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THE

"PREFACE

TO THE ..

READER
HE Dtfign of this Work. js of no lfs

- Importance than o difcover the Nulcid
“Truch, as far a5 tis peffible, after the De-

ruction of [uch infinite Numbers of Voo

lumes by the Barbarity of former Ages : 1 e Fittle Lirage
ments and Gleanings whereof y (that accidsutally «fiap’d
the Flames and Fury of thofe Litnes ) the difpcrs’dnp and
down, yet do fFsll afford fome Light 10 a perfpicacions e
quirer ; and indeed give fuch a Landskip of things, as
the Ruins wow at Athens, Carthage amd Rome, do of
thofe Majcfbick Cities. We may flill plagnly fie, how
the fidple Primitive Chaflity of the (ofpel wes defitd)
with. the Ceremgnies, and_the vain Philofophy of the
Pagans: FHow Plaxonic Enthufialin was dwipos'd npor
the World for Vaith, My ftery and Revclation, by cloy-
flerd Ecclefiafficks 5 Qui omnia que putabant Chri-
ftianifmo conducere, Biblijs interferuerunt, as amy
one may collelt from Eraftuus, Scaliger, Grotius,
Cappellus, and F. Simons, who had compar’d Mauu-
feripts.  Their dogmatical Contradictions in Councils,
their filly Quarrels, theii frequent changes in Opinion,
their childifb trifling in Words, their Inconflancy, Pride,
and other Paffions aré laid open, as the Suwroe of publick
‘ Az Lronbles
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The Preface to the Reader.

Tyoubles.and common Calamities. " We may juflly la.
ment with Jofeph Scaliger the cruel Suppreffion of the
old Books that were in the hands of the Tathers, for
if we had them now in our Libraries, Nous verrions des
belles choles, fays that Prodigy of Learning, who in
anothey place: complains, Nihil tuit crga bonas litcras
injuriofius veteribus Chriftianis; fi voluiffent, habe-
remus tam praclara.——— But confidering how they
banded things down 10 us, Je ne me ferois jamais Chre-
{tien a lirc los Peres, Is ont tant de Fadaifes. Scalig,

In our own time we bave fecn the fame Phrenzy
alted over again, Academick Inguifitors (like fapream
infallible Tribunals) burning Articles and Baoks, after-
wards embracing and practifing thevery fame ; expelling
and vecalling, canting and vecanting, after the manners
of their Forc-fathers, who weer'd about with every
Wind, and weve very angry that the Laity wonld not
believe things againft thesr Senfe and Reafon, as the
Woman wonld hawe bad her Flusband againft his own Eyes:
What | Believe your Eyes before your own [veer Wife?

‘The moft confiderable Parts of the prefent Vindication
are, ‘1. The Hiftory of Plato’s Trinity. 1L 1 be Arian
Controverfie. 1L Of the Nicene Councél.  IV. Of
the Athanafian Creed. V. Of the RQuarrels and Di-
wifions of the Churchas Which take as follows.

A Modeft and Hillorical

VINDICATION, ¢

is thought neceflary to obferve Metho.t and
Of‘dcr.of-»'l ime, which are the clief lizhs in
beoi Hiftorical Controverfics ;- Therefore we will
gﬂ?&?m the moft learned Blihge of the Primitive
Eufcbins was born in Palefline, anl perhaps at
Cl'ejnf'ea; (a) for he fays in the beginning I '
of his Letter to the Chriftians of tha ) 43
City , That he was there baptized, and in- e e 8.
flructed in the Chriftian Faith.  He wasborn toward
the end of the third Century ; though we cunnot(f' (:
exallly the year of his Birth. He !?cgan early to lln)(
ply himfelf to Learning, c¢fpecially to Divinity' a; K
fufficiently appears in his Writings wherci)l; o ay
be feen, that hie had carefully read all forss of B ,”.Y,
and that all the Clrittiad Writings, whether ‘(O‘O -{?],
or Latin, were well known to him.  He had th::uacl{
vantage of the curious Library, which the M1rt('—'
Pamphilivs, his particular Fricnd, had colle& -’d -
Cafarea. (B) I’s aflirm’d, That being s
b‘ecomc Bithop of this City, he entreated (00 o
Conftantine, (who pafled through it, and ‘;Ilu([”;:’l]!}lgH(
who had, bid him ask fome favour in be- Bl i
half of hi§ Church) That he would per. 7 "
mit him to make a fearch into all the Al
B publick

, At this w , . .
Hat this work may be clear and inftru&tive,




(2)

publick Regiiters, to cxnp& the Names of all the
Martyrs, and the time of their Death.  However,
he has commitied Faults enough in Chronology, as
Fofeph Sealiger, and a grear many other learned Men
havcobferved, and efpecially in relation to Martyrs,
as Mr. Dodrel has latcly fhewn in his Dillertation, de
pancitate Martyrum, But it was no calic matter to
cfcape theft kind of Faults in fuch a work as his Ec-
clefiaftical Hiftory, which was the firft of thac fore
that was cver undertaken; the Primitive Chriltians

taking no care of the Hiftory of their Times.
Fufebins, is commonly called the Son of Pamphs-
lins 5 whether he was really his Son, as Iomq atbrm,
or his Nephew, according to the opiion of others ;
or infine, as moft believe, by reafcn of the great Friend-
fhip beeween them.  This Pamphiins was of Beryre
in Phenicia, and Prict of Cefarea; he held Origen’s
Opinions, tor whom he wrotean Apology, of which
there remains to us, buta pare of it in Latin, among
the Works of Origen and St ferome.  Hi made it in
Prifon, where he was putin the year 307, under the
Emperour Decius, and where Eafebius did not torfake
him. Hecould write only the tirft five Books, having
been hindred from finifhiag () this
Work, by the Death which he fuffered
for the Gofpel two years after he had been-
thrown into Prifon, But Eafebins tinill’d it, inadd-
ing thereto a fixeh Book, and publif’d it after his
. Death. Pamphitins had tor Malter, Picrins
C,g’,)}f" ok (4 Drictt of dlexandria, who likewife,
{utfered Martyrdom, and was alfo of Ori-
ger’s Opinion, whole Affiduity and Eloquence he
imitated, which got hitn the name of fecond Orjgen.
I’s not amifs here to relate ghe Judgment which

Photins makes of his Works,

(a) Photius.
wdy CXVIIL

(3)
. He advances feveral ihings fays he; remate from thofe
which aic at prefent eftablifl’d in the Church, perhaps ac-
cording to the Crftom of the dncients : Vet he [peaks after
@ pious imznaer of the Vather and the Son, excepting that
be affurcs us, They have rwo Liffences, (eciag) and ro
Natures, (woos) afing the words iffence-knd Naraye, 15
it appears by what precedes, and follows in' ¢his Pafl e,
For that of iypollalis, and ot in the fouféof the Aruans,
But he [peaks of the Holy Spirit in a dangerons minmy,
for he attributes to him, a Glory inforionr 1o that of the
Father and the Sony yet he was Citechift of fex-
andria under the Pavriarch 1heo.. s, who was confe-
crated in the year 282, '
Pamphilins being dead, as has been {aid, 150/ bis
vetired o Pandinus Bifhop of Tyre, his Triend 5 where
he was witnefs, (o) as he tells us himfelf,

of {everal Martyrdoms, the Hiftory of v b,

which he has left us, in his Book of the Mareyrs of

Paleftine.  Trom thence he went into Egppr, where
he found the Perfecution yet more violent, and where
he was thrown into Prifon.  But this Perfieution
having ccafed, he was fee at Liberty, and a while
after cle€ted Bithop of Cefaréa, afier the deach of
Apapins. 10 not certainly knownin what year this
Llection was made, but at leaft, he was already B
fhop, when Panlinus dedicated a ftatcly Church m
the Ciey of Tyre, which he had built there, w i h

was in the year 316, in the 1oth yeav of Conffani s

Reign; for it was the cultom of the Chri- - 3
Mians, (4) as wellas of the Pagans, to ,y(”,*""" i,
confecrate their Churches in the time of o0

the Decennalesof the Emperours, or of a-

ny other Solemnity,  Eufebins recivesa fine Orarion
fpoken at this Dedication, (¢) and iho?

he does not iy, thar iv was he Binfl

b




(4)

that fpoke it, yet the ftylc of this Oration, and the mo-
deft manner after which he mentions him that made
it, gives one reafon to believe, that he has fupprefs'd
his name only through Modelty. One might imagine,
that he was then but Pricit, were it not manifeit, that
it was very rare in that Age for Priefts to [peak in
publick, where there were Bifhops prelent.

It was about thistime, that dlexander Bifhop of
Alexandria, had a bickering with one of his Priefts
named Arius, touching the Divinity of Fefus Chrift,
which gave Birth to drianifm.  Enfebins having had
a great (hare inthe Dilputes of Ananifin, we cannot
recount his Life without writing the Hiftory of it ;
and to know whercin confifted thefe Difputes, we
muft oceeflarily afcend higher, and enquire what
Principles of Philofophy were in ulé in thar time
amony the Chriftians, and iow they came to be in-
troduced.  This is fo necellary a Digreflion, as will
appear in the Sequel, that it’s to be fuppoled, the
Reader muft approve of it.

There was never any Philofopher that made him-
{¢'f {o famous as Plito, and no Books read with
more pleafure than his, whether from the Subjedls,
and lolty Thoughts found thercin, or by reafon of
the Elegancy and Woblenefs of their Sryle, which
never any Philofopher could equalize. He was born
under the Reign of dreaxerxes, Sivoam’d Lowg-band,
426 years before Chrilt, and died aged fourfcore
years, in the fime when Podip of Adacedon made him.
{elr tobe feard of all Grecee,  Alexander s Son hav-
ing made himlf matter of 4ffs, which his Succel-
fors divided among them ; one may reafonably be.
licve, that the Sciences of theGreeks there, eitabliflid
them{elves wich their Empire, and their Cuftoms.

Prolemy

(s)

Ptolomy the Son of Lagus, one of Alexander’s Suc-
ceffors, undertook to collect into his Library of 4lex-
andria, all the Books he could find, and drew thither
feveral learned Men of Greece.  (4) He was
learned himfelf, and omitted nothing, for
the infpiring into his Sons the love of
Learning.

His Son Philadelphus march’d, in this refpet, in his
Fathers fteps, as all thole who have any knowledge in
the Hiitory of this Prince, do well know.  The 8yrian
Monarchs feemlikewifc to havecultivared the Sciences,
fecing that Swides relaves, that Euphorion of Clialeis in
Eubes, Poct and Philolopher, was Libravy-keeper of
Antiochus the great, two hundred years belore our Sa-
viour’s tume,  Plaro was too lamous then, an! his
Wurks intoo great citeem, not to have had Place in
thefe Librarics. One may allo believe, that dfia,
which was then full of Greck Philofophers, wanted
not Platonifls,

Among the Opinions of Plate, thére are not any
more remarkable, cthan thofe which he had tonching
the Divinity, the Pracexiltence and Iomortality  of
the Soul. e held that there 1s only oue Supream,
Spivstual, and Invifible God, whom he calis The Being,
or, the Biug ir filf, (hevery Being, The lather, and
canfe of all Beings, &c. He placed under this fupream
God ar laferiour Being, which he calls Reafon, (niy@
‘The Director of thrzgs prefent and future, the Creater of
the aiverfe, &e. In fine, he acknowledged a chivd
Buin, which he calls the 8périe or Soul ot the 1170r/d.
He added, That the firft was the Tather of the {econd,
and that the fecond had prouced the third. Wemay
coufult hereupon his Limeas, to which we fhould ad-
joyn his IL and VL Letter. In the fecond, which s
direCted to Deays, who complained, that Plato Lad

noy

() Vid. Holy
e 700008 6.9,




(6)

oot fufliciently inftru€ted him touching the fir? Na-
tuye, or firlt Being, this Philofopher thus exprelles
Wil  Every thing is about the King of all things,
and cvery thing is becaufc of him 5 he is the canfe of all
eood things : The things of the {lcond Order, are about
the fecond s the thinys of the third, are about the third,
He calls this a Riddle ; forbids Dewys to {peak of it
betore the ignorant 5 enjoyns him to burn his Ietter
as foonas ke has read ir, and protetls he will never
writcagainof this matter.  In his lixth Letrer, he
cijoyns Hermias Erafbus and Corifeato fiwear, in tak-
ing (o witnels, the God who is the Director of things

prefest aind futnre, and the Lord, who is the Fatler of

this Direcor and of this Canfe. The Obfiurity which
he atlets in this occalion, left he fhould draw on him
the Rage of the Superftitious Populace, hinders us
from anderflanding what he would fay, unlefs we col-
late toethier all the Paflages wherein he fpeaks of the
Diviniry, and confule his Interpreters and Difciples.

2 tiera Here’s how one of em (1) explains his
d prosidapnd - Nis Mafters meaning s Plato believed, thus
”;g'f“"h Code God the Creator fufFains the vifible and invi-
cet fiole Warld, which was made ont of nothing ;
Vst bis Will firffices to make Beings excift  That by the
canjuiil 10 of a corporal Nature, and anther iacorporal,
behas snade a moft perfect Werld, which is donble and
trale ar el fame time, in which one may diftingnilh the
hiah, the wuddle, and the lov 3 That be calls high, the
FHeavenly Beings, and the Geds 3 The middle, the .1'the.
rerl Lutelligences and good Domons, which are the Tty
preversaid Meffengers, jnwhat relates ta the eood of inen
e bomgthe terveftrial Intelljpences, and the Souls of men,
o i Aminortal s That the fupcriour Being s Qovra
e dafirionry but that God who i the Creator and I
Cer of Yy reigns over all 5 and that this pateraal

Eonpire,

Y

7))

Emtive, ds nothing elfe but his Providence; by which he

g i cvery fore of Beeng what lelongs to it We

ni - y underltand what Plaso calls the things
ol <ol and third Order. We fhall not bufie
cus rtves i fecking from whom Plaro minhe have
leane dhis Doftring whether from the Caldeans, or
from th: Ol Teftument, as fome of the Fathers have
belicv?d. o
Altho’ Plato’s DilCiples are agreed with thvcir Bia-
fter, inrelpett of thefe chree Principles, yer thessic
1o be found in their Writings divers Eaquiries toucis-
ing their nacure, and divers ways of fpealing, which
arc nor to be feen in thofe of this Plulofophar, wiio
never dared to write all he thought on his fubject.
Plotiss particularly, who liv’d in the beginning ot
the thivd Century, has treated of them, 1o fevenal
places ot his Enmeades, (a) but efpecially o
in the Book which is intitled of the three (0 L fonin
Hypoftafes, which are the three Principles of oyl oty
all things.  Herd's whercunto his Dottrin
may be reduced. I There are three Principles :
The B ing, the Spirit, or the Reafon of I/J‘e H"’:”.Qa and
the Sonl of the World, which is the Reafon of the Spi-
rie,  There is allo, according to him, « Reafon of the
Sonl of the World, but itis a Reafon ob/eure, (iuvside).
1. The Being has begotten the Realon, not by an
alt of his will, orby a decree, but by his nature, as
fire begets heat, oras the fun produces lighe.  Ths
Reafon has alfo begorten the Soul of the World, and
perhaps termed Father in this refpect. I1L Thele thie ;
Hypoltales ditfer in number, ult}m’ there boa mnd
{tri€t union between them ; which makes, e coe
may fay ac the fame time, that they areiuenr,
and that they arcthe fame thing.  The firlt i5 wure
excellent than the fecond, and the fecond MBIENES
[SA1TH1




(8)

ccllent than the third, IV, The terms which Ploti-

aus ufes, are worth obferving. 1. He call. noc only

elfence @rie) after £7ato, the natnre of the being,
of the reafon and of the foul of the World, but he

likewife ufes the word oan, matrer, and lays, that

the matter of the one is more purteet than that of the

other,  Having pretended that Purmenides had faid

betore Plato, that there are three Principles, he ex-
prefles himicl in thefe verms @ Parmenides holds Like-
wife the Opinion of the three Natwres. 2. 1v's obfex-
vable, that the word bypoflafis (&tswes) fignities two
things with this Philotopher ; firlt, the exiffence of
a thing, confidered abftraétedly 5 and in the {econd
place, the thing it felt which exilts, as it’s raken in
the Title of this Book,of ¢he three Hypoflafes,which arc
the Principles of all things, @' wedy de suiyabsuosar,
and in the Title of the third Book of the fame Fx-
weade, of intelligent Beings. 3. As hefays, Tharthe
Reafon is the Father of the Soul, he fays likewilc,
that the Reafon begets,and makes the Soul; for we mufk
obferve, that in this matter, Plato and his Dilciples
ufe indifferently the words, fobeger, to make, to pro-
duce, &c. and that degorten and made,is the fame thing
here, in their mouths, We need only read Plaro’s 13-
mens. 4. Plotinus fays, that the Father and the Rea-
fon arc one and the [ame thing %, becaule they coexiit
and forfake not ome another.  He fays, that the Su-
pream Being, and whofe effence confilts s exiffing,
in a manner wholly particular, has begotten by bis
Nature the Spirit, and that he cannot be without
him, no more thana luminous body can be without
Lgke.

TLe Spirit on his part, whofc cflence confifts in
having perpetually a lively conception of the Being,
cannot exift (vasaven) without this.  They cannot be

fepa-

(9)

feparated (owesives) one from the other, becaufe there
is nothing between them , as there is' nothing be-
tween the Spiric and the Soul.t 5. He fays, that
that which is begotten, refembles (ouoin ) its caule
juft as the Light refembles the Sup. 6. He fays,
that the Spirit is the Image (émav, doaw of the Bel
ing, as the Soul is the Image of the Spirit.

., St Cyrit of Alexandyis, in his Eighth Book againt
Jnlian, cites a paflage of Porphyry, out of his Third
Book of the Philofophical Hiftory, whence it appears
That the Platonifts difputed among themlelves, whe-
ther there could be more than three Hypoftafes in the
Divinity 5 Plato, faith Porphyry, has taught, that 1hs
Divine ffence may extend it felf even to thyee Hypofta-
fes 5 ro wit, the Supream Divinity, or the qood it felf;
after ity the Creator, who is the fecond ; and the Soul of
the World, which is the third, &c.  But there are Men
who pretend, that we muft not reckon the very good, or
good it [elf, among the things which be has prdd/;}ed, "and
that being of a perfect fimplicity, and incapable of as-
cidents, he has commmnuion with V/l(}t‘/ll'ﬂq : /ﬁ that it is
by the Spirit that we muft begin to reckon the Irinity
A seads, O, )

However, Porphyry’s Malter , whom we have al-

ready cited, {eems () to fay, that there

may be more than three Hypoffafes , in () fmeid.
thefe remarkable words : Pl

God has besotten an excellont Being, and bsbrouwohe

. . . . T . N o
foreh all things in bive.  'Uhis produition s coit bim no
painy for pleafing binfclf in what be besae, and finding
/m/Jroa{x/[/'/({ﬂr‘qqml, he hus retavied thon all ia bimfelf,
tempering /)17; briahtuefs and theirs. 1 ofe which have
theye vewnain’d beins amare excellent, theve’s ouly his only
S e Jupieer wha b aprard without, by whorm,

o as




o d as in anIma

fvint an Image,
be Divinity, ana a0

he [upream Sow of the Di e

Z;?,;"j/eg what the Father #, and “tlu; Brethren wht
bave remained in the Father, e w{i:z ':i.{ing o e L
The Platonifts likewife ufed, in {peak gof the L
nion which they conceiv’d tolbc]l‘)ert;\‘f:egf © ,”@' .

“iheir Divinities, the 1€rt pia0,

“ders of their Divinities, tie 2570 \ _
;)»l‘}::':)t Ii[]bﬂce, and iju{mo,:, Lo»ejff.:;t.ml.b l)y (’:lf) I,“t;ré
II/]'L denote the different forts of Duings, aue i\> the
;L-]é())/nd what is of the famle. l(lljnd.] ()t{[’{\rtL iﬂ‘;i‘t },-ics

o 3 1 in his Book > Myltte

. out of Jamblichus, 1 : Frhw
t)afktbl?colr"gypt‘i{ms, Sect. 1. ch. xix i lu\ ﬂu._‘fl::lsn?i ;l:(e)
manncr‘aftcr which the Superm;tr '()U'J?‘{)l';ilo(b dro
the Inferiour, according to the Har,o;n:,)rd" ;,;f,;,):,g
The Divinities, 1ays he, of the ]E;oﬂl rde !, rurnig
;118711/%[@8; towards the firft intellec ua qf » 4 e
firft giving to the fecond, the fame l.f{zn;i,‘v(mm ;;;//m,
e [ . s entertains sl .

e Power s this ente? A .
‘”dcifﬁ{)nion inthe things which are of ld:j{crmi 5:;::;
’:eeﬂ ;ﬂ’.w y as the Sonl and the 'Bady, or whie h 7/‘:’; ¢ divers
N ('g;ftlf (dpouoesdi'y) A5 material tbmgxl, or u”,) e from
l//))crn')j‘i' drvided, this Vnion 1 f1? 1;1[};08;’;”,4,',; from

; j g s it [elf at « ime.
Jiber i s, o dfﬂ"?’_'/ s to f[uperionr things,
Bue the move we elevate our Jelve perionr 1
and to the Identity (moibole) p/ the ﬁrdﬂ >e”%. ,Fﬂ.m“ .
regard of the Spo o ,te;ia:;hoole :i)e more e

¢ ? arts to the whole,

we afcend from the par he whole, e
:’Cl};/jlomltl{f{(’ the Union (rem) which is .mr;)["fé’ a,':jdi/,e
mere we ﬁe what is the T)n;’an przperl'}[;;"c,z; fﬂn,d anieve
ere 3 have been form a, o
Muded n:l;mlorzall t/@ ﬂjf i o i
bath about it, and in ¥ Jelf,

be Multiplicity. ] -
Mdl”oi;//yr; {Jxad ask’d, whether 3 ksmdl ognlch%
is form’d, (‘mwsnes) mixt with our ?uts nd D
vine [n[jﬁ,ration, which ;mdc th%I }";(ZZ};ZM oy o

(fec Ic. v
(a)%e30.210 torefee the tuty (o

h

(1)
fwer’d, no ; and gives this reafon for it ; which is, thar
when one only thing is form’d of two, the whole is of one
and the fame Species, of the [ime Nature, and Co effential,
Gpotaior) and that this docs not happen in the cafe propo-
Jed by Porphyry.

One may ee hereby, the Subtilty with which the
Platonifts handled theie Matters, and the Terms they
ufed. Luc we fhould take notice of two things, in
endeavouring to form to our felves an Idea of their
Scatiments,  The firlt, that we muft not always fup-
pole they had a clear and diftin&t know 1 :dge of what
they would fay themiclves, and that they . faw all the
confequences of ther Opinions ¢ So that it would be
perhaps ia vain, to endeavour to draw out of their
Writings a clear Idea of their Sentiment, touching
the three Principles of all chings, becaufe, perhaps
they themielves conceiv’d not clearly what they fzid ;
at leaft, their Style is {o different on this Occafion,
from that which s obfervable in the Paffages of their
Writings, wherein they fpeak of things which they
may know, that it is appareot, they contain’d not
the {ubjelt of the three Principles, ‘like an infinite of

others,which they have known how to expref$ inon
even, clear, and clegant manner.  The {econd thing
we fhould obftrve, is, That in {o difficult a matter,
we mult content our felves with what they fay po-
fitively, without actempting to draw far-fetch’d Con.
fequences from their Principles, which we cannot un-
derftand but by halts ; otherwife we are in danger of
attributing to them, fuch Notions as they never had.
Neither muft we endeavour to reconcile in fo abftratt-
ed a fubje&t, the contradictions which feem to appear
in their Doétrin, nor conclude, that they could not
mean things in fiuch a manner, becaufe then they mult
contradift themiltives.  To was the cuftom of thelfe

Ca Philo-




(12)

Philofophers to affeét cettain apparent Contradi&ionss
in ufing the fame Terms in divers Senfes. Beflides, its
obvious enough to imaginc, that they may have forne-
times . contradicted themfelves, on a fubjett whereof
they had no diftinét Idea. . S
- Nhefe two Remarks were necéllary to prevent the
queltions which might be ofter’d on thefe matrers, and
10 fhew that in writing the Hiftory of thefe Doétrins,
one fhould keep wholly to Fatts, and the Terms of
the Authors we treat of, o
A fecond Opinion of the Platonifts,which has madc.a
_great noife in the World,is that of the Pra: exiftence of
. Souls,in places above the Moon, (6) of the
(vl Pluo's )i which they may have there commit-
- ed 30 of their banifhment from thefe happy

Abodus, to come to inhabit'in ditferently difpofcd Bo-
diks, according tosthe different merits of thele Souls ;
in fine, of their return into places whence they drew
their Original, We fhall not trouble ourfelves tocx-
plain this Dotrin, becaufcit belongs not to the Relax
tion in hand, having only made :mention of it; fora:

ffarticular Reafonnwhich will appear in its Place.

The Kings of Fgypt and 8yria, having “carricd the
Seiences of the Greeks into Affz, the Jews, who were.
in great numbers in thefe two Kingdoms, and who
were oblig'd! to onverfe with them, learnt of them
their Opinions ; and made no difliculty of embracing
thofe, which Jid not appear to ’em contrary to their
Religion. Their Books containing nothing inconfitent
with fundry of the Platonic Dc &rins ; they believ’d
therefore, that thefe Doltrins might be true, and re-
cciv’d them (o much the more cafily,'in  thatthey
thought, they might hereby defend their Religion a-
gainft the Pagans,and make them rellifh it the better.
Plato every where affirm’d the Unity of the {upream

Being,

(11)

Being, yet:tvithont deaying that there are other Be:
ings, w}nch may be galled Gods,; to. wit, the An'acls,
which is .agreeajblq to the Expreflions ot thcj()ldb'f;lc-
gzlluqz([:lnﬁ;;;a[\ng;v.‘hl»s',is!')apparmtly' one of .the bhiugﬁ
-h e the. Jews better  relli -Opinions of
whi Phi,lofbphclﬁz : ,t.LKCCf ulhﬂl .the: »‘(z)px.x_)‘m:?s' of
_ Bur we fhould give fome parsicular Proofs of this ;
The Au}hor of the Book of the Hlifdom of S;Zamé;y?
was plauyly of the ;Opinion of the l’ra:vcxili'-ellcc“b?
Sopls, as it appears from thefe Words of, the viii C4.
19, 20 veslesy For [ was. a,witty Cbi[d,v';'iﬂdi,lyad 4
good Spirit. Teay. rather being good,. 1 came into s Bzzlld;
undefiled. The fame Author has ufcd the Word, 24ys
Reafon, io fome.places, where.Plaro would have ﬁié(j
it, were hic to haye faid the fame thing,, “Thus'in the
18¢h. 15, 16, v. in {peaking of the Deliverer of the
lfrachites, b fays, Thy dlmiphty Reafou defcended from
Heaven, oyt of thy, Roydl Throne, as a fierce Man of
I'l’gp intq t_/)e midft of a Land of Deffruétion, and. brougbt
thine .'ﬂ,nfetg(/ed Copmandmenty ys a, fbarp Sword P
Manding up, fillld.alh thingsiwith Death’; and it t()’lltlilé‘d
the Heav’n, but it flogd upon the Earth, “Inthe ix Ch. »
v. He fays, that God has made all things by his Reafon,
It cannot be a_”e,d%’d; that he has been the only one ol
[l)lcj.fellfsth.l.t,:lla;S‘ Roke in. this: manner,” {oeing thac
{ hilo, wholiv’d. a\Jigtde whilg after. our\Savioury is
full of the like Expreilions, ag feveral of the harne:d
havc_ob.[crv’d. Ie’s Loown that this Author has 16
wellimitated Plarg, that.he his been cal’d the Jewifh
1?/@;0. Hg believ’d thar thero,was ene only fupream
God, as allthe relt of the Fors Wq, whom he calls
10,0v, the being through Ej ileney &, Rue he far.
ther acknowledged a Divine Nacure, which he calls
AOTO tthcqf‘on, as well as Plarg ;. and anothey
whom he calls likewile the Suil ofthe World. ‘His
iy Wiitings
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Writings are fo full of thefe thannets ‘of fpeaking,
that there is 110 need of oﬁcrtpg;lnﬁanng. Savionr
The Fews were of thefo Opintons when 311 [ Savio
and his Apoftles came into the W orld ;- and t his is [lcr-
haps the Reafon why we find, aCCo_rdm&l):;a;l %]axt;:)s.
been obferv’d by feveral learned Men, ‘ic’x._gr“ Plato-
pic Phrafes in the New Teftament, efpecially in'the
'G‘G I(g:lv.(f)efﬂs!‘(n?\ﬁ};, that Awmeliss ‘the -Platonic Philo-
fopher, having red the begidning of t)hls Golﬁm-’ll,’; ré-
marked, thatthis Apoftle fpake like 1 /.m:.r 1:<. (’:l ,
this Philofopher might have faid, according ;OG;:?
Principles, Tke Reafon was in the beginn’ng wit 1/ L,
und was God : She it s who hath made all r/u,;:iqi),' x;]r‘{: is
ey the LS o M e ot
in Philo, like tothis. s Jewill he
;]l‘{loﬁ.f?)lr{’”’;ll:ge[>.~iell', the Mediator bc;\ycgn: (nc‘uh:l
"Men, the eldeft Son of God, &e. wherein it l\ obii :/:]
‘ble, that he mixes his Jewilh Nptlons‘, wuz.;’i.f‘i ;1‘;5. v
ners of {peaking of Plato. He has likewit: uied 1t
. one Place the Term, Paraclete, 14} inter-
(pevitMof. ceffour, in fpcaking of the Realor: I s
b neceffary, fard he, that the High Pricft who
penanen e is to offer Sacrifices to'the Father of ilse Vorid
fhould bave for Interseffony i him of h;/: SM;,} w/nf;
Vertue is the moft perfect, for to obeain the pardon 1
Sins, and abundant Graces. He had faid,
() ¢uod der. (4 ehae Mofes denored by the Manna, and
g, il b by theRock of the Defert,the fame Reafon:
r T he Prophet, fays he, calls e//em/;fr.c this
Rock Manna, a name which fignifies the fame I/m{% to
wit, the Divine Reafon, the moft ancient of ?emgl.f. x;r
Saviour Chrift calls himfelf in St. Johin, I ar‘dc(ftel, ch.
xiv. 16. when he promifes his Apoltles t;) fen i t ;L:E
another Paraclete ; he fays likewile, that heis t}c;,erﬂ o

- _—#¥— i - >

Jame Infirmities as we, has infiructed ws by ber felf. He

Cr5)

Bread, in-oppofition o the:Manna, which cou’d be
a0 more than .a fhadow of it; and .St. Pail fays,
That the;Stone of the Defere was Chrify x Cor. 10. 4.
Thele ways of fpeaking which are found ia;St. Fobn,:
to.bethetrue Bread, the tyue Vine, and which denote,
that he to whom they are applied, . isable to produce
in ‘meos Spirits as much-efliaacy, in another kind of
things, as the Bread and Wiae iproduce in the Bo-
dy ;-thele ways of {peaking; 1-fay, were particu-
lar to the Platonifts , as:has been obferved elfe-
where, A o C

We might give feveral other Examples of Plato-
nic Phrafes, 'to be met with in che New Teftament ;
but it will be {ufficient 1o remark here, that the A~
poftles apply to qur Savior Chrift Paffages of the
Old Teftament, which Pbils bad applied to the Rea-
fon, and that this Jewifh Philofopher has giv’a to
this famec Reafon moft of the Titles which the Apo=
files bave giv’n to Jefus Chrift.

The Pagans, whohad then embraced the Gofpel,
and who were in fome meafure vertt in the Heathen
Philofophy , remarking this reiemblance of Terms,
perfwaded themfeives, that the Apoftles belicv’d the
{ame things, in refpet of thefe matrers, ps the Plato-
nic Jews and Pagans, And this {eems to be that
which drew fveral Philofophers of shis Set into the
Chriftian Religion, and giv’n {fuchra great eftcem
to the Primitive Chriftians, for Plato: Fuftin Marsyr,
in his firft Apology, fays, that (¢) Fefws
Chrift was known in pare by Socrates ; for E“(}),Zﬁéﬁg
the Reafon was and is fFill the fame, which
% fuevery man. " It is fbe that b forceold the future
by the Prophets, and who being become [ubject to the

fays,
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b W 5. -Tdys moredver; '(4) That the Opiniont of
sfed.” - Plato, taxe not yemote from thofe of Jefis
aor ool Chrgti And:this Hds ilade likewile St. Aa-
_,?‘in to {ayy Thut sfvebelanbient \Platonifts wéve fuch as
they mere deforibed, and Werevo i € againg-they wonld
(e ver, TTEELY embrase Chriftianity, in changing ()
Rellc.q.  fome few Words and Opinions, which moft
bus U ¥« of the late: Platonilts, and thof¢ of his
S vimehave done, pakcis mutatis verbis-atq;
[ententiis, Chyiftiani flereim; ficis ‘pleviq;' vecentiorum,
noftrornmy; temporum Platonici fecernnt. Tertullian
aflirms in his Apology , (4) that when
the Chrittians fay, That God his made the
Lutver[e by his Wordy by his Reafony and by his Power,
they [peak: only after’ the ’/:z%fe""l-'{e}d!/ém, who tell us,

(2) C. KXL

Lhat Gad bas mnde'thé Wolld by bis- (oyesy Word or
Reafon,  Clement” Alexandrin his likewile belicv’d,
that Plaro held the Dotrin of the bleffed Trinity.
Origen againit Celfus doesnot deny, but that Plato
by Lib s Pf,:fpake@hcxru;h, in fpeaking of God, (4)
o6, ke 23 -+ and of ~his'Sony “he only-intaintains, that
, “ he didmortmake fuch a jult ufe as he
oupht of his Knowiedgd. Hc does not fay, that the
Loundation of the Chriftian Do&rin is difterent in
this. trom that of :Plsés, but that this Philofopher hdd
Iearae it from the: Jews. - Conffantin, in his harangue
to the Suints, (¢) after having prais’d
Platojin'that he was the firt Phitolopher,
who brought men to the contemplation of intelle-
Gual things, thus goes on: Hehas fpoken of afirft
God, who is above all Efféues, whevein he. has done
well.  He has likewife, [ubmitted: 0 him a Second, and
has diftinguifbe two.Lffences in numbery(3o ioius md aoi

(e Capy IX.

aine) the Perfection of the one being the fame asthat of

the other , and the Yffence of the fecond God mki/;zg
2283
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f;}.; rl::it_”ﬂ;?;'ji )I’;t::?: c';la’i f;{;’}/ ’ /ﬁor ltéi!' be who is the 4u.
i ngs.oe X

that is after him, having exemteﬁ /’)tcr‘(’;f;fr‘;v:t{:/rl.'é o
% h{m,. as to the fupream canfe, the pmduﬁ‘iozz r;f ”tt/i:
e s
akes 7 i, to wit, the Reafon, wh
is God, and who has fet all things in vheis r&{ " This
Reafon éetﬁg God, is likewife tﬁe Son of (100;1' l"r'f : I{J/u
can call him atherwife | withons crmmittin , dﬂ" "'1’0
fdlll/[ ? ,f{e t//tt. is the Father of all t/)i)m;gi ‘g,;‘;t
[azd to be the Father of bis own proper R%m,ﬁmj ]/’I—{ l’
AERTO PLATO HAS SPOKE LIKE
A ) y (exi vy By 'r.af'rn' MAd ey au'=pay i )

ut e has .fuq‘rzed from the truth, in introducing a mul.
tiplicity of Gods , and in QHving to ewh of‘\’ ’”;’.'
form. - We might cite feveral other fuch Ll "ei? ff”
ges, whereby one might fee, that lévcral“a ons
the Fathers of the firft three Centurics have bsln?ogig
that the Opinion of Plato and that of he otlicy
was the fame, e Apotties

If we confider, that the Queftion here is ab

thn_)gs of which we have niﬂn‘ally no Id-: ’ ou(;:
which is even incomprehenfible ﬁtpp'oﬁnt e a;)
tion 5 and of which one can only’ fpeak in mctaphor
rical and improper Language, it will then Ao
us no wonder, if fince the Apoltlestimes, there have
ﬂj.o.f’: feveral Opinions on this Subj.& ' ThL(; 18!%
Ebionites are charged , to have denied the P'S *“'e
ftence of cur Savior’s Divinity , and ro hav::? L'lxl'-
that llw,u'as‘ only a meer Man. " Thele Ebsonites 111L (’~
remain’d a long time, fecing that not only ¥, i
Martyr and St. Iremens Jo mention them bu¥ S{"’/‘Z;”
rom {ec:uhfo take notice, that they were in his tic .
I's affirn’d, Tiac rrearom, under the Fl“u')cr()r”g:".
verus and Panlus Samofize: ys Bithop of 11;;.'1'(;:/) m:j

pho-
appear to

b der
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. R Obi-
der the Emperor Aurelius, maintain l?eﬂ;etl(];::nl"im- cpx-
eri contrary, :
: Cerinthus, onthe  held ¢h o
l"itom. otf the Rea?bn, which he call’d the ?’Ilr{/ﬁ)d:ll::,
NCe 3 1 . "
.11111§r;)’d that fhe had de{ccndcd‘?& J:nd o the
(f ‘in of ;JDOVC, when he was Baptiz'd, and shat fhe
a(;ix'cndcd up into Heaven, when he \])VatS fhis d. e
is indced very difficuleto a‘[hrm?st'ui(s Is was pro-
Ci{cly vhe Opinions of thele chctllc . » becanl we
have nothing remaining to us'or' ’t wtl ) 8 I
fully tuft thofe whofpeek o ly with
e tatio yf' ing it might calily be, that their great
e{tat SCin 8 ) e ¢
(,%"“lﬁi‘t.lOI]l’;i:\L'lc% them from wull LOlnPlLl‘\;l\(lll;%
lic(‘l wjl\nu this is a Remark wlngh we miu fénzl)l;:iu.
' lum[fw& of all the ancient Hs.‘»l'l.‘tIC[(S,‘ \\;Vlgtixl it
aions. are denoted to us only from the Writing
nons > -0
their Adverfaries.

About the middle of the third Century, Sabellins

i ich was emned in
produced a new Opinion, wh;gh w df;f;?g;l?t?argad
{ ; ery where, I
; afterwards every wh e
Egpe, 20 ith (a) confounding the gl}pnjf.rf{‘: , and
:i\‘t ; the Properties which dxihugmﬂ:
) enytiig pertie Hnguilh
Confl. ip The- 1 “ather, the Son, and Holy Gh)} ,
oo ol § ‘e {aid, that the Father is th ﬁﬂme
D“"“"f"“ it for havioe V</l reas Plato and his fol.
cundem,e. 11, be Som. Leres Lito ! |
o ed i iTences. I feems
lowers reckoned three pumerical I:ﬂbcncc;;]el {)vhon';
that‘ézlzul//‘m wou'd ackn{;)wlcdcholll; Spir’i: thom
e call’ Father, the Son, o1 S di-
b dq:};: s {,iaid, thac fome othv.ir} had 5’1}\‘/‘,)‘:;
Ccas . p ¢ . as ‘
:/firnf’L{ %hu fame thing before and after him,
4 ~ v
ilus of Botfra. amofate-
anixB\ffl{ilc after Sabelling, appear’d P{zr//,/::xlli‘:l::ré fe
aus, Bifhop of Antioch, who was, ast\g - Savior’;
f)f t’hc Ebionites Scmiment,dI‘n .r’cla;ml:lqd our Savior’s
Y O[0BT S d
ivini the word éx
Divinity. Altho

o ionifie what is of the
the Platonic Philofophy, to fignific what 1 fame

(a) Syod.

(19)
fame kind, as has been obferv'd already, and as may
be feen in Bulls Defence. Nicene Council , Seé. .
¢h. 1. Yerthe Council which. met at Antiveh, to con-
demn Paul of Samofatia , condemn’d likewife this
term.  But it’s hdrd to find in what {enfé it was ta-
ken,becaule the A&s ofthis Couricil are loft, and we
koow nothing of them, but by what St. Athanafins
and fome others extreamly intereffed to uphold this
word, have faid in their Difputes againft the Ayians.
If we belicve them, the Fathers of the Council of
Antioch faid, that thie Father and the Son were not
confubffantialy in the fame fenfe wherein we fay, that
two pieces of Mony made of the fame Metal are co-
Subflantial, becaufe that thefe pieces fuppofé a pra-
exiftent matter , of which they have been both
form’d ; whereas the Father and” the Son do not fup-
pofc the like fubRance. Panlus Somofatenns faid
that it the Son had not been made God, we muf¥
fuppofe, that he is of the fame kind of effence as that
of the Facher 5 and that thus there muft have been
an anterior {ubfance to the one and o the other, of
which they mult have been form’d, St. Athanafius
allures us, () that the term of homobufios @ it 4
was condemn’d at Awtioch, in as mach Sy i, S
only as it might include the Idea of a - Seleue. 11,
matter anterior to things which we call . /19 S
coeffentials
Thefe are the chief herctical Opinions, touching'
the Divinity of Jefus Chrit, whicli appeay’d Belore
the Council of Nice. As for the Fathers, which dre:
refpeted as Orthodox, they have not varied trom the
Expreffions of the Plarorifts ; and as. thefe have
fometimes faid, that the Reafoni is different from the'
Suprecam Being, and fomcetimesy that they dre both
one: The Fathers have exprelt chemfelves in the

D2 {ome

Y




(20) _
fame Terms. The Platonifts have faid, Tllaat Sthc
Father could not be without the Son, nor tl)]c "Clm
without the Father ; as the Light qould.n'()t Icl“‘l;"l-
out the Sun, nor the Sun without Light; anc x;(, la:
thers have {aid the fame thing.  Both anl an 1.11{,
othe- have acknowledged, that the Reafon 11‘“-,»3)“‘
«d before the World, and that fhe has P'?f/mjc, it
and as Plaro fpeaks in his Limans, anx! o't‘,m'/.; lm.
bis Eumeades of the Generation of Reafon, as i tlu,‘
good it [clt had produced it, to create and goves nt 1;,
World: So the Fathers have {aid, that ll‘ll: bo«; hath
proceeded in fome manner from the lja(}.u:r., 1?'-;1';0{2
the Creation of the World, to mamil=t _mm} ol Lo
men by his Produttion, vzm-\l that h:‘nﬂc it ;? ;‘ng
Scripture calls him the 8ox of God, an:his Eo .
Sometimes they {ay, there was a time ):1 “F :
the Son was not ; foretimes, that e was llu m ﬁiv,”'
lafting as well as the Father; [onuum?cs t ]-Ty- aF 1(]‘?8;
they are equal 5 and ¢Hewhere they {l‘l":? Llu: iiit.hgr
is greatelt,  Some ol 'm ‘t)uhcyc, that “blﬂi °
and Son are two Hypoftafes, tiwo /'\ atures, two lfj]v ainl,) s
as appears trom the Pallage ol 'Izert/‘q, rs:l_.mar.ny
(a) Photius 5 others deay it. 10 I‘g
(@COL.CXIX 1 (tances of all this, woul:} be roo great an
Enlargement for this Place 5 and there !);'?{?glc:'lf?tl%;l
to be feen in Bulls Book, which we have di read ly )u Ex:
It' it be demanded at prefon, what IL’C{aS lt ]:yrhc
to thefe Expreflions, 1t canuot bz al,hm} d tdla Our);
have heen clear @ Firlt, becaufe \-.*}1grcs{ur en caav s
are ufcd to underftand what they fay, a g}alln C('n:i%c
no diltin& Notion t;}clrcof; lantdil:ﬁpf%;})ﬁ)gt:f:;lo?nprg
‘knowle :lves, tha ‘ ncom)
flzlr;ggi?uiﬁfttllllzftmc;nvbe,donc on this occafion, is :'jo
relate tilc Terms which they have ufed, to the end,

it may be f¢ have heretofore ex-
that it may be fcen, how they .

S
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prefs’d themfelves on this matter. However, learned
Men have given themlelves a great deal of trouble to
explain the Palfages of the Fathers, who livd before
the Council of Aice, without confidering, that all

their Explications are fruiclefs, feeing the Fatliers, in
acknow ledging that what they faid was incomprehen-
fible, acknowledged atthe fame time, that they fix’d
no Idca on the Terms they uled, unlefs fuch as were
general and confufid.

Flad the marer ftaid here, there had never been
fuch great Difputes on the Sentiments of the Ancients,
touchiug this Mj ttery, fecing the Difpure duth not
fo much tic on the Torms they have uled, as the [deas
they have faltued o them, wiich cannot be reduced
to any thusg that is clear. Sometimes they ufc Terms,
which feem perte@ly to agree with thof which have
been ultd fince; bue there is tound in fome other
places of ilicir Works, Expreflions which fcem to
overthrow what they had faid, o that one cannot
form any Notion of what they thought.  Latfantius,
for Example, anfwers thus to the Heathens, who
ash”d the Chiriftians, how they faid they acknowledg-
ed but one God, iccin: they gave this Name to the
Father, and to the Son ? () Whenwe call o
the Farher God,y and the Son God, we do not 4021,{' "2/,9”1'11[:

Say, that each of them is a differeat Gody and 4oy Ed.0xin,
we do not [iparate them ; becanfe tie Father
caniot be without the Son, nor the Son Separated from the
Futher : He cannot be called Fether, without bhis Som,
nor the Sun be.begotten without bis Father, Seeing then
that the Father makes the Son, snd that the Soa is made,
the one aid the other has the fame Intellet, one only Spi-
vit, and one only Subffance; VN A VT RIZLUE
MENS, UNUVS SPIRITUS, UNA SVB:
STANTI A Thele are Words which feem to be
: decifive s
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decilive; and had LaiFantins held tothefe Expre(fions,
he had never been accuftd of Heterodoxy 5 but if he
be quefiion’d what he mcans by the Word Unss,
whether it be a Numerical Unity, or an Unity of
Confent and Refembluice, he will appear determin’d
B pgos O this latter Senfe: (o) When any one,
’ fays he, has a Son whom he dearly loves,
and who dwells in the Houfe, and wnder the governing
Power of his Father, although the Father grants him
the Name and Authovity of a Mafer 5 yet in the Lerms
of Civilians, heve is but one Houfe and onc Mafler. 8o
this World is but ane Houfe belonging to Gody and. the
Som and the Father whoinhabis the World, and who are
of ome Mizd, (Unanimes) are one only God, the one
being as the two, and the two as the one. And this onght
wot to appear frangey feesng the Son 1sin the Father, be-
canfe the Lather loveth the Son, and vhe Father is in the
Son, by reafon of his faithful Refigna:ion to his Fathers
Will ;" and thu be does nothing, nor ever did do any
thing, unlefs what the Father has will'd, or commanded
him.  We may read farther, the vi. Ch.of the v,
Pook, which begins thus: God who bas concesV’d and
produced all Things, before he began this curions work of
the World, begat a Spirit Holy and Incorruptitle, that
he might call him his Son. Althongh he has produced
infimte others, whom we call Angels, for his Miniflry,
et has be vonchfafed to give the Name of Son to hisonly
Firft-born, who is cloathed with the Vertne and Majefty
of his Father. That which is particular in this, is,
that though Laé#antius fays, that the Son is Co-cter-
nal wich the Father, yet he {ays, there was a time
when he was not. (@) Sicut mater fine
::Il\l',ll’[;)?l;lﬁj e.a.cc.mplo genuit awctorem Sunm ; ﬁa‘ ineffaa
Lilitey Pater gennifle credendus ¢ff Co eter-
wum.  De Matre natus eft qui ante jam fuis 5 de Patre
g//l

(23)

qui aliguando non_ fuit. Hoc fides credat, intelligentia
won requirat, e aut non inventum putet incredibile, ant
repertum non credat fingulare. I true, this Paflage
is not to be found in tome Manufcripts, and that fe-
veral learned men have fancied, that fome {ly Here-
tick has corrupted Lacfantius Works @ but in other
places, whercinall the Manuferipes doagree, Lattan-
tims cxprefles him{Llf after the fame manner ; anid it
may be replied wich as_much hikelihood, that it has
been the Orthodox Revifors who have cut oft what
they thought not fit to be made publick. Laétantius
has been long fince charg’d wiih Heterodoxy 5 but
in this refpect, he has been no more faulty than other
Fathers, who liv’d before the Council of Nree, whole
Expreffions areas dulerent as thofe of the Platonifts,
in matter of the Trimity.  And this has made Vather
Petear and Mr. Huer, 10 charge them wich favoring
the Ariwm Scutiments, whilit other learned Menhave
maintain’d, that they have been far from them. Each
of them cites his D'affages, which examin’d a-part,
feem to decide for him ¢ But when one comes to com-
pare thefe Paffages with one another; it cannot be
comprehended how the fame Perfons could fpeak {o
differently. Tn this Comparifon, their Expreflions are
found fo obfture, and io full of apparent Contradiéti-
ons, or real ones, that a man tecls himielf oblig’d
10 believe, That the Tathers had donc a great deal
better in keeping themfélves to the Terms of the
Apoftles, and to have acknowledged, thai they une
derftood them not, than to throw themfelves into
fuch Labyrinths, by endeavouring to explain them.

To fhew farther, that the Expreffions of the Fa.
thers are only fit to produce confufed Notions, and
fuch as arc contrary to thof¢, which all Chriflians at
this day hold ; we nced only read Lertnllian, who

having
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having faid in his Apology, Ch. xxi. That the Nature
of Reafon is fpiricval 5 adds, Hune ex Deo prolatum
didicimns, & prolatione Generatum, €& ideirco Filium
é‘AD‘eym dictum ex unitate [ubflantie, nam & Deus
Spivitus ¢ft : But what means Prolagum genitus? The
Yerms of Unity of Subflance, may fignific, not onl
of the fame Sustance 7n Number, but m(;rcovcr o);'
alike Snbitance, that is to (ay, {piritual and cqu:xlly
perfett : And what he adds, feems to favour this
fatt _[cnlw, 5 1‘:'u'zm comyadins ex [ile porripitur portio
ex fumma, [ed Sol crit in radio, quia So//.v“(_'/f ;nza‘i:ur ;
r/c‘c/epamznrfz/ﬂm)ti,z, fed catenditur. Thé fubit xnc;
of 4 Ray, afrer what manaer focver we conceive it
1s not the fame i Number as that of the Sun ; and
Tertullian fays, that it is the fame of the Son.  Ira
de Spivisu Spiritus, & de Des Dens 5 Thus a Spirit is
born of a Spirit, anda Godof a God. Ut Lumen de
//t///l/‘{t‘ accenditur, manet integra, indef ita materie
wmatrix, etfi plures inde traduces qualitatum mutneris s
as when we lighe one Torch by another, the Light
which has lighted the other, remeins cntire and with-
out being walted, although we light feveral Torches
who have the fame qualities,  Jra & guod de I)c()p)'():
7 é/{/;;: tfly Deus ¢ft, & Deéi filins & anns ambo. ~ Lia
de Spivitn Spivieusy & de Deo Dens modulo altcrmum
mumcrnm eradu , non flatu fecit, & & matrice non
reefit, fed exeit: So whar proceeds from God is
God, an | Son of God, and both are but onc; {6
the Spirit which is born of a Spirit, and the 60\1
who 15 born of a God, makes two in refjpeét of
Degree, but not in refpet of his State; he bas
not been feparated from the Womb, or trom Lis
Original, but is gone out of it. ’

Thele
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Thefe Words of Tertullian, do not appear at firft
fight agreeable with Ariss’s Opinion s but at moft,
they contain nothing that js clear, for one might
have demanded of Tertnllian, whether by this Pro-
lation he {peaks of, theRealon has exifted as Light
from a Torch,lightdd by another Torch exifls,as loon
as it is lighted ? ‘Should he allow it, e might have
been told, that to {peak ftritly, there muft then
have been two Gods, feeing that, in fine, two Spi-
rits, though exaétly cqual, and ftriCtly united, arc
two Spirits. If this be {o, the fecond Spirit being
not form’d of the fame numerical Subltance, as that
uf the firlt, one might fay with Arius, that he has
been extraited from nothing 5 and there would be in
this regard, nothing but a Difputg about Words,
between Arius and Tertullian,  But if it beanlwed'd
for Tertullian, that his comparifon is not good, it
will be ask™d, why he made ufe of a comparifon which
may lead jnto Errour, efpccially having faid before,
that he was of Plato’s opinion touching the Reafon ?
If he meant, that the Father has produced in his
proper Subftance, without multiplying it, « Modifi-
cationy in refpet of which, one may call the Sub-
ftance of the Father, Son ; why docs hé fay, é“‘w'rims
ex Spiritu,ex Deo, Dens ? Tor tofpeak propeily; the
sather has produced neicher a Spirit, nora God, but
a new manner of being in his proper Subttunee.

Ieis farther to be obferved, that this Comparis
fon is not of Terrallian alone, but of Juftin Martyr,
and a great number of Cathers Letivies, before and
after ‘the Council of Aice ; and that there s no Paly
fage which appears of greater force than thar, yet
the Equivocation of it isappareat, . , v

The Fathers have Likewi®@ vfed the Tem Hypo-
fafis a5 well as the Plazonifts, in ewe lenfos ;. fomes
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vimes for the Exiftence taken id an abltraGted man.
nét, and fornetitftes for the thing it felf, which exilts.
‘The Equivocation of this Term, and that of the
Wotds, One and Many, which, as has been fbew’d,
arc taken fometimes, from the Unity, and the Plu-
rality Specificals, and fometimes from the Unity and
Pluralivy Numerickls, have caus'd gtedt Controver-
fics among, the Fathers, as divers learned Men have
7 (4) obfervd. But it is fit we fhould
So) Tuavivs - take notice of one thing, which is, that
auetins, &e.  Butl who has wricProlixly on this matter,
has not a word of the Numerical and
Specific Unity 3 without which, a man cannot com-
prehend what the Fathers mean, nor draw any Con-
clufions from them againit the Hereticks. Yct
when they fay theie are three Hypoffafes, or three
Effences, ot three Nagures, hic conftantly rakes it as
it they faid, there are three Modifications in one
only Numerical Effence. He fuppofes, thatthe ida
Effence, and o Nature, fignifie manners of _exift-
ing of onc Numerical Effence, only becaufe that
without this , thofe who have thus {poken of it,
would not have been Orthodox, or of the Opinjon at
prefent receivid, which the Council muft have ap-
prov’d of, fecing otherwife it would not have been
admitted asit is. He fuppofis on the contrary, for
the fame Reafons, thatiwhen the Fathers deny there
are three Hypoftafes, they do not barely mean, that
there are not three Effences of different kinds, but
that there are not threein number.  But others will
deny therc is anv place, where the Words Natare
and Effence can be taken for what we at this day
call Perfonality, which istofay, fora Modification ;
and that it appears from the Paflages which he cites,
that the Fathers held the Numerical Unity.
And

(27)

And this was the condition of the Chriftian
Church, when the quarrels of Aréas dilturb’dic ;
‘Whence may be {een, that it was nohard marter for
the two Parties to cite  Authoritics of the Ancients,
whofe Equivocal Expreffions might be interpreted
in diversSenfes. The Obfcuricy of the Subject, the
vain Subtilty of humane Underftanding, which
would know every thing, the Defire of appearing
able, and the Paffion which mingles ic felf inall Di-
{putes, gave Birth to thefe Controverfies, which for
a long time tore Chriftianity into picces.

Arius being a Priclt of Alexandria, about the year
28, undertook, as it {eems, to explain morc clearly,
the Dourin of the Divinity of Jefus Chrift, which
had been till that time taught in the Chriftian Church,
under the Veil of thofe Terms which we have recit-
ed. Hefaid, that to beger in this Subje&, was no-
thing elfe but to produce ; whence lie concluded, that
the Divinity of Jefus Chrift had been extratted out
of gothing by the Father. Herc’s how he exprelles
himfelf, ina Letter which he wrote 10 Eafebius Bithop
of Nicomedia:; We make Profeffion to (a)
believe, that the Son is noe withowt Genera-
tion, and that be is not & part of that which
is unbegotten, nor of any other Pre exiftent matter what-
ever ; but that by the Will and Council (of God) he
has been perfect God, (saion 31d) before all Time and
Ages; that he is bis only Son, and that be is not fubject
to change ; that before he was begotten or created, he
was not. Arius was counted an able Lo- .
gician, (4)and was in good efteem with () Segom, i
his Bithop Alexander ; but {peaking frce ’
ly his mind, he drew on him the hatred of ene Me-
lZce (c) Bithop in Thebaida, who had . ., .
caus’d a Schifm in Egypt, altg-:ough hedid e, LXIX.
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not much vary from the common Opinions, only l;e.
caufc he would not receive-1nto (,om)nmfu‘}lon.xu_:
Dricfls who had fall'n in the Dioclcfian Pe clcEltm‘n;
but after along ]’i:nm{\;:a‘. and would have them fo
ve iv’d of their Office, o o
ey (Z;n(z,cll::ay fay, the Hiftory of this io St.) E/)'I{tl)ﬂ”’”-:i
who accufes him for having ana ﬂuﬂcd Dc.v;?l)xf?,“al'g“‘
taking up a particular way ol‘h\'mgim make 111 w
admired by the People.  Arius hac l»nO.rLO’\-L : ano
ther Encmy, named Alexander, and Sir-
(a) THe o med (a) Bancalas, who was alfo anal:
it fociate Pricft with him.  Hejoyned him-
felf to Melece, 1o comphiin to the Bifhop 01“11?’/6:’0'11”-)
dria, that Arius foweda new Durin [luimln»”[{j::tl‘:
Divinity of our Saviour Chrift. He couls l)]\?(iﬁul-{y
fpread his Opinions, In that h’avmg[ a ({r l—}c
Church at dlexandria committed to fils ‘ d“(.-, ’
preacli®d there what he thoughe fic. (4)
) Fpirhe Lo drew fuch a great number of People
S into his Opinions, that there \\'(1\:l 700
Religious Votaries who hadlcmbraccd thclml, “1-[]1(;[:‘?1‘-].
fequendy, a greater numoer am,ong‘rt llbr ?c (“n( ,3’
People. ~ 10s faid, that he wasaman of Lurge fhs le,
of a fevere Countenance, yet of a very agrecable
“onverlation. )
(.,O/njy:xl'zln;l{;fr thought, thqt ina matter \\‘hs:rj'm ox?c
might ealily cquivocate, 1t were befl 50' leet »][?: t;\)o
Partics explain themfclves, to the en lnll?‘l{i" ; ﬁgr;
pear, that he had accorded them more by er \\aC
than Force. He brought the r\\'olf{rtllgsllq a ?9..
{erence, in demanding of them, the bxpxlcin‘lo&(? a
Paflage of Scripture, 10 the Prefence of ltu, - Trxg{}:
of his Church ; butneither one nor the ot n'r' oft !?]g
Partics would yicld, endcavouring only to \Sanql!x 1%
Arius his Adverfarics maintained, that the Son xs”())c
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the fame effence (iuian:) as the Father, and that he
is eternal as he is; and Arius pretended that che
generation cenoted a beginning,  There was ano-
ther meeting called, as fruilels as the firft, in refpeét
of the difpute; but by which it feems Alesander,
who had before not any precife determined fentiment
on this matter, was induced to embrace the opinion
of drims hisadverfaries.  He afterwards commanded
this Prictt zo believe the fame thing (suslos pesviiy trirwm)
and toabandon the oppofite opinion,

But it being feldom known that Men yicld obedi-
ence to thele kind of Injunctions, drims remained
fHillin the fame opinion, as well as feveral other
Bithops and Ecclefialtics who had approved of e,
Alexandrr angry athis not being obey’d, ¢xcommu.
nicated him, with all thofe ot his party, and oblig’d
him to depart out of lexandria. There were a-
mong others, {ive Pricits of ihis City, and as many
Decacons of the fime Church, bufides fome Bifhops
of Egypt, as Secondus and Theonas , To them were
joyned a grear number of People, fome of which
did in effect approve the dotrin of Arims, and others
thought that he had been condemned with too high
an haed, without entring inte the difculfion
of the controverfy.  After this feverity, the two
Partics endeavoured to make their opinions and con-
dutt be approved by Letters which they fent every
where.  They expofed not only their reafons, bue
endeavoured to render odious the oppolite Party, by
the confequences they drew from their opinions, an
in attributing to them ftrange expreflions.  Some
Bifhops, as Eufebine of Nicomedia, exhorted Alex.
ander 10 reconcile himfelf with Arius; and others
approv’d his Condu&, and advifed him not 10 re-
ceive him into communion till he retradted. The
letters

D

e e e e



S T

¢ 30') fiderable to
jetters of Alexander and Ariusare to0 cfo:;x‘e(m
be difregarded ; Here’s then the I?‘[R,(-) Jedia‘ oen
drins wioteto (a) Eufebins pf w_cmt A/,xzmdcr
p “ treat his Prote€tion againt e ander
(- Epith o uho had excommumcatcgl him a‘n [,f ;’]lc
lﬂ'}iﬂolﬁfﬂ’f « yen him out of /I[eqc:mdrm, blCCllll:ld:hcr
1.Cuse « ¢could not grant lum, th*utsfxllecocxiiis
< apnd the Son are coeternal; thac'thu o
with the Father without generation, az 1hcg been
always begotten, gnd not b.egou'cx?d ity
¢« time, without letting 1t be “mg'lmoment pe b
e som “TCd dl? Ili]llill:aéliirf)/l:zjrz‘ Bihop of Ce-
he Son. He adced, | ' ho -
far[m. " heodotus of Lar)fitcea, Pzz‘agn;umofan[({rjigmu
thanaftus of Amzarbla, Gregory of et]s 0;_ g
ot Lydia, condemning thc‘{cnumAen o e
had been likewift ftruck with an. n;:' thc {;me -
as all the eaftern Pcoplq wh)q were 0f the e 0T
nions, cxcept Philogonius Bifhop (:_7 rufnler/,l il
Lanicus of 1ripoly, and Macarins 0 'Einc'l-,;,ig;; one
of which faid that the Son ¢ wals1 anm;.; e wa,s the
« other a Projetion, and the ml-‘ztrhcr o was ner
« bepotten, no more than thef h'so.inion his 4
« yixs added the exl)}ana‘;lono is opinion,
¢ we have already related. ) ond i
'\I'l(;c Bifhop (4 )yof Nicomedia havnx{glrv':cu)\rzoi lt;:: s
Letter call’™d a Synod of us‘ i ovince
() S@om of Byhinia, which wrote circu ?r e‘llcm
. to all che Eaftern Bifhops to 1nc ynciffw em
to receive Arius into communion, z:!s Eil:r[\tlch.a\)\’e
teuth, and to engage A{equer xoP o T
have ftill a Letter of Eufebins to z}r; s B
Tyre, wherein he not only gzmreat? f'”s mus o liter
cccd’for Arius ; but wherein be espole

is {enti i (s, He fays he bas
his {entiments with great clearne y e
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never heard there were two Beings without Generation )
#or that the one has been pareed into two, but thas this
fingle Being had begotten another, not of his Subffance,
bus perfectly like to him, although of a different Noture
and Power; That not only we cannot exspre(s byW ords the
beginning of the Son, but that it is even tncomprehenfiple
10 thofe intelleffual Beings, which are above men, as well
as tous. Toprove this, he cites the 8th of the Proverbs,
God the Lord poflefs’d me in the beginning of his
Ways, betore his Works of old, 1 was fot up from
Everlaiting,and he has begotee 1 me before the Moun-
tains were brought forth.  He fays, that we mnft not
Jearch into the 1 crm of Begetting any other Stgnification
than that of Producing, ébecanfe the Seripture does noe
only ufe itin Refevence 1o the Son, but moreover, in
Speaking of Creatures ; as when God fays, T have be-
gotten Children; and I have brought them up, but
they have rebelled againit inc,

But thefe Letters not havin,s had the Succefs which
Arius expeted, he fent (o pet leave of Panlinus, of
Eufébius, and Patrophilus Bifhop of Seythopolis, to
gather thof: who were of lus Opinion intoa Church,
and to exercife among them the Office of a Prictt,
as he was want to do before, and as was done at
Alexandria.  Thefe Bithops having Convocated the
other Bithops of Paleftize, granted him what he de-
manded, but ordered him however to remain Cibject
to Alexander, and to omit nothing to obtain Com-
munion with him.

There is extanta Letter of Arins, dire@ed o this
Bithop, () and written from Nicodemia,

. . " (a) Apud
which contains a Confellion of Faith, ac- 20 7
cording to the Do&rin which Arius af:
firm’d that dlexander himfelf had taught him ; where-
in, aficr having denoted his Belief touching the Fa-




(32)

ther, which includes nothing Heteradox'; he adds,
That he hath begotten his only Son befove the simes Erer.
naly that it is by him, that hebas made the Worldythat
be has benotten him, not only in dppearance, but in Re
ality 3 that this Son [ubfifts by his ovn Will 5 that he
is wumoveable ; that be 15 a Creature of God that is per-
ek, and not as other Creatures; that he is a Production,
Lut not as other Productions 5 wor as Valentinian [aid,
« Drojcetion of the Futher 5 nor as Manes affirn’d, a
Conlubltantial Part of the Father 5 wor as Sibellins
called him, a Son VYather; (viwdrezx) #0r a3 Hicracas
[pake, a Lamp linhied by a Lamp, or 4 Torch divided
into two 3 That he did not exift before he was begotren,
and became @ Sun that theve are three Hypoltales
(that is to [ay, different Subftances) the Father, the Son,
and the Holy Spivet 5 and that the Father is before the
Son, althongh the Son wascreated before all Ages. Arius
adds, That Alexander bad feveral times preach’d this
Doidrin in the Church, and refuted thofe who did not
reciive it This Letter is Sigw'd by fix Priefts, feven
Deacons, and three Bifbops, Sccondus of Penrapolis,
‘Theonas of Lybia, and Piftus whom the Arian Byflops

had Eftablifbt ar Alexandria,
v Alexander (&) wrote on bis filde civoular
e ;._“gf]" Letters, whevesn be fbarply cenfures Eufebius
of Nicomedia, 2 that he proteéted Arius,
and vecomundsd bim to otherse T joyns to this the
Names of thofc who had been Excommunicated, and cx-
plains their Doclrin, wh.rein be contents not himfelf
10 foe down what we bave feen in Arius Letters, tonching
the beginning which he attributes to the Son 3 be fays
moreover that this Priefl maintain’d that the Son 15 one
of the Creatures, that we cannot call him the Reafon and
Wofdom of the Father but improperly, fecing that he him-
[ilf has buen produccd by the Reafon and 1V 1fdom ()f(}o/d;
that
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that he is fubject to change, as other intelligent creatures ;
that be is of another Eﬁ}me than God ; thar the Father
is incomprebenfible to him, and that he knows nos himfelf
what is his proper [ubftance 5 that he Kas been made for
onr fakes, to ferve God as an Inftrument in creating us,
and that without this, God had never begoreen him Alex-
ander adds, Thae having affembled near an hundred
Bifbops of Egypt and Lybua, they had Excommunicated
Arius and bis Followery, by reafon of his Opinions. He
afterwards comes to prove ius, and fhews firft, 7he
Eternity of the Som by this Paflage of St.[fobn, In the
Beginning was the Reafon. 2.7hut pe cannot be reckoned
among the Creatures ; becanfe the Father fays of him in
the 45. Pf. My heart has uttered. (eznctavit) a geod
Word, 3.That ke is not unlike the Effcnce of the Fa-
thery of which he is the perfelt Image, and the Splendor,
and of whom he [ays, He that bas feen me, hus {ten
the Lather. 4. That we cannot [ay, there was a time
in which be was not, [eeing that he is the Reafon, and
the Wifdom of the Father ; and that it will be abfurd 1o
[ay, there was a time in which the Father was without
Reafon and Wifdom. §. That be is not fubject to change,
becanfe the Scriprure fays, He is the fame yellerday
and to day. 6. That he was not made becaufe of
us, fecing St. Paul [ays, that it is becaufe of him, and
by him that all things are. 7. That the Father is
wct incomprebenficle to the Som, feeing he fays, As the
Father knows me, fo L know the Father.

This Leteer wherein Enfebins of Nicomedia is €x-
treamly ill treated, fhocke this Bifhop to the urmoft
Poine, and having great accefs to the Court, becaufe
Conflantine made thea his abodc at Nicemedia, this
occafion™d divers Bifliops to be at his Devotion ; but
he could not engage Alexander to torget what had
pait, to fpeak no more of this Controverfie, and to

it o yeceive
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reccive Arius into Communion, The quarsels every
day grew hotter, and the People were feen to range
themlelves, fome taking Arins fide, others Alex-
anders ; and the Comedians being Gentiles , this gave
them occafion to make a Spost of Chriftian Religion
on their Theaters,

Each fide wreated one another with the odious
Name of Heretick, and endcavour’d to- fhew, that
the Sentiments ot the oppofite Party overthrew the
Chriftian Religion; but iv appears, that neither the
one, mor the other Party, could yet perfwade the
Emperor, fCeing he wroteto déexander and to dArins,
a long Letter, of which Hofies Bifhop of Cordovia
was the bearer, wheretn he cquaily chides them @ He

o) dpud . fays, fic found that the Coitroverfic (a)
febde vie, - Dad begun in this manner 5 That Alex-
Conl.cip. 6. um_ier having demanded of each of hig
f:df‘;llrbfj“"‘;: Priefts, what they thought of a paflage

: of Seripture, or rather, o an idle fore of
Luebion ? (e 1@ pamuts Omfw®)  Arins inconlides
rately anfwer’d what he fhould have thought, or ra-
ther concealld, if he had thought it, *“ That from
“ thence had come his Excommunication, and the
“ Divifion of the People.  And therefore, he ex-
“ horted them to a mutual pardoning of one ano-
“ ther, and to receive his Opinion, which was, Thut
it had been better not to have troubled the Eccle-
fiafticks with this Qucltion ; and that thofe who
were ask’d it, fhould have held their Tougues, be-
caufe the matter concern’d what was zqually ine
ccmprehenfible to both Parties, and which fervd
only to raife Difturbances among the People. He
could not conceive, how for a Queftiv:: of very
fimall Importance, and in which, if they well un-
derftood ene another, they would find they

: “agreed
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« agréed ifi the main, they fhould make fuch a buftle,
« and divide themfilves m fo fcandalous a manner.

T donot [ay this, adds e, asif Iwonld conflraim you
to think the [ame thing on a moft wain Queftion, or how-
ever you will pleafe 1o call it. For one may withont diflo~
nouving the Affembly, and without breaking the Com-
munion, be ir different Sentiments in fuch inconfiderable
things. We bave not all the [ame Wills in all things,
neither avewe all of us of the fame temper of Body and
Huyinars.  The Emperors Lerzer, {ays Socrates, gave
themn admirable Advice, and fill of Wifdom ; but the
Mifchief was grown tob great, and neit-/).er the Emperors
Endeavours, nor his Authority, who brought the Levter
to Alexandria, cenld appeafe ie.  dAlexander had taken
care to write every where, to hinder the {preading
of drius his Opinions. We have Rill a long Letter
which he wrote to the Bilhop of Confantinople,
wherein he vehemently invcighs againtt the Arsaw
Faion, and endeavours tosender it odious 3 in fay-
ing, Thar Avius maintain’d, thas the Svm was of a
Nature capable of cvil as well as of good, alt/v‘ﬂ//g/) it
altually remsindd without [in, apd thar it was for this,
that God had chofen bim for his cldeft Son.  He proves
the Eternity of the Son, and that he was rot extraéled

from nothing, becaufe hewas in the beqinning, and that

all things have been made by him. Tet be holds, that
the Son has been begotten, and that only the Lather is
withaut Generation, althoxgh that the Subiliftence, or
Subltance of the Som, Cabseas) be incompreheufible to
the Angels themfelves, and that there 15 none bt melan-
choly Pérfons who can think of comprehending it.  He
aftermayds [bews, that the manner after which e fus
Chrift is the Son of God, is 1ifiitely mve z’xw/‘/» nt
than the manwer afrer which iew are, fceing he is [ by
bis Nature, we only by Adoption.  He acenles /IY.I/I}I

I' 2 with




(36)

with following the Do&trin of Ebion and Artemas,
and for having imitated Paul of Samofatia, Bifhop of
Antioch, whofe Do&trinhad beenembraced by Lucien,
(Martyr) who by reafon of this, had feparated him-
{elf from the Communion of three following Bifhops
of this City. He joyns to him three Bifhops of Sy,
who {eem to have been, Panlinus, Eufebeus, and Lheo-
dorss, and reproaches them with uling Pallages,
which relate to the Humiliation of Chrift, to at-
tack his Divinity, and to have forgotten thofe which
fpeak ot the Glory of his Nature, fuch as this is;
The Father and I are one ; which the Lord fays, adds he,
not to denote that he is the Father, nor to [ay, that two
Natures, in refpect of the manney of exifting, (v Savsioe
Ny puo) avebut one 5 but becaufe the Son is of a Nature,
which exactly keeps the Paternal Refcmblance, being by
bis Nature like to him in all things, the unchangeable
Image of his Father, and aCopy of this Original.  He
afrerwards defends bimfelf largely againft the Confequence
which Arius drew from his Adverfaries Sentiments,
which confifted in accufing them, for denying the Gene-
ration of the Son, in making him Eternal, He aftirm’d,
T hat there is an infinite difference between the Creation,
of the World, andthe Generation of the Son, although
this laft be wholly incomprehenfible, and that he cannot
explain it. .
In the mean time, the Divifion increafed {0 greatly
among the Pcople, that in fome places, it came te a
Sedition, wherein the very Statues (a) of
(a) Eufeb. de e Emperor were thrown down, who

it Conf, lib. N . -
ok e appear’d to favour the Arians, becaufe he
would have’em tolerated. There was
moreover, the Controverfic about Eaffer, the one de-
nying that it thould be celebrated at the fame time
as the Jewifh, and the others affirming it; l})gt
this

37
this conteft, Had not produccda Schifm, as drianifin
had done.

Conftantin fecing that thefe Letters had been fruit-
lefs, thought there was no better way to alla
thefe controverfies, than to call a Council, from all
Darts of the Roman Empire. It was perhaps Hofius
who gave him this advice, at leaft if we may be-
licve Philoftorgns (a), the Bifhop of dlexandria be-
ing gone to Nicomed:a, there aflembled
fome Bithops of his opinion, with whom
Hofiws and he confults, to find out means to fer up
their opinion and to make that of 4rius condems-
ned; 2nd g licde while after the Emperor call’d a
Council at Nicg, a Town of Bithynia. (b) This
wasin the year 325, and to theend that
sothing might hinder the Bifhops from ,,,(1’;2 f';{fﬁ
coming, Conftantin 100k on himfelf the 1ib. 3. e6
charges of their journcy. The Hiltori
ans arc not agrecd in reicience to the number of e’m,
fome {etring down more than 300 (¢) and others
lefs, We muft not wonderat this diver- .
fity, facing theve are few paflagesin Ec- (Pl

Yy | w of Antiock
cleftaftical Hiftory, whereinappears more Jus.shere were
confufion and neglet than in the Hitto- gf‘;‘%,’,’],"f,;,f,;\
ry of this famous Council:  And there 300 Ser, 11,
fore have we been obliged to extract 9- Eufebim

. . 250 vit.Conft.
what we are going to fay, out of divers jif, 5. c. g.5.
Huitorians, becaufe noneof the Ancicnts Atbanany.
has been compleat in his relations,  Asto '™
the diverfity obfervable among the Huftorians on the
fame falls, we bave followed cither the moft anci-
ent, or thofe which have appeared molt probable.
Eufebins who'was prefent at the Council, has paft
very lightly over the Circumftances. of this Hittory
apparently, left he fhould cither offend the drisns, lor»

the
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thg:Orthodox.. This atfair has never Been fiace difr
courled of with an entire difintereft, reports having
buen-otten related.as certain fads, Ina word, there
has mever -any thiog' hapned, whereunto onc may
apply with. mord reafon) thele words wof facitus s
Maxima queque ambigua” funt, dum alij quoguomodo
andira.pro compersis habeat, alsj weva in contra¥inm
vertunt, et glifcit: wrramyac  pojlevizati. Eufcbins
vaunts very much of the Biihops which were here,
but Sabinus (7) a Macedonian, Bifhop of Heraclea a

(o) sos Town of Thi ace, treats them as Ignora-
1o, e mudles inhis colle&ion of Councils, There
: was Jikewite a great number of Priefts
and: Deacons, who came i Company with the
Bifhops.

The Council opened the 14th., of Fune, and there-
in weic rogulated feveral things, which we fhallnot
here take notice of, defigning enly to remark whae
palt in rclationtothe principal queftion thercin deci-
ded, to wit rianifm.  Afloon as cver the Bifhops
were arrived, they made particular Alfemblics with-
out difcountenance, and fent for Arins (@) tothem

. to inform themfelves of his opinions.

(¢) S Aey they had heard from him what he
L9 Y. N

thought, fome of ’em were for con 'em-

ning all forts of novcltics, and tocontent themfclves
in {peaking of the Son, in the fame terms their pre-
deceflors bad ufed ;eand others aflirm’d that the
opinions of the Ancients were not to be recetved
withoat cxarsining. There were feventeen Bifkops
accor ing to Sozomen (6) who favoured Arius his
o new explications, the chicl of which were

DB L febius of Nicomedia, Enfebins of Cefarea,
Menophantes of Ephefus, Datrophilas of Scy-

thopolis, Lheagnis of Nice, Narciffus dfﬂA’cran/md,a,
heonas

2
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Theonas of Maymarice, *and Secandns of - Peolewswida.
Thefe Bifhops drew up & Confeflion of Faith(z)accor-
ding-to their fentiments, but theyhad .
no foongr read it in the. Aflembly, butit @) Thodes
was cryed out upan as fal¢ ; fewas torn b
in picees, and they weré reproacht: with - ‘.
itas Perfoos who would, .as they faid, betray the
Faith and the Godhead of Chrift, A Letter of Enfe-
bius of Nicomedia, wherein be oxpreft his thoughis
had the tame lar, LT _m, ’
In fine,-a Ciced was uadertaken to be made,
wherein the opinions contrary to thoft: of Arius
wereeltablifhed.  Ir was immediately obferv’d thac
the new ways of fpeaking which the Arians ufed,
were to be condemned,. ¥ hat, the Son had been bx.
tracled from sothing 5 thit he was- & Creaturc 5 that
theve was g cime wherein he mas not, &e, and 8crip-
ture Phrafes were to be, ufed, fach-as thefg 5 Only
begotten Son, the Ward, Power, Wifdoks of the Father,
the brightucfi of bis Glory, and charaltey df Zf:'bPo;ver:
The drians having thew?d that they were ready to
adinit a Contetfion expreft in thelc terms 3 the Or-
thodox Bifhaps teard lefk they fhould expound thefé
terms in an il fenfe. And therclore they were
for 'u(l' 1y thu_t’ the Sen is of the Subffance off the
Furier occaufe this is that which diltinpuithes
tiv. -+ trom the Creatures. . Hercupen the afrians
e ety whether theyo.ackuowledged, 7har vhe
Sup b aot aCreature, but the Powey,the only Wifdowm and
Toip of the father 5 that be is Wternal, and like 2o the
Laily ewilbbings 5 in fiae true God. ‘The Fleterodox
v [poken among themdelves, belieb’d: that thefe
:as might very shell ageee with - the notion
they ' ,d of the Divinity of the Son, and denoted
they werercady to receive them. . )

In




. In fine, it being obferv’d that Enfebins of Nicome-
déa, in the Letter which was read, rejeted the Term
of Confubfldntial, Guatoe) it was thought, that the
Orthodox Dotrin.could.net bebetter exprefs’d, and
all Equivocation excluded, than inmaking ufe of it ;
and fo much the rather, inthat the Arians {cem’d to
be afraid of it. This Circumftance is owing to St.

) Ambrofe, (a) whofe Words arc thefe :

(o) Lib-3de gy itor joforum Eufebins Nicemedie Epif-
fid. ad Gras, J e .
cap. ls. copus, Epiftola Jua prodidit, dicens ; Sfivernm

snquit, Dei filium snereatum dicimushomoon-
fion., Confubflaxtialent cum Patre incipimis confiteri.
Hec cum’ lecta effer Epiftola in Concilio Nicano, hoc
werbum in tractaty fides pofuernnt Pasves quod vidcrune

Adverfariiseffe formidini, ut tanquam evaginato ab ipfis
gladio ipfum nefand.c capnt Herefeos amputarent.

The Orthodox conceiv’d then their Sentiment,
touching thcb Divinity of the Sonin thefe Terms :
(b)) We believe in one only Lord Jefus

‘lfb‘?_si';'," fib. Christ, Son of God, only .S'Zn of tl)?{:/t-

ther, that is to fay, of the Subffance of the

Father, God, born of God, Light of Light, ‘true God,
born of the true God, begotten, not made, Confubflastial
with the Father, ‘

The Arians in vain complain’d, that thefe Words
were not to be found inScripture; They were told,
that thofé they were wont.to ufe, were no more there

neither, being wholly new ; wherees it was near fix-

fcore years fince, that feveral Bithops had ufed the
Word, Confubffantial. '

The Vathers of the Council, during this Time,
were not {o bufied in vanquifhing the Arians, und
in making feveral Regulations, but that they rc-
membred their private grudges.  Several Church-

.- meny
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men, {ays Sozomen, (4) asifthey hadbeen 4 .
affembledito profecute their pavticular Affairs, ’
4s it commonly happens, thouoht this a fir time to ges
thafe punifl’d who had offended them. Eachof em pre-
fented Regquefts to the  Emperor, whevesn they aconfid
one or other, and fignified the wyong they bad done them,
This hapning every dey, the Emperor fet one a part in
which they were every one of *om t0 bring his Grievance.
The duy being come, the Emperor took all their Reguefts,
and canfed *em to be thrown into the Fire, and, exhorted
them 10 a mutual Forgivenefs, according to the Precepts
of the Gofpel. He afterwards enjoyn’d them to labonr in
clearing up the Points of Faith, of whichthey were tobe
Fudges, and a fixt day, wherein the Queftion of the Con-
[ubftantiality [hould be decided.

The day appointed (4) being come, y
Conftantine’ convocated all the Bifhops (1) Euco.

. . vis. Conft. lib.
into an Hall of the Palace, where he 3.« 10.

had caus’d Chairs to be fet on both fides.
The Bifhops entred firft, and the Emperor came ia
afterwards, and did not fit down at the Head of the
Affembly on a gilded Seat, which he caufed to be
there placed, till the Bifhops, by Signs had giv’n
him leave. Being fet down, Eufebius of Cefarea, who
was at his Right Hand, harang’d him, and thank’d
him, for the carc he had taken to preferve the Puri-
ty of the Catholick Faith. Conffantin afterwards
began to {pedk, and made a Difcourfe in Latin,
wherein he reprefented, That he had no greater Af-
fli&ion than the Divifions he obferv’d among Chri-
ftians, exhorting the Bifhops very carneftly to Peacc:
An Interpreter afterwards turn’d the Speech into
Greek, for the Eaftern Bifhops underftood not Latin,
Although it feems, that Bufinefs was prepared in
particular Affemblies before’whagd, yet there aro% z};
r
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firft a great Controverfic; and Conflantine had the
patience to hear long Contefts, wherein he exercifed
the Office of Moderator, in (ndeavouring to accord
thofe, whofc Sentiments or Expreffions appear’d re-
mote , in upholding the Arguments which feern’d
to him wcak, and in giving Praifes to {uch, who
feem™d to fpeak well.  Euftbins of Cefarea long held

@ sur, OBt againft the ufe which they would (a)
tib v.c8, &c. male of the Word Confubflantial.  He
Tieol. lib. 1. ofkered another Confeflion of Faith,
L2 wherein it was omitted, and wherein he
call’d the Son barely, God born of God, Light of
Light, Life of Life, only Som, [irft born of all Crea-
tures, begotten of bis Father before all Worlds,  The
Emperor approv’d this Confeflion of Faith, and ex-
horted the Fathers of the Synod to follow ir, in adding
thereto only the Word Confubflantial. )

Afterwards the Confeflion was read, which h‘ad
been drawn up with this Word, the Terms of which
have been already recited.  Anathema’s were joyn’d
thercto, againft thofe who (hould ufe on this Occafi-
on other Terms, than thofe of the Holy Scripture ,
which muft be underftood, with an Exceprion of
thofe, which the Council thought fit to confecrate,
‘This Propofition was particularly condemn’d, 7hat
the Son exifted not befure he was begotten.  Enfebius,
and others requefted, That the Terms of the Symbol,
and Anathema’s might be explaind. 1. Tt was faid,
‘That the Word Begotren, was uled and not made,
becaufe this lat Word exprefles the Production of
Creatures, to which- the Son has no likencls, being
of a Subftance far more excellent thanthey, begotten
by the Father in an incomprehenfible manner. 2. As
for the Word Confubftantial, it is proper to the Son,

not in the fenle wherein it is taken, when we {pealk
of

Y o
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of Bodies, or mortal Animals, the Son being Con-
fubftantial with the Father, ncither by a Divifion of
the Divine Subftance, of which he poflefles a pare,
wor by any change of this fame Subftance. The mean-
ing of which is only this, That the Son has no Refem-
blance with the Creatures which he has made, but,
that heis in all things like to his Father, by whom
he has been begotten ; or that he is not ofanother
Hypoltafis, or Subftance, but of that of the Father.

3. Thofe were condemn’J, who faid, thut the Son
was not before he was born, fecing that he exilted
before his corporal Birth, and even before his divine
Generation,according to Conflantin’s Argu- (&) Thete
ment. (¢) For before,faid he,that hewas acfus  words of Eu-
ally begotten, be was in Power in his Father, [bins's Let-
u 4 manner wnbegotten, the Father haviag i:,r{)ea}z.,:ff[
leen always, Father , as he is ever always butinTheodo-
King and Saviour, and all things in his ;I‘]';"fg”r'i”‘
Powery being etcrimnally in the fame Condi-  trenched
ion, them,

- It will perhaps feem, that this is pure Arianif,
and that this is to deny the Eternity of the Son ; but
we muft obferve, that in the Style of that time, to
exift before the World, and tobe eternal, isthe fame
thing ; {teing, that to prove his Eterniry, this Paft
fage s cited, (b) Inthe Beginning was the ,

£ A\ g bvid Ep.d-
Word; and ic fufliced to fhew, that he ,fx’,,,d,”!P
was begotten, before there wasany time, '
S0 that we muft not rejelt thefe Words, as fuppofi-
tious, recrly for this Reafon ; and it is [0 ordinary
to find hard Expreffions, in thofe who attempt to ¢ x-

Pplain, in any forr, this incomprehenfible Myfltery ;

that if one might hence judge of them, oné would
be apt to declare them all Hereticks, which is to f2y,
to anathemize the greateflt pare of the Ancicuts.

G 2 Befides
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Befides this St. Athanafius who (4) openly treats

Enfebins as an Arian, makes allafion to
SobeDoe one part of “this paflage, and draws
pu. 251, thence a confequence which Enfebus
4 withiout doubt would not have owned,
which is, that the Arians believed that the Divinity
of Jefus Chrift did not exilt before his corporal
Birth. - !

Afier thefe explications Eufebins {ubftribed, as he
himfelf tetifies inthe Letter above recited, (4) al-
tho’ he had refufed it the day before.
Thelongand formal oppolition which he
‘had made againft the word Confubttanti-
al, cauftd it tobe fufpetted that there was wam
of fincerity- iix this fubfcription.  In finc Arius and
his Party were anathematized, and all their Eooks
condemned, and particularly a Poem which Arins
had entituled Thelia. Molt of the Arian Bifhops
fubfcribed, after Ewefebius his cxample, to this con-
fefliom of Faith and che Anathema’s after the explica-
tions above mentioned.  Yet there were fome of
’em, who refofed at firft to fign, (a) the principal

o of which were Eufebins of Nicomedia,

toaip8.  Theognisof Nice, Maris of Calcedon, Theo-

nas of Marmarica and Secondus of Prole.

maide. They were immediately Excommunicated

by the Council, and were to be fent afterwards as

well as Avius, into Exile by Conftantin. 'The Coun-

cil wrote a Ecirculaé- Letter (/7), to the ghnrrches' of
) oypty denoting to ’emin what fort the

. L(%{”;','M' thPcarricd th%:mlclves in the bufinefs oyf

' Arius, and what had been ordered touch-

ing Melese the Schifiatical Bifhop, and the obfer-

vation of Eaffer. Conflantin wrote alfo to the

Church of dlexandriato aflure it that after a full and
matur

(6) Athanaf.
ibid,

(45)

mature éxamination, 4rizs had been condemned by
the common confents He greatly vaunted of the
molerazion and learning of the Bifhops, making no
mention of their quarrels, according to the Cuftom
obfesved in publick Aéts, and fuch like occalions,
whereevery thing is fupprelt which may give anill
opminnof the Decrees of thefe kinds of ‘Allemblics.
Inanother Letter dire€ted to the Bifhops and Church-
es, he cojoyns the name of Porphyras to be given
to Arizs, and his followers to be called Porphyrians.
This Porphyry was a famous Plaronist, who had
writeen againlt the Chriftian Religion, anl whole
Books Conflantin had caus’d to be burnt. Lucas
Hilfternins has written his Life, which is to be found
at the cnd of the Book of ghe abfinence of
Animals.  Conflantin delign'd to declare hereby -
#s an Encmy to the Chriftian Religion, and not in
any manner reproach him with- being a Plitonift,
touching the  Trinity, fecing Conffantin did not dik-
approve, as we have feen, the fentiments of Plato,
I’s true the Arians have beenupbraided with their
0 great application to the reading of this Phylofo-
pher, and other Heathen Authors: Rewvera de Pla
tonis er Ariftophanis finu, fays St. Jerom, (a) in
episcopatum -alleguntur.  Quotus enim quif-
que ¢t qui non apprime in his erndirus fir? . _(.")z’f"'“""r‘
Aecedit ad hoc quod Ariana herefis magis ,:;’_” B
ctm Sapientia fesuli facit, et araumenta-
tionum rives de driffotelis fontibas mutnatsr. Thus
the Orthodox and Hereticks equally approved the
fentiments of Plato, each of them’ apparently ox-
plaining them, according to his Hypothe(is, ~ Con-
Sfantin turther ordercd 1 the fame Letter to bun
all Adrins his Books ; o the end that not only bis perni-
cious Doclrin be deflroyed, but that there remain no

PiORNmENE
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monument of it to pofterity. l-{e likewife declared that
if any one concealed any of his Books, and did not bring
hems to be burnt, be [hould be put so death afierit had
been proved upon him. There 15 moreover another
Letter of this Emperor, wherein he enjoyns all
‘Churches to celebrate Eaffery according to 1he Ca-

nons of the Council. . ] o
Eufebius and Theognis, cither cffe&tually believing
that the Creed of the Council might admit an Aré-
an {enle, (a)or aitrighted by thg Emperors fqunty,
offered to fign the Creed, but retufed to
O St anathematize A7ins, affirming that opi-
! nions were attributed to him which he
never did one.  Enfebius v ordered, by the means
of his Friends, about the Ewmperor, (b) that what
" he defived was granted him, which is to
a,g)/}“;f%f fuy, that they were contenced with bis
(oml‘{l‘.;l[l. The- ﬁxb{&ription to the Creed.  7Thengnis and
ol dib. 1. eip pAfaris did as much ; and the Letter of
> the Council to the Churches of Egype
mentions only 7 heonas, and .S‘fc('mdm-.who had abfo-
lutely ftood out. Phyloftorgus likewife acknowled.
ges (a) thatall the Arian Bifhops fubfcribed cxcept
) two; and reproaches the reft  with
”p(_'g,“&[f'g." their infincerity in that they had cx-
' plain’d after the drian fafhion the terms
of the Council, by the adviceof Conflantia the Em-
perors Sifter.  He adds that Sccondus fetting out to
go into his Exile, {aid to Enfebins ;5 you {mve [ubferi-
bed, Eulebius, that you might not be barifbt, bur for
my part T belicve what Gad. lmx.rewnl‘ed. to me, which
is, that yom [ball be carried into Exile, before the

year comes about.

Arins, if we believe the Orthodox, had not the

Courage to refolve on Bani(bment, with Secondusand
Theonas

(47) :
Theonas, He pretended a defire to be better inftruét-
ed, and fought an occafion of conferring with Atha-
nafius, Deacon of Alexandria, (b) whofe
A&s are ftill extane,  If this Relation be T(f’;"’f"'l
true, one may conjefturc, That Arius
defignedly defended himfclf but ill; the better to
yicld to s Adverlaries Reafons, as he did, to obtain
his Grace. He acknowledges at the end of this Con-
terence, the Equality and Confubftantialiry of the
Son with the Facher ; after which, he fhews himfelf
entirely reclaim’d from his Error.  The Fathers of
the Cbuncil receiv’d him, as a Denitent, without
{tling bhim in his Employ ; and the Emperor only
forbad him to go to dlexandria. Enzoins and Achil-
las collegues of Arins were alfo pardoned ; and St.
Ferome adds () to them cight Bifhops, of y
which he names but three, and one Prieft, ("l) In LT““!"'
Eufebins of Nicomedia, Theognis of Nice, pordse 1 2
Saras, Prielt of Lybia, and Eufebius Bithop of Cefa-
rea. It appears from the fequel of the Dialogue,
that the drians denied that the Bifhops of their Par-
ty were reconciled at Aice, but St. Fferom grounds
himfclfon the Aéts and Subfcriptions of this Coun-
ci!, which yet he had not then at hand, excufing.
himfelf from naming the four other reconciled Bi-
fhops by a Rhetorical Figure, & reliqui, quos enume-
vare longumeft, There needed not fo much time for
to fet down four names, but without doubt, he did.
not remember them.

The firft who fign’d the Councilamong the Ortho-
dox, was Hofius, Bithop of Cordova, afterwards, Fito- .
nius -and Vipcent, Roman Pricfts, {ent by Sylvefter ;
after them, the Bithops™ of Alexandria, Antioch and
Jerufalem ; and in fine, the other Bifhops. Thofe
who favour the Pretenfions of the Church of Ro;{m,

lly,
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fay, That Hofiuws figa'd in Quality of Legat, from
the Bifhop of that City, but the moft ancient Hi-
ftorians have nota Word of it. -

The Council ending the 25th of Augnft, Conflan
sin wook his farewel of them, ina very fine Harangue s
(«) wherein he exhorted the Fathers 10
thoughts of Peace, and to a- mutual For-
bearance 3 but which, was oflittle Effett,
as will appear by the Scquel.  Thus ended this fa-
mous Council, the Circumftances of which, would
be better known to us, il the fear of oftending great
Perfons , the Zeal of fome, the Paffion of others,
an:t the Refpeét which Potterity has had for the De-
Gifions of {o famous an Affembly, had not hindred
contemporary  Authors from writing the Hiftory
with exaltnefs, and the Dif engagement remarkable
in good Hiltorians ; and retain’d thofc who have
liv’d fince, from faying what they koew (perhaps)
that was difadvantagious. St Athanafius, in alittle
Treatife alrcady cited, and where he” feems at firfk
to be willing to enter on this Hiftory, tranfported by
the Zeal of which he was full, falls on Controverfic
and Inveflives ; when one might ¢xpeét him ready
to rlate Circumitances.  Sozomen {ays, That he did
(@Lib20 not dare to velate t'lze Creed of Nice,

20 (Y becanfe fome of his pions and learned
Fyiends in this matter, advifed bim to fupprefs the
things, which the Initsates, and the Priefts alone [bould
underffand, and that according to their Council, he bad
conccaldwhat was to be kept filent.

A while after, the Emperor (6) being
to cclebrate the Feaft of his Vicennales,
whichis to fay, of the twentieth Year of
his Empire, invited the Bifhops to Byzantia, which
he thought of re-cftablifhing, in giving it thtr:qnew

ame

(a) Eufeb. in
Lt ClHS

() Segime
Titw 1o 0o 25+

(49)

Name of Conffantinople, wherehe magpnificently treated
them, and made each of ’em a-pdrt a Prefent, after
which, they return’d to their Bifhopricks. It feems
that it was about this time, that he wrote very ob-
liging Letters to Enfebins of Cefarea, (c) in
gwing him order to_procurc him fifty Co- (o) Seer. ik
pies fairly written, of the Holy Scripture. e

As to Enfebins of Nicomedia, and Theognis his Friend,
they were no fooner return’d into their Bifhopricks,
but they began again to Preach publickly Arianifm,
(4) and receiv’d into their Communion
fome Perfons of Alexandria, who had been (d) Ex. Epi.
thence expelled for this Opinion. Conffantin o ad R
advertifed of this, ftat them into Exile,
three Months after the Council, and eftablifh’d at V-
comedia one dmphion for Bilhop, and Chreffus at MVice.
Thus was Secondus’s Predi@ioa accomplil’d, and In-
fincerity punilhed.

Two Months after, Alexander, Bifhop of dlexandria,
died, which occafion’d great Difturbances in that City.
The Orthodox (a) fay, that Athanafius, ‘
Deacon of this Church,whom lexander had ()%, 1.
brought along with him toNice,by reafon of i ol
his Knowledge, had been denoted feveral .
times by this Bifhop, for his Succefer, bu- that he had
bid himfclfa lictle before his Death, for fear of being
Elefted, and that having been found, he was chofen
by a Plurality of Voiccs.

The H_ctcrodox aflirm, on the contrary, that the Me-
Jetians being re-upited to the Catholicks, after the Death
of Alexander, fifty-four Bifhops of Egyps took an Oath,;
to ele&t by common conlent his Succeffor, but that.
fcven among them broke their Oaths, and chofe Atha-
nafius, without the Participation of the reft, Somccven:
affure, that the Voices were divided;and the Elettion:
not being made quick en‘,ough,H Athanafius fhut himfelf

up
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up with two Bifhops, into St. Denys’s Church, and
caufed himfelf to be conlecrated maugre the other Bi-
fhops, who made the Church-doors be broken open,
but too late, the Ceremony being over. Hereupon they
Excommunicated him ; but having ftrengehn’d hes
Party, e wiote in the Name of the Ciry to the impe-
ror, to give him Notice of his Eletion, which was ap-
prov’d by this Prince, who belicvd thefe Leteers came
cfle€tually trom the Magiftracy of dlexandria. There
may have been Paffion on the fide of the Hererodox s
but heating our {tlves as we do, for the Truch, as well
as for Errour, and upholding fometimes the right lice
by indirc€t ways, we may admic of fome things which
the Heterodox fay, and not blindly receive, whatever
the Orthodox relate.
It feems about this time, Conffantiz made his Conlti-
~ tution () againit the meetings of all Herc.
g.‘,‘)ﬁ}‘xﬁf’i‘b”’ ticks, wherein he forbids them to allem-
U blecicher in publick or privare, gives their
Chappels to Catholicks, and confifcates the
Houfes wherein they are found to mcet, performing
their Devotions.  Eufebéins adds, that the Emperors
Edi& moreover contain’d, that all Hcretical Books
fhould be feiz’d on ; and that Comffantin’s threatnings
ebliged a great number of Hereticks and Schifmaticks
to range themfélves on the fi'eof the Orthodox Church.
But fome doing of it fincercly, and otliers by force, the
Bithops applicd themfelves carcfully to diftinguifh
them, and reccivid only into the Church thofe who
were real Converts. The Arians had been.ruin’d by
particular Edicts, {o thatall Herefies feem’d to be abo-
lifhe! in the Roman Empire,

But Conflantin, who had at firft flighted the fubjeét -

of the Dilpute, between drius and Alexander, as con-
fitisg only of diffcrent Expre(fions, and who after-
wards had confidered. it, as a Point of the greateft Im-

: : portance

(s5t)

portance, retuen’d again toa good Opinion of Arins ;
whether he ated according to his prefent Intereits, or
that he fuffered himfelf to beled by thofé who were
moft about him, or that in fine, he really chang’d his
Opinion. (a) Conflantia, Sifter of Conflantin

and Widow of Licinus, had among her Do. (@)eretliba
mefticks, a Pricft, a friend to Arius, who oz ex R
hield the fame Opinions as he did, and who perfwaded
this Princefs, that drius held not thofe Opinions he
he was charged with, in the manner as they were ufi-
ally exprels’d, that Alexander had accufed him
through Envy, becaufC he was elteem’d by the Peo-
p‘h:, and that the Courcil had done him wrong.
Co»ﬂa:ﬂtu,_ who much confided.in this Prieft, cafily
believ’d him, but dared not fpeak her Mind to the
Emperour ; and being fall’n dangeroufly fick, all
that fhe could dobefore fhe died, was to recommend
this Prieft to her Brother, as a man highly vertuous,
and much devoted to the fervice of her Family. A
while after fhe died, and this Pricft having gotten
the favour of Conftantin, held to him the fame Dif:
courfe, telling him, That if he pleas’d to admit Arius
to come before him, and to explain his Opinion, he
would find that at bottom, his Doctrin was the fame
as th.at of the Council which condemn’d him. Cos-
ftantin furpriz’d at the oddnefs of this Difourfe, ans
fwerd, That if Arius would fign the Nicere C’reed,
he would let him come into his Prefence, and ‘would
fend him honourably to Alexandria. This Pricft
having affured him of it, Confantin fent Word to
Arins to cometo Court, and drius not daring at firlt
to doit, the Emperor wrote a Note to him, in which
he ordered him to come immediately at his Charge :
Arins obeyed this reiterated Order, and being, come

to Conflantinople with Enzoius, they prefented to the
: H2 -

2
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Emperor a Confeffion of their Faith, wherein they
barcly faid, They bedicv’d that the Son was begotten of the
Father before all Ages, and that the Reafon, who is God,
bad made all things, as well in Heav'n asin Iig(rt/). Con-
Jrantin was fully fatist’d with this Declaration, fothat
cither he had chang’d his Mind, or giv’a {mall Atten-
tion, or little comprehended the fenfe of the Nicene
Creed. However it was, it appears by the Sequel,
That the Arian Bifhops came by Degrees into favor,
and that the Emperor treated Arins with great kind-
nefs, and permitred him to return to A/exandrm. 5
It"s not punttually known when Arius was re-calid,
but it’s certain, he had becn already, when Enfibins
and Theagnis were, which hapned three years after
the Council of NVice, in the year 328, according to
the relation of Philostorgus, (a)ﬂthefc_: two
(@Lit:3- pifhops wrote from the place of their Ba-
e nifhment a Letter, whercin they cemplaio,
(6 That they had been condemn’d without be-
() Sur. gng heard, altho their conduct hadbeen approved
lib, socaprde o he Councily where having well ('xamm’{i
the word Confubftantial, #hey bad in fine approved of it.
They added, they had only refufed to Anathematize ATIUS,
becanfe they knew he was not fuch a one as be was defmbed.;
and feeing this was acknowledg’d by his being r.emllcd, it
couid not-be jufF that they who Juffercd only on his account,
fhonld rvemain in Exile after his Revocation. T lm: Letter
'vas divected to the principal Bifbops, whom Eufcbius and
'Theognis entreated 0 intercecd for thens with the Emperor.
In fpcaking of the Repeal of drius, they dire€tly ateri-
bute it to thefe Bifhops: Zosr Piety, fay they, has
thought fit to treat him gently, and to recal bim. A
Learned man (¢, obferves in this place, that
() valefus oy febius and T heognis attribute to the Bi-
ot {hops what the Emperor had done, fecing
: it
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it was he.that had recalled Aréus; and that.the Ec.
clefisftical Hiftorians attribute likewile fometimes
to the Emperor the a&tions of the Bifhops, as when
Socrates fays that the Council of Nice torbad  Arius
his return to Alexandria, whereas it was the Empe-
ror.  But in trath the Emperor did then few things ot
his own pure motion, being only the Church men’s
Tool, which falls out but too often, even among the
greateft Princes.

The Letter of Exfebins anl Theognis produced the
efte& which they hoped fromit.  They were recalled
with Theostas and Secondrs who would fign nothing.
The two firlt being rceuirted to their Bifhopricks,
drove out thence thole who had gotten inco their S:es,
when they were (ent to their places of banifhment.
They are charged with having immediately after
fought out ways to make Arhanafius undergoe the
fame punifhment, which they came from {utkering,
by getting it told the Emperor, that he had been c-
lefted in a manner lictle canonical, and with endea.
vouring to induce the fame Athanafius both by Pray-
ers and threatnings, ro permit Adrius 1o return 1o dlex-

“andria. However they could not then accomplifit

their purpofe 5 and we fhall feein the fequeithe bick-
crings which they had with this Bifhop.

Since the Council of Nce had been ditmifty and
that they had been banifht. This ufage, and the deci-
fionsof Nice had but only outwardly allai’d the di-
{putes, which lafts fill when they were recalled.
Enfibins aflures us that the Bithops of Egype had been

‘ever fince over Head and Ears in quarrcls; and Su-

crates fays (&) that he found from the Let- .
. . L (Db
ters cf the Bifhops of thofe times, that 55
fome were feandaliz’d at the word Confub-
Santial y examining, [ays he, this term. with too great
applicativn
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application, they fell foul on one another, and their quar-
vels did not ill vefemble a combat in the dark. It ap-
pears they [ufficiently befpattered one another with calum-
nies, without knowing wherefore. Thofe who rejedled
the word Confubftantial, thought the others hereby in-
troduced the opinions of Sabellius and Montanus, axd
treated them as impions, as denying the exiffence (3mww)
of the Son of God.  Onthe contrary thofe who fluck to the
word Conlubftantial, smagining the others wonld intro-
duce a plurality of Gods, had as prear averfion, as if
they wonld have reeflail (bt Paganifm. Euftathius Bifbep
of Antioch accufed Euftbius  Bybop of Cefarca  for
the Nicene Creed.  Euftbius dented it, and charged on
the other fide Eultathius of Sabcllianifm; thus the Bi-
fbops wrote one againft another.  They all accorded in
Saying the Son has a particular Exiffence, and that there
#s only one God in three Hypoflafes; yet they could not
agree, nor remain quiet.  This 1s the cfle& of equivo-
cal terms, which were introduced into Chriftianity
without well defining them, and the bad cullom of
molt of the Ancients, who never {peak calmly of thefe
matters 3 who have thought of nothing lefs than the
exprefling themitlves clearly, and who feem to prove
they fpake' fincerely, when they teftified to believe,
that the miftery about which they difputed was in-
comprehenfible ; by expreffing themfelves thercon in
an unintelligible manner. Eufiathins Bifhop of dntioch
vo . (a) accufing of Arianifm Eufebius of Cefa-
(a) Soer dib. 5 . . :
1oespag.  reay Paulinus of Tyre, -and Patrophilus of
Seythopolis; and thefe Bifhops accufing him
in their turns of Sabellianifm ; to know who had rea-
fon on their fide, a Synod was aflembled at Awtéoch
in 329. the conclufions of which were difadvantagi-
ous to Enftathins, It confifted of Bifhops, who had
fign’d the Nicene Creed only by force, among whom
were

(s55)
were thetwo Enfebins’s, Theognis of Nice, Theodutus
of Laodicea in Syria, NarcifJus of Nerowiada, Aetius
of Lydia, Alphens of Apames, and Theodorus of Sidon.
Alloonas cver they arnv’d ac dwtioch, a Woman of
ill fune prefented her f6lf co ?em with a little Cbhild,
which fhe faidto have had by Eufarhius, and defi-
red them todo her right againlt him, as refuling te
receive his Child.  Euffathins made great proteltati-
ons of his innogency, bur this Woman having been
believed upon her Ouch,he was depofed;a)
{ome Authors aftirmed that the Arian Bi- o' 1,,?“‘1'
fhops had fuborw’d her, to have an occafi o
on for the depofing of Ewfathius ; and that the true
caufeof his depofal was his adlicrence to the Nicene
Creed.  Others fay it was the pretended Sabellianifm
of which he was acculed, and fome have contented
themlclves wich faying there were other accufations,
for which he hadbeen depofed, whereupon Socrates
(6) makes this remarkable refle€tion : The .
Bifbops are wont te deal thus with sll thofe (&) loco it
whons they depofe ; acenfing and declaring them impions,
withent [beviug wherein. '

A Bilhop was afierwards to be fubftituted in Enfe-
thius his place, and the Arien Bilhops caft their eyes on
Eufcbins of Cefarea. Bur there arofe a violent fedition
hereupoa ; fome willing to retain Luflathins, and o-
thers accepting Eufebws.  They had come to Fifti-
cufls, had not the Emperor taken. care, by fending
one of his Officers who appeafed the People, and
made them underftand how Euftathins deferv’d to be
fent into Exile, and in efe& he was fent into 7 hrace.
However Eufebins did a thing, which made him re-
ceive very honourable Letters from the Emperor,
which he has infertedin the life of this Prince, which
15, that according tq the Canans, he refufed to pals

from
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fvom one Charch to another. Conffantin heapt up
Praifes on him by rcafon of this refulal, and wrote to
the Council, and the Church of .Armoah to let h_tm
remain where he was. So that inftead of Eufebins,
there was cle€ed Ewphronius Prictt of Cappadocia,
whom the Emperor had named with George of Aftr
thufa, to the cnd the Council might choofe which
they plealtd (a) Having depofcd Euftathins, the Ari-
() 5o, v 4 Bifhops labored to procure the return of
;Z«fmw S% grins 10 Alexandria, where Athanafins
h would not permit hlm!to‘emér, as h::;
cady faid. They engaged the Emperor

l\):fir:ca]t);) th)ilu‘ Bifkop, bl]tyfltl{arzaﬁ//; Wil dcfcndcd hml-
{elf, in that he could not receive Into the Church thoie
who had forfook the Faith and been excommunica-
ted ; {o that Comffantin wiote to him an angry Letter,
¢hat he fhould receive into the Church’thofe he or.
dered him, under pain of banifhment. The obftina-
¢y of this Bifhop, who would part w'uh none of rhg
advantages which the Council of Nice had grantec
to his Predeceffor againft the Meletians, had alfo
drawn on him the enmity of thefe Schifmaticks.
The Council had ordamed  that Melece fhould only
retain the name of Bifhop, without exercifing any
funtion of his Office, and without ordaining any
Succeflor ; and that tllO{C whom he had ordained
fhould have no part in Eletions. However Melece
at his death had, ordained onc Job» for his Succefor,
and the Meletian Pricfts would have the {ame privi-
ledges as others. Arhanafius could not confent to any
thing of this, and equally ill treated the Melet{m{s
and dArians, This conduk reunited the two partes,
who had been till that time oppofite. The Meletians
were of the Nicene opinion ; but by converfing w:ltlié
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the Ariqns, they foon ‘entred ‘into their Sentiments,
and joyn’d together, to induce Conffantin to accept
of feveral Accufations againft Arbanafius ; -as hav-
ing impoled a kind of Tribute on Egyps, in ordering
it to furnifh the Church of Alexandria with a cer-
tain number of Linnen Garments ; in having fup-
plied a certain feditious Perfon with Mony ; nam-
ed Philwmenus ; in having caufed a Chalice to .be
broken, overthrown the Table of a Church, and
burnt the Holy Books; for having mifufed feveral
Priefts, and committed divers Violences ; in hav:
ing cut off the Arm of a Meletéan Bilhop, named
Arfenius, and keeping. it to ufe in Magical Opera-
tions. Confladzin acknowledg’d the Innocency of
Athanafius, in regard of the two firft Accufations ;
and for the reft, he refer’d it to an Aflembly of
divers Bifhops, which was at Cefares in Palgftine,
where Athanafivs not appearing,; he was cited*to a
Synod at Tyre, in the year 334, and which con-
filted of Bifhops of Egyps, Lybia, Afia, and Europe.
Athanafius was in Sufpence, whether he fhould
prefent himfelf to this Synod, which confifted of
his principal Enemies ? Yet Conffantin having threat-
ned him with Banifhment .if he refufed, he there-
fore appeared, and juftified himfelf of the Accu-
fation touching the Arm of Arfinins, by bringing in
this Perfon into the midft of them, and deriding
his Accufers, It’s faid morcover, That a Woman
being introduced into the Affembly, accufed him
for having difhonoured her, aficr.(he had enter-
10it’d him in her Houfe, although he knew fhe
had piade . Yow of Virginity. But it appeared,
that fhe did not {0 wiu.’ < know Arhanafius, fee~
ing fhe took onc Timothes. . Pricik for him, who
pretended to be the Bifhop of ‘IAIexmdria.. -
e
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“The bufinefs of the broken Chalice, and the
mifufing the Pricfts, was a lietle more diflicule.
Athanafici > began by an Appeal [rom Eufebins of
Nicomedra, and therelt of the Bifhops of his Party:
e alterwards faid, That he, whote Chalice waus
meetended: totibave been broken, and whofc Name
was Ifibyras, was ot a Pricft; Hob every, without
any rcgard 18 thefe’ Reafons, there were fent {ome
Arian Bifhops, to take Informations againft him
at Alexandria, with Ifchyras his Accufer; but he
* protelied !1igl}ly-=:1‘g;\i;11t this Procceding, and went
to Jerufilom where the Bmperour was. ‘In the
mean time, :the’Informatiofs. from Fgipt were re-
ceiv’d, and dthawafins being foaded -with them, le
was depofed in his Abfence, and forbid to go to
Alexandria.  Arfenins having been admitted  into
Comruhién by-the Councily and made Bifbop of
Hypfyle, a Towhiof Epype, {ubferit’d to the Depo-
Gition’ ot Athasafiss, although ke had- jufkifi’d i,
in reference to one -of the Accufitions brought a-
gainft him, The Sentence of the Council bore,
¢hat he had flighted the Emperors Orders, and
made. the: Affembly wait for: him in an indecent
manncr ; -That he' came to Tyre with a great
multitude of People, and ctidéavour’d to make a
Difturbance there; That he had for fometime re-
tufed to purge himfelf of the Crimes laid to his
Charge, and uteered Injuries to divers Bifhops ;
That he would not fubmit to their judpment;
‘That he was convifted of breaking a Chalice, by
the Informations made againft him at Alesandsia.
“Thus was Athanafius condemned by “his Encmies,
who were his Judges, as Arius had been anathe-
matiz’d by Alexander his Predecellor, and feveral
other Bifhops, whohad declared themf{clves aglz\init
him,

“ended the Dedication of .the Church,
“which Conftantin had newly buile,” and /¢ 53,
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him, before the Convocation of the Council. The
fame ufage has been obferv’d in all the Alfemblies of
Bifhops which have mee. fince ;. the Clergy hav-
ing this Advantage 2bove the Laity, that they can
be both Judges and Parvies.

After the Depolal of dthanafius, the Emperos
wrote to the Fathers of the Councily to repair as
foon as poffible to Jerufalem, to celcbratc the De-
dication of the Church of the Apoltles, which
was now finifhed. Where being arriv’d, they
were magnificently receiv’d , and made feveral
Orations, lor the greater Solemnity of the Fefti-
val, which hapned to be very luckily, in the fame
year in which the Tricennales of the Emperor
(2) were to be celebrated, ~which is to
fay, the oth year of his Reign. Ew ve ;';5“‘“_'
j'eZiu: (b) particularly made feveral Ha- T
rany’s before the Emperor, who took (&M vin.
a great deal of pleafure in hearing Conks 1. .
them, infomuch that: he would hear *° %
ftanding a long Oratiog, which this Bithop made
on the holy Sepulchre. Eaufebins well remembers
this Honour the Emperor did him, and the Praifes

fully inferts in the: Life. of Conflantin, all the Let-

.he gave to his Oration touchir}g Eafter, and care-

—ters he had receivid from the Emperor ;- perhaps,

not out of Acknowledgment, but ra-
ther to do himfelf Honour, (4) as has
been reproachid him. .

The Bifhops aflembled “at Ferufalem, (6) having

(a) Baronins
adh.oeempora,

(b) Socr, libs

there vectivld “into Comumunion Arius

‘and Enzoins, on the Lmperors Recommendations.
’ 1
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Eufebius and Theognis fay, that drius had been
kindly receiv’d by the Bifhops, but in no forr, that
he. was received into Commumon, which was, per-
haps, for fome years refufed him, to try his Since-
rity.  Afterwards they wrote to the Church of
Alexandria, that fhe might receive tham, and be af-
fured, fhe would enjoy hence-torward a full Tran-
quility, Envy having been driv'n out thence, by
the Depofal of Athanafius. (a) In the
™ mean time this Bifhop had gotten to Con-
Jtantinople, to complain to the Emperor
of what he had fullered ; but he could obtain no
Audience of him; all that he could be heard o
fay, . was, That he entreated the Emperor to cite
to Conflantinople: the Bifhops which were av Jers.
falém, to hdve another Examination of his Affair.
Conftantin wrote to Jerufalem, and complains in his
Letter, that in a time wherein the Barbarians began
to acknowledge the true God; ¢ The Chriftians,
“ ‘who would be thought to have the My fteries of
God in theit keeping, (for he dusft not fay that
they kept them,) labourd only to entertain Di-
vifions and hatred among them, not to fay, for
¢ the Deftrution of* Mankind, And therefore he
defired that the Bifhops affembled at  Fersfalem ,
would meet at Conffantinople, to examine once for
all, the Affair of dthanafius , and put fome end to
it. ‘This Letter being come to Fersfalem, fome of
the Bifhops return’d to their Dioceles, and others
1o Conflantinople. Theft laft perfwaded, according
@ to fome Authors, (4) the Emperor. ther

© Athanafius had effe€tualle heel a0
]“’,)“-j'vf’;”'&' lice ;_or according  .iuc.s, (4)that he
% had threatned t siep the Convoy of
Provi-

(13
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Prpvifions which went every year from Alexandyis
to Conflantinople, of which tﬁree Bifhops were Wit~
nefles. The Emperor provoked by thefe Accula
tions, ordered him to retire to Treves, a Town of
the Belpick Gaule, where he remain’d about two
years. ,

The Bifthops who were met at Corflantino ple
(¢c) depofed after this Marcellus of An- .
cyra, as being fall’q into the opinion of 3(,(.0 . cape
Panl of Samofatia. One Afferius who
had raught Rhetorick in Cappadocia, having embra-
ced the Chriltian Religion, had wrote fome Books,
wherein he fpake of the Divinity of the Son, in the
{ameterms as Arins.  Marcellus undertook to refute
them, but far from eftablifhng the Pre-cxiftence of
the Son, hedenied the Divinity of Jefus Chrift ex-
ifted before his Birth ; or at leaft expreft himfelt in
{uch a manner, that one might believe he regar-
ded the Reafon or the \Vord, not as a being. that
has his_ particular Exiftence, but as I know not
what kind of accident, fuch asis the word, or the
found which is made infpeaking. Hc allo veryill
treated (4) in the fame Book [feveral
Arian Bifhops, as the two Eufibinss, () Full
- . . . ' . Cls
Paulinus and Narciffus.  He charged like- 1, 1, ¢, 4.
wife Origen for expounding the Holy . -
Scripture, according to the notions of heathen Phi-
lofophers, and efpecially according to chofe of Platos
from whom Marcellns affirmed, he had taken his
Do&trin of Principles, which is to fay, of the Holy
Trinity, of which he had treated after the Platon-
1ck fafkion,. The Arian Bilhops offended with this
Book, had begun to examin ir, when they were as
yet at Jerufalem ; bur having been obliged to pafs

over
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Enfebins and Theognis fay, that Arius had been
kindly receiv’d by the Bifhops, but in no fort, that
he. was received 1nto Commumon, which was, per-
haps, for fome years refufed bim, to try his Since-
rity.  Afterwards they wrote to the Church of
Alexandria, that fhe might receive tham, and be af-
fured, fhe would enjoy hence-forward a full Tran-
quility, Envy having been drivin out thence, by
the Depofal of Arthanafius. (a) In the
i 25Em mean time this Bithop had goten to Cou-
Jlantinople, to complain to the Empcior
of what he had {utlered ; but he could obtain no
Audicace of him; all that he could be heard o
fay, . was, That hc entreated the Emperor to cite
to Conftantinople: the Bithops which were at Fers-
falém, to hdve another Examination of his Attair,
Conflantin wrote to Jerufalem, and complains in his
Lecter, that in a time wherein the Barbarians began
to acknowledge the true God; ¢ The Chriftians,
« ‘who would bé thought to bave the Myfteries of
“ God in theit keeping, (for he durft not fay that
¢ they lept them,) labourd only to entertain Di-
vifions and hatred among them, not to fay, for
¢ the Deftrution of: Mankind. And therefore he
defired that the Bithops aflembled at  Fersfalem ,
‘would meet at- Conffantinople, to examinc once for
all, the Affair of Athanafius , and put fome end to
ir. This Letter being come to Fernfalem, {ome of
the Bifhops recurn’d to_their Diocefes, and others
to Conflantinople. 'Theft laft perfwaded, according
@ i to fome Authors, () the Emperor. the*

Athanafius had effe€tually hoel o7
]W Jur. b, Jice ; or according s, (6) that he
25 had threatned t~ tiop the Convoy of
Provi-
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Provifions which went every year from Alexandria
to Conftantinople, of which three Bifhops were Wit-
nefles. The Emperor provoked by thefe Accufa
tions, ordered him to retire to Treves, a Town of
the Belgick Gaule, wherc he remain’d about two
YEars, _ ,

The Bifhops who were met at Conflantinople
(¢c) depofed after this Marcellnus of An- .
cyra, as being fall'q into the opinion of 4~ ™
Panl of Samafatia. One Afterius who
had taught Rhetorick in Ceppadocia, having embra-
ced the Chriftian, Religion, had wrote fome Books,
wherein he fpake of the Divinity of the Son, in the
fame terms as Arins.  Marcellns undertook to refute
them, but far from eftablifing the Pre-exiftence of
the Son, hedenied the Divinity of Jefus Chrilt ex-
ifted before his Birth ; or at leaft expreft himfelf in
fuch a manner, that onc mighe believe he regar-
ded the Reafon, or the Word, not as a being that
has his particular Exiftence, but as I know not
what kind of accident, fuch as is the word, or the
found which is made infpeaking. Hec alfo very ill
treated (4) in the fame' Book feveral
Arian Bilhops, as_the two Eufebius’s, (@) Eu.
P . . . L . lhe
Panlinusand Narciffus. He charged like- s, 1. ¢, 4.
wife Origen for cxpounding the Holy
Scripture, according to the notions of heathen Phi-
lofophers, and efpecially according to thofc of Plato;
from whom Marcellus affirmed, he had taken his
Doétrin of Principles, which is to {ay, of the Holy
Trinity, of which he had treated after the Platon-
ick fafkion, The Arian Bifhops offended with this
Book, had begun to cxamin it, when they were as
yer at Jerufalems ; bur having been obliged to pafs

: over
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over to Conffantinople, they had only cnjoyned

Marcellus to alter his Opinion, according t(l) 'th% Snllc
of that time. He promift be would burrn his doo'?
but having not done_ 1t and even refu mg{ to (()“1“,:
his affair was reaffumed at Conftantinop & alr; h
was depoled.  Enfebins of Cefarea wrote t\;vc_) ,OO,S
exprefly againft him, wherein he CHUC’ZC;EH? W O-T'(l:-
and three others which he qnntulcd, of Ecc €ﬁ11ﬂ'1fh
Theology, wherein he cftablifhe the opl_m'on.i 7w :;;Ll
he thoaght Otthodox rouching the .Dwxlm ),H) ’
refuted thofe of Aareells and divers ot 1c.rd‘ cre-
ticks. Aarcclins was atterwards (2)
(@seer b, recttablifhe in the Sypod of Sardica ; be-
1208 53 caq e he o tHirmed his cxp.rcﬂ‘xonsﬁlmd been
2’2‘ i dheipe e derftood 3 and being an Enemy to
. the Arians, he infinuated Himfclf into
the Triendfhip of Arhanafius, who pcrhaprs)jwl';xs
furpriz’d by the Equivacal ﬁxpreﬂions .udu y
Marcellus. It's certain, that if we may Judge of
him by the Fragments which E”fdf””(. l?ltcs., i}c
fcarcely knew what he would fay lumre , or elfe
he conceal’d his- ()plnl()llbsl under obfcure terms,
¢ft hefhould fall into trouble. ] i
I After that Arhanafies had been fent irto Exile,
(@) Arins bad returned to Alexandria ;
() id-lib- Lyt his prefence being likely tocanfec a
I @37 Y jgiforder, by reafon of the great number
K of thofe who followed the featiments of
Athanafius, the Empcror recfwllcd this R“’Liﬁ tofci»?.
[rantinople, and 10 aflure hszclf.entirc"’y‘ of his
belick, of which the Orth\odox {hl[l‘ (.o, it
offered him the Nicene Creed to [, ,W.!; he
did  without ballancing, and moreover {wore

he wasof that opinion. A report ran- that he ’lEa_j
it

(63) ,
hid under his Arm a Writing, which contain’d
his Opinion, and that he barely fwore he believ’d
what lie had wrote ; but there’is no great certain-
ty tobe cxpefted in what his Enemics fay of hir.
Perhaps he thought, like Eufebins of Cefarea, that
one might give to the words of the Creed a finle
which amounted to his fentiment, although he
wilht they had made ufe of other terms.  What
the Fathers of Nice faid more than he confilting in
in fomething abfolutely incomprehenfible; per-
haps morcover hc  counted chat for nothing.
However Alexander Bifhop of Conflantinople vctu:
fed to receive Mim into Communion, although
the Emperor hgd ordered him to do it, and a
great number of Bifhops and of *the People urged
him to it.  Befides this the  Arian Bifhops were
preparing to hold a Council, to examin afreth
the queftion agirated at Nice, and had marke a
day in which they were to meet to difcourfe about
it, and fo condu€&X Arius into the Church maugre
Alexazder, In this extremity knowing not how
to maintain  his refulal, the Hiftory tells us that
he fhrre bimfelt up in a Church call’d Peace, and
fet  himfelf very devoutly to pray to God, not
that he would convert Arius, or that he would
difcover to himfelf the Truth, but, ¢har if the opinion
of Arius was true, he himfelf might wot fee the day

Jet apart to difcoirfeof ity or that if s own belicf

were true, Arius who was the canfe of [o grear wmif-
chiefiy, might be punifbe for his Infidelity. A Prayer
fo little charitable, and whence might be feen
that this Bithop was more concern’d for his re-
putation than the Truth, fail’d not of being
heard, focing that the next morning which was

: Sunday
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Sunday, or the fame day at night, as Arins went

to the Church accompani’d by thofe of his Party,

or in fome other place, for the Hiftorians vary,
in paffing by the Market of Confantin, he had {o
reat occafion to go to eafe himfelf, that he was
%orced to betake himfelf to the common Privies,
where inftead of finding eafe, he evacuated his
Bowels, and thus dicd fuddenly. Since that time
Paflengers were commonly fhew’d thefe places
of cafement, and no body dared fic down on_the
fame place where drins fat. °Tis faid that a Rich
Arian, to abolifh the memory of it, bought af-

terwards this Place of the Publick, and there

built an Houfe.
I's thus that Rufinns, Socrates, and Sozomen
relate the laft Events of the life of Arius. But
.. St. Athanafius fays that («) having been
“4%‘,),‘,'1',',-0%{,',‘_ recalled by the folicitations of thofe of
his Party, he offered his Confeffion of
Faith to the Emperor, and fwore that he did not
believe any thing clfe ; after  which thoft that
rote€ted himd would introduce him into the
Church, at his going out of the Emperors Palace,
but that he died, without having been received
& De.vil- intoﬁommuniqn. (_5) A Learned Man
S0PV s of Opinion in this matter, That the
Arius who was received into Communion at
Jerufalem, was a Prieft of the Party of the famous
Arius, and not be himfelf, who had_alveady died ont
of the Communion of the Church ; for without this
it muft be faid that Athanafiss has been miftaken
But were it granted him “that this Bifhop wus
miftaken, in fpeaking ¢ = Man whom he cvery
moment orewhelmed with  injuries, it cannot be
found

(6s5)

found f{trange, efpecially not having been at
Conftantinople then, when what he relates muft have
hapned. One may farther fay, that Athanafins has
related, by way of abridgment, and little exattly,
what he had heard fay of Arius, and that he regard-
ed him as an cxcommunicated Perfon, having
been only received by a Council whoft Authority
Athanafivs wou'd not acknowledge, it confifting
principally of Perfons whofc opinions had becen ana-
thematized at Nice. It is far more natural thus
to interpret this paffage of Arbanafius, than to re-
je€ whoily as falfc an Hiftory fo circumftanc™d as
that of the latter years of the life of .frius, in
refpet of certain fafts which the Hiftorians,
which we have already cited, had no interclk
to aler.

Arins being dead, apparently of a fudden death,
peradventure by Poyfon, which may have given
occafion to the Tragical manner, in which the
Hiftorians mention it, the Difputes ftarted on his
occafion dyed not with him: () Thofe _
who were of Athawafius’s Party at il o
Alexandyia, befought of God his return
in the Publick Prayers, and ceafed not to impor-
tune the Emperor, to make him be recalled.
Conftantin was oblig’d to writc to the Pcople of that
Town a Letter, wherein he upbraided them for
their Lightnefs and Folly, and cnjoyns the Lecle-
fiafticks to remain quiet, and wherein he declares
he would not recall Athanafius, whom he treats
as a feditious Perfon, and one who had been con-
demned by a Council. He anfwers likewile to
Anthony the Hermic ; That be  could not fight the
Fudgment of the Council of Tyre, becanfe that [uppofing
Jome among the Bifbops were p:;{ﬁiamte, et it 1}5110![] pro-
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bable that [0 great a number of Wife and Leavned Bi-
fhops fhontd all of *cms ait by paffion and that Athanali-
us was an Infolent 1'vond and Lronbl fom Fellow.

Conftantin wrote thde Letters buea little time
belore his death, which hapned in the year 337,
the circumftances of which may be feen in his lite
writ by Esfebins. Yet we mult remember, that
this is rathera Panegyrick than an unintercft Hiftory ;
whence it is that he fays nothing of the death of
his two Wives, and the cldeft Son of this Emperor,
whom he had put to death thro” jealoufy or revenge.

Lufebins was always of the drians fide,  Yet $o

 crates has undertaken to jufkitie him, (4)
bii ‘(-blsf"'hb' and (6 do’s Dr. Cave [tem to do, thinking

o himfClf thereto obliged thro’ Chriflian
Charity ; whereas the love of truth fhould oblige all
Hiftorians never to vary fromir.  But ic s this pre-
tended charity, which extends it {elf only toFathers
which are refpeted as Orthodox, which has been
the caufe that we have in a manner only Patiegyricks
of the Ancients, wherein their defells are ever fup-
preft, when they cannot be covered with the mask
of fome Vertues.

Enfebius, as it appears by thecordu& he held at
the Council of Nice, wasa dexerous Perfon, who did
ot {Cruple to fubferibe to terms which were not
plealing to him, provided he could expound them in
& 1iale according to his mind, tho’ little conforma-
bl to that of thofe who fet themup.  For in fine,
a Man mult fhue his Eyes, touching what he fays in
his Leteerto the Church of Cefarea, not to lee, that
he underftoo | otherwife the terms of the Symbol,

than Adehanafies did. He was a great admirer of

Origen, feveral of whofe opinions may be lern in his
lite; lic lived not long after Conflantin, for.hcdy(‘:\dlm
Sthe

(67) v
the year 340. St.Jerome in feveral places calls him
Signifer et Princeps Arianornm ; Speaking of the
great Eufebius Bilhop of Cefarea.

Athanafius in his banifhment wrote a'Creed at
Rome, which he prefented toa Council fitting there,
yet that Creed was not publifh’d tillabove three hun-
dred years after in the Tolezan Council, as Baronins
himfelf owns, ncither can_any one tell us what that
was; for that which pafles commonly anionglt us
under the name of the drhanafian Creed, and is read
inour Churches, was drawnup by God knows who,
as Voffins de Tribus Symbolts, Camerarins, and Ell. du
Pinin bis B. des Aut. Ecclef. do ingenuouily confefs.
For how durlt Arhanafius make a ncw Creed after the
Nicene # Befides,'no Writer of that time mentions it,
no not Athanafius himfalf, It {cems to have been
broach above 600 years after that age, in which
timea profound ignorance had overfpread Chriften-
dom; howcver the Eaftern Churches would never
own it, no not at this day. Sce more in the above
mentioned learned Authors,

Conftantin being dead, Enfebins Bifhop of Nicome.
dia, avelin’d Courtier, {oon made himfclf Mafter
of Conflantins, and all the Grardees of the Palace, in
whom he rooted his beloved Aréanifm ; being aflift-
ed by Conflantia’s Prieft, the Emprefs was (oon gain’d
over, and the Roman Empire became for the moft
part drian, dthanafius being condemn®l not only by
many Eaftern,bur alfo by feveral great Weltern Coua-
cils,  Alterwards they fell {0 vo Logger-heads, that the
Weltern Church excommunicated the Baftern, and
the Eaftern returnd the fame Complemens upoun the

Weltern, and there we’ll leave them.

F'INIS.




