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ABSTRACT

In this thésis, I provide a study of the'persecution of the
Christians at Lugdunum 177 A.D. Ancient sources-—l}terafy and
épigraphicai-—as well as moéern critical workslhave éeén ansulted in
order to gain an understanding of the status of the Christian Church
- during the reign of &he emperor Marcus Aurelius (later his joint rQle
with Commodqsi. The purpose of this is to acduire an appreciation for
. the cause and mechanics of the persecution of Christians at a time whén
thé Church came into- increasing conf}ict with popular religious beliefs,
_also to get an insight ingo ﬁhe;attitude and éctions of the Imperial.
adminigtration.and its local représentatives in Gaul towards the
Christians. In.pérti;ular I have frieé to'detérmine the authorship of
the rescrfpg to the governor of Gallia Lugdunensis, and to expla}n‘the

conflicting dates for the persecution given in our sources.
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 life-style and buildings, s6”'much:

> INTRODUCTION. \

I., Hisﬁprieel'Baekéroﬁnd ' s

Y — . . \ . v i
. -0

~ancientvtugdunum; once a, Celtic' place of wo:shin’of some

renown, gained con51derablv in importance w1th the beglnnlng of the
Roman era #n Gaul. Durlng the Gallic wars it was wvisited by Caesar, and
* ¢
Jv 4 Y - o .
owing to 1(5 strateglc location "le camp du Confluent" (i.e., of the

LS

Rhone and Saone) soon became a Roman supplv depot and command centre 4£In )
43 B. C the Roman government formallv. acknowledged Lugdunum's lmoortance

when Munatius Plancus. founded bv decree of the Roman senate the Colonla ?

: ) e T v o bl
wwof the conelllum Gallidrum.

Copia Felix Munatia Lugdunum. Six years 'later (37 B.C.) Agrippa mapged

out Roman militarv and supply routes, making the city, whose emblem was
- : . o -0 .
the horn of abundance, the centre of the Roman road system in Gaul:~ The
SERREEN ) R e . ke ERE

vears 16-13 B.C. saw Augustus stay in Lugdunum for -longer periods during
his travels: and, 0n~hié orders, the city itéelf_was raised to the status
of capital of:ﬁhe Roman nrovinee of Gallia Lugdune_nSis.3 The year

12 B.C.(?)“‘br0ught new importance and prestige. }On'lét August Drdsns,»;j'

s
N =

the son—ln—law of Augustus, established the'afa Romae et Augusti'ad .

[
“

cOnfluentem as the centre of the off1c1al Imperlal Cult of the Tres -

_Gélliae, thus maklng the pagus Condaten51s by Lugdunum ‘the meetlng place

-

£

The Roman:cnaracter of Lugdunum soon became very visible in its
0, that one can justifiably follow

A. Audin in calling Lugdunum "un miroir de Rome." Hand in hand with the™

- s




[3%]

%
city's importance as a centr« of romanization in Gaul went its economic

wredominance in the Roman west, not onlyv as a trading centre but also as

. PP . s
the location of the Imperial mint. Ever since Augustus visits there,

Lugdunum had been very close to the various Imperial administrationss It

- 1

was the birthplace of the emperor Claudius, and had the honour to be

visited by many of the emperors, among them Gaius; Claudius himself

renamed the town Colonia”Copia Claudia AugustalLugdunum in 43/44 A.D. In
the war of succéssion of 68—@9 A.D. Lugdun&m had the good sensé to support
the right party. it névertheless had its share of trouble, mostly with
its neighbour Vienne, and was ravaged by a di;astrous fire in 65 A.D.,

byet cohtinuea,to ﬁréSper ¢reatly long into the second century A.D. The
first signs of degline became evident at the time of empire—wide crisis
under Marcus Aurelius and i&tensified with ;he revolt of Albinu§ in

197 A.D.; the city never fully recovered, at least in the Roman era, from

the subsequent siege and conquest by Septimius Severus and his followers.

'

II. Sources

Y

R ’ ‘ -
Stdﬁy of ‘the events of 177 A.D. at -Lugdunum has always been
hampered by the lack of first-hand material. Our .main source, the letter
'of the Christians at Lugdunum and Vienne to their Asian brethren

- . 7 . . .
(Eusebius, Historia Ecclesiae, 5.1-3), suffers from the fact that it is

often ambiguous, substitutes description for analyvsis and, above all, was
not written by an unaffected party. Although now generally considered a
" " 8 . . . . )

good" source, the letter alone is insufficient for adequate .

documentation of the events, and so we have to turn to other sources for



o ) o - . . 9
additional information. Most of these are ecclesiastical,” and, as such,
must be examined for bias. Nevertheless, a good deal of information on

both the external and intermal situation of the Church at that time can
LY

be gleaned from the apologists, who were very active in the second half

of the second centurv A.D., and to their information can be added the

1 -

. 10 ~ - .
various Acta Sanctorum. Such data as we can gather from thé religious

writers must further be compared with what the secular authors tell us.

The most important among these are the Scriptores Historiae Augustae, Dio

Cassius, Marcus Aurelius, Fronto and, not least, all authors who wrote on

legal topics (i.e., the Digest).

In addition to the literarv evidenge, the study of the

persecution at Lugdunum depends heavily on epigraphical and atheological
material; indeed, it is from these fields of research that we can expect
the most important ideas and contributionms in the future. 0f chief

¢

importance is volume 13 of the Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum with its

\

wealth of epigraphical material concerning all aspects of life in ancient
: - . . _ .
Lugdunum; this complements the earlier work of A. Allmer & P. Dissard,

Musée de Lvon, Inscriptions Antiques, and has been followed iA recent

vears bv M. P. Wuilleumier's Inscriptions Latines des Trois Gauleé, l7e

supplément 3 Gallia, CNRS (1963). In the fieid of archeology there are

the puﬁlications of numerous classical scholars, first and foremost,

A. Audin of Lyon, who can boast a formidable record of archeological
dis¢overies, studies and publications, also those of such other eminent
scholars as J. Guey and M. Leglav. But different lines of induiry are

also relevant: "Historians of the Roman empire, Roman lawvers,

ecclesiastical historians, Christian theologians, students of Greek and



.Roman religion"llfall have approached the problem of the persecution of

.

Christians, particularly that at Lugdunum, fgpm the perspective of their
. .

' ‘ ; 12 - S .
various disciplines. In the formidable scholarship their research has
\ produced, one can observe two distinct periods of publication, the first

around 1915, and the second one after the publication of Oliver and -

13

\

The present discussion

Palmer's article on the aes Italicense in 1955.
draws mostly on the puplications of ;he second period, since to cover all
matefial on the topic WOuld be mneither possible norlpFactical within the
scope of this study. Even among these publications there are different
approaches and opinions; so that it is hardly surprising that theories
~5nd interpretations should vary greatly. In pfactipe one has to contend
'with the frequent division of scholars into ”camps,"lh the occasional
stereotyping of historicil_figpres and occurrences and; aﬁg;é al}, the
publication of #apers on the subject which show. too much divergepcé from
gene?ally acceptéd facts as a result of either the authof's bias or
improper researchl-

This thesis aims toAstudy the events of 177 A.D. at Lugdunum on
;he basis of the anéient sources and in the light of the most modern
scholarship. Whénevef possible, Iv£ope to introduce new ideas and

interpretations in order to arrive at new conclusions about this very

" important, yet puzzling, chapter of Roman and Church history.

%

'
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arguments of Audin, Lyon,Miroir de Rome, except where noted.
See also J.-L. Bernard, Histoire Secréte de Lyon et du Lyonnais

(Paris, 1977) 67.

lThe following two paragraphs are largely dependent upon thﬁé

\}
20cD, 625.

3R. Chevallier, "Gallia.Lugdunensis," ANRW ITI.3 (1975) 938.

%For the alternate date of 10 B.C. see C. Simpson, Six Studies
‘in Early Roman History (Diss. Edmonton, 1978) 8-21. .

SW Krascheninnikoff, "Uber die Einfihrung des provincialen
Aalsercultus im romischen Westen," Philologus 53 (1894) 169 states that
the concilium precedes the prov. cult. : .

GOCD, 625.

7T D. Barnes,| "Eusebius and the Date of thefﬂartyrdoms, in

Les Martyrs de Lyan (CNRS 575; Paris, 1978) 139 cautlons that Euseblus

" did not know too much about the Church in the west.
<

8D; Berwig,?Marc Aurel und die Christen (Diss. Minchen, 1970)
69f . o :

_ 9Berwig, Marc Aunéi und die Christen, 1 (Tertullian, Athenagoras, -
Justin Martyr).

- lOJ. Molthagen, Der romische Staat undbdie Christen im 2. und 3.
. Jahrhundert (Hypomnemata 10; Gdttingen, 1975) 35 cautions against too
much trust in these documents. )

llG E. M. De Ste. Croix, "Why Were the Early Christians
Persecuted?” P&P 26 (1963) 6.

lI'Cf.'R. Chevallier's thorough bibliography on all topics
relevant to the study of the history of the Tres Galliae (above, note 3).

13

J. Oliver and R. Palmer, 'Minutes of an Act of the Roman
Senate, ' "Hesperia "24 (1955) 327-343.

. laJ. Vogt, '"Die Sklaven und die unteren Schichten im frihen
Christentum," Gymnasium 87 (1980) 437. Cf. A. N. Sherwin-White, '"The
Early Persécutions and Roman Law Again,'" JThS NS. 3 (1952) 200f.



lSE.g.: scholars like J. W. Thompson, who, a priori, deny
flatly that Marcus Aurelius could have had anvthing to do with the
persecution of Christians. See "The Alleged Persecution of Christians at
Lyons in 177," AJTh 16 (1912)_359f384; 17 (1913) 248-258. J



CHAPTER 1

IMPERIAL RESPONSIBILITY

This chapter examines.the role of the Fmperor(é) énd the
provincial administration in Gaul in the persecution a; Lugdunum;‘at'the
same time it will attempt to determine whether this persecution_wés part
of a systematic policy of persecution under Marcus Aurelius or only a

chance occurrence. '

A. Marcus Aurelius

OQur first step in the exémination of the évents at Lugdunum in
177 must be to study the man Marcus Aurelius;l this is in order to
ascertain whether there existed ény particular -influence in his raising,
education and religioué—bhilosoﬁhieal outlbok; which would‘haVe.destined.

him to/be a persecutor of the Church. Within this study we must include

' witness about himself, as well as that of contemporary writers.

To improve our understanding of his actions we must further consider his

s of'the years precéding 177 which are likely to have had -a bearing

is aCtitudes.



1. Education:

Having been born in 121 A.D. into a consular family of Spanish
origin, the young Marcus, his chaste and moderate character well known,
soon received special honours from the gmperbr; Hadrign made him Salian
. priest at the age of eight and péfsonally arranged for him to be tauéht

by the best teachers of his time,2 among them Diognetus, Q. Junius

Rusticus, Sextus, Alexander the Grammarian, Frontq, Catulus, Claudius

)

Severus and Claudius Maximus.3 The most important of these for present

~

purposes is Fronto, whose intimate friendship with Marcus as both teacher

and advisor is well attested in the correspondence of both men. While

C " ~ ‘ . : il
Fronto's main impact as a teacher of language and rhetoric was to instill’

|
|
|
|
[

in Marcus the ability to express his thoughts with‘Style and eloquence,

it is conceivable that, beyond this, he also influenced Marcus with his

. ideas-—ideas like those expressed in his outspoken attacks against the
I3 .
. s 4 . 5
Christians. Some of these thoughts may well have stayed with Marcus,? f

who himself in book eleven of the Meditations makes. a scathing remark on
e s 6 . . .

the Christians. It is, however, important to point out that, from the

time o Marcus' 'conversion' to philosophy, Fronto's influence on Marcus

decreas=zd + ~ever regained its former strength.

-. facet of Marcus' education, one which is of paramount

importance f. - understanding of Marcus as a human being and of his‘
rélé ir the z=zr -u=zi:n at LugduLlﬁ, is his extensive training in law.
This <raining = “rec ;nd‘furthered bv Marcus' adoptive father.
Marcus kept it un. devo"T muc -ime to it for the rest of his life.
In letters of the _,ung‘ﬁarcus to nis teacher Fronto, we hear ofvlong

‘hours spent in the law- . .rts arn- of large amounts of imperial



iy

corréspondeﬁce written by the.young prince.9 Marcus soon came to love
'the practice of the law, a love which impressed upon him the realization
f

that a man's judgments are correct only if he takes the task seriously,
works diligently ét it,lo hears both sides and, above all, is a

. 11 y SRR ¥ ‘
compassionate judge. Marcus' love for justice resulted in the

S——

, 13 s 4
creation of new laws, long hours spent researching cases and in

various changes, innovations and improvements in the legislative process.

2. Religious and Philosophical Thought:
Evidence in the Meditations suggests that Marcus can sa oly be
called a religious person. As a Roman, as a Salian priest and as an

-

emperor;‘he participated in the official cults of the state,'and indeed

A R . . o
led{ﬁhe worship on occasion. Eurthermore,'@is role as head of state made
it necessary for him to paf his respect t0'iﬁported cults.ls” Marcus,
together with Commodﬁs, was initiated into th;-Eleusiniaﬁ myst;ries‘and
was interested in other.non-Roman religions as well.16 In many respecté
Marcﬁs' dediéation to thg_ideais of Stoic philosophy superseded and
widened the precepts of conventional Roman religion. Privately, he
tended to believe.in one univeréal goq,l7 and held that religion must
influence one's morals and actions._l8 Some of Marcus' belieés are even
identical to Christian dogma. Hencé it is not surprising that so many
‘Christian writers exﬁress such high regard for this émperor.19 Indeed,
in condemning a man whose pringiples Qere so £ighly‘regarded by his
contempprarieé, the Christians would onlyvhaQe hﬁgt their own c;ediBiliﬁy
in the‘public eye and‘h§§e invited the reproach of all well-meaning

20

men.



In Marcgs' own writings, and those of his‘contémporaries, we
see.a man who is seeking to demonstrate his humanity whenever possible.

He dislikes the bloody circus shows, wants to reign without shedding the
blood of senators, even gxtends mercy to those who conspired with Cassius,
wﬁose severed head he refuses to view.

"

Ye£ despite his personal religious and philosophical
COnviCtions; one repeatedly notices the éther Marcus as well: the Marcus
who is '"more Réman than philosopher,"zl and who caused heavy loss.bf life
in his actions to pfgtecx the Roman way-of-life. 'These actions must be

. . + 7 . .
seen as forced upon Marcus by his office."2 On the whole, however, he

'seems to have handled all situations as humanely as possible.

w

W :
3. Health and Habits:

- ' o
/Bealth problems caused Marcus steady concern and discomfort.

~ He was plagued by pain, sleebleséness and the inability\to take food.

!

Militarybcampaigns and camp-life added to his problems, which wére
further cbmpounded by reports of military énd family trouble. 1In later
years his health mu§£ have deteriorated rapidly. We have the witness of
Marcus himseif as well as that of céntemporafies; in which he is
described as a:sick and aged man.23 It has beenvspeculated that reports
of his failing health prompted Cassius to make an attempt on the highest-
office in the state.24

Marcus' health problems were compounded by regular doses of a
concoction called 'mandrégora,’zs"which was ﬁaken bf the emperor to

alleviate his health problems and the stresses of campaign-life. Instead,

it created more problems for him, especially when he tried to stop taking



11

it. Modern scholars haQe identified a large part of tﬁis substan;e,as
opium, and have conclﬁded that Marc#s was suffering the effects of opium
addiction and, at times, the signs of opium withdrawal.26 They atpribute
to this ;ircumstance not only?many of the gloomy and ;ncomprehensible
-statements 12 the Meditatibns,27 but‘abso indicate that it made Marcus a
lethargic and inactive person,28 Indeed, some postulate that the féct
that the governor of Gallia Lugduggnsis_wen;'unpunishgd énd Qﬁchecked in
the face of so many flagrant tragsgressions of the law is a sign 6f
Marcus' lethargy as emperor.

In addition to his failing health, Marcus had to mourn the
deaths of many of his family, the latest being fhe death of his wife’
Faustina in Asia Minor in 175 A.D. Henceforth we see Marcusidrowning his
sorrbw in the pursuit of philosophy, spending long periods of time in
talk with philésophers, both on'hié journey home from Egypt (175 A.C b,
and during his final staftin Rome.BO )

One may therefore conclude that it is possible to detect only
little in Marcus' edQcation, and/nothing in his.character and convictions
that would have prompted him.to become a persecutor of the Church:
This, -however, is not to say that a 'good, religious' man might not ~
_persecute the Christi;ns wérse than a bad oﬁe, or ag least close his eyes

to the dillegal "< ecution of .Christians. Nearly two centuries later,

for instance, the philosopher emperor Julian, who, like Marcus, loathed

{;

took the latter course by failing to
. . ; 32 Lo
prosecute the murderers of Christians. However: that may be, one has

open violence and bloodshed,

to realize that .Marcus' ability to keep abreast of the events of the day
4 : ,

must have suffered from the manifold problems he was experiencing at the
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time. The events surrounding the persecution at Lugdunum quite possibly

afford an indication of that.

B. The Emperor and-the Christians

Next a study of Marcus' relationship to the Christians in his

P B

official capacity as emperor. Included here will be a discussion of the

legal materials and precedents which larcus had available to guide him
[}

in the treatment of the Christians, as well as Marcus' own contributions

to’ this topic. Undoubtedly the most important among all of these is the

senatus consultum de precibus minuendis (found on the aes IGhlicense),

. ) . . . . 33
which many have cited as the enactment which triggered the persecution.

This document will therefore be given special emphasis. We must also

discuss the rescript to the governor of Gallia Lugdunensis, its authorship,

legal points, and meaning in the light of the senatus consul tum.

1. Legal Precedent:

Some scholars consider the institutum Neronianum to be the

oldest legél enactment against tﬁe_ChristianS.BA- The only problem Vitﬁ
this idea is the fact that Tertullian alone uses that term,35 without,
however, specifying whethe; it was a general edicf, or came in the form
of a mandatum or.evén of an unofficial ﬁemdrandum.. Nor does he state to
whom it was,dire;ted, and who was bound by it, whether it was general or
logai-only. Nero certainly.persecuted the Christians, but we kngw

precious little about any legal basis for his -actions.36 In any event,

it is likely enough that ,the condemnatio memoriae of Nero's name would
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have included any existing edicts against the Christians. The most

important 'contribution' of Nero to the persecution and nhatred which the

Christians suffered, one which lasted into the davs of Marcus and longer,

\

was his success in associating their name with incendiarism, odium humani

generis, and che-spreading of death and destruction both for Rome in
pérticularyand human civilization in general.

Paséing over the era of the Domitidnic pezsecutionsvfor lacK‘
of conclusive sou'rces,39 we next hear about the persecution oI Christians
under the.emperor Trajan. Pliny héd gncountered problems with the '
Christians, and claiming ignorance of the customary processes against
them, he Qrote to ask the emperor's advice; chough even Befofe writing
to Caesar he had already sent a‘number of non-Roman Christians to their
deaths, whether on account of the noﬁen or for épecific fiagitia is
uncértain. In order to justify his actions to himself (since, upon
inquiry, he was unable to find.any faétual basis for the flagipia

accusations),AO Pliny.seizes-upon the:Christians' stubbornness as a

v ~
reason for his actions. If a high Roman official claims ignorance of
how to treat the Christians, it seems obvious that, even if clear
instructions for dealing with the Christians had once existed, they must
have been abolished or fallen into disuse before Plinv's time. Hence
. the imporﬁance of Trajan's answer as a novel ruiing on“the Christian
question. His regulation sc;ll leaves in doubt the issue of persecution‘
because of the nomen or the flagitia but at leasé Trajan states that the

e

Christians conquirendi non sunt, and that accusations must take a formal

legal form. Whatever its shortcomings, this rescript became the legal

basis for the treatment of Christians for the following decades.
, ~



Hadrian, the restorer of temples and supporter of Roman
religion, was the next emperor to leave us a significant document on the

rdatment of Christians (HE 4.8.8). Apain it is in the form of a .

(5

ol
[

- rescript, 'perhaps the only form in which emperors made legal pronounca-

R . . .
ments about the Chris ins." Once more the province where trouble was

-~

brewing was Asia. The emperor, very much in the spirit of Trajan,
: é ‘

answered that accusations must receive formal legal‘treatment,,adding

’

. - PP
that mere slanderers must be prosecuted bv process of cognitio. Our
Ll

/

only other evidence is in the Apologia of Melito who mentions letters of

the emperor Antoninus -Pius advising some Greek cities not to take
Y
LA “ .
. ) . - S4 .
unlawful acrion against the Christians (HE 4.26.10). Bevond this

remark we -have no further legal documents on how to deal with the

Christians prior to the era of Marcus.
f .

2 Marcus on the Christians:

Marcus apparently did =~t write much on the Christians per se.

In the Meditations there is only one reference to the Christians, a

rizical reference to their inflexible stubbornness (11.3). 1In an early
letter of Marcus to Fronto there is 'a short word about a consul, Acilius

Glabrio, who later became a Christian, but Marcus does not want to
. . e .45 .
discuss Glabrio's case, and asks his tutor for a new topic. ~Otherwise

1

we possess two apocryphal letters of Marcus. In one he summons the

bishop Abercius of Hierapolis to Rome to perform various miracles, and

in the other he writes to the senate telling the patres about the rain-

miracle in the land of the Quadi, proposing the death penalﬁy for anyone

\ +

S 46 . . N
who accuses the Christians. Were it possible to prove that these two
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letters came from the pen of Marcus, we would have an excellent, meafis of

el n

. R "‘-‘ . ¢
explaining the alleged two periods of,gersecution under Marcus. In that

. S i i .
case the first period would. have.ended with the publication of thesé

P

“«t

letters, leading to the;persecutiqn;frée middle years.of’ﬁarcué' reign.
The resumption of the persecutions could then be blaméd on either a
change of heart by Marcus just before or after the.death of Verus, or,

more likely, on Marcus' ill—heaith and the réSulting_take—over‘by

Commodus of thée decision-making concerning the Christians. However, as
both of these letters have not been clearly identified as genuine, the
lack of a definite statement on the Christians by Marcué is self-evident. -

We must therefore look to other documents which have been -attributed .to

Marcus and certainly led to repeated persecutioéns during his reign.

B~
)

\ : - . . o

3. Kaina dogmata:

In his apology (176 A.D.);-Melito alludes”to kaina ddgmata

-

enacted during Marcus' reign and gsed agéigst tHe‘CQristiané (§§74.26.5)..
He theﬁ proceeds to iHQuirewof Caesaf whethérbtﬁéy cameifféb'him'or.ﬁrom
another source; if the latter, he asks Caesar to stoﬁ‘Ehé;y*imp%emgntat£§ﬁ;
Unfortunately, our sources leave us woegﬁllyyignorapt‘of the sd?stéucgjpf‘:
thesé decrees and,xdespi;e ;ntengiﬁg reéeafch into their nature, all'ong

can do ultimately is makéﬁeducateg gueséés. 'Obviously if these deqrees_q‘
were directed agaiﬁstgghe'Christigns, they may weli have geeﬁ lOSt;. They ’.
may, however, have Eeen ;f a.more geﬁéral‘aégure, ahd‘sbme‘aitemptg have

B

been made to identify Ehem. ’To répeét'everyfthédry'would be beyond the’

-

scope of the present discussion, but.it will be appropriate to give here

a short review of the VariouS'decree% identified as the kaina dogmata by

B C | / | . v“i
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different authors. From these one must choose the regulation most likely .,

. to have influenced the happenings at Lugdunum, and discuss it in more

detail. The decrees that could qualify as kaina aogmata are the
folldwing:

Dig. 48.19.30

Si quis aliquid fecerit, quo leves hominum animi superstitione

numinis terrentur, divus Marcus huiusmodi homines in insulam relegari

rescriEsit.

Sententiae 5.21.2

Qui novas et usu vel ratione incognitas religiones inducunt,

ex quibus animi hominum moveantur, honestiores deportantur, humiliores

capite puniuntur.

A third decree, which stréhgthens the two preceding ones, 1is

mentioned.in Ulpian De Officio Proconsulis bk. 7 and repeated by Marcian.
pig. 48.13.4.2 . . o

Nam et sacrilegos, latrones, plagiarios, fures conquirere debet

et prout quisque deliquerit in eum’animadvertere, receptoresque eorum

toercere, sine quibus latro diutius latere non potest.

It is possible that any or all of these decrees, though not
eépecialiy directed against the Christians, as most scholars agree, could
.nevertheless be turned against them By people who considered them hostes
publici, and in whose material interest it was to prosecute the Christians
phrough the cognitio process. | |

An idea that has found wider acceptance_is to identify the

kaina dogmata-of Melito with the senatus consultum de precibus minuendis,

found on the bronze-tablet from Italica, Spain and on a marble from
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Sardis.[‘8 As many scholars have recognised, this law wés widely
publicised and:could have been potentially much more dangerous‘td anv
‘accused Christiah'thén any of the decrees mentioned before; for ‘it
pfomised financial‘savings to those who could find suitable conaemnati

. . . 49 . : .
to be used as gladiators or trinqui. The aes Italicense, moreover, 1S.

the only document making reference to the situation in the Three Gauls
(and hence indirectly to Lugdunum) specifically, and therefo.c of

. ' S . 50 . o
paramount importance for our discussionj for it extends to the Tres

Galliae the privilege (veteri moreg et sacro ritu) of purchasing condemned

people as gladiators who then could be used as tringui_sl (i.e., victims
on whom the performance of most cruel Gallic religipﬁs rites, outlawed
for ca. 206 years, would once again be legal).52 I1f several of the
Christians were used as tringui,'as seems to be the case (lines 282-86,
370, 406, &24*27),53 we WQUld have clear evidence that this law was

emploved in the.persecutions of 177.

What we have before us, then, is a decree which may or may not

be among the kaina dogmata, but which nevertheless came directly from
‘the Imﬁerial adminiétration, and hence could not have beer. ‘ublished
iwiphout the emperor's permission. Everything suggests that ghe idea for
this*decfee was congeived:during Marcus' journeys in the Near East
(175/76>A.D.).54 Gaul, the bulwark against Germany, ;as ;hen in great
economic difficulties and in danger of attéck from Moorish tribes th;ough
Spain and Germanic tribes from the north. Henéé'tﬁe néed to placate the
- Gauls, in order to retain their loyalty, a consideration that‘has’been

: - . . 55
seen as the decisive element in Marcus' decision.”~ That Marcus had

originally expressed his displeasure with the idea of the senatus i
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consultum is a known fact. Whether or not he foresaw the disastrous
results of the decree in the persecutions at Lugdunum is .ngt attested.
Oliver and Palmer believe he did not," and it is true that-Marcus’'

qualms concerned mostlyv the cruelty of the act. But a mind so well
trained in legal matters could hafdly have overlooked the ‘possibility of
abuses, not unless his health and ability to concentrate were impaired

at the time, as could well have been the case. Furthermore, it appears

@ -

‘that in this instance a man who once had stood up to his armies and even

- .58 . : .
refused them a donative showed considerablv less stamina and gave in.

to the tequgsts of the Gallic lobby rather prematurely.

JBe that as it mav, the senatus consultum engraved in the aes
Italicense turned out to be a disaster not just on humanitarian grounds,
but because it must have severely disturbed the trust of the Christians

in the Roman state and its leaders. Whether it is to be identified with

the kaina dogmata of Melito can remain open. The decree is in anv event

*the most.impogtant legal document of Marcus against the Christians, and
it is against this background that one must see not onlyv the rounding up

of Christians into the amphitheatre at Lugdunum, but also the Imperial

rescript to the governor of Gallia Lugdunensis.

4. The Rescript:

We have seen that the emperor’s‘will in the matter of the

Christians customarily found expression through‘rescripts.59 Being a

-

legal document, the rescript was by its nature not a haphazard letter
s X . -

written thoughtlessly on the spur of the momént, but rather a well

thought-out piece of legislation. Marcus, in particular, a man who not
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_only loved the law but also was well trained in it, never treated
) N 60 s .
rescripts lightly, but carefully consulted the members of his council
before he composea an answer, évenAdelegating judicial matters to the
.6l . . ' - s s
- senate on occasion. There is also the distinct possibility of direct

participation by Commodus. Marcus, who as a youth had had to answer

s

numerous pieces of formal Imperial correspondence himself, will undoubtedly

” N )

have followed the same practice in the training Qf Commodus. Indeed,
N | 62 |
Commodus shows up as the co—aughor of a rescript, and it is likely

enough that by 177 A.D., as co—efiperor with equal rights, he will have

-

had some practice in writing his own rescripts. This line of argument

takes us directlv to the question of who was responsible for the rescript.

-

The author of the rescript in the Historia Ecclesiae is named

simﬁly 'the emperor' (line 331)——evidentiy an aﬁachronism if one
considers that previous documents bear the sfgnatures of both emperors. .
To avoid the difficulty it has been nakén for granted that, when Eusebius
speaks oﬁithe"émpéror,' he really means Marcus. But the point has only
been assumed, never proved§ in fact, no attempt at proof, Qhether through
literarv or other evidence; seems ever to have.been made. The éssumptioﬁ
that Marcus was responsible leadé to various problems. How can a
rescript which appafently used such uncoqventional termiﬁdiogy and is so
contrarv to huménitariqn idéals be the work ofALhe philosopher—empéror?
Prgsgmably thg governory 1in accordance with precedent, will have asked’
how to handle the persecution.in general, and in particular, how to

treat the ﬁoman citizens.64 The Qague answer of the rescript is: Va

~
st

' . . . 65 .
torture them to death (the meaning of tympanizo is to crucify, cudgel,

or generally torture to death, never to behead, the customary punishment

~
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for Roman ci;izéns), and let the otheré (i.e., the%aééstétes) go'(linés
331-33). 'Quite apart from.the fact that an order to torture people to
death is not in the spirit of Marcus, such a directive in a resc;ipt‘is_
outrageous, for it makes the use of Rbman citizens as trinqui possibie.
"That Marcus,‘no‘matter wha; his health was.like, could.have made so

- . 5 . o

monumental andvcatastrophié a blunder is quite incomprehensible.

In view of all thi; the alternative possibility seems well
worth consideration, naﬁely, that the less experiepce@ partner in the
rule, Commodus, had axgreater role in writing this‘reééript than has
been generally believed. Given that Marcus was quite old, sick and
otherwise busy a£ that time, Commodus66 might even have written it

completely on his own,67 thereby gaining experience for a time when

Marcus would not be there.

_ Post eventum realization of the implications and the size of

1

the disaster quite likely will have caused the senatus consultum to be

suspended. At all events, an inscription shows that by the second .

.quarter of the third century A.D. a priest of the Three Gauls was again

paying an enormous sum for the games out of his own pocket68 (CIL 13,

-~

3162). S -

I

5. Persecution under Marcus Aurelius:

There appear to have been two waves of persecution under

\

Marcus,69 the first fallimg in the years 167-68 A.D., the second in
177 A.D. That Christians were in fact hunted out at those timés is
evident from the combined evidence of ééntemporary ecclesiastical and

570 . o
secular writérs. The reason for the first wave of persecutions was



the call for‘general sacrifices to the gods throughout the whole empire

. (including numeroué"léctisternia)7l in order ‘to avert‘wars and the
plagﬁe(?z When the Christians did not participate, they gave the

vimpfession of being uninterested in the well-being of the public and

" - hence were péersecuted. The second wave, the apologists tell us, appears

to have been based on the kaina dogmata.

In conclusion, it should be noted that both the ancient sources
and the modern authors agree that none of the extant decrees of Marcus
were directed against the Christians per se. They seem to be, rather,
the unfortunate outcome of Roman attempts to avert war, plague and ¢
economic disaster. While it follows that the persecutions under Marcus

. R , o
were not a concerted pogrom against the Christians, it must nonetheless
‘be stressed that Marcus is still responsible for the policies of his
government and their results, just as modern leaders of government are

; . L . 73 :
responsible for the actions of their subordinates. - On the other hand,

,Mégcus' guilt is somewhat mitigated by his bad phjsical and strained

mental co?dition.

C. The Role of the Provincial Governor
7

A preliminary inquiry into the governor's background brings
the discussion to another crucial préBlem: why did he embark upon
persécution? More particularly, did the governor stéy within or overstep
legal bounds in.his treatment of the Christians?‘ Finaliy, it is
imperative to establisﬁ which: person ér party was ultimately responsible

(

for the happenings at Lugdunum.
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1. The Govermnor:
The name of the governor of the Lugdunensis has not survived
in -any of -our sources, and any statement on_his family background and
ethnic origin is pure speculation. All we know is that he took great
liberties in-his handling of the affairs, liberties which, some scholars
; " ‘ : : 74
believe, another governor would never have dared to take. On the other
hand, we know of no case in which a goverﬁor was punished for any actions
i 7 5 ' .
taken against the Christians. It may therefore be the case that,
. thanks to Marcus' laxity and fading interest in ruling, along with the
youth-ahd inexperiencé of Commodus, the governor was free to ect

according to his own whims.

2. Legal Actions against the Christians:

The letter of the’Church fells_us £hat the governor was
‘reminded_in the resc;ipt to follow, at least in part, the well-known
_principles‘of Trajan 'in the treatmenf of tﬁe Christiéns, as these vi -,
prinéibles were in line with the ideas of tﬁg Imperial government
(iines 331-33). Yet not only did the'govefnor fail to fully -comply with
hig orders, but along the way he also violated laws and traditions
fundameﬁtal to Roman society, in particular the mos maiorum as it
applied to the'treatment of citizens anywhere in the empi;e-(lines 366-67).

' Afte? the stérf of the persecution by the tribune aﬁd‘the
chief authorities of Lugdunum, the incarcerated ChristiaAs Qere kept
until the arrival of the governor (lines 34—35) who ap#arently returned
fairlyvquickly. Of his characteristics, the most shocking is his great

personal cruelty, evident through his own actions and the outrages which
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‘he permitted others to eommit'against the Christians (line 37). He seems
to have been edually contemptuous of the law. -Some Christians, it seems,
were not allowed to defend themselves properly (lines 46-53); apostates
were kepr in prison and made to suffer the same treatment as;those who
conﬁessed their fai;h {lines 227—30); even the heathenislaves of —
Christian masters were incarcerated and, under torture, forced to testify
against their masters, clearly ah outlawed practice77.(lines 81-90).
Then,'eohtrary to the orders which he received and in violationm of
radition; he brought the apostates back in front of the tribunal together
" with the confessi (lines 330-31)7 After condemning the ﬁQE;;ltlzens to
be thrown to the beasts and.the citizens'to be beheaded (lines' 338-40),
he nevertheless kept aside Attalus, a prominent Roman citizen of
Lugdunum, to be thrown to the beasts after renewed torture (lines 366-77).
The only argument in mitigation of thelgovernorﬂs treatment of thel |
" Christians is that many of them, possibly citizens and known as such to
'rhe prosecutors, refused';o séy SO themselves. When asked for patria,

citizenship and name, they answered only "Christianus sum'" (lines 137,

363), thus presenting themselves as citizens not of Rome, which they

despised, but of another kingdom.

3. Accusations against the Christians:

At this point it is necessary to note_the formal accusations
made against the Christians by agents ofithe'provinciel government. The
question here is whether the accusations were based on genuine points of‘
 law, or served as pretexts to hide other underlying reasens..

At Lugdunum the Christians, after initially having suffered
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violence at the hands of the mob (lines 27-32), were 'indicted and
confessed" (to be Christians) before the chief authorities of the city
(line 34). It would appear, therefore, that they were at first persecuted

because of the nomen Christianum. Whether persecution because of the

nomen was -permitted or not in the years qf Marcus' joint rule with
Commodus is uncertain. Cértainly it was prohibitéd‘by Antoninus Pius in
his letters to the kbinon of Asia (Eg-&.l3.7); Melité made reference to
this'ruliﬁg, noting.that Marcus shareéd his father's opinion in that
matter (Egvh.26.ll). The governor's actions upon his return seem to bear
out Melito's claim, fop he appeafs td have realized immediatély that he
needed Qeightiér grounds on which to judge the Christiaﬁs than just the
nomen, so he urged on delatores to accuse ;he Christians of flagitia
(lines 81-90). This is the last time in the history of the persecutions
in the Roman empire that this accusation is used.79 Ever since the
historic corréspondence.beﬁween T;ajan and Pliny, the‘accuéatidn of
flagitia haélbeeﬁ.exppsed as lacking'substance and truth. Pliny found
Ano-broof of them; Marcus did not believe in them,BO nof indeed could any
thinking peréon.v As an impdrtanﬁ study of flagitia accusations has shownj
the specific‘criﬁes mentionéd in Lugdunum--cannibalism and Oedipéan incest
(lines 87-88)--were unbelievable pretexts which almost nobody took
seriously.81 Therefore, throughout the‘whole process, the flagitia
accusations are cqnstanﬁly refuted by the Christians (lines 49-50, 176-78,
375—77). In fact, none of the Christians was at the end convicted of
flagitia. _So it WOu%d seem that they were condemned oﬁ account of the
nomen (Lline 231) by a g$vernor whose main interest at that point seems

to have been to please the c;owd (line 366) and not the legality of his
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“actions. Only the_abostates, who,  presumably hy accusing the Christians
of flagitia, had implicated themselves, were punished on account of them
(line 234) It can therefore be safely assumed that nelther the governor,
nor the people of Lugdunum, were really persecutingAthe local Church for
these ostensible_reasons; In fact, the letter of the Church gives us
alternate and more reasonable motives for the persecution: to vindicate
the pagan gods (lines 429—31)_and in qrder to gain possession of the
property of the Christians (line 29). These motives will subsequently

be examined in Chapters Two and Three.

We may therefore conclude that the governor persecuted the
Christiaps actively’ (congulrendo), willfully, illegally, and in contra-
vention of both tradition and the emperor's will. Furthermore, it has
become evident that the reasons he gave for persecution were unbelievable,
obsolescent, and in fact never used again. They were pretexts for
underlying motives,which the provincial authority would not, or could not,
admit. As a result the. governor and his administration are'to,be held

accountable for their actions and to be con51dered guilty of spllllng

Christian blood.

4. Synopsis of the Persecutions of Polycarp, justin, Ptolemy and Lucius
and the Persecution at Lugdunum:

i 4
To what extent, then, did the persecution at Lugdunum differ

from, or conform to, the general pattern of attacks on Christians under
82 . , s
Marcus as illustrated by the other three famous persecutions of his
reign?
The persecution at Smyrna‘which claimed the life of Polycarp

(§§.4.1Q<10—15.47) was, like the persecution at Lugdunum, triggered by
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mob violence. Unlike the officials in Lugdunum, however, the prdconsul
and police captain at Smyrna showed genuing‘concern for Polycarp. They
.. poinged_éut that by swearing by thé genius of Caesar, pronouncing the
words 'Lord Caesar' and sac:ificiné in front of his cult statue.(ail
actions apparently not required of the Christians at Lugdunum), he would
be able to save.his life. It was his'ﬁailure to do so that caused his
death.

The persecution of Justin (HE 4.16.1-9) appears to have been

, 5

the result of the personal vendetta of the pﬁilosopher Crescens who,
often defeated by Justin in public debates, sought fo rid himself of his
ad?ersary, .Like the Christians-at Lugdunum, Justin seems to have been
accused of being a Chrisfian (Egggg) and of committing atheisc;c.and
impious acts (flagitia). However, it is important -to.observe that
neither the nomen nor -the flagitia were the actual cause-for persecution,

.

but, rather, theAvengeful attitude of the persecutoré. This éeems to
have been the éase in Lugdunum as weil., \

The events surrounding the'deathé.of Ptolemy and Lucius
(HE 4.17.1-13) resemble the actions against Justin very closely, except
that in the latter case Ehe persecutors, because of an Imperial‘decree,

.\ :

were not able to arré!t the person they really yanted to puni;h (a woman
who, after becoming a Christian, had for a long time puf up with theyfv
immoral behaviour of her husband, but, as a result of his latest
outrageé, was not willing té do so any longer). Therefore, the
persecutofs turned against Ptolemy, her instructor in Christianity,

accusing him of being a Chriétianv(nomen). Lucius reproached them for

their attack against a person who had committed no flagitia, an attack
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which, in his words, was unworthy not only of the emperors Pius and

Marcus, but also of the Roman senate. He was in turn convicted of the

nomen, and both he and Ptolemy put to death.

From these instances of persecutlon one must conclude that not
all attacks on Christians under Marcus conform to one clearly defined
pattern. It appears, however, that in the majority of cases (including

Lugdunum) the persecutors used a combination of nomen and flagitia

accusations to condemn the Christians. One may observe that persons who

were interested in the condemnation of Christians because of underlying

.

private reasons often enough effected their arrest and conviction because

*5>f the nomen. This appears to have been the case not only in the

s.

Sy

persecution of Justin and that of Ptolemy and Lucius, but at Lugdunum as

'

well.
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CHAPTER 2

RELIGIOUS ASPECTS OF THE PERSECUTION“

. AT LUGDUNUM ‘177 A.D.

One of the reaéons which_the leﬁter of the Church offers for
the events at Lugdunum is the_peéple's desire "to vindicate their gods"
(line 221’. In analysing this statement we have to look into the roles
playéd by the Imperial Cult and other nqn—Christian rgligions, as well
aé the background an nétule of the Christian community in Lugdunumi
Since thelpunishment of the Christians coincided with at least one
religious festival; it will pe important to detefmine and interpret the
dates of both the outbreak of the persecution'aﬁd its culmination in the

amphitheatre at Lugdunum.

A. Religions in Ldgdunﬁm

la. The Federal Cult of the Tres Galliae:

The most important cult at Lugdunum was the worship of the
Roman emperor by the Three Gauls. Discussion must therefore bqgin with
~
an outline of the historical development and nature of the Imperial
. . , N\ :
religion from its beginnings down to the time of the persecution.
Some historians of Lugdunum assert that in the pré—Roman era

the city was a renowned centre of worship of the Gallic divinity 'Lug.'™

This fact itself, and the idea that Augustus was building on such a cult

33
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when the altar of the Three Gauls was formally established by'Drusus in

7

12(?7) B.C.,3 "remains to be proved,”4 What seems clear is that the

Federal Cult of Roma and Augustus, served by a sacerdos and originally

) .5 .
centered on the ara Romae et Augusti,” was modeled on provincial cults
of Roma and Augustus previously sanctioned in the eastern half of the.

empire (Suet. Aug. 52). With its yearly festivities commencing on lst

. - - 6 '
August (an important date im the career of Augustus) as part of the

meeting of the concilium Galliarum, this cult, from its outset, had a
political rather than religious purpose: the romanization of a newly

- 8 . . cq s o
annexed area. In addition, our sources give a military reason for the
. <

establishment of the cult: to counter the threat of revolt caused by

the imposition and collection of the census.

"The history of. the provincial cult at Lugdunum divides into

‘'
three distinct phases corresponding to significant changes in the worship

offered‘by the Three Gauls." The first phase, laSting from 12(?) B.C.

|
v

to the third decade of the second centurv A.D., éaw the venéfﬁﬁion of
Roma (basically a non-Roman, eastern goddess) gﬁd the Augustus (after
the death éf Auguétﬁs hiﬁself each reigning é¢%eror_in turn).lQ As in
the eaét, games Qere_held at Lugdunum in coni;ncgién with the cult-

: ¢
festival; here, as elsewhere, they were considered the highpoint of the

event.ll The precinct of the éanctuary, located in_the pagus condatensis
just outside Lugdunum,12 was in 19 A.D. enlarged by the building of an
amphithéat;e.l3 In addition.to the customarv games ;nd vénatidnes given
there, we hear of oratorial contests at which the loser would be punished
bv being thrown into the nearby thnev(Suet. Gaius 26).

The second phase of thé cult's history, beginning under
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Hadrian,la and lasting until Septimius Severus' defeat of'Clodius'Albinus

Lo

in 197 A.D., was characterized by the‘inciusion‘of dead emperors and
members of thei; families as gigi.(divae), a development to be expléined
by the nged of the Antonines to legitimize their_claim to the throne and
establish an Iﬁperial pedigree. A signifiCanF feature of this reform
wasithe construction of a federal temple erected in the precinct in the
third decade of the second century; the temple now became the main
monument . |

As‘the persecution of the Christians falls into this second‘
period of the cult, the third phase is of no immediate conséquence_to
the present discussion. It is sufficient to note t?at under the Severi
the altar regained its ancient pre-—eminence as the centre-of é new cult
éf the Caesares. Thus Qy the time of Marcus Aurelius the Fede}al Cult
alreadv had a history of almost 200 years. It.had fulfilled and ;onéinued
to fulfil its ;bjectiVes. Td be pfovincial priest was still a very
‘prestigious, if expghsive, office. Yet so long-as provincials went
through the motions of worshipping the Imperiél house, they were free to

| .

choose their gwh life-style and believe in whateverfthe§ pleased. Hence

"to make a show of reverent loyalty became a normal and customary way of

‘life."

lb. Games and the Imperial Cult:

It has been observed that persecutions most often coincided
with celebrations of games, and the persecution at Lugdunum is no N
.15 o
exception. To explain these repeated coincidences we must turn to a .

brief examination of the purpose and nature of the games, as well as

.
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their role within the Imperlal Cult.

The close connection between games and the Imperxal Cult dates .
from early in Octavian's career when, having established his power as
supreme, he was offered alongside Dea’-Roma -(Suet. Aug. 52) full divine
' C s 16 :
honours by people of the Hellenistic east; these had become so used to
paying their respect to extraordinary men in this way, that isotheoi
timai including games were accepted as a way of life. By this time
games had already undergone a long development from their first attested
forms in Minoan and Homeric times through the Hellenistic and Etruscan
heriod down to their final introduction into Roman culture. Their

. » 18 . - ‘ .
essential cultic nature remained nevertheless unchanged and their
purpose could be as varied as to propitiate chthonic gods (in the case of

) 19 . . . . .

- funeral games), ~ to honouring important guests (combined with the worship
s 020 2
of the host's deities) or even to serve as fertility rites. The
22
Roman state 1ncorporated games into the cult of the emperor and at
Lugdunum, as elsewhere, these were the highpoint of fest1v1t1es ‘on such
occa51ons as the emperor 's birthday and other Imperlal festlvals honouring

the ruler whether in his presence,}nﬁabsence.23 The change of games from

i
<

‘ e s 24. . : .
a participatory to a spectator Sport, which had already begun in the
Hellenistic east; was continued and accentuated in the Roman'era; so that
Roman games mirror the games of the Hellenistic ‘period more closely than

. 25 . - g , .
the earlier Greek omnes. While it would be hard to prove total lack of
'sport' in the Roman games; it is clear that other motives take precedence.
In the Republican period games were held to foster the military prowess

26 L . . . C

of the youth, but later it became increasingly the practice to punish

evildoers or dissenters by ordering them to fight in the arena as
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gladiators or with wild beasts: Finally, games became simple entertainment
: 2
for the masses, 7 offered freely to the populace and regarded as an

obligatory gift28 supplied to the people in return for their worship and

2
loyalty. ; The games wFre thus an excellent opportunlty for the emperors

to display their authority while, at the same time, contrlbutlng to the
enjoyment of their loyal subjects. In the end they became an
1ndlspensable adjunct of the Imperial Cult, 30 so important, in fact, that
Warcus, when forced by the Gallic nobles to choose between’ haylng no -
games celebrated at Lugdunum at dll (because of the nobles' lack of means
for buv1ng gladlators at regular hrlces) or lowering ‘the prlces (and
permitting the additional purchase of tringu1),'opted for the latter.3

It will be clear then that the games associated with the ruler cult were
ideal occasions for the persecution ana%punlshment of Chrlstlans Ihis
‘was especxallv the case when Christiane refused to worship the emperor,
opposed .the games themselves as 'tools‘of the devil,'32 and were hencerl
pereeived (especially in times of war and pestilence) as the culprits

b .
who brought the anger of the gods upon the whole nation.

2. Gallic Religion:
T For a complete pleture of the religious milieu within which
the earl? Christians found thenselves, we must now turn to other cults:
and rellglons existing alongside the Imperlal Cult at Lugdunum.

" Thanks to the prohlbltlon of druidic practices and the
resulting suppreesion by the Romans of the old Gallic rellglon (Suet.

Claudius 25.5), we have no real idea of its extent nor any clue to the.

. 34 .
number of its adherents; one has to make do with what few references

v
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are preserved in the literature of the time (Caesar B.G. 6.18.1; Tac.
Hist. 4.54; etc.)."Of special impdrtance is the episode of Claudius
submérsus, Claudius' dumping in the Rhéne at Lugdunum (Suet Cl. 9.1;
Gaius 20) which has been interpreted as a mimicry of Celtic burial
.35 ' . Lo 36
rites. The throwing of the Christians' ashes into the same river
(lines 445-46) similarly suggests that in 177 A.D. Gallic religious ideas
still survived. Finélly, the'fagk that the use of the trinqui,
sacrificial victims used in Gallic religious rites, was once again
permit;ed37 strengthens A. Audin's thesis of a getieral return to the
: .38 |
Gallic roots at the time.

/

3. Oriental Cults at Lugdunum:

Of.all the orientél cults in Lugdunum, the best aftesced in
the literary, epigraphic and iconograpﬁic sources is the cult of Cybele
| —--particularly between 160-208 A.ﬁ;ao Cybele.was a goddess whé shared ab

. B . _ 41 ‘
common root with Diana of the Ephesians,4 and Lugdunum, the "capitale

42 . . ' .

metroaque' ~ along with Vienne had become a stronghold of her cult in
43 . . - cs : 44
the Roman west. - Drawing many of its recruits from military personnel = .
who had served in the east, the Cult of Cybele was the natural enemy of
Christianity, which recruited its members from much the same social
45 . ot . : :
strata. The cult mirrored Christianity in other ways also: in
. R : . .
particular, it was a religion of resurrection, and claimed that its
. ~ L

members, through undergoing the sprinkling of blood in the "taurobolic'’
sacrifice (usually-performed.about Easter time) were "in aeternum

A PR Z‘ ; . M -
renati," 6 At the same time the cult at Lugdunum had "1l'idée d'envahir

le culte impérial. d'établier une sorte de symbiose entre la déesse et
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I ‘ :
la personne méme du prince.” "Dédaigneuse d'8tre la protégéei!de César,

Cybdle se prétendit la protectrice de César. Elle prit le nom de Cybele

Auguste.”47 M. Leglay notes48 that "chaque fois qu'on prie les dieux in

honorem domus divinae ou pro salute Imperatoris, c'est 3 Cybéle qu'on
s'adresse. . . ." His point is suppdrted by a large amount of evidence

for official taurobolia sacrificed for the emperor Zpro reditu, pro

1)
victoria, pro salute), for the emperor's wife (mater castrorum) and for

the prosperity of the city (pro statu coloniae). o The taurobolium

itself., the main religious observance of the cult, was a bloody fertility
rite of castration and dismemberment, the vires of the sacrificial victim

) . . 50 . '
being the cult-object of the greatest lmportance. In the Christians

. ) v . . . 5
view, this was a rite of pollution rather than cleansing.
Other religions at Lugdunum'relevant‘to the discussion are the
Cult of Mithras and Judaism. Both of these are known to have been rivals
. ... 52 . . . : . .
of Christianity, and we must assume that this rivalry was evident in
Lugdunum as well. The Cult of Mithras, especially popular with the
53 . . ' 54

members of the armed forces, is attested, like the (Qult of Cybele,

by altars dedicated pro'salute imperatoris,55 and, in Lugdunum, had

probably taken firm hold among the ﬁembers of the local establishment.5
The most startling of its religious practices was the custoﬁ of brandiné
devotées with objects of red-hot iron.57 As for the Jewish faith, it
would appear that during the earl§ yéars of Christianity the Jews were
usually involved whenever and wheréver bersecution againgt the Christians
arose. This-was certainly so in Smyrna (HE 4.15.26—29)‘and in Ephesus

(Acts l9.33),58 and conceivably could hav: been the case in Lugdunum,

- 6
the "nouvelle Ephese,"59 as well; 0 however, we do not have any hard

!




facts to prove Jewish involvement in the persecution.

4. Christianity:

The origin gf the Church in Lugdunum caqvbe placed circa
lSO.A.D'.,6l making thg Church at least a quarter qf é century old at the
‘time of ﬁhe persecution. Founded by people old enoﬁgh to have heard the
early Church fathers, this Church was steeped in the apostolicctradition
and conservative in outlook.62 Although in 177 the Council of ﬁhe
.‘Apostles was over 100 yéars ago.(éEEE 15.1-29), ;e still find local

- v' v : )
.Christians clinging to dogmas which wére established at that time.
The social and eﬁhnic background of the Christians at‘Lugdunum

will be explored in Chapter Three, but it is important to note here that

their Church was caught in the middle between the eastern and the western

[
h

world. It had strong ties with the east, as the deséinatiqn of the
lettér of, the Church makes clear, and it included a goodlnumber of
converts who had come frdm that part'of the empire; but it was also
greatly indebted to the sober teaching and inflULJée of the Church at
Rome. This is.best illustrated by’the fact that the Church at Lugdunum,
unlike many eastern and more fanaticél Churches at the time, did‘not
expel those who had failed to remain steadfast under .the pressure of
persecution (lines 502-07). |

In discussing the nature of the Church at Lugdunum, one must
of necessitv raise the question of possible ‘‘s>ntanist influence in the
Church's teaching and behaviour.64 Conceivably, there were a few
individuals with Montanist tendenciés at Lugdunum, vet the letter affords

[N

us no proof that their opinions were shared by the majoritv. We hear no



reference to fanatic Montanist teachings, no undue dwelling on the idea
of imminent doom (although, as elsewhere in the Early Church, the hope
of Christ's return in the near future is expressed here too), no word of
the emperor as a tool of Satan, no preaching of the new Jerusalem at
Pepuza, no undue preoccupation with prophesy, no indication of any

| 65 ) |

fanatic urge for martyrdom. One must conclude that the Church at

Lugdunum, while being vocal and frank about its faith, as the early

Churches generally were;'placed the greatest emphasis on a "positive

o . . . ubb . C
imitatio Christi," rather than on sectarian teachings. It can hardly
\ o 67 . o
be called 'Montanist,' therefore. On the contrary, due to its status
as a prestigious, sober Chu " with ties in both the east and the west,
it probably occupied the middle ground between the warring factidns of
Christians at that time.
In light of the above, it is not possible.tg find an immediate
reason for persecutidn in the Church's behaviour. There remains, however,

the fact that its mere existence was perceived as a serious challenge to

the beliefs of the rest of the community.

n

B. The Date.ofwthe Persecution

-

According to the account in Eusebius the persecution at
Lugdﬁnum occurred in two instalmén;s (line 318). While we have no
definitevindication of its beginn%ng, our SOufces do preserve co&f}icting
infofmation as fo the date éf ftsfcontingation,and culmiqation. The

Historia Ecclesiae indicates lst Augustvas the time when the Christians

began to be gathered into the amphitheatre at Lugdunum (lines 334-36),
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whereas the tradition of the Church, represented by the Martyrologium

: . . 69 .
Hieronvmianum, gives the date of 2nd June. Eusebius' greater

dependability as a source, the explicit information in the letter of the
Church, and the well-known importance of lst August as the day of the

meeting of the concilium Galliarum have led the majority of modern

scholars to accept lst Aﬁgust ;s the beginning of the second phase of ﬁhe
peréecu;ion.

How, then, is one ﬁo expiain the date of an_JQne? T. D.
Barnes7l.suggests thét the "easiest solution of the diffichlty is to

suppose that confusions have led to the error in the Martyrologium, which

72

in its present form scarceiy antédates 600" (Eusebius wrote in the.\
first half of the fourth century). Whét these confusions were Barnes
does not indicate. If, howéever, the roie of Cqmmodus in the persecﬁtion»
at Lugdhnum was greater than that of Marcus Aurglius (above, pages l3—14);
the following explanation may be proposed: June 2nd, the beginning of

the feast of Hercules,7 was a date aséociaﬁed with the emperor Commodus,
because of his well-known self-identification with Hercules.74 Since th;
persecution at Lugdunum was traaitionally associated with Commodus
(because of the emperor's rescript), it is possible that writers of a
later age not knowing the exacﬁ.date, but‘aware that it occurred at a
. .

major feast, automatically linkéd the persecution with 2nd June rather
than lst August.

However that may Be, if we.accept lst August as the beginning
of the‘second phase of the persecution, the date can be used as anchor-

point for calculating the approximaté date of its first outbreak. Given

-that bureaucrats usually take time to answer, that the Christians, even.
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' before the rescript had beenvéent for, had been tried, tortured and
interrogated for some time, and that the goverﬁgr, ane he was ip
possession of the rescript, subséquently reserved £AQ.Chrisfians for

/ ‘
punishment during the games (the real purpose of the'senAtus consulEum),

~ ) uV\\

it seems necessary to place the beginning of the persecutiéﬁ four to five

1

months back into March or April 177. From hére on, however; everything
! &

is speculation: perhaps the Christians came %nto conflict with the

: . <
followers of Cybele who usually held a taurobolium close to Easter;75 or .

did they refuse to participate inthe festivities marking Matrcus'

76 Alternatively the reasons may have been of a

. . SR N 77
totally different nature--for example, racial or economi¢ troubles.
v : -

Whatever the cause of the persecution, one thing seems’ for certain:

birthday on 26th April?

barring new evidence, the date of its outset will remain -unknown.,
a

f
[

C. Evidence from the Letter of Ehe Church

In conclusion, an analysié of the events described in the

letter shedsllight on the religious background of the”persecutors.
The letter of the Church tells us that red-hot objgctshofvmetal
were applied (at least in the preliminary tortures) to the tenderest
parts of one of the Christianﬁf‘bqfies (lines 142—43). While.branaipg
with irons is itself an aét wgisp a .devotee ofééhe'Cult of Mithras quite

‘ , & : .0
possibly might have committed, the burning of the Christian+s sensitive.

parts (surely a euphemistic expression for genitalia) seems,qg'lndlcate

the intentional blotting out of the vires of the Christian,” thus robbing

him of the symbols which in the Cult of Cybele stood for strengﬁh, birth.

~
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and regeneration./9 On the basis of this incident one would agree with
A. Audin that the Cult of Cvbele plaved an imertdﬁt role in the

. ‘ . 80 § P L ) . !
persecution. On the other hand, testimonv in the letter that some

Christians had their limbs cut off and their bodies torn to shreds

(lines 424-26) surely indicates that some of the persecutors were
. “a

influenced bv ancient. Gallic practice, as well as confirming t.e impact

0

o
of 'the senatus consultum on the events in Lugdunum. The final step in

the treatment of the Christians was the burning oI their bodies as

.punishment (lines -=<=—-35%. This too shows that the persecutors were

4

motivated primarily by ideas foreign to Reoman relicion. © To a Roman it

certainlv would not appear a punishment to be burned after death, nor is
it likelv that- a Roman would have devised cremation as a wav to punish

someone else; religious ideas oI the time rather demanded burial sub

. 82 TS - . . . . c :
ascia. But to the followers of Cvbele burning the Christians must have

[N

R .,-. ’ ~ - T - I3 -.’ "! . . .« . . .
appeared .as: the Iinal victory or theilr zoddess. In the end this victory

was crowned bv sweeping the Christians' ashes intc the river, the Galilic
K 2 .
ER LA

wav of saving ''go to hell (lines —<5=-71.

Most indications in the letter, then, point to the nen-Roman

attitude, religiou$ background and attions of the persecutors In Lugc :m.

If this is so, what part did the Imperial Cult plav in the events? Most

. - ' . 84 . . :
scholars think a small one or ndne at all. One must rather xeep in

/s . s

—mind that not all the citizens who worshipped the emperor were in fact

1

devotees of Roman gods. For those of other persuasions the gzames of the
. . : . e e c e s - 85
Imperial Cult were:simplv dn outlet for their hatred of the Christians.
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CHAPTER 3 : .

- THE SOCIAL CONTEXT OF THE PERSECUTION

"AT LUGDUNUM 177 A.D.

Persecutions are not always/a result of just political or
religious circumstances but often a symptom of racial, social or economic
troubles at a given location. Can; then, the persecution be explained in

terms of such problems at Lugdunum?

A. Racial and Ethnic Aspects -

Whether the persecution was an outburst of racial trouble,

caused by the clash of different nationalities, clearly depends upon the

. . . r -. - ‘ ‘ ) » ” s y . 4
ethnic origins of the Christians at Lugdunum in relation to the
nationalities represented the citv's population. Ever since Colin

1 . s yan . ' .

argued” that the persecution of 177 took place in an .obscure town in the
,province of Asia (in which case most of the persecuted and the persecutors
would have been Asian), studv of the racial background(s) of the
Christians has been an important part of research into the events of 177.
This inquirv has teen severelv limited by the scarcitv of pertinent-
information, a scarcity without which a thesis such as that of J. Colin
could never have been proposed. The first-hand information we have
amounts to this: ten names of martvrs in the letter of the Church and

: , ‘ 3 : . ce
48 names in the Acta Sanctorum. From the nature of thi:§v1dence it is®

2

51



clear that prosopographical study is the only way to tackle the topic;
but this approach is made difficult because of the tendency, from ca.

150 A.D. on, to exchange eastern names for Latin ones in order to hide

4

dhe's slave origin, Conversely, the continuing pride of some people in

B2

%heir eastern rOots) makes it quite hard to arrive at firm conclugions.
Further obstacles are the fact thaﬁ not all Greeg names indicate that
the bearer is Greek,6 bﬁt indicate sl;ve origin.rapher than nationélity,
while,‘in thg particuiar'case of Géul, one ﬁas to allow for the tendency
cé return to Céllic ethnic roots in the second centufy A.D.

On the basis of the names preserved in our sources, the ratio
of eastern to western Christians at Lugdunum works out to ca. 40:60 ’
percent;9 "These 40 percent havevbeen allécated'to people of Greek origin

. . . 10 , 11 . e
in the first instance, then Phrvgians and various other nationalities.

There 'is also the possibility, never before considered, that some of the

Christians Qho were identified as Phrygians were in reality people of
Gallic stock and language,'whose ancestors_héd'emigrated to Galatia;
having left the place of thei; birth,-these were attracted béck to'ﬁhe
country of their ancestors or came there in order to be missipnaries N
among people who spoke the same language as themselves. Clearly, the
prosopographical method,neéds to be augmented by.research that Qould give
a deeper insight into the ethnic situation .at Lugdunum, in particular,
informatidn on which occupacions.in'antiquity4we£e likely to be held by
what‘nationals; We know, for example, thatvbanking-was a favourite
dcéupaﬁion of thé Grfe.eks,l2 as was medicine,l3 that Phrygiané were aétive

in selling the products of their home-country (e.g., wool) in the west,

that a detachment of Galatian soldiers was probably stationed in Lugdunum,
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where veterans oftén went into business after having been discharged from
units which were stationed in the area.15 Othér‘pérﬁinént information

éan be gleaned from aetails in the letter of the Church, such as certain
precepts of faith of the Christians at Lugdunum ?hich may indicate that

the Church included, or was foanded_in aﬂ area of Jewish settler§:

Again the observétion that somevChristians during the trial answered in
>iétip (lines %36@,374777) indicatés that some, although easterners, had

made an»efforf to assimilate themselves to their new'surrohndings; and-‘ -
.éthers possibly were éf'westefn-stock. We may thus conclude that

Lugdunum, like‘most large urban centres in antiquity, was a melting-pot

of nationalities;  ~ the membership of its Christian communlty patently
reflects the fact., But'did these nationalities clash on-a racial basis,
and if so, what evidence is there that such clashes sparked the persecution?
. " . . w18 . ’
Apart from signs of a "Gallic cultural renaissance, the consequences
of which the Christians were to suffer during the-persecutiqn,.there'
exists only one statement which could be interpreted as a sign of racial
: Ty ) ll.l9 g /, ' T
tension. Wild and maddened people (line 412) could be a Greek's Y
RN o 20 .,ywﬁﬁ
statement about people whom he considered barbarians, and might, as it
R N
stands, be interpreted.as an indication of racial tension between
easterners (the Christians) and westerners (the persecutors). However,
it must be noted that these "wild and maddened people" in all likelihood
included devotees of eastern cults who tended to be mostly of eastern
origins. So the description could apply to all pagan persecutors,
regardless of nationality, and hence be hardly interpreted as a sign of

%acial tension. It is of course conceivable that eastern Christians in

Lugdunum would have incurred the enmity of local people just as today

O
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foreign natiovnals, who do not want to conform, encounter prejudice in
modern societv. On the whole, however, there exists no clear +indication

of racial .trouble as the cause of the persecution of LlV7. =

B. Social Aspects

' ) R ' T ‘ - ’ - .
and to trv .ty establish whether thev were factors in the persecution at

bl

Lugdunum is a necessarv part of-anv ‘attempt to interpret the events of 177.

~ . o . ¢ - 21
Hand in hand with-the ravages of continual warzare and local
o 1
8

5

outbreaks of the plague”™  went the barbarization of the Roman state in
- » ' 23

general, and that of the Italian heartland in particular. At the same

cime, the lower classes gained an importance while the higher classes

‘

Y

. . - ‘ . - . : . :
"declined throughout the empire, a phenomenon evident in an acute

Y

shortage of persons qualified to serve as’decuriones in the cities.”

The most latinized element in the outlying areas of the empire, this
group had been decimated by war and pestilence and, as a result of
economic pressures at the time, had lost much of its wealth. Now, in the
face of crisis, it was unwill ‘ng to spend funds on public works an!
charities and risk financial ruin. The refusal of the decuriones

Lugdunum to provide expensive games is a good example of this attitude.

The result was that Marcus had to brimg in new laws, on the one hand

.

forcing the remaining decuriones to do their duties, on the other

to

o ! . . T .
admitting the loweruyg;gta<§ﬁ the population, even Jews, into this

3

privileged class. " The lesson of all this was that if the lower classes
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once united in protest against what they perceived as exploitation, thev
could exert enough pressure to effect changes. So, in Egypt, for example,

. o,
the Bucoli revolted.”

Others, especially in Gaul, decided they would no
longer fulfil their duties as members of society, and, having deserted
from the army, formed bands and began to live off the 'spoils of . .

)
brigandage.”

LW
In this time of troubles the steadily increasing Christian

element, particularly in Gaul, will undoubtedly have added to ‘the strains
upon societv. The social status of Christians in the Roman empire has
always been hotly debated bv scholars, in our century principally by
. - . ¢
: . ' . . 30 . R
Marxists and anti-Marxists. The former have avgued that Chqéstlanlty
‘was a -protest movement of slaves and other low-class people against the
Roman establishment, finally overpowering it. Anti-Marxist scholars have
generally rejected this conclusion as too simplistic in the light of New
Testament passages showing that even in the early'déys of Christianity,
when most believers were of low rank, there were alreadv important, rich
‘ . 31 . i .
and powerful Christians. Further research in the form of case studies
has shown that by the second century A.D. Christianity was attracting
. ' . o 32 o .
educated people- and individuals from higher social classes. - The letrer

of the Church provides a glimpse of the membership of the Church at

~

. - . . ) . 33 ,
Lugdunum which on -the face of it supports the anti-Marxist case. There
are Roman citizens and non-Romans, people of the propertied class, slaves

and professionals, in short, people .of various social strata, not members

of just one class. - 'In the light of this evidence one can onlyv conclude

that the persecution in Lugdunum was -not a matter of members of one o

social class fighting4those of another: such details as we have hardlv
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add up to a clear-cut episode of class-struggle. Rather, we see people
who themselves belong to different social classes persecuting a group

whose members likewise belong to various strata of society.

C. Economic Life

To complete this study of the probable causes for the events
at Lugdunum 177, we must’ turn to the economic situation of the Roman
_empire in general, narrowing the field to Gaul and Lugdunum in an attempt

to determine whether economic problems could have sparked the persecution. .

\

this connectici.

o

The lectter 6f the Church provides crucial evidence in

Bv the second half of the second c§ntury A.D. the economy of the Roman

. . ‘ . " 34
empire was running down. Wasteful by nature, vet no longer supported
. . e . : 35 . . o
bv the influx of new wealth from conquered areas, strained by the loss

of human eipercise36 and labour through warB/ and péstilence,38 it seemed

‘ ' . L 39 ’ .
to have been pushed to its limits.” "  The economic measures of Marcus

‘Aurelius speak for themselves: the Imperial treasure had to be auctioned

5
B

U . ) . 40 . -
off in order to aid the public purse; a donative was refused to the

soldiers on the grounds that it would 'be wrung from the blood of their

. 41 42 ' 43 .
relativesy debts were cancelled, ~~taxes cut, customs districts
, .

transferred from private to government control due to the lack of

L 34 : : : .
publicani willing to take them over: to keep the peace the barbarians

45

F

in a final effort to enable the decuriones

were -padiddpif handsomelw;
ST .
of the cities to save funds Marcus brought in the law'of the aes

Italicense. Above all, as most scholars agree, high inflation laid, the

. . - Lo . I L 46
foundation for the economic breakdown of the third century A.D.

TR . » v
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Gaul naturally sufﬁéped along with the rest of the dmpire. Its

P
Ce

economy, based on large—scaié?ffade47 with the outlying areas of the

empire (Gefmany, the Danube country, Egypt, etc.),48 was. severely cut
back ina timqg.fﬁﬁﬂdhishing demahd49 and mounting prices. Lugdunum
itself, still an important supply depot fof;khe armies?o and the west in

. . , . 51 ° .
general managed to remain an important economic centre. The necessities

of lifé were still needed; grain; wool w1ne, flsh eltber 1mported or

exported;52 the brotherhoods (collegla or factlones) of riverboat—captains

i

»Aépd merchants still contributed to the livelihood of the city. But signs
of .recession were everywhere: in particular, manufacturers of luxury

4,\.—\
‘\

5 .
artdcbes had to slow down their productlon, 3""a‘proeess leading to total

\&tx - ! .

o wo%krstoppage for some companies around 200 A.D. 34 It was obvious that

the heyday of the economy of Lugdunum was over for good.55~ Especially

hard hit must have been all those occupations which furnished goods and
serv1ces not necessary for ba51c survival and too expensive to afford at
N ' } ’ '
Agfcime_of inflation and recession. - o
N . : . \‘

At this point it is essential to gléhce at the distribution of

occupations between Christians and non-Christians. Studies on the

subject show that Christians would generally be employed in fields which

. ) 57 - ‘. . .5

did not make one rich fast but which were ‘essential for life 8 (as
' 4 o .

cobblers, bakers, fishermen, doc%ors, etc.)?A~$@ey,did not, however, take

jobs which were in any way involved in, or catered to, pagan worship

o - v

"oy, £
) 4
a

. S q 3 _
(e.g., the circus games).s' In Bugdunum, the famous tourist city so well

. ' s 60 . :
known for its games and cult-festivities, suth tasks were performed by

non-Christians. It is a reasonable‘assumptiona therefore,,Ehat, when

1

the slow-down came in the economy of Lugdun%gétnon—Chrlstlans will have

%

4 ,‘m?z«:@_
LY
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na

 been the first to ‘eel the pinch. -Thev mav well have looked with envy

at those Christians who had alwavs avoided their establishments, never
. ) ’ ) . , : 2. Y

.. . : - . - . T . L
giving them a chance to profit Irom their orders. »:?
Tz ! { N

"Hints in the letter of the Church suggést that at Lugdunum, as

.. 61 . : . .
N elsewhere earlier, ~. economlc reasons were of some impertance in the

(] :

persecution of Christians: the Christians are reported, for instance,
to have been sdbjected to acts of spoliation and plundering (lin~ 29).
. ‘ L .
Other passagES, hitnerto 1nterpreted as signs of a general persetution
tell the same story.' A passazf rec~r ..ng that the Christians ‘were -

excluded from all public places ~7 bus_ness (lines 15-18) appears,in a

i .

C - 8

new light‘bhen compared with a tateme~t of Tertullian,fwho in answering

-
the charge of %lothfulness levelea against the Chrisﬁians in génerai‘

N

says that thev are in fact doing their jobs in the forum and other public
. ' . ;.p‘ Lo

places (AEol. 44 la ). The impression of economic motives is strengthened

>~ ;:i"‘ -
bv a further pagsage: inaicating t&at "all those through whom the life of

~

' : , 3.
the loqa%ity was,kept togetner"6' were arrested (lines 80 81) Otherh

e

information ‘in the letter prov1des further squort..fwe hear that even -

o
4—)<

non—Christian slaves of Christian masters were arrested (lines 81 82Y,

?{and apostates ngt released (lines 227-30), bor “3Ctions in tlagrant

B

",

~ o contravention pr the law, custom and rescript. ~ It might be’argued that

L . ‘ : 8 . S : : C , :
-thesevOCCurrences were part of a concerted effcrt to shut down Christian

R
F . B
N

.

; ) -':- ~. - e " -, X
L businesses completelv The easiest way to do tn15{woul§ have been to

. . 63 .
»roo the Christians, iliegitimatelv coniederated of all their work-
T o i i
< fora .(i.e., people who wo,_, have cont'inuea to work 1n their absence),

- .

LT 3 Coe
and mhrougn tontﬂnuec incarceration orevent otherss-even if they
: R s
A RS VS, oL . o g
apostasized, from taking up their iobs again. . -
: : . . oo . v
s o . ’ ) . S o ST . o : . gy 4
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Whar all this adds up to is that, on the evidence of the letter,

v

a possible reason for the outbreak of the per-cc ~ion at Lugdunum will

have been-the désire of non-Christians to appai® -ate the ChristTans'

w0 e ‘ ) .
possessieouns. That:itche resulting pogrom affected many against whem the
action were¢hot directed primarily Qm?y increases the tragedy oI the
Y PR co L ' ‘
Lyt . . : : )

= eventd® 0 ey ‘ P
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, . CONCLUSION

o

r . In the face of such statements as '""dass er damals seinen Sohn

Commodus zur Mitfegentschaft berief, ist fiir die Christenfrage nicht

unmittelbar von Bedeutunéugewerdeh"l~or "the events of Lugdunum 177. A.D.

"l . . S
are the result of a local urban riot, the discussion has tried to show
o

that it 1s not p0551ble to explaln the complex happenlngs at Lugdunum by

1stra1ghtforward generallsathps.. While”ho one could claim to have all

e Tyt
gy °

’ %the answers, the+ deas presented here are o%fered in. the hope that they

w1ll add somethlng new to the exten81ve amount of scholarshlp already
h.existing.: .
| Thevmostwimpoftant findinga_ot this study are the following.
“Nothihg ih Marcus' persqnality and oni; little in his training could”have
-,promptearhim to become a hersecutor of the Church. Nevertheless, laws
were passed duriné his reign which made it possible for people, prompted
_ hy‘varieus motives, to persecute Christiahs. While it is true that none‘
:éf these lawsdseems'to beﬁaimed specifically at{the Christians, the |
emperor; as head of state, must still bear‘tﬁgﬁteeponaihility for the
-abuses whieh they made possible; As regards the Imperial Sirective to
the governor of Gallia Lugdunensis, it may be incorrect automatically to
-attrib&ge thejtesc;ipt to Marcus. A‘strong possibilitf exists that it
was, tather, the work of Commodus, who was now full co—empetor'ahd,may;
have beehlcalled‘upon to take an active part in goverhing atka.time when

his.father was indisposed. In any event, rhe governor of Gallia

Lugdunensis is guilty of flagrantly>contravening the law, established

64
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custom and the spirit of the emperor's rescript in his treatment of the

Christians. -

.

Desplte the date of lst August, blame for the persecutlon

should not be placed on. practitioners of the federal Imperlal Cult. It

..., .

was, rather,-Lhe members of local mysterv cults, the rivals of

S

Oﬁristianity, who used the games marking the meeting of the concilium

v

Galliarum as an outlet for their hatred of Christianity. i’.f W

Y

As for the theory that racial tensﬁggs caused the outbreak of

N

the persecution in Lugdunum, positive proof ‘is lacking; but evidence in

the letter does point to the importance of economic issues as a factor

in the events of 177. Finally, it is possible that the Christians at .

Lugﬂunumlwere'perceived as_enemies of societv and persecuted for that

reason also.




NOTES
, .

lSpeigl, Der romische Staat und die Christen, 178.

N
“Brunt (above, 'Chapter 3,' note 25) 268.

QO

i
5
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