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od of proceedure, because there was no settled law on the
matter,except the genecral polioy and principle of the em-
bPerors and the laws regarding new and foreign religions.
Berplexing questions arose in his mind, such as : Should
discrimination be made in punishments because pf old age
or youth? Should those who repented be pardonyég? Is the
oerime to be punished because of the mere faot that one is

& Christian? This demonstrates that Pliny himself was not

. —

familiar with such triale of the Christians, but does not
e8tablish,as Hardy states, that the trials of the Christ-
ians had been neither frequent nor important, since 2liny
was at a loss how to proceed. In his examination of the
accused,Pliny was able to discover nothing beyond " a

bad and excessive superstition™. He saw in their inflexib-
ility an obstinatio against the government. The letter of
Pliny is of note because it establishes the fact that be-
fore I'rajan there was no express law or formal adioﬁ spec-
ifically against.the Christians. The Christians were
Judged by Pliny by virtue of his authority, the imperium
delegated to him as to the governor of a province who had
the power of searching out and punishing evildoers. Christ-
ians had previously been classed as outlaws, as has been
shown,and the admission of the Name"Christian" in itself
entailed condemnation. They wete condemned before the e-

diot of Trajan, as well as 1ater,_on this charge.
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Another point of note emphasized by this documentfis that

Pliny's treatment of the Christians was not arbitrary,but
rather in conformity with a settled principle of imperial.
policy, and a definite mode of proceeaurafﬂgk established

itself through use and repitition. Governors and emperors

in successién, under the impression that Christianity was
| ' against the general law and order of the state._acting
on the same law-and-order impulse, had brought about a
general proceedure which in time had all the force and
| authority of a legal precedent.This fact subatantiates

pPrevious statements made in this paper that there were

|

|

! | no specific laws against the Christians as such, but that
& general policy based on pregcedent established by MNero
and amplified by later emperors desided the treatment of
| the Christians. ''he letter also seems fo indicate that

h while, in conformity with his office of emperor, 'rajan

| ocarried out the principle, he was personally opposed to

| it,as is evidenced by the fact that he advised 2liny to

| 8ive no heed to anonymous charges and to punish false
i informers. He displays his policy of humanity also by

I stating that accused persons who might recant should be
released unharmed.

With the edioet of I'rajan, a8 definitely stated measure and
polioy was established in regard tothe Christians, which
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regulated the treatment of Chrigtians for more than a cen<

tury. 1t must be allowed that from the Roman view the ediact
i8 in conformity with the .clemency usually associated wit
Irajan,and the humane element is not laocking.Christianity
was a stubborn opposition to the laws of the empire and

a8 such should be daalt with, though with all possible
hodifications 6f mercy, and the case should be handled as
& dealing with mildly deluded people who had been led astrgy.
inrkman does not accept the edict of rrajan as inaugurating
Fa new policy of persecution against the Christians. He

rpoints out that Trajan's aim was to change a policy which
!had caused much suffering to harmiéss fanatics,stating that
Jfrajan expressly refuses to lay down a general poliocy
éWhich may serve as a fixed rule of prodeedure. This refus-
lal to inaugurate a "fixed rule" would seem rather an in-
"dioation that sentence should be passed on individual
'oases after they had been given special and individual at-
tention and examination. While Trajan with his sense of
Roman justice would not allow the obstinacy of the Christ-
ians to pass altogether, his whole policy is manifestly
one of justice tampered with humanity.

Hardy adopts a sort of middle positiom and states that if
the rescript of I'rajan is not important as laying down a
new or imperial policy with regard to the Chriatians,it

nevertheless furnishes us with the first authentic evid-
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dence of the view of the government on Christianity (p.98)

. ~ . |

Christiane were persecuted out of hatred,being falsely

cﬁargea Wwith orimes fﬁex had never oonmiiiéi.

The most outstanding case of this nature is the imputa-

tion by Nero of the guilt of having set fire to Rome

upon the Christians. In the tenth year of Nero's reignm,
8ccording to Tacitus, there lappened a great fire at
Rome. Nero was suspected of having set it himself. His-
tory indicates that he was probably not a Rome at the
time of the fire,but at Antium, and that he returned only
when the blaze threatened the royal buildings. The point

of the matter which touches the Christians vitally as a
cause for persecution is that fact that the report was
circulated that the fire was due to Nero's orders.The
report found ready ears with the people,and the ugly rum-
or spread rapidly. "To suppress the common rumor, Nero
Procured others to be accused and inflioted exgquisite
pbunishments upon those people, who were in abhbrrence
for their orimes, and were more commonly known by the
name of Christians"(Ergo abolendo rumori Nero subdidit
reos,te exquisitissimis peonis affecit quos per flagitia
invisos, vulgus Christianos appelabat.-Tac.Ann.15,44)

By this gtatemant.maoitua‘intmates that the Christians
wWere generally hated for the crimes imputed to them.Nero's

eharges were only & pretext for placing his guilt upon
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%hose who were already in disfavor with the populace,
and whose words of vindication would avail them nothing.
Tacitus continues:"But neither all human help, nor the
liberality of the emperor, nor all the atonements pre-
Bented to the gods availed to abate the infamy he lay un-
der of having ordered the city to be set om fire".(Sed
nqn ope humana, non largitionibus Principis,aut deum
Placaementis decedebat infamia,quin jussum incend ium
orederetur.-Tac.Ann.15,44)

Under the charge of incendiarism placed upon the Christ-
lans "there began a carnival of blood such as even heath-
en Rome never saw before or since"™. Nero's persecutions
were 8o manifestly acts of hatred and an attmept to
Gover his orimes by charging them to the innocent Christ-
ians that the Roman people themselves began to have sym-
pathy with them, and to believe that they were being
destroyed not with a view to public .-welfare,but only to
satisfy the cruelty of one man.(----miseratio oriebatur
tanquam non utilitate publica, sed in saevitiam uniuns
absumerentur.Tac.4inn.156:44) The later account of Sul-
Picius Severus agrees with that of Tacitus. He,too,
states that the guilt for the conflagration was ascribed
to the Christians by Nero in an effort to clear himself,
and that his tortures were the more severe in an attempt

__%o make his conduct and actions seem S8incere. He Bays:
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"Sed bpinio omnium invidiam incendii in Principem re-
torquebat, ~~--a--- Neque ulla re Nero efficiebat,quin ab

€0 jussum incendium putaretur. Igitur vertit invidiam in

Christianos, actaeque in innoxios orudelissimae quaestion
es? Sul.Severus.Sacr.Hist.2,41) In this connection,Can-
field is inclined to doubt the accuracy of Tacitus,be-
cauese of the silence of other oontemporaries on the
charge of incendiarism. He holds, on the basis of Sue-
tonius (Nero 16) that the Christians were suppressed a8
a police measure,perhaps because of supposed immorality
or for some other reason which would characterize them
a8 intolerable. The wiew of Ramsay, that in the absence
of many sources, we use those available and make the
best of them, seems to be the answer to Canfield's ob-
Jection here. .

It has been suggested by Arnold that some of the Christ-
ians under examination confessed themselves guilty of
the crime which they had never committed. This would
naturally give the impression that the Christians had
comspired to fire the city. oﬁg'thia "gonfession" was
established, the conviction that the hated people had
started the fire would gain popular coredence and approval
and from this point the matter was not difficult. It
would now only be necessary to convict Christians of

being Christians to obtain the death sentence. This pay




have béénrth; ocase,but a better interpretation 1a”that
which Hardy favors, and which seems to be not quite 80
forced as that of Ramsay. The Christians had been singled
out @ men obnoxious to the people, on whom Nero would
shift the charge of incendiarism. The charge of arson
broke down in the course of the trials, but at the same
time much information concerning the chriaiians,just as
useful to Nero, which would indicate on the part of the
Christians a frame of mind of whioh arson and destruction
would be the outcome, was discovered. This seems to be
quite fitting. The Christians were held firat on a

charge of arson and when that fell through in the courts
enough had been discovered about them in the way of evil
reports and rumors to convict th;m,in an attempt to make
‘Nero's action seem Justified. The theory of the Italian,
Paschal, is extreme. He considers the Christians as the
true authors of the fire and conoludes that they had
really carried out the incendiary orders of Nero, and his
whole theory is manifestly warped and untenable.

The persecution was not a carefull-y planned and premed-
itated affort at extirpating Christianity, based on a
civil or religious prineiple or policy, but only an ex-
plosion of hatred, a convenient agency on Nero's part
for diverting public accusation from himself, and action

which was, however, looked upon by later regents as a
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Precedent in imperial policy. idost scholars maintain that

the persecution was simply an act of violence by Nero,
short of duration and limited to the oity of Rome. This
is the only view that can be upheld by the evidence of

? original sources.

i Similarly,in the year 177, the Christians in Lyons and
[ Vienne in southern France were unjustly persecuted for
erimes which they had never perpetrated. Heathen slaves
Were compelled by torture to declare that their owners
were guilty of the immoral orimes which were commonly

rumored against them, and this proceedure was resorted

to only to justify the torfures which were being inFliact-

ed upon the Christians.

An in _cident of the same character occurred under Dio-

cletian, when talerius employed private incendiaries

to set the royal palace ablaze. His plan was partially

successful and the blame was laid upon the Christians,

80 that "the very appelation of Christians grew odious

on account of that fire". It was claimed that the Christ-
ians, together with the eunuchs, had plotted to destroy
the royalty. Diocletian did not detect the plot,but
began an investigation by torture to establish the blame
for the fire. Starting with the domestics of his own

household,his persecutions soon included presbyters and
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offiacers of the Church,who,together with their families,
were executed,often without evidence or conviction.(ILac-
tantius ,How the Persecutors Died ,XII-XV). .
Domitian developéd and fostered the practise of encour-
aging informers to remove under various pretences those
who had come under his notice and suspicion as dangerous
characters or as objects of his greed, and the charge of
Christianity was interpreted .as that of treason with the

subsequent death sentence.

Eusebius records another specific instance of false
charges brought against the Christians through hatred,
with resultant punishment and torture. The incident oc-
curred about 303 in Damascus,and is recorded thus:"While
those things were yet doing, a military officer,whom the
Romans call Dux, fetched some infamous women from the
marketplace,whom by threatenings he compelled to declare
and testify in writing (Aey&iv iWP"‘“B) that they had
formerly been Christians and that they were acquainted
with their worship-------- and everything else which he
required them to say for defaming our religion”.(Bk.9,
chap.5,p.166,6reek.Ed. )« It was not an uncommon practise
for magistrates &nd officials to force especially wom-
en to confess,truthfully or otherwise,that they had been

Christians, and to recite enormities and infamous prac-
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tices which they alleged the Christians engaged in, where:
upon persecution and punishments were taken up anew a-
gainet the believers. Eusebius aiao mentions the tortur-
ing,unsuccessfully, of a certain Biblias in an effort to
force her to utter impious things against the Christians.
( bk.5,1).Pliny examined by torture two maid-servants
(deaconesses ) in an attempt to force from them evidence
which would inoriminate the Christians. His efforts dis-
covered nothing more than "a bad and excessive supersti-

tion",as he himself writes in his report to Emperor Tra-

jJan. The same letter records that the Christians were

unjustly accused by informers who brought false charges
against them.(Alii ab indice nominati).

This demonstrates, then, that many Christians were per-
secuted and tortured on the basis of false charges of
crimes and wrongs which they had never committed,simply

out of hatred.

Popular Hatred caused Persecution.

A cause for persecution whose importance cannot be over-
looked is the emnity of the populace against the Christ- .3.
ians. Hatred of the Christians was not so pronounced a-
mong the aristocracy as among the lower class. o the
rich, the new sect was for the most part but another

of the petty disturbances of the rabble,not important
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enough to disturb their peacefulness of 1life. To the poor
the question was a different one. Living crowded together
with the Christians, a certain hostility was aroused by
the sanctimonious,and to the heathen,ostentatiously good
conduct,of their Christian neighbors. Their absence from
public and religious fetes and gatherings mariked them as
those who would rob life of its joy. The believers seemed
a8 "men dead to the world". The charge of atheism,already

alluded to, was a common one among the people. Ugly rum-

ors of cannibalism and the secrecy of their rites,when

|
| other religious services were open to inspection, created
I
|
| "people skulking and shunning the light, silent in publia,
h

suspicion. Caecilius characterizes the Christiana as a

| but garrulous in corners", who "despise the temples as
I
i
| The solicitude of the followars of Christ for their sal-

|

charnel houses”.

vation was something unintelligible to the heathen, and - i

their statements concerning final judgement and eternal

punishment for man were held to be evidence of their hat-
red for their fellow men.

All these accusations served only to increase hatred and
rage against them. The situation finally reached such a
state that all calamities were laid to their charge. Earth-

quakes and other disturbances of the elements were judged

S R e T ——rs———— I e —




to be manifestations of the anger of the gods at the
8pread of the new sect. The proverb had come into use in
northern Africa, according to Augustine: Non pluit .deus,
duc ad Christianos,(If there is no rain,lay it to the
blame of the Christians ),and at every famine or pestilence
the cry of hatred arose "Away with the atheiéts,to the
lions with the Christiansi™ ,

Haximinus the Thracian(235-238) allowed the popular rage

| azainst the Christians full sway, this time incited by

| an earthquake. Nero capitalized this feeling against
1 Christianity when he placed on ite proponents the charges

Which led to their martyrdom. For the most part, the per-

Becutions in the provinces were due to the hatred and vio-

i lence of the people.

| It must not be inferred, however, that purely religious

| hatred was the strongest cause for the persecution of the
| Christians. The situation is better viewed in the aspect

J of a social or social-religious revolution. Ramsay Bays:

"The ordinary pazan did not care two straws whether his

|
i
f neighbors worshipped twenty gods or twanty-ona“(p.;SO).

but the fact that the believers did not mingle in pub-
lic or private life with their naighbors, and their a-
loofness from heathen thought and activities invoked a
hate against them and aggravated persecution, which

broke out whenever: opportunity afforded.




Another ground of offence and violence agalnst the Christ-
ians is found in the fact that they drew men away from
the worship of the heathen gods. The temples began to be
not so much frequented as formerly. The priests and all
who depended upon the temples for a livelihood,-the sac-
rificers,image makera.engravqrs.aoroerars. and others
were deprived of their usual revenue. This condition

made fierce enemies for the Christians .An early in-
Stance of this kind is on record in the Book of Aats
19:23(Paul and Demetrius). There was no lack of infuriateé
individuals to incite persecution against the Christians. |

|

It is said of Alexander of Abonoteichus,the prominent
magician at the time of larcus Aurelius, that when his
performances had failed to elicit enthusiasm or create
sensation in different places, he called upom the mob

to stone the Christians,in order Fhat the anger of the
gods might be averted. Every performance was preceded by
the statement :"If any atheist,Christian,or Epicurean has
slipped in as & epy,let him begonei". Such animosity was
not without tangibie effect on the Christians, and recourse
by magicians and ®thers whose interests were being retard-
ed by the Christian influence to popular violence against
them seems to have been not unusual.

The Christians were charged with practising magig.

The superstition of the heathen people placed upon the




