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off.  Eutychius  afterwards  repaired  to  the  emperor,  who  was 
then  residing  at  Byzantium,  and  easily  obtained  a  pardon,  for 
Constantine  esteemed  him  too  highly  to  refuse  his  requests. 

I  have  now  given  in  few  words  the  history  of  the  most 
illustrious  professors  of  the  monastic  philosophy.  If  any  one 
desires  further  or  more  exact  information,  he  will  find  it  in  the 
numerous  Avorks  on  the  subject  which  have  been  issued. 

CHAP.  XV. — THE  ARIAN  HERESY,  ITS  ORIGIN;  ITS  PROGRESS, 
AND     THE     CONTENTION     WHICH     IT     OCCASIONED     AMONG     THE 
BISHOPS. 

ALTHOUGH,  as  we  have  shown,  religion  was  in  a  nourish 
ing  condition  at  this  period,  yet  the  Church  was  disturbed  by 
sore  contentions  ;  for  under  the  pretext  of  piety  and  of  seek 
ing  the  more  perfect  knowledge  of  God,  certain  questions  were 
agitated,  which  had  not,  till  then,  been  examined.  Arius1 
was  the  originator  of  these  disputations.  He  was  an  elder  of 
the  Church  at  Alexandria  in  Egypt,  and  was  at  first  a  zealous 
supporter  of  truth,  yet  upholding  at  the  same  time  the  inno 
vations  of  Melitius.  Eventually,  however,  he  abandoned  these 
opinions,  and  was  ordained  deacon  by  Peter,  bishop  of2  Alex 
andria,  who  afterwards  cast  him  out  of  the  Church,  because  he 
reprehended  the  conduct  of  this  prelate  in  preaching  against 
the  Meletians,  and  in  rejecting  their  baptism.  After  the 
martyrdom  of  Peter,  Arius  asked  forgiveness  of  Achillas,  and 
was  restored  to  his  office  as  deacon,  and  afterwards  elevated 
to  the  presbytery.  Alexander,  also,  held  him  in  high  repute. 
He  was  a  most  expert  logician,  but  perverted  his  talents  to 
evil  purposes,  and  had  the  audacity  to  preach  what  no  one  be 
fore  him  had  ever  suggested,  namely,  that  the  Son  of  God  was 
made  out  of  that  which  had  no  prior  existence,  that  there  was 
a  period  of  time  in  which  He  existed  not ;  that,  as  possessing 

1  See  the  parallel  account  of  the  rise  and  growth  of  Arianism  in  Socrates, 
b.  i.  ch.  5   to  9. 

2  In  the  Acta  of  Peter  Martyr,  (which  are  so  ancient  that  they  are  quoted 
by  Justinian,)  it  is  asserted  that  Arius  was  excommunicated  on  account  of 
his  perverse  opinions,  and  not,  as  Sozomen  here  says,  because  he  sided 
with  the  Meletians.     As  Valesius  remarks,  it  is  somewhat  strange  that 
neither  Alexander  nor  Athanasius  make  any  mention  of  this  excommuni 
cation  of  Arius  by  Peter. 

D  2 
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free  will,  He  was  capable  of  virtue,  or  of  vice  ;  and  that  lie  was 
created  and  made  :  to  these,  many  other  similar  assertions 
were  added  in  support  of  the  argument.  Those  who  heard 
these  doctrines  advanced,  blamed  Alexander  for  not  opposing 
opinions  which  seemed  at  variance  with  the  faith.  lint  this 
bishop  deemed  it  more  advisable  to  leave  each  party  to  the  free 
discussion  of  doubtful  topics,  so  that  by  persuasion,  rather 
than  by  force,  unanimity  might  be  restored  ;  hence  he  assem 
bled  some  of  his  clergy  around  him,  and  sat  down,  as  judge,  1o 
hear  the  statements  of  the  contending  parties.  l>ut  it  hap 
pened  on  this  occasion,  as  is  generally  the  case  in  a  strife  of 
words,  that  each  party  claimed  the  victory.  Arius  defended 
the  assertions  he  had  advanced  against  the  Son,  but  the  others 
contended  that  lie  was  con-substantial  and  co-eternal  with  the 
Father.  The  council  was  convened  a  second  time,  and  the 
same  points  contested,  but  they  came  to  no  agreement  amongst 
themselves.  During  the  debate,  Alexander  seemed  to  incline 

first  to  one  party  and  then  to  the  other;1  finally,  however,  he 
declared  himself  in  favour  of  those  who  affirmed  that  the  Son 

was  con-substantial  and  co-eternal  with  the  Father,  and  he 
commanded  Arius  to  receive  this  doctrine,  and  to  reject  his 
former  opinions.  Arius,  however,  would  not  be  persuaded  to 
compliance,  and  many  of  the  bishops  and  clergy  considered  his 
statement  of  doctrine  to  be  correct.  Alexander,  therefore, 
ejected  him.  and  the  clergy  who  concurred  with  him  in  senti 
ment,  from  the  Church.  Those  of  Alexandria  who  had  em 
braced  his  opinions  were  the  presbyters  Aithalas,  Achillas, 

Carpon,  Sarmates,  and  Arius,'2  and  the  deacons  Kuzoius,  Ma- 
carius,  Julius,  Minas,  and  Ilelladius.  ]\Iany  of  the  people, 
likewise,  sided  with  them  ;  some,  because  they  imagined  their 
doctrines  to  be  of  God,  others,  as  frequently  happens  in  simi 
lar  cases,  because  they  believed  them  to  have  been  ill-treated 
and  unjustly  excommunicated.  Such  being  the  state  of  affairs 
at  Alexandria,  the  partizans  of  Arius  deemed  it  prudent  to 
seek  the  favour  of  the  bishops  of  other  cities;  accordingly, 

they  sent  a  written  statement  of  their  doctrines  to  them,  re- 

1  Valesius  remarks  that  this  statement  is  not  supported  by  the  testimony 
of  any  other  of  the  Ecclesiastical  writers,  and  accordingly  rejeccs  it. 

2  In  Theodoret,   (Ecel.  Hist.  b.  i.)  Arius  alone  is  said  to  have  been  a 
presbyter,  the  rest  of  those  mentioned  there,  according  to  Theodoret,  were 
deacons. 
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questing  them  that,  if  they  considered  such  sentiments  to  be 
of  God,  they  would  signify  to  Alexander  that  he  ought  not 
to  molest  them  ;  but  that,  if  they  disapproved  of  the  doctrines, 
they  would  do  well  to  declare  what  opinions  were  necessary 
to  be  held  on  the  points  in  question.     This  precaution  was 
of  no  little  advantage  to  Arius  and  his  partizans,  for  their 
tenets  became  thus  universally  disseminated,  and  the  questions 
they  had  started  became  mattersof  debate  among  all  the  bishops. 
Some  wrote  to  Alexander,  entreating  him  not  to  receive  the 
partizans  of  Arius  into   communion   unless  they  repudiated 
their  opinions,  while  others  wrote  to  urge  a  contrary  line  of 
conduct.     When  Alexander  perceived   that  many  who  were 
eminent  for  their  virtues,  their  piety,  or  their  eloquence,  held 
with  the  party  of  Arius,  and  particularly  Eusebius  bishop  of 
Nicornedia,  a  man  of  considerable  learning,  and  held  in  high 
repute  at  the  palace,  he  wrote  to  the  bishops  of  every  church, 
desiring  them  not  to  hold  communion  with  them.     This  mea 
sure  only  served  to  increase  the  violence  of  the  controversy, 
and,  as  might  have  been  expected,  the  contest  was  carried  on 
more  acrimoniously  than  before.     Eusebius  and  his  partizans 
had  often,  though  without  success,  entreated  Alexander  to 
continue  in   communion   with    them  ;    and    they   considered 
themselves   so   much   aggrieved   by  this  measure,  that  they 
came  to  a  stronger  determination  than  before  to  support  the 
doctrines    of   Arius.     A  synod    having    been    convened    in 
Bithynia,  they  wrote  to  all  the  bishops,  desiring  them  to  hold 
communion  with  the  Arians,  as  .with  those  making  a  true  con 
fession,  and  to  require  Alexander  to  hold   communion  with 
them  likewise.     As  compliance  could  not  be  extorted  from 
Alexander,  Arius  sent  messengers  to  Paulinus  bishop  of  Tyre, 
to  Eusebius  Pamphilus,  who    presided  over  the    church  of 
Csesarea  in  Palestine,  and  to  Patrophilus  bishop  of  Scytho- 
polis,  soliciting  permission  for  himself  and  for  his  adherents, 
as  he  had  already  attained  the  rank  of  presbyter,  to  form  the 
people  who  were  with  them  into  a  church.     For  it  was  the 
custom  in  Alexandria,  as  it  still  is  in  the  present  day,  that  all 
the  churches  should  be  under  one  bishop,  but  that  each  pres 
byter  should  have  his  own  church,  in  which  to  assemble  the 
people.1     These  three  bishops,  in  concurrence  with  others 

1  Epiphanius  says  the  same  thing  of  Alexander,  but  he  adds  that,  ac 
cording  to  Dionysius  Petavius,  the  same  custom  prevailed  from  a  very 
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who  were  assembled  in  Palestine,  granted  the  petition  of 
Arius,  aud  permitted  him  to  assemble  the  people  as  before  ; 
but  enjoined  submission  to  Alexander,  and  commanded  Arius 
to  strive  incessantly  to  be  restored  to  peace  and  communion 
with  him. 

CHAP.    XVI. — CONSTAXTINE,    HAVING      HEARD     OF     THE     STRIFE 

OF  TIIK  Hisnoi's,  AND  THI-;  DII-  FKIU.NCK  OF  OPINION  CON 
CERNING  TUF,  PASSOVER,  IS  GREATLY  TROfHLED,  AND  SENDS 

HOSirs,  A  SPANIARD,  lilSHOP  OF  CORDOVA,  TO  ALEXANDRIA, 
TO  SETTLE  THESE  DISPUTES. 

AFTER  there  had  been  many  synods  held  in  Egypt,  and 
the  contest  had  still  continued  to  increase  in  violence,  the 
report  of  the  dissension  reached  the  palace,  and  Constantino 
was  thereby  greatly  troubled  ;  for  just  at  this  period,  when 
religion  was  beginning  to  be  more  generally  propagated,  many 
were  deterred  by  the  difference  in  doctrines  from  embracing 
Christianity.  The  emperor  openly  charged  Arius  and  Alex 
ander  with  having  originated  this  disturbance,  and  wrote  to 
rebuke  them  for  having  made  a  controversy  public  which  it 
was  in  their  power  to  have  concealed,  and  for  having  conten- 
tiously  agitated  a  question  which  ought  never  to  have  been 
mooted,  or  upon  which,  at  least,  their  opinion  ought  to  have 
been  quietly  given.  lie  told  them  that  they  ought  not  to 
have  separated  from  others  on  account  of  difference  of  senti 
ment  concerning  certain  points  of  doctrine,  and  that  though 
they  ought  to  entertain  the  same  views  of  Divine  Providence, 
yet,  that,  any  occasional  variation  of  judgment  on  minor  or 
doubtful  topics  ought  to  be  concealed,  lie  exhorted  them, 
therefore,  to  be  of  one  mind,  and  to  refrain  from  contention  ; 
and  added,  that  the  dissension  had  grieved  him  so  exceed 
ingly,  that  he  had  renounced  his  intention  of  journeying  to 
the  East.  It  was  in  this  strain  that  he  wrote  to  Alexander 

and  to  Arius,  reproving  and  exhorting  them  both. 
Constantino  was  also  deeply  grieved  at  the  diversity  of 

opinion  which  prevailed  concerning  the  celebration  of  the  Pass 
over  ;  for  some  of  the  churches  in  the  East,  although  they  did 

early  time  at  Rome.  In  support  of  this  assertion  lie  quotes  a  passage 
from  the  epistle  of  Pope  Innocent  to  Decennius.  The  passage  is  curious 
and  valuable,  as  showing  the  early  origin  of  the  Parochial  System. 
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not  secede  from  communion  with  the  others,  kept  the  festival 
more  according  to  the  manner  of  the  Jews,1  and  thus  detracted 
from  its  glory.  The  emperor  zealously  endeavoured  to  remove 
both  these  causes  of  dissension  from  the  church ;  and,  with 
this  view,  deputed  one  who  was  honoured  for  his  faith,  his 
virtuous  life,  and  his  steadfast  confession  of  truth,  to  put  an 

end  to  the  strife 2  which  existed  in  Egypt  on  account  of  doc 
trine,  and  in  the  East  on  account  of  the  Passover.  This  man 
was  Hosius,  bishop  of  Cordova. 

CHAP.  XVII. — OF   THE  COUXCIL  COXVEXED  AT  NICJSA  ox 
ACCOUNT    OF    ARIUS. 

WHEN  it  was  found  that  the  event  did  not  answer  the  ex 

pectations  of  the  emperor,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the 
breach  was  widened,  so  that  he  who  had  been  sent  to  make 
peace,  returned  without  having  accomplished  his  mission, 
Constantino  convened  a  synod  at  Nicrca,  in  Bithynia,  and 
wrote  to  the  most  eminent  men  of  the  churches  in  every  coun 
try,  directing  them  to  be  there  on  an  appointed  day.  Of  those 
who  occupied  the  apostolic  thrones,  the  following  were  assem 
bled  at  this  council: — Macarius,  of  Jerusalem;  Eustathius, 
who  presided  over  the  church  of  Antioch  on  the  Orontes  ;  and 

Alexander,  of  Alexandria  on  Lake  Mareotis.  Julius,3  bishop 
of  Rome,  was  unable  to  attend  on  account  of  extreme  old  age  ; 
but  his  place  was  supplied  by  Vito  and  Vicentius,  presbyters 
of  his  church.  Many  other  pious  and  excellent  men  of  the 
neighbouring  provinces  were  congregated  together,  of  whom 
some  were  celebrated  for  their  learning,  their  eloquence,  and 
their  knowledge  of  literature,  sacred  and  profane  ;  some  for 

1  They  were  called  Quartodecimans,  because  they  observed  Easter  on 
the  14th  day  after  the  new  moon.      See  Socrat.  Eccl.  Hist.  b.  v.  ch.  22, 
and  Euseb.  Eccl.  Hist.  v.  24. 

2  See  the  whole  question  fully  discussed  by  Bingham,  Christ.  Antiq. xx.  ch.  5. 

3  Valesius  remarks  that  this  is  an  error  of  Sozomen,  and  that  for  Julius 
we  must  read  Sylvester,  who  was  at  that  time  bishop  of  Rome.     Julius 
did  not  become  a  bishop  until  eleven  years  later.  Cardinal  Perronius  pro 

posed  to  read  TroXiog  (aged)  instead  of  'lov\io£.  But  the  word  is  not  found 
in  prose  authors. 
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the  virtuous  tenor  of  their  life.1  and  others  for  the  combination 
of  all  these  qualifications.  About  three  hundred  and  twenty 
bishops  were  present,  accompanied  by  a  multitude  of  presby 
ters  and  deacons.  There  were,  likewise,  men  present  who 
were  skilled  in  the  art  of  disputation,  and  ready  to  assist  in 

the  discussions.2  And,  as  was  usually  the  case  on  such  occa 
sions,  many  priests  resorted  to  the  council  for  the  purpose  of 
transacting  their  own  private  affairs  ;  lor  they  considered  this 
a  favourable  opportunity  of  effecting  such  alterations  as  they 
deemed  desirable1,  and  of  presenting  petitions  to  the  emperor 
containing  complaints  against  those  by  whom  they  considered 
themselves  aggrieved.  As  this  course  was  pursued  day  after 
day.  the  emperor  set  apart  one  certain  day  on  which  all  com 
plaints  were  to  be  brought  before  him.  When  the  appointed 
day  arrived,  he  took  the  memorials  which  had  been  presented 
to  him,  and  said,  "  All  these  accusations  will  be  brought  for 
ward  at  the  great  day  of  judgment,  and  will  be  judged  by 
the  Great  Judge  of  all  men  ;  as  to  me,  1  am  but  a  man,  and  it 
would  be  evil  in  me  to  take  coirni/ance  of  such  matters,  see 
ing  that  the  accuser  and  the  accused  are  priests  ;  and  priests 
ought  so  to  act  as  never  to  become  amenable  to  the  judgment 
of  others.  Imitate,  therefore,  the  divine  love,  and  mercy  of 
God,  and  be  ye  reconciled  to  one  another;  withdraw  your  ac 
cusations  against  each  other,  be  ye  of  one  mind,  and  devote 
your  attention  to  those  subjects  connected  with  the  faith  on 

account  of  which  we  are  assembled."  After  having  thus  urged 
them  to  cease  from  criminating  each  other,  the  emperor  com 
manded  the  memorials  to  be  burnt ;  and  then  appointed  a  day 
on  which  to  commence  the  discussion  of  the  questions  which 
had  brought  them  together.  But  before  the  appointed  day 
arrived,  the  bishops  assembled  together,  and  having  summoned 
Arius  to  attend,  began  to  examine  the  disputed  topics,  each 
one  amongst  them  advancing  his  own  opinion.  As  might 
have  been  expected,  however,  many  different  questions  started 

1  Sozomen  here  follows  Eusebius.  See  his  Life  of  Constant  in  e,  b.  iii. 
ch.  9,  and  compare  Socrates,  b.  i.  ch.  8. 

3  Valcsius  thinks  it  more  probable  that  they  were  drawn  together  for 
the  sake  of  gratifying  their  curiosity,  and  quotes,  in  support  of  his  view, 
Ruffinus,  b.  x.  ch.  3.  At  the  same  time  he  admits  that  the  opinion  of  Sozo 
men  may  be  right,  and  quotes  on  his  side  the  testimony  of  Nicephorus. 
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out  of  the  investigation ;  some  of  the  bishops  spoke  against 
the  introduction  of  novelties  contrary  to  the  faith  which  had 
been  delivered  to  them  from  the  beginning  ;  and  those,  especi 
ally,  who  had  adhered  to  simplicity  of  doctrine,  argued  that 
the  faith  of  God  ought  to  be  received  without  curious  en 
quiries  ;  others,  however,  contended  that  former  opinions 
ought  not  to  be  retained  without  examination.  Many  of  the 
bishops  and  of  the  inferior  clergy  attracted  the  notice  of  the 
emperor  and  the  court  by  these  disputations.  Athanasius, 
who  was  then  a  deacon  of  Alexandria,  and  had  accompanied 
the  bishop  Alexander,  greatly  distinguished  himself  at  this 

juncture.1 

CHAP.  XVIII. — TWO  PHILOSOPHERS  ARE  CONVERTED  TO  THE 
FAITH  BY  THE  SIMPLICITY  OF  TWO  OLD  MEN  WITH  WHOM 
THEY  HELD  A  DISPUTATION. 

WHILE  these  disputations  were  being  carried  on,  certain  of 
the  Pagan  philosophers  became  desirous  of  taking  part  in 
them ;  some,  because  they  wished  for  information  as  to  the 
doctrine  that  was  inculcated,  and  others,  because,  feeling  in 
censed  against  the  Christians  on  account  of  the  recent  sup 
pression  of  the  Pagan  religion,  they  wished  to  stigmatize 
them  with  engaging  in  strife  about  words,  and  to  introduce 
dissensions  among  them.  It  is  related  that  one  of  these  phi 
losophers,  priding  himself  on  his  acknowlegded  superiority 
of  eloquence,  began  to  ridicule  the  priests,  and  thereby 
roused  the  indignation  of  a  simple  old  man,  highly  esteemed 
as  a  confessor,  who,  although  unskilled  in  the  arts  of  reason 
ing  and  debating,  undertook  to  oppose  him.  The  less  serious 
of  those  who  knew  the  confessor,  raised  a  laugh2  at  his  ex 
pense  for  engaging  in  such  an  undertaking,  but  the  more 
thoughtful  felt  anxious  lest,  in  opposing  so  eloquent  a  man, 
he  should  only  render  himself  ridiculous  ;  yet  his  influence 
was  so  great,  and  his  reputation  so  high  among  them,  that 
they  could  not  forbid  his  engaging  in  the  debate ;  and  he  ac 

cordingly  delivered  himself  in  the  following  terms.  "  In  the 

1  The  same  testimony  to  the  merit  of  Athanasius  is  borne  also  by 
Gregory  Nazianzen. 

2  Valesius  remarks  that  some  of  the  details  here  are  added  by  Sozomen 
to  the  plain  story  as  it  is  to  be  found  in  Ruffinus. 
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name  of  Jesus  Christ,  O  philosopher,  hearken  to  me.  There 
is  one  God,  the  Maker  of  heaven  and  earth,  and  of  all  things 
visible  and  invisible.  lie  made  all  things  by  the  power  of 
the  Word,  and  established  them  by  the  holiness  of  His  Spirit. 
The  Word,  whom  we  call  the  Son  of  God,  seeing  that  man 
was  sunk  in  error  and  living  like  unto  the  beasts,  pitied  him, 
and  vouchsafed  to  be  born  of  a  woman,  to  hold  intercourse 
with  men,  and  to  die  for  them.  And  lie  will  come  again  to 
judge  each  of  us  as  to  the  deeds  of  this  present  life.  We 
believe  these  things  to  be  true  wilh  all  simplicity.  Do  not, 
therefore,  expend  your  labour  in  vain  by  striving  to  disprove 
facts  which  can  only  be  understood  by  faith,  or  by  scrutinizing 
the  manner  in  which  these  things  did  or  did  not  come  to  pass. 

Answer  me,  dost  thou  believe?"  The  philosopher,  aston 
ished  at  what  had  transpired,  replied,  ''I  believe  ;"  and  having 
thanked  the  old  man  for  having  overcome  him  in  argument, 
he  began  to  teach  the  same  doctrines  to  others.  He  exhorted 
those  who  still  held  his  former  sentiments,  to  adopt  the  views 
he  had  embraced,  assuring  them  on  oath  that  he  had  been 
impelled  to  embrace  Christianity  by  a  certain  inexplicable 
impulse. 

It  is  said  that  a  similar  miracle  was  performed  by  Alex 
ander,  bishop  of  Constantinople.  When  Constantino  returned 
to  Byzantium,  certain  philosophers  came  to  him  to  complain 
of  the  innovations  in  religion,  and  particularly  of  his  having 
introduced  a  new  form  of  worship  into  the  empire,  contrary 
to  that  followed  by  his  forefathers,  and  by  all  who  were  for 
merly  in  power,  whether  among  the  Greeks  or  the  Romans. 
They  likewise  desired  to  hold  a  disputation  on  the  doctrine 

with  Alexander  the  bishop;  and  he,  although  unaccustomed1 
to  the  art  of  debating,  accepted  the  challenge  at  the  command 
of  the  emperor ;  for  he  was  a  good  and  virtuous  man,  and 
was  supported  by  the  consciousness  of  his  integrity.  When 
the  philosophers  were  assembled,  and  prepared  to  engage  in 
the  discussion,  he  requested  that  one  might  be  chosen  as  spokes 
man,  while  the  others  were  to  remain  silent.  When  one  of 
the  philosophers  began  to  open  the  debate,  Alexander  said  to  him, 

"  I  command  thee  in  the  name  of  Jesus  Christ  not  to  speak." 

1  Valesius  reads  here  arpi/3ij<;  (rudis)  in  place  of  the  old  reading 
a/ept/Sr/c  (accuratus);  before  which,  if  that  reading  is  to  be  maintained, 
the  sense  requires  that  we  should  insert  the  word  /u/}. 
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The  man  was  instantaneously  silenced.  Surely  it  is  a  greater 
miracle  that  a  man,  and  that  man  a  philosopher,  should  be 
struck  dumb  thus  easily,  than  that  a  stone  wall  should  be  cleft 
by  the  power  of  a  word,  which  miracle  I  have  heard  some  at 
tribute  with  pride  to  Julian,  surnamed  the  Chaldean.1 

CHAP.  XIX. — THE  EMPEROR  HARANGUES  THE  ASSEMBLED  SYNOD. 

THE  bishops  held  long  consultations  ;  and  after  summoning 
Arius  before  them,  inquired  diligently  into  his  doctrines,  yet 
at  the  same  time  withholding  their  final  decision.  When  at 
length  the  appointed  day  arrived  on  which  the  controversy 
was  to  be  terminated,  they  assembled  together2  in  the  palace, 
because  the  emperor  had  signified  his  intention  of  taking  part 
in  the  deliberations.  On  his  entrance,  the  emperor  passed 
through  to  the  head  of  the  council,  and  seated  himself  on  the 
throne  which  had  been  prepared  for  him,  and  then  motioned 
to  the  members  of  the  synod  to  be  seated :  for  seats  had  been 
arranged  on  either  side  along  the  walls  of  the  palace,  which 
was  a  very  large  and  beautiful  edifice. 

After  they  were  seated,  Eusebius  Pamphilus  arose  and  de 
livered  an  oration3  in  honour  of  the  emperor,  returning 
thanks  to  God  on  his  account.  When  he  had  ceased  speak 
ing,  and  silence  was  restored,  the  emperor  delivered  himself 

in  the  following  words: — "I  give  thanks  to  God  for  all 
things,  but  particularly,  O  friends,  for  being  permitted  to  see 
you  assembled  here,  for  I  desired  most  ardently  to  gather  the 
priests  of  Christ  into  one  place  :  now,  it  is  my  desire  that 
you  should  be  of  one  mind  and  hold  the  same  opinions  in 
fellowship  of  spirit,  for  dissension  in  the  Church  of  God  is 
the  greatest  of  evils.  I  never  experienced  more  poignant  sor 
row  than  when  I  heard  that  dissension  had  crept  in  among 

1  He  flourished  during  the  age  of  the  Antonines.     Suidas  attests  that 
his  son  Julian  was  so  skilled  in  the  magic  art,  that  he  called  down  rain 
from  heaven,  when  the  Roman  soldiers  were  perishing  from  thirst .   It  should 
be  observed  that  a  miracle  similar  to  the  above  is  recorded  of  Attus  Naevius 

by  Livy,  b.  i.  ch.  3G. 
2  See  Eusebius,  Life  of  Constant,  iii.  10. 
3  Theodoret  (Eccles.  Hist.  i.  8)  places  this  oration  in  the  mouth  of 

Eustathius,  bishop  of  Antioch. 
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you,  for  such  an  evil  ought  to  have  no  existence  among  you 
who  are  the  servants  of  God  and  the  dispensers  of  peace. 
On  this  account  it  is,  that  I  have  called  you  together  in  a  holy 

synod,  and  being  both  your  emperor  and  your  fellow-physician, 
I  seek  from  you  a  favour  which  is  acceptable  to  our  common 
Lord  ;  and  as  honourable  for  me  lo  receive  as  for  you  to  grant. 
The  favour  which  I  seek  is,  that  you  examine  the  causes  of 
division,  and  bring  the  controversy  to  a  close,  and  that  you 
thus  restore  peace  and  unanimity  among  yourselves  ;  so  that 
I  may  triumph  with  you  over  our  enemy  the  devil,  who  ex 
cited  this  internal  strife  because  he  was  provoked  to  see  our 
external  enemies  subdued  and  trampled  upon  beneath  our 

feet."  The  emperor  pronounced  this  discourse  in  Latin,  and 
the  interpretation  was  supplied  by  a  bystander. 

CHAP.  XX. — AFTER  GIVING  AUDIENCE  TO  BOTH  PARTIES,  THE 
EMPEROR    CONDEMNS    THE    FOLLOWERS    OF    Mill's    TO    EXILE. 

THE  next  debate  turned  upon  the  doctrinal  controversy. 
The  emperor  gave  patient  attention  to  the  speeches  of  both 

parties  ;  he  app-lauded  those  who  spoke  well,  rebuked  those 
who  displayed  a  tendency  to  altercation,  and,  so  far  as  he 
was  able,  addressed  himself  with  kindness  to  all,  for  he  was 
almost  ignorant  of  the  Greek  language.  At  the  close  of  the 
debate,  all  the  priests  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Son  is 
consubstantial  with  the  Father.  At  the  commencement  of  the 

conference  there  were  but  seventeen  who  defended  the  opinions 
of  Arius,  but  eventually  the  majority  of  these  yielded  assent  to 
the  decision  of  the  council.  To  this  judgment  the  emperor 
likewise  deferred,  for  he  regarded  the  unanimity  which  pre 
vailed  in  the  council  to  be  of  Divine  appointment ;  and  he  or 
dained  that  any  one  who  should  be  rebellious  thereto,  should  be 
forthwith  sent  into  banishment,  as  guilty  of  endeavouring  to 
overthrow  the  Divine  determination.  I  formerly  deemed  it 
necessary  to  transcribe  the  confession  (or  symbol,  av/jfioXov)  of 
faith  drawn  up  by  the  unanimous  consent  of  this  council,  in 
order  that  posterity  might  possess  a  public  record  of  the  truth  ; 
but  subsequently,  I  was  persuaded  to  the  contrary  by  some 
godly  and  learned  friends,  who  represented  that  such  matters 
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ought  to  be  kept  secret,  as  being  only  requisite  to  be  known 
by  disciples  and  their  instructors,1  and  it  is  probable  that  this 
volume  will  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  unlearned.  I  have  not, 
however,  entirely  suppressed  the  information  derived  from  my 
authorities,  for  I  would  not  that  my  readers  should  be  in  total 
ignorance  as  to  the  decrees  of  the  Council. 

CHAP.  XXL — THE  DECREES  OF  THE  COUNCIL  ;  THE  CONDEMN" 
ATION  OF  ARIUS;  HIS  BOOKS  ARE  TO  BE  BURNED;  CERTAIN 
OF  THE  ARCHIERARCHY  DIFFER  FROM  THE  SYNOD;  THE  PASS 
OVER. 

IT  ought  to  be  known  that  the  following  points  were  settled 
by  the  synod  ;  that  the  Son  is  con-substantial  with  the  Father  ; 
and  that  those  are  to  be  excommunicated  who  assert  that  there 
was  a  time  in  which  the  Son  existed  not,  and  before  which 
he  was  not,  and  that  he  was  made  from  what  had  no  existence, 
and  that  he  is  of  another  hypostasis  and  substance  from  the 
Father,  and  that  he  is  subject  to  change  and  mutation.  This 
decision  was  sanctioned  by  Eusebius,  bishop  of  Nicomedia  ; 
by  Theognis,  bishop  of  Nicsea  ;  by  Maris,  bishop  of  Chalce- 
donia ;  by  Patrophilus,  bishop  of  Scythopolis  ;  and  by  Secundus, 
bishop  of  Ptolemais  in  Egypt.2  Eusebius  Pamphilus,  however, 
at  first  withheld  his  assent,  but  on  further  examination  ad 
mitted  the  justice  of  the  decree.  The  Council  excommunicated 
Arius  and  his  adherents,  and  prohibited  his  entering  Alex 
andria.3  The  words  in  which  his  opinions  were  couched  were 
likewise  condemned,  as  also  a  work  entitled  "  Thalia,"  which 
lie  had  written  on  the  subject.  I  have  not  read  this  book,  but 
have  been  told  it  is  of  a  loose  character,  similar  to  the  odes  of 

(nvaTai  Kai  jw?;0raya>yoi.  These  were  technical  terms  borrowed  from 
;he  ceremonies  of  Grecian  rites.  See  Diet,  of  Grecian  and  Roman  Anti 

quities.  Art.  Eleusinia.  The  words  of  Valesius  are,  "  Solebant  antiqui,  cum 
sacra  suscipere  vellent,  ainicos  eligere  iisdem  sacris  jam  antea  initiatos,  qui 

'psos  initiandos  deducerent  ad  Hierophantem  seu  Pontificem,  qui  sacra tradebat." 

2  Socrates  (i.  8  )  asserts  that  these  five  bishops  all  refused  to  subscribe 
'he  decision  of  the  Council  of  Nicaca ;    but  the  two  accounts  are  easily 
reconciled  ;  for  at  first  indeed  these  five  bishops  withheld  their  assent  from 
the  Nicean  Creed,  but  were  afterwards  persuaded  by  the  king  to  subscribe 
t.     See  the  note  on  Socrates  in  loco. 

3  He  was  banished  into  Illyricum. 
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Sotades.  It  ought  to  be  known  that  although  Ktisebius,  bishop 
of  Nieornedia,  and  Thcognis,  bishop  of  Nicaea,  assented  to  the 
exposition  of  faith  set  forth  by  the  Council,  they  neither 
agreed  nor  subscribed  to  the  deposition  of  Arius.  The  emperor 
sent  Arius  into  exile,  and  despatched  edicts  to  the  bishops  and 
people  of  every  country,  denouncing  him  and  his  adherents  as 
ungodly,  and  commanding  that  their  books  should  be  destroyed, 
in  order  that  no  remembrance  of  him  or  of  the  doctrine  which 

he  had  broached  might  remain  ;  and  the  secretion  of  any  of 

his  writings  was  declared  a  capital  crime.1  The  emperor  wrote 
letters  to  every  city  against  Arius  and  those  who  had  received 
his  doctrines,  and  commanded  Kusebius  and  Theognis  to  quit 
the  cities  whereof  they  were  bishops  ;  he  addressed  himself 
in  particular  to  the,  churches  of  Nieomedia  and  Nicaja,  urging 
them  to  adhere  to  the  faith  which  had  been  set  forth  by  the 
Council,  to  elect  orthodox  bishops,  and  to  let  the  past  fall  into 
oblivion  ;  and  he  threatened  those  who  should  venture  to  speak 
well  of  the  exiled  bishops,  or  to  adopt  their  sentiments.  In 
these  and  in  other  letters,  he  expressed  resentment  against 
Eusebius,  for  having  sided  with  the  tyrant  against  him.  In. 
accordance  with  the  imperial  edicts,  Eusebius  and  Theognis 
were  banished,  and  Amphion  was  elected  bishop  of  Nieomedia, 
and  Chrestus  of  Nicnea.  On  the  termination  of  the  doctrinal 

controversy,  the  Council  decided  that  the  Paschal  feast  should 

be  celebrated  at  the  same  time  in  every  place.''2 

CHAP.  XXII. — ACESIUS,  BISHOP  OF  THE  NOVATIANS,  is  SUM 
MONED  BY  THE  EMPEROR  TO  BE  PRESENT  AT  THE  FIRST 
SYNOD. 

IT  is  related,  that  the  emperor,  under  the  impulse  of  an  ar 
dent  desire  to  see  harmony  re-established  among  Christians, 
summoned  Accsius,  bishop  of  the  Novatians,3  to  the  Council, 
placed  before  him  the  exposition  of  the  faith  and  of  the  feast, 
which  had  received  the  signature  of  the  bishops,  and  asked 

1  Qavarov  KO.I  Tinwpiag  tiq  Kt$a\i]v.       Valesius  says  that  these  two 
punishments  are  distinguished  here  by  Sozomen ;  but  he  is  doubtless  mis 
taken.     The  figure  of  speech  used  is  that  known  to  grammarians  as  Hen- 
•iiadys. 

2  See  Euseb.  Life  of  Constant,  iii.  14,  and  Socrat.  Eccl.  Hist,  i.  8,  9. 
8  See  above  note  on  chap.  14. 
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whether  he  could  agree  thereto.  Acesius  answered  that  their 
•exposition  involved  no  new  doctrine,  and  that  he  accorded  in 
opinion  with  the  synod,  and  that  he  had  from  the  beginning 
held  these  sentiments  with  respect  both  to  the  faith  and 

to  the  feast.  "  Why  then,"  said  the  emperor,  "  do  you  keep 
aloof  from  communion  with  others,  if  you  are  of  one  mind 

with  them?"  He  replied,  that  the  dissension  first  broke  out 
under  Decius,  between  Novatius  and  Cornelius,1  and  that  he 
considered  such  persons  unworthy  of  communion  who,  after 
baptism,  had  fallen  into  those  sins  which  the  Scriptures  declare 
to  be  unto  death ;  for  that  the  remission  of  those  sins,  he 
thought,  depended  on  the  will  of  God,  and  not  on  the  priests. 

The  emperor  replied,  by  saying,  "  O  Acesius,  take  a  ladder, 
and  ascend  alone  to  heaven."2  By  this  speech  I  do  not 
imagine  the  emperor  intended  to  praise  Acesius,  but  rather 
to  blame  him,  because,  being  but  a  man,  he  fancied  himself 
exempt  from  sin. 

CHAP.  XXIII. — CANONS  APPOINTED  BY  THE  COUNCIL;    PAPH- 
NUTIUS,  A  CERTAIN  CONFESSOR  OF  THE  FAITH,  RESTRAINS  THE 
COUNCIL  FROM  FORMING  A  CANON  ENJOINING  CELIBACY  TO 

ALL  WHO  WOULD  H,AVE  THE  PRIESTHOOD  HONOURED. 

WITH  the  view  of  reforming  the  life  and  conduct  of  those 
who  were  admitted  into  the  churches,  the  synod  enacted 
several  laws  which  were  called  canons.  Some  thought  that  a 
law  ought  to  be  passed  enacting  that  bishops  and  presbyters, 
deacons  and  subdeacons,  should  hold  no  intercourse  with  the 
wife  they  had  espoused  before  they  entered  the  priesthood ; 
but  Paphnutius,  the  confessor,  stood  up  and  testified  against 
this  proposition  ;  he  said  that  marriage  was  honourable  and 
chaste,  and  advised  the  synod  not  to  frame  a  law  which  would 
be  difficult  to  observe,  and  which  might  serve  as  an  occasion 
of  incontinence  to  them  and  their  wives ;  and  he  reminded 

them  that,  according  to  the  ancient  tradition 3  of  the  church, 

1  See  Euseb.  Eccl.  Hist.  vi.  43—40. 

2  The  same  story  is  related  by  Socrates,  i.  10. 
3  Valesius  says,  that  we  must  understand  by  this  tradition,  the  custom 

according  to  which  persons  once  enrolled  among  the  clergy  were  separated 

"  quoad  torum,"  though  not  "  quoad  vinculum  matrimonii."     He  asserts 
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those  who  were  unmarried  when  they  entered  the  communion 
of  sacred  orders  were  required  to  remain  so,  but  that  those 
who  were  married  were  not  to  put  away  their  wives.  Such 
was  the  advice  of  Paphnutius,  although  lie  was  himself  un 
married,  and,  in  accordance  with  it,  the  synod  retrained  from 
enacting  the  proposed  law,  but  left  the  matter  to  the  decision 
of  individual  judgment.  The  synod,  however,  enacted  other 
laws,  regulating  the  government  of  the  church  ;  and  these  laws 
may  easily  be  found,  as  they  are  in  the  possession  of  many 
individuals. 

CHAP.  XXIV. — CONCERNING  MELITIUS,  THE  ORDINATIONS  MADE 
15V    HIM,    AND    TUK    JUST    ENACTMENTS    OF    THE    HOLY    COUNCIL. 

AFTKR  an  investigation  had  been  made  into  the  conduct  of 
Melitius  when  in  Egypt,  the  synod  sentenced  him  to  reside  in 
Lycus,  and  to  retain  only  the  name  of  bishop  ;  and  prohibited 
him  from  ordaining  any  one  either  in  a  city  or  a  village. 
Those  who  had  previously  been  ordained  by  him,  were  per 
mitted  by  this  law  to  remain  in  communion  and  in  the  minis 
try,  but  were  to  be  accounted  interior  in  point  of  dignity  to 

other  clergy;1  when  by  death  an  appointment  became  vacant, 
they  were  allowed  to  succeed  to  it,  if  deemed  worthy  by  the 
vote  of  the  multitude,  but  in  this  case  were  to  be  ordained  by 
the  bishop  of  Alexandria,  for  they  were  interdicted  from  ex 
ercising  any  power  or  influence  in  elections.  This  regulation 
appeared  just  to  the  synod,  for  Melitius  and  his  followers  had 
manifested  great  rashness  and  temerity  in  administering 
ordination.  The  synod  also  vindicated  the  honour  of  Peter, 
who  had  been  ordained  bishop  of  the  church  of  Alexandria, 
but  who  was  obliged  to  flee  during  the  time  of  persecution, 
and  had  since  received  the  crown  of  martyrdom. 

that  at  this  time  the  clergy  all  practised  continency ;  and  that  therefore 
in  all  probability  the  whole  story  about  Paphnutius  is  a  fiction.  Yet  it  is 
given  in  nearly  the  same  terms  by  Socrates,  i.  11. 

1  The  Synodical  Epistle  of  the  Nicene  Fathers  speaks  rather  of  bishops 
than  of  priests,  -when  it  forbids  any  one  who  had  been  ordained  by  Meli 
tius  from  being  appointed  to  a  vacant  see,  unless  elected  by  the  vote  of  the 
people  and  confirmed  by  the  metropolitan  of  Alexandria.  See  Socrates, 
Eccl.  Hist.  i.  9,  and  note  in  loco. 
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CHAP.  XXV. — HONOUR  PAID  TO  THE  BISHOPS  BY  THE 
EMPEROR. 

AT  the  very  time  that  these  decrees  were  passed  by  the 

council,  the  twentieth  anniversary1  of  the  reign  of  Constan- 
tine  was  celebrated :  for  it  was  a  Roman  custom  to  have  a 
feast  on  the  tenth  year  of  every  reign.  The  emperor,  there 
fore,  invited  the  bishops  to  the  festival,  and  presented  suitable 
gifts  to  them :  and  when  they  prepared  to  return  home,  he 
called  them  all  together,  and  exhorted  them  to  be  of  one  mind 
and  at  peace  among  themselves,  so  that  no  dissensions  might 
henceforth  creep  in  among  them.  After  many  other  similar 
exhortations,  he  concluded  by  commanding  them  to  be  dili 
gent  in  prayer  for  himself,  his  children,  and  the  empire,  and 
then  bade  them  farewell.  He  wrote  to  the  churches  in  every 
city,  in  order  that  those  who  had  not  been  present  at  the 
council  might  be  informed  of  what  had  transpired  ;  and  ad 
dressing  himself  more  particularly  to  the  Alexandrians,  he 
urged  them  to  receive  unanimously  the  exposition  of  faith 
wilich  had  been  set  forth  by  the  council,  and  had  been 
proved  to  be  according  to  the  Divine  will  by  the  fact  that  so 
many  bishops,  appointed  by  the  Holy  Spirit,  had,  after  length 
ened  disputation  and  investigation,  consented  to  it. 

BOOK  II. 

CHAP.  I. — THE  DISCOVERY  OF  THE  CROSS  AND  OF  THE  HOLY 
NAILS. 

WHEN  the  business  at  Nicasa  had  been  transacted  as  above 
related,  the  priests  returned  home.  The  emperor  rejoiced 
greatly  at  the  restoration  of  unity  of  opinion  in  the  church, 
and,  desirous  of  expressing,  in  behalf  of  himself,  his  children, 
and  the  empire,  the  gratitude  towards  God  which  the  unani 
mity  of  the  bishops  inspired,  he  directed  that  a  house  of 
prayer  should  be  erected  at  Jerusalem,  near  the  place  called 

1  This  feast,  called  Vicennalia,  is  mentioned  by  Eusebius.  See  Life  of 
Constantine,  iii.  14 — 16. 
[SOZOMEN.]  E 


