut etiam animas noe
ftras aufiorati in has pugnas accedamus].
This alludes to the practice of gladiatorsy
who contrafted to fight. The verfion
does not exprefs the energy of the ori-
ginal:  To let out life,” isan aukward
and an z‘\.mbiguous phrafe ; ¢ we hire our
4 lives,” might found better; but, in
modcro
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modern Englith at leaft, ¢ to hire,” is
¢ conducere,” and not ¢ lpcare.”
B genlsiayg.
¢ Neither indeed is it the bufinefs of
¢¢ religion to compel religion,” [fed nec
_religionis eft cogere religionem]. ¢ Left,”
Pamelius fays, * any one fbould chance to
¢ pervert this paflage, asif it meant toad-
¢ mit of licence to fefls, it is proper to
¢ take notice of an opinion of the au-
¢« thor, in the beginning of the treatife
¢ called Scorpiace, [or the Antidote], which
¢ is altogether contrary to fuch lLberty.”
[* Ne quis fort¢ locum hunc detorqueat
$¢ ad feflarum licentiam, adnotata venit
¢ aultoris fententia earundem /libertati
¢ prorfus contraria,” p. 69. edit. Rigalt.]
Licentia, in Latin, may fignify the fame
thing as /Jibertas; but, as it [is generally
ufed in a bad fenfe, it would have been
expedient to repeat the word inftead of va-
rying it. The varying of terms common-
ly
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ly happens, when an author unintentiog-
ally puts the change on himfclf, or in-
tentionally on his readers.

The Antidote prefcribed by Pamelius
is in thefe words: ¢ Itis fic that here-
“ tics be compelled to their duty, and
‘ not enticed ; their obftinacy ought to
¢ be vanquithed, not foothed ;” [ ad of-

.
¢ ficilum hazereticos compelli, non inlici

¢ dignum eft; duritia vincenda eft, non

¢ fuadenda,” p. 488.]

This expreflion appears bar/b in lan-
guage and fentiment.  But, granting it to
imply all that Pamelius imagines, it proves,
at moft, that ¢ Tertullian contradicted
himfelt.” Such a propofition cannot found
ftrange to any one who is fo well ac-
quainted with the works of thatlearned
and capricious African, as to be able to
write commentaries on them.

The words, taken in general, might
alfo prove, that Tertullian, when heat-

ed
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ed in controverfy, fpake a language dif-
ferent from that which he ufed in an
addrefs for the Chriftians at large to a
Roman governor.

Oune might eafily retort the obfervation
of Pamelius thus: ¢ Left any one fhould
¢ chance to pervert this pailage in Scor-
¢ piace, as if it meant to recommend
¢ intolerance, it is proper to take notice
¢ of an opinion of the author in the
¢ beginning of the treatife to Scapula,
¢ which is altogether contrary to fuch in-
¢ tolerance.”

The truth is, that, in the preface to
Scorpiace, Tertullian fpeaks not of into-
lerance at all. At that time, as is well
known, the Chriftians of Africa were mi-
ferably divided on an important point,
not of metaphyfics, but of pradtice. Some
were of opinion, that perfecution ought
to be avoided ; and perhaps they went

too
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too far in the means which they ufed for
the avoiding of it: Others again were of
opinion, that it ought rather to be court-
ed; and perhaps they too, in their honeft
zeal, went to the other extreme. The
former were naturally led to depreciate
martyrdom, or to employ expreffions ca«
pable of being fo interpreted. The lat-
ter, while extolling martyrdom, grew la-
vith in their commendations of every mar-
tyr.

Tertullian efpoufed the opinions of the
feverer party, and undertook to confute
its adverfaries. Full of confidence, pro-
bably brought by him from the bar into
the church, he imagined that every caufe
which /e patronized, would 'be won.
Hence in the like triumphant fyle, he at-
tacked the herefies of Marcion, and vin-
dicated the extravagancies of Montanus
and his followers.

Keeping this in view, we fhall eafily

T perceive
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perceive the meaning of the phrafe, that
¢ Heretics muft be compelled to their du-
“ ty,” and of .the other lofty expreflions
to which Pamelius alludes. Tertullian
made no doubt, that he fhould, by dinz
of argument, if a colloquial term may be
ufed, fubdue hisantagonifts, and lead them
captives to his {yftem.

Indeed when the ftate of the Chriftian
church in that age is confidered, it feems
unreafonable to fuppofe that Tertullian
meant to {peak of any thing elfe than the
efficacy of his own arguments. The times
had not yet arrived, when the Princes of
the earth, by wholefome feverities, ¢ com-
¢ pelled heretics to their duty,” and the
State became an executioner for the Church.

B ile b
¢ Albinus.” An account of him, af-
cribed to Julius Capitolinus, is to be found
in Hiff. Aug. Script. Salmafius perempto-
rily afcribes it to Spartian ; and Mr Giba
bon
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‘bon implicitly follows Salmafius, v. 1. p.
134. not. 17. % Spartianus, ¢ fays he,” ¢ in
¢ his indigefted collettions, mixes up all
¢ the virtues and all the vices that enter
‘¢ .into the human compofition, and be-
¢ ftows them on the fame obje&.”

This criticifm feems much too fevere.
In the delineating of the manners of
Albinus, the author, be he Julius Capi-
tolinus, or be he Spartian, quotes the ac-
counts given of him by /Elius Cordus,
Marius Maximus, and by the Emperor
Severus himfelf in his memoirs. Thofe
accounts are, no doubt, inconfiftent; but
what could an author do, who, living at
alater period, had no knowledge of Al-
binus, other than what he learned from
more carly hiftorians? It is true, that
he might have firlt formed an hypothefis,
and then have feleéted whatever was fa-
vourable to the reputation of Albinus, or
unfavourable, juft as beft fuited his pur-

F a2 pofe.
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pofe. But this would have been to make
hiftory, not to write it. Unacquainted
with fuch refinements, the hiftorian has
fet down every thing that he found rela-
ted, either in praife or difpraife, of the un-
fuccefsful ufurper.

‘We moderns have one art, among o-
thers, which the, ancients knew not:
what we are unwilling to place in the zex?,
we huddle into notes ; and thus, without
any difparagement to ourfelves, we may
either tell the fame ftory in two different
ways, or alternately afflume a doubtful or
a decifive zone.

Not meaning to be the hiftorian of Al-
binus, I cannot ftay to examine all the
portraits which have been drawn of him.
The lateft, and not the moft inconfider-
able artift fays: ¢ Virtue, or the appear-
¢ ances of virtre, recommended Albinus
¢ to the confidence and good opinion of
* Marcus.”[ Aurelius Philofophus.]Gibbor,

i
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i. 134, 1judge the fenfe of the author to
be, that ¢¢ the appearances of virtue were
¢ neceflary to recommend a man to the
“ good opinion of the Royal Philofo-
¢« pher.”

But, at p. 103. I read, that the fame
Emperor ¢ promoted feveral of the lo-
¢ vers of his wife to pofts of honour and
¢ profit.” What thofe lovers were, we
learn from p. 102. and from the note 2.
Now it might be worth the inquiring,
whether the paramours of Fauftina were
recommended to Marcus by the appear-
ances of virtue ? If they were, they agree
not with the account given of them at
p- 102. If they were not, then Marcus is
upjuftly praifed at p. 134. and he proves
to have been juft fuch a one as ma.
ny other Princes, who beftow places of
honour and profit from their own caprice
or conveniency, or from the caprice or
conveniency of their minifters,

And
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And hereI muft be permitted to obferve,
that the note in queftion, and another [597
at p. 179. might well have been fpared. Mr
Gibbon muft have thought little of his
own ability to inftrut his readers, and of
his readers ability to be inftrutted, when
he judged that any commentaries were re=
quifite to explain his meaning.

An hiftorian fhould fay to himfelf, with
the Poet,

Virginibus puerifque canto.
The work of Mr Gibbon, being fathion=-
able, may have found its way to the toilets
of virgins ; and it is certain enough that’
youths have read it. Surely ke did nog
defire to have fuch readers of fuch notes.
P.s. 1.8

¢ In fellowfhip with Caflius,” [Caffia-
ni.] Avidius Caffius rebelled againft Mar-
cus Antoninus, and afflumed the imperial
dignity 3 he was aflaflinated about three
months after by fome of his foldiers.

Dion
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Dion Caffrus, L. 1xxi. c. nlt. Fulius Capis

‘2olinus, Hift. Aug. Script. p. 33. Vul

catius Gallicanus, ib. p, 42. There is no
fa&t in ancient hiftory better authenticated

~ than the murder of Avidius Caflius; and,

therefore, one cannot, without confide-
rable furprife, read the following paflage
in Mr Gibbon, i.95.  Marcus regret-
¢ ted, that Avidius Caflius, who excited
¢¢ a rebellion in - Syria, had difappointed
¢ him, by a voluntary death, of the plea-
¢ fure of converting an enemy into a
¢ friend.”

‘What renders this error ftill more ex-
traordinary, is, that Mr Gibbon himfelf
quotes Pulcatius Gallicanus, who has pre-
ferved the letter written by Marcus An-
toninus to his wife Fauftina, on the death
of Caffius. *“ Ina word,” fays the Em.
peror, ¢ had the events of war corre-
¢ {ponded with my wifthes, not even A~
¢ vidius himfelf fhould have been kil

.
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¢¢ led.” [Denique, fi ex mea fententia de
bello judicatum effet, nec Avidius effet oc-
cifus.]

1 have looked into the abridgement of
Mr Gibbon’s work, and I fee that the a-
bridger has faithfully turned ajfafination

into fuicide.
P.s. L 8.

¢«¢ Caffius.” The like fentiment is ex-
prefled at greater length by Tertullian.
Apol. c. 35. * Unde Caffii, et Nigri, et
¢ Albini, unde quiinter Duas Laurus obfi-
¢¢ dent Czfarem? unde qui faucibus expri-
¢ mendis palzftriam exercent ? unde quiar-
¢ mati Palatium irrumpunt, omnibus Sige-
« riis atque Partheniis audaciores ? De Ro-
«¢ manis, nifi fallor, id eft de non Chri=-
¢ ftianis, atque adeo omnes illi fub ipfa’
¢ ufque impietatis eruptione et facra fa-
¢ ciebant pro falute Imperatoris, et ge-
s nium ejus dejerabant, alii foris, alii ina
« tus, et utique publicorum hoflium nomen
¢ Chriftianis dabant. Sed et qui nunc fce-

¢ leftarum
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lefiarum partium focii aut plaufores
quotidie revelantur, poft vindemiam
parricidarum racematio fuperftes, quam
recentiflimis et ramofiflimis laureis po-
ftes praftrucbant, quim elatiflimis et
clariflimis lucernis veftibula nebula-
bant, quam cultifiimis et fuperbiffimis
toris Forum fibi dividebant? non ut
gaudia publica celebrarent, fed ut vota
propria jam edicerent in aliena folem-
nitate, et exemplum atque imaginem
fpei fuz inaugurarent, nomen Principis
in corde mutantes.”

This paflage is paraphrafed by Reeves

in the following manner, Chriflian. dpolo-
gies, vol. 1. p. 319. ¢ Whence come the

¢
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Caffius’s, the Nigers, and Albinus’s?
Whence thofe who fet upon the Ems<
peror Commodus between the two Lau-
rel groves at Lauretum ? and thofe who

got him firangled at his exercife with
G ¢ his
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his wreftling-mafter Narciffus 2 Whence
thofe who broke into the Palace, fword
in hand, and murdered Pertinax in a
more audacious manner, than Domi-
tian was by the Sigerius’s and the Par-
thenius’s ? Now thefe parricides, if I
miftake not, were men of rank, and
Romans, and not a Chriftian among
them. And thefe traitors, juft before
the perpetration of this horrid impiety,
offered facrifices to Cefar’s health, and
fwore by Cefar’s genius, with religion
in their faces, and murder in their
hearts, and branded the Chriftians with
the chara&ter of public enemies. But
the principals and abettors of this
wicked confpiracy, which are daily de-
tefted, and picked up as the gleanings
after a vintage of rebellion ; Blefs me!
With what loads of laurel did they fig-
nalize their gates on Czfar’s birth-day ?
With what extraordinary illuminations

¢ did



¢ 51 )

¢ did their porches overcaft the fun?
¢ With what exquifite and ftately tables
¢ did they take up the forum ? Not, in
¢ truth, to celebrate the public joy, but
¢ to take omens from hence of their own
‘¢ future empire, and to inaugurate this
image of their hopes, even upon Cz-
far’s feftival, by calling themfelves in
the hearts by the name of Cfar.”

He who has ever made the experiment,
muft know how very difficult it is to ren-
der the fentiments of Tertullian into Eng-
lith ; and this may ferve as an apology
botu for Reeves and for myfelf.

1 do not mean to cenfure Reeves’s pa-
raphrafe for the colloquial phrafes with
which it abounds ; fuch as, ¢ goz Com-
¢ modus ftrangled—éroke into the Pa.
¢ lace {word in hand—not a Chriftian
¢ among them — picked up— Blefs me.”
‘Writers of the age in which Reeves lived,

G2 and
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and writers by far his fuperiors, were too
apt to debafe their ferious works by the
ufe of mean and vulgar language; fo,
what was the fault of his times, ought
not to be particularly cenfured in him.
The error of the prefent times is juft the
reverfe of what formerly prevailed. For
now, a marriage, or an elopement, a re-
fignation of an office, or an appointment
to it, an additional bow-window at a No-
bleman’s feat, or a new gravel-walk ata -
watering-place, are all announced to the
public, and what is it that is not announ-
ced to the public, either in the grave ftyle
of Hiftory, or with every trope of Rhe-
toric.

The paraphrafe of Reeves deviates fo
widely from the meaning of the original,
that, for the fake of the unlearned read-
er, it cannot be pafled over without fome
few criticifms.

He has interpolated the phrafe, ¢ men

ol 4
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¢ of rank,” forgetting that Narciflus, the
wreftler, was the chief confpirator againft
Commodus.

Converting night into day, he fpeaks
of ¢ illuminations which overcaft the fun;”
and I muft add, that the conclufion of his
paraphrafe is unintelligible jargon.

Ac firft fight, I inclined to rank the
expreflion, ¢ thofe who got Commodus
¢ firangled at his exercife with his wreft-
¢ ling-majler Narciflus,” among the mif-
tranflations of Reeves. Dion Caflius, b.
Ixxii. p.828.; the author of the life of
Commodus, in Hiff. Aug. Script. p. 52.3
and Herodian, p. 28. 29. [edit Steph.]
all concur in relating, that Commodus
was ftrangled, while incapable of making
any refiftance. Yet, if Aurelius Vicor
may be credited, Commodus died in that
way which the paraphrafe of Reeves de-
fcribes. His words are: « Et Commodum
¢ quidem primO occultatius veneno peti-

¢ vere,
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¢ vere, cujus vis fruftrata per cibum quo
¢ fe cafu repleverat, cim alvi dolorem
¢ caufaretur, auctore medico principe fac-
€ tionis, in paleftram perrexit, ibi per

¢ miniftrum ungendi, nam forté is quo-

¢ que e confilio erat, faucibus quafi arte
¢ exercitii brachiorum nodo validius preffis,
¢ exfpiravit.” This is juft what Tertullian
may have meant by the words, ¢ qui
¢ faucibus exprimendis palzftricam ex-
¢ ercent.” Dion Caflius, indeed, omits
this fingular circumftance, and gives a dif-
ferent turn to the ftory; and he profefles,
that he wrote by a divine impulfe, and was
perfeétly mafter of the fubjeét; but I ob-
ferve, that notwithftanding fuch profef-
fions, Mr Gibbon does not follow him
implicitly. Dion Caffius exprefsly {ays,
that poifon was adminiftered to Commo-
dus in a dith of beef, [ir xpeact Boeroi,]

or, as Principal Blackwall would have ex-
T prefled
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prefled it, ¢ of beef-fteaks, on which his
¢ Imperial Majefty fupped heartily.”

Mr Gibbon, after Heriodian, fays, i
118. ¢ Marcia feized the occafion of
¢« prefenting a draught of wine to her
¢ Jover, after he had fatigued himfelf
¢« with hunting fome wild beafts. Com-

¢ modus retired to fleep ; but whilft he
€

-

was labouring with the effeéts of poifon
<« and drunkennefs, [for it feems that
« the wine was poifoned, though the hi-
ftorian forgets to mention it], a robuft

-

€

s¢ youth, by profeflion a wreftler, entered
€

-

his chamber, and ftrangled him with-

4

out refiftance.”
It is of little moment in what way Com-
modns, a brute and a madman, was put
to death; but it will be remembered, that
Tertullian wrote before any of the hifto-
rians now extant, who have undertaken
to relate the circumftances of that event.
I think that the meaning of Tertullian,
in
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in the paflage quoted, may be thus exprefled.

€t

L

Whence were Caflius, and Niger, and Al-
binus ? whence thofe, who between #/e

¢ LaurelGrovesbefet Cefar,and thofe who,

£¢

€¢

€¢
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to {liew their proficiency in the art of
wreftling, ftrangled him? Whence were
the armed men, who forced their way
into the Imperial Palace, and atchieved
a deed more audacious than any of Si-
gerius or Parthenius ? 1f I miftake not,
they were Romans, that is, they were
not, in any fort, Chriftians; and ac-
cordingly, until the very moment at
which their impious confpiracy burft
forth, all of them performed holy
rites for the welfare of the Emperor,
and folemnly {fwore by his tutelary ge-
nius, loyalin the outfide, but inward-
ly traitors; and yet fuch men never
ceafed to beftow the appellation of pu-
blic enemies on the Chriftians! And
even now, thofe affociates or abettors

¢ of
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of flagitious fa&tions, who are detefted
from day to day, thofe gleanings after
a vintage of parricides, what freth and
bufhy garlands of laurel did they pile
up before their gates, with what lofty
and refulgent lamps did they over-
fpread the entry to their houfes, and
with how many elegant and fumptuous
tables did they thare the Forum among
themfelves ; not that they might partake
in the celebration of the public joy,
but that they might even then, on 2
feftival appointed for a very different
purpofe, utter their private vows, and,
fubftituting in their own thoughts the
name of another Empercr, feize the
occafion to figure to themfelves an o-
minous reprefentation of their own
hcpe.”
P.s. L 1g.

¢ The welfare of the Roman State,”

[ut ipfum falvum velit cum toto Romano

05| imperio.]
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imperio.] To the like purpofc he elfe-
where fpeaks. ¢ Eft et alia major ne-

€¢

(11

13

ceffitas nobis orandi pro Imperatoribus,
etiam pro omni ftatu imperii—qui vim
maximam, univerfo orbi imminentem—

¢ Romani imperii commeatu fcimus retar-

dari,” Azol. c. 32. An excellent fummary
of both paflages is to be found in the fol-
lowing words: ¢ Tertullian is at pains to

€

«

(4]

(11

(11

(13

(1}

€<

(4

(19

vindicate the Chriftians from the charge
of being ill-affected to the State; and
gives it as onc reafon, among others,
why in their public liturgies they con-
ftantly prayed for the fafety of the Cz-
farean empire, from the perfuafion
then generally held, and protfefled-
ly founded on the authority of this
text, [2 Thefl.c.2. v. 5.—8.] that An-
tichrift could not be revealed, fo long
as that empire fhould continue, and
that the greateft calamity which ever
threatened the world, was only delay-

(13 ed
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¢ ed by its prefervation.” Sermons by Bp
Helifax, v.i. p. 1352.

On this occafion, I indulge myfelf in
the melancholy pleafure of quoting the
words of a lamented friend, and I add
my teftimony of approbation, fuch as it
is, to that of all who knew his worth and
accomplithments.

P.l6e 1ioe

¢¢ So alfv is he greater than your gods,
¢ for he beareth {way over them ;” [et
ipfis diis major eft, dum et ipfi in pote-
ftate funt ¢jus.] He explains this at more
length in Apol. c. 29. ¢ Mulii denique dii
¢ habuerunt Czfarem iratum. Facit ad
“ caufam fi et propitium; cum ilis ali-

-

¢ quid liberalitatis aut privilegii confert.
“ Ita qui funt in Cafaris poteflate, cujus
‘et toti funt, quomodo habebunt falutem
¢ Cmzflaris in poteftate, ut eam preftare
¢ poffe videantur, quam facilius ipfi a Cz.-
¢ fare confequantur ¢”

H2 P.

(Y
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Poagiiks.
¢ Threfhing-floors.” [Arex.] Areais
thus deferibed by Varro, de /L L iv. ¢ U-
¢ bi frumenta fecta teruntur et arefcunt:
¢ propter harum fimilitudinem, loca in

> and hence Florenti=

“ urbe pura aree;’
nus, L 24. D. de verborem fignificatione,
fays, ¢ locus fine ®dificio in urbe, area.”
In this laft fignification, the word has
been received into the Englith language.

Such places ufed for fepulture, how-
ever inconfiftent with modern notions,
were known among the ancient Chriftians.
Thus Pontius, fpeaking of Cyprian the
martyr, fays, ¢ Sepultus cft in areis Ma-
¢ crobii Candidi Procuratoris,” vita Cypr.
p- 14. edit. Fell. It is probable that the
ancient. Chriftians did not incline to lay
their dead in places dedicated to Pagan
divinities, nor the Pagans to admit them
there.

There is an ambiguity in the phrafe of

Tertullian,
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Tertullian, which cannot be exprefled by
any tranflation. The cry of the multi-
tude related to thofe areas, or void fpa-
ces, in which the Chriftians were wont to
bury their dead. But Tertullian inter-
prets it in another fenfe, as implying the
threfbing or treading floors then in ufe for
the feparation of grain from the hufk.
The manner of preparing and ufing fuch
areas, may be feen in Dickfin’s Hufbandry
of the Ancients, ii. 175.—194.

In the heathen world, there were very
many phrafes of i/l omen, which daftardly
men applied to their own condition and cir-
cumftances, while men of more courage
and prefence of mind, although not free
from fuperftition, turned them into omens
of good. Here Tertullian, according to the
genius of Paganifm, perverts an unimpor-
tant expreflion into an ill omen, verified,
as he fays, by the event,

To the learned reader, this note muft

appear
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appear {uperfluous, but it may be of ufe to
the unlearned.
iR oy s
< In the diftri€t of Utica,” [in conven-
tu Uticenfi.] One might fuppofe that
the author fpake of a phznomenon which
was obferved at the time of fome public
aflembly held in the city of Utica; bur his
meaning is, that the phznomenon was
obferved in *¢ the diftri&,” or, ¢ in the
¢ territory fubje& to the jurifdition of
¢¢ Utica.”
P.g. L 12.
¢ That could not have been owing to
¢¢ any eclipfe, for he was then in his al-
¢ titude and houfe,” [ut non potuerit ex
ordinario deliquio hoc pati, pofitus in fuo
hypfomate et domicilio.] For the follow-
ing commentary on this obfcure paflage,
T am beholden to an ingenious and learn-
ed friend.
For the better explaining of the paf-
fage
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fage in Tertullian, it may be proper to
premife a few obfervations on the fcience
of Aftrology, and the terms of art which
its profeflors employed.

The two luminaries, and the five pla-
nets, were among the principal objeéts
with which the fcience was concerned.—
To each of them refpectively, were attri-
buted certain fundamental virtues derived
from their own nature, but alting with
more or lefs energy, according to the
circumftances in which thofe bodies at any
given time were placed.

The circumftances which thus modified
their action, were in barbarous Latin cal-
led dignitates and debilitates, and were di-
vided into effential and accidental.

The two firft of the eflential dignities
were the Houfe, (in Latin, Damus or Do-
micilium, and in Greek txo;), and the ex-
altation, which the Grecks called VJoua,

and
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and the Latins elevatio, exaltatis, and fome~
times altitudo.

The houfe of the planet or luminary,
was a certain conftellation of the Zodiac,
fuppofed to fuit beft with its particular
nature, and in which it was more vigo=
rous than elfewhere. Each of the five
planets had two houfes, a day-houfe and
a night-houfe, but one only was affigned
to each of the luminaries.

The Sun’s houfe was the conftellation
Leo, the reafons for which choice I need
not {peak of.

As to the twua, it was an exaltation of
firength arifing from the planet or lumi-
nary being alfo in a particular conftel~
lation of the.Zodiac, but which conftel-
lation, according to moft of the ancient
and all the modern aftrologers, was differ-
ent from its houfe. Thus the Suns vyoua
was in Aries.

Julius Firmicus, however, a Latin aftro-

loger,
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loger, (fuppofed to have written in the
fourth century), mentions (ii. 3.) thatac-
cording to the Babylonians, the houfe and
place of exaltation were the fame.

“Tlope, it may be obiferved, was alfo
ufed to fignify the place where the exalta=
tion happencd.

In regard to the meaning of the word
Waoua, as an aftrological term, fce Sex.
tus Empiricus, p. 115. ed. Genev. 1621
and allo Plutareh, Sept. ﬁzp conviv,

Vi. §64. edit. Ruikii.

The reafon for explaining the fun’s
woua in dries fcems to have been, that
he was there pafiing into the northern he-
mifphere, and his light and heat increa-
fing. Hence Sextus Empiricus puts it
in the nincteenth degree of the conjflella-
tion, which I fuppofe he underftood in
his own days as the place of the equinox.

It is, howevel, to be remarked, that
ftill the term u\}/w‘«a did not, in the fenfe

I of
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of aftrologers, exprefs his growing alti-
tude above the plane of the horizon, or
any other plane, but merely the exalta-
tion of his firength and vigour, or the
place where fuch exaltation happened.
This is exprefsly remarked by Origanus,
a Profeflor of Mathematics, who is au-
thor of the Brandenburg Tables, to which
he has prefixed a very complete fyftem of
aftrology. The paffage I allude to is in
page 415. of his introdudtion to thofe Ta-
bles. It appears to me too, that the paf-
fages above quoted indicate this to be the
true fenfe of the word ; nor have I been
able to find any inftance where it is ufed
fynonymoufly with Ezagoi, aidgnpc, OF
the like words. Befides, it is to be ob-
ferved, that the moon and the five pla-
nets had their {oudla afligned to them,
for reafons which do not feem to ad-
mit of this word’s being underftood o-

therwife
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therwife than in the fenfe above men-
tioned.

I muft now fpeak concerning the divi-
fion of the heavens by aftrologers into
twelve portions, known more lately by the
name of domus cxlefles, or the celefiial hou-
Jes. The divifion itfelf appears to have been
very ancient, but the name has, T fufpe&,
more lately come into ufe. This fort of
houfe is totally different from that of
which I have already fpoken. It was by
their own proper motions, that the pla-
nets and two luminaries entered into and
left their own houfes ; but it was by the
revolution of the primum mobile, that they,
as well as the fixed ftars, pafied fucceflive-
ly in the courfe of a fidereal day through

, all the twelve celeffial houfes.

The circles of the fphere by which this
divifion of the heavens was made, were
different in different fyftems of aftrology.
But all the fyftems feem to have agreed in

I2 this,
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this, that the femicircle forming the weft-
moft boundary of the firft houfe, was ei-
ther the eaftern femicircle of the horizon,
or another femicircle cutting it, and that
the houfes were numbered from weft to
caft, according to the order of the figns
of the ecliptic. ;

I need not take notice of the names and
propertics of the different houfes, it being
fufficient to mention, that all queftions
concerning human affairs were felved by
confidering what ftars, ata particular time,
were in certain celeftial houfes, and in
what arrangement they were difpofed ; —
one houfe being more fit for refolving one
fet of queftions, and another a different
fet.

It became, therefore, an important ob-
je&, to have a method of determining
with precifion, what ftars, at any given
inftant of time, and at a given place, were
in the different houfes. It could be but

very
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very rudely done by altual obfervation,
and frequently not av all. But if the place
of every ftar referred to fome known cir-
cle of the celeftial fphere, fuch as the e-
cliptic or equator, was kaown for every
inftant of time, the celeftial houfe which
at any time it occupied could be found
by calculation, if the place of obfervation
was given: And hence it was, that in
the older ephemerides of Europe, tables
were conftruéted to facilitate thofe calou-
lations.

‘When I firft read the paffage in Tertul-
lian, I imagined fuwm domicilium to mean
the celgftial houfe in which the fun was
at the time, and Aypfoma his. altitude above
the horizon, from which, the hour and
place of obfervation being given, and as
he is always in the ecliptic, his place in
the heavens might be determined. And
I confidered the author as meaning to fay,

that
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that the fun wasin a place, where he could
not undergo fo complete an eclipfe.

I am now difpofed to confider domi-
cilium and hypfoma as employed by Ter-
tullian, not in this fenfe, but in that which *
1 firt explained, namely, domicilium, as
fignifying his own proper houfe, and hyp-
foma, as fignifying that exaltation of
firength, or the place where it accrued
to him, of which I have faid fo much.
For, firff, We feem to have no authority
for confidering the word hypfoma, when
applied to him, as having any other
meaning. And, in the next place, I am
not fatisfied, that the' twelve portions of
the heavens, called more lately celeftial
houfes, had in Tertullian’s days obtained
that name. Likewife, although in the cafe
of the fun, from the celeftial houfe be-
ing given in which he was, and his alti-
tude above the horizon, his place in the
ecliptic might be found, yet it would be a

very
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very aukward way of proceeding. Laff-
ly, as Tertullian fays not a word about
the moon’s place, it appears to me obvi-
ous, that he cannor have had in view her
interpofition between the fun and earth,
as the caufe which the Pagans afligned
for folar eclipfes, and which caufe, he in-
tended to fay, could not account for fuch
a darknefs, as in this particular inftance
had happened. It is impoflible, that if
this theory had been in his view, he would
have mentioned only the fun’s place in the
heavens : For the poffibility of an eclipfe
depends entirely on his diftance from the
moon’s node at the time of change, and
not at all on his own place.

It feems to me more likely therefore,
that he had fowme other theory in con-
templation, which he underftood to be
that by which the Pagans accounted for
eclipfes, and which he intended to fhew

was
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was infuflicient to account for the parti-

cular phznomenon to which he refers.
Confidering the period at which he
wrote, I doubt not, that althouglr a few
philofophers might ftill retain the know-
ledge of the true caufe, yet the vulgar
theory of eclipfes might be founded, (as
it feems to have been in earlier days), on
fome firange notions of their being oc-
cafioned by a difeafe or enemy with which
the luminary had to ftruggle. We may
fuppofe Tertullian to have heard, that
the Pagans imputed the fun’s eclipfe to
an accident of this fort. We may fup-
pofe him alfo to have had a fuperficial
knowledge of aftrclogy, and to have un-
derftood in general, that there were cer-
tain conftellations where the fun, moon,
and plancts, were more powerful thanin
any others, which may have given him
a confufed notion of their getting in fuch
places an increafe of ftrength and vigour,
like

P T T L WIS TR,
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‘like that which an animal or a plant gets
in favourable circumftances.

Suppofing this to have been the flate
of his ideas on the fubje, if he was told,
that at the time of the eclipfe happening
the fun was in hisown houfe, or in his fig
of exaltation, or (according to the Baby-
lonian aftrology) that he wasin a con-
ficllation which was both his own houfe
and place of exaltation, it may have ap-
peared to him impoflible, without fuper-
natural means, and the fpecial interpo.
fition of the Deity, that the luminary,
when thus at his utmoft ftrength, and
motft exalted in all his powers, (in domi-
cilio fuo et hypfomate pofitus), thould be
fo much overpowered, as to have his light
almoft extinguithed.

This interpretation appears to derive
fupport from the fnecring manner in which
Tertullian brings in the Aaberis ajlrolagos,
and is on the whole (though I am by no

K means
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means confident of having rightly explain«
ed the paflage) the moft plaufible ac-
count that at prefent occurs to me of
the author’s meaning.

Lampridius records a fudden darknefs
at Rome in the reign of Commodus, ““ Re-
¢ pentina caligo ac tencbra in circo Cal.
¢ Januariis oborta,” Hift. Aug. Script.
p- 31. Itis probable, that the darknefs
recorded by Tertullian was of a like
kind, to be accounted for by natural phi-
lofophers, rather than by aftrologers.

P.10. L 5.

¢ TLeft the Chriftians be glad over me,”
[Ne fpe gaudeant Chriftiani. ] The word
Jpe occurs in no manufcript of this trea-
tife but one, and, therefore, Rigaltius
Jooks upon it as an interpolation. In-
deed the phrafe,  left the Chriftians re-
« joice in hope,” is much too feriptural
for a heathen to ufe ; and we may realon-
ably prefume, that Herminianus did not

uie
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ufe it. But let us inquire, whether there
may not have been fome miftake here,
and whether, while we fet afide the word
Jpe, we may not find fome other expref-
fion more applicable to the circumitances
of Herminianus.

In a MS. full of abbreviations, as an«
cient MSS. not written in capitals gene=
rally are, we may fuppofe, that fuper me
was written thus, fpme, or even fpé; that
one tranfcriber, not adverting to the con-
tration, and to the upper line expreflive
of m, wrote fpe for fpé; and that other
wranferibers obferving the ftrange charac-
ters fpme, omitted them as being unintel-
ligible. From this conjecture, there will
arife a new reading, ¢ ne fuper me gau=
¢¢ deant Chriftiani,” by which Herminia-
aus is made to convert a general obferva-
tion and inference into fomething more
appofite and peculiar to his own condi-

X2 | tion.
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tion. By the reading fpe, the Chriftians
are underftood to rejsice ; by the reading:
Juper me, which I propefe, they are un-
derftood to infult.
P. ro.. L 10.

¢ At the overthrow of Byzantium,” [in
iHo exitu Byzantino.] This feems the
juft tranflation ; ¢, at the end of Byzanti-
“ um,” would have been literal and abfurd.
Tertullian frequently ufes the word cxi-
tus. Thus, not to mention other examples,
Le has ¢ feculi exitus,” oppofed to dif
pofitio, as if one fhould fay, ¢ the compo-
“ fing and decompofing of things,” Apol..
c. 18. ¢ Exitus hcdiernus Judzorum,”
the prefent ruined ftate of the Jews,
Apdl. ¢, 21. ¢ Exitus Furoris,” the con-
fequences of fanaticifm, Apol. c. 21. ¢ A.
¢ poftolorum exitus,” the martyrdom of
the Apoftles, Scorpiace, c. 15. And
¢ exitus Domini,” the paflion of our Lord,

de Fejun. c. 10.
Byzantium,
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Byzantium, having been occupied by
. the foldiers of Niger, long withftood Se-
verus ; and at laft, as Mr Gibbon chufes
to exprefs it, i. 147.  furrendered to fa-
% mine.” Were we tofpeak with precifion,
we fhould fay, that * Byzantium was attack-
* ed by fea, and blockaded on the land.
* fide;” andthat, ‘¢ for want of provifions,
¢ the garrifon capitulated.” See Hero-
dian, iii. 68. edit. Steph.

Mr Gibbon fays, that, in Byzantium,
¢ the citizens and foldiers, we know noz
$¢ from what caufe, were animated with
¢ equal fury.” The caufe may be found
in Herodian, iii. 64. ‘They koew the impla-
cable temper of Severus. ¢ Severus,” fays
Herodian, ¢ after having cut off Niger,
¢ indifcriminately and unfparingly pus.
_ *¢ nifhed his affociates, and all who,

¢ from choice, or even from neceffity, had
-« attached themfelves to him.” [ £t
Sefrpocy naleror Tir Niypery, 7s¢ per pinge

,
Ty,
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dory, kel B Tivec, ¥ pbvoy Ex Tpoapirews, PN &
8 drolynng mpooiberlo avla, rirlas dpudds
exonace, | ;
That elegant Hiftorian, whom T have ;
fo often occafion to quote, fays, ¢ for the |
«¢ theory [of the fiege of Byzantium], the :
« fancifal Chevalier de Folard may be
« looked into. Sece Palybe, tom. 1. p. 767
[p- 85. edit. Paris.] It is probable,
that few of my readers are acquainted
with Folard’s woik, and therefore I have
tranferibed the paffage which contains the
theory of the fiege of Byzantum. ¢ II
« p’y a guéres de fiége régulier et de vive

-

¢ force, qui foit plus mémorable dans

-~

¢ PHiftoire, ni quiait duré plusiong tems.
¢¢ Dion dit, que la ville fut affiegée durant
¢ 2rois ans par les flots, s'il faut ainfi dire,
c do toute la terre, et qu’il y avit un fi
s« grand nombre de machines, faites prefque
< toutes par Prifque, bourgeois de Nicée,

“ qui avoit un art fout particulier pour celds
¢ qu’on
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€ qu’on n’avoit jamais rien vl de fembla«
¢ ble.” On ¢ peut bien juger que parmi
¢ les machines des affieges il y avoit des
¢ corbeaux (harpagones),d Pextremite def-
¢ quels etoient des griffes ou des agraphes
< de fer, qu’on langoit et qu’on jettoit fur
¢ |es affiégeans, qui s’accrochant i tout
¢ ce qui pouvoit donner prife, Uenlevoit d’
¢ unevitefle etd’unerapidité furprenante.”
Hence we learn, and we learn nothing
more, that harpago, *“ alarge hook ora

" is in French wun cor-

¢ grappling-iron,’
beau, and that fuch an inftrument was no
doubt employed by the befieged at Byzan-
tium, although Dion Caflius fays nothing
of the matter. Thisis called * the theory
« of the fiege of Byzantium.”

It thould feem, that Tertullian has pre-
ferved the name of the brave, although
unfortunate governor of Byzantium, Cok-

c1L1Us CAPELLA.
P.
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“‘Cyprian has exprefled this argument at

.greater length, and, as I think, with more
perfpicuity. “ Qux hzc eft infatiabi.
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lis carnificine rabies ? quz inexplebilis

libido fwvitie? Quin potius elige tibi’

alterum de duobus: Chriftianum efle,
aut eft crimen, aut non eft: fi crimen
eft, quid non interficis confitentem ? fi
crimen non eft, quid perfequeris inno-
centem ? torqueri enim [f. equidem]
i negarem, fi peenam tuam metuens,
id quod prius fueram, et quod deos
tuos non colueram, mendacio fallenti
celarem, tunc torquendus fuiflfem, tunc
ad confeflionem criminis vi doloris adi-
gendus 3 ficut in ceteris quaxfitionibus
torquentur rei qui fe negant crimine
quo accufantur teneri, ut facinoris ve-
ritas, que indice voce non promitur,
dolore corporis exprimatur, nunc verd

cum fponte confitear et clamem, et cre-.

<= hris



( 8t )

¥ ac repetitis identidem vocibus, Chrifti«
¢ anum me efle conteftor; quid tormenta
¢ admoves confitenti, et deos tuos non
¢ in abditis et fecretis locis, fed palim, fed
¢ publicé, fed in foro ipfo, Magiftrati-
¢ bus et Praefidibus audientibus deftru.
“ enti?” &c. Ad Demetrianum, p. 191.
edit. Fell. :
13459 % 20 (oS,

¢ Cincius Severus.” We muft regret
that Tertullian has omitted to record that
expedient which this mild Governor de-
vifed for the relief of the Chriftians intheir
day of trial.

‘There is extant, in the Province of
Byzatium, an infeription, bearing thefe
words: ¢ Pro falute M. Antonini Aug.
¢« Pii liberorumque ejus Cintius, C. F. R.
¢ N.” &c. Shaw, Travels, Part 1. c. 3.
p- 101. A Cincius Severus was put to
death in the early part of the reign of Se-
verus, on a charge of having attempted

L to
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to poifon the Emperor. ¢ Cincium Se.
“ verum calumniatus eft quod fe vene=
““ no appetifiet, atque ita interfecit,” L
Spartian, Hift. Aug. Script. p. 69.

If we hold him to be the perfon whom
Tertullian applauds, it is probable, that
the expedient, propofed at Tifdra, took
place during the perfecution under Marcus
Antoninus, for Commodus, the {fucceflor
of Antoninus, gave peace to the Chn[hans

35 STl o

¢ At Tifdra,” [Tifdra,] ¢ Tifdra, Tif-
¢ drus, Thyrfdrus, Thyfdrum, Tifdro,
“ now called Femme, about fix leagues to
«“ the 5. 5. W. of Sur/eff, (anciently Sar-
¢ fura), in the kingdom of Tunis,” Shaw,
Travels, t. 1. part 2. ¢. §. p. I17. 4toe-
dit.  Mr Gibbon, fpeaking of the infur-
rection in Africa, while Maximin reign-
ed, fays, ¢ the confpirators feized on the
“¢ little town of Thyfdrus,—and compel-
“ led Gordianus their Proconful to ac-

“ cept
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< cept the imperial purple.” He adds in
a note, ‘¢ this city was decorated, pro-
< pably by the Gordians, with the title of
¢ Colony, and with a fine amphitheatre,
¢ ftill in a very perfect ftate,” i.212. He
refers to Dr Shaw, and feems to improve
on his conjeture. The words of Dr
Shaw are: ¢ As the elder Gordian was

-

¢ proclaimed Emperor at this city, it is
¢ pot improbable, that, in gratitude to
¢ the place where he received the purple,
¢ pe might have been the founder of it
“ Upon one of the medals of the younger
«¢ Gordian, [meaning the youngef], we
¢ have an amphitheatre, not hitherto ac-
¢ counted for by the medalifts: It may
¢ be too peremptory,'perhaps, to fix it
¢¢ here at Tifdra,” Travels, p. 117.

Dr Shaw forgot, that the fir/ Gordi-
an reigned, if he may be faid to have
reigned at all, but a year and fix months
at moft; in the opinion of fome critics, fix
L2 months ;
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months ; and of others, only thirty-fix:
days. This laft opinion is approved of,
as being indubitable, by Mr Gibbon, i.
219. The fzcond Gordian was {lain in bat-
tle before the death of his father, i5.
p. 218. Thus, whichever computation
be followed, it is plain that neither the
Jorft nor the fecond Gordian had time or
leifure to finith, or even to found fuch
an amphitheatre as that at Tifdra., The
third Gordian was murdered at a very
early age, and the difturbed flate of the
empire during his fhort reign, muft necef-
farily have prevented him or his guardian
Mifitheus from ereéting fuch public build-
ings as amphitheatres. Indeed great and
ornamental works of that nature are not
crefted, unlefs in times of wealth and
tranquillity. And accordingly we learn,
from Julius Capitolinus, Hiff. Aug. Script.
P- 164. that Gordian intended to have
made a portico near the Campus Martius,

with
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with what, in modern language, would be
called a fhrubbery, and alfo public baths.
But the only things which the hiftorian
mentions, of the nature of public works,
as actually executed by Gordian, were cer-
tain fountains, or conduits, [ Nymphea] ;
a pretty plan proof, that he had never
heard of a magnificent amphitheatre at Tif-
dra ereted by Gordian.

Dr Shaw admits, that the amphitheatre
in queftion  feems to have been built
‘ near the time of the Antonines, agreeing
¢« exallly in proportion and workmanfthip
¢ with the buildings of thatage.” Why
then fhould he, contrary to all likelihood,
fuppofe it to have been erected at a later
period?

He adds, it is true, that on the reverfe
of a medal of Gordian there is an am-
phitheatre. I can have no doubt that an
author fo worthy and refpeétable as Dr
Shaw fpake from information ; but the

courfe
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courfe of his ftudies did not lead him to any
knowledge in medals; and it is remarka-
ble, that Vaillant, who has defcribed no
fewer than 316 coins of the third Gordian,
takes no notice of any one of them with
an amphitheatre on the reverfe; and
this is the more remarkable, becaufe an
amphitheatre is an uncommon reverfe, and
therefore could hardly have efcaped the
obfervation of Vaillant, had he difcover-
ed it on a coin of that Emperor. See
Vaillant Numifmata Imperatorum, p. 148.
—1358. edit. Huguetan,

But although the faét, reported by Dr
Shaw, were to be admitted, it would not
follow of neceffary confequence, that Gor-
dian erefted an amphitheatre, either at
Tifdra, or any where elfe. In proof of
this, I appeal to two indifputable falts;
1/, There is extant a medal of the fir/# or
of the fecond Gordian, with this infcrip-
tion, Vifloria Auguftorum. It was ftruck

by
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by authority of the Roman Senate, .on ac-
count of the victory which the Gordians,
father and fon, were to obtain over Maxi-
min ; ftruck, to ufe the cmphétical €X-
preflion of Mr Gibbon, * When the Gor-
¢ dians themfelves were no more.” i,
218. A delineation of this medal may be
feen in Begeri Thefaurus, iii. 144. 2dly,
Vaillant has defcribed a medal of the third
Gordian, which reprefents a chariot
drawn by four horfes, with all the cir-
cumftances of a folemn triumph.  NVumif-
mata Imperatorum, p. 157. Yet, unfor-
tunately, the zbird Gordian never tri-
umphed. The truth is, that about the
time of the Gordians, the zcal of various
cities, and even of the Roman Senate, by
a fond anticipation, celebrated the events
which they wifhed and looked for. If
then, areverfe of the third Gordian, ha-
ving an amphitheatre, be produced, 1 make
no doubt, thatit will be found to imply

no
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no more than this, that fome future am-
phitheatre was looked for, to rife under
the reign of Gordian, after he had con-
quered the Perfians, and reftored univer-
fal fecurity to the Roman Empire; or,
perhaps, that an order had been given un-
der the reign of Gordian, for the repara-
tion of the ancient amphitheatre of Vef-
pafian and Titus at Rome.

This much was neceflary to fhew, that
from the hypothefis of Mr Gibbon him-
felf, the amphitheatre in queftion could
not have been erefted by the firft or by
the fecond Gordian, and that there is no
evidence, or even probability, that it was
ereted by the third.

Mr Gibbon appears to doubt, whether
Tifdra ought to be called a &ittle town, or
a city; for, in the very fame page, he
gives it both appellations. Without ¢n-
tering into criticifms as to fown and city,
I think that it muft have been a wvery con-

Sfiderable



{ ‘Hy 7

confiderable place. Tts {pacious and ele-
gant amphitheatre, although not decora-
ted, from an imaginary fentiment of gra.
titude, by any of the Gordians, proves that
it was opulent and populous. We learn
from Tertullian, that Cincius Severus, the
Roman Governor of the diftri& called B:-
zacium, had, occafionally at leaft, his tri-
bunal at Tifdra; and which deferves par-
ticularly to be remarked, when Gordian
the Proconful was obliged to aflume the
fatal purple, he refided there, notasin a
retreat from bufinefs, but as in a place
where, in quality of fupreme magiftrate,
he fat for the daily adminifiration of ju-
{tice: We learn this from Herodian, vii.
150. who fays, © The young men [the
s¢ infurgents, who had juft before affafii-
¢ nated the Procurator of Africa] pro-
¢ ceeded in the afternoon to the houfe
¢¢ of Gordian the Proconful. Gordian
“ had chanced to beftow that very day

M ¢ at
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“ athome, in repofe from hislabours, and
¢ in ceflation from public bufinefs,” &c.
[0 vearionos — ndn psoaléone npspag imiaow
21 v s CAvSvrarevorfog diniay— Suyéifare
dt txelvng 1iic nutpas ne Tavla ixpdrrdlo, tixor
701 I‘ofcﬁar&r&ta’[f/ﬁm n‘ouxoé(oﬂoc, dedoxs]aTore
uozp.a'?ot; araTaviay 'bc’elayiar T¢ TR wpofﬁeav.]
Here is an amiable piture of an aged ma-
giftrate enjoying an interval of reft a-
midft the duties of his office.

One more quotation from Herodian,
P. 150. will convince Mr Gibbon, if he
can believe his favourite hiftorian, that
“Tifdra was not a little town. The leaders
of that difaftrous infurre&tion aflembled
a great multitude of their {flaves from the
country, [uéye ¥ 71 wanbos n3poishn], ha-
ving concealed weapons, bludgeons, and
hatchets, [éu’m 7¢ xal mxéxsx;], and or-
dered this multitude to follow them to the
refidence of the Procurator, but fo as

to appear a part of the croud, [xenivwow
oEu'IoTt
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avlore Ymiobas, oc Wlag pépoc T% xormy Sxne.]
" Unlefs upon the fuppofition that Tifdra
was a very confiderable place, the whole
of this narrative muft appear utterly ab-
fard.
P. 12. L 10.

¢ Vefpronius Candidus.” This name
occurs different times, both in hiftory and
in the fafti confulares, from the days of
Trajan down to the acceflion of Severus.
But the diftance of time between the one
«ra and the other is fo great, that every
thing that is faid of a Vefpronius Candidus
cannot relate to the fame man.

Tt is certain that there was a Julius Vef~
pronius Candidus conful in the reign of
Trajan. Pliny the younger records a
faying of his; ¢ aliud eloquentia, aliud lo-
¢ quentia,” Epift. v. 20. Forit feems that,
in thofe days, the diftintion was not ge-
nerally underftood. He was again Con-
ful in the reign of Hadrian ; and it is pofe

M2 fible,
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fible, though not "very likely, that he is
the Pefpronius Candidus to whom the Em-
peror Marcus Antonhinus Pius addrefled a
refeript, /. 7. Dig. de Accufationibus.

If the perfon, whom I have mentioned
as repeatedly conful, be the magiftrate to
whofe prudence Tertullian bears honour-
able teftimony, then the circumftance
which he mentions happened during the
perfecution under Trajan. ;

But there is another perfon, plainly of
the fame family, Vefpronius Candidus, con-
ful immediately after the deceafe of Mar-
cus Antoninus the philofopher. See No-
vis, Epiftola Conjularis, ap. Grav. Thef.
Antiquit. Roman. xi. 460. He was one of
the ambafladors fent by the Senate to
perfuade the Pannonian, or, more pro-
perly, the lllyrian legions, to abandon
their leader Severus. He is thus defcribed
by Spartian, or by fome more ancicnt au-
thor, whom Spartian has copied: ¢ In-

§éiiter
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¢ ter coeteros legatus cft Vefpronius Can-
¢ didus vetus confularis, olim militibus.
¢ invifus ob durum et fordidum imperi=
« um,” Hiff. Aug. Script. p. 62. Such
a commander, at once rigid and penu-
rious, muft have been hateful to the fol-
diery ; and hence he was the moft unfit
perfon imaginable to be fent for the pur-
pofe of corrupting the legions. This feems
the fenfe of the hiftorian. One fhould na-
turally have looked for Vefpronius Can-
didus, in the long lit of confular men,
and other eminent Senators, whom Scve-
rus put to death, but his name is not to
be found there; hence it is no improbable
conjeéture, that he purchafed his fafety
with that wealth which he had hoarded up
while in office.

Of this perfon, I fuppofe, Tertullian
fpeaks: For it is not likely that any of
the examples which he gives of the beha-
viour of Roman governors towards the

Chriftians,
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Chriftians, refer to times fo far remote as
thofe of Trajan.
P12/ 1w,

Afper. Two perfons bearing that name
are mentioned as confuls in the firt year-
of Caracalla, A.U.C. 465. A.C.N.212.
Whether either of them be the perfon here
meant, it is impoflible to determine. It
is conje&ured by ANoris, Epiftola Confu-
laris, p. 469. ut. fup. that they were the
fons of L. Julius Julianus.

P.12. L 18.

Pudens. Probably Septimius Pudens.
He appears to have been a favourite of
Marcus Antoninus; for, according to
fome of the fa/ti, he was conful for two
fucceflive years in the early part of that
Emperor’s reign. Zilius Lampridius men-
tions him as conful with Pollio in the year
when Commodus received the title of Ca-
far, Hift. Aug. Script. p. 50.

P. 12,
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Pia2. 1 20.

€ Underftanding the accufation to be
¢¢ {piteful and vexatious, he tore it,” [in
elogio, concuflione ejus intelletd, fciffo
eodem elogio, &c.] LeClerc magifterially
fays : ¢ Elegium eft accufatio, qua a quo=-
« piam, per libellum fine nomine, [quis]
¢ Chriftianifmi accufabatur ; quod fa&tum
s yocatur concuffio, hoc eft, injufta vexatio.
¢ {xpe, in hos fenfus, utrique voce utitur
s¢ Tertullianus, cujus locos gloffe Tertullia-
¢ ne fuppeditabunt,” Hift. Ecclef. p. 580.
p- 9- Thus, according to Le Clerc, elogium
¢¢ is an anonymous information ; in which
¢ fenfe, (it is faid), Tertullian frequently
¢ ufes the word.” But, in truth, elogium
means any information conveyed to a
judge, whether with or without the name
of the informer or accufer. I do not
think that, unlefs in this fingle paflage,
Tertullian ever ufes it in the fenfe of an
anonymous information. S0 extenfive is
the
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the meaning of ‘the word, that a ¢ ftate
% of the grounds of accufation,” tranf-
mitted by an inferior judge to a fuperior,
was called ebgium. To this it is that
Feftus alludes, A&. Apoft. c. 25. v. 26.
Hif2§ doparic 1 ypobar o Kuplo vx Exwe
o wponyayor alov ¢9 vuwr, xed panse tri
6§, Buaoiney Ayplrma, oTwE  THE a’mxloiﬂm
yevouévne oxo 11 ypdfas, Le Clerc is e
qually miftaken, when he fays, that the
a&t of prefenting an anonymous infor-
mation is termed concyffio. See Dig. tit.
de Concuffione. 1In the fecond law of -that
title it is faid,  poend legis Cornelie te-
 neri jubentur, qui in accufationem in-
“ nocentium coierint.” This, as I under-
ftand, is what the Englifh law calls a con-
tpiracy.

Were I at liberty to alter the text in
Tertullian, I fhould read, ¢ Pudens etiam
<¢ miflum ad fe Chriftianum cum elogio,

¢ concuflione ejus intelle@d, dimifit, feif-
« {o
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- % {o eodem elogio, fine accufatore negans

¢ fe auditurum hominem, fecundiim man-
¢ darum :” that is, Pudens declined to ad-
mit, as equivalent to a criminal charge,
the grounds of accufation tranfmitted to
him by an inferior judge.

B3l 28

¢ The mandates,” [mandatum.] The
infiruétions which the Emperor gave to
governors of provinces, as rules for their
condudt, were called ¢¢ Mandata.” They
were divided into heads or articles; and
hence any point of thofe inftrudtions
might be called mandatum.

It is not unlikely that Pudens had in
view the article of infiruélions, which re-
quired an accufer in the trial of crimes.
Bur the general opinion is, that he allu-
ded to a letter written by the Emperor
Hadrian to Minucius Fundanus, procon-
ful of Afia. Juftin. M. fubjoined that let-
ter in Latin, to what is called his Firff 4pos

N gy,
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logy. Eufebius tranflated it into Greek, as
he himfelf fays, Ecclef. Hiff. iv. 8.3 and it
is that Greek tranflation, iv. 9. which
now appears at the end of Juftin’s Apolo-
gy. The unlearned reader will find a
tranflation of it in Lardner, Teffimonies, ii.
109. But the learned reader will perufe
it as in Eufebius. Dr Jortin juftly ob-
ferves, that ¢ it is obfcure, and that it is
¢¢ probable that Hadrian compofed it fo
“ on purpofe,” Remarks on Ecclef. Hift.
ii. 89. Iam aptto confider it as a pri-
vate or familiar letter; the expreflion me-
berel2y, [ud zov "Hpanréa |, would have
founded odd in a mandatum, a refcriptum,
or even in an Epifola Principis.
Phirgenl; 38
¢ He could try no man without an ac-
¢¢ cufer,” [fine accufatore negans feauditu.
rum hominem.] ¢ Audire hominem,” is
an uncommon phrafe. The Emperors Se-
verus and Antoninus fay, ¢ /is tunc con-
& teflate
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¢ teflata videtur, cim judex per narra-
< tionem negotii caufam audire ceepit,”
{. un. Cod. de lit. conteft. The mean-
ing here is ¢ enter upon the trial of a
¢ man.”

A caufe could not proceed without an
accufer. Thus, Marcus Antoninus fays,
¢ Non poffumus reum facere quem nul-
¢ lus accufat,” Pulcat. Gallic. Hift. Aug.
Script. p. 40. 1
e gl o
¢t Thine advocates.” He means the affe/-

Jfores, men converfant in the form of judi-
cial proceedings, whom the governors of
provinces were wont to confult.
P.13. L 18,

¢« Severus himfelf,” [ipfe Severus.] Of
this fubje@, I have treated at large, /In-
quiry into the fecondary caufes, &e. p. 67—
=95 and Ifee no reafon to depart frem
the opinion there delivered, unlefs in one

particular, It feems rather improbable,
N 2 that
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that the words *¢ Severus, the father of
Antonin,” are to be underftood of Se-
verus while yet alive.  Sulpicius, no
doubt, relates, in his ecclefiaftical hifto-
1y, that the Chriftians enjoyed peace du-
" ring the reign of Caracalla ; and it may be
objected, that if they were perfecuted du-
1ing the firft year of that Emperor, they
could not be faid to have enjoyed peace
during his reign. But, if we hold the
words of Tertullian to be more applicable
to the reign of Caracalla than to #hat of
Severus, the evidence of a writer, who
fpake of what was paffing before his eyes,
muft greatly overbalance that of one who
wrote long after. Befides, it is very pro-
bable, that on the demife of Severus, the
governors of provinces would enforce ¢-
diéts fill exifting againft the Chriftians,
though dormant ; and t4at, not only to
procure popularity from the vulgar in the
beginning of a new adminiftration ; but

alfe
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alfo in the view of gain from confifca-
tions and compofitions. Lhis violence
might naturally enough have continued,
until it was ftopped by the orders of Ca-
racalla: fo that, upon the whole, I in-
cline to date the addrefs to Scapula in the
early part of the firft year of Caracalla,
and while he reigned with Geta; and fo
far to aflent to the opinion of Mofheim,
which I formerly rejeCted. 74is makes no
difference whatever in my general argu-
ment.
Sl A

¢ Severus,” &ec. Salmafius feems to
confider this paflage as inconfiftent with
what is faid by Spartian: ¢ Judwmos fieri
¢ fub gravi peena vetuit, idem etiam de
“ Chriftianis fanxit,” Hifl. Aug. Script.
P. 70. p- 138,

But in truth, there is no diftrepancy
between the two authors. Tertullian fays,
that on certain occafions, Severus [creen-

ed
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¢ many Chriftians from the fury of the
populace; not furely, that he never per-
fecuted the Chriftians at all.

I am apt to {uppofe, that the edit of
Severus, mentioned by Spartian, was di-
reCted principally againft thofe who be-
came profelytes to the faith; and of
courfe againft thofe who were inftrumental
in the converfion of Pagans. By fuch
means a politic Emperor might, naturally
enough, endeavour to check the growth
of a religion which he could not era-
dicate.

It was fit that Tertullian, addrefling
himfelf to Scapula, fhould place the mo-
deration and benevolence of Severus in
the faireft light. But we, who have learnt
from the concurring voice of hiftorians,
that he was both cruel and covetous, may
well conjeture, that, covetoufnefs having
prevailed over cruelty, he fold his mode-

ration
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ration and benevolenee, for a price paid
by Chriftians of eminent rank.
Pi 14105

¢ Marcus Aurclius.” Tertullian elfe-
where alludes to the fame event, Apol. c. §.
¢¢ Litere Marci Aurelii, graviflimi Impera-
¢ toris, requirantur, quibus illam Ger-
¢ manicam fitim, Chriftianorum for¢2
¢ militum precationibus impetrato imbre
«¢ difcuffam conteftatur;” which is thus
tranflated by the laborious Dr Lardner,
Teftimonies, ii. 226. ¢ If the epiftle of
¢ that worthy Emperor Marcus Aurelius
¢ be fought for, it will perbaps be feen,

¢ that he afcribes his deliverance from a
¢ great drought in the German war, to
« the prayers of Chriftian foldiers.” At
p- 247 he changes the pofition of per-
haps, and fays, obtained perhaps by the

¢¢ prayers of the Chriftian fuldiers ”
Dr Lardner obferves, that Bafnage, 4n-
nal, an. 174. took notice of the word for=
te:
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t2; and faid, ¢ dixiffctne Chriffianoruns

(14

€

(14

¢

114
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(13

(14

(11

(13

[

(11

[

forte militum precationibus fi literas per=
legiffer.” He then adds, ¢ in the La-
tin original of Tertullian’s Apology, and
alfo as it is cited in the Latin edition of
Eufebe’s Chronicle, there is an un-
lucky forté or perkaps; wherein he
feems to exprefs a doubt, whether the
Emperor did, in his letter to the fenate,
exprefsly acknowledge, “that his delive-
rance, in a time of great drought, was
owing to the prayers of the Chriftians.
—It muft be allowed, that if this for-
te bas no meaning, it comes in very uns
luckily.”

I think that forzé, however unlucky it

may be efteemed, has a meaning, but that

Bafnage, and Lardner after him, have
miftaken it. The paffage in Tertullian

ought to be pointed thus: ¢ Chriftiano-

¢ rum, forté militum, [or militantium]

&<

precationibus ;” that is, ¢ through the
¢ prayers
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¢¢ prayers of Chriftians, who chanced to
¢ be foldiers in the Imperial army,” [qui
tum forté fub Marco Aurelio militabant ;]
and not, ¢ perhaps he afcribes his delive-
“ rance—to the prayers of Chriftian fol-
¢ diers.”

Dr Lardner obferves, that no expref-
fion correfponding to the word fortd ap-
pears in the Greek tranflation of Tertul-
lian, which Eufebius has inferted in his
EccleBaftical Hiftory, v. 5.

Here it may be fit to remark, that Eu-
febius refers to Tertullian, but does not
tranflate his words. If he underftood for-
22 as I do, he has exprefled what I fup-
pofe to be the fenfe of Tertullian,—
Touc TO Xpiiawror iwyaic, muft mean, ¢ by
¢ the prayers of Chriftian fo/dicers, who
“¢ chanced to be in the Imperial army ;”
for it could only be in the quality of
foldiers, that any Chriftians encountered
the Quadi and Marcomanni in Germany.

o) Not
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Not having the original Greek of the
Chronicle of Fufebius, we know not whe-
ther it contained the word forté; the pre-
fumption is, that it did, or fomething ¢-
quivalent. The Latin verfion, as was
moftreafonable, tranfcribes the very words
of Tertullian ; fo there is no evidence,
that Eufebius, in his Chronicle, meant
1o fupprefs any thing which Tertullian had
{aid.

Let me not be underftood, as intend-
ing to affert, that Tertullian ever faw a
letter to the Roman Senate, in which Mar-
cus Antoninus afcribed the {eafonable, if
not wonderful, rain to the prayers of his
Chriftian foldiers. On the contrary, Iima-
gine that Tertullian, in his Apology, ad-
opted a prevalent rumour, which he af-
terwards difcovered to be of no autho-
rity.  For it is plain, that the paflage in
the addrefs to Scapula, which gave occa-
fion to this note, fays much lefs, and in

words
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words more guarded, than had been for-
merly ufed in the Apology.

The fuppofed epiftle of Marcus Anto-
ninus to the Roman Senate, is generally
fubjoined to the works of Juftin Martyr,
as a tranflation into Greek from the ori-
ginal Latin; no found critic in our days
will affert its abfolute authenticity : But
the queftion remains, is it fa/fe, or is it
only interpolated ? The general narrative
may be authentic, although what refpeéts
the Chriftians ought to be confidered as
the fhamelefs forgery of a later age. This,
however, isa matter of criticifm foreign
to the prefent fubjet of inquiry.

Towards the beginning of this note, I
gave the epithet of luborious to Dr Lard-
ner; and in other tralts publithed by
me, I have, in fpeaking of that author,
ufed the fame epithet, or fomething equi-
valent.

‘While engaged in the fupport of the

02 proofs
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proofs of Chriftianity, I little expected to
meet with the following notebyone whom
we muft fuppofe friendly to the common
caufe: « 7hat {pirit of the Warburtonians,
¢ which induces one of them to call the
¢ author of The Credibility of the Gofpel
* Hiftery, the laborious Doilor Lardner.
¢ —The difciples of this fchool generally
¢¢ difpenfe-their praife with a difcretion,
¢ which prevents its being exhaufted by
¢ their occafional prodigality, to the pro=-

« fane, omeipsas Xeipl, but to the initiated,

{4 »

o 70 Bundna,
The friends of Chriftianity, and in par-
ticular the friends of the Church of Eng-
Iand, ought to be cautious in giving cur=
rency to fuch a nickname, when they re~
colleét who it was that added to the Eng=-
lith language, already redundant in terms
of farcafm and inveélive, the phrafe War-
burtonian fehool. 1 receivéd many civili-
tics from Bifhop Warburton, and I ho-
nour
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pour his memory: I have poflefled the
friendthip of Ais friends, and I am proud
of it; but neither they nor I ever confider-
ed the Bithop as infallible.

Non iffo vivitur illic
“ Quo tu vere modo.”

And now as to the epithet beftowed on
Dr Lardner, I fhould be glad to know
what I ought to bave called him ? Orths-
dox divine, able textuary, exaét tranflator,
or elegant writer ? 1 praifed him for his

. Iabour and induftry well employed; and

this may be efteemed no mean praife, fince
every age produces perfons fuperior to him
in genius and literary accomplithments,
who do not employ #heir time and talents
fo ufefully as he did. I like to give things
their true names ; and, were a man to emp-
ty his common-place book of Greek and
Latin upon the public, I might fay thae
be had rcad much, but I fhould hardly

call
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call him judicious ; 1 might featter a few
grains of praife, butI fhould be unwilling
to pour out a fackful of encomiums on
his pamphlet.

After all, it is probable enough, that
the author of this bitter farcafm had in
his eye a perfon much my fupericr. But
as he cannot anfwer for himfelf, I defire,
that what I have faid may be confidered
as an apology for what my departed friend
has faid.

Boirse chostlon

¢¢ Inceftuous, or defiled with blood,”
[quam inceftam, quam crudelem ncmo
tanto tempore probavit.] This alludes to
the charges brought againft the Chriftians
by the malice or credulity of the Heathens.
See what I have colleted on this fubjeét,
Remains of Chriftian Antiquity, vol. 1.
p. 169.—183.3 and Notes on Minucius Fe-
lix, p. 146.—156.

PEis.
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P.15. L. 18.

<¢ For the living God are we burnt,”
[pro Deo vivo cremamur], that is, for the
. avowal of our belief in the felf-exiftent,
the one God. He began his difcourfe with
this affertion, ¢ #e worthip the one God.”
The atheifm of Chriftians was a conftant
topic of declamation among the hea-
thens; and their wife men were the loud-
eft in the cry, * away with the atheifts,
[esperss abine.] Ariftides the fophift, af-
ter having vehemently abufed fome of
his brethren, adds, ¢ their manners near-
¢ ly refemble thofe of the impious people
¢ in Paleftine,” ii. 309. edit. Feb. [Tois ir
7y MaruoTivg Jusosfior mapamasios TeG
7"{:67!8;.] It is remarkable, that this rhe-
torician fupprefles the name of Chriffians,
although they had, too furely, acquired
a name in law, by the fanguinary edicts
iffued againft them, and the more fangui-

mary execution of thofe edidts.
P 16.
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P. 16. 1. 18.

drrius Antoninus. Three Proconfuls
of Afia, bearing the name of Arrius An-
Zoninus, are recorded in hiftory, and all
of them very eminent perfons.

1. Arrius Antoninus, the father of Ar-
ria Fadilla, and maternal grandfather of
the Emperor Antoninus Pius. He it was
whofe judicious addrefs to Nerva, on his
afluming the imperial dignity, is recorded
in the epitome of Vi&or. ¢ When Nerva,
¥ on his entrance into the fenate-houfe,
* was felicitated by the fenators, Arrius
€ Antoninus alone, a man of fpirit and
¢ difcernment, and one intimately con-
¢ neéted in friendfhip with the Emperor,

-

¢ forbore to join in the general congra-

a

¢ tulations ; but embracing him, thus
¢ fpake: [ felicitate the fenate, and the
€ people, and the provinces, not you per=
““ fonally s it would have been more eligible
< for you to have continued to ehude the
 machinations
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€ machinations of wicked Princes, than,
¢ while labouring under the weight of fove-
¢ reignty, to be fubjetted to vexations and
¢ dangers ; and, at the fame time, to have
¢ your reputation expofed to the malevo-
$¢ Jence, not only of your enemies, but alfs
¢ of vour friends. For yeur friends, ima-
¢ gining that their deferts cannat be too
¢ amply recompenfed, will, whenever they
¢ fail in extorting any favour from you,
¢ become more virulent than even your
¢ guowed cuemies: thus did he judi-
¢ cioufly defcribe the condition of Prin-
¢« ces:” [Nerva cim in curiam a fenatu
gratantcr exceptus eflet, {olus ex omnibus
Arrius Antoninus, vir acer, eique amiciffi-
mus, conditionem imperantium prudenter
exprimens, gratulari {e ait fenatui et po-
pulo provinciifque : ipfi autem nequaquam
cui fatius fuerat malos principes eludere,
quiam tanti oneris vim fuftinentem, non
moleftiis modo et periculis fubjici, fed fama

P etiam
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¢fiam inimicorum pariter et amicorum, qui,
cim fe mereri omnia prefumunt, fi quic-
quam non extorferint, atrociores funt [I.
fiunt] ipfis quoque hoftibus.]

Of him alfo Pliny the younger thus
{peaks : ¢ That you have been twice con-
¢ {ul, and alted with the dignity of the
¢ ancients in that office; that you have
¢« been Proconful of Afia, and that fcarce
¢ any of your predeceflors or fucceflors,
« your modefty prohibits me from faying
¢ none, have equalled you, and that in
¢¢ morality, authority, and even in age,
¢ you are the principal perfon in our city,
¢¢ is, I confefs, a very venerable and beau~
¢¢ tiful part of your charatter, and yer1
¢ admire you ftill more in your retire-
¢ ment,” Lord Orrery’s tranflation. [Quod
femel atque iterum conful fuifti fimilis an.
tiquis, quod Proconful Afix qualis ante
te, qualis poft te vix unus aut alter, non
finit enim me verecundia tua dicere, qua-

lis
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lis nemo, qudd fandtitate, quod auctori-
tate, ®tate quoque Princeps civitatis, eft
quidem venerabile ac pulchrum ; ego ta-
men te vel magis in remiflionibus miror,
Epift.iv. 3.1 Thus likewife Julius Capi-~
tclinus, when fpeaking of Antoninus Pius,
fays: ¢ He was the only Proconful of
¢« Afia, who, in the worthy difcharge of
¢¢ that office, excelled his grandfather?”
[Proconfulatum’ Afiz fic egit, ut {olus a-
vum vinceret,” Hif. Aug. Script. p. 18.]
It feems very improbable, that Ae was
the Arrius Antoninus mentioned by Ter-
tullian. He could not have been Procon.
ful of Afia at any time later than the reign
of Domitian. Now, it is hardly fuppo-
fable, that, in fo early times, the Chri-
flians of Afia could have amounted to fuch
numbers as the narrative in Tertullian im-
plies. Itisatrue propofition, that ¢ the
¢ growth of Chriftianity was rapid.” But
the maintainers of that propofiticn ought
P2 to:
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to prove it by unambiguous teftimonies ¢
feeble arguments, in defence of truth, muft
be thrown afide, they fuit not our warfare.

1I. The Emperor Titus Aurelius Fulvius
Beionius Antoninus Pius, was Proconful
of Afia. He fometimes had the appella-

" tion of Arrius from his maternal grand-
father, that venerable magiftrate alrea-
dy mentioned, ZE/L Spartian. Hift. Aug.
Script. p. x1. Ful. Capitol ib. p. 18. Mr
Gibbon fays: ¢ I am inclined to afcribe
¢ this ftory [in Tertullian] to Antoninus
¢ Pius, who was afterwards Emperor,
¢ and who may have governed Afia, un-
*¢ der the reign of Trajan,” i. 662.

It may neverthlefs be averred, with as
much certainty as is generally looked for
in hiftorical fa&s, that Antoninus Pius,
afterwards Emperor, did not govern A-
fia ¢ under the reign of Trajan.”

He was conful with L. Catilius Seve-
rus, A.U.C. 873, A. C. 120. in the 4th

year

b3
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year of Hadrian, Ful. Capit. Hift. Aug.
Script. p. 17.

It appears from Ful. Capit. ib. p. 18.
that he never exercifed the office of Pro-
conful of Afia but once; and that this
was during the reign of Hadrian, no
one can doubt who reads the ftory in Phi-
loftratus concerning Polemo, vite Sophiff.
c.25.§ 3.

Le Clerc, Hift. Ecclef. p. 5§75 9- adopts
an hypothefis different from that of Dod-
well and Mr Gibbon. He obferves, that
Antoninus Pius, under the title of 7. Au-
relius Fulvus, was conful, A. U. C. 873.
A. C. 120; and he fuppofes that in the
following year, A.C. 121. he went Pro-
conful into Afia, and perfecuted the Chri-
ftians in the manner related by Tertullian,
Le Clerc naturally enough fixes the com-
mencement of the proconfulfhip of An-
toninus Pius in the 120th year of the
vulgar =ra, or the fifth of Hadrian.

But
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But he fails altogether in his application
of the paflage, quoted from Tertullian,
to the condudt of Antoninus Pius.

‘What could have induced Tertullian,
if he meant to fpeak of the Emperor An-
toninus Pius, to give him the appella-
tion of Arrius Antoninus, an appellation
by which he was not known after he be-
came Emperor, and by which, itis pro-
bable, he was little known even before his
clevation?

To this let me add, that Hadrian him-
felf was not difpefed to do violence to the -
Chriftians. This tolerant fyftem, whether
founded on his natural difpofitions, or
on policy, muft have been refpected by
his confident and fon-in law, while adting
under his authority. From all which we
may conclude, that the Arrius Antoninus
mentioned by Tertullian, was a perfon
different from the Emperor Antoninus
Pius.

III If
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TIT. ¥f what has been already faid
fhould be confidered as fatisfadtory, it
foliows, that Tertullian meant to fpeak
of a third Arrius Antoninus, proconful
of Afia. While in the exercife of that office
he gave fome judgement, we know not
of what nature, againft one Arttalus. Cle=
ander, the worthlefls favourite of the
worthlefs Commodus, was, it feems, the
friend of Attalus, and therefore he refol-
ved to revenge himfelf on Arrius Antoni-
nus. This he at laft accomplifhed by ac-
cufing him to Commodus of an intention
to affume the Imperial purple. On fuch
pretences Arrius Antoninus was put to
death, and fhared a like fate with many
of the Senators, whom Marcus Antoni-
nus had favoured. ZE.L Lamprid. Hift.
Aug. Script, p. 48. and Ful. Capitol. ib.
P 54

The learned reader, when he recolle&s
the manner in which Marcus Antoninus

fpake
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{pake of the Chriftians, will difcern a fri-
king fimilitude between it and the lan-
guage in which Arrius - Antoninus ad-
drefled them. He, like his mafter, the
Imperial Stoic, faw nothing but mere ob-
Sinacy in their perfifting to avow the te-
nets of their religion,

It has been fuppofed in 'this note, that
Hadrian was no perfecutor of the Chri-
ftians; but here I meet with a very refpcé-
table contradiftor in St Jerom, who thus
fpeaks: ¢ Did not Quadratus, a difciple
¢ of the apoftles, and Bifhop of Athens,
¢« prefent a treatife in defence of our re-
<« ligion to the Emperor Hadrian, while
¢ he was vifiting Athens at the celebra-
¢ tion of the Eleufinian Myfteries; and
¢¢ did not his tranfcendent abilities, ad-
« mired by all men, calm a moft grievous
¢ perfecution ?” [Quadratus, apoftolorum
difcipulus, et Athenienfis Pontifex eccle-

fiz,
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fix nonne Adriano Principi Eleufinia fa-
cra invifenti librum pro noftra religione
tradidit, et tante admirationi omnibus fuit,
ut perfecutionem graviffimam illius excel-
lens fedaret ingenium ?] Epif. 83. al, 84.

Thus fpeaks St Jerom, and thus many
others, on his authority, fpeak.

Were I purpofing to defend an hypo.
thefis, as the wont is, with every fort of
argument, I might to the teftimony of St
Jerom oppofe that of Tertullian, who ex.
prefsly afferts, that Hadrian did not per-
{ecute the Chriftians, 4pol. c. 5.5 but there
occurs a circumftance which makes me,
in a great meafure, difregard his affer-
tion. He thought fit to aver, that none
but flagitious Princes ever perfecuted the
profeffors of our faith; and, in fupport
of this paradoxical fancy, he mitigated the
rigour of Trajan, and threw a veil over
the feverities of Marcus Antoninus ; and
perhaps it might be faid, that he tpake of

Q_ Hadrian
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Hadrian alfo in a like firain of indul-
gence 3 neither will it be a fuflicient apo-
logy for fuch want of precifion, that he
confidered nothing as @ perfecution autho-
rifed by the Emperors, unlefs it took place
at Rome, the feat of empire,

Setting afide then the evidence of Tertul-
lian, let us hear Eufebius. He gives an ac-
count of the caufe which induced Quadra-
tus to prefent his apology very different
from that given by St Jerom. < It was,”
fays he, ¢ for this reafon, that fome wick-
¢ ed men were attempting to difturb thofe
¢ of our religion.” [0 Jy 7wes mwornpod
Zz(rffeg T8¢ ﬁ/.(ﬂéf&‘; EVOXMW éﬂé:f@r?o,] Hift.
Ecclef. iv. 3.

That ¢ certain evil-minded perfons at-
¢ tempted to moleft the Chriftians,” is
far fhort indeed of * a moft grievous per-
¢ fecution.”

At that time, the ediéts againft the pro-
feflors of Chriftianity, however dcrmant,

ftood



( 123 )

ftood unrepealed ; and it was natural, that
men, enjoying the exercife of their reli-
gion under a precarious connivance, hould
feek to obtain fome legal mitigation of pe-
nal laws ; and fuch appears to have been
the purpofe of that Apology which Qua-
dratus addrefied to the Empgror Hadri-
an.

If Eufebius be right in his ftatement of
the fact, St Jerom is wrong.

The authority of ¢ a father of the
¢ Church” might have bcen preferred
to that of *¢ the father of ecclefiaftical hi-
¢ ftory,” had both of them lived in the
fame age, and poficfled equal means of in-
formation. But Eufebius lived much near-
er the times of Quadratus than St Jerom
did; and that he had better opportunities
of knowing the ftatc of the Chriftian
Church under the Emperor Hadrian may
be colleéted from this, that he wrote with
the Apology of Quadratus before him,

1 Q.2 which,
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which, itfhould feem, St Jerom only knew,
aswe now do, from the teftimony of Eu-
febius.
¢ While Arrius Antoninus was zea=
¢ loufly perfecuting the Chriftians,” [ciim
perfequeretur inftanter, &c.] No words
can be plainer than thofe which Tertullian
ufes; and yet there are two writers of e-
minent learning, who have contrived to
mifunderftand them, and who have drawn
inferchces from them altogether incon-
fiftent with their obvious meaning.
The firft is Mr Dodwell, who fays, ¢ It
‘¢ isnot probable, that many Chriftians were
¢ put to death, fince Arrius Antoninus,
‘ info cold and carelefs a way, inflidted
‘¢ capital punithment on @ fzw only.” I
may have mifiaken the import of Mr Dod-
well’s words, and therefore I fubjoin them
¢ Ceterlm multos fuifle probabile non eft,
* quosita paucos tam frigidé cenfuit effe
¢ animadvertendos,” Dif. Cypr. xi. §. 2558
Overlooking,
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Overlooking, as Dr Lardoer well ob«
ferves, the words ¢ cim perfequeretur
¢ inftanter,” Mr Dodwell feems to {up-
pofe, that, at the firft moment of perfecu-
tion, all the Chriftians of Afia prefented
themfelves before the tribunal of the Pro-
conful ; yet it is plain, that they were the
Chriftian inhabitants of one city, no mata
ter whether Ephetfus or Smyrna, who thus
came in a body to offer themielves to
death ; and chat their appearance in this
humble, though affetting manner, ought
to be afcribed to a perfecution already be-
gun, and even feverely felt: ¢ Brethren,

¢ let us die together;”

muft have been
their fentiment ; but that is not the fenti-
ment which arifes in the human mind on
the very firlt emergency of diftrefs.
Arrius Antoninus difmiffed the croud
(manus faéta) withexpreflionsof contempt,
and it would have been well had the ftory

ended zhere.—DBut, juft by way of exam-
ple,
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ple, he ordered a few of the Chriftians
to inftant execution. I can hardly ima-
gine that a perfon entrufted with the go-
vernment of Afia by Marcus Antoninus,
was a believer in the rabble of Pagan di-
vinities. He, probably, in his heart
thought of Paganifm as his Emperor did.
Yet it was politically expedient, that men
who difdained to conceal their belief in
¢ne God, fhould be punifhed for their ob-
ftinacy, and that fome human facrifices #
fhould be made in honour of that popu-
lar religion which the Emperor and his
vicegerents knew to be falfe !

This apology, however, may be offer-
ed for Mr Dodwell, that he had an hypo-
thefis to maintain, zhat of ¢ the paucity
¢ of martyrs.”

But what apology can be offered for the
other learned man, Mofheim, who thus
paraphrafes the words of Tertullian: ¢Ta-
“ king it amifs that they had met with no

natctler,
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¢ accufer, and that the proconful, in o-
¢ bedience to the Imperial edict, would
¢ not move in any inquiry for their pro-
¢¢ f{ecution, they became accufers of them-
¢ felves.” [Molefté nimirum ferentes nul-
ham fibi accufatorem obrigifle, et procon-
fulem inquirere nolle, quod Imperator
vetuerat, ipfi accufatorum fibi partes fu-
mebant.] De Reb. Chriftian. ante Conflan-
tin. M. p. 235. and all this is gravely re-

lated on the authority of Tertullian !
Tertullian faid, rhetorically perhaps,
that the Chriftians, ftanding before the
Heathen tribunals, rejoiced more when
found guilty, than when abfolved: but,
furely, he never faid that the Chriftians,
while permitted in peace to worfhip God
according to their confciences, provoked
their Heathen rulers, and, with one
voice, called aloud for torturesand death !
On the contrary, he recolleéts in the lan-
guage of exultation and thankfulnefs, that
tranquillity
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tranquillity which the church had, at ins

tervals, enjoyed.

The conclufion of Motheim’s paraphrafe
runs thus: ¢ So, that he might inrimidate
¢¢ the others, he condemned a few of the
¢ Chriftians to death, and, ‘with marks
¢¢ of difdain and contempt, difmifled the
¢ reft of the multitude.” [Itaque paucis,
ut terreret ceeteros, condemnatis, reli~
quam multitudinem cum indignatione et
contemptu dimittebat.]

The learned reader will obferve that I
have tranflated indignatio in Mofheim by
difdain. Had I tranflated it indignation, I
fhould have perverted the fenfe of that
author ; carele(s as his paraphrafe is, it
could never mean to convey an idea equi-
valent to that forcible Englith word, in-
dignation.

Motheim’s paraphrafe is again para-
phrafed by Mr Gibbon, i. 662. ¢ Ara
< rius Antoninus,” fays he, ¢ was ex-

¢ tremely
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¢« tremely cautious, as is obferved by a
¢ Jearned and picus hifforian, of punith-
¢ ing men who had found no accufers
¢ but themfelves, the Imperial laws not
¢ having made any provifion for [o unex-
€ pected a cafe ; condemning, therefore,
¢ a few, as a warning to their brethren,
¢ he difmifled the multirude with indig-
¢ nation and contempt.”

Thus, by the help of two paraphrafts,
the ¢ cum perfequeretur inffanter” of
Tertullian, is fairly excluded from the
narrative, and the cafe comes to this:
¢ The Chriftians of Afia, while enjoy-
¢ ing a profound peace, and having no
¢¢ one to difturb them, prefented them-
¢¢ felves, at once, before the tribunal
¢¢ of the proconful, and called for execu-

-«

¢ tion of the Imperial ediéts againft them-
¢ f{elves.” The fanatics of Munfter, du-
ring a paroxy{m of outrageous phrenzy,

could not have done more !
R Of
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Of this I read nothing in Tertullian;
and it would have been juft as well had
Mr Gibbon looked a little at the original,
infiead of relying with implicit faith on
the learning and piety of Motheim. The
learning of Moiheim is nothing to the
purpofe, when he paraphrafes the plain
words of 2 known zuthor, and his piezy
cannot make a paraphrafe right, however
much it may ferve as an apology for a
paraphrafe if egregioufly wrong.

There is another thing which, on Mr
Gibbon’s hypothefis, requires fome expla-
nation : ¢ The Imperial laws had not made
¢ any provifion for the unexpeéted cafe of
S perfons accufing themfelves.” If fo, by
what authority did the proconful put any
of thofe felf-accufers to death? This was
beyond the mandate ; and every one, ac-
quainted with Romanjurifprudence, knows
that he ought to have ftaid execution, have

written to the Emperor, and have given
judgement
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judgement according to the inftru&ions
contained in the Imperial refcripz, or,
¢ anfwer to the cafe put.” Thus, if Mr
Gibbon be right, the proconful, fo extreme-
Iy cautious, erred in a point of form fami-
liar to the meaneft pradlitioners in his
court.

As to Motheim, any one not acquaint-
ed wirth his principles might be led to fup-
pofe, that he meant to throw fome blame
on the Chriftians of Afia, and to infinuate
that the proconful, without any great fe-
verity, might hive ordered for inftant ex-
ecution, fome more of thole men who
were {o ready to die.

The words uttered by the proconful
fhew plainly that he difmiffed the Chriftian -
multitude with contempt. Mr Gibbon ap-
pears uncertain whether this contempt was
real, or only affected ?

Suppofing Arrius Antoninus to have
been a bigotted heathen, who held that

R 2 there
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there was an intercommunity of local
gods, or an unprincipled politician, who
held ¢ that private opinions muft yield to
¢ ftate policy,” I judge that his ¢ contempt”
was real.  But fuppofing that he was him-
felf a Theiff, and that he had inquired in-
to the opinions of thofe whom he was
‘¢ zealouily, or earneftly, perfecuting,” I

judge his ¢ contempt” to have been affeét-
ed,

COR-



CorrECTIONS and ADDITIONS,

P. 4.1 11. The original has ¢ de gratis
¢ et ingratis,” which is ambiguous.
‘We might render the paffage thus, ¢ for
¢ the thankful and the unthankful,”
or, ¢ for thofe who are thankful for
his bleflings, and thofe who are not.”

P.g. L 6. ¢ was at any time found”
rather, ¢ has at any time been found,”

— 1. 13. were found” perhaps, ¢ bave
¢ been found”

P. 8. 1. 3. ¢ Hilarion” r. ¢ Hilarian”
or * Hilarianus”

I. 15. ¢ the former thunder.” A

correfpondent ingenioufly obferves, that
«t Tertullian may allude to the thunder
% in the days of Pharoah, as, bctore,
¢ he had alluded to the deluge.”

P. 10.
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P. 10. 1 14. Some words are wanting in
the tranflation ;3 add, ¢ Neverthelefs
¢ they fhall come to the day of doom,”
[fed venient in diem divini judicii],
¢ and we with,” &ec.

P. 15. 1. 1. ¢ by the appellation” perhaps
¢ under” &ec.

—— L. 3. ¢ Furthermore,” perhaps ¢ A=
¢ bove all this,”

—— L 11, ¢ who is there that hath aught
 to fay againft us?” r. ¢ who 1s there
¢¢ that, on any other ground, hath
¢ aught to fay againft us¢”

P. 17. L 16. « fee fenators” r. ¢ fee, a-
¢ mong us, fenators,”

P. 18. L. g. « Moreover, t}{ey whom thou
¢ thinkeft to be thy lords are men,” r.
¢ As for thofe, whom thou thinkeft to
¢ be thy lords, they are men,”

—— L 11. ¢ they fhall die;” r. ¢ they
«¢ themfelves thall die;”

P. 19. It has been fuggefted to me

that,
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that, as the topics. ufed by Tertullian
are fuficiently diftinét, they ouglit to be
feparated into paragraphs thus: P. 21,
1. 1. * Nos unum” &ec. P.22.L 9.
« Sic et” &c. P.24.1 2. ¢ ET utique”
&c. P. 27. 1. 6. ¢ PoTEs et” &c.
P. 28. 1. 14. ¢ Hzc omnia” &c, P. 30.
l. 5. «“ PrETER hec” &c. P. 31. L 6.
¢ VIpE tantim,” &c. I am forry that
this fuggefiion came too late for me to
profit by it.

P. 9. 1. 3. ¢ patimur: cum” r. ¢ pa-
¢ timur; cim”

P. 20. 1. 6. ¢ erumpentes:” r. ¢ erum-
‘¢ pentes;”

— L 9. The words ¢ nedum ami-
¢ cis,” fhould be placed in the preceding
line after * mifimus.” This correction
of the text feems neceflary, and thetranf-
lation is agreeable to it.

e——1 18. ¢ figna” r. ¢ et figna”

P.ar
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P.oy. L1r. “ non vi: cim” r. ¢ non
¢ viy cum”

s 1, 18, ¢¢ fuis przfltat. Ideoque” r.
¢ fuis preftat; ideoque”

i e $$ im'

¢ P. 22. L. 18, ¢ imperatoris ¢’
§¢ peratoris;”
. 25. L 12. « localem eflfe. Univerfa-

¢ lem” r. * localem efle; univer{alem”
&c.

1. 16. ¢ adeo portentum fuit,” ¢z
¢ Deo” has been propofed as a corre&tion
of the text; and if the words which fol-
low, ¢ ut non potuerit ” &c. do not op-
pofe this corretion, it feems an eligible
one.

T. 26. L. 10. ¢ ebuliffet,” r. ¢ ebulliffer,”

Pl 30. L 8. ¢ indigentibus refrigeramus,”
An eminent philologift of my acquaint-
ance is furprifed at this phrafe.

A commentator is, in fome {fort, the Pa-
zron of the author on whom he com-
ments, and he has always fome favour-

able
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able glofs or conjeétural emendation to
produce in the caufe of his client.
‘Were we to read refrigerium damus, in-
ftead of refrigeramus, the emendation
would not be very violent, and the cre-
dit of the Latinity of Tertullian would be
faved ; but unfortunately he himfelf has
excluded this conjeCture: for, in his
treatife de anima. c. 1. he fays, *° con-
¢ pus, mutatione fitls, fibimet ipfi re-
¢ frigeraflet.” I quote this paffage or
account of its confiruétion, without re-
gard to its fenfe. Thus, fome other a«
pology muft be thought of.—/rdigenti-
bus opitulare, or, more commonly, opi-
tulari, is good Latin; becaufe, as we
are informed by the grammarians, the
verb opitulo means opem tollo. Perhaps
Tertullian, not adverting to the com-
pound, which includes the noungovern-
ed, has formed indigentibus refrigerare
from indigentibus opitulari,

S PD
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P. ER G b 135. ﬁﬁféxs; I r’gﬂpéxu; AR

P.36. L 14. « Jigizyp ought to be lefe
out. Spartian, or his tranfcriber, has
fpailr the Jjeft, fuch as jt is, by the in-
ferting of the word dicitur.

P.48. L 13, « palzftriam” r, palxfiri-
cam;” thatis, as ] underftand it, ¢ g
¢ tem palafiricam.”

P. 74. L 4. After « meaning” add 7.

P.81r. L6, « audientibus® r, s audien-
tibus,”

= L15. ¢ Byzatium» re  Byzaci-
€6 um”,

P.o1e8 1L 1. « prodigality,” Ts “ proe
 digality ;»

P, 104. 1. 5. 6. r. '

= Non iflo viximus illic,
LQuo tu rere, mody.

P.110. L 10. After friend” add « p;.
* thop Hallifax,”

P. 111, 1 qo. .ZFEW; r zx?l/:e T¥;

P. 113, 1 42 euemies : r. enemips .
——1L 19. nequaquam r. nequaquam,
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Publifbed by the fame Author.

1. Remains of Chriftian Antiguity, in three
volumes:

— Vol. 1. Containing, Account of the
Martyrs at Smyrna and Lyons, in the
Second century.

- Vol. 2. The Trial of Jufting, furnam.’
Martyr, and of his companions. — The E-
piftle of Dionyfius, Bifbop ¢f Alexan-
dria, to Fabius Bifbop of Antioch, —
The Trial and execution of Cyprian Bi-
Shop of Carthage : — The Trial of Fruc=-
tuofus, and his two deacons : — The
Maiden of Antioch.

~~ Vol. 3. Hiflory of the Martyrs in Pa«
leftine, from the original of Eufebius.

II. O&avius, A4 Dialogue, by M. Minucius
Felix.

L. Of the manner in which the Perfecutors
died. A treatife by L. C. F. La&antius.

IV. Difgrifitions concerning the Antiquities
¢f the Chriftian Church.
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