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RABBULAS, bishop of Edessa, 412-435.
s

Yhe name in Syriac is Rabbitld, HQD, which
the western Syrians pronounced Rabilg, The
chief authorities for the life of Rabbilas are (1)
a panegyric in Syriac, compiled soon after his
death by a contemporary cleric, himself a native
of Edessa, extant in a MS. of the 6th century, of
which Bickell has furnished a German transla-
tion in Thalhofer's Ausgewdhite Schriften der
Kirchenviiter (vol. x. pp. 56-68), and (2) the
later and less trustworthy biography of Alex-
ander the founder of the Akoimetae. According
to the panegyrist, Rabbilas was born in the city
of Kenneschrin, known by the Greeks as Chalcis,
in Osrhoene, of rich and noble parentage. His
father was a heathen priest, but his mother was
a Christian. He received a liberal education,
and was well versed in pagan literature. On
his father’s death he inherited a considerable
fortune, and was chosen prefect ot his native
¢ity At this time he was still a heathen, and
for a long time resisted his mother’s entreaties
to become a Christian. He yielded however
so far as to take a Christian wife, and in due
time he was brought to embrace the true faith.
Various instrumentalities contributed to his con-
version. The panegyrist attributes 1t to his
intercourse with Eusebius of Chaleis and Acacius
of Beroea, and to two remarkable miracles wit-
nessed by him. The biographer of Alexander,
on the other hand, ascribes it to the influence of
his teaching. Both accounts probably are sub-
stantially true. On his conversion Rabbalas
went on pilgrimage to Jerusalem and was baptized
in the river Jordan, having previously renounced
his property and manumitted his slaves. His
wife and daughters and all the females of his
household devoted themselves to a religious life,
and Rabbalas himself retired to the monastery
of St. Abraham at Cha The discipline here
enforced not being severe enough for his newly-
awakened religious enthusiasm he left the
monastery for a cave m an adjacent mountain
side, but at the request of his brother he returned
to the monastery. The see of Kdessa having
become vacant in 412 by the death of Diogenes,
Rabbillas was appointed his successor by a
synod meeting at Antioch. His episcopate was
a powerful one, characterised by great activity
and zeal, which was not always exhibited in a
gentle or conciliatory manner. His temper was
fiery, and lbas does not scruple to call him the
tyrant of his city, who lorded it over all, and
violently persecuted those who opposed his
imperious will (Labbe, iv. 663). His panegyrist
deseribes him in more favourable terms as
manifesting earnest solicitude for the discipline
of his elergy and the spiritual health of his
flock. The sick and poor of his city, especially
widows and orphans, were the objects of his
unremitting care. Edessa was famous for its
intellectual activity ; the children of the higher
classes, still chiefly heathen, were sent to its
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schools from great distances for education. Th
aceording to his biographer of Alexander, Rabe
bilas used to gather together twice a month
and instructed them in the principles of the
Christian faith and caused them to be baptized
(deta Sanctorum, i. 1020-1029). By the force
of his character Rabbiilas became the leading
prelate of the Oriental Church, regarded, accerd-
ing to the exaggerated lauguage of the bio-
grapher of Alexander, as “the common master
of Syria, Armenia, Persia, nay of the whole
world.”

The theological position of Rabbilas in the
early part of his career was not altogether
consistent. The author of the panegyric describes
him as having steadily opposed the doctrines of
Nestorius from the very first, But the church of
Edessa, together with the East generally, fol.
lowed the teaching ot Diodore of Tarsus and
Theodore of Mopsuestia, in which these doctrines
were virtually contained, and Ibas, who having
been a presbyter of his church must have spoken
from personal knowledge, tells us that Rabbiilas
was no exception. He speaks of him as having
been a diligent student of Theodore’s writings,
and an attentive listener to his discourses, testi=
fying his approbation by applause. By degrees
however Rabbilas veered round, and after some
vacillation ended as the most vehement and un-
compromising opponent of Theodore’s teaching,
using his utmost endeavours to bring about
the complete suppression of his works. Ibas
ascribes this change of opinion to personal pique,
from his having been publicly rebuked by
Theodore at a synod. This story may safely be
regarded as an exaggeration, but it indicates a
divergence of views regarded by the elder teacher
of so much importance as to deserve a public
reprimand. (IBAS, Epist. ad Marium, Labbe, iv,
666 ; Liberat, Breviar, c¢. 10, Labbe, v. 752.)
This growing separation from Theodore’s school
of doctrine is strongly exhibited in a letter to
Andrew of Samosata, written in the winter
preceding the Council ot Ephesus, 430-431, a
fragment of which is printed by Overbeck among
the Syriac documents published in his edition of
Ephrem Syrus (Oxford, 1865), Rabbilas here
upbraids Andrew for having attacked Cyril ina
manner which led him at first to ascribe the
document to Nestorius himself. From Andrew’s
reply we learn, what is also stated by Theodorus
Lector (lib. ii. p. 565), that Rabbilas’s fiery zeal
for the orthodox faith had caused him publicly to
anathematize Andrew before his congregation at
Edessa. Not content with this Rabbilas, ac-
cording to the panegyrist, when visiting Con-
stantinople took the opportunity of having to
°h in the presence of Nestorius to denounce
doctrine.  After this undisguised manifes-
tation of his theological views, it is somewhat
surprising to find Rabbtlas at the council of
Ephesus ranging himself with the Orientals and
joining them in their opposition to Cyril. His
signature appears to the letter to the clergy and
laity of Hierapolis (Baluz. col. 705) and to that
addressed to the deputies despatched by the
Orientals to Constantinople (ib. 725), in both of
which the heretical nature of Cyril's teaching
and the illegality of the actions of the mugcl]
are asserted. From this temporary vacillation,
to be attributed perhaps to his reluctance to
separate himself from his patriaxch and com-
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pm\-incial prelates, Rlabbf'llas. speedily Fecovered.
A visit to Constantinople in the winter suc-
ceeding the council, 431-432, when hg l{ad an
opportunity of conferring with Nestorius's suc-
cessor in the see, the wise and pious Maximian,
confirmed him in his opposition to the Nesto-
rian doctrine, which he returned to his dio-
cese determined to eradicate. This was no easy
task. No doctrine was more firmly planted
among the clergy of Osrhoene and of the East
generally. The dogma identified with the name
of Nestorius, as having been formulated by him
and pushed to an extreme, was not originated by
him. It was to be found substantially in the
writings of Diodore of Tarsus and Theodore of
Mopsuestia, The defenders of Nestorius and of
his doctrines claimed, not without good reason,
to be the disciples of these great men, whose
pames were universally revered through the
East. To denounce Nestorianism and to acce
Cyril's anathemas was to repudiate the teaching
of theologians whom they had been taught to
regard with veneration as infallible guides.
Rabbilas saw clearly that if the Nestorian
doctrine was to be combated effectually among
his clergy, it was not enough to denounce the
actual teaching of Nestorius and prohibit the
reading of his writing
tacked at its source in the heretical works of
Diodore and Theodore. To this end therefore he
laboured with fierce unremitting zeal, in the
midst of a recalcitrant clergy. To aid him in
his object he called in the strong will and un-
scrupulous pen of Cyril. He appears to have
been the first to open Cyril's eyes to the character
of Theodore’s writings, as the true fountain of
Nestorius's teaching, The heresy would never be
crushed so long as, while the doctrine of Nestorius
was condemned and his writings prohibited,
in which the same heterodox tenets were

declared, often in more offensive terms, were |

suffered to be circulated, without censure, and
even recognized as theological authorities.
Nestorjanism might be repudiated in name,
but an equally deadly erypto-Nestorianism was
wominant in the East, sheltering itself under
these two great names, To root out the error
(.:If'ectuul]y the writings of these men must be sub-
Jected to the same sweeping enactment as those
of Nestorius their disciple. We have a letter
from Rabbilas to Cyril (Labbe, v. 469), denounc-
'1‘3-"_'1‘]!&:0:101'9 as the author of the heresy of Nes-
torius, which denied that Mary was truly the
mother of God, thus laying snares of IJE]‘thi:)n for
thf‘- unwary. These were all the more dangerous
as l'huodc_n'eilml never ventured to propound these
dogmas in his public teaching, but committed
them to his books, which were recommended to
general perusal by the persuasiveness of his
tongue and his popularity as a preacher. These
Ulﬂkls hoviever were treasures of impiety, con-

:211:\?:i%ea(i‘§\1:219.lllsl I‘I:?l_li]hlk‘].l\\\']l}il"h it was u nsg e
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theorthodos, That Rabptlad worts fo s
tive soil is L’:hﬂl\::‘l L:l (Iiu fl'?r.“-unlﬁ lell‘on_ sday
fragment is prese -EI }‘Jl!dh Il‘-zply" {.,f :\-hm_h 2
i e .ili-ﬁ- escinm (ibid.), mdmg Rabbalas
e 1 Pt s Kln?und‘ of the truth to all the
of the nle’w ajndl.ni)f_e‘s in expelling the' bl:u]?hom'v
Al Sn?n\ll?able hfert_y of No.:-t‘m‘lus, as
though ot :\ti}rl, and indicating fholndore,
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generally revered a name, as  the Cilician,” from
whose root this impiety proceeded. The sup-
pression of these writings, so fatal to the estah-
lishment of his own system of doctrine, became
a chief object with Cyril. An extension of the
Imperial decree was obtained comprising * the
sacrilegious books” of Diodore and Theodore in
the same condemnation previously passed on the
writings of Nestorius (Labbe, v. 471, cf. ib. iii.
1209), It prohibited their perusal, and ordered
them to be publicly burnt, and threatened all
who disregarded the decree with confiscation.
This decree carried out on a general scale the
line of action previously inaugurated by Rab-
bilas in his own diocese, where a most de=
termined persecution had been set on foot of the
crypto-Nestorians, e, of all who were vnwilling
to accept Cyril’s anathematisms, or to repudiate
the doctrine of their venerated masters Diodore
and Theodore. The letter of Ibas to Maris de-
scribes the violent and audacious conduct of Rab-
bilas, d wéyra ToApn@y, in publicly anathematizing
Theodore before the church “ punishing not the
living only, but those also who had long since
gone to God,” and hunting up his works for the

| purpose of destruction (Labbe, iv, 663). A

similar picture of Rabbilas® violence is given us
in a letter of Andrew of Samosata, written to his
metropolitan Alexander of Hierapolis shortly
after Faster, 432, Andrew complains that
Rabbfilas was dealing with a high hand in Edessa,
openly anathematizing Theodore’s teaching of one
nature in Christ, persecuting all the orthodox,
excommunicating all who refused to accept the
Cyrillian dogmas, as well as tnose who read
Theodore’s books, which he was everywhere com=
mitting tothe flames. He had been asked by the
oppressed party how long they were to endure
this tyrannical treatment, and if they would not
be right in separating from Rabbilas, and he re-
quests Alexander’s advice on the point. (Baluz.
c. xliii. col. 748). Alexander's answer is not pre=

| served. Measures however were speedily taken in

the direction indieated by Andrew. A synod was
summoned at Antioch by the patriarch John, by
which letters were despatched to the bishops of
Osrhoene desiring them, if the reports of his
tyrannical conduct were true, to suspend com=
munion with Rabbilas until the matter had been
fully investigated, and he had either cleared
himself or submitted to ecclesiastical discipline
for his fault (ib. c. xliv. col. 749). Meanwhile
Rabbillas was corresponding with Cyril on the
terms of reconciliation between himself and the
East. The two uncompromising prelates were
fully agreed that nothing short of complete sub-
mission on the part of the Orientals and the
withdrawal of the condemnation of Cyril’s ana=
thematisms could be accepted. We have a
letter of Cyril’s to Rabbalas (Baluz. c¢. cviii.
col. 812) written in 432, expressing the im-
possibility of his accepting the proposition com=
municated by Acacius that Cyril should repudiate
all that he had previously written on the subject,
to leave a clear field for the reconciliation of the
church. As we know, the reconciliation was
effected in the spring of 433. Andrew of Samo-
sata, long one of the most determined opponents
of the Cyrillian dogmas, by which he had, as vie
have seen, incurred the open denunciation of
Rabbilas, having become convinced of his orthe-
doxy by the perusal of his manifesto, at once
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left his diocese for Edessa to make reparation to
his former antagonist, and sati him of his
orthodoxy. On his way hc was arrested by
sickne Whether he ever reached Edessa is
uncertain, Alexander’s anger having been
aroused, Andrew wrote to Uihr\ ne»cnn];mi of
Hierapolis to justify himself. He had not yet
seen Kabbaias, but he accepted communion with
him, together with Cyril, and embraced the
peace of the church (ib. cc. ci. evi. 3 col. 807-810).

The celebrated letter of Ibas, at that time a
presbyter of the church of Ede written to
Maris in this year 433 (Labbe, i 2), presents
a highly coloured picture of the violent conduct
of Rabbillas in his determination to rid his
diocese of heretical taint. It is needless to
repeat \\']1-1t may be found in another place
(IBas, III. p. 192). Dickell calls atten-
tion {.n 1]\‘. 1.L<t that, however tyrannical
his proceedings may have been, the acts of the
¢ Latrocinium > prove that he cannot be rightly
charged with the banishment of Barsumas, the
learned head of t']w. ous theological school of
Edessa, and bishop of Nisibis (Thal-
hofer, Ausgewiihlte . (ften, . 8.).

Not content w 1(]1 eradicating the doctrines of
Theodore in his own diocese Imnhulu, in con-
junction with Acacius of Melitene, wrote to warn

the Armenian bishops of the poison of the |

Nestorian heresy which was being offered to
them in the writings of Diodore and Theodore,
Perplexed at this denunciation of those whom
i]w\' had looked up to with reverence as the
g reat teachers of the church, which their Cilician
brethren 1 ir
personal jealousy, they summoned a nod, and
despatched two presbyters, Leontius and Aberius
to Proclus, who in April 434 had succeeded
Maximian on the throne of Constantinople,
taking with them the u;u]\umiu r documents, and
entreating the [ultu.uch to indicate which was
the true orthe aching., Proclus replied in
his celebrated “Tome” on the Incarnation, in
which he condemmed Theodore’s opinions but
without naming him, a precaution which was
counteracted by the ofliciousness of the messen-
gers who conveyed the document (Liberat. Zre-
viar. ¢. 10, ap. Labbe, v. Garnerii Praefat.
in Mar. Mercat. p- lii. ed. .1673). The fie ¥
old man did not long sur this letter. His
death is placed Aug. 7, 435, after an episcopate
of nearly a quarter of a century. According
Theodorus Lector (lib. ii. p. 665) he was bli
before his death. He was succe by his
presbyter lbas, the ardent champion of the
doctrines Rabbiilas had spent so much energy
in exterminating. His name continued in high
honour in his former diocese. In the proceed-
ings against Ihas at Edessa we le from the
Acts of the Latrociniuim that the prayers of Rah-
bilas as a saint were invoked against his heretical
successor by the excited mob (Martin, Actes du
Brigandage, pp. 20, 51).

Nearly all the few surviving works of Rab-
biillas have been printed by Overbeck in the
iginal Syriac text, in his mhtlun of Ephrem
yrus, Oxtord, 1865, pp. 210-248; 362-378.
They comprise (1) the scanty ll‘tll:ﬂns of the
640 letters which, according to his biographer,
he wrote to the emperot, Isiahum: iu'l-l"'n't»'. and
monks. These eonsist of (a) a ment of a
letter to Andrew of Samosata, (! ) two long frag-

ormed them was the vesult of
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ments of a letter to JL'.IT]L”lI]llS,]J]N]'\ﬂTl}f Phqr'm
against certain monks who rom.h!a-d the Eucha-
rist as ordinary bread and wine, (¢) the letter to
Cyril against Theodore, with Cyril’s answer
(given in Latin, but with variations, Labbe, v.
469). (2) A dogmatic sermon preached at
Constantinople, imperfect at the end. (3) Canons
for the regulation of the lives of the secular
and :nﬂ’ui'u clergy. These last are given in the
Greek version, lwne, Patrol. Gr. 1xxvii, 1474 5
and by M;\i, Script. Vet. Nov. Collect., x.
part ii. p. 6. (4) Hymns for liturgical use
addressed to the Mother of God, Saints and
2\[:11‘1} , on Repentance, the Cross, the Resur-
rection, the Footwashing, the Eucharist, ete.
(See Wright’s Catalogue of Syriac MSS.) (Cave,
I Lit, i, 420 ; Bickell ap, Thalhofer Ausge-
wiihlte Schriften der Kirchenviter, band i
Tillemont, Mén. _.’
chrickh,

RACIMIR. [SUINTHILA,]
RADEGUNDIS, ST., queen of Clotaire L.

and founder of the nunnery of Sainte-Croix, at
Poitiers, was the daughter of a Thuringian
prince named Bertharius, and was born in 519.
When the plunder was divided after the suc-
cessful invasion of her country by the three
Frank kings, i]H.‘Hdt.l]t,rI]lLL\\ilet"lt. and Clotaire
the young princess, now about ten years old,
fell to the share of the last, and was sent to
Aties, on the Somme, one of the royal residences,

to be educated. Destined to be the king's bride,

ltlc-lhl\ instructed in all the learn-
ious and secular, which France
at that day | ssed, but seems early to have
an eager inclination towards the
istianity, and a strong distaste

ne was
| ing, both r

for
espousal by Clotaire her austerities
and religious exercises were so incessant that it
was commonly said the king had wedded a nun
(Venant, Fort. Acta S. Rad, c: ). 1.). Abhorring
the married state from the first, she seems to
have been finally decided to escape from it, by her
husband’s treacherous murder of her brother.
Withdra r to Noyon, on the pretext o!‘
some religious t\]\--l\‘lm‘f‘ she l-wwnw‘nt the
bisho oness.
The b n]l hesitated, and some Frank nobles
present even dragged him frcm the a ltar i, but
at length the queen’s urgency overcame his irre-
solution, and she obtained her desire, She then
escaped from her husband’s territory to the
“-'l[ll'tl: r of St. Martin of Tours, and thence to
. Hilary’s, at Poitiers. Here she founded her
monastery within a mile or two of the ecity;
| finally, with the consent of Clotaire, from whom
the exhortations of the bishops wrung a relue-
tant acquiescence in the loss of his bride. { ]‘tlll\b
were sent by her to the East for wood of the
true cross, to sanctify it, and the rule of St.
Caesarius and St. ( »s was adopted
for its government. IHere she passed the re-
mainder of her life, first as abbess, then as simple
nun, under the mlo of another. We happen to
be very well informed about the beginnings of
this institution from the two lives of Radegund,
one by Venantius Fortunatus, her intimate
friend (!“J.I’?‘, Lat. lxxii. 651), thv other I.‘.\' one
of her nuns called Baudonivia (ibid. 663), and
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also from the fact that in Gregory's time, after
Rndegund's death, the attention of all France
was drawn to the spot by the scandalous out-
preak of a body of the nuns, headed by Chro-
dieldis, a natural daughter of King Charibert I
After a residence of about thirty-seven years,
spent in the mingled religious exercises and lite-
rary studies enjoined by the Caesarian rule, she
died Aug. 13, 587, and was buried by Gregory
of Tours, whose account of the matter is inte-
resting (De Glor. Conf. cap. evi)). In addition
to the authorities above referred to, see Greg.
Tur. Hist. Franc. iii. 4, 7; vi. 29, 34; vii. 36;
ix. 2, 39-43 ; x.15; and De Glor. Mart. cap. V. ;
Venant. Fort. Carmina passim; Boll. Acta S8.
Aug. iii. 46 sqq.; Hist. Latf, iii. 346. Her
story istold in lively fashion by Auguste Thierry
in his Retits des Zemps Merovingiens, v.
[S. A. B.]

RADO, eleventh abbat of St. Vedastus
at Arras A.D. 795-815, and archicancellarius
of Charles the Great (Mabillon, De re Dipl. 118,
122; see also pp. 404, 520, 521, 522, 524 for
documents of state countersigned by him). He
wasa friend and correspondent of Alcuin, whom he
]mrsm-‘h‘\l to write the life of St. Vedastus, to be
found with a prefatory letter to Rado in Migne,
Patr, Lat. ci. 663. He also composed at the
request of the abbat and his monks some masses
and various dedicatory verses for a copy of the
Seripturesand theshrines in the monastery church
of St. Peter, which Rado rebuilt. (Pair. Lat. c.
215, ci. 731, 741, 211; cf. Ceillier, xi. 190;
@Qall. Christ. iii. 375.) [S. A. B.]

RAETHUN (Kemb. 177, 210.) [ReETHUN.]

RAGNEMODUS (RaeN1MODUS, RAYMOND),
twenty-first bishop of Paris, was deacon and
priest under St. Germanus, whom he succeeded
¢. A.D, 577 (Greg. Tur, Hist. Frane. v.c, 143 De
Glor. Conf. c. 89, and De Mir. ii, c. 12 ; Gams,
Ser. Episc. 595 In the disorders 1;1‘1’.\'.’1i]i]|g at
the period he seems to have sided with Chilperic
as against Praetextatus, bishop of Rouen (Greg.
Tur, Hist. Franc. v. c.19), and yet at the council
of Paris, A.D. 577, he spoke in favour of the
position of Praetextatus (b, vii. c. 16) and when
Chilperic was murdered in A.D. 584 [CHIL-
PERIC L], the widowed queen Fredegundis fled
with her infant and treasure to lhe‘.]nishnp for
protection (Zb. vii. ¢. 4). Fredegundis may the
more readily have taken this step as in A.D. 580
her infant son, Theodoric, had been received
from the font by Ragnemodus (Jb. vi. c. 27), and
in the same year he had taken part in the couneil
of Braine, which had exculpated her and St
Gregory (Ib. vi. c. 503 Labbe, Cone. iv. 958).
IHHA‘D. 985 he subscribed at the council of
Micon (Labbe, iv. 988). He was a severe en-
forcer of discipline, made many pilgrimages to
the tomb of St. Martin, and died A.p. 591 (Gall.
‘G’l! II‘FI-. vii. 21; Duchesne, Hist. Franc. Serip.
L 332 sq.; Migne, Pat. Lat. Ixxi. 214 et al.;
Fleury, H, E,, xxxiv.-v.). . G.]

RATBOD (Rapnop), duke of Frisia, was a
{;’Werf\ll chief at war against Pippin and Charles
artel and opposed the spread of Christianity
[‘ HARLES MARTEL] (Gest. Reg. Franc. c. 50 ;

~
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A.D, T18). His war with Charles Martel drove
St. Boniface from his work, but at Rathod’s
death, A.D. 719, the missionary returned [BoNr-
Facius MoGUNTINENSIS] (Vit. S. Bonifacii,
§§ 17, 24, ap. Boll. A. 58, Jun, t. i. 447,456-8 ;
Migne, Pat. Lat, t. lxxxix, 611, 691; Ceillier,
Aut. Sacr. xii. 46). [J.G.]

RAURACIUS (Rauracus), ninth bishop of
Nevers, belongs to the middle of the seventh
century, He was at the council of Chilons A.p.
650, and wrote a letter still extant (Duchesne,
Hist. Franc. Scrip.i. 884 ; Canisius, Thes. i. 646
Migne, Pat. Lat. lxxxvii, 259) to Desiderius,

his good offices (Gall. Christ. xii. €
de la France, iii. 583 ; Ceillier, Auf. Sacr. xi.
734). Rauracus buried St. Austregisilus, bishop
of Bourges, A.D. 624, (Boll. 4. 88. Mai. v. 63%).
. G.]

RAVENNIUS, archbishop of Arles in
succession to Hilary. Gall. Christ. (i. 531) num-
bers him as fifteenth bishop, but Gams (Ser.
Episc. 493) as thirteenth., Of his birth and
family we have no account. We find him first a
priest at Arles, in much favour with Hilary, and
sent by him to Rome to sustain his suit with
St. Leo regarding the metropolitanship over all
Gaul. [Hinarius ArREnaT.] (Vit. S. il Arel.
¢. 17 3 Migne, Pat. Lat. 1. 1238,) This he did
in such a way as to procure the lasting favour
and respect of both the prelates, so that St.
Hilary designated him his successor at Arles
(Vit. S Hil. Arel. c. 19), and St. Leo (Ep. 413
Migne liv. 815) heartily approved of the ap-
pointment. In the year 449 he was unanimously
elected, and “secundum desideri il
rum, et plebis unanimiter consecrastis = ¢
Leo (Ep. 40; Migne, liv, 815) wrote to tt 1li-
can bishops ; he continued to have great
both in Gaul and Italy, He was lerate and
peace-loving, though rigorous in his own form
of life (Hist. Litt. de la France, ii. 354). Soon
after his election he seems to have consecrated
Fonteius bishop of Vaison (Zb. ii. 355), or other-
wise renewed the quarrel between the sees of
Arles and Vienne regarding the office of metro-
politan. The suffragan bishops of Arles wrote a
letter to St. Leo A.D. 450, in which they related
the election of Ravennius, the ancient privileges
of Arles, and generally demanded a confirmation
to Arles of all ecclesiastical rights (Leo, Ep. 653
Migne, liv. 879 sq.). But St. Leo (Zp. 66;
Migne, liv. 883 sq.) in his reply gave no decision
beyond requiring the archbishops of Vienne and
Arles each to restrict himself to his own pro-
vince. In the following year, however, he
treated Ravennius as metropolitan by requesting
him to announce the time of Easter in 452, yet
when St. Leo sent the Ezemplar sententiae inte
Gaul it was addressed to Ravennius along with
the other Gallican bishops (St. Leo, Fp. 1033
Migne, liv. sq.), and his name follows that
of Rusticus of Narbonne. When the Zome of S.
Leo was sent him to communicate to the Gal-
lican bishops (St. Leo, Ep. 67 ; Migne, liv. 886),
he called and presided at the proviicial council
of Arles, A.D. 451 (Labbe, Cune. iv. 1010, A.D.
452), and he headed the bishops in their synodi-
cal letter to the pope, in which ¢. Dec. A.D. 451
they express their approval of his letter 1o

Fredegar. Chron. e, 102, 105; Aun. Frane. | Flavian (8. Leo, Ep. 99; Migne, liv. 966 ; Hist.
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Litt. ds la France, ii. 320-21). He presided
again in the council of Arles, c. A.p, 455 (Labbe,
Cone. iv. 1023-253 Hist. Litt. ii. 456), but we
hear no more of his activity, and he died, c. A.D.
461. (The date of the council and of Raven-
nius’s death are not exactly fixed. Fleury, . E.
xxix. 16 ; Hist, Lilt. ii. 456.) Beyond his letters
to St. Leo, mentioned above, he has left no
writings. The Life of St. Hilary of Arles,
which has been attributed to him under the
name of Reverentius, is now generally ascribed to
Honoratus of Marseilles. [Hoxoratus (14).]
(Fleury, #. E. xxvii—ix.; Baronius, Ann. A.D.
449-453 ; Ceillier, Aut. Sacr. viii. 437 sq., x.
215 sq., 708 sq. ; Fabricius, Bib. Lit. vi. 60.)
[1. G.]
REATHUN (Kemble, €. D. 209.) [RETHUN.]

RECCARED (1) I (the uniform spelling
in coins and inscriptions), younger son of
Leovieinp by his first marriage. A sufficient
account of his parentage and life till the death
of his father will be found under LEOVIGILD
and HERMENIGILD. Between April 12th
r 8th, A.D. §
wda y Ramiro, ii. 217), he
father without any position,
already associated with him in the kingdom, and
the power of the nobles having been broken by
the severe measures of the last reign. He first
secured his po n at home and abroad. He
allied himself with his stepmother Goisvintha,
the mother of Brunichilde, and grandmother of
CHILDEBERT II. By h ice he sent ambas-
sadors to Child :
proposing peace and a defensive alliance. The
first were favourably received, the second were
detained at Micon, were not allowed to approach
Guntram, and their proposals were rejected.
This rejection was followed by a prohibition of
all intercourse between Septimania and Bur-

s

as Dahn supposes, he was ac 3
political reasons, the desire to conciliate the
Roman and Suevic populations, to remove the
chief obstacle to union between the latter and
their Gothic kinsfolk, and to deprive the Byzan-
tines in the south of a lever for working on the
feelings of their fellow catholics

of strengthening the throne ac
by an alliance with the cat ¢ episcopate, or
whether he vyielded to the influence of the
catholic leaders ander or
after his acce , the slayer of Her-
menigild, was put to death, and in January 587
the king decl: hi If a eatholic ; con-
vening a synod of the Arian bishops, induc
them and the mass of the Gothie and Suevic
nations to follow his example. Some of the
Arians did not submit quietly, and the next three
years witnessed several dangerous risings, headed
by coalitions of Arian bishops and ambitious
nobles. Perhaps, from the geographical situa-
tion, the most formidable was that in Septimania,
which was headed by bishep Athaloe,who, from his
ability, was considered a second Arius, Amongst
the secular leaders of the insurrection the counts
GRANISTA and Wildigern are named. They ap-

mainly b

and the hope
st the nobles

ona. Soon

le GUNTRAM (2), |
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pealed for aid to Guntram, whese desirs for
Septimania was stronger than his detestation
of Arianism, and the dux Desiderius was sent
with a Frankish army. However Reccared’s
army defeated the insurgents and thejr allies
with great ‘:mn'l:tor,_l)u.\'ixln'ius himself being
among the slain. (Paul. Em. 195 J. Bicl.;
Greg. T. ix. 15.) The next conspiracy broke out
in the West., It was headed by Sunna, the
Arian bishop of Merida, and Count Seggo. If
Paulus Emeritanus is to be trusted, Witteric the
future king was one of the conspirators, to
whom it had been assigned to kill bishop
Masoxa. His attempt being miraculously frus.
trated, he revealed the whole plot to Masona and
to Claudius the dux Lusitaniae, who put down
the attempted rising, Sunna being banished to
Mauritania and Seggo to Galicia, the latter
having his hands cut off. In the latter part of
588 a third conspiracy was formed, headed by
i the Arian El[chrulr Uldila and the queen dowacer
Goisvintha, but they were detected, and the
former banished. Goisvintha died. whether by a
natural death or by her own hand is uncertain,
Une more conspiracy, immediately after the
council of Toledo, was headed by the dux Argi
mund, but it w
executed, and he
on an ass throt Toledo with
struck off and his head shaven.

To return to Reccared’s relations with the
Franks. After nversion he agai
Guntram and ehert in A.D.
| implacable Guntram refused to receive the
embassy, aski uld he believe those by
hinations his niece INGUNTHIS had
heen imprisoned and banis and her husband
slain ? Childebert rave them a better reception.
He and his mother Brunichilde accepted the
present of 10,000 li, and were satisfied with
Reccared’s lara s that he was guiltless of
the death of Ingunthis. They also favourably

3 h st of Reccared for the hand of
inda, but said they could not
give her in ma re without Guntra

al. This Guntram at first refused, but

sented if Childebert faithfully pe 1 the
stipulat aty of Andelot (Easter
he marriage, however, never took
the bride must have died imme-
Baddo was the wife of Reccared
3 In the spring of 9 Guntram,
perhaps in concert with Goisvintha, made one
tempt on Septimania. Carcassonne was
yed to his dux Austroaldus, and an army
under Boso’s command was sent to reduce the
other cities; but they were surprised, and de-
feated with great loss by the Goths under
Claudius the dux Lusitania They lost all
their baggage, and all the infantry were taken
prisoners. Gregory admits a loss of 5000
and 2000 captured, while Jo. Bicl. puts the
number of Goths at ouly 300, and that of the
Franks at 60,000, and declares that most of
them were slain. After this we hear nothing
further of relations with Franks, whether
f]‘i!!l.l:[l_\' or hostile. The rest of Reccared’s reign
was peaceful, with the exception of some expedi-
tions against the Romans on the south and the
| Basques on the north.

Third Council of Toledo.—This, the mo
portant of all the Spanish councils, ass

s detected ; his ac mu[-]]n'm-: were
himself was beat

1, and p
s right hand
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by the king’s command in May, A.D. 589. On
the 4th the king shortly declared his reasons for
convening them, and the next three days were
spent in prayer and fasting. Reccared, in a
ghort speech, referred the assembly to a tomus
for the business to be transacted, and it was
accordingly read by a notary. After reciting
that, though God had raised him to the throne
for the welfare of his people, he knew that he
was mortal, and that everlasting happiness
could be secured only by the profession of the true
faith, there followed an orthodox confession of
belief. He then declared that God had inspired
him to lead the Goths back to the true faith,
from which they had hitherto been led astray
by false teache Not only the Goths but the
Suevi, who by the fault of others had been led
into heresy, had been brought back by his exer-
tions. These noble nations he offered to God by
the hands of the bishops, whom he called on to
complete the work he had begun. He then
anathematized Arius and his doctrine, nd
declared his acceptance of the councils of Nice,
Constantinople, Ephesus, and Chalcedon, and all
other councils that agreed with th
pronounced an anathema on all who retu
Arianism after being received into the church
by the chrism, or the laying on of hands; then
followed the creeds of Nic and Constantinople
and the definition of Chalcedon, and the fomus
concluded with the signatures of Reccared and
Baddo his queen. It was received with a
mation from the whole 10d. Its praises of
Reccared, its numerous seriptural quotations,
and the clearness with which the Catholic and
Arian doctrines are defined show that it was the
work of a theologian, probably of either bishop
Leander or abbat lutropius, who had the chief
management of the council (Jo. Bicl.). One of
the catholic bishops then called on the bishops,
clergy, and Gothie nobles who had N con-
verted to declare publicly their renunciation of
ianism and their acceptance of Catholicism.
y replied that rh they had done so
dy when, following the king, they had gone
over to the chu , they would comply. Then
followed twenty-three anathemas directed
Arius and his doctrines in general and in
succeeded by the creeds of Nice and Constanti=
nople, and the definition of Chalcedon, and the
whole was subscribed by eight Arian bishops
and their clergy, and by all the Gothic nobles.
The bishops were Ugnas of Barcelona, Ubiligis-
clus of Valencia, Murila of P: encia, Sunnila of
Viseo, Gardingus of Tuy, Bechila of Lugo,
Argiovitus of Oporto, and Froisclus of Tortosa.
The names of at least six of the eight show
t_lh Ir Gothic descent. It is remarkable that
live come from sees within the former Suevic
kfh;llnlu, probably showi
his conquest, had displaced the Catholic by

An b':s]mps. Reccared then addressed the
ctouncil again, calling on them with his license
to draw up such canons as were requisite, and
In particular one directing that the ereed should
be recited at the time of Holy Communion, that
!1er1c|31<-r\\'a1‘d no one should be able to plead
lgnorance as an excuse for misbelief, Then
followed twenty-three canons with a confirma-
tory edict of the king. The first confirmed the
dt:('roesuf previous councils and synodical letters
of the popes; the second directed the recitation
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of the creed of Constantinople at the Com-
munion; the third forbade the alienation of
church property by bishops; the fourth per-
mitted a bishop, with the consent of his council,
to convert one parochial church into a monastic ;
by the fifth, the Arian bishops, priests, and
deacons, who had been converted, were forbidden
to live with their wives; by the sixth, freed-
men who had been duly manumitted were to
remain free, but they and their descendants
were to be under the protection of the church ;
the seventh directed the Scriptures should be
read at a bishop’s table during meals; the
ighth, with the king's approval, forbade any
om claiming as an alleged gift from the king
s belonging to a fi ¥ which formed
part of the king's property, and ordered that

| they should pay their poll-tax to the church to

which they were attached ; by the ninth, the
former Arian clurches were transferred to the
ishops of their dioceses; the tenth forbade
lows who wished to remain sing
ed to remarry
len to
their own or
and twelfth

being
,and in like manner it was
pel gins to marry inst
; s’ will; the eleventh
ated to penitents ; the thirteenth
to pro iinst clerics before
lay tribunals; the fourteenth forbade Jews to
have Christian wives, concubines

slaves,

bap-
in

tized, and disqualified
which they might be required to puni 1
tians—Christian slaves whom they had circum-
cised, or made to share in their rites, were to be
ipso facto free; the fift ed to churches
founded or endowed by the fisc;

sixteenth ordered bishe in eonjunction w
the civil gover ek out and destroy idols

in their dioceses; the seve nth was directed
against child murder ; » eighteenth ordere

that a synod of each provinece should be held
year on November 1st, which the
and fiscal officers were to attend, and t J]:~|‘.|-|n.\3
were to observe their behaviour to the people
under them, and if necessary warn them to
alter their conduect, and, if they refused, to
inform the king; the nineteenth directed that
the control of churches yuld be with the
bishop, not the founder; the twentieth forbade
bishops levying exactions on their clergy ; the
twenty-first forbade civil anthorities from lay-
ing burdens on clerics or the slaves of the
church or clergy; the twenty-second forbade
wailine at funerals ; the t\\'un‘r_\'—thh'vl forbade
celebrating saints’ days with indecent dances
and songs.

The canons were subscribed first by the king
himself, and then by five out of the six metro-
politans, of whom Masona sig irst, and Pan-
tardus of B s for Nitigisius of Lugo as
well as for hin ropolitan of Tarra-
conensis was
signed by proxy. Sixty-two [
person, and five, besides Nitigisius, by
All the bishops of Tarraconensis and Se
appeared personally or by proxy. In
remaini provinces several were missing.
The absence of Licinian of Cartl a, and
Severus of Malaga, is explained by the fact, that
these cities were in the hands of the Byzantines.
In five cases, Valencia, Tuy, Oporto, Tortosa,
and Lugo, both Arian and Catholic bishops
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appear in possession of the same see, The pro-
ceedings were closed by a homily by Leander on
the conversion of the Goths.

At the council of Toledo our best authority,
Joannes of Biclaro, breaks off, and the informa-
tion for the rest of Reccared’s reign is most
scanty. He is praised by Isidore for his peace-
ful government, for his clemency, and his
generosity. He restored various properties,
both ecclesiastical and private, which had been
confiscated by his father, and founded many
churches and monasteries.

A letter of Reccared’s to Gregory the Great is
preserved among the letters of the latter, but
Gams considers it a forgery founded on the
genuine letter of Gregory to Reccared, written
in August, A.D. 599 (Gregorius, Epp. ix. 61, 121).
He had sent certain abbats to Rome with pre-
sents, but disheartened by a shipwreck, they had
returned to Spain. Gregory extols him for not
only embracing the true faith, but inducing his
people to do the same, He also praises him for
refusing the bribes offered by the Jews
for procuring the repeal of a law against
them. He sends him a piece of the true
cross, some fragments of the chains of St.
Peter, and some hairs of St. John Baptist. He
refuses his request to procure for him from Con-
stantinople a copy of the treaty concluded
between Justinian and Athanagild, in the first
place, as the record office at Constantinople
had been burnt ; and, in the next place, because
Reccared ought to have in his own possession
the documents that were unfavourable to him.
Reeecared died at Toledo in A.D. 601, after a
reign of 15 years, after publicly confessing his
sins, He was succeeded by his son Leova IL
then a youth of about eighteen, whose mother
was a person of low birth, and who was pro-
bably illegitimate. He was dethroned in A.D.
603 by Witteric, and his right hand cut off, and
died in consequence soon afterwards.

Laws.—In a palimpsest from Corbei, now in
the National Library at Paris, fragments of an
ancient Gothic code are contained which have
been edited by ¥, Bluhme. This must be later
than A.D. 506, as c. 285 contains an extract from
the Visigothic Lew Romana of that date, and
before Kindasvinth, Further, the author must
have been a king whose father was also a lawgiver
(c.277). There is no king in the period men-
tioned complying with this condition except
teccared I. The direct evidence of his promul-
gating a code rests indeed only on the late
authority of Lucas of Tuy, who gives the sixth
year of his reign = A.D. 591, as the date of its
composition, but a Jew-law of Reccared’s is
referred to by Sisebut (Bluhme, xiv.), Ths
code consisted of at least 336 chapters, and may
have contained many more. Of these, in the
palimpsest, fifty-five are preserved, some in a
perfect condition, while of others only a few
worids are left.

Sources.—Joannes Biclarensis’s Chronicon down
to A.D. 589 ; Isidorus, de Reg. Goth.; Paulus
Emeritanus, De Vit. et Mir. Patr. Em. 16-19;
Gregory of Tours, Hist. Franc. ix. 1, 15, 16, 20,
31, in Migne, Patr. Lat. lxxii. 868, lxxxiii.
1071, Ixxx, 151, lxxi. 481; Tejada y Ramiro,
Col. de Canones de la Igi. Esp. ii. 213.

Coins in Florez, Medallas, iii. 191, and Heiss,
Monnaies des Llois Wisigoths, 87.

RECCESVINTH

Literature.—Dahn, Kinige der Germanen, v, .
Helfferich, Entstehung und Geschichte des Weste
gothen-Rechis ; Gams, Kirchengeschichte von
Spanien, ii. (2). (F. D]

RECCARED (2) IL, succeeded his father
SISEBUT in A.D. 621, being then a minor, and
died a few days afterwards. (Isidorus, de Reg.
Goth. m Migne, Patr. Laf. lxxxiii. 1074.)

[F. D]

RECCESVINTH, spelt always with double
¢ in coins (Heiss, Monnaies des Rois Visigoths,
121) and inscriptions (Hiibner, fnsc. Hisp. Chr,
117, 143, 159, 175), king of Spain, was asso-
ciated 1 the kingdom by his father Kinpas-
VINTH, on January 22 (Julianus, Vita Iide-
phonsi, in Migne, Patr. Lat. xcvi. 44), being the
day of St. Vincent, Kindasvinth’s patron saint
(Braulio, Ep. 33), A.D 649, on the petition of
bishops BrRAULIO of Saragossa and l'iuh'upins,
and Celsus, the governor of the district in
which Saragossa lay (Braulio, Ep. 37), and
became sole king on his father’s death in A.p.
653. Soon after his accession a formidable
insurrection of the Basques broke out, headed
by a Gothic noble named Froya, They pene-
trated as far as Saragossa, and committed great
atrocities. There, however, they were totally
defeated by Reccesvinth and their leader slain
(Tayo, Ep. ad Quiricum i.), not without heavy
loss on the part of the victors (Isidorus Pac.).
Reccesvinth on his becoming sole king relaxed
his father’s iron rule. He submitted tc the
council that assembled soon after he became
sole king, a nice question of casnistry, namely,
whether the oath taken by the nation never to
pardon those who had plotted the murder of the
king or the ruin of the nation (cf the first
canon of the seventh Council of Toledo) was
absolutely binding under all circumstances.

By a decree of the same council, and a law
promulgated by the king, a distinction was
drawn between the personal and official capacity
of the king, and it was implied that previous
ki] g8 }Iil{l iI!l‘l'l‘:lSl‘[l t}lL‘.!l‘ ]]]'“pfﬂ]‘ty b)’ lmjllsl
exactions and confiscations. [t was accordingly
enacted that while all the property which had
belonged to Kindasvinth before his accession
should pass to his sons, as belonging to him in
his personal capacity, all that he had acquired
after his accession should devolve on Recces-
vinth in right of his crown, and that he should
thereout make satisfaction to those whom he
considered to have been unjustly treated, and
apply the rest to the service of the state. It
appears by this law that Kindasvinth left other
sons besides Reccesvinth, but as their names are
unfortunately omitted, we cannot test the truth
of the legend tracing the descent of RODERIC
and PELAYO from Kindasvinth.

Four councils were held in this reign. In
December, A.D. 653, the eighth council assem-
bled at Toledo. This council was in many ways
remarkable, Its composition, and the combina-
tion of civil and ecclesiastical business gave it
the character of a diet as well as that of a
synod. It was the first council the decrees of
which were signed by others than bishops or
their representatives. Eleven abbats, an arch-
priest, and a primicerius sign before the repre-
sentatives of absent bishops, and then follow the
signatures of seventeen of the great court digni-
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taries, & nobility of office growing up as in other
Teutonic countries beside the more ancient
nobility of birth. Thus it was in some measure
not only more representative of the church than
any previous council, but it also contamined a
lay element. The king, after commending him-
self to the pray of the council, in a short
gpeech referred them to a fomus for the business
he wished them to transact. After a profession
of orthodoxy it specially directed their attention
to the question already mentioned of the oath,
and the repression of Judaism., Some Jews
still adhered to their faith, while others had
relapsed after baptism. The council, after
reciting the Nicene creed with the addition of
the Filioque, discussed at great length the ques-
tion propounded, and decided that such an oath,
which excluded forgiveness under any circum-
stances, was not bin-lin;; the third canon
related to simony, the fourth, fifth, sixth
and seventh, dealt with the married or unchaste
clergy of various ranks, from bishops down-
ward, the eighth forbade the ordination of
ignorant persons, and the ninth eating meat in
Lent. The tenth regulated the mode of elsction
of a king. He was to be chosen either at the
capital or at the place where the last king had
died, by the bishops and great officers of the
palace; he was to defend the Catholic faith
against Judaism and heresy, he was not to
oppress his subjects with heavy exactions, only
what a king had possessed before his accession
was to pass to his heirs, while property acquired
during his reign was to belong to his successors.
The king was, before his consecration, to swear
that he would observe these provisions. The
eleventh visited non-observance of the decrees of
the council with excommunication, while the
twelfth re-enacted the decrees of the fourth
Council of Toledo against the Jews,

Two years afterwards the ninth council of
Toledo met. It was properly a provincial
council, but Tayo and Maurellus the bishops of
Saragossa and Urgel attended. Most of the
canons relate either to the property or the
freedmen of the church, the status of the latter
being one of serflom. The tenth canon not
only disqualified the offspring of elerics from
inheriting their parents’ property, but declared
they should be slaves of the church to which
their father had belonged, while the seventeenth
ordered baptized Jews to celebrate the chief
church festivals with the bishops in order to
prevent evasion on their part.

6 the tenth council, a national one,

In 656
assembled. The first canon ordered the Annun-
tiation to be commemorated on December 18
instead of March 25, because the latter day
always falling in Lent prevented the feast being
properly obsery the second ited with de-
privation a cleric who violated his oath to the
klugf the third was directed against nepoti
or favouritism on the part of bishops, while
the seventh furbade selling Christian slaves to
J:‘.ws or heathens, This council also dealt with
t\ne case of Poramius (2) and the will of
Rechimr,

After these three councils in three years a
strange break oceurs, and with one "-,‘{f_'l:’l:h'rn no
n}het' council was held in the.rest of the reign,
1\!1& causes of this sudden change are unknown.
That the king did not prohibit councils is shewn
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by the meeting of the council of Merida in A.p,
666 ; and that he interested himself in church
matters by his restoring the province of Merida
to its ancient limits [Oronrrvs]; while his
munificence to the church, which rested only on
the late testimony of Roderic of Toledo, has heen
proved by the discovery in the treasure-trove of
Guarrazar in 1858 of the magnificent erown he
had offered. The erown, which is preserved at
the Hotel de Cluny in Paris, is described, with
an illustration in Dict. Christ. Ant. i, 509, Ex-
pressions in the proceedings of the council of
Merida (a prayer that victory might be granted
to Reccesvinth over his enemies, and a direc-
tion that every priest should say mass daily for
the safety of the king and his army whenever he
marched against his enemies) point to foreign
war or eivil disturbance, and either or both may
have been the cause of the cessation of the coun-
cils. Reccesvinth died on Sept. 1st A.D. 672 at
Gerticos near Salamanca (Julianus, FVita Wam-
banis, 3),

The letters interchanged between Reccesvinth
and Braulio (Braulio, #pp. 38-41) show that
the former had, like his father, a taste for litera-
ture. Like him too he was an active legislator.
Not only does the Visigothic Code known as the
Liber Judicum, or Codex Visigothorum (. Vo),
contain numerous laws by him, a summary of
which 1s given by Helfferich 172-180, but early
in his reign (probably in A.D. 654, v. Helfferich,
181) he issued a code, which alone he declared
was thenceforward to have the force of law, all
previous laws being repealed (C. V. ii. (1), 9,
12), Of his new islation by far the most
important is the law permitting intermarriage
between Goths and Romans (C. V. iii. (1) 2).
His father had abolished the dual systems of
law, one for the Romans and one for the Goths;
Reccesvinth completed his work by abolishing
the barrier which kept the two races distinct.

Reccesvinth re-enacted in his code the laws of
RECCARED, SISEBUT, and SISENAND against bap=
tized and unbaptized Jews, and added a stringent
prohibition of relapse. The penalty for viola-
ting any of these laws was death by stoning or
by fire, or if this was remitted, perpetual slavery
and forfeiture of all property (C. V. xii (2), 4,
12). This strange severity is borrowed from
the placitum of the baptized Jews of Toledo
presented (no doubt under compulsion) to
Reccesvinth in February A.p. 654 (C. V. xii.
(2) 6). Admitting their relapse in the past,
they swore to be good Christians for the future
and to abandon all Jewish rites and practices,
pledging themselves that any one who violated
the oath should be burnt or stoned by them=
selves or their sons. Apparently therefore the
penalty in question was one imagined by the
Jews themselves in their overstrained zeal to
show their sincerity and to lull suspicion, and
was then adopted by Reccesvinth in ferrorem,
while the penalty really intended to be enforced
was the slavery or confiscation afterwards men=
tioned. (Griitz, Die Westg. Gesctzgebung in
Betreff der Juden, 13, 22,

Authoritics,—The Acts of the eighth, ninth,
and tenth councils of Toledo, and of the council
of Merida in Tejada y Ramirvo, Col. de Can. de la
Iyl. Esp. ii. 36 96, 407, 703 ; the laws, and
the letters of BrAuLio and Tavo already re-
ferred to; two sentences in Julianus' Vite flde-
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phonsi and Historia Wambanis ; Isidorus Pacen-
sis ; Dahn, Die Kinige der Germanen, v. 200
Gams, Kircheng. von Sp. ii. (2), 126, 143 ; Helf-
ferich, Entstehung und Geschichte des West-
gothen-Rechts, ubi supra, [F. D.]

RECHIMIR (RiciMeR), bishop of Dumium,
signs seventh among the suffragans, preceding
nineteen others, at the seventh council of Toledo,
in October A.D. 646, so that he had then been
some time bishop.  Florez conjectures that
GERMANUS (22) his predecessor died, ¢. 637 or 8,
as no bishop of Dumium appears at the sixth
council of Toledo, held in January A.D. 638. He
was alive at the eighth council, in November
A.D, 653, but apparently in bad health, as abbat
Osdulg signs as his deputy. He died soon after-
wards, as before the tenth council of Toledo, held
in December, A.p. 656, Frucrvosus (2) had
succeeded. He was liberal to a fault, giving
away in alms the whole revenues of the church,
and leaving nothing for its support. He also
manumitted a large number of the slaves of the
church, and shortly before his death ordered all
the furniture and utensils of his official residence
to be given to the poor, to whom, by his will, he
bequeathed his whole private property. After
his death, the church of Dumium complained to
king Rekesvinth, who referred the matter to the
tenth council, laying before them the wills of
Rechimir and of ST, MARTIN (2), the founder.
The council decided that the losses of the church
furniture and utensils should be made good out
of Rechimir’s private property, subject to which
his will was to be valid. The case of the manu-
mitted slaves was left to the discretion of
Fructuosus. For the whole story compare that
of GAUDENCIUS. (Esp. Sag. xviii. 41; 1
Ramiro, Col, de Can. de la Iyl Esp. ii. 358, 386,
420; Gams, Kirchengeschichte von Spanien, 2 (2)
132.) [F. D.]

REDEMPTUS, a disciple of St. Isidore of
Seville, mentioned as a cleric (Paf, Lat. Ixxxi.
17, 30, 33, 34, 139) and addressed as au arch-
deacon (lxxxiii. 905). From Redemptus clericus
we have the testimony as that of an eyewitness,
of the death of St. Isidore, A.D. 636; and to
Redemptus archidiaconus a letter (Ep. 7) is
addressed by St. Isidore in favour of the Euchar-
istic use of unleavened bread in the Western
church. But it is questioned whether they are
one person or two, and the letter is lwl‘t\lrelfnfl}' not
genuine. (Vossius, Hist. Lat. lib. ii. 252, ed.
Lugd. 1627 ; De Castro, Escrit. Espan. ii, 345,
ed. Madrid, 1786; Fabricius, Bl Lat. ed.
Mansi, vi. 60; Boll. dcta S8, Apr. iv. 327, 349
Lat. Lat, lxxxi. 500; Ceillier, Auf. Sacr, xi.
722.) [J. G.]

REDUX, bishop of Naples, A.D, 581, When
Naples was attacked by the Lombards in that
year he caused a copy of the excerpta ex operibus
S, Augustini by St. Eugippius to be made and
preserved in the cathedral of Naples, addi his
own subscription as a guarantee of its fidelity,
ct. Corp. Scriptt. Ecclesiast. Latinorum, vol. ix.
Eugippii Opp. praef. p. xxiv. ed. P. Knoell,
Vindobon. 1885, [G.T. 8.]

REDWALD (RepvaLp, RAEDWALD, REOD-
WALD), king of the East Angles. He was the
son of Tytla, son of Wuffa, the first East Anglian
king, and so eleventh in descent from Woden
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| (M. H. B. p. 628). Nothing is known of the
date of his accession to his throne, but he was
| certainly a powerful prince very early in the
7th century, and before the death of Ethel-
bert of Kent had attained such fame as to
eclipse that king and obtain the hcgemnnv of
all the states south of the Humber ex;:vpt
Kent. He is thus the fourth of those rulers
| to whom later writers gave the name of Bret-
walda (Bede, A, E. ii. 5). He was on friendl
| terms, as it would seem, with Ethelbert, and
at his-court inall probability he was persuaded
to receive baptism (4b. ii. 15), but on his return
home, under the influence of his wife, he re-
lapsed into semi-heathenism, revering Christ
as one of his gods, and having a temple dedi-
cated to him in conjunction with the pagan
deities (75.). Redwald’s great achievement was
the defeat and slaughter of Ethelfrith, king of
Northumbria, in 617 (Chr. 8. M, H. B. 308). He
had before this received at his court Edwin, son
of Ella, the head of the rival family in North-
umbria, and whilst in East Anglia Edwin had
received the first impressions which inclined
him towards Christianity, [Epwin.] The
vision which Edwin saw at Redwald’s court
has been rationalised in a way that leads to
the belief, that Christianity was at least tole
rated there (Bede, /. E. ii. 12). Ethelfrith
tried to induce Redwald to betray or kill Edwin,
The East Anglian king long resisted the tempta-
tion, but, under a threat of invasion, agreed to
the treacherous act. Before it was executed,
however, he repented, and turned his arms
against Ethelfrith, who perished in a great
battle on the east of the river ldle, in Notting-
hamshire. Raegenher, a son of Redwald, fell in
the battle (Bede, H. E. ii. 12). Redwald is
supposed to have died about 627 ; the mission
of Felix the apostle of East Anglia, being
most probably dated about 631, and the
conversion of Earpwald, the first Christian king
of the East Angles, some four years earlier.
Nothing certain, however, can be affirmed as to
this. Karpwald was the son and successor of
Redwald, and Sigebert, the successor of Earp=
wald, is deseribed by Bede (H. E. ii. 15, iii. 18),
as his brother. It has been doubted whether
he was a son or stepson of Redwald, who was at
enmity with him. [Siceserr.] (See Haddan
and Stubbs, iii. 88, 89; Liber Eliensis, ed.
Stewart, i. 12, 13; Flor. Wig. M, H. B. p.
527 ; W. Malmesb. i. § 97.) 5]

REDWULF, bishop, among the spurious sig-
natures to the council Clovesho in 742 (Kemble,
C. D. 87). Haddan and Stubbs (iii. 342) con-
sider him the same as Eardulf, bishop of
Dunwich, [EARDULF (3).] [C. H]

REGINUS, count, probably in Africa,
about the close of the 5th century, had
written some letters, now lost, to Fulgentius of
Ruspe [Fureexrtius (3)] upon two puillts,_(ll)
as to whether the body of Christ was corruptible
or incorruptible, and (2) as to the life a man in
arms should lead. Death prevented Fulgentius
replying to the second query, which was done
by his pupil Ferrandus, but to the first he gives
a long reply (Fulgentius Rusp. Ep. 18 in ?!_fi;_:tlﬁ‘,
Patr, Lat. 1xv. 493 ; Ceillier, Auf. Sacr. xi. 50).

[J. GJ
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REGULUS (RULE), abbat or bishop, the
Jeading character in the Scottish Legend of St.
Andrew, and in the foundation of the town and
gee of St. Andrews in Fifeshire, The legend in
three different forms or stages of development is
given by Skene (Chron. 138, 183, 375), who also
endeavours to explain or interpret it (Celt. Scot.
i. 296, ii. 261; Proc. Soe. Ant. Scot. iv. 300)
But Fordun’s version (Scof. Chron. ii. cc.
iv. cc. 13, 14) precedes the date of Skene’s third
legend from the Brev. Aberd. (Prop. SS. p. hyem.
{ lxxxii.). The later Scotch annalists only am-
plify details.

In the 4th century, in the reign of Constantius,
Regulus, abbat or bishop, was divinely directed
to flee from Patrae in Achaia, with the relics of
St. Andrew, who had been martyred there, and
was afterwards mstructed to betake himself
with a part of them to the western regions of the
world, where a church should be built and dedi-
cated to the honour of the saint. He was thus
carried by wind and wave to the coast of Fife-
shire, and built his church at Muckross, or
Kylrimont, now St. Andrews, where king Hun-
gus, or Ungus, son of Urguist, received him,
presented him with lands, and liberally endowed
the church, [Hu~aus.] Fordun says that he con-
tinued at St. Andrews for thirty-two years after
the shipwreck, and died there, full of days. But
in this there is a badly assorted collection of
legends, relating first to the legend of St. Andrew
by itself, and then attaching to it a legend of the
Pietish church and its foundation m Fifeshire
in the 8th or 9th century. As connected with
Scotland, the foreign element is probably wholly
fictitious with its persons and dates, while the
main body of the legend may probably rest on
historical facts. In seeking for an interpreta-
tion of the legend i whole and details, Skene

traces the leading teatur
Pictish king U
reigned about . 750-761, and was engaged in
war with the Saxons; he further draws atten-
tion to the church of Hexham at this same date,
and the banishment of bishop Acca from his see
A.D. 732, During his exile he may have been
at Candida Casa, but more probably was farther
distant among the Southern Piets, and leaving
there, as he had at Hexham, a church dedicated
to St. Andrew, with chapels to St. Michael the
Archangel and St. Mary the Virgin. At this
time the relics of St. Andrew, which Acca
bt‘lie\'nd he had at Hexham, would naturally be
introduced in St. Andrews, and hence the
legend takes its origin. As to the original
character from which we have the missionary

Regulus, Reeves (Culdees, pt. iii. § 2) and Skene
(Celt. Secot. ii, 267) are of npininu‘l]mt the name

h'“f h_cL’n borrowed from the Irish Kalendar and

!ﬂtluised, the feast of Riagail, abbat of Muicinis

in Loch Derg, being on Oct. 16, and that of

Regulus of Mucross or St. Andrews on Oct. 17.

The legend of St. Regulus would thus refer to

fome movement in the native Pictish church

under the temporary influence of St. Acca when
in exile, and the motive of the fictions would be
lr}honu‘urthe metropolitan see. (Bp. Forbes, Kals.

4‘_‘1’7 4.5 Lyon, Hist. St. And. i. pass.; Grub,

B, H. Scot. 3. 6 sq.; Gordon, Scotichr. i. 69 sq.;

Moran, Ir. §S. 199.) [J. G

BREMACLUS, ST., tenth bishop of Maes-
tricht, between St. Amandus and St, Theodardus,
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and founder of the monasteries of Coungnon,
Stavelo and Malmédy, about the middle of the
7th century, was a native of Aquitaine, His
first training is ascribed to St. Sulpicius, but at
an early age he became a disciple of St. Eligius
at Solignac, where he may possibly have been
abbat for a time. About 642 he founded the
monastery of Cougnon in the diocese of Tréves,
and some years later St. Amandus resigned the
see of Utrecht in his favour (circ. A.D. 649).
We know little of his episcopate except that he
assisted St. Sigebert, king of Austrasia,in found-
ing the monasteries of Stavelo and Malmédy in
the Ardennes, and after ten years of office
resioned the seein his turn to St. Theodardus and
ended his days at Stavelo about 668. He is
commemorated Sept. 3. The principal authority
for his life after the charters of the monasteries
(Patr. Lat. Ixxxvii. 321 sqq.) is a biography by
an anonymous monk of Stavelo, written about
the middle of the 9th century, to be found
in Mabillon’s 2nd wveol., and Boll. Adcla SS.
Sept. 1, 692 (cf. Sigeb. Gembl., Vita S. Sigeb.
Req. v. 14, Patr. I lxxxvii. 3113 Rettberg,
Kirchengeschichte, i. 545, 556 and Boll. ibid.
Comm. Praev. p. 669). [S. A. B.]

REMIGIUS (1), bishop [Ocravius (4) ]

[IGIUS (2) (Remepivs, Remr), BT,
p of Rheims and called the Apostle of
the Franks (circ. A.D. 457-530). He holds
an important position in the history of the
Western Church, and is honoured as one of the

arch

s to the time of the |
gus I, son of Urguist, who |

three great patron-saints of France. The exact
' part he played in the winning of Clovis and his
| Franks to orthodox Christianity, which probably
| decided the belief of Western Europe, it is not easy
to say, since Gregory’s account of these matters,
which happened considerably before his time,
is plainly not to be trusted for details, and
an earlier life which seems to have existed (see
Greg. Tur. Hist. Franc. ii. 31) was lost before the
9th century. How far Clovis was convinced by
the exhortations of either Remigius or Clotilda,
or both of them, or how far he saw his advantage
| in the partizanship of the orthodox clergy in his
| srueole with the Arian Burgundians and
\ isig:(-l:hsf has been much discussed and differently
viewed (see CLoVIS, CLOTILDA, and the authorities
there referred to). DBut it must be 1‘egzn'de\r1‘:1f; a
happy event for orthodoxy that a man of ability
and foree of character to impress a barbarian
liks Clovis was stationed in the pathway of his
conquests. Considering his importance, few
details are known of his life. He was born
about 435, his mother’s name being Cylinia, and
the canons notwithstanding, was consecrated
to the episcopate in his 22nd year (cire.
The first we hear of intercourse with
is in the latter's campaign against
Syagrius (circ. A.D, 486), when the incident
of the restoration of the stolen church vessel
seems to betoken the existence even at that time
of friendly relations. About 492 the king
married the Catholic Clotilda, who proved a
powerful ally for the bishop. The story of his
baptism on Christmas Eve, 496, together with
his sister Albofledis, another sister, Lanthe-
childis, who now renounced her Avrianism, and
more than 3000 Franks, is well known. ¢ Mitis
depone colla, Sicamber, adora quod incendisti,

"y {',F-I II i
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incende quod adorasti,” are the words put by
Gregory into Remigius’s mouth (Hist. Frane. ii.
27). For the fable of the dove descending with
the ampulla of holy oil for the consecration,
which first appears in Hinemar (Coron. Regiae,
Migne, Pafr. Lat. 125, 806; cf. Flodoardus,
Patr. Lat. exxxv. 52) and the political uses it
subserved, see Herzog (sub nom.), Though the
letter variously ascribed to the popes Hormisdas
and Symmachus, congratulating Remigius on the
h“l’i".‘" event, and establishing him papal vicar
throughout Clovis's dominions, saving the rights
of other metropolitans,is probably spurious (Patr
Lat. 1xv. 961-76), the importance of the event
seems to have been recognized (see Avitus,
. Bouquet, iv. 49). And the con-
sufficiently thorough to resist the
m of Albofledis” death a few days
after her baptism. His episcopate is said to
have lasted seventy o1 more years, his death
being placed about 530. Though he is believed
to have died Jan. 13, his feast has been
usually celebrated Oet. 1, on which day several
solemn translations of his body were made in
after times, notably one on Oct. 2, 1049, in the
presence ot pope Leo IX. to a new and splendid
. Acta 88S. Oct. 1, 59 sqq.; Gall.
st. ix. 13). His cult was fully estab-

miracles performed by him both during his life
and after death (De Glor. Conf. 1xxix.). His piety
and vigour were equalled by his learning and
eloquence (Hist, Frane. ii. 31). Sidonius Apolli-
naris too speaks in the highest terms of the
ce ot some Declamations of Remigius
he had read. None of them however have
survived, and his literary remains are represented
by four letters (one of them to three bishops,
presenting a curions picture of contemporary
manners), a spurious will, and a few verses

Hist. Litt. de la France, iii. 158 sqq.).

The references in Gregory of Tours (Hist.
Frane, il 31, viii. 21, ix. 14, x. 19; Hist.
Epit. xvi.; De Glor. Conf, lxxix.), Sidonius
Apollinaris (Epist. ix. 7), and Avitus (Collat.
Episc. sub init.; Pafr. Lat. lix. 587), comprise
all that is historical about him., The short life
by Venantius Fortunatus (Migne, Patr. Lat.
Ixxxviii. 527 sqq.) is little but a tissue of
miracles, and the narratives of Hincmar and the
later Rheims historians are entirely untrust-
worthy. Everything both historical and
mythical concerning him may be found gathered
together in the exhaustive notice of the
Bollandists (Oct. 1, 59-187). For the modern
accounts of him, and ecritical estimates, see
Potthast’s Manual and the authorities quoted in
the articles CLOVIS and CLoriLpa. [S. A. B.]

REMIGIUS (3) (Remepivs), ST., twenty-
ninth bishop of Rouen, between Raginfredus and
Magenardus, is said to have been a son of
Charles Martel, though his mother’s name is
unknown. According to Adrevaldus (De M-
raculis S. Benedicti, cap. xvi., xvii,, Patr. Lat.
cxxiv. 918), he was sent by his half-brother
Pippin to obtain the relics of St. Benedict from
the monks of Fleury, but was deterred by super-
natural manifestations in the saint’s church. He
was also deputed to wurge Desiderius, the
Lombard king, to make restitution of property

RENOVATUS

taken from the Holy See, for which
Paulus I. renders thanks in a letter o Pippir
written in the year 760 (Epist. viii,, 3!“,t‘:'
Patr, Lat. xcix. 1152). Remigius Cn'“"“":\‘te;i
with Pippin in the introduction of the Roman
chants and ritual into the French churches, He
was present at the Convention of Attigny in
765, and died about 772, He is commemorated
Jan. 19. (Boll. Acta SS. Jan, ii. 2353 Gall
Christ, xi. 19-20.)

Pops

[5.4.8])"

REMIGIUS (4) (REMEDIUS), twenty-third
bishop of Strasburg, succeeded Ktho in A.n, 778
and in that year dedicated a church in thnuu:,-
of the Blessed Virgin and St. Trophimus 5 he died
A.D. 803, and his feast is April 13 (Gall, Cip,
v. 784). The Zestamentum Remigii Episc, Ar-
gent., dated A.p. 778, is a very curious and
interesting specimen of early legal conveyancing,
based upon the principles of Roman procedure,
It is given in Migne, Paf, Lat. xcvi, 1582 sq,

[J.G]

RENATUS (1), a monk and layman, of
Caesarea in Mauritania, the bearer of a letter to
Augustine from Optatus bishop of Mileum,
which he delivered to him at Caesarea, A.D. 418,

" i s | [OpTaTUS (9).] A young man, named Vincentius
d in the time of Gregory, who relates |

Victor, having met with some remarks by
Augustine on the nature of the soul, which dis-
pleased him, wrote against them a work in two
books, which he addressed to Peter, a Spanish
presbyter Renatus having seen this, sent it to
Aungustine from Caesarea, and Augustine at his
earnest request wrote his work on the soul
and its origin, of which he addressed the first
hook to Renatus, A.D. 419 (Aug. Refract. ii. 56,
de Anima et orig. ejus il. 1, Ep. 190).
[H. W. P.]

RENATUS (2), a preskyter of the church
of Rome, under the title of St. Clement, who was
deputed by pope Leo, together with Julius of
Puteoli, and Hilarius the deacon (afterwards Leo’s
successor) to represent him at the synod of Ephe-
sus (subsequently called the * robbers’ synod™)
in 449. (Leon. Magn. Ep. 29 [24].) Renatus
died on his voyage out during a temporary halt
at Delos. (Labbe, iv. 1079.) It is rather sur-
prising to find a letter addressed to Renatus by
Theodoret, after his deposition at that synod,
begging him to use his influence with Leo to
have the contending parties summoned to the
apostolical see to receive judgment on the con-
troverted points, and claiming for himself to be
judged by his writings alone.  (Theod. Fp.
113.) We must suppose either that the super-
scription of the letter is mistaken, and that it
was really addressed to Hilarius; or that Theo=
doret had received insufficient information with
regard to the circumstances of that scandalous
assembly, which from the first was a scene of
violence and confusion. This is the view taken
by Tillemont, in opposition to Quesnel, who dis-
credits the fact of Renatus’s death (tom. xVe

p- 901, note 21). [E. V

RENOVATUS, bishop of Merida, is known
only by the De Vita Patrum Emeritensiumy
ch, 2, 21, ascribed to Paulus Diaconus (m‘
Esp. Sag, xiii.) A tall and handsome Goth of
noble birth, he became abbat of the monastery
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of Cauliana, eight miles from Merida on the
Guadiana. A curious story is told in ch. 2
(which is of doubtful authenticity, vid. Gams,
Kirchg. von Sp. ii. 2. 117), of his treatment of
a gluttonous and thievish monk. He afterwards
presided for many years over the church of
Merida. Florez places his episcopate between
AD. 616 and A.D. 632. Paulus praises him
highly for his learning and virtues. (Hsp. Sag.
i, 208.) _ (F. D.]

REOLUS (REGULUs, RIEUL), twenty-sixth
bishop of Rheims, He had aided Nivardus in
the administration of the see, and c. 672
became his successor. He was a great builder
of monasteries within his diocese, and consoli-
dator of church property; his chief foundation
was the Monasterium Orbacense on ground given
by Theodoric, a.n. 680. He died, A.p. 698,
alter a rule of twenty-six years. Before his
consecration he had married a daughter of
Childeric IIL, king of France His feast is
Sept, e (1“1:!#11!:!1'\1[1&, Hist, Feel, Rem. ii. c. 10,
Duchesne, Hist. Franc. Script. F. v. 788 ; Frede- |
garius Schol. Chrom, ii. A.D. 680, Migne, Patr.
Lat. t lxxi. 669, giving an incident in his per-
secution by Eprornus.) He subscribed at the
council held at Rouen ¢. A.D. 682. (!’r'elf'.‘r.
Chr, ix. 22.) [J1. G.]

REPARATUS (1), bishop of Carthage,
succeeded Bomifacius, probably in A.p. 533; but
if there be any truth in the story of a move-
ment made during his episcopate and the ponti-
ficate of Boniface LI., to subject the Carthaginian
church to the Roman see (Binius, Conc. ii. pt. i.
643, 644, Migne, Patr. Lat. lxv. 32, 43;
Ceillier, Aut. Sacr. xi. 115), he must have been
bishop earlier, since the pope died in A.D. 532 : the
authorities however are very doubtful. In A.D.
933 he held a council of 227 bishops at Carthage,
for the purpose of restoring the diseipline that
had been destroyed by Vandal persecutions, and
of arranging on what footing the Arian bishops
when converted were to be received. The
general feeling was against acknowledging their
episcopal status, but an encyclical letter (Binius,
Cone. ii. pt. i. 664) was drawn up to be pre-
sented to Joannes 11, (Migne, Patr. Lat. lxvi. 25,
Ep. Afr. Episc.) for his advice. The letter,
which was entrusted to Liberatus, the deacon,
il‘id not leave Carthage till word had arrived of
that pope’s death, and of the election of Agapetus |
in June, A,0. 535, when Reparatus added a letter
of congratulation to the new pope. Agapetus |
sent at once a reply (Migne, Patr. Lat. 1xvi. 43,
ep. 2)_'(0 the questions referred to him by the
eouncil, and a special letter (Zb, lxvi. 45, Ep. 3
“‘Imus, . 666, 667) to Reparatus, restoring to
hllr} the whole of his metropolitan rights
(Ceillier, Aut. Suer. xi. 115, 119). In the Ori-
genistic controversy that followed, Reparatus
kept steadily in favour of Zhe Three Chapters, |
and held a council at Carthage in A.D. 550 to |
Ext‘ommuyicate pope Vigilius for condemning |
them (Walch. Ketz. vii. 185; Fleury, &, E. |
XL 32). In the year preceding the fifth |
??eunllemcal council, he was invited to Constan- |
f;i:i;: h); the emperor and strsu}gly urged Il)y
P conzllm thl;;tts to accept the imperial edict, |
s unme;:nd }!le' .Tffir'ev Chapters, but, remain- |
Wares | ed, he was condemned on a‘[a]m.

&¢, deprived of his property, and bau1shed,|_
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Primasius being appointed in his place (Victor
Tun. Chron. A.D. 552 in Migne, Patr. Lat. lxviii,
959; Fleury, H. E. xxxiii. 48, 54; Gieseler,
H, E.ii. c. ii.; Robertson, E. H, b. ii. ¢c. 12).
[J. G.]

REPARATUS (2), vir spectabilis in the
time of the Gothic kingdom. (Greg. Dial. iv,
31.) (F. D]

REPOSTUS (1). Cyp. Ep. 59, xiii. A lapsed
bishop of African see uncertain, but probably
Tuburnue, Tuburnica, a small municipium, with
hot wells, in the proconsular province. No trace
remains of any place answering to Hartel’s
reading, Sutunurcensis, or the various readings,
Suturnucensis, Quoturnicensis, Sutun-Urcensis,
Utunarcensis. In Numidia there was a @ou-
Bolprika koAwvia (Ptol.), an oppidum civium
Romanorum (Plin.), ap. Mommsen, Inscr. Latt,
viii. I, p. 121 5 Lagnat. Explor. en Tunisie, fasc,
ii. p. 96, seems to have identified the Numidian
Tuburnue with Sidi-el-Kassen; Mommsen as-
signs to this latter the bishops Tuburnicenses of
A.D. 411 and 646. DMorcelli gives these to the
former, and one would naturally place Cyprian’s
lapsed Repostus nearer to him. He carried the
chief part of his flock back with himself into
paganism, and he took part in the pseudo-
consecration of FORTUNATUS. See PRIvATUS.

[E. W. B.]

REPOSTUS (2). Cyp. Ep. 42 (see Av-
GENDUS?); perhaps mot likely to be the same
person as (1) excommunicated with FELICISSIMUS
by CaLpoNIUS, Lp. 42, and there described as de
extorribus, which, taken in conjunction with
Irene Rutilorum, may seem to mean that he had
been banished for Christianity, or else that he
was a foreigner in refuge at Carthage. Cf. si
qui de peregrinis episcopi, Ep, 32,  [E. W. B.]

RESTITUTUS (1), bishop of London at
the council of Arles in 314, [Eporius (1).]
(Godwin, De Praesulibus, 1743, p, 170 ; Stubbs,
Reg. Sac. 152,) [C. H.]

RESTITUTUS (), bishop of Carthage, and
president of the council of Ariminum, A.D. 3593
his name at least appears at the head of itsacts.
He was one of the deputation sent to the empe-
ror by the orthodox section of the Council. He
betrayed the cause, however, under court in-
fluence and received back Ursacius, Valens, and

| Germinius to church communion, from which he

had excluded them. (Hilar. Frag. viii. 13463
Hefele’s Councils, Clark’s ed. t. ii. pp. 251-258;
Ceill. iv. 555 ; Hilgenfeld’s Zeitschr. Wissen.
Theolog. 1884, p. 243.) [G. T. 8.]

RESTITUTUS (3), a Donatist, ordained by
Primian to the see of Membresa in the place of
Salvius, one of the ordainers of Maximian
[MaximiaNus (2), Vol. IIL p. 869]. The council
of Bagai, which condemned the Maximianists,
A.D, 394, allowed a delay of eight months to be

| given to the bishops of the party, as an oppor-

tunity for them to submit to the decree and
avoid expulsioen; but, according to St. Augus-
tine, Restitutus was appointed before the expira-
tion of the time allowed (Aug. Ep. 108, 14;
¢. Cresc. iii. 60; 62). He endeavoured to dis-
possess Salvius of the see, and when he resisted
this intrusion, brought the case before the pros

uHi“ _!3_. :
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consul Herodes, A.p. 395, in which suit his caase
was pleaded by Nummasius (HeroDES (2), Vol.
HL 5 (Aug. ¢, Cresc. iv. 5. 82; Ep 108.
13). Salvius, however, appears to have main-
tained his ground, and when a further attempt
was made to intrude into buildings belonging
to him as bishop, the matter was brought
before a subsequent pro-consul, Seranus (A.D.
398), who, on the ground of the decree of
the council of Bagai, decided against Salvius.
The treatment with which Salvius met in conse-
quence of s belongs to his own history, [$
vIus (3).] Restitutus appears to have retained
possession of the see as Donatist bishop, and to
have been present at the conference, A.D. 411
(Carth. Coli. i. 133). His case is used by St.
Augustine in his argument against the Donatists,
to shew their inconsistency in complaining of
persecution, of which, as in his case, they were
ntly guilty towards the Maximianists
(:\11' . Cresc. 1v. :)5; 82 H Hi.'l}].i-u]i, A wi]. und Don.

p. 227). [H. W. P.]

RESTITUTUS (4), a Donatist presbyter of
Victoriana, a place in Numidia, about thi
miles from Hippo Regius (Aug. €. D. xxii. 8.
who, having be
his party, and returned to the Catholic church,
was attacked by some clerical persons and Cir-
cumcellions belonging to the sect,and having been
treated with extreme violence and indignity for
eleven days, with difficulty obtained his rel
Augustine complained of this outrage to Procu-
leianus, Donatist bishop of Hippo, but with little
success (Aug. c. Crese. iii. 53 ; Lp. 88, 6; 105,

A [EL W )

RESTITUTUS (5), an African bishop, sent
together with F ntius also a bishop, perhaps
of Hippo Diarrhytus, by the council of Carthags,
A.D. 408, to represent to the emperor the ex-
esses  committed in Africa by Donatists and
s (Aug. Ep. 97 to Olympius; Bruns, (&
88, Can. 106); Tillemont, vol. xiii, 17
Morcelli, Afr. Chr. i. 180 ; iii. 38).

),

ome convinced of the errors of

ne.

FE AW R

RESTITUTUS (6), bishop of Tagona, pro-
bably the same as Thagura in Numidia (El-
Matnainia), one of the four keepers of the docu-
ments on the catholic side at the Carthaginian
conference, A.D. 411 (Carth. Coll.i. 143 ; Morcelli,
Afr. Chr, i. 301). RS W B

RESTITUTUS (7), a presbyter of Calama,
mentioned by Augustine as having the power at
pleasure to remain in a state of apparent insen-
sibility (catalepsy), yet able, as he said after-
wards, to hear the voices of those who spoke
loudly, as if they came from a distance. He
gives the case as an instance of the variety exist-
ing in human constitutions as the work of the
Creator (Aug. Civ. D. xiv. 24, 2). [H. W. P.]

RESTITUTUS (8), a catholic presbyter, as
it seems, of Hippo Regi murdered by the
Donatists, an outrage of which .-\ugustinci com-
plained to Marcellinus the tribune, A.n. 412, and
also to Apringius the pro-consul (&p. 133, 1z
134, 2). (H. W. P.]

RESTITUTUS (9), a deacon, to whom
Augustine wrote, recommending him to read,
but with caution, the works of Tychonius, and
to exercise forbearance and patience in respect

RETICIUS

of evil existing in the church, which we lament
and l_.'nmh‘.mn, but are unable to remove (_-'mg_
Ep. 249). [H. W, P

RETHUN (RAETHUN, REATHUN, HRETHUX)
bishop, The Chronicle of Abingdon (i. 15, e.;[:
Stevenson) mentions him as a Mercian bishop,
who, smarting under contumelious treatment,
retired to the monastery of Abingdon, where he
became abbat. It further relates (p. 21) a
j{lll]’llu)' he took to Rumz!, and his {!l::l]i.ugg with
Kenulf king of Merci Haddan and Stubbs
(iin. 579) are of opinion that these statements
are for the most part legendary and falses that
he can be traced by charters as abbat of
Abingdon as la ind as a bishop from
816 to 839. gistrum Sacrum (10,162
gives him as Hrethun bishop of Leicester 818,
subscribing as bishop down 1o 839. The
Monast. Anglic. (i. 505) makes him succeed
Conan abbat of Abingdon in 784, and assigns
him the see of Dorchester 814-835, In the
charters of Kenulf we trace him within our
eriod as follows:—799, bishop (Kemble, €. D,
177 spurious); 811, abbat of Abingdon (C. D,
208 spurious) ; 814, presbyter and abbat (C. D.
201, 207); 816, bishop (C. D. 209), [C.H.]

RETICIUS, ST. (Rericius, RHOETICIUS),
bishop of Autun, in the early part of the 4th
century, An account is n of him, but more
from a legendary than a historical point of view,
by Gregory of Tours, who says that he was born

7

| of noble parents, and that he became distin~

guished when a boy as a schol He married
young, but lived with his wife in a state of
'\'uilll}:.‘l!'_\' continence. When she died, she
begged that she might be buried in the same
grave with him, 1 this he be
Autun by the ct
tly endeared to them b

When, after his d
placed on the bier, the bearers found themselyes
unable to move it, until an old man present
rL'ElL'AU.':'\L’Il to tli[’ l'l!][]]‘ll:l‘\i tllL‘ \\'i‘)]l Ur ]155 1]12*
ceased wife. When they reached the grave a
voice was heard from the corpse addressing his
wite, and reminding her of the agreement be=
tween them. He was buried in or near the
cemetery of the town, and in the neighbouring
parish church of St. Peter of the Stirrup, a
tomb may be seen beneath a small arch in the
wall with the inseription of modern date.

came bishop of
and was
is piety and kind-
h, his body was

e of the peo

S. tus Rheticius Ep. s. Aeduensis, ccexiv.

(Greg. Turon. de Gloria Conf. 75, and note,
ed. Migne). He is called a saint by Gregory
of Tours and others, and in the Breviary
of the church of Autun his memory as a
saint is appointed to be observed on July
19, but no mention of him is found in the
Roman Martyrology. He died probably about
A.D. 334, Besides some particulars of doubtfal
authority related by the Bollandists, we know
that he was one of the three Gallic bishops who
met at Rome, A.D. 313, to discuss the case of
Caecilianus (MATERNUS (2), Vol. II1. 362), and
that he also attended the council of Arles in the
following year (Optatus, i. 28 ; Routh, Rel. Sacr.
iv. p. 945 Mon. Vet Don. p. 201, ed. Oberthiir).
He is spoken of by St. Augustine as a man of
great authority in the church, especially in
Gaul, and his opinion on the subject of baptism

il




RHAILS

;'qnntﬂ by him in his treatises agsinst Julian
(\“. Jul. i, 73 Ujr-f:\ uf.];-’(.if. ¢ Jul. 4..55).
hl;um! him as & man hi ly

king of
t‘otuo'nel in Gaul in the time of Constantine,
says that he wrote a commentary on the Song of
! large volume inst Novatianus
Vir. fil. 82). In a letter to Floren-
written probably A.p. 374, he hopes
r that [.u..m ill be able to lend him
the commentaries sticius, in which, says
Jerome, he has discoursed on the So

1

tiun.

0

Songs

to lend
written

her t tre:
in a lofty Gallic

+h he deseril

style (Gallicano cothurno fluens), but so full of
blunders from the writer's rance of ][-"rul'n‘\\',
as to be \1wlt|l.L~~.‘.' : It

bable that tl at the

}]ﬂ‘iulh is due to his own progress in the Hebrew
langu J'r.n” Y. H-f I n.\xji uf
Marcell
mont, vol.
vol, iii. 337. 47).

FERLINL,
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at first pres
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attended

RHETORIU
tll‘ Philaster (Ha
1 'I ina n g o

t all walked
Augustine,
, cannot I

his account (Hae a
anyone could has 50 absurd an opini
Fabricius makes the plaus ) I
Rhetorius is n

a ] ame, and ths
person intended may be the ¢ rhetor * Themis-
tius, who held that variety of opinion on re-
ligious ¢ questions v not offensive, but
Pleasing to the Deity (Orat. 12 ad Vi
ad Jovinian.),

RHODANIUS, fourth ]li\"l"‘]) of
between St. Hi luuu and St. Silvius, about the
dle Ut he 4th century. Influenced by
“}‘ of Poitiers’ strong character d by
him at the council of Bézic I jans
triumphed, shared his cor
driven into e xile, where he d
35 Ipicius Severus, H f
gne, Patr. Lat. xx, 151 5 Gall. Chri

Toulouse

Mig

- - = . x p a1 ¢

: tHODO (1), a Christian writer of the end of
he second century, our knowledge of whom
CHRIST. BIOGR.—VOL. IV.

| and hac

EHYDDERCII HATRL

now exclusively depends on the account of his
writi and some extracts from them, oiven by
Eusebius (A, E. v. 13). He w
Asia, but was converted to Christianity at Rome
Tatian, he himself tells in a treatise
inst Marcion addressed to Callistion. In this
he of the into which the
Marcionites split up after the death of their
founder ( Vol. IIL. p. 819); and he gives an

tells sects

8]

interesting account of an oral controversy held
by him \\it:l the '\]" ite Apelles, then an
l] me work,

* published
obscurity of
s to wr

problems

met wit

\ ian i
the Holy 8
reply giving

7
h
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18 to be only thrc
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546 RHYSTUD

defeated Gwendolin ap Ceidan, who was aided by ‘

the British Maelgwn and the Dalriadic king
A]mn. the
]nn

though a friend of 5t. Co-
ly afraid a powerful
thelyde, (On this
. & Kent, 360 s
71-2.) He rule
eight years, and died in peace A.D. 601.
his grave at Abererch, Car-
9. Ada

’s, be

bour in

but

ly to have
e sq. 12, 195,
.3 Grub, E. H. S i

37-9.)

RHYSTUD

rieon 0L

p or as

{5.'|_.\‘:_u[1_. REGULUS),
\-‘l"-'u Dere in the
o on OQct. 16 (M. Doney.).
conten 'l"" ary with St. Columba in the f
tury, and is su yeen the ¢
of St. REGULUS o ws in Scotland.
(Colgan, Acta S8. 337, ¢. 7.) [J. G.]
RICBODUS (Ricuropus, RIGEODUS),
bishop of Tréves, and called MAcARrI
Alcuin. He was monk at Milan, and prom
e see I‘jl Treves A.D, 791, He stood in th
1 l te r.\L Il‘l' \\11 1 whom

n of pupil ant
responded (A
Migne,

xl‘-w' remiss
nuch fondness for

y hwn-]- of Un

and rather
however, Fe
began to deve
mended Ricl
276) as one
Aleuin himself, to mm-f-lm- false te: I
if Richod wrote, his treatise is lost. He
A.D. 804, and his feast is Oct. 1 (Gesta Trev
fe la France, iv. 18, 329-30, 43!

xii, 161, 200-1).  [J. G.]
| RICHARIUS, 8T, the founder and first

abbat of the Bene hr'nm monastery of Centule
(\\]nm W Jl its » town, afterwards took
his name, Saint R } 1'\ll in rst half
of the Tth y. We po

him written k

the req Wt .\u-_i bertus and Charl
the Gre: il the monastery. The preface
shews that 1t is ].w ' on an earlier, but meagre

168

record, which, with a narrative of his mi
also referred to, has been lo According to
Alcuin, he was born at Centule, in Picardy, and
passe »d his early years []l"]l in rustic eccups
The turning f—'mmt of his life was the ac l\e‘l'[‘ of
two Irish priests, Caidocus and Frichorius (the
-\,pn\t]- s of the Morini, see CAIDOCUS, FRICOREUS),
who on their way through the vill being in-
sulted and 1 Itmm,l by the people, were re-

d by Ri ius into his house and kindly en-
treated. Touched ]-’.‘ their exhor tions, he be-
came a Christian, In time he entered the priest-
hood and devoted h! nself to preaching, the 1nl1.!‘
of the poor and sick, and the redemption of cap-
Afterwards desiring a wider : re he

1018,

tives.

i 44) \]ll,u\n |
ichbourhood |

| last extracted
Ing ;

erossed over to Great Drit
and continued his labours there for a time.

His

tion, |

| the church now known as 5. Ag

RICIMER

, 88 8 missionar T,
On
inded his mnn1-.1r1\

and he isited

s return to Centule he
fame spread wi

| Patr
led (':lml t'-ﬂ'l]\'ﬂa:nf 5h.t\,
), tad lm\nu iria domus.”  His own ambi-
rever, was for the solitary and ascetic

r the \l\ll']lf community to
nw \1]1(&1‘(,“:
: irdus, to

' Téoy)s ‘11 ut ten mileg
llm l]l took up his abode in a
hut, ml courting all privations
reputation for sanctit
z l to him to be healed,
pril , his disciple bux
w-u the \l”" where he had li
[ and monks of Centu
\ dy to their monaste
me renowned for its miraculous
is life was first published by Surius, then
more correctly by \MI illon. It me 1y
found ¢ r places in Boll
ong the collecte
r. Lat. ci. 681-94 (see Hg\{
319, for the editions). In
. it is followed by a book of posthu-

s written by a monk of Centule
56), a history of the relics in later
7—9) and a versified rendering of the
from the w of Angelrannus or
abbat of Centule, at the beginning
h century. The Chronicon fut-
e, Patr. Lat. clxxiv. 1215 sqq.
extent Alenin’s story. The
by Irannus, from
which the B give an e is to be
found in Migne, Patr. Lat. exli. 8.

The little cell in the of Crécy developed
and sej known as

<l‘c:¢l‘—1l1ufll§el‘), For

x. 1307 sqq.; and for

that of Centule, or Saint-Riquier, ibid. 1241,

Besides April 26, the supposed day of his

th, October 9 and June 3 commemorate trans-
tions of his relies (Boll. i p- 442).

The exact dates of Richarius’ history are a
matter of controversy, but he }Jl‘l!blll_ll}' died
about 645,

Baronius (Annal. 640, xii.) identifies him with
a Sicharius, who was sent by Dagobert on an
to the Slavi, but erroneously, as is
(640, ix.). [S. A, B.]

RICHBERTUS (RIGEBERTUS), thirty-ninth
bishop of Mayence ¢. A.D. 712. (Gall. Chr. ¥.
437.) . [J.G]

RICIMER, patrician, the most powert ful man
in the western l'IH|'l re for the sixteen tllit

eceded his death in August, A.D. !
his history see Dicrioxary oF G
Broerapmy, Like the vest of the
Arian, and erected and
jan countrymen
de' Goti on
the south-eastern part of the (uiri These
mosaics w ,‘:mt in the time of Baronius,
who gives Ricimer’s ins ription (Ann. \Iﬂ: t)l.]‘ )

earned a
that
When he
d him by his
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e al ve

history, see

emt
shewn by Pac




RICTRUDIS
RICTRUDIS (1) (RoTrUDIs), abbess of Mar-

chiennes, known to us through a Life written
by Huchald, monk of Elno, ¢. A.p. 907 (Huc-
paldus, Opp. t. i. in Migne, Pat. Lat. cxxxii.
827 sq.; Mabillon, 44. & ii 7 8q.3
Boll. A4. S8, Mai, iii. v of not
parents, el Ernoldus hia, in the south
of France, c. A.D. 614, Rictrudis was early

v the infly 2 of St. Amand, ]m‘{
ber with the h mneble St.
Adalbald d ed her work to Flanders, where
she had four children, all numbered among
the saints (SS. Maurontus, Clotsendis
and Eusebi: When her hush:
she devoted herself the more sedu-
s of religion under the advice
of St. Amand, and at last took the veil. Her
chief foundation was at Marchiennes, in the
diocese of Arras, c. A.D. 647, and herself ruled
over a monast

Adal-

sendis

Jously tc

daughter Adalsendis soon died, and her son and
remaining daughters gave themselves over. to
the conventual life. She died e. A.D. 687,

and was buried in her own monast which
became famous in the Middle Ages. But
in A.D, 1024 it became a mor y for mor
(IQLH. A. . Mai. iii. 80). Her feast is 12 M ¥
(Hist. Litt. de la France, xv. 89 sq.; DBaronius,
Ann. A.D. 632, ¢. 2). . G.]

RICTRUDIS (2) (RECTRUDA, RICHTRUDA),
ghter of Charlemagne, and,
Gisla [GisLA], was pupil of Alcuin,
dedicated to Rictrudis the first five books of his
Commentary on St. John's Gospel, and the other
two to Gisla (Aleuin, Comment. in Joan. Epist.
Praeviae; Migne, Patr. Lat. t. c. 637 sqq.).

[J. G.]

RICULA, sister of Ethelbert, king of IKent,
and wife of Sledda, king of the East Saxons, by
whom she was mother of Sebert, the first Chris-
tian king of that nation. We have no data
either of the time or umstance that throw
any light on her character or history, nor are
we told whether or not she v a Christian,
(Bede, H. E. ii. 8; and the pedi
M. H. B.629.)

RICULFUS (Ricuury
of Mainz, between St. I
]{I.liﬁf.iiEI'J‘ll{ES (a.0. 787-813), was one of the
ii‘h’h{!i‘ L‘]«:‘. gy who surrounded the throne of
(:h)}rles the Great, whose chaplain he had been
EPLUI'E his consecration at Fritzlar on March 4,
{87, (Annal. Wirziburg., Pertz, Script. ii. 240.)
His chief work was the buils ing of the church
and monastery of St, Albanus, one of the fugitives
fro‘m Africa in the time of Hunneric, who had
suffered martyrdom at M
crated in 805 (Annal, Wirz
accused of ostentatious mag
in particular of having ed to be carri ci
before him a pastoral staff of gold, which brought
‘-i“\\_'ll upon him a rebuke from Charles (cf. the
€urious stories in Monael gall. Gesta Kar. i
16, 17, Pertz, Sript. ii. 737, 788). Acc
to Hinemar of Rheims, it was he who intro-
;[.ll“'d the False Decretals from Spain  to
JErmany NSC. €] T, rILE Yatr.

A ‘ﬁl‘)g-c‘{’.l.:iblﬂ:ii i}.‘:l‘t::-!!-l‘\f‘ili i]'“‘nr.'rnll:ti-] 'LMI‘
e : B0e 5 statement .‘;-.|\ tr .HI_\« no

D0k, n 509 and 811 he was at Fulda,
Inudmtmg between the monks and their abbat

8), third archbishop
18 and Atulphus or

inz. It was conse-
urg. ibid.). He was
ence in his

i

o3 &

nd was |

r for women forty years, Her |

with her sister |
who has |

| deliv

| not restored to his offic

| quaedam illis contulit, necnon
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In the latter year, among other
prelates, he attested the will of Charles the
Great (Pex ii. 463), and two years
later, with H 1 of Cologne, he presided at

Mainz. To the \
st him of burning th
, which had 'h
because it was the

ncil o

Ame v ites
wooden
3= ten
it of
of their victims

the

cost o
Years to build,
robbers, who thr
into the river (J
v. 549). He d
63, 121). TI

al letters

Hron., Pert:
813 (Pertz, Seript.
h we have no writing of ]IJ\‘,
dressed to him survive, one
from pope [ [. (Migne, Patr. Lat. cii. 1030),
and several from Aleuin, who corre 1ded with
him under the name of Damoetas (Hpist. xlv.,
sxxii., Patr. Lat. c¢. 211, 356). If he v the
recipient of the 12: :

have been one of the es who
Leo I1L.back to Rome in 799. For his life see Gall.
Christ. v. 443, and Rettberg, Kirchen hie

78, (S. A.B]

Seript.

s

escort

RIGOBERTUS
heims, was closel
him at the
S name wi
ven by Flod
ce. 11-15), which is our |
learn that he was the
and put the m
Canonicam clericis
ac sufficientia victualia

3 enth
ited to Reol
" the

bishop of
s and suc-
th century:
From the
. Rem. ii.
withority, we
aniser in his
better disci-
giomem restituit
titnit, et pradia
aerarium com-
yus eorum instituit’ , ii, ¢, 11). He
methodically took an account of all the
poralities and privil of the
titles preserved in the archives of the chu
Rheims. As he was probably afraid even of a
rer, he 1 sed  to  oper tes of
Rheims to Charles Martel when driving out the
Saracens ; and when the city was taken he fled to
A.D. 721, while one Milo was in-
truded into the see. He was afterw:
to return to France and visit Rhe
If he ret
death of Charles Martel, this occur
but it is believed to have been much earlier, ¢
he probably died ¢. A.D. 7382, and was buried
in the t« he used to live, t in the
middle of sentury Hinemar had his re-
1slated into the church of St. Dionysius
in Rheims, His feast is 4 January. His dates
are all doubtful, some putting his death as late
as A.D. 77: s to correspond to
this. (deta are in Surius Vit. S8. i. 60 sq. ; Ma-
billon, .A. §8. Ben, iii. i. 496 sq.; Boll. 4. 88,
Jan, 174 sq. v Gall. Christ, ix. 243
Fleury, H. E. xli. ¢. 29; Baronius, Ann. A.D.

717, ce. 6 sq.; Hist. Litt. de la France,

cons

mune u

Lems=

the

cony, cC.

‘ds allowed
but was
on the
ed A.p, 741,

mains tra

RINGAN, bishop of Whithern. [NIN1an.]

RIOCATUS (Rrocmar
who had been sent by tus of Riez to Cler-
mont, with presents to Sidonius Apollinaris, the
bishop ; he had left his Breton see in consequence
of the incursions of the heathen.
calls him, in his letter to Faustus (Fp. ix,
Migne, Pat. Lat. t. lviii. 625), a do
in the world, from his monastic vow and by

2N2

), Breton bishop,

Sidonius

e strancer
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his enforzed banishment. But his chief interest

lies in his having, in a roundabout way de- |

seribed |1_\-’ Sidonius, j_‘"l\'-lll to Sidonius the means
of reading Faustus’ works ; in his letter Sidonius
reproaches Faustus for keeping his writings a
secret from him (Ceillier, Aut. Sacr. 5

RIPARIUS, alearned preshyter of Aquitaine,
in the nning of the bth century, and friend
of Desi
nexion with the controversies caused by Vi
tius and Pelagius, Vigilantius, after :
Palestine, where he had been received by h
returned to his old diocese, in which ]‘s]. i
lived, and commenced spreading his opinions,
which condemned various superstitious practices,
especially the ation of relics. Riparius,
finding I|\"L‘ his bishop to some extent counte-
i ius, wr to Jerome,
etter w iich is extreme both in
its contempt mtius and in its advocacy
of the practices impugned. This was I‘1 +Hl-
Jerome having asked for the wor
tius, Riparius sent it him by the Deacon
niu: and thus ecalled forth the treatise of
I:]w]m Adv. Vigilantium, in 406.

€

At a later time (417) Riparius again solicited |

the help of Jerome in combating the views of
Pelagins. Jerome replied in a short letter of
encoul ent, exh u,1 o him to stand fast, and
telling him };n\\' rtisans of Pelagius had

1 the monasteries at Dethlehem, but had

attac
since been 1 Palestine.
KEnown

Jerome
him as

\\'I.‘l‘-
defender of
¢ dom

(Desiperivs, HioroN

[w i i]
RIQUIER, ST. [Ricmarr

RODANUS, count, bearver of a letter from
Leo the Great to JULiaNus (27 nr Cos, dated

the 25th of June, A.p. 453 (Leo, £}
Migne, Patr. Lal. liv. 1069). In it !
made to other letters sent by another pers mn of

the same name, entitlec a tltl»-
fying that he was one ul
(.rrj"n'{-‘r, For these offices Eh

of Panciroli on the Notitia fm,ruu
and 16, The former Rodanus n
as the * Rodani
letter, dated
(IALU

be 1iu: same
bearer of a
), fto i"|'1\[1':

J;Jp 27, in Putr, Lu‘ iv. 761). [F.

RODERICUS, last Gothic ]\1'1"' of Spain, is
il nce in legend
contrasts strongly with the meagreness of our
authentic information s \].uld them. He had long
been governor of part o T H|‘:11:|. and
on the death of Wittiza s 1 the throne at the
instigation of the Gothic m tes. (“
tuose regnum hortante Senatu invadit,”
Pac. “Furtim magis quam virtute invadit reg-
num,” continuer
dence is against the story of a previous insurre
tion in which Wittiza perished, which is first
found in Rodericus of Toledo, and is there mixed
up with the legendary outrage against Roderic’s
alleged father Theodifred, said to have been a son
of Reccesvinth or Kindasvinth. inst this

of J. Bic

rius (q.v.), known to us from his con- |

RODERICUS

| late authority, there is the silence of all egyl lier
writers, '-v\:.ht].m of Salamanca’s stat ement that
Wittiza died a natural death, and the fact that
his brothers and sons commanded in Roderic’s
army.

There are indications that Roderic’s short
reign was troubled with civil war, The Arab

narrative, translated by Dozy ( Recherches, i. 43 3),

) s
1 Hlll'\l]lt‘i him as besieg P mlpr‘]nn:t when
| he 1 the news of Tarik’s lan ling; coins

exist of the same type as those of Wittiza, struc k
by certain king Achila, whose name is not
found in any document, at Narbonne
, from which places no coins of Roder
wwn (Heiss, Monnaies des Rois Wisigothes, | ;1)}
finally Lucas of Tuy’s story that Rod , by
Julian’s advies, sent arms and horses to H.Lul,
seems a confused reminiscence of some disturh-
ance in the North-East. All thes

rest that, as in WAMDBA’S case Septimania
and North-East Spain did not acquiesce in the
election at iuleul-u. but set up a king of their
OWI.

We need only allude to the famous story of
Roderic uction of Florinda or La ("!\':l,‘.‘]u-\l
the vengeance of her father Julian. The first
ish chronicle that contains it, or, in its pre-
, form, mentions Julian, is that of the monk
Silo (c. A.p. 1100), but it occurs in early
\l 1b sources, and is considered by Dozy (Rech,

|1 gire, ii, 81) to [m true, To us LhL
on of the chronol given below
wwe it. In any e .Ile..m Was g I
]Tl‘ is lnlmiw led in the

ry It

=

indir

sug

i and exorti) restores 1'5.11 tu Hw text of
Pacensis, who relates that a noble

n of that name had accompanied Mousa
all the provinces of Spain, and to the
urt. No other author mentions such
1 , Who must have been a prominent
person, and the corruption of Urbani for Juliang

is an easy one. Thus Julian would have been

| the governor of the scrap of territory al bout
| Ceuta still held by the Byzantines. T his tallies
| exactly with the best Mohammedan writers of
5%B), who narrate that when
led Western Africa, the governor of
a, whose name s Ilyidn, the same who
afterwards led Tarik into Spain, came out to
meet him with presents and asked for and
obtained peace, He is called Ilydn, whic
ing to Gayangos, is the equ

| Spain ((; yangos,
Okba inve

any rate, with the assistance of Julian, Mousa,
the caliph’s lieutenant in Afriea, in July, 710,
sent

onnoitring detachment of 400
100 horse under Tarif. He landed at
alled Tarifa after him aged the

intry and returned laden with booty. Mousa
) the expedition, and the
tched 7000 men under Tarik,
1 r (April 30, rH) (Gayango

and procee: led to plunder the country.
Roderie marched against him with 100,000 men,
on which Mousa sent a reinforcement of 5000.
The armies met on the banks of the Wadi-Becca
(now the Salado), near the Lago de la Janda on
July 19. 'The battle was decided by the treason
of the brothers or sons of Wittiza, who com=
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manded the two wings of Roderi¢’s army, and |11\t eight days. Roderic probably perished in
who fled with their continrents at the com- | the tum but his ruuh was never found.
mencement of the battle. [Orpas,] The centre | The ¢ \nur ol | st two Gothie kir
where Roderic commanded in person held its | is extremely ¢ +d and uncertain,. We l
ground for some time, but at last was broken, | by givine the itements of the four
and the whole Ck ian army was routed with | authorities, redu " the Sps
great slaughter. Later accounts make the battle | era to their equiv i =

Continuer of J.
€. A.D. T2

larensis Chron

ca begins to reign

and &
Wittiza 10 and Roderic 8  Wittiza rei
dies in 710.

1 So called Chronicle of Wulsa.

694 Associates Wittiza

702 Wittiz
711 Bod

a succeeds alone

ne Wittiza is ancinted king,
succeeds

and Nov. 14, 700.

: _ 687, | ¢ his coun the same con=
completed his fourteenth Nov. 701, or's are exh H 18
Having reigned ten years alone, late in i 7. Was en-

in the
ation
who, his
or illy

year too lat

Cyprian’s

18

Nov. 14, 700.

king Egica then dies, |
after Nov, 24, 701, in 1-'1 or 702, in the rement ; ;_'4-
fifteenth year of his rei \\ ittiza then reig in both function
ten ve: s coronation li\.‘ influence,

early in 711, having

: wi
is the es the of [._\'1-1'1;111.

n

the R( n. ATIANUS (3),

t expedition | Svn. Carth. 2

1 Ot e l]ln ) ll\l]
n\l 11. Now the
took place in 710,
ilian took in the
was not caused by a quarrel with
foundation therefore of the La C
Again, the mysterious i
naval victories over th
a and Wittiza ma,
; inst Julian and his
and become tributary to Okba.
he continuation of the Chronicle
rensis; Isidorus Pacensis; the
uicle of Sebastian of C
ldense, in Esp. Sag. vi, 436, viii. 2
449; the Arabian writers in Gay
History of the Mohammedan Dynasties, ?
and in Dozy’s Recherches,vol.i.: G
von Sp. ii. (2) 1845 Dahn, Die
manen, v lJu'zv, H 2 des J !
en Espagne, o [_1 D.]

RODING (Rours, CHRAUDINGUS), patron of
Beaulieu, between Verdun and St Mer hould, He AIRBREA TS y
Wwas an ] t, who went from Ireland to the an’s reply before winter, but x\ﬂh-}‘ wep=
:El{--:l:lsm of Taballium near Treves before a.p, | tember 1st. [E. W. B.]
)42, and set abo ¢ g sterv in tl b v o
wood of 1\r='-nlnc' g Itlllxl:\ or |\d\\l:1 “;.ll:llf,l :1] : I 117:”1'[[7": R“.G “\T'[.'\.:\.[ 3 (T)-'. }H\-‘- 2 Aty with
the proprietor of the district, but he afterward I?ul}.m:n;us? his brother, in the [J‘Iu(‘i.l‘li.'l.n perse=
received land and per: on to build the monas- | cution at :\!!]i‘..c:i. ‘”l." acts contain genuine fi
tery of Be aulieu, of which he wa - 11 . | ments. They dwell on the worship of Ape o,
He died abe mt A.D. 680, and his { forced in Ln.t’ }'.]I'J']n'l‘]:ln
(\Lunll.m. Ann. A.p. bl‘-’ 680 and ? persecution, ant ':‘|:]-|_:=‘|(l)] favour if
'\]‘1 - PP, 013 Boll, Acta S8, Se E'L the martyrs \\'qui\_l‘\' t, which Le Il»]‘:u:i, ,[-’_‘{t‘g
‘]S_II_) [i- h._] des ,_]f:u'f.-'{rﬁ', p. 71_-,_nur=-s as a 8 I:i-l;n mark of

genuineness. Rogatianus died without baptism.
cmEtQ(-i l\lI{\'\l s (1), an aged ]»1:951:_\'_tvr and ’I[‘|w acts -llllti]"ﬂ‘itti that hi I'!‘J:‘tl”t__\:l_"fln]ﬂ supplied
ot .I\J. addressed by Cyprian Zp. vi., along | its place (Ruinart, A4, Sinc. p. 279). iy

b Sergius and others, who are urged to | [G.T.8]

Lp. 07.

ROGAT

'TANUS (4),
33 2 sub Cyp. 3¢ y
Lp. G7. . B.]

ROGATIANUS (58), two
name appear in t'\"- "2 70:
one of the Numi
their views on th
Cartl r:ll'l-i‘_\'|-
doubtless iden with 1 tianus (4), as well
as with the bishop of Nova (Noba, Oppidum
Novum, hod. Duperré, a colony in Maure
‘aesarie whose sentence is sixtieth in
Carth. sub Cyp. de Bap. 3.

ROGATIANUS (6), Ca rinian  deacon,
prian to FIRMILIAN, with a
2 f re-baptism, as well

ner let same subject, to
and to Jul He returned with

wops of the
being

10pPs W ho

tism of h
One of tl

which was s
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ROGATIANUS (B). a Donatist
of what see does not s
by his party with
petition to Julian, A.D.
p. 8843 Aug. c. . il s Ep. 105, 93
Optatus, ii. 16.) A Donatist bishop of this name
was present at the council of Cabarsussis, A.D.
394, but whether the same man as the above
there is no evidence to show (Aug. En. in Ps. 36,
20). [H. W. P.]
ROGATUS (1), African bishopin Syn. Carth.

2 sub Cyp. A.D. 252, Cyp. Ep. 657. [E. W. B.]
ROGATUS (2), called by Augustine the
Moor, Maurus, bishop of Cartenne (Ztnez), a
town near the st of Mauretania C v
riensis, not far from the mouth of the river
Cartennus (Habrah), and called by Pliny Colonia
Augusti (Plin, H, N. v 11. 203 Ant. Itin. 14,
23 Ptol. iv. 2. 4; Shaw, Trav. p. 15). DBelong-
ing to the Donatist party, for some reason not
known, he seceded from it about A.D. 370, when
Augustine was a young man. He was followed
by a few cor itions, in number never exceed-
ing ten (brevissimum frustum de frusto m:
prac iﬁllm]. o whom the name of Rogatists
- They are said Augustine to have
1 less violent in their conduct than other
Donatists, perhaps as Augustine hints, from the
weakness of their own y ?'.--l.-"l Rogatus
himself was a man . ious temper. The

bishop, but
r, who was associated
and Pontius the

(DoNarisy, Vol I

Sea-C0:

5 Was
by

li

of

and they made
whose revolt the chief strength lay in that part
of Africa, to harass the Rogatists, who retaliated
r their persecutors partisans of Firmus
his party appear to
h the Maximian ists,

have made common cause w
and at some time in

395 or 39

Praetextatus, he was made bisl |pu:‘ Assuris, and
was succeeded in the see of Cartenma by Vin-
centius Victor, At a later time he returned to

by so doing incurred
sts, .ll.‘l'l was attacked
Circumce His sect,

s to died out in

the Catholic church, but
the hatred of the Donat
and mutilated by the
never numerous, ap
course of time, but Au
the Donati:
of the
and

nlll\

have

pa
tion of t
mu,pim
23

J*w\ aT18M, Vol. I

(J) [H.W.P.]

emont, vol. vi. 6
ICIANUS (4) ; MAXIMIANUS

ROGATUS (3),
who mad i
the city to him (Aug. Ep. 87, §
Catholic inhabitants should be des

"l||

[Il. Ww. I’,]
ROGATUS (4), f-d"ul' ui' ]':m‘l': the |IL'i| nd
f Jerome. He w i
mention is made of

no

use of the power of Firmus, of

3, on the death r-t'

ROMANIANTUS

otherwise than by birth. Though having a
toman name, he was of a Grnh iumh
traced their nl['\u‘m from Agamemnon,
very wealthy, and owned the
Actium, or Nicopolis, which he beq |neathed to
his only child. [PauLa, 1<\n:m- Ep.
Id. Pref. to Comm. on Titus.)
[W.H.F]

ROGATUS (5), Aug. 17, a monk
martyr at Carthage under Hunnerie. He suff:
with Liberatus and

who
iie was
whole town of

and

1 his companions on July

;]
they are usually comme; 1: the
date of their translation, [[ 8 (3)]
(Victor Vit. de Wandelica Perseeutio me, v. 10,

and Passio 8, Liberatiin Migne’s Patr.

262.)

Lat.
[G.T

Iviii.,

L8]

ROMANTIANUS, a wealthy citizen of
Tagaste, where, as well as at Carthage, he pos-

d a house and other property.
at kindness and e f Iship towards
\ugustine in his early life, which was never
stten by him, and which he did not fail in

ratefully to acknowledge. In a pas-

He shewed
o

g
A

in

of 't

: he second book against the heathen
philosophers Augustine relates with pathetic
simp',iri[.\' hu\\ when he was but a boy and in

no doubt from 1 s father's

rd of expense, » had found

1 Romanianus a friend who provi wi- 1 him not
um_\ with a home and pecuniary help for carry-
ing on his studies at Carthage, but also showed
him what he valued still more than these,
friendship and kindly encouragement. When
] 1 i rupted by the death of his
his

s again

Com=

at

house

h, in a patriotic spirit, he endeavoured to

1ade him from returning to Carth when

he saw that his youthful ambition red a
wider ge of action than his native town
d, he changed his dissuasion into

: couragement, and supplied him with
the means ne -r1 hh ]m]r- e. Nor, a8

Augustine titude, did

he ta wce when tu:'l:'l left to
hims -Il cted to wrl , but passed
:t with considerate ki (Aug,

vi. 143 ¢. Aead. ii. 2; . 27, 4)

had a son named Licentit d it

ly that he may have been i

was tes

1e

» while |

¢ ten or
Licentius

Romani
Olympius

discour: 1stine at Cassiciac
at the
rds became
he was cer-
" a rank in life agreeing

that of Romanianus (Aug. Co

tism

Ty

" Of this the following ulars fu
nish evide 1. In his h‘.\.ll F t the
academic pl ophers, dedicated to nianus

Augustine s
Alypins as

r wh‘liw;l:l'l_\, of
. 8),and in 8

eaks, thou

his son (e

letter to I a near relative
(cognatus) (Ep. xxvii, 5). 2. In a letter to
Alypius, then a Dbishop, A.D. 394, Paulinus




ROMANIANUS

Muwia to give him an flv(‘m:m, of _hinmrlt‘,l
meulmnlll' his former sojourn at Milan, of
which he had heard. (Paul, Ep. 3, 4). 3. In his
verses included in a letter to Licentius, two

's later, A.D. 396, Paulinus speaks of
\|\|\Il|‘ul‘> his brother (pater. .. -\':H\‘._'\'Eli!]i:l i
consors) (Paul. . 8) iikn‘ Augustine him-
self, perhaps, in some degree, through his influ-
ence, Romanianus fell into the prevailing errors
of Manicheism, which, however, he appe to
have cast off, though without :Ldupr]u-r as yet
the true philosophy of the gospel, by 'n time
when, as we gather from the description of
Augustine, he v .:1.‘.1 him at Milan in 385. He
had gone thither on important business, and

while there entered with some warmth into the |

scheme, in whose success ili‘ wealth made his
l"““’l""t““ all important, of a life in common
of ten members, of whom two shc
act as purveyors for the rest, an
came to nothing before any s
taken to carry it out. In the next y
Augustine was ocvu}-}'iﬂ_.': with his fr
house of Verecundus at Cassiciacum, near
and was meditating the great change of life
which he brought to pass in the year following,
he composed the four discour which the
one against the Academic pl
books he dedicated to Romanianus as an
ment and earnest entreaty to him to don
their doctrines, d at its conclusion his
own intention to abide by the authority of
Christ, *For,” says he, “I find none more
powerful than this” (c. dead. i. 13 iii. :
Retract, i. 1-4). At some time in the course of
the three years following the conversion of
» a Christian,

the

gustine Romanianus also becar
1 drew still clo the intimacy

; tine and himself, and we may
is family, for in a short letter written in
390 Augustine speaks of communmication with
his uncle, and also thanks him warmly for in-
forming him of some happy event in his own
fmm - ]l].‘: aps, as the language of Augustine
may be understood to mean the settlement of
the Dbusiness which had disturbed him four
years before (Ep. 15). In the same year, ac-
l'f"l[l“ £ to ]|1~ promise in his book inst the
Acad s befi he com-
Jpose nianus his book on
true religion, sending it to him as he did with
most of his own \‘-.U]L\ A ii. 3. 8: de
Ver. Rel. 12; Ep. .3;, 4; 31, 7). But the
]‘f"l’ and g ;';:11 de of Augustine towards Roma-
anus d to him alone. We find
3, to his son Licentius, en-

by one to l‘mh'\n- h]n

Roms

y -LI:‘l coms=

Early in the followin
wrote to Paulinus announc
jutor to Valerius,
1l in the same ¢

¥

¢ his "|'l” me llr

» of Hippo (Ep.

nee he I made
church of Africa on
was Lib o} ,and the advantage which it

1Rely to produce, sending both to him and |

ng to him |

| Barulas is 'rnl.: without ment

linus wrote to
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to Licentius loaves of friendship, and expressing
the }Lu;w that the trumpet of Augustine may
sound in the ears of Licentius. At the same time
he wrote both in prose and in verse to L
himse

entius
If, exhorting him to renounce his worldly
aind devote himself to God. (LicENTIUS (1;,
Paulinus, Epp. vil. viii) But after this we
hear no more of him. [H. W. P.]

ROMANUS (1), one of the seven m: artyrs of
Samosata in the persecution of

[HirrarcHUS.]
RC ‘\T ANUS (2), Nov. 18, deacon and exor-

area, anc d martyr of Antioch, under the

He suffered with a child
seven years of age, named Barulas. The tongue
of Romanus was cut out and he was then he-
headed. His story is told in Euseb. Mart. Palest
cap. 23 lib. 2, de Res t. et Ascens. Dom. ;
Prude ut. Hymn, 10, where the story of the child
ng his name,
ren as Theodulus in the DBreviary
i. Orat. 43 48,
collects all the a

which is
of Toledo; Chr
Ruinart in Acta

ROMANUS (8), a Ror
Africa, during the time of V:
by him to put down tr) Circam
.,n b. W hie! h he probably

reason he was called by Petilian
(Aug. ¢ P iii. 249). He was
y officer, but a bad 'vun uf
him by Ammianus, I
caused the revolt of
tory does not t:[]tl'l'.". .

flie count of

ellions, A.D.
without much mercy,

the ( JII'\l'('il

(An nin. M xvii. 93 1t, Hist.
des (‘u vol. V.3 Mor-

8, :

< Chr, 1L 271-279). [ W B
ROMANUS (4), a military confessor under
Julian. According to Theodoret he was actually
led to execution and with his neck bar
awaiting the final blow when he was reprieve
Rendall regards the action of HRomanus
mutinous ; cf. his Emy Julian, p. :
Theodor. H. E. iii, 16, 173 Greg. Naz. Or. iv.
83. [G.T. 8.]
ROMANTUS (5), a presbyter of Antioch, to
whom, at the request of Castus and his brother

u‘.]l. Afi

him of con-
f]‘.l; ]|1~ Iu ters

from Cu
tinnance of his frie
and his praye
Castus and
they would :]J\--Ill ].um nus that he had
! "'li\L".l one
¢ that

Is.

been
i!t[Lll'lH"’ his let
from him, but r
he would write
have two othe
in which
d in his cause,
to

sostom’s to Ro-

s him for the
fame of which had
locia and even
muess, and

ne

ROMANUS (G). a Christian, m
by Paulinus Ahwi Augustine, ar l wi
bearer of letters ween them on more
one occasion. (Aug. Ipp. 30, 31, 45.)

[H. W. P.]
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ROMANUS (7), a solitary, born and
brought up at Rhosus, who retired to a cell on
the mountains near Antioch, where he passed
his life to extreme old age practising the utn
austerities, denying himself fire and lamp lig
and taking no more food than would b
support existence. I
Cl:ll~|r;«.uc-u~. for simpl
lﬂ:

him as

ttract-

his th‘.l.n.iu. over whom he il

influence. He was accredited with
power in curing dise and removing barren-
ness (The Hist. Relig. c. 3i.). [E. V.]
ROMANUS (8), prie nd abbat, founder
of Monasterinm Condatescense and others in the
Jura mountains, ¢, A.D, 489, ( ¥ of Tours
( Vitae Patrum, c. 1, in Migne, Paf. Lat.
col. 1011 sq.) gives an account De Lup
HLlomano ¢bb., and the ists (Acta i
iii. 743 sq.) add another Life of Romanus that is

a salutary
culous

Lt

Solla

said to be written by a conte |n[u-1 ary m-w]l\; of

b4 their commen
in the Martyro
closely related to those of 1
[Luric
a milder disposition than
have wrought miracles, fi
his bur (

grim:
XX1X. ¢
B({. 3 I ¥
Ceillie oY, Aut. Sacr r. x. 610, xi. 3

ROMANUS(9),8T. A celet
hymn writer of the Eastern Chm
he is commemorated on Oct 1st. l[.
have written more than 1000 hy
kind called xovrre The X
that he was tl
and that it
from the r
found in the Synaxasion of St. Romanus’
(Menaea, Oct. 1st). This legend is to t
that the Blessed Virgin appeared to hir
commanded him to eat a roll (J.ul
she gave b

s are \"'I'u\'
Lupicinus

1& id prolifie
}I\ \\I.'.'i'll

cioy) w hi
g 1, and th sying, he found hir
self endowed with the power of comp
hymns. If he was the firs
it is an argnment in
which DPitr 1d the I
places him in the reign of .
518) ratl
W. Chri
his opinion 1)\- p.-m it
phthb \\]‘:L}l appe
earlier date. DBut
ditliculties which th
him to assign so el
the 8th century.
Of the life of the saint we know nothing
except from the Menaea, and what we learn
there contradicts many statements which later
writers have made (see Pitra, Anal. S
Spicil. Solesm. I. xxvi. n.). He ears to have
been born at Gruesa, to have been a deacon at
Berytus, and afterwards attached to the churches
of Blachemae and of Cyrus at Constantinople.
Pitra, in the first volume of his Analecta, has
collected several poems which he sees reason to
attribute to the saint, and expresses a confident
hope that more of his works will before long be
discovered or identified. [H. A. W.]

on (in
ree) which
s L (491-
. (713-719),
he later date, supports

1astasius

certain words and
sistent with the
Pitra does not think the
it to induce
a writer to

e Taise su
b and for

lary ge numbers to JII\ cell by the ]-null.i_\' of

t. Ixxi.

(6)] Heis .-a.uil'm have been of

'TAKIR, |

ROMANTUS
ROMANUS (10), archimandrite of a monag.

t o .

tu_;_\ at |('ll‘1l)l d;ll 8,in Pe nktnn-, in the be gin-

ning of the G6th century, in succession to

g () H »

l,\!.\.'-l.\a_(;), !'\]\f_“ whom he i ]s said to have there

indoctrinated Severus of zopolis in Euty-

chianism (Liberatus Diac. B» 19 in Micne
ane,

Pat. Lat. t. Ixviii. 1033). [J.G]
ROMANUS (11), monk, who alone knew of

St. Benedick’s retreat in le cave at Subiaco, and
fed him with food swung over the cliff by a

with a bell attached [BENEDICTUS OF Nunsia]
(Greg. M. Dial. ii. 15 Vit. 8. Benedicti, Prol.
in Migne, Pat. Lat. t. lxvi. 127 sqq. 3 Ceillie
Aut. Sacr. xi. ](.\{i), [J. 6]

11!!'\] ANTUB (12) exarch of Ravenna, ap-

] some time before the middle <|1 A,l

on
i aide
by CHILI RT ll
and Mantua, the
A\l::h:u'i‘ the Lombar

in [1:15 The
the Franks, ]l\)\\\\l],
thein commander to conclude a ten
ruce, of which 1 rly com-
.1 63). Ror ma ed
the towns in

manus

pl laine
to Rome

that par which was

het Wi 1, however,
¥ who anced to the

many ners, some of

as slaves to the I

their

nks, and

Patr, Lat. :
iplained Izillr-r]_\ of th
ch Romanus left Rom
the troops to garrison Per
towns, those tha
rdly be
wreh would neither
allow
duchy ¢
letter to SEi
I[Il' l"llT 'S5e8 ]I]"‘.
declaring that the
and his subordi
the

whi

Y. <

more CTrievous
2).  In A.D, 8¢
1 for a general peace
le, to make
gory, but none was
|..‘I1I|l::i(]'.|lll1\iiﬂiill.

yard swe

ame more
3), or if this w
¢ peace with (
‘ll“ .||u rthedeath of R
iv. 12), which probably happened e. 596 or 7,
as in the summer of 597, Gregory al y the
arrival of one Callinicns, [lmlmul\ the new
exarch (Epp. vii. 29). There are several letters
from Gregory to Roman in one (i. 33) he
demands that Blandus, bishop of Ortona, who
had been long iml-ll' ned by him, should be
tried by a synod without delay, in another
(v. 24) he war im to desist from protecting
the priest Speciosus in his resistance to his
ishop, and from supporting certain nuns, who
ad left th nunnery,  (Ersch and
cyel. xxxix, 314.) [F. D.]

ROMANUS (13), defensor, is mentioned in
several letters of Gregory the Great, and no less

» impossil

ruber,
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ROMANUS

four are addressed to him (lib. ix.ind.
39, 40, 60, 62, 94; lib. x. ind.
. 1,10, 13, 53, 645 lib. xi. ind. iv. 11, 21,

o‘r ll' hsn xii, ind. v. 15, 2 137,-&2. 49). '["r:e"_\‘
treat of all ]\lll.h of business, and give a vivid
potion of the amount of work trans
pope. The first in A.D. 599 appoints him de-
fonsor oV e property of the Roman church
in the distr
tum, and My The defensor Romanus, men-
1 in connection with .‘iiui]j::u business in
)1 (lib. ii. ind. x.

mt.wr a dilferent person or w
The most noteworthy of
geventh, referring to bishops who were said to
have women living in their houses; the tenth
dealing with the case of the deposed b hop of
Melita, who had appropriated some of the pr
perty of the see; and the twenty-fi forbiddir
Romanus to allow the 1stical
perty to leave the estate to which they belon
or to marry off it. [F. I

than twenty
ii. 18, 24

was therefore
S NOW re-appoin
» letters are the

Is on ¢

I{f'l\{.\\'l:'.‘ (14) and DomiNicus, Roman
clerics, had left Ilome for Ravenna without per-
mission. Gregory the Great (April A.p. 596)
pardoned them on condition of returning

(Epp. vi 29). ) [F. D.]
ROMANTUS (15), had by his will or

monaste » founded in IIJ-l\' house at Na
¥ f the Great in A.D. 599 gave di
it the cor ation o thc church
monastery, and about 1i‘..:‘. management
slaves of the de l, so that the me
should receive the profits of their 1abour (£

2,3). (F. D.]
. ROMANUS 16).

. 603 Gregory the
us, and Vintarith to
oleto in preventing certain
having women living with
35). [F. D.]

-‘}\T ANUS (17), twentieth bis hop of Rouen,
He was by descent a Framk: hn father was
lictus and 1I]L\T:u - i He was

em (Epp. xiii.

l] ]1r-1\ --I Jmur_-: o W )
was mvited by el , king and
people to succeed him, ¢. A.D. 630. He died
A.D. 639, and was bu] 1 in the church of St.
'd outside the city, but was translated to
t]\u. Lnuwh of Our Lady in the 11th century
pecial patron of Rouen, and his feast is
t. 23 (Ordericus Vit. Hist. Feel. i. e 2 2y Vo
S, Boll 44 85 93 Oct, x. 91, Hist.
/gt dc‘ la France, iv. 734 | o, Dbl
France, i. 9831 . Rigaltius, Vit. S Ro-
"'"{"”r‘ J""I Kot., ¢ vet. mart., Lutetiae 1609 ;
Gall, Christ, xi, 12). A curious privileg
honour of St. Romar

: s ; and called the i
um h-r:hr, or Privilegium 8. Romani, be-

g d to the Cathedral ( Jhapter of Rouen, by
ich a prisoner condemned to death could
aunually be claimed and set free. It is supy
to date from the I"lln tury, and was aboli
i}lfﬂ\ In the end of the last cér ntury (see |‘l:-|11ut
b du Prip, dg S, Romain, i. ii., which is the

iief authority), [J. 6]
R(}\T ANUS (18), the second

il m»tu

629, Roman

in

(T

He was probably one of the mis-

acted by the |

‘acuse, Catana, Agrigen- |

ROMULUS 553

sionaries sent by St. iregory to DBritain with
Augustine. When Jus stus, in 624, was appointed
to Canterbury, _hnm.mun was nominated to
Rochester, and was consecrated by the new
arc )p as soon as he received his pall from
Rome. His episcopate was short. He w 3

as ambassador “‘legatarius ” by Justus
and perished by shipwreck in the Ita sea.
As Justus died probably in 627, Romanus’s
ishop of Rozhester can have sc arcely
exceeded two years (Bede, /. F. ii. 8, 20).

8]

t who, with James
n the I"l‘\t]t!l con-
rin 664. He was
rs to have been the chap-
lain of queen Eanf whom he advised to
maintain the Catho custom of Easter, and
that so firmly that some years the court kept
two Easters (Bede, H. . iii. 25). [5.]

ROMULA (1). [SEVERINA.]
5 R HJE LA (2), nun, who lived at Rome with

and n-tlm She was for many

3 iralysis, Greg
reat ([J,,r" iv. |) describes a celest vision

that appeaved to her shortly before her death.

[F. D.]

1 hw.o]: of Rheims,

career as

ROMANUS (19), a pri
the deacon, sted Wilf1
troversy at the council of Whitl
from Kent, and ap

rory 131\.’

on the
DIU \] (‘ILI’-‘
5 f'..‘, Lat. t.

2 ]‘-wmul un ]
x 3

anus, ilw maj
10irr given by
¢ 4, Due

t. 450, Mig
e was of 1
er of Joanunes, who
] age he spent in buil
enriching the see of Rheims

named in the memoir.
is unknown, but Co (L
su ts A.D. 593. (Gall. Chr. ix. 17.

ROMULUS (1), March 24, sulx
Di lis and martyr, with seven others
Caesarea, under the president Urban, i
Diocletian persecution (Euseb. Mart.
ii., Mart. Roman.). [

the

ROMULUS (2), a correspondent to whom
St. Ambr ldressed Epp. lxvi. and Ixviii.
The letters are expositions of p 3 of the Old
Testament. [J. L1 D.]

ROMULUS (3) tr‘fl ]’\‘71 , two monks,
personal stra tom, who had been
very desirous to ad
been prevented by the lensth of the journey, the
winter, or fear of the Isaurians. Chrysostom
wrote to thank them for their intention, A.p.
404. (Chrys. Ep. 56.) [E. V.]

Cucusus, but

ROMULUS (4), a Christian whom Augustine
had been the means of converting, and whom
probably he had baptized. He employed as
agents to manage his property three men, Ponti-

bishop of | canus, Valerius, and Aginesis, but with ne
I ) £

definite understanding as to their dealing with
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the tenants who were probably natives, and
certainly ignorant people. In some cases he
gave written instructions, in others only such
as were verbal and general, as to the work to be
done, and the payment of money due. Two
cias i 1 dising

out of tl uncertainty of
management. n the shufling and unjust
behaviour of Romunlus in these matters Aug
tine fu.mu--l a ;'Liwl of calm and
cru iting out h
and his -.Lt._\ to » amends.
model of Christi: ;
haustive in its kee
full of dignity and se
J'.lr?. _’-I-T)

s of hardsh

the tenants

1nou

15=

ROMULUS (5), bishop of Man, consecrated
by St. Patrick, and suec of Conindrus or
Conindrius (Colgar : o | y
date is 498 ( Wis. vi. 181), and s
(Heg. 154). Ann. Tig. notices them at A.D. 471.

[J. G.]
I;U“L'T US (6), ]m‘n ]r nf Ch l]r:-. in Coele

a bishop of
rh timidity, s

the truth of God !\LI'I.I_‘, F
lw) H
.. i (]_

RON \\f (1), her

and bishop at Leon and

Qui 6th or 7th century. Boll
(Air ta S85. . i 2 h awve De S, Ronano
episcopo tal 1 Arm t with
comme ipebr ‘Jl‘-,. and Vita ex
Brev. Ci J[ || Grand also gives a Life
among his : aint’s

. Arm., but 1]1\

life and iden to
have been a from
Ireland to Leon, led an eremetic the

or Nevet,

S were pre ol at L31|im|u.‘r,

s June 1. (Haddan and Stubbs,

7.) [J. G.]

RONAN (2), Finn, of Magheralin, co.

Arma (]u‘t\ s, Fecel S
h

H
Jouri. 1\

forest of
mira B
and his feast w
Coune. ii. pt. i.

o

78
of Saran, of
brother of St.
Mart. Doneg. he

int of the
3 eflfect of the 8
mt]w leIJ 2 of Magh E.nh AD,
Tig.), J.ll-]‘ ‘|_m,|‘.1 Finn must belong

ther

(Ann.
Tth e » staff’ of St. Ronan i"jun is
mentioned at the capture of Downpatrick }:}'
John De Courcey in the time of Henry I1I.

(. Doneg. p. xxxi.) [J.G.]
RONAN (3), Scot, p.nmlmm in the paschal

controversy at Lindisfarne in the Tth century.
or Italy he learnt what Bede (7
ii. ¢. 25) calls the lam ecclesiastica

ster feast, and very keenly maintained at

worked many | pa
B, 1 aj ebrochius

RUADHAN

against bishop Fiwan (7), and the Columban
I

| school. Dempster (H. E. Seof. ii. 963%) calls

treatment of |

| of \l

” or later Roman mode of calculating |

him ROMANUS or ROMIANUS, aud attributes to
him De celebratione  Paschae pro Eeclesine
Catholicae ritu, and De tonsura clericorum, but
we cannot go beyond Bede’s simple statement

0. G

RON. \\' (4). abbat of Kingarth in Bute,
lied A D. 737 ( ],w jr .). He is identified by
3) with the companion
in :m-i t]u- patron of Kiln ronog on
tive, Argyleshire, and Kilmaron )
irhes, J'Uf!a. 1—“

d

ed. 17 lh)

RONAN (5), bishep of Lismore on the Black-
water, co. Waterford, commemorated Feb, 9;
said by Ware (Bps. Lismore, ed. Harris, 1. 5 })
and Archdall (Mon. Hib, 692) to hd\n, died
A.D. 763, [J. G]

ROSCIA, daughter of Sidonius Apollinaris,
who in a letter to his wife Papanilla (Ep. 18),
speaks of the good health of Roscia, whom he
had seen in journeying to Lyons, and of her
careful edueation. [R. J. K]

ROTERIU

reign of Reccare
author of a history
which Attila had caused to the Gau
particularly to Agde. e was not the author of
the life of Saint Severus, bishop of Agde, as
some have supposed. (Hist, Litt. Fr. n. 429,

430, iii. 403, 404 ; Ceillier, x. 385). [B. J. K.]
ROTRUDIS. [Ricrrupis (1).]

S, a native of Agde, born in
king of the Goths, and

iling the ravages
le

RUADHAN (Ruapax,
RurriLLus, RUFFINUS, l.nu:\\[_
abbat of ]u-HJ.ﬂ co. Tipperary, one ‘of the '\nlu,
saints of Irel m], and commemorated April 15
Boll. (Acta S8, Apr., 15, ii. .-'-.1,) gl\‘(’ a life
of the 12th century with prefs
(] or MS. and other 11|.deu lbu,
i i 1t L 1I+—:. ]:'

1 n, son of Ferg
he s |;|u] of St. Finn

ing of the |>1]1 ce

n, at Clonard, in the
1iry, and h ul many of
s as his ms there
16T, 3). His ch pundation
was at Lorrh A.D. H50, where *there
were one hundred and fifty per :1:; in his
tion ” or house (M. Dk pr. 13),
1y miracles ave told of Jmn. IL, best

I

and 1

known for his curse upon Tara. Diarm 1id, son
of Fergus Ceirbheoil, monarch of h‘u-l.sl_'\-l
(A.D. 558), had invaded and violated the

wrying off to his

stuary of St. Ruadh: i
alace at Tara a persun wh ht 1'._-11};0
with the saint, For this St. Ruadhan and a
bishop went to the al residence at Tara,
sed it with all solemnity, and rang their bell
:ally, that the place mig ht be for ever
-aste without court or palace (Petr Tara

q.; Trans. R o ! )
Petrie thin asis of fact,
the act of St. han “nh the
v natural or spiritual

I,

d sc

and
later desolation of Tara as

T




RUDBERTUS

result. He died A.D. 585 (4 Inn. Tig.), and his
arm as a relic is said to have been kept in a
gilver case at Lnuln(! (t. Jowrn. Arch. i1. 207 sq.
917). St. Ruadhan’s bell, of bronze, is still pre-
gerved in Ireland, having been found in the
qint’s well at Ormond (O'Cur Lect. Ir. M8,
The writings, Contra Diarmod regem ;
fontium in Hibernia natura; De
y doubtful. (Ware,

rhore are extre

Harris, i. e. iii, 16-7; Nicolson,
I ;ms‘ Libr. 12, ed. 1736.) [J. G.)
RUDBERTUS. [Rurertus.]

an unmarried relative of
Nazianzen, to whom in his will he
an annual pension, as well as the
jice of a house wherever she pleased, and her
female slaves in order that she mig
rdance with her rank. The slaves she micl
te, if she pleased, otherwise they,
her with the house were to return to t

Church. (Greg. Naz. Testam.) [E. V.]

RUFINA, fourth daughter of Paula, the
friend of Jerome. She was of marriazeable age
'.\hen her mother left Rome for Palestine, and
god that her mother would wait tall
l||.1111<-| She died when still young ;

¢ more is known of her. (Jerome,

5) (W, H. ¥.]

3 bis
He had written,
i Linn of repentant
we ;_::'.‘.‘hl-)‘ from 5t. Athanasius's Letier
uanus, written c. A.D. 372, The reply of
anasius is very valuable as showing the
on which the Arians were dealt with
the champions of ecatholic |t\" those cle y Who
had we arily espoused Arianism and then
drawn back, were to be received into communion,
not into the ranks of the clergy ; while those
vho had joir Arians in the persecutions
were to be v iitted to their fo 1 status
on renouncing their errors {\[1-f'1 e, l'at. Graec.
3xvi, 11805 Cave, Hist. Lit. [J. G.]

UFINIAN [ 3(2), bisl hop, e. A.D. 449, whom
X went h--m Syracuse
it abot

a-l-h

to ll"-:."l't
violer of per:

ENTIUS (3)] ( Vit.
Fusp. ¢. 13

Pat. Lat. t. lxv.
h [J. G.]

b of St.
lu is m.hi.. to rule
to 626 (Elmham, ed.
He is 1unn‘l med by Bede,
one of the party sent by St.
I to _\nw:u.::.n-: in 601:
about him is matter of
li to the C: %
,'u]l'.l..

=
/'
)—1
B
2 o
7]
A
o
-
&
=
i

J'l-.l:1 6 l‘

ng
cence of kiny
friendship with
litus and Justus.
ied in the l]mnn of St. Mary, and
Is translated
With two lines for

Laurentius, M

nto the great churcl

B4 i epitaph. (Elmham, PP
E:':il_lll)"a'l'-"ki Thorn, ap. Twysden, ce. 1

]‘I'FIVUR (1).

A.D. 250, Sece

torio under The
He is !i]. t

t un‘t W
s at’

'l neoc

brose to 1

H. E. iv. ce. 51 sqq

it live in |

Ceillier, Aut. Sucr
In favour with

charge Ui' HA son,

death he re
the weak A
xi. 33 Co
partaki

church, A.D. 394,
St. Pau
for the clerical du

He invited

and estab

Constantinople, A.
had been invited to
ii. 1151 ; So:
pt6 ; F ]c-m

governor of the E
people, who thoug
power and felt his
laws, especially
’
heresy 5 he was su
?

the war with

Const
(H E

every ir

itine ple, an

c. 3),

friend of Jerome
sary. DBorn abou

ecclesiastical write

in North Italy; ba
lived in Egypt som
about ei sen
about

—The

) especially his Apol

MoOYSE

out the pr
. 18: Ambro:

built a palace and church
% Drus ™ and 1n the time ot
nus,” near to Chalcedon, whe
in honour
1 a body of monks in it

the

the Huns for his own el
and incurred the dislike of Eutrc w'u 18 and Stilicho,
is rivals in office.

gnity, and hi
in the following year (S

RUFINUS (3),

the translator of

esteemed in his own ti

R

UFINUS

Roman deacon and confessor

Cyy

RUFINUS (2) ([LI FFINUS

n

ect

s that
ve hin

Ja3

18, received

v Ep. 31, tit. 32

(E. W. B.]

390, and then, as
he would persuade
1 and ive the
t'\l\?'.l!'i‘t,

ke f :
]]l t--ht‘ll::w\l
pecial

‘\l"--u-liu- \\J.n \\'h--m he was

vi. pt. ii.
penitence

ties (S
a num
church

a

i1

) th l‘

1t he was
W
th

spee

Vat

\\ hen t

us
||||,

forth to meet them, the
massacred Rufinus, A.D.

d,
tm y tre:

Orice

r of some

}:'.i
ee
ears,

odl 3 In

works of

5 olfice of pre
l'{ll:‘ (Philos h.l-

is, but in tl
there is connected the counc
D. 394, by
ration (M

ed also of tres

, before the

1y (otherwise Jnwectives) twe

ian laws
Theodo-
et under

m' his master, he
at a ]-|:l-'d called
omen “ Rufinia-
ted the
and

¢ he de

of St. Pe

n, H. B, viii. c.
of bishops to the
and w iimself
being his spensor
v Migne, P ffr{f
) Sej
il held .\f.
W ‘m
1, Cone.
il ple L,
, Vi, 716)

the bis

Though in favour with l]lu emperors, and made
st, he was unpopular with the
aimir

g at supreme
dministrator of the
i idolatry and
ting with
ion to the rone,

he army returned
and Arcadius went
soldi of Gainas
cate of

his body with
were confiscated

TyrannIUs, of Aquileia,
£ .u:nl i:\l.»“:r‘.u:\, [‘I]c.
1 after hi

t 345, die

meri
bo I

ordainec
mostly at

108 ; died in Sicily, 410,

Rufinus himself,

, pracfectus prae-
sius, and consul A.p, 392,
as Hi\,_‘ill_l_f Theodosius to the
lonica, A.D
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books, against Jerome ; Jerome, Apology against
JATE T

Rufinus, three book
A.D. 378 5 Ll Ep.
1.1 J’r

Id. Chronicle, Ol.
3-5, 51, H7, 80-84, 97,
‘L‘u l"ru. 1. 0% i"

modern Life of
lly been treated
g In this
and

Literature., — There is
Rufinus, whose carecr has
ndage to

that rome

refer may be 1
various Lives of Jerome.
is a full Life of Rufinus by iu. tan
published at Rome in 1742, and
ig his editi |
ol. 21)—m
nd in fixing lln
given by Schoer

Pat

nce

dates.

A sl

is
J it uzm:

Huuq and
works of Rufi
on

t||‘
I! |l'|||l

Apology for ]n'n nl
in two book

Besides

Ll
translations

from Greek

E:l]llx'u]'
of

chief

Wwias expen
Buasil, and his

in ..H
eicht J

5
ad 'll'L'.»-'\-d to Vir

Book ns 3

] the ten books of

ius’s His aschal Canon of Ana-
tolius of Alex

Several works are known to have existed,

which have not come down to us ; namely, 4 reply

st two books of Jerome's | ;

to Lhc

of let tters, among:
espect: all y mentions those
Falconia Proba; and
from Greek into Latin.

Some translations of O
without any sure evidence attributed to Rufinus :
namely, The Seven Homil on Matthew + one
on Johns a treatise on Mar 'y Magdalene, and
one on Christ’s E piph: ANy,

Supposititi “The translation of Origen on
St. Luke, which is by Jerome ; the translation of

whicl
addre

some

Jolog
Gennadius

d to Anicia

works translated

gen exist, which are

- | (sometimes w

| him, indicat born a short time before
| I and ac ufinus’s birth ji usuz

e i before that of Jerome.
He was not \‘l“" | however, till about the
year 371. That he made the acquaint:

Josephus® works; a Comment wy on the first |
seventy-five Psalms, and one on Hosea, Joel and
Amos, the Life of 5. Eugenia; and Libellus de
Fi

I'he genuine works have never been eollected,
The Exposition of the Creed was one of the
first books printed in England (Oxford, 1468).
In 1580, La Barre published a few of them,
but no attempt at a full edition was made until |
1745, when Vallarsi, the editor

of Jerome,

| and

RUFINUS

published a volume which has been re
by Migne in the Patrologia, vol. 21. It containg
the Genuine Works, and ‘iu'-pu\sir'ti,w? and alsp

| the Vite Rufini by Fontanini; to which Mi gne

has added Schoenemann’s aceount of !vlljllll.]a
his works. Vallarsi intended to haye
published a second volume, containing Rufinus’s
translations ; but this was not ace
and the student must search in the Lat
of the authors whom Rufit
many faets which his prefac
to the ITepl "Apx@v, to the
and to the Book of Numbers, and the dissertation
on the Falsification the works of O
which can only be found in this way, are of 1“5
highest importance. i
Name and place of birth—There b
contemporaries of Rufinus who bore
name, it is well to keep the praenomen '
itten Toranus). That 'l
is the right orthography may be infl
Jerome’s play upon the word in Apol. i. 1, “Audio
mihi objici Schold i.””  The usual
appellation somewhat
i he place of
s birth nor of
at Concordia,

itions
translated for
contain, Those
£p. to the Ramans,

13

of

ing many

the same

I'yrannius

not
He was born
n by the letter

was

0 :"

2, ed. Vall), i
Paulus of Concor y WII) as writing 111'11
the ¢ patria’ of Rufinus, and after
ii. 2) he says that Rufinus, his pare
1 had left his home and gone to r
lei Cone a was a pl

ras destroyed by the Huns in 452,
uilt.

oncordia and Aquileia.—1It
Rufinus’ nts were Chri
no trace of other than Chr

8 pare

ciations in his writin His mother
not die till Rufinus’s s 'n 1 Rome 1n
(Jerome, Ep. lxxxi. 1). The year of his birth
i 3 : but his close nds ]J.p with
ne, and the fact that Je I
e as of one some

rome in early life is shown by his vec
about to go into Gaul, about the
to mpv out fnr' him t]w \wr ] ur

of the (_]l-h\! (Jll 7. 2). E e,
or about the time of Hn- return of his 111wlxl
from Gaul, Rufinus had gone to \qu]

had embraced
positus, Ruf, 4;
pany of these ¥
in the article on Jerome (HIERONYMUS,
It was there, about 30 years befo
ing uf hia‘ Apology against the attacks
1, that Rutinus was bapt
) ius and his brother
bnm (then respectively presbyter aud des

nd Jovinus wa archde weon, all of them belong-
ing to the comps of ascetic friends, and all
sul -\l‘luunth m\n--ps. This must hs

monastic
4). ]ul'
ung ascetics has been dest

sec

a

-¢ been ab
the close of his stay at \Illl]ll,l-l. (llle modo s8
lav |L—!t I. fp 4, A.D, 374).

Life in the East: Eyypt.—We do not know




RUFINUS

pow long the company of friends lived together |
at -\lllil‘.ll‘ nor what was the cause of |f~._
digsolution. But when the “subitus ‘turlm 3
drove Jerome to the East, Rufinus left Italy |
in the company of Melania, who appears to have |
peen known in Au;m]nu. since her slave or |
freedman  Hylas accompanied Jerome in his
journey. They went at omce to Egypt, and
the monasteries of Nitria (Palladius, ffist.
, 118 Jerome, Ep. iii. 2); and Rufinus
s to have intended to remain there. DBut
1J'l|e church of Alexandria was at that time in
a state of trouble. Athanasius die 2, and
ssor, the Arian Luci acting with the
re covernors of Alexandria, Tatianus
,,nl Palladius (the emperor Valens 1 -
an \11‘11) mme as a \'nll among the shee p
(Ruf i, 3; Socrates, iv 21-3, Soa.
vi. ersecuting those
his
ia (|'.|'-'|n:|m
was thrown
\\.]t"l ms

Tlr-l'

L

@

ll\r’- s

lso

ufinus |'.-\1||
.1'\\'.%]"

. 4; Apol. ad Anas LMnm
in f\]l|. ). Melania went tn Pa
at Dio C: she received the ex
way to tinations. Rufi
]ﬂ'l“]u'vh]" ined her; b 1
soon as the stress

Possibly
have procured
that he was for

les on th

us, |

r various
ter a time
d to E
persecution w
influence of M

st
€ must

J|I1.1 some favoul He
in Egypt, and
Apil. ii. 12),
nus, who wrote
ol by the d

3), and whom he
History {II 7). He
||l|\'1‘
wmdria (Illlﬂﬂ y
must have 1

wards

1 nnl\ in

: l1»-.~' ]
he prized still more
Macarius,
and the other Ma:
On ||I"J‘1‘ teachi
atter stly and frequently; -n'.wi it m‘.\\'1
have heen .1,\. from his own I'"\il ration that
he afterwards deseribed them in Historia
Mona um. After six years, Rufinus went
Whether Melania had been wi
I gypt is not certain, though Pall:
implies that he was her companion thro ut.
Certainly he settled with her on t Meant of
Olives at 2 of his stay in Egypt. But
it would seem “after a short interval’”
he returned to ) iin for two years (Ay
L 22). Melania's ent at Jerusalem is
]'LI-:“"'I by Jerome in his Chronicle in the vear 379,
that is, accordi g to the present or Dion \
377 We may place Ru
tlement there with her in 879. There
JWever, some reason to believe that tl
one more |u11r|n y to Egypt; 1?.1 i .1I] i

v

1e hac been luuw- 1|t lt tl e des ttn
\\]\lLal tnnL P lace after the accession
lllw in 385, (Fontanini Vita Rufind,
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reckoning either from 377 or 379 to 397, Rufinus
lived on the Monnt of Olives. Ie was ordained
either by Cyril or by John, probably by the
latter (made bishop 385). He built cells for
monks at his own expense (*Meis cellulis,”
Apol. ii. 8 a), who occupied themselves not only
in ascetic practices but in learned pursuits.
He describes how, after Jerome’s coming, they
often coj for him MSS. of the classical
writers (Ap. ii. 8a); and the satirical descrip-
tion of his professorial lectures afterwards
given by . e (Ep. exxv. 18) relates, no
bt, to this 1 of his life. If we separate
from it the malicious turn given to its features,
we may get a \']\il picture of the man., He
had some tricks of the voice which earned him,
from Jerome, the name of Grunnius. *He
entere I with a slow and stately step; he spoke
a

n utterance, sometimes as with
inted .~'u|‘.~' her than words, He had a
of tomes upon the table; and then, with
nd a contraction of the nostrils, and
orehead in wrinkles, he snapped his fingers
the attention of his audience. What he

iid had no depth in it zed others,
and pointed out thongh he

would exelude th 1 the Senate o f't hri
iers, He was and ent 1
flocked round him in his
He was as luxurio
stern as Cato abroad ; 1 of con-
s as the ( B 1 other places,
the same expressions about him.
other hand, who was at

lie \p-

Nero at

n

" noble
in following
tions., No x-ur‘ of the male sex
and he had the strength and
s of one who s
We learn from
common with D¢
unbounded hospit:
with his own fund
“S0” he

exercised an
receiving and aiding
an i 'mn-r virgins

hey passed their
ng zh]:mt the whole
rly part of their
us in the highest
onicle at
ry, that

o« none, and h
yme also, in the ¢

:~]:||I\|-nf- Rufi
e mentions in his (
fact of weneral hi
d Florentius and Rufinus
in special estimation as
:n he himself settled in Pales-
in j nt intercourse with
inus and his monks for literary purposes;
inus records that Jerome was at one time
1is cuest at the Mount of Olives (Apol. ii. 8, )3
knowledges (Apol. iii. 33) i"l.f up
3, he had been on terms of inti-
macy with him,
Ame t those who thus became friends
of Rufinus, two are specially men-
Bacurius, who had been king
3 |:lf.'.|1.'|f_' count of the
s duke or
governor of Palestine |‘1|1..-' ﬂ.o first part of
Rufinus’s sojourn theve (Eceles. Hist. i. 10, end);
and Oedesius, who had been ﬂm companion of
Fromentins the i r of the

N. W. of Indi: t. 1. 9). Rufinus

the year

‘ Bonosus of

and Jer

to the vear o&

a journey which he made to Edessa and Chz ume,
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where he saw settlements of monks like those
which he had seen in Egypt (Eceles. Hist, ii. 8). |
It is possible that he may h:
visit some of the exiles

one

e his

establishment at Olivet 1-lr.~,1 by
Pall: that he and ¥ the means
of restoring to the 01' the church
four hu hi had sepa-~

rated themselv and

this statement has v

aulinus §

I}Hlt‘ to |

lﬁwlur,
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|Jn]m and Jerome.
| Palladius, above guot:

If, however, the words of

--1, are to qu interpreted of

| controversy, we may er that he showed
|a ]I.!n‘_;m_w: at le: Eﬂt:] bring about g reCOn
| ciliation. He himself was E-1 the time fully
onciled to Jerome, : llm frequently of
“reconciliatas amic

(Zp. lxxxi. 13
bly with m-ul,'
2mn Communion

Church nfrhv Resurrectis 15 they

l Ho\.

met

to refer to some ext f the | joined hands in token of a renewal of fiieng: P
disputes at Antioch be parties of the |and, on Rufinus’s setting out for It.u\ \\111;
rival 1 Meletius Paulinus. But | Melania, Jerome accompanied him s

Wastel, fc ad by ni (Vit. Ruf. L | way on ].lb Journey, 1'l|I aps as far

iv. 2), has pointed out t it was more | £ They were once m §, as in their

to refer to the s m, a1 turn of Melanis
the ordination 1_»i‘ Jerom notion of

the healing of which is commi :4]_\ ]:li|_1|;;.c‘

Melania.
we must
It will
ground covered
Jerusalem, and Hi
and Rufinus), except
det: about Ru

Ju that dispute and its consequences
now turn.

not be

sary to go over

irticles on John,
mus (~'wll ms on J
to add pe
Aterbius, who f

the bishop

stirred up the -ii.»pu , fixed 1 1.. I Rufinus as an
Origenist, and s ‘W-: ¥ ainst l:,n (u g

Ap. iii. 33), that 1' 1

k H \\il“t!;"‘u-. -]

Jerome to submit to the *Ketzermacher ™ (to use
a German term) seemed to condemn Rufinus, and
thus made a rift between the two friends which
I |[-1-.Ir widened. When, the next year, Epi-

e

ph came to Jerusalem, Rufinus was present
at all the scene ¥ Jerome
(see Epiph. to John in Jerome, % The
bishop of 8 him the f peace,

nd joined with him and bi
(Jer. Ap. iii. 23). But
between the two bishops ¢
John’s rig f:'ul ha [‘1—-1\;

p John in ]1.
n
ise, Rufinus was
ler of the cle

Jerome d

the ¢

rietu

in words which he afterwan

personally (Ep. cxxv. 18; e

abusive expressions which he say

about Epiphaniu 'us Senex) quotes
used by Rufinus (Aw- 3). And Epiphanius
in his letter of warning to John mentions

Rufinus as the chief of
autem et omnes fratres qu
Rufinum Presbyterum, Jer. li.
that Jerome ed Rufir of s his
tran 1 of this letter; and the use w.;i.-h he
made of the translation, and his comments upon
it, elicited Jerome’s letter (57) to Pammachius
on the best method of translation. Je also
accuses Rufinus (,l‘?.-‘-f‘ iii. 18) of hunn:_: pr
vented Isidore from giving him the letters of

hn's supporters (Te
et maxime
\\ e know

/i
ac s

Fome

Theophilus, and thus rendering abortive the
mission of Isidore § and it is po a‘*l]rll' that it was
b s (““ducem exercitus sui” Cont. Joan.
Hierc 7) that Isidore wrote, hefore i'mnill__{

into the
and which

to salem, the letter which fell
hands of Jerome’s friend Vincentius,

showed a strong }ll'w"illlifru against the m
of Bethlehem. We do not know what J'm‘:hl_-r
part Rufinus took in the controversy between

y t0 her © in spix
as he had orie
ny. His mother was sti]
d to see his relations a
friends again (Jer, lxxxi. 1;
They i i
d arrived at f\';l]alm in
they went to visit
nobles of those ps

'w.‘\ll-‘m
]Il .Ill

" retu
con

| all the
npanying them in a kind t;i' t

, Fp.
s Pre
since

nus

xxix. 12). Melania, who was con-
ably 1:\ ties of property with Cam-
Pallac her su 0
and Mel:
1 E‘i) stayed with P u]l'm\b some time, Auul t'
went on to Rome, where her son Publicola
his wife Albina and granddaughter Me

th her husband Pinianus were living. R
went to the monastery of Pinetum
cina, of which his friend Ur:
the abbat, and there he stayed pro
from the sy spring of
His intention had been to go ct to Rome,
and, having passed on to his mative country,
to return to the East (Paulinus, Ep. 46, 47
the first of which the expression * Romam peti

aks of

n
and

on

Judicastis ” shows, that, when these letters were
written, Rufinus was between Nola and Rome,
and on his wq northwards). But he wus

| detained, either by the
the delay of Melani
He had h him many works of
stern Church write hich were but little
known in Italy ; and his friends were eager to
| know their Rufinus, having used
the Greek langu: more than the Latin for
some twenty-five years, at first declare his ine
competence; “Ad Latinum sermonem tricennali
jam pene incurid torpuisse.’ (Apol. i, 11.)

urgency of his friends or

f the

contents,

But |J\ de ITees he acce Eulul the task, \\hlLl illl
et

oceu] 'd almost all the 1 inder of his
“0 began with the I{u]v of Basil, w

'wn to have for the use of his monks.

el

xt, probably, he translated the Recogpitions
of Clement [CLE MENTINE LITERATURE] He
had left the (‘ MS. book with
Pauli im to ; it and to

fm the purpose.
were found to con=

improve e of Gr
]ul[ Paulinus’s first attempts
that he «

ke Il 80 many mistakes, yaired, N‘-““I

15 he we A8, of mz .J.mlf Progress, dll-L u '.I
t 1 He at the
tufinus to undertake the task.

ance in the inter<

same time begeed for his a

pretation of the blessing upon Judah in Gen.
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zlix., and, some months later, of the rest of the
plessings on the Patriarchs. The commentary
on this portion of Scripture written in reply to
this request has come down to us. Meanwhil
Rufinus had accomplished a more

the tramslation of I
Qrigen, of Oriren’s
‘Apyav. A schol
at Pinetum, 1
lations on t!

iphilus’s
oreat
1+ named Mac

18, who was

and in controversy with ematici
astrolocists and necromancers) v inded in
(astrolog

- Abot of the

arrival o
ship com

bring him aid,
Rufinus. He exy
from the q
b ht Rufinus to t
him. Rufinus, thougl
controversy at Jerus
reputation would be I
undertook it. (Apol. i. 11;
iii. of the Ilepl *Apx@v.)
by translating the A
by the martyr Pampl
Eusebius [PAMPHILUS, adding a
treatise on the corruption of gen’s works
by heretics, and a profession of his own faith,
which he held in common with the churches of
Aquileia and Jerusalem and the wel
1 nps of thos

he saw a

this
»d that he w
works of

yet
. and
ever,
1 written
wtion with

nown

Having thus prepared
ted the Tlepl ’Apxmw itself,
st books, which he finished

Preface.

um excited
rts his con-
which have
utation of heresy were either
wured by the heretics. In conse-
he felt himself at liberty to

1 to the two
ing Lent ]
In this Pref
e name of Origen, but
on, that most of the passa
given him the
inserted or ¢
quence of
leave out or

by
victi

ten down many expressions
which would offt orthodox persons, and also,
where thing was obscure, to give a kind of
explans araphrase. He pointed out at the

v | S
same time that he was not tl
Origen, but
but clearly indi
high terms of pr:
translated n

(L'i]_uu

t translator of
did not

it Jerome, whom !

of his works, and in the Prefaces
to the Song of Songs) h
Tw
orable Preface whi

was this refere
¢ fiable? Secondly, was Rufinus
ing with the book itself lesi

juestions
set the

is mer
world in flames ;
Jerome jus

s deal-
We can
to Jerome was
If the praises he bestows are

timate ?

1uous,
Jerome called them, ¢ fictae laudes,” they
are certainly used for a purpose to which Jerome
}\'L-nl.-l not have given his sanction, and their use
ew of the controversy at Jerus

.o without
Husion to Jerome’s altered attitude towards

¢, was ungenerous and misleading. As to
o c'c-l_'uucll point, though it is obscured by the
,:‘ct rﬁhat the chief part of the Greek of the Mepi
Apx@v has been lost, we havi

enable us to form g
the i

e still enough to
judgment, A specimen of
e by Rufinus is given in his

sions ma

g
y Boie. 19, where a copy of his own
]twn 15 gaid to have heen produced which
the words “as the Son does not see the

bore

‘ had it been ti

| paraphrasing dif

| in 398 (Jer. Ap.
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Father, so the Holy Spirit does not see the Son ** -
but Rufinus declares tha
Greek from which he hs

ated it, and that,
, he would not have let it stand

: in ITepl ’A_.:/\-:.'['r,
. iv. c.
the words
Covws Kal
I('iI'J‘ ;C!l"rf)."? 1°[' L"
vouched for
(f'.".r»_ CXXiv.
to them, «

7T€ Kkal €V TG voeiv O wathp el

kel TEAEOTEPWS voeiTal
o, And these, thoneh
erome and translated by him
were, with much leads up
nitted by Rufinus. The licence of
ult expressions is also ied

\ =
) TOU MO

to an ex » leng
that the texts of Orige t uncertain,
that the standard of literary honesty was not
in those days what it is now, and that Jerome
himself had in his letter De Opt. Gen. Inter
2. D7) sanctic

t as loose as a d b_\ Rufinus.
8 words to Vigilantius (Ep. Ixi. 2),
a sunt transtuli, et mala vel amputavi
Per me Latini bona
enorant.) We may there
: ger de re,
1 power, to make the
tal Christianity accep-

habent et mala
acquit Rufinus of more than a too e
unchastened by any criti

greatest exponent of Orie
table to Roman ears,
Ro The two fi
with the Pr
i the winte
been tr:

ks Tepl ’Apxav,
iblished probably
her two, having
1ig Lent, 398, when M:
to Rome, were carried by
when he removed there
h Melania and her family.
I a noble

to stay wi
g his stay wi

¥ throu
Mi fili
were, no doubt, nur "
Sivicius also, who had been elected in
), when Jerome had himself aspired to the
, was favou . DBut the ex-
itions formed by in his Preface
v realised at once. astonished
at the book of Ori in Ru-
finus’s version the
name of Origen; some

h Rufinus,

g e indignant that
<ies had been softened down. J 1e's
nds at first were dubious. Eusebius of Cre-
mona, who came to Rome f 1lehem early
ii. 24) lived at fi on friendly
terms with Rufinus, and communicated with
him (Ruf. Apol. i. 20). DBut Jerome’s friends
Pammachi , and Marecella resented
the use that had been made of their ¥
ted Rufinus’
ITE me one
employed by him, stole the translation of the
last two books of the Ilepi *Apyéw, which were
still 1 ised, from his chaml and in this
imperfect state had them copied and circulated

sincerit

s, or

s
' words which he never
had written (Ap. i. 19, ii. 44). But, being in un-
rtainty as to the value of the translation, Pam-
achius and Oceanus sent the books and the Pre-
faces to Jerome at Bethlehem. He sat down at
once and made a literal translation of the ITepl
*Apxav,and, having done this, sent it to his friends
with a letter (84) written to refute the insinua-
tions through which, as he considered, Rufinus’s

ing also in some ¢
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Preface had associated him with Origenism, He
sent them at the same time a letter (81) to Ru-
finus, which expostulates with him for his “fictae
laudes,” but which r
their restored friendship,
But when these documents arrived in Rome
the postu of affairs had changed. Rufinus
had gone; Siricius the pope had died (date in
Fagius Nov. 29th, 398); the new pope Ana-
stasius was ready to lend his ear to the friends
of Jerome ; Rufinus the Syrian, Jerome’s friend,
had 1 in Rome (Jer. Ap. iii. 24), and
1ona he me through

ar

ing out all the
of Origen.
I had iined from him the

wdation (literae formatae), to

which he appealed afterwards as showing that
he was in communion with the Roman Church
(Jer. Ap. iii. 21). He went to Milan, where he
met Eusebius in the presence of the bishop, and
confronted him when he read heretical pass:
from a copy of the Ilepl Apyaw received from
Marcella, and purport to be R s work
(Ruf. Ap. i, 19), y the passage above
referred to, wl the Son cannot see
the Father, n i the Son.
then went to
tius, who h

res

ized him twenty-seven years
i "Ii\'ﬂ.
—He had been but a short time at
when he heard that J 1
th

2 Tepl 'Apxav,
is fri

ammachius and h
1 that the
ag

ter he .
101 iy
This act of
in
self to
28), was the cause of the
] which Rufinus and Jerome
now assailed each other. [Hrzronvmus, Section
Rurixus, Joms, bishop of Jernsalem.] That
controversy having been described in the article

on Jerome, as he lotters

of the pope
Anastasius to I John of Jerusalem,

his

1es in the ¢ !
nds at Aquileia were as ea
um had been for a knowledze of tl

Christian writers of the East; and Rufinus’s
remaining years were almost e
with translation, thouch s of his o
works belong also to this A few re
upen these works may therefore now be intro-
duced.

The translations have no great merit, but on
the whole are accur 17 no need in
the subsequent works ns and j
phrases such as those adopte
the IMept "Apx@y. They were undertaken in no
distinet order, but according to the re
friends. Rufinus wished, ed, to translat
Commentaries of Origen the whole of the
Heptateuch, and only Deuteronomy remained un-
translated when he died. The Commentary on
the Romans, however (see Preface), and several
ethers, besides other works, intervened.

The Exposition of the Creed is of importance,

[ oceuy

on

5 :
Rufinus, a little before the death of

ins from any breach of |

He |

bishop Chroma- |

2 | said to be those of
| thus layi

| methodi

| hold
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not only as a testimony to the variations jn the
creeds of the various churches (that of

Aquile
having * Ps uileig

rum invisibilem et impassi)

“in Spiritu Sancto” and & hujus carnis TESlT=
I:ect.iutjt‘m "’ as r.11..~'t[[1t‘.1i\'(: peculiarities), but alsq
from its ll.H.i. nsic merits, and as showing the
influence of Eastern theology, harl:lu-n}zc.lnl,\- a
clear and sound judgment, on the formation of
Western theology.

The History is on a par with those of Socrates
and Sozomen, exhibiting no conception of the
real functions of history nor of the relative pro-

rtion of different classes of events, yet dealing
honestly with the facts which came within the
writer’s view. It was translated
valued in the East, as his tr,
of which it is a contim
(Gennadius, De -:‘r(,‘f'flj.‘-f. Feel. i

The History of the yptian monks presents

ny difficulties, It is istinctly attributed to
Rufinus by Jerome (Ep. exxxiii, 3
not recke among st
them given by us, who says that the
work is commonly attributed to Petr
bishop of Bologna (Gennad. De Ser. E
The preface says that it is written in res
to the repe requests of the monl
Mount of Olives. ntanini ( Vita Rufini, lib
c. xii. § 4) unds upon this with much reason
he theory that
East, and having
Olivetan monks, |
dius testifies, but

the

1l

1ed his works

in many of i

al with the Historia Monac

ver, 1 that Pal , who did

not leave t loypt till 400, and

wrote his H at (_'ulm:u‘,tiu:-i-lv,

apparently some time afterwards (he lived till

431), was indebted to Rufinus rather than Rufi-
nus to him.

Rufinus had not, like Jerome, any large ra
of lit knowledge, and his eritical powers
were d
the Phoenix (De Symbolo 11) v
question. He had no doubt of the

the work of Clement, and he translated
ings of Xystus the stoic philosopher,

r remark, that they were
Sixtus, the Roman bishop,
r himself open to the attack of Jerome
dulity.

Apology 'is well composed, and more

1an that of Jerome. Its reasoning
is at least as powerful, though its resources of
languag 1 illustration are fewer. His at~
tempt to make peace, and his refusal to reply
to Jerome’s last invectives, though the temp-
tation offe by violent attuck in answer
to a peaceful letter was great, shows a high
power of self-restraint, and a consciousness of
¢ a secure position.

Last years—The years at Aquileia were un=
evVE . The letter of Anastasius which told
him of the rumours against him at Rome, ;ul‘.-!
requested him to come there to clear ilhllsf"lt;

from him the * Apologia ad Anastasium,

hort decument of s { i

I'um.

» quotes stories i
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tius, at whose request he consented to cease his
strife with Jerome, though Jerome, adjured by
the same bishop, refusq]l to do. 80 (:Ter. Apf}?. iii.
9). He enjoyed the Il‘llend.\]}tp of the _IlJIShUl)‘J
living near him, Petronius of liulngi_m, (Jau-ic_u-
fius of Brixia, Laurentius, perhaps of Concordia,
for whom he wrote his work upon the lE_freed.
Paulinus of Nola continued his friendship for
him ; and Augustine, in his severe r_e;.ly to
Jerome, who had sent him a copy of his work
aainst Rufinus, treats the two men as equally
esteemed, and expresses his grief that such men
should attack one another. “I grieved, when I
had read your book, that such discord should
have arisen between persons so dear and so
intimate, bound to all the churches by a bond
of afiection and of renown. Who will not in
future mistrust his friend as one who may
become his enemy when it has been possible for
this lamentable result to come to pass between
Jerome and Rufinus ? ” (Aug. Ep. 73 ad Hieron.)

Last Journey and Death.—Chromatius had
died in 403, and Rufinus’s thoughts turned again
to Melania, and of both to Palestine. He joined
the company of Melania in Rome, in 408 or 409,
Anastasius having been succeeded In 403 by
Innocent, who had no prejudice against him.
Owing to the danger from Alaric’s invasion,
they left Rome, with Albina, Pinianus, and
Melania the younger (Palladius, Hist. Laus. 119),
and resided in Campania and Sicily. Rufinus
records that he was in the * coetus religiosus”
of Pinianus on the Sicilian coast, witnessing the
burning of Rhegium across the straits by the
bands of Alaric, when he wrote the preface to
the translation of Origen’s Commentary on the
book of Numbers. Soon after writing these
words he died.

The cloud which rested on the reputation of
Rufinus on account of Jerome's attacks has,
through the overweening influence of Jerome,
unduly depressed the character of his adversary.
In the list of books to be received in the church
promulgated by the pope Gelasius at the Roman
council, in 494 (Migne’s Putrologia, vol. lix. col.
175), we read : % Rufinus, a religious man, wrote
many books of use to the church, and many
commentaries on the Suripturu; but, since the
most blessed Jerome infamed him in certain points,
we take part with him (Jerome) in this and in
all cases in which he has pronounced a condemna-
tion.”  With this official judgment may be
contrasted that of Gennadius in his list of
Ecclesiastieal writers (e. 17). * Rufinus, the
Presbyter of Aquileia, was not the least among
the teachers of the chureh, and in his translations
from Greek to Latin shewed an elegant genius.
He gave to the Latins a very lm‘ge part of
H’,]e library of Greek writers.” = After a list of
his_writings, Gennadius proceeds: *“He also
replied in two volumes to him who decried his
“.'Orksr 5}19“'illg convincingly that he had exer-
cised his powers ihl‘uugh‘tf\e insight given him
!JE' God and for the good of the church, and that
i was through a spirit of rivalry that his adver-
sary had employed his pen in defaming him.”

[W. H. F.]

RUFINUS (4), a Roman presbyter in the
;n\i of the 4th century, He was an admirer of
erome, and espoused his cause in the Origenistic

@ i i
onfroversy and the personal eontroversy with
CHRIST. BIOGR.—YVOL. 1V,
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Rufinus of Aquileia. Eusebius of Cremona, who
was sent by Jerome to Rome in 398, reported
the kindness of Rufinus, who wrote to Jerome to
ask an explanation of the judgment of Solomon.
This Jerome gives him, making the false and true
mothers to be the Synagogue and the Church.
Jerome speaks of him with gratitude and respect,
hoping that he may not only publicly defend
him, but in private judge him favourably
(Jerome, Ep. T4, ed. Vall.). [W. H. F.]

RUFINUS (5), a friend of Jerome, known
as the Syrian, to distinguish him on the one
hand from Rufinus of Aquileia, and on the other
from Rufinus the presbyter of Rome, both his
contemporaries. He was one of the company of
Italians settled at Bethlehem with Jerome ; and
in the year 390 was sent by him to Rome and
Milan in the cause of their friend Claudius, who
was accused of a capital offence. Jerome ex-
pected him to go also to Aquileia, and, in his letter
to Rufinus then at that place, commends him to
him, and hopes the two may have met at the
house of the bishop Chromatius (Jerome, Ep.
lxxxi. 2, Cont. Ruf. iii. 24).

This Rufinus must be identified with one of
that name who is mentioned by Celestius (Aug.
de Pecc. Orig. c. 3)as having been known by him
at the house of Pammachius at Rome, and having
asserted there that sin was not inherited.
Marius Mercator goes further, and asserts that it
was this Rufinus who instilled into the mind of
Pelagius the views which are known as Pelagian
(Mar., Merc. Lib, Subnotationum in Verba Juliani,
c. 2). [W.H.F.]

RUFINUS (8), a lay friend of Chrysostom's,
who wrote to him from Cucusus apologizing for
the infrequency of his letters, (Chrys. Ep. 46.)

[E. V]

RUFINUS (7), a bishop (according to Savile,
of Rhosus in Cilicia j cf. Tillemont, note 90 sur
Chrysost.), whom Chrysostom had only once met
for a short time at Antioch, which however had
been long enough to manifest his piety, his in-
telligence, and his affection. Chrysostom wrote
to him from Cucusus stating that his place of
exile, with its desolation and constant dread of
the Isaurians, would at once become more toler-
able if he were assured of his love. (Chrys. Ep.
109.) (k. V.]

RUFINUS (8), a presbyter, marked out by
Chrysostom as fitted to take the lead in the
mission to the pagans in Phoenicia; to whom, on
the outhreak of the violent disturbances which
almost threatened to crush the undertaking,
Chrysostom wrote, earnestly exhorting him to
make no further delay, but to start at once. He
must write to him from every post-house on the
way, and let him know as soon as he reached his
destination, All anxiety will cease the moment
he learns that Rufinus has arrived in Phoenicia
and commenced his work, which for his part he
promises to render as free from outward hin-
drances as possible, even if he has to send a
thousand times to Constantinople to effect it.
He begs him to spare no pains in getting the
unfinished churches roofed in before winter. He
need be in no anxiety about relics, for he has
sent Terentius to Otreius bishop of Arabissus,
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who has a large store of unquestionable ones.
He must let him know if he wants more mis-
sionaries, and he will endeavour to send them.

(Chrys. Ep. 126.) [E. V.]

RUFINUS (9), friend of Prosper of Aqui-
taine, and probably cleric, had written to Prosper
bout Prosper’s falling into
heresy. Prosper received the letter kindly and
replied in another (Epistola ad Rufinum, ap.
Migne, Pat. Lat. t. li. 77 5q.), which is entitled
from its subject De Gratia et libero arbitrio,
an arcument acainst Pelagianism. As it

regarding rumour

be

refers to St. Augustine as living, but in his
closine years, it was ]urubnl:ly written e. A.D.
429, but no o is known of Rufinus (Ceillier,

Aut. Sacr. ]

X. _:T“I._‘_\'IJ)‘ [;.]. (_:,J

RUFINUS (10), archimandrite at Constan-
tinople, addressed by pope Felix IIL, A.D. 484.
[Fenix (3).] (Migne, Pat. Lat. 1lviii. "):I’,T‘
Lp, xi.; Ceillier, Aut. Sacr. x. 416.) [J. G.]

RUFINUS (11), bishop of Ephesus. Gregory
the Great wrote to him in A.D. 596, commending
to him the bearer, a cleric, who was unable to
read (Epp. vii. 11). [F. D.]

RUFINUS (12), bishop of Vibo in Bruttii,
was directed in July, A.D. 596, by Gregory the
Great to ordain a priest for the inhabitants of the
estate Nicotera, of which he was visitor during
the absence of Procurus (10) (Epp. vi. 41).

[F. D.]

RUFUS (1), first bishop of Avignon, said to
have been appointed by St. Paul, and still
honoured as such at Avignon, where his t'wgmtml
ire kept. His feast is Nov. 12 or 14. (Gall.

. 795 ; Tillemont, f. E. iv. 196, ed. 1732}
suardus, Mart, Auct, Nov. 14.) (4. 6:]

RUFUS (2), a bishop. [PRISCILLIANUS,]

RUFUS (8), bishop of Thessalonica, ap-
pointed, in A.D. 412, as his viear by pope
Innocent for the provinces of Achaia, Thessaly,
Epirus, Crete, the two Dacias, Moesia, and
Dardania Praevalitana, being in fact the
Eastern part of the ancient prefecture of Illyri-
cum, which on the division of the empire had
been allotted to the empire of the east (Inmo-
centiue, Epp. 13, in Migne, Patr. Lat. xx. 515).
Two other letters from Innocent to him and to
other Macedonian bishops are extant (Epp. 17,
18). For a summary of their most important
contents, see GERONTIUS (q), where the number
of the first letter is wrongly given as 15.

[F. D.]

RULE, ST. [ReGuLus.]

RUMOLDUS (Rumoxpus, RomBorp, Ru-
mALDUS), called bishop of Dublin, and martyr
at Mechlin in Belgium. His legend is full of
uncertainty, and nothing is really known of him.
His life was written by Theodorie, abbat of
St. Trudo or Tron, in the beginning of the 12th
century (Surius, Vi, Sanct. iii. 24), and much
has been added to supply its deficiencies in
historical points connecting Rumbold with Ire-

1

RUPERTUS

land, Scotland, Saxon England, and the continent,
(Other chief authorities are Vita, Passio o
Mirac Rumoldi Arch. Dubl. by J. Van
Mechlin, 1634 and 1638: §
. Inedit. Arch. Dubl. Acta, &, by
Ward, Louvain, 1662, glossed by Sirinus: ang
Acta S, Rumoldi Ep. Dubl. et Mart, by Sollerius,
Antwerp, 1728. For the lives, “:ir‘:]:l'-. D, ('_',[ll_j_
i pt. i. 256 pt. ii. 874, 880 ; Boll. Acta S8
Jul. 1, i. 151-237, with Comment. Praev. of
twenty-f sections by Sollerius and Vita auct.
Theodorico from W edition.)

In Harris’s add s to Ware (Ir. Bps.),
Rumold is included among the 111.—1111»‘- of D i
(:12\'-; b}' Cotton, Fast, ii. 8; li:nn.\: Ser, I
218), but the [frish Annals know nothin
bishops at Dublin before the 11th century. In
the Drev. Aberd. (Prop. 33 p. aest. f. .‘(\-'I.) his
gee is transferred to Dunblane in Scotland, with
even less probability ; his birth is pl:u:unl at
Berwick, and his parents are named David and
Cecilia (see Nicolson, Seot. Hist. Libr, 48, ed.
1736). Theodoric says he came from Scotis,
in:m_».u:i Hn-\-ugll Gaul to Rome, and on his way
northwaid reached Mechlin, The he settled
and taught till he was mux by two
travelling companions, June 24, A.D. . His
body was cast into the river to hide the crime,
but it was soon discovered, and his friend count
Ado gave him honourable burial. A church
was afterwards erected in Mechlin to his memory,
and his feast is July 1. (Ussher, Wks. vi
Ind. Chron. A.p, 7753 Lanigan, B, H. Ir. ii
197 sq.; Usuard. Mart. Auct. Jul. 1) [J.G]

|

PERTUS), bishop of Worms and &
Apostle of Bavaria, belongs to the noble
Christian ev Jists, who were bring
Gospel to Central Europe about the 6th ¢
nturies, but who owe their fame to wri
a much later age. Except the fact of 1
ry work, almost e point in his Life
is disputed. The oldest Life scems to be that
attributed to Arno, bishop of Salzburg (A.D.
785-821) ; it is given by Surius (Vit. S8 i
‘_’HT-H)_ Colgan 14. SS 756 .‘i\{‘) }_"i"*’-- four
Lives and extracts from Arno’s. Canisius (Zhes.
Mon. Eccl. iii. pt. ii. 260 sq.) gives a s ories of
Lives or Memoirs in his Monumenta i
gensia, and the Bollandists (A4. 89, Mart. iii.
696 sq.) have two Lives with comment. prace.
3ut unfortunately the Lives have not been clas-
and assured inferences cannot be drawn
from them. (For a list of Lives given but
without definition, in different authors, see
O’Hanlon, Jrish Samts, iii. 972-3; Chevaliery
Repert. 1969-9.)

St. Rupert is reputed by some ('-'-.‘—'"(II"I-fm’
AA, 88. 761, 767-8) to have been an [rishman,
or at least of Irish descent, but Arne hns_ llt'l
authority for making him baptized by SL}"&TT“'";
others call him a Frank and allied to the 10F3
house (see the above Live Of his kinde
we read only of a sister or niece, Eventrudis, al
of Z\'nnnpn‘im:'g [ErENDRUDA]J, and a brother
Trudbertus, who had a hermitage near the
Rhine, St. Rupert forsook all his posse Tty
paid a v to Rome, and, crossing the Alps
into the Rhine valley, came at last to Worms,
where he settled and was much resorted t0.
But from the persecution of the tyrant Bore

1
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charius he had afterwards to leave this fi
of labour. After two years and another visit
to Rome, he turned eastward into the valle
of the Danube, and, on the invitation of ’
dore, duke of Bavaria, took up his residence
at Ratisbon: there he finally establis the
faith, and completed the Columbanian mission of
Eustasius [I;I'."'l' s1us (6)] l_-_\' |_1;11-1' i duke
Theodore and his court
spixit of the Celt, he left Ratishon and proceede
further down the Danube: for a time he was
at Laureacum, and at last fixed upon the ancient
Juvavum, now Salzburg on the river Salz
fluent of the Danube, as his seat. After visiting
his own country, and returning with twelve m
sionaries and his niece, St. Erentrude, for whom
he built the monastery of Nonnenberg, he died
and was succeeded by Vitalis as bishop. But
the dates are :l]lugi-llwr'r uncertain
being placed in years varying from A.D.
to A.D, 718, the latter the more likely.
He was buried in his own church of St
Peter’s in Salzburg, and his . is March
27 (Mabillon, Anal, iv. 63 s )
i, 1 s(. 3 Canisius, 7
Hist, Litt. de la j"f"f.'l"\.',
Real-Enc. xiii. 167, giving a critical sketch and

st . G.]

,'I.l

the later date; Gall. Christ. v.

RURICIUS (1) I, thirteenth bishop of
Limoges between Petrus 1., if he belonged to this
see, and Rurieius 1L, in the latter half of the bth
century, is known as the author of two b
of letters, which have survived. He belong
an illustrions G family connected with the
Anicii of Rome (Venant. Fort. K
married Iberia the daughter of a pats
of Auvergne. Sidonius Apollinaris wrote their
epithalamium  (Carm. xi., Migne, Patr. Lat.
lviii, 705-8).  After some years they separated
to lead the religious life (Faustus, Epist, ix., Patr.
Lat. Iviii. 861), and about 484 he was elec
bishop of Limoges, a see which had been v
some years, and was in a depressed condition
(¢ef. Rur. Epist. ii. 32). We know little of his
episcopate, except that he built a church in
11"1101-!‘1' of St. Augustine of Hippo, in which he
was afterwards buried, and that chronie ill-health
interfered with the discharge of his duties. The
letters written by and addressed to him shew
that he was on terms ¢ ndship with the
chief ecclesiastical perso in Gaul of his
"”“'33 Sidonius Apollinaris, Faustus of Rieg,
Caesarius of Arles, and others. His death
occurred about 507. Though usually counted
among the saints, he has no day in the hagiologies.
Together with his grandson, Ruricius I, he
formed the subject of a laudatory epitaph by
\crL]:mtlus Fortunatus (Patr, Lat. lviii, 123). ¥

The two books of letters are of little import-
ance historically, being chief ;
:t;]\:cljnj:ltturl\] of personal interest :mlll pious
ot ;ni 1(", were ‘iu‘st ) pnh‘lmmnl by
Lat. ]\'li‘ii f""n;‘}-,} be ':E=].~‘.'- found in )]wm:,l Patr.
e ).;({_4,7 They :}:‘f.‘i discu in the
letters .11i<l w‘.ibc{ll" and ["'"]"‘ ). For

vil 54"' L"n-thc((-ﬂto him see Migne, Patr. Lat.

U, OU4, 805 seqq., and Ceillier, x. 609-10.

[S. A. B,

E}' Ulf('.?ll\‘l‘,‘lt with

RURICIUS (2) I1., 14th bishe

¢ y g TS ) 5 .
ttween Ruricius I. and Exotius,

y of Limoges,
as, with his
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grandfather Ruricius L, the subject of an epitaph
by Venantius Fortunatus, from which it appears
that he built the church of St. Petrus de
Quadrivio (Palr. Lat. lviii, 124). There was
probably an interval between him and his pre=
decessor, though we are unable to fill it up.
He was present in 535 at the first Council of
Clermont, and in 541 at the fourth of Orleans,
and wa p ted by deputy in 549 at the
fifth of Orlear He probably died about 553
(Gall. Christ. ii. 503). [S. A. l’a‘_]

RUSTICA, patrician lady of Naples, men-
tioned in two letters of Gregory the Great
(Epp. iii. 63; ix. 24)., From them it appears
she had died about A.D. 579, having by her will
directed a nunnery and oratory to be founded in
honour of the Virgin in her house at Naples, and
athed to it one-third of her property. She
1ieathed the residue of her property to her
husband on condition of his founding a monastery
in Sicily, and paying her legacies to her freed-
men within a year of her death, with a gift over
if the con n was not fulfilled to the Roman
church of her estate at Cumae on the same
trusts. Her intentions were not carried out for
many ye [F. D.]

RUSTICIANA (1), daughter of Symma-
chus the patrician, and wife of Boethius, who
praises he hly (De Cons. ii. Pr. 4). After
the deaths of her husband and father, she lived
on at Rome, giving largely to the poor of her
at wealth. She lost all at the taking of Rome
by Totila, and was herself reduced to beg her
bread. The Goths wished to kill her, accusing
her of having bribed the Roman generals to de-
stroy the statues of Theoderic in revenge for the
murders of her father and husband, but Totila
allowed no harm to be done to her. ([’1‘\---r;}w. iile
20.) [F. D]

RUSTICIANA (2), a Roman lady of high
rank and great wealth, pro :]y a descendant
of the Syamacur (Mai, Pracfatio in Symmachs
Orat. xvii.), an intimate friend and correspondent
of Gregory the Great (Epp.ii. 275 iv. 46 viii.
92 xi. 44; xiii. 2 It appears from these
letters that she made a pilgrimage to Palestine
and Mount Sinai: that she afterwards lived for
several vears at Constantinople, where she had
much influence with the emperor Maurice ; that
she sent at different times ten pounds of gold to
redeem prisoners, curtains for St. Peter’s, and
alms for the monastery of 8t. Andrew, at Rome;
that she had estates in Sicily, and that she suf-
fered from gout. [F. D.]

R 'TCIANUS (RusTICANUS), a young
subdeacon, who, being excommunicated by the
presbyter under whom he served, on account of
his misconduct, and the debts which he had
contracted, and having taken refuge in the
Donatist party, was rebaptized by them (Aug.
Ep. 106, 107, 108 ; Macrosius (2). This
must have been about A.D. 409. In the art.
MaxMINvUs (5) will be found an account of a
similar transaction, in respect of a deacon of
Mutigenna, whose name is not mentioned (Aug.
Ep. 23. 2). The date of this latter case would
be about A.D. 3¢ A discourse, discovered by
Jerome Vignier in a single MS., and attributed
to St. Augustine, combines the two transactions,
identifvine the subdeacon Rusticianus with the
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deacon of Mutigenna, and, besides other incon-
sistent particulars, introduces Valerius the pre-
decessor of Augustine, who died A.p. 395, as
exerting himself to reclaim the young man from
his evil ways, a date plainly inconsistent with
that of the affair of Husticianus. Though the
story is well told, it cannot be accepted either as
correct in itself, or as the work of St. Augustine.
It is to be found in vol. ix. of the works of
Augustine, p. 753, ed. Migne, see Tillemont, xiii.
note ¥, [H. W. P.]

RUSTICULA, ST., abbess of the convent
of St. Cuesarius at Arles. She belonged to a
noble family at Vaison in Provence, and at a
tender age entered the convent, of which she
was made abbess when only eighteen. She died
in 632 at the age of seventy-six (Boll. Acta SS.
11 Aug. ii. 657). [G. W.D.]

RUSTICULAS, Novatianist bishop at Rome
when pope Celestine proscribed their services
[Coerestinus (1)] (Socrates, H. E. vii. ¢, 11).
This must have been before July, A.p. 432.

[J. G]

RUSTICUS (1) Q. JUNIUS, cos. suff.
under Hadrian, cos. ord. for second time A.D. 162,
Prefect of the City under Marcus Aurelius, 163,
He is celebrated as the prefect under whom
Justin Martyr suffered, Ex Actis 5. Just. ap.
Ruinart, Acta Sinc. p. 43; Epiph. Haer. xlvi.
cap. 1. contra Jatianos, Borghesi fixes the date
of Justin’s martyrdom as A.p. 163 (Oenvr. Comp.
v. 54-60; viii. 549 ; ix. 307-309). Ulpian men-
tions him in Digest, lib. xlix. tit. 1, L. 1, § 3.
Lightfoot ([ynatius, t. i, p. 494) discusses date
of his city praetorship, pp. 445 and 510, his
relations with M. Aurelius, p. 512 with Epictetus.

[G. T. 5.]

RUSTICUS (2), a cousin of St. Augustine,
present at the discussion concerning happiness,
held at Cassiciacum, A.D. 386 (Aug. de Beat, Vita,
i. 6). [HEW R

RUSTICUS (8), a young man of Gaul, in the
beginning of the 5th century, whose history is
instructive as an example of the evil eflects
oceasionally flowing from asceticism. He was
related to Hebidia (q.v.), and through her, no
doubt, brought under the notice of Jerome, He
had, with his wife Artemia, made a vow of
separation, but, under temptation, had broken it,
About the same time, their home having been
destroyed by the barbarians, and there being
danger of their falling into the enemy’s hands,
Artemia determined to go to Palestine, and Rus-
ticus promised to follow as soon as possible.
She went, but he did not follow. She was con-
stantly engaged in prayer for him in the sacred
spots at Jerusalem and Bethlehem, and at
length, assisted by a letter from Hebidia to
Jerome, prevailed on him to use his influenca,
then so powerful throughout the West, to bring
her hushand to her (Ep. 122 ed. Vall. A.p. 408),
The result of his appeal is not known. Tpere
geems to be no foundation for Erasmus’s conjec-
ture, that Rusticus was a name assumed so as not
to expose the real person to obloquy.

[W.H. F.]

RUSTICUS (4), a monk of Hippo, to whom,
as well as to Felicitas, Augustine, ¢, 423, ad-
dressed a letter exhorting mutual forbearance
(Aug. Ep. 210, 211) [FeLiciTas (5)]. [H. W. P.]

RUSTICUS

RUSTICUS (5), bishop of Narbcnne in
first half f:F the 5th century, He was [Jl'on-‘_-h:
”P h}' a pious mutlhu.r. wh? took great pains with
h].s, education, giving him the best teaching
which Gaul afforded, and senaﬁng him to Rome
to study rhetorie. Iu‘ early youth he was a
tracted to the monastic life, but appears to haye
looked on it mainly as a preparation for the
active ministry. He wrote from Toulouse
where he was 11\'ing,‘in the year 411, to l:un.-sulE
Jerome, the oracle of the Western Church, then
living at I’:tzijhl.ehc:m, The letter, or treatise,
Whlf!h he }‘f:(_'mwlul in reply (Ep. 125, ed. Vall.)
is singularly wise and moderate in comparison
with theother ascetic worksof Jerome. He recome
mends Rusticus to maintain intercourse with his
mother, though living a solitary life ; he praises
the coenobitic above the hermit life; and gives
some curious examples of the manner in which
monks could aid one another, He recommends
him to adopt some regular manual aceupation,
the making of nets, baskets, or beehives, or some
study such as that of Hebrew, which he had him-
self pursued in the Syrian desert. He shews from
an example then well known what hindrances
the family life presents to devotion, and how, in
the case cited, large sums amassed for purposes
of |1iut}' had been diverted into private channels,
He also speaks of false monks who lived in plea-
sure while pretending to asceticism; and of
others who made a pretence of learning, Under
this last head he draws a satirical picture of
Rufinus, who had just died, under the name of
Grunnius. He gives rules which are a kind of
sketch of the later monastic system, but guards
against the opposition which afterwards grew up
between regulars and seculars by praising the
clergy of the cities and their followers, and he
bids Rusticus seek the adviee of two well-known
bishops, Proculus of Marseilles and Exuperius of
Toulouse (qq. v.).

In later life Rusticus became bishop of Nar-
bonne. With other of the Gaulish bishops he
received the letters of Leo the Great relating to
the council of Chalcedon, in the titles of which
his name occurs. He also wrote to the pope for
advice as to many questions arising in the
troubled times of the Huns’ invasion, and received
a full reply (Leo, Lp. 167). From that letter
it appears that he had contemplated, with the
timidity of one who had beena recluse, resigning
his bishoprick, but is dissuaded by the pope
from doing so (Leo, Epp. 167, 99, 102, 103,
with Quesnel’s mnote, p. 1567 in Pat. Lat.
liv. 1472). [W. H. F]

His chief work was the rebuilding of the
burnt church of Narbonne, which we learn from
an inscription was begun in 444, and cnm]l]etl"i_m
448, (Kor this inscription, which gives details
of the rebuilding, see Boll. Acta S8, Oct. X.
860 sqq., and Gall. Christ. vi. 7.) Rusticus was
one of the assembly of forty-four bishops who, at
the close of 451, approved the letter of Leo t0
Flavianus, and about four years later was espes
cially invited to the third Council of Arles, held
to compose the quarrel between Theodorus,
bishop of Fréjus and the monastery of Lérins
(Mansi, vi. 161, 181, vii. 874, 807). He pro°
bably died in 461, as Hermes, his archdeacoy
had ‘succeeded him on Nov. 8, 462. His day 1t
Oct. 26 (Boll. ibid.) [s. 4. 1)
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RUSTICUS (6), bishop, to whom, with

Leontius [LEONTIUS (22)], Arnobius Junior dedi~
cated his Commentary on the Psalms (Migne,
Palr. Lat. t. liii, 527). Some think he is the
bishop of Narbonne (no. 5), but it is wholly
uncertain (Ceillier, Aut. Sacr. x. 330). [J. G.]

RUSTICUS (7), of Bordeaux, an intimate
friend of Sidonius. In the only letter (Ep. 11)
which remains of their intercourse, Sidonius
complains of the distance which separates
them from each other, and addresses his friend
by the title of *dominus illustris.” This
Kusticus (or, possibly another of the same name)
had asked of Eucherius bishop of Lyons (Pat.
Lat, lviii. 24), his two books on the Scripture,
that he might transcribe them. In thanking
Eucherius for granting his request, he passes a
beautiful eulogy upon the two books. (Hist.
Lit. France, pp. 428, 429; Cave, Hist. Lit. i.
p. 444 ; Ceillier, x. 385). [R. J. K.]

RUSTICUS (8), Aug. 17, a sub-deacon of
Carthage, and martyr under Hunneric with
Liberatus, [LIBERATUS (3).] [RoGATUS (5).]

[G.T.S.]

RUSTICUS (9) (popularly Rustice, or
Rusrique), ST., 22nd archbishop of Lyons,
between St. Lupicinus and St. Stephanus (cire.
A.D. 493-8). His pre-episcopal life is unknown,
but the authors of the Histoire Littéraire (ii.
676) believe he was the son of Aquilinus, the
friend of Sidonius Apollinaris (see Sid. Apoll.
Epist, v. 9, Migne, Patr, Lat. lviii, 540), If
this is correct, he was a member of a distin-
guished family which had for several genera-
tions been intimately connected with the poet’s
ancestors. Shortly after his consecration he
sent pecuniary aid to Gelasius with a letter of
sympathy. The pope’s reply, written Feb. 22,
494, in which he recommended to his kind
offices Epiphanius, the bishop of Pavia, then on
his way to Gaul to redeem Italian captives held
by Gundobald, is extant (Epist. xv. Patr. Lat.
1?{{. 138, cf, Ceillier, x, 505). From Ennodius’
life of St. Epiphanius we find that the pope’s
mjunction was not neglected (Migne, Patr. Lat.
Liii, 250), The same work characterises
Rusticus as one who “sub praetexta fori guber-
natorem gessit ecclesiae ” (ibid.). He probably
died before 499, and is said to have been buried
in the church afterwards named from St.
Nicetius (Gall. Christ. iv. 28). His day is
April 25 (Boll. Acta SS. Apr. iii. 368).

[S. A, B.]

RUSTICUS ELPIDIUS. [ErrrnIUS (32).]
RUSTICUS (10), nephew of pope Vigilius,

Was appointed by him one of the seven deacons
of Rome, Almost our only source of informa-
tion about him is the pope’s letter excommuni-
catmg_him and his fellow-deacon
According to it Rusticus had originally been a
strong opponent of the Three Chapters, and had
Dot only warmly approved of the Judicatum of
“'5411_“18, published at Easter A.p. 548, at Con-
ltammrlnple, but had caused copies of it to be
transmitted to various parts of the empire with-
out the pope’s knowledge or consent. Sebas-
tl:ml{s, on the other hand, had been temporarily
4ppointed a deacon of Rome by Vigilius, and

Sebastianus. |
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had promised to resign on the return of two
| absent. deacons. Sent afterwards to Dalmatia,
he is severely blamed by the pope for neglect of
his duties and for communicating with Honorius
| of Salome. [HoNoRriUs (9).] On his arrival at
Constantinople he, like Rusticus, warmly ap-
proved of the Judicatum, and condemned the
Three Chapters, On Christmas-day A.p. 549
(Jaffé, Rey. 80) Vigilius summoned him, and,
taxing him with his proceedings in Dalmatia,
threatened him with a trial on his return to
Rome, This, according to Vigilius, was the
cause of the hostility of Sebastianus towards
him, who won over Rusticus, and they both com-
municated with abbat Ferix [194] and other
opponents of the Judicatum and defenders of the
Three Chapters. Rusticus and Sebastianus had
also ventured to preach without the permission
of Vigilius, had sent letters to all the provinces
falsely charging the pope with holding opinions
contrary to the council of Chalcedon; and, to
crown all, had asserted in a document presented
to Justinian that Leo the Great had approved of
the writings of Theodore of Mopsuestia, Vigilius,
therefore, early in A.D. graded them from
the diaconate, and declared them incapable of
restoration unless they repented in his lifetime,
(Vigilius, Epist., in Migne, Patr. Lat. lxix, 43,
Mansi, ix. 352.) Of Sebastianus nothing more
is known; after the council of Constantinople,
Rusticus, with Felix and others, were banished
to the Thebaid. (Victor Tun, Chron. in Patr.
Lat. lxv 960.) Two works of Rusticus are

extant. The first is a dialogue against the Ace-
phali, or extreme Monophysite party. The last

edition, that of Galland, is reprinted in Patr. Lat.
lxvii. 1167. The second consists of scholia on
and collections of various readings of the acts of
the council of Chalecedon composed in A.D, 549,
The most complete edition of them is that of
Card. Pitra. (Spic. Sol. iv. 192.) [F. D.]

RUSTICUS (11), deacon of Ancona, one of
three candidates recommended to Gregory the
Great (Epp. xiv. 11) during a vacancy of that
see, the others being FLORENTINUS (17 and 18).
Gregory was informed that, though Rusticus
was vigilant, he had not learned the Psalter
sufficiently, and he directs bishop Joannes, to
whom he is writing, to inquire into the alleged
disqualification of Rusticus, and also into the
objections to the other candidates. [F. D.]

RUSTICUS (12), 11th bishop of Cahors,
between KEusebius and Desiderius, was arch-
deacon at Ilodez, and Palatine abbat to
Clotaire IL., before his succession to the episcos
pate. For his family see the anonymous Vita
of St. Desiderius (cap. i., Patr. Lat. lxxxvii.
219), who was his brother. After an episcopate
of seven years he was murdered in 629, by
treacherous incolae of his church at Cahors,
| apparently in revenge for cruel punishments
| meted out by Clotaire after a great disturbance
in the church and palace (thid. cap. v. col. 223).
| The letter in which his mother, Harchenefreda,
| announced the event to his brother and successor,
Desiderius, is extant (. cap. vi. col, 223).
The latter afterwards built a church on the spot
where the murder was committed (ibid. eap. ix.
col. 228). [S. A. B.]

RUSTICUS (13), ST., 13th abbat of the mo=
| nastery of Condat, or, as it was afterwards called,

(8
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b66 SABAOTH

St. Claudins, in the Jura, cire. A.D. 696-731.
He was prior, or praepositus, under his prede-
cessor St. Claudius, and after becoming abbat,
governed for thirty-five years (Gall. Christ. iv.
945). Heissaid to have been the author of a work
illustrating the piety of the monks of the Jura,
possibly a life of his predecessor. But it has
not survived (Hist. Litt. iii. 649). Though a
saint he appears to have no day. [S. A. B.]

S

SABAOTH. Some of the Gnostic sects
indulged in a rather complicated m}'thu]u:_\', and
without much knowledge of the language, had
recourse to Hebrew for their nomenclat
Irenaeus (I. xxx.) and Origen (Adv. Cels. vi
agree in telling us of Ophite sects who gave
names to the seven rulers of the planetary
spheres. The highest was Ialdabaoth, whose
planet we are told was galvew or Saturn. The
next two were Iao and Sabaoth, who, it may be
presumed, answered to Jupiter and Mars re-
spectively.

Epiphanius tells several times (Haer. xxv. 2,
xxvi. 10, x1. 5, xlv. 1) that, besides the Gnostics
who gave the highest place to Ialdabaoth, there
were others who gave that place to Sabaoth,
and who identified him with the God of the
Jews. Some of them ascribed to Sabaoth the
form of an ass or a swine (Epiph. xxvi. 10),
accounting thus for the Jewish prohibition of
the use of swine’s flesh. There were those who
said that Sabaoth had hair like a woman; and
who taught that after death the fully e
lightened Gnostie, having climbed through t
realms of the other Ar
head of Sabaoth in or
district 1?1\‘.\]4‘:-1 over by

Both Irenaeus and E
ignorance of Hebrew e

e~

rons, would step on \L.‘
attain the upper

shanius censure the
bited in the Gnostic
appropriation of Scripture names. Irenaeus
(ii, 35) tells us that Sabaoth with the long o
denotes “ Voluntarius,” but with the short o
(Sabadth) manifests []I‘ first heaven [HEBREW

SARNING, Vol. 1L But l{lilll'.-: 1us
10, th more skill,
explains that Saba le ought not to
be translated as if it were a noun in apposition
to Kﬂpaoi‘, but as a genitive case, and that
’Abwral ZaBawf was to be tl]ll\] ited Kipios
7@y Suvduewy, or as Aquila had rendered, Kipios
OTPATIEV.

In Pist phia we have at least three per-
sonages called Sabaoth, viz. (1) Sa h ma
dyubds, whom Jesus describes as his fathe
having received from him a power which in 1
took the place of the Yuxn (pp. 14, 193).
{2) Sabaoth parvus é&yafds, * quem vocant in
kéouw Ala™ (p. 1 (3) Sabaoth Adamas,
once ruler over six of the tw Archons
(p. 360), now one of the archons of punishment,
whose satellite hands the cup of oblivion to
gouls about to Iuigl‘:\tu into new bodies (p. 380).

¢

nus

SABARIUS, of Auxerre. [SAVARICUS.]

SABAS, ST,

SABAS (1), 8T, Apr. 24, a Gothic officer,
martyred at Rome, with seventy others 1
Aurelian. (4A4. S8. Boll. 24 Apil, i

SABAS (2), April 12, a more ¢
Gothic martyr, who suffered under A
king of the Goths towards the end of the fourth
century. His acts seem genuine, and rl,m,lm
many interesting details of Gothic life in lands
bordering on the Danube. Thus village
with its head men and communal respons .1|1li1v,
appear in cap. iil. After various tortures he \\--:L;
drowned in the river Musaeus, which flows into
the Danube. The acts in the form of an
epistle from the Gothic church to the church of

H via, whither Soranus, who was “ Dyx
had sent his relics. (Ruinart. Aciq
670; A4, SS. Boll. \]:1\1 ii
78); C. A. A. Scott, ¢
, 1885, p. 80. Uu the tn
n where he suffered there
article in the Sitzungshe

ad. 1881-82, t. xcix. p. 4
r Tomaschek, of the University of
[G.T. S

ABAR (3), a monk of Mount Sinai.
, with many of the brethren, at thu h
he Saracens, who invaded Pal
Arabia under Mavia their queen, De

Soz. H. E. vi. 38.)

ar

1!

r:( Urr‘ fr-n
of the re
exh: 1u~;ti\
Wiener A
Pro

8

fe

SABAS (4), one of the original Messalian
or Euchite leaders, condemned at a council, and
exiled by Flavian of Antioch. [Euvcurres, Vol
I1. p. 2595 cf. Ceill. x. 47.] [G. T. 8.

SABAS (b) (Z¢BBas), 1:)\]1-\1\ of Paltus in
yria Prima (Le Quien, Or. ii, 799). He
was present at the council of Antioch, c. 445, in
the matter of Athanasius 10p of Pe , and
took an active part (Haxd. i ), 583, 587, 594,
5953 Tillem, xiv. 630). He was also prominent
the council of Constan
Eutyches (Hard. ii. 1 ‘
xv. 283, 285, 511-513, 534), and at R halcedon m
451 g the condemnation of Diosc

(Hard, ii. Tillem. xv. In 458 he
subscribed the letter of his ]l-lll‘.‘i:x‘:\'.' to the

emperor Leo I. (Mansi, vii. 549). [(.:. H.E
SABAS (6),

(nu der of the [,.-m,
A.D. 459, near C
t years 1>]|l hn entere -1 a nei

( ‘l:l.‘ :‘.

abbat in Palestine and
t. Sabas., He wasborn
area in Cappado At
n]n-ll."i.]l'_:Il]l‘]‘.!Lr--

'ti-n::_r
in the

At l]]l: af
as an anchorite
lesert, wh a cavern. Several per-
sons joining him there, he laid the foundations
of his monastery on a rock on the Kidron river,
where it still remains. Cf. Murray’s Handl

for Syria, He was ordained priest by
Sallustius rch of Constantinople, in the
year 491, | Armenians united themselves
soon after tu this community, whieh led to a
mixture of Greek and Armenian rites in the
celebration of Holy Communion. Sabas u]J.Hn-._-
that the first }l:ir.‘t should be celebrs h.“i n
Armenian, but the actual words of consecration be
said in Greek, In 493 the original monastery
had increased so much that he built another ¢

short distance. He was sent as an ambe

?
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