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named Jucundus and Pela At an early age
he became an attendant, and at last chancellor
at the court of Theodebert king of Austras He
there attracted the attention of Nicetius, bishop
of Treves, and by him he was trained and raised
to rlw priesthood (G Tur. Hist, Frane.
Vit. Arid. ce. 1-5 He was Gregory's lh]Lr
mlulm.mt as to the facts in his memoir de
sancto Nicetio Treverorum episcopo (Greg. Tur.
Vitag Patrumn, c. 17), and was an adviser of Gun-
tramnus king of Burgundy (Greg. Tur. Hit.
Frane, viii. 27). On hearing of his father's
death he returned to L wes to console his
mather Pel ;L.L. who 'devoted herself to a con-
ventual i o, Tur. Hist. Frone, x. 29, and
Lib, de Glor. Conf. c. 104), while Yr for
the time, retired into solitude. He then re-
turned, built the monastery of Atan, and gave
himself up ly to ];I';I_\' ry stady, 1
active be :nce. His time was ocenpied for
the most part in copying out , wnich he
distributed among the wring churches
ies, and i to the
T to the
themn by numercus miracles,
ial devotion to St. Martin

1 he often vis
5; De Miwr. S
Arid. e. 19 sq.), and h
ery at Tours the posses of all his
goods, monasteries, |'mc'~.\\n (The Testamentum
S Aredii E tunensis, }11] lished first l\‘.
Mabillon, An nd now by Migne, Pat, Lut.
lxxi. 1143 sq., is st: it is said

and monaste

he also

» showed

5 shrine,
J"‘-’"A’.’n’."
. 24 ;

s b .-‘m lt}u ‘i tn the

ingular interes
to have been written in the eleventh year of
3 ert king of Austrasia, i.e. A.D. 572, by St.
x for himself and his mother, and enters
most minutely into the different forms of
property belonging to the trust). St. Yrieix
died A.p. 591, upwards of eigl y years of age
(Vit. S lrr- c. 33), and was buried in the
church of St. Hilary by his own arrangement
(ib. e, 34): he seems to have outlived Fortu-
natus, who wrote an ode upon him (Ven. Fortu-
natus, Misc, v 22 in Migne, f’l# Lat, 1xxxviii.
12, Duch , Hist, i. 486). His
i given his name to
St. Yrieix in the province of Vienne Haute.
(The primary mHunJ]h is Gregorius Turonensis,
Mist. Frane. c. 29, based or thisis Vita S
Awridii, .|t[1un|t\ 1 to St. Gr 'y, and given by
Mabillon, 4, S8.0. 8. B. i, 349 sq., by Boll &
Aug. v. 178 sq., and by Migne, Put.
1119 sq. The Boll. ¢ 182 8. give
another Life from Mabillon, Anal. iv. 194 sq.,
based on the
la France, iii. 364—5 3 Ceillier, Aut, Sacr. xi.
Baronius, Ann, A.D. 593, ce. 85-9.)
[J. lr]
'"YFFAN, a Welsh saint. of the sixth
century, son of Mawan, descended from Cadell
Deyrnllug, and founder of Llanstyffan in Carmar
thenshire and ].\:5115[}.‘1}};!1 in Radnorshire. He
was bardic friend of St. Teilo, and supposed to be
the author of some stanzas, entitled Faglynion
Cain Cynnwyre (Achaw y Saint, ap. Myv. Arch.
il. 24, 563 Williams, folo MSS. 652; Rees,
‘elsh 88, 161, 251). He is probably Ystyffan,
bishop of Margam, as represented in lolo Mor-
ganwg’s list. (Lib, Land. by Rees, 625.) [J.G.]

I

YVORES, Irish saint. [InnaR.]

» same material. See Hist, Litt. de |

| deacon of Gadara. The
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ZADARDAS, duke of Sardinia.

In AD.
rury the Great wrote to him }-r;;,i.-.in_\_;

him for making it a comdition of peace with the
varicines that they should become Christians,
and asking him to help the missionaries he was

sending there. (Zpp. iv. 24.) [F. D.]

ZABDAS (Zampas, ZeBepAEUS, Eutych-
3AZAS), the 1':\i1'1".'—m-\1-||t]1 I»i::hulz of Jerusalem.
According to Clinton (Fust. Kom. i. 343) he sue-
ceeded Hymenaeus in the 14th year of Diocle-
tian, A.D. 298, and after having sat 2 years was
t;,iu\\ ed by 1[1'1'|nuuA A.D. 330. Later hagiolo-
m defiance of " chronology and historical
(  to Zabdas the conversion of St.
Maurice .-m-l th-- Theban legion. He is comme-
morated as Zamdas in the Roman Martyrology,
Feb.19 (Euseb. . £, vii.32:; Chron. Fusel
Higron. ; Clinton, Fuasti Romani, i

bar
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ZACCHAEUS (1) (otherwise ZACHARIAS),
the fourth bishop of Jerusalem. The commence-
ment 1-.' his episcopate is placed in the 14th
year of Trajan, A.p. 112 (Luseb. H. F. iv. 5.
|lw|]rm1|| Huer. 1xvi. 20.  Chron. Armen. Euseb.)
Eutychius (351) assigns seven years to his epi-
scopate. [E. V.]

ZACCHAEUS (2), bishop of Caesarea, is
named iQ’ the Anonymous anthor of Praedesti-
natus (lib. i. ce. 11, 13; Migne, Patrol. liii. 591)
as having an official condemnation on the
Valentiniazs ull-i the Ptolemeites (a Valentinian
sect). No such bishop of Caesarea however is
named by Eusebius or any early writer. The
end L}\ it makes the publican of Jericho (Luke
xix. 2— ).l bishop, tnnml in the Clementines
(Hom. ii. 1; Re i. 65) seems to point to the
same person, but is too late to be trustworthy.
(Le Quien, Or. Christ, iii. 538.) (E. V.]

ZACCHAEUS (8), martyr in Palestine, on
June 7, with Alpmuuw in ‘the persecution of
Diocletian (Euseb. Marf. Pal. c. 1). In the
Menologium Graccorum, Nov. 18, he is called a
i acts of these martyrs
are printed by Assemani (279. n. 4). '
Ruinart, Acta Sinc. [C. H]

ZACCHAEUS (4), purveyor of the mon-
astery of Tabenna, in 347, when Pachomius died,
and mentioned in the life of Theodore the sue~
cessor of Pachomius (Boll. Acta S8.14 M
Vit. Patrum, lib. i. c. 29).

ZACCHAEUS (5). A treatise styled
Consultationum Zacchaei Christiani et Apollonit
Philosophi Libri Tres is attributed to a monk
named EvAGRIUS (14), who lived in the first
twenty years of the 5th century. He was
devoted to controversy, as he was also the author
of the Altercatio Simonis Jwlaei et Theophily
Christiani, lately republished by Harnack in his
Texte w. Untersuchungen, Bd, i, Hft. 3, Leipzig,

See also




ZACCHALUS

1883, which he regards as based upon and re-
l.;-.-.iuvilu' the very words and arcuments of the
ish literature of the 2nd century ; and
glm-mll} of the long Altercatio Jasonis et
Papis 2510 PELLAEUS].  The Consuwltations
ol Zace ]| eus shows the style of argument used

anti-Jew
lost

by Christian controversi lists as inst the
Pagans of the 4th centur 1 into
three books. The first r

objections of Apollonius, the second expounds |

the doctrines, and the third the practice of the
Christian Te In these bo we find
various circumstances which help to fix the date
of its composition. Thus the author refutes the

gion,

various heresies which had avisen prior to his
ones down |
makes

time. He mentions all the leac
the Arians and Novatians,
reference to those of the Pelagi
The pagan retorts on the Christian the
Paid to the images of the emperors when pr
about the adoration p: aid to pagan it
Christian J.\[ln‘ (i. 28) that t]lt
vicious one, and that llm ]\11w~'~. endeavour
hat the Christians do
incense, mor place
pped ; a point
to 1ni~¢1'|-|-:'t’.-'<-:|1

but

to no

is a
to

custom

repress it, }.m points out
not adore the
them on their
wl

1e

s to iuu \\ru[‘x‘lli
ch Ceillier eleverly man

alts

1hn |]\-.1|H|1| ms of l!I(I]I.I\IIf ism which were then
11[\“[]\ extending in Gaul, and laments the
threa |Lll|l'\ r aspect of |‘--||L|w':|1 affairs,
a great sidental information afforded

There is

in 1'lu'~'o dialogues concerning the internal con-
dition, ritual, and usages of the church about
the year 400, Tie third book of tl
subject of Antichr’st and his expected appea
ance, which the w rded as then immi-
nent. The nsultations will be found printe
in Miene's Put. Lat. t. xx. col. 1061,
D’Achery’s learned dissertation prefixed. e

a full s

£G. I
ZACCHAEUS (6), addressed by Isidore of
Pelusium (lib. i. epp. 397, 398). [C. H.]

(L. c.) gives lysis of it.

ZACHARIAS (1), Dbishop of Pella in
¢ ing Seeunda, After the visit of St. Sabbas
to Constantinople, who had been deputed by
Peter, patriarch of ;"Il.\l.l »m, to 1::\'
Justinian the impoverished condition of Pales
tine in consequence -‘1' the ravages of the |
Sumarits lll\(l(f ; . ¢. TD), Zacharias was

appointed by the emperor joint commissioner
with Antonius of don to visit the ravaged

districts, and to rej

with liberty to remit the imperial taxes and

to cause the sacred buildings destroyed by the
unun s to be rebuilt at their expense, with

a nce out of the imperial treasury (Fleury,
livre 32, ¢. 29). He subscribed the condemna-
tion of Anthimus 36 (Labbe, v. 2 (Le
Quien, Or. Christ. iii. 699.) v.]

ZACHARIAS (2), surnamed SCHOLASTICUS
shop of Mitylene, and an ecclesiastical writer
of the 6th century. He studied !ﬁnllmqﬂn at
Alexandria, and civil law at Beyrout. He then
became bish Y
i wl of L He was present at the cou
"--11~1:Lnliun1|\- held under Meunas A.D.
re Anthimus Severus and the other chi
the Acephali were condemned.

shos.

fs of

t to him on their condition, |
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(11 A dialogue ealled
usses with a disciple
Alexandrian philesopher, the
eternity of the world. (2) A
the Manicheans. (3) He is
comuentators upon Aris-

the

Ammonius,

following w

W h- rein ]w {
of \mmulu’h
doc

3 lhu
1inst

G ed. Harles, t. =x.
Pp- - his works see Migne, P. @.
t. 1011). See next article. [G. T. S.]

ZACHARIAS (8), usually styled RugTOR,
and ¢ ribed as Melitene, cire. 540,
and author of an Eccl \'ll stical History in Syriac
extending from Constantine tothe twentieth yer

of Justinian, the tirst part derived from Socrates

the second from Theodoret, and the 1«].\.1|:l_:
his owWn ex y ce, :\]:H }Jl'inll_!-i a 1‘]‘:L'_{I.m:1}f l:‘f

bishop of

it in his Seriptt. Vet. Nov. Coll. t. x. The entire
work has been discovered among the Nitrian
3, It is described in Wright’s Caf. Syr.
. il 1046, It |1a~ been printed in twelve

books in Anecdota tacd, t. iii., Leiden, 1870,
by Land; who however has shown (Praef,
pp. Vvii., xii,) that this Zacharias is identical with

Zacharias of Mitylene, that he wrote in Grees
and that of the twelve hooks but five (iii.—vii.)
are due to him, Wright (4 ¢. p. 1126) mentiors
two other tracts written by him—viz., A Life of
[sai h of Scete, and a narrative of the death of
Theodusius, bish Jerusalem., See Assem.
B, 0. ii. 54-62. This history is often quoted by
Evagrius, I, E. [G. T. 8.]
ZACHARIAS (4), patriarch of Jerusalem,
AD. 609-629 (Clinton, Fast. Fom. ii ), who
according to The Anastasi and the
Chronicon Alexandrinum, Isaae in the
seventh year of In the sixth
year of his patriarchate, ating

(i}

TeniE

Phoeas,

t arms of

Chosroes 11, Persia 1 » walls the
Holy City, ch fell after 18 days’ siege, with
a loss of liv than doub ]-' that
number being ] The con-

v most sacred
wood of the
ith him into
nui harias with
|-]:|iu. Modestus, abbot

heodosius, was appointed
»

queror also becan 1
treasure of Ihv( l!l|~ 1an \\|11|1 the

stery of St. 'l
f the captive patr

Vi 0 rch, After 14 y«
o ity, Zacharias was at liberty, and re-
turning to Jerusalem, A.p. 628, w ith the hallowed

relic, resumed his episcopal duties, which he con-
tmlu:l to exercise till his de -llh \\]mi-,.luul ling
to the Greek \Ium-_u A, OCCUTT 21, A.D, 6% 29,
Immediately after i
Persia, Zacharias shep-
]l"l\lll.‘-.“ tlock,” Th aroipdyre mwolury, and to the
other churches which had suffe red from the in-
road of C oes, and “the orphan children left
in them. charias deseribes himself as mwor-
phy Tamwewds Epnuos alyudAwtos Zaxaplas éAd-
xtoros. He draws a terrible picture of the
moral condition of the remaining population of
Jerusalem, whom he charges with luxury,
ydless carelessn of lite, He ad-
monishes them that, so far from its being for
any good deeds of their own that they were
51 m-_'d God had rather been gracious to them as
]'Elp]‘nl.l.’\lt’ﬁ, to give them time for repentance and
amendment of life. Let them profit by the
warning, hear and fear and not forget God’s

mer in

to his #

He published | | terrible |ulwnu-ma which they had so unde-
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servedly escaped. He goes on to remind them
that Hn\ and the eaptives were still one body,
and calls on them to stretch out a helping hand
according to their ability, and concludes with a
moving -{n-uu] tion of the ¢ aptive
men, \\Juiu\\h infants, all fellow prisoners, feliow
slaves, deserving their compassion and their aid.
This letter was first publisheld by
appendix to Chrysostom, le educ
Par. It is to be found int
ed. ii

‘ombefis

A8 an
mudis liberis

Puti Hui

Lug:

grevheaded |
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of his being aided,

the Roman
Such aid was given,
compelled to
But the latter
the

instead of being opposed, by
against duke Trasimund,
ani the feudatory duke was
surrender himself to the king.
still delayed the restoration of
Thereupon the pope, accompanied
by a body of his elergy, went himself to Luit-
prand, was still m the territory of the
duchy of Spoletium, where he had received the
of simund,  Anastasius gives a
ceount of the reception which the pope

torces

cities.

who

submission

!!H\\m 4

Graec. xv - | met with. and of the impression he made upon
Graee. x. i, 249,) | the Lombard king. An honourable escort, it s
[E. ¥.] | said, was sent to comluct him on his way, and

ZACHARI: AS (5), bishop r,r[)..] ain P I{_‘n,. the king h'u!m']f came ont from the city of
in cent, viii. There is an istle extant from | Interamna (Zerni) to meet him. There, after
Peter Mansur to Za werning the Body | services in the church of St. Valentinus, the

and Blood of Christ in St. Joan, Damasc. opp-
t. i. p. 655, Paris, 1712, (Le Quien, Or. Christ.
iii. 580.) I. 8.]

ZACHARIAS (6), }vi*lnn}\ of Rome, from

L{'-.

ov, 30, A,p. 741 to 14 March, A.D. 752
elected four days only after the death !
predecessor Gre y 111 He was a Gr

of one Polychronius (Ana
circumstances of the time (see G
precluded any confirmation of the ele
the Exarch of Ravenna; nor was this token of
Rome’s political subjection to the eastern em-
perors ever afterwal resumed. The old con-
nection between Rome and Constantinople was
not, however, fur theoretically broken.

the son

hy

ds

For

80

Zacharias, after his accession, sent th
to

the Con
s to the emp
the imperial city
Artabasdus,

]u‘!lh
church, and emissari
tinus. They found
possession of the
mained there till the
lnu latter part of the P

r them, anted to the po ecably to
nis request made throuch them, the perpetual
possession of certain lands called Nymphae and
Norains (Anas in Zach.). It will be seen
below that Zacharias had meanwhile done
emperor good service in checking the Lombard
king’s intend of the exarchate
Ravenna, which was still included in the emp

Zacharias, on his accession to the see, fo ur\!
the affairs of Italy in a troubled state. Charles
Martel, whose protection against the Lombards
the previous pope had implored, and who had

synodical

in
but

usurper

re-
emperor’s restoration in

43, when he sent

et

and g

Vit.

as,

41
Lne

of

invasion

| sabine

| retur

at length responded by sending an emba to |
Rome, had died, Oct. The Lombard

Luitprand, who had retired from the Roman
territory after the arrival of Charles Martel’s

emissaries, still retained the four cit ies (Ameria,
Hortae, ]--lnn.nmnn and Blera), ed by
t]wt‘e-lll; and he was preparing for anoth
vasion. Recent events had
cense him iinst the Romans: for Trasimund,
the revolted duke of Spoletium, who, with the
duke of Beneventum, had been protected against
him by Gregory 11, had, with aid of
army, recove 1 om ; but he h;
to fulfil his alleged promise to the pope
aided him of recovering for Rome
eities afor held ||

him

been suct

man

1 failed
who had
the four
Imtjur and,

said which

were

Zacharias, therefore, immedis itely after his acces- |

sion, sent an embassy to the Lombard k
w]mll obtained from him a promise to restore
these four cities; but on condition, apparently,

| tilities.

g, on the following Saturday, in a [wri\"m
lew, was so moved (we are told) by the
- [llml-.t[l\“wnu that he solemnly 1-‘111"-]|-|
to him, not only the four but also the
papal patrimony that had been seized in the
territory, concluded a treaty of peace
the Roman duchy twenty years, and
ed liberation of the Roman
hat had been tak
Subsequently, during the ordination of
a bishop in the same church of St. Valentinus,
at which the king was present, we are informed
further that the sweetness of the pope’s prayers
was such to move many of the Lombards te
tears; and also that the pepe one Sunday invited
the king to dinner, and received him with such
sweet and hilarity of rt that the latter
declared that he never remembered having been
entertained so well. Zacharias,
ied to Rome, where with
people he returned to e

visited and received possession of all [h.
cities on his w But the 1]| 15
with involre

Illh-\,

with for

so the

pri-
'n during previous hos-

as

ness 7

thus successf r-f
the as

ple thanks

|||',[l e

tome did ‘not

Luitprand’s igns ¢ st

rally. Acec dingly in 743 , took
possession of the cit L of not fax
from Ravenna, and pre e the latter
city. The rch E *hins and the bishop

John sent to 111|l\|n1‘v the intervention of the
pope, who at their in sought
interview with Luitprand, in order to d
from his purpose. He \\.'vut lil'.';T

request an
* him

to Rave

whence, having been haile re as a deliv i
he proceeded to ||111|u]t (!u' ), where the king
then was. The pope’s ambassadors, who had
preceded him, Luitprand had refi to receive ;
but the pope himself, when he heard of his
approach, he caused to be honourably escorted
from the iks of the Po, and re ed him

inction as 1
ia]n'l': 1

dist
and

with

ence

The personal influ=
of

Zacharias were

again successful, not without
difficulty (post » duritiam, says Anasta-
sius) that he ob ul his re quest. At le h

the king

consented to relinguish his des

inst the e hate, retaining only a third
't of the territory of Caesena, as a security
till aml :E|w1'~_. sent to the emperoxy, should

The
at the end «

return, arrival of Zacharias at Pavia was

the final cese

f June, A.D. T43, and
sion of the whole t ry of Caesena was
reed to be made on the lst of June in the
dlowing year; before which time Luitprand

died Ile wa

; viz., in the January of T44.
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geeded at first by his nephew Hildebrand, whom
he had previously associated with himself in the
kingdom ; but this prince being unacceptable to
the Lombards, they conspired against him, and
elected Rachis, duke of Forum Julii (Friuli) as
their king. 'To him Zacharias immediately sent
an embassy, and obtained from him a confirma-
tion of the treaty of peace twenty years that
had been concluded with Luitprand. Rachis,
however, after u]mlun" it for four or h\v years,
at length broke it I'|_\ '||_\-H__’ b

o
for

(Perujia). weharias, trusting once more to
]...]\-mml powers of persuasion, at once sou
him there, with a company of clerey and not-

ables, and induced him to1
up the city into his han ¢
this proved so amenable to his 1

more :
gious influence that he repaired to Rome, abdi-
cated, and became a DBenedictine monk in the
n Mount C: His wife and
hters also accompanied him to Rome, and
life ‘ent for nuns,
founded ed in
Mount C

monastery (
da

in a co

of

851

was succeeded by his brother Aistulph, a.p. 749,
to whom Zacharias immedintely sent a legation,
and obtained from him a confirmation of the
treaty of peace for twenty years. How little

Aistulph afterwards r this treaty will be

scen under StepHEN I, The recorded action
and success « i in the transactions

is

above described show h er as well
his ('ii]r.‘l]li“:il‘t‘w I & VEery ligl He
took prompt and etfective measures to meet exi-
gencies as they arose, and was ever ready to act

personally, regardless of trouble or
Peculiarly striking wns the power of
sonal influence over the Lombard k

W

true that Luitprand appe: o have been a man
neither headstrong nor violent, and open to reli-
us influences; he had yielded ]:l‘u\'iuu\'\ to
the personal remonstrances of ( rory 11 whe n
on the point of bes id had tre
that pope also with honour and def Tence.

neither the action nor the success of (
were on a par with those
former had in pe
camp, when Rome was in imme
had succeeded so tar as to save the holy city
No more: —the latter, when not himself in
immediate danger, and in one case when it was
not the Roman duchy but the
archate at Ravenna that was thr
took |n1=__L" .i--nm--_\"’ to the Lombard kings where-
ever they might be, and induced them to relin-
quish their entire schemes of conquest. Zacharias

ging Rome,

But

oone

iate dan

emperor's ex-
tened, under-

must have been a man of great courage, faith,
and self-reliance, to make such bold attemp! Ta;
and there must also have been r
peculiarly winning and persuasive in his cha

il the autho
of his office, to pl'nl"ll'-' Hl*h
these, We may well
Anastasius is not mere ly indul
laudation of popes, when he
“vir mitissimus, atque s
tate ornatus, tardus ad
miserandum, nulli malum malo reddens,
Begue vindictam secundum tribuens,
sed pius et misericors a tempore ordinationis
Suae omnibus faectus,” The mention made al
Ol some of the warlike Lombards ving

ter and | ring, over s above
and sacredness

results g

believe that
is habit of
him as
boni-
velox ad

scribes

lavis,

ommnigue

scendum, et

pio

meritum

o

been

! further .

| anthority, woul

| 1 3 e
and hence it was natural
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moved to tears
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}Ii.'\ Save=
one element
mal influence over them : and it
gnificant that [ t] ul is said to have
h;.-u o not only deeply moye by his pious exhorta-
tions in private 1|111\1|-\\~ but also charmed
with him as a pleasant host, when, "1.|\|1\ laid
in due , he was entertained
at dinner.

The action of Zac

by the very manner of
irch may sug t

15

SeAs0l by him

1ariag, so far dese ribed, was

of

great historical importance. He was the
means of sav il\g the exarchate of Ravenna from
becoming part of the Lombard ki edom 3 for it

is evident that, b -ut for him, the eas
would have been powerless to
less imj

T EIPeT
in it. Not
were the

rtant, as the s ue 1l shew:
relations he maintained with the kinedom of the
Franks, his most n action in this re-
gard being the sanction e gave to the deposi-
tion of Childeric, and to Pippin’s consecration
as ]-'.i||;_" T of the Merovingian dynasty,
descended from Clovis, of whom C ,

the last, had become effete pupp

norable

he king

deric was
ts in the hands

¥
had

the mayors of the palace, w nc- were alre;
de

1cto, thourh

not Such

y the great C Martel : and
such was his son Pippin, who, after the retire-
ment of his other Carloman to monastie life
(of which hereatter), had become the sole ruler
With the concurrence of the magnat of the
kingdom, he conc the idea of deposing the
15e t, and himselt assuming the title

and prero ves of royalty, of which he already

the

ercised power. Dut it was considered
necessary, or at any rate get full
ecclesiastical sanction for t n Propose
Accordingly, an embassy (consisti of DBur-

chard, bishop of Wurzbure, and Fulrad, abbat

of St l'\-:u_x[r-) was sent to Zacharias,
him whether it were lawful from

ous point of view. The question

'n ised among controversialists as to

whether this app tion implied an acknow-
ledgment at that period of hist
to 2 of lll[i"

]Ill\\i']

will, or
hizhest a
casuistry. There in the
t the application to support the first of
even if Zacha-
thing would
can .‘Jl' noe reason-
rded
t that of

.ml'-|,| of

recorded

Y, on

of

terms

conten
1 refused
been done.

53 and possib
his sarection, the
Still, shere

]I'I\'I‘
.|| \.- do nnr that Pippin ‘and his Franks rq

anction as (‘H'\k'l'l]"' with it

]....

were sincere _\ anxious to
, since the conversion of
Clovis, had been Cathol in faith, and were

tomed to le up to the pope with ]:m'll]'.
rence, as St. Peter’s representative and the
The recent work of St. Boniface

reve
church’s head.

in the Icin-_flmn,l-.-.l 1 as he did rm pope’s
commission, h f devoted in his allegiance to
him, and inculeating everywhere his supreme

1 tend to strengthen the hold of

the

Roman see on the cons
devont

believer in the religion he had taught,
should shrink from his contemj till
he had been assured from Rome itself that he
micht take it without dang Such

meaning and purpose
yindeed { Vit. Curof.

s to have been t
of the transaction. Eg
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Magn.) says the change was made * jussu,”
“ auctoritate ”

and
of the Roman pontiff; but such
language does not imply any theory then held
as to

the pope’s power to dispose, on his own
motion, of earthly thrones. The chromi-
s purpose is to justify the change as not
having been made without the sanction of the
}ln'huwt ecclesiastical authority. The reply of

as being h\lmmblu, Childeric was sent
into a monastery, having had his long hair, the
token rovalty, ecut and Pippin was
1'|\|‘m.1|‘.'\' elected as king, elevated on a shield,
according to the custom of the race, and also
anointed at Sc -] h_\' the Frank (:14.’['_\_'}':7 |-}'
St. Boniface, according to some accounts, though
this is doubtful. (‘--.L Bowiracius Mogux L[—
~NExs1s.) The pope'’s action in thus sanctioning
the usurpation of Pippin is not likely to offend

of off

any of the present day, except such as still
believe in a divine right inherent in all kings

of ancient dynas The Merovingian dy
seems at that time to have outlived its us
ness, and its retention to have become af
and it was evidently best for the kingdom w h.Ln
desired it that the real rulers should be recog-
nised as having the right to rule, and that the

theory of allegiance to a useless shadow should
cease, Nor is it fair to accuse Zacharias of
having been actuated by inter 1 motives.

True it is that his action was politic: for it
beund the Carlovingian kings more firmly than
ever to the Roman see; and Pippin may be sup-
]nmd to have been in a great measure moved in\'
! itude, when he afterwards rescued the ex-
archate from the Lombards, and bestow ed it on

St. Peter in the person of pope Stephen IIL
Zncharias may have foreseen some such possible
result ; but still, if his verdict was justifiable
in itself, he should be allowed the eredit of |

disinterested motives. He had shown previously
no desire to usurp the rights of the emperor
over the exarchate. He had saved it from being
taken possession of by Luitprand, with no appa-
rent de " alienating it from the emperor, to
whom he had left it to hold it as he could. Nor
are the popes before and after him to be justly
reproached, as they are by Protestant
writers, for see L]H r Or acce ]:11111r<ln11111n||11 which
belons : 1t to the emperor, whose subjects
1m\ Gregory III. had indeed invited
Charles Martel to come to the rescue, offering
him the title of patrician of Rome, and the
allegiance which had been in former times due

s0me

were.

to Constantinople ; but this was when the only
hope of rescue was from France, and when the
emperor could or would do nothing for him.
Stephen afterwards accepted gratefully from

Pippin temporal dominion over territory that
had been once the emperor’s; but it w then
no longer hi It had
the Lombard king, and then from him by
Pippin 3 and, if it had been nominally restored
to the emperor, he would have been powerless
to retain it. These were the only two practical
alternatives; that of the pope becoming a sub-
ject of the Lombard king, or that of his becom-
ing
the
surel

c

by

king of the Franks. And the popes are
y not to blame for preferring the latter
alternative, whatever may thought of the
subsequent results of the * damnosa haereditas ”
thus acquired.

be

been wrested from him |

a temporal potentate under the protection of |
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The deposition of Chiideric was probably in
the year 751. Four years previously (A.D. 747)
Carloman the brother of Pippin (who, after
their father Charles Martel’s death, had shared
with him the government of the kingdom
ruling over Austrasia, Alamannia, and Thu-
1mum) had resigned his dominion to his brother,
and gone to Rome to devote himself to mHIhIsh(.
life. His renuuciation of the world was not
due to any incapacity for the position he held
(for he is said to have been an efficient ruler,
and successful in war), but to religious aspir:
tions, induced by his intercourse with St. Boni-
face, whom he had supported and aided in his
work of evangelization, and whose disciple he
had been. We are told (in Vit. Bonifac, lib. 1,
36, apud Swr. 10, 8, die 5 Jun.) that, before
receiving instruction from the saint, *‘he had
known little of the Christian religion, but that
t 1 his exhortations he so advanced in the
and love of God that he learnt to adminis

t or
alike wisely divine and buman things, an
became aware that secular powers profited

divine
’

the celebration of
tic life is jnilu

from
), to which the

nothing apart
worshi

mo.

His conversion and retirement from the world
illustrate the influence of St. Boniface in the
kingdom of the Franks, and the increasea
reverence which would Ilu mee acerue towards
the Roman Se According to Anastasius (in
Vit. Zachar.) Carloman went first to Rome,

where he offer himself to St. Peter, and was
by pope Zacharias himself devoted to monastic
life. Thence, according to the Frank annalists,
he went in the first ce to the monastery on
mount Soracte, which he restored from the
e of ruination to which it had been reduced
the Lombar and remained there some
years; but, being disturbed and annoyed by
the v L\!Tw of Frank nobles on their ws 1y to R ome,
he escaped by night with only one uuhwu.lumu,
1d knocked for admission at the door of the
Benedictine monastery on mount Cassino with-
out revealing his name, but npw-ulnmf him-
self as a homicide, and guilty of all manner of
erimes, who eraved a place of penitence. There
he was for some time subjected to severe proba-
{ion, as being an unknown novice of barbarian
race, was sent to work in the kitchen, and beaten
by the cook. At length his companion who had
entered the convent with him, having retaliated
on the cook by hitting him with all his force
with a pestle, and having been called to account
in consequence, revealed the unknown stranger’s
name and rank. The terrified monks fell down
at his feet, imploring pardon; but he in return
fell down at theirs, declaring that he was not
Carloman, but a sinner and a homicide. After
this, we are told, he was treated with great
reverence, but continued to lead the life of a
humble and obedient monk. (Eginhard, in Vit.
Car. Magn. ; Chron. an. 576; Leo
Ostiens. tn Chron. Cassin. 1. 1, ¢. 7.) For his
subsequent journey to France in obedience to
his abbat's orders, and his death in a monastery
at. Vienne, see under StepHanus 1L

Many interesting letters, that passed between
pope Zacharias and Boniface, remain, showing
the close intercourse kept up between them.
In 742 DBoniface wrote to the new pope, pro-
fessing his devout obedience to him, and his
desire to maintain the unity of the church

1.-\'

Regino, n
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nnder St. Peter’s see
he had constitu

3 informing him also that

three in Germany
(Wiirzburg, Buraburg, and Erfurt), and desiring
the confirmation of them. He
requested leave to assemble a synod, as he had
been desired to do by Carloman, for correcting
the grievous abuses of the church, and especially
the immao ¥ in the dominions
of that prince. He asked further for permission
to nominate (as he says he had been directed to
do by Gregory l11.) a successor to himself, to
take his lll:ll s own death., At the end
of his letter he ventures to complain of the
retention and allowance at Rome of cer
pagan customs, the report of which impeded
own success, and which he therefore reque
the pope to prohibit; and also of Frank bisl
and priests who had been guilty of fornic
and .'Ill':lli-‘]l resorting to Rome, and coming
back with the pope's alleged licence to them to
ir ministry.  To this letter Zacharias
replied, according the requested

Secs

pope’s

resume

the

ion «

new sees and of the synod s forbidding Boniface
to designate his own successor unl he should
be on the point of death; promising to put a

stop to the pagan rites at Rome; and bidding
him give no credence to the immoral ¢l
who said they had got the p
officiate. Afterwards (probably
letters were addressed by Zachay
one in August, the other in
first of which he assents to the
three metropolitan sees in northern Gaul (at
Rouen, Rheims, and Sens), desired by Boniface
after a council that had been held under the
auspices of both Pippin and Carloman; and he
sends therewith three palls, with directions for
their use. But in the second letter he expresses
his extreme surprise that Boniface had subse-
quently applied for one pall only (viz. in
behalf of Grimo, appointed to the see of Rouen),
and had complained (this being presumably the
reason why one only was asked for) of the
simoniacal exaction of large sums of money for
the granting of palls at Rome. In a later letter
(not dated) Boniface attributes the failure of
the promised application for the three palls,
not to his own L'|L:l[1_'_gn of purpose, but to that

3) two
5 to Bonifuce,
November ; in the

of the Franks (meaning, we may suppose, Pippin
and Carloman), who, he says, were still hesi-
tating. Whether the cause of their hesitation
was the alleged expense of procuring palls from
Rome, or some other difficulties in the way, we
are not told, Zach: , in his reply to the
first of the above mentioned letters, earnestly
denies the existence of the abuse complained of.
It may have been practised by his officials with-
out his knowledge ; for it is not likely that
Boniface would have complained without
ground. That it had existed previously ap-
peared from its 1 ing said of Gregory I. that he
had himself refused to accept :11'13' gifts in
return for palls, and had also passed a decree
mn council, prohibiting the abuse in all future
time. But it may have continued notwith-
a't_;mclin;:, whether with the personal connivance
of the popes or not; and it is well known
how it became in later times a la source of
revenue to the Roman see. In this same letter
acharias confirms to Boniface the jurisdiction
given him by previous popes over all Bavaria,
and extends it, to be exercised in the name of

also |

formation of
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Rome, over the whole of Gaul (Epp. Zachar. iv.
and v.) In the 745 (this is the probable
date: see Pagi, ¢ritic., ann. 744, iv.) two notable
heretical impostors, Aldebert, a Gaul, and
Clemens, a Scot, who had been condemned and
deprived b in a council held under
Pippin and Carloman, were at his request con-
demned also in a council held by Zacharias at
Rome. For an account of their errors and pre-
tensions ALDEBERT, and CLeMENS (4).
Boniface, in his letter to the pope about them
(see Coneil. Koman. I1.; Labbe, t. viii. p. 209),
complains that they still continued to have a
following, and to incense the people against
himseif, and prays that they may not only be
condemned at Rome, but that Carloman should
be directed by the apostolic see to put them in
prison, and thus preclude their further inter-
course with men. Zacharias did not comply
with this latter request. They were only von-
demned, deprived, and excommunicated in the
Roman synod, but with place allowed them for
repentance (¢b., and Ep. Zackar. ix.). In a subse-
quent epistle (Zp. viii.) the pope directs Boni-
face to hl‘ii]lt_( the es of these two heretics,
who were evidently still at liberty, before a
council about to be held, and d with them
rding to the canons in concert with the
prince, if they should be found penitent, but
otherwise to send them to Rome for the jil\l{-
ment of the holy s The main purpose of the
council here referred to was to receive answers
from the pope to certain questions on religious
matters which had been referred to him by
Pippin, The answersare arranged under twenty-
seven heads, and contained in a letter addressed
“ad Pippinum Majorem Domiis, itemque ad epi-
SCOPOS, abbates, et proceres Francorum.” l'Jn‘y
relate to the powers of metropolitans, the dress
of clergy and monks, the marriage of cleries, the
discipline of monks and nums, private chapels,
wiul marriages, adultery, and other kindred

by Boniface

see

ac

In one instance of reference to Rome the pope
decided against DBoniface, though generally
supporting him in all he did, and enjoining full
nce to him., A Bavarian st, ignorant
of Latin, had administered bantism with the
words, “ Baptizo in nomine Patria, et Filia, et
Spiritua Sancta;” and Boniface had declared
the Baptism invalid, and ordered the pe to
be baptized again. Twa presbyters, YVirgilins
and Sidonius, who appear to have been in other
respects hostile to Boniface, informed the pope,
who thereupon wrote to Boniface forbidding
repetition of the baptism, on the ground that a
mere mistake in language, involving no heretical
intention, did not invalidate the Sacrament (%
Zach. vi.). One of the complainants on tl
occasion, Virgilius, was afterwards himself
accused of heresy by Boniface, who wrote to
the pope on the subject. His heresy consisted
in holding that there is enother world, with
sun and moon and other men, below the earth,
The man had probably got hold of a more cor-
rect view of the solar system than was under-
stood at the tim which view was construed
into heresy., Zacharias (Ep. x.) directs Bomface
to expel him from the church, if convicted of
such tenets, and says that he had requested the
1 duke Otilo to send him to Rome to be
Various other questions, many of

ohe

s0n

examine
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them relating to minutine of ece
observanc e, appear from the extant correspond-
ence to have been from time to time referred
by Doniface to Zacharias, and to have been
replied to by the latter.

From one of the pope’s letters (Fp. ix.) it
appears that it had been prop to make
Cologne the metropolitan see of ve, and
that the pope had confirme: cement.
But, some dilliculties having en, he allowed
him afterwards to remain at Mainz, which he
constituted the metropolitan see of him and his
successors, with jurisdiction over all Germany
as li:lL""L‘.l' of the .‘Llua\l’n”r see. He also allowed
him at length to nominate a successor to him-
self, in leration of his age and infirmity
(Epp. xiil,). In another letter exemption
for ever from all episcopal jurisdiction except
that of Rome is eranted to the DBenedictine
mona y of Fulda, which Boniface had
founded, and to which he had expressed his
desire to retire at last, and to be buried there,

Previous to the Roman synod assembled, as
aforesmid, for entertaining the case of Adelbert
and Clemens, one was held by A.D,
743, after his return from his visit 1;- | mlmml
at Pavia, at which canons were passed, directed
against clerical irregularities and incestuous
marriages, On the latter head it is observable,
as also in repeated injunctions to Boniface and
the Franks, that -:[»iritl'-il |']1t1u11-.|u‘|, con=
tracted by apunwh]nl\ in baptism, is insisted as
a bar to intermarriage Ullm]]'\ with consan-
guinity.

Zacharias is named by pope Hadrian (Ep. ad
Irenem et Constantin.) as having, as well as
other popes, remonstrated with the emperor
Constantine Copronymus on the subject of
image-worship. He is said by Anastasius to
have restored and embellished the Lateran
palace, to have offered various ornaments to St.
Peter’s and other churches, to have redeemed at
his own cost Christian slaves who had been
r by Venetian merchants for sale in
Africa, to have hlished,
devoted to the perpetnal possession of the
Romz m see, sever: 1l farms (called **domus
cultae ”) in the papal patrimony, to have trans-
lated the Dialocues of Gregory I. into Greek, to
]lil\l' |Ei.‘ﬂ'\|\"’['>“l n ‘hl‘ I.ilfﬁ']il[l ]';ll‘l[.'l a _'_'l"-'l1
treasure, viz. the head of St. George the Martyr,
and also to have been bountiful in almsgiving,
a lover and |--'n|r1<.u1 of the ele EY, and in all
respects kind, for o, and charitable. He
died 14th March, A.p. 752, and was buried in the
church of St. Peter. He is thus noticed as a
saint in the Roman Mart ¢ Maxrtii xv.,
Romae Natalis 8. Za ae, qui Dei
ecclesiam  summa vigilantia g:l.l-u]m\n et
clarus meritis quievit in pace.” [J. B—v.]

(7) :l\In];tL'd son of Gegnoe-

ZACHARIAS

sius, the eminent Paulician teacher. At his

fathe death, in 745, he became his successor
as leader of the sect, in the neighbourhood of
Samosata, Mananalis, etc. (Phot. ¢. Man. i. 19;
Pet. Sic. Hist. Man. i. 80 3 Neander, Ch. Hist. v.
2.) [M. B. C.]

ZACHARIAS (8), ]:ihimli of Edessa, orici-

nally a Stylite monk, who was dragged from his
lar and forcibly consecrated on the retirement

iastical |

| 428 i, 112, 1143

| him, was accustomed to spend whole d

furnished, and |

ZIENO

of Simeon to a solitary life among the mountaing
of Samosata. He was deposed A.p. 761, and
led by Elias, (Assem. Bill. Graec. i.
Dionys. Chron.) [E. V.]

ZALLA, an Arian Goth in the time of Totila
who put to death all the clergy or monks
who fell into his hands. A ant he was
torturing to make him di e his pro-
perty w concealed. exclaimed that he had
committed it to St. Benedict. Zalla then bound
his arms with thongs, and desired him to conduct
him to the monastery, where they found the saint
sitting reading outside. Zalla shouted to him
to give up [u_-:ls:mt's property, \\-hz_‘aw_‘ulmn

Was succe

St. Benedict lifted up his eyes, and at his glance
the thongs fell off the peasant’s arms. The
terrified Zalla fell down at the saint’s feet, and

besought his prayers. The saint continued
reading, but directed the monks to take in
and refresh Zalla, and on his return warned
him to desist from his cruelties in future.
(Gregorius, Dial. ii. 31.) [F. D.]

ZEBENNUS, bishop of Eleutheropolis in
Palaestina Prima, in the reign of Theodosius, to
whom the graves of the prophets Habakkuk and
Micah were said to have been made known by
divine revelation (Soz. K. E. vii. 29). He
attended the council at Diospolis against the
Pelagians in 415 (Augustin. ¢. Julian. lib. i.
¢. &; Labbe, ii. 1532) (Le Quien, Or, Christ. iii.
639). [E. V.]

ZEBINAS (1), martyr. [GERMANUS (51).]

ZEBINAS (2), a cel
ascetic of Syria, who acco
received h‘ luuulu]-t from those who had seen
ys and
s standing in prayer, sap pnitn--f ]unndt
in his advancing years on a staff. He was alse
famous for his hospitality, and was regardedl
r the ascetics of his time as their father ¢
ster and the exemplar of all virtues.
buried in the villare of Citta, near
f retirement, and a church was built
He had as disc :allll‘:«' the famous

rated solitary and
ding to the account

Relig. c. xxiv.). (E. V.]

ZEBINUS (ZEBeNNUS), the eleventh bishop
of Antioch, succeeded P hl]-tm A.D, 229, Hesat
and was by Babylas,

A.D. 238 (E uh H E. vi. 24; E
Armen. ; Hieron. Chron.; Clinton, fust. Kom.).

[E. V.

for mine ye

seb. Chron.

ZENAS, monk. [SERENUS (2).]
ZENO (1), soldier and confessor at Alexandria

in the Decian persecution. [PIOLEMAEUS
[C.

ZENO (2) 1., bishop of Tyre, suecessor
Paulinus. According to Epiphanius (Ha
§ 4, p. 730), hu was one of the bishops to whom
Alexander of Alexandria wrote to warn them
acainst Arius, when banished from Alexandria
he was e -ndeavouring to worm himself inte the
confidence of the P L]\‘-llnllﬂ clergy. The suc-
cession of the bishops of Tyre at this epoch is
uncertuin, and cannot be determined s
factorily. Tillemont seeks to solve the difficulty
by inferring from Epiphanus’s epithet, apxaios

15~

N0 (4,
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of % long standing” (Zyvwvl Ton épxaly év Tipy),
that Zeno had resigned his see through old
to Paulinus, as Narcissus had done to Alex
at Jerusalem (Tillemont, Mém. FEceles. vi,
vii. 648). DBut unless the authority of the
catalogues be discarded altogether, it is certain
that Zeno was among the bishops at the council
of Nicaea (Labbe, ii, 51). [E. V.]

[E
ZENO (3) 11, of Tyre. He was
ordained by Meletius to the see of Tyre, which
was then filled by Diodorus, in vielation of
canons, latter refused to withdraw
from the communion

his rival patriarch,
Paulinus 3 thus perpetu o and extending the

bishop

hecause the

of

unhappy Antiochene schism (Rufin. /. . ii. 21 ;
Fact He attended the ortho-
dox synod at Tyana in 565 (Labbe, ii. 837 ; Soz.
H, E. vi, 12); that held by Meletius at Antioch
in 379 (H--.»hm. Vet. R . Monmm.
cf. 1. 176 ; Labbe, 8§94): and the oecu-
menical at Constantinople in 381 (¥

2

955). In he united with Basil and other
leading eastern prelates in the memorial drawn
up by Meletius to the ]p\\ln||\ of the we
th'lll]\ imploring their he '\- inthe struee

were ear on against heresy (DBasil. :
L'i‘.'J; Le Quien, Or. ( o, i1, 805 ; Tillemont,
Mem. I viii, 767, note xiii.; C-]l | :
Aut, Feclds. tom, vi.).

ZENO (4), a young

man of (

his brothers, Eusebiu il Nestabis, was mar-
tyred Ly his heathen fellow-townsmen under
circumstances of peculiar atroeity in th i

of Julian, .

(_Hu.(. H E.

vi. 9.) |
Majuma, the port of
tth century. He
brothers, Eunsebius,

namesake Zeno, who

ZENO (5) |-i~]]|v]| of
Gaza, at the close of the
the cousin of the three
tabis and his
part of the reign of Julian, ¢. 362, were martyr
by their fellow townsmen. On the outbreak of
the ]n-r\'o-'miuu Zeno fled to Antl where,
however, he was discovered, brutally al,
and ejected from the city. He then returned to
Maj remained concealed till the
While there, a Christian

the half-calcined bones

was
Ne¢

ear

in the

on,

scour

i s W |l"|l ‘[]I‘
P fur ir.‘ls!ﬂ

woman brought to him
of his martyred relatives, which she had collect
with pious care. after he had 1
made bishop of Majuma in the reign
dosius, Zeno deposited beneath the altar of
basilica he erected outside the walls of the ¢
in which also he placed the relies of a
in th persecution, Nestor by n
had d »f his ill-treatment at Ze
which he had been ecarried. Zeno embr
celibate and ascetic life in his youth. He sup-
himself and ministered to the wants of
from his handicratt as a linen weaver,
which he continued to exercise after he had ob-
tained the episcopate. ( ihid.y He
to his hundredth year, reverenced by the other
ops of the province both for his age 'mni his
virtues, ymen, himself a native of a nei
bouring village, bears personal testimony to ‘his
life of devotion, never absenting himself from
the daily services of the church in spite of his
advanced age, unless detained by sickness. He
had a brother named Ajax, also a confessor, a

1N w

s

These,

Theo-
the

confessor

ne, who

same

s house, to

i

0Z.

married man, who, after becoming the father of

three sons, embraced a life of continence, and

_] !

aza, who with | °

lived |

the |
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became the parish priest of Sozomen’s native
village of Bethelia. (Soz. . E. vii. 28.) [E.V.]

ighth bishop and
ong, is, it is almost certain, the same as
the Zeno, who, according to St. Ambrose in his
letter written about A.n. 386 to Syagrius, bishop

Veron

patron saint

of had received INDICIA into the order
of eonsecr: irgins (\m]:w--.-h Epp. i. 5).
This would place }m e }mu]sm a few years

previously. He is pr: in a sermon of Petro-
I\lllr-, one of his succe . A.D, 412 5 hnally,
Gregory zh-- Great (z"r-."" iii. 19), who styles hii\i
4 martyr, narrates how he miracul :-|}' pro-
tected his church from an inundation of the
He is sometimes placed in the reig
Gallienus, but the date above given is 1

but ¢

supported

authority,

with the iven in his sermons, e, g.

i ted iinst the .Arians,
who were ful in North Italy in the second
half of the fourth century ; the author s 5 of
imself as living about 400 years after St. Paul

5 Lactantius in several places

ii. 2), and Hilary of Poitiers; one
sermons (i. 14) was W-l'nr‘ iched at the con-
secration of a new church ; in another (1. 10)
ade of the redemption of pri
e to the e
Valens in A.D. | I'he brothers Ballerini, from
i examination all these and othe
ations place his episcopate between A.D, i

sermons,

which at Venice in
1508 in 1586, As in
this sermons by other

the end of the MS3, of
p with the genuine ones
ul to him, many, inelud
1 if
. the edition of
lin Migne, P
with e te Prolegomens,
prove the genuineness of the
discuss all the disputed questions
to the date and life of Zeno. They a
of opinion from his styl il his mention of the

authors, which

Leno’s, wi
lnI the whole :
nent (M. I
the work of

Y were

/-m

.

X1.) appear
which they
-'ll'l.‘

I'e

Mauritanian wlins (ii. 18), that he
e from Afrie His style is flowing, and he
fond of alleg al expressions, His Latin is

uainted with the

:__:“\\.l. and shows that he waa :
classical writer In i!.ll't.;.t'
the Sisth Aene

Zeno iz commemorated on April 12th, May
21st, and December &th, the supposed dates of
his death, his tr:

oy .
nlar he twice quotes

tion, and consecration; or,

accord to ot f the consecration of his
basilica, that most ¢ us of all the ehurches of
Verona. He i.\ I wsented holding a tishing=-
rod, to which a 1 is attached, in reference to
the 1»--r|-nl 111‘l he used to fish in the Adige,
(AA. S Ap. 69.) Capon Giuliari of Verona

]r‘.]|>]ir~'.n_\! in 1877 a
which he promises a ne

ort life of St. Zeno, in
w edition of the Sermons.
[F. D.]
ZENO (1), a sea-captain, who brought letters
to Jerome, probably from Aquitaine. He delivered
those from Amabilis the ].lirhu[l, but T]llwu}_{h he
a message from Vitalis (q.v.), he did not
deliver his letter. (Jerome, Ep, 72, ed, Vall.)
[W. H. F]

gave
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ZENO (8), a person addressed by Isidore of
Pelusium (lib. iv. ep. 22) on Philip. ii. 8, 5, and
(v. 286) on thk_, (l:ltou'ncv between VUUUETGW and
@éxyew, also (v. 448, 446) in praise of bishop
Hermogenes ; likewise —(9), a preshyter (i.
212, 216, 217, ii. 250, iii. 190); (10), a deacon
(ii. 111)3 (11), a monk (iii. 408). [C. H.]

ZENO (12), a solitary in the neighbourhood
of Antioch, visited by Theodoret when he was
still a young reader of the church. Zeno was a
native of Pontus, born of a wealthy family, who,
adopting the military profession, had become a
confidential officer under V alens, being entrusted
with the transmission of the imperial despatches,
Having been a hearer and convert of Basil the
, on the death of Valens he threw aside his
iry insignia and betook himself to a rock-
tomb in the mountains above Antioch,

he practised the sternest ¢
gives a very pleasing narrative of his

hewn
where
Theodoret g
visit to the ]ur]} man in his mountain solitude.

Every
church for public worship, hearing the word of
God and partaking of the eucharist. When the
Isaurian banditti ravaged the neighbourhood
and murdered many male and female solitaries,
Zeno was saved, as he believed, by special miracle
in answer to his prayer. DBeing unable to dis-
tribute the whole of his property to the poor in
his lifetime, in <-u11.\‘{=.-1m-m-v. of his nephews being
under age, he made Alexander bishop of Antioch
his n\ul.tul for the purpose (Theod. Hist. Reliy.

cxii.). [E. V.]
ZENO (13), bishop of Curium in Cyprus,

A.D. 430. He was present at the general council
at Ephesus, where he defended the indepe

dence

of the Cyprinte church against the claims of

Antineh.
Counci

(Mansi,
, b il p.

iv. 1465-1470;
2, Clark’s edition.)
(G 8

ZENOQ (14), magister militum, and consul in
A.D. 448. Though unbaptized, and still a heathen,
Theddoret wrote to congratulate him on his ac-
cession to the consulate in very landatory terms.
(Theod. Zp. 71.) He also wrote a consolatory
letter to him on the death of an intimate friend
who had been his companion in arms. (£p. 65.)
Zeno was in command in Syria at the time that
Theodosius issued his mandate forbidding Theo-
doret to leave his diocese, the execution of which
was committed to Zeno. (Ep. 80.) Tillemont,

Hefele's

Mém. Feel, xv. '.’71, 27 2. []. v\r-]
ZENO (15), bishop of Seville, was granted

vicariate authority by pope Simplicius (A.D.
468-483). Felix 1II. (A.p. 483-492) wrote com-
mending to him one Terentianus, who was re-
turning to Spain after a long visit to ltaly
Teventianus had !"l'?li.\l"] Zeno hiJl‘\' to |‘|']ilx.

(Simplicius, Epp. 1, Felix 111, Epp. 8, in Migne,
Patr, Lat. lvi .'3."1 927 3 ;’~‘,u Sa ].L-.;

2
Gams, Kirch. von Sp. ii. (1), 415.) [i". D.]

ZENO (16), emperor of the East, A.D. 474—
491. His secular history will be found in the
DICTIONARY OF GREEK AND ROMAN BIOGRAPHY,
In church history he is famous for the publica-
tion of the Henoticon [HeNoricon], and for the
active part he took in the interminable disputes

about Timotheus Aelurus, Timotheus Salo-

Lord’s lay he repaired to the nearest |

ZENOBIUS

pha(:iulus, Peter Mongus, and Peter the Fuller,
Pope Simplicius and Acacius, patriarch of Con-
stantinople, used him very effectually against
their opponents. A full analysis of the letters
addressed to him by popes Simplicius and
Felix IIL. will be found in Ceillier, t. x. pp. 401—
420. See also the articles upon the various
nam s mentioned ahove. [G.T.S.]

ZENO (17), one of the four bishops men-
tioned under PHILIPPUS (16).

ZENO (18), bishop probably in Sieily,
whom Gregory the Great directed the deacon
Cyprianus to give a thousand, or if necessary,
two thousand bushels of wheat to relieve the
poor of his city. (Epp. vi. 4.) (F. D)

/l~‘\() (19), doubtful bishop of Merida.
rts Latin verses, cited by Florez (!-'vl,u
23), describe the restoration of the
2 at Merida by Salla in the reign of king
Erwig, and state he did so from his affection for
¢ summus erdos Zeno.” As Erwig abdicated
in A.p. 687, and as Stephen was bishop of
Merida in A.D. 684, and Maximus in A.D. 688, if
Zeno was bishop at all, his episcopate must have
been a very short one. [F. D.]

ZENOBIA, queen of Palmyra, fawnous for
her magnificence, beauty, and wars with the
Romans under Aurelian. Her secular history
will be found in the DicTioNARY OF (CLASSICAL
Brograpay under the names Zenobia, Aure-
lianus, Herennianus, and Timolaus, Some
additi-nal information derived from latelv dis-
covered monuments will be found in Le Bas and
Waddington, Vey. Arekévl. iii. 603-606, where
we learn (Ins. 2611) from a monument of the
vear A.D. 271, that her Shemitic name was
':‘u']a!imiu Bathzebinah or the daughter of the
Merchant, Zenobia being a Greek name used by
the Greeks and Romans. She was probably of
the family of Julius Aurelius Zenobius, whose
cursus honorum is found /. c. Ins. 2598, and who
filled important offices under Severus Alexander
and Gordianus. The of Zenobla and
her son Wahballath appear frequently on mile-
stones of military roads mn Syr proving that
their dominion was regularly established and of
long duration. Some Christian writers have
maintained that she was a Jewess (cf. Jost,
e der lsrael, iv. 166 ; Milman’s History
iii, 175). She is famous in church
}iist--r» as the }‘.mnu of the ]l:ilw:n]:lmr Lox-
GINUs (5) and of the heretic PAUL of Samosata.
Professor Robertson Smith has _:.lt\u]l'll up all
the modern discoveries about Zenobia in his
article on Palmyra in the new edition of the
Encyclopaedia  Britonnica, to which may be
added Alf. von Sallet’s Die Firsten von Palmyra,
Berlin, (G T. 57

ZENOBIANA, a lady of wealth, rank, and

at ( ]n|i1~ in Syria, one of those

names

1860.

high character,

who erected oratories in honour of the local
Saint MaArcraxus (3) while yet alive. (Theod.
Hist. Rel. cap. 3.) [C. H.]

ZENOBIUS
Secunda, e.
Diocletian’s persecution,
Menaea (Oct, 30), he was born at Aegae

3 (1), bishop of Aegae in Cilicia
304 (Gams), martyred in
According to the Greek
of

a9
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Christian parents named Theodorus anﬁ Thecla,
and was raised to the z‘m scopate of his native
city. He isaceredited with the miraculous cure
of ‘m;in_\' riven over by the physicians.
When apprehended and brought betore the
prefect. his sister Zenobia voluntarily joined
herself to him. After being tortured he was
beheaded (Le Quien, Or. Christ. ii. 893 3 Baron.

Annal. ad ann. 285). [E. V.]

ZENOBIUS (2), presbyter and martyr at
Sidon during the Diocletian persecution. He
must he 1liali1|:m‘r‘-|':w1 from Zenobius of ;\u_-_‘f:‘.'l.

El('i'r:l'l!ﬁ

Oct. 30, martyr with Zenobia his sister (Mart.
Rom.). (Euseb. H. E. viii. 13.) [G. T. 8.]
ZENOBIUS (3), surnamed GAZIRAEUS,

deacon of the church of Edessa, and a (“.‘-'C'.l]a]l} of
St. Ephrem. He wrote ag
{('n-i]\ivr, viii, 2.)

&L

G50

ZENOBIUS (4), a friend of Augustine, and
a zealous student of moral philosophy,

on lu\nluw]:lm al subjects. The treatise de Or-
dine 1s il('|li ated lu Zenobius (Aug. de Ord.
i.1,4;7, 203 Retract. i. 3). A letter of his to

Augustine of about the same date, A.D.
speaks of his anxiety to conclude their diseussion

336
386,

and their mutual love for each other (Ep. 2).
He appears afterwards to have been made
magister memoriag, i.e. a kee ‘I!I.I\IIIDH(‘. records
(.-\ . Fp. 117; DBocking, Not. Dig. i. 50;

41 4). [H.W. B

ZENOBIUS (5), bishop of Zephyrium, in
Cilicia Prima. one of the wictims of Cyril’s

:al
During

tyrannical determination to force his theolog
views on the recalcitrant oriental church.
the long strugele which followed the
Ephesus Z took his stand unflin
with the opposition party, headed by
Antioch and Theodoret, maintaining his pesition

hingly

even after the leaders were accepting overtures
for peace. He joined Helladius of Tarsus,
innus  of Pompeiopolis, and Cyril of

1 a letter to Alexander of Hierapolis,
Theodoret, and other chiefs ot the oriental party,
expressing their full sympathy and that of the
other bishops of Cilicia, with them in their dis-
tre had desired to signify more
formally by letter, but the near
n;||wl‘|-;1\"|'l of
being held (7rag. Iren.

In 434 Zenobius was at the

Cilician pre Tarsus
ludius, for the ]nl] pose of accepting the concordat

s, which they
a

synodical

Aster

had prevented the
C. 1.|]

Baluz 8.

n ates summoned

made between John of Antioch and Cyril, t
which Helladius, deserting his party, had re-
cently given in his adhe sgion (ib. 941). He how-

ever maintained his consistency, and wrote to
his old friend, the uncompromising Alexander,
who had been ruest on his return from the
council of Ephesus, lamenting tl with the
(‘\rlp“:wn of Meletius of Mopsuestia, who had
been driven from his see 1:\' a 1|1ili?:ll'_\' force, and
himself, all the bishops of Cilicia had pr
time-servers, and, consulting their own safety,
had deserted the orthodox cause (b 876), His
i mey caused his fall, He ab-
dicate »:1 his see volunt: m\\. but the vengeance of
his enemies yet unsatisfied secured his banish-
ment to Tiberias, from which their untiring

ved

council of

,]unn of

ist the Marcionites. |

with |
whom Augustine held frequent ecommunications |
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malice :~1|Imn1ur’nth drove him (. 886; Le
Quien, Or. Christ. ii. 883). [E. V.]

ZENOBIUS (B) a lawyer and Monophysite
heretic of Ilm-m in 6th cent., with whom the
patriarch Ephraim had a controversy (cf. Pho-
tius, Bibliotheca, cod. cexxviii.). [Epurarm (6).]

[G. T.8]
praised by St. Nilus (lib. ii.
293) for his attachment to the writings of
Chrysostom. [C. H.]

ZENOI ){}']‘US, addresse Isidore of
Pelusimm (lib. i. ep. 203). [C. H.]

ZENONIS, wife of the usurping emperor
Basiliscus (A.D. ted him to restore
Timothy Aelur Fuller to the
sees of Alexandria and Antioch, and to abrogate
the decrees of the council of Chalcedon. She
also used her influence to obtain the promotion

ZENODORUS,

l.’]\,

1 by

of her paramour Armatus. When Zeno was
restored in A.p, 476, she shared the fate of her

husband j they were bar
and starved to death there. (Theodorus Lector,

29, Theophanes; Marcellinus; Can
Suidas, s v. "ApudTos.) [E.

a Roman officer, holding

shed to Cappadocia,

36 3

ZENOPHILUS,

the rank of Consularis of Numidia., He was a
Christian, and presided at the inquiry ordered by
Constantine into the case of Silvanus, A.p. 220,
in which he decided against him. The record of
the proceedings was fully extant in the time of
gustine, who quotes passages from it in his
letter to Cresconius (Ep. 3
¢. Cresc, iii. 28 39, 3

but without mention ¢ made by

Optatus, i. 14. A portion of tl ord  still
remains, and is printed in the appendix to the
ks of Optatus (Mon. Vet, Don. iv. p. 168,
rthiir, p. 167, Dupin). It w d b\ ( “.,,

conius that Silvanus was banished
to communicate with
{151- ius (Aug. ¢. Crese. iii. &
Ursacius).

ZEPHYRINUS
Yictor, under
and Caracalla.

1sed

bishop of Rome after
the emperors Se l'““”““ Severus

According to Eusebius (M. F.

v. 28: vi. 21) his (hl-‘\\1l>11 was in the ]IIHI':
year of erus (_‘H ), and his death in the first
year of I lus (218). But these dates are

inconsistent with the du 581

ration

d by Euse-

bius himself to his « opate, v 18 entire
years. The Liberian Catalogue gives it as 19
¥ seven months and ten d from 198
to 217. Lipsius, the recent investigator of the

dates of the early popes, econcludes it to have
either 18 or 19 years, from aA.n.
s 217,

was

been
199 t

His 1
in the church at
troversies and

198 or

marked 1‘.\' serious disturbance
Rome owing to doctrinal con-
schism thence ensuing, Zephy-
rinus himself from evidence that will
appear below, to have been a man of no sutli
cient mark to take a personal lead at such a
time, but to have been under the guidance of
Callistus, a man of more practical ability than
himself, who him as This
Callistus and his learned opponent Hippolytus,
both of whom will be noticed presently, appear

seems,

succeeded pope.




1216 ZEPHYRINUS
to have been the leading spirits of the time at
Rome.

The two notable heresies then oceupy ing the
attention of the church were Montanism and
Monarchianism. Montanism arose in Phrysia
(c. 150), where Montanus of Pepuza had de-
clared that the Paraclete had imparted itself to
him in order to give perfection to the church
two prophetesses also, Maximilla and Priscilla,
being with him. His position was
that the dispensation of Grace, like that
of Nature, progressive, had not reached its com-
pletion through the manifestation the Word
in Christ, but that a further manifestation of
the Paraclete intended afterwards,
and was now come. Under such supposed s
mspiration the Montanists aimed at purer and
more ascetic lives, and stricter I!i‘-('i‘l“]llh than
satisfied the church at large : --E‘-|H1€ll\' Christians
they called ‘J«'U)(mm', I
as 7r='eu_uuTu.'u: But for 1]1- above ]n-- |I]| Wi
they held orthodox doeetrine ;
stance, together with their inc |;|(.itu-:| of |'“'"‘.‘
and the stric their lives, g
derab gard and

)

associate

eing,

of

s to come

-

tness of

" Most
and champion; and he
1) that a bishop of

an is well known as havin
adherent

tished

{de

yme, whom he name, at one time gave
lence to the anus and his pro-
sses, till by DPraxeas, after his
arrival at Rom condemn them. Whether
the hishop thus 1 to were Eleutherus or
Yietor (on wh |‘I-'~x1"'“|fl":'H]IH]\. 1), it
follows that the see of Rome, when !li'l".ll\!l'tl by
Zephyrinus, already declared st Mon-

on we read of Proclu
who was disputed
little else is

his 1
sect at Rome,

During
f the
one (

tanism.
a le
against by
1|‘|I[

v, 3 . 1
alus, about whom
il written

known, whose e, a

account

of the disputation, is referred to |1_\ Eusel
(H. F. i 28,31 201). s art. on
CaArus (2). Thus Zephyrinus, though no action

of his in the matter is recorded, may certainly
be concluded to have been no favourer of the
Montanist but neither he nor Callistus, who
succeeded him, are l"‘llill:_\' free from the i|i|||:|1‘:1-

ZEPHYRINUS

Being, and God as manifested in Christ. Such
views were obviously inconsistent with orthodox
Trinitarian doctrine, and their outcome was the
Sabellian heresy. Noetus, whose followers were
called Noetians, had tanght a doctrine of this
kind in Smyrna, and had bheen excommupicated
there ¢. 230: Beryllus, bishop of Dostra, had
taught to the like effect, hut had been brought

round to ortho xy by Origen at a conneil there
in 244 (Eusebius, I7. E. v 3). Praxeas, who
(as has been said above on the testimony of Ter-

Roman
wen the
resy at Rome.

spp

vinst Mon-
first to intro-
For the

tullian
tanism
duce this
Tertullian

) influenced the

ars to ha

he

'm of the

same says of him, ¢ Iste primus ex
A h perversitatis intulit Romanae

huma, alias inquietus.—Ita duo negocia dia=

holi P Romae procuravit 3 prophetiam
expulit, et haeresim intulit wracletum rueavit,
et P, n crueifixit ™ (adv. rream, ¢ 1), And,
1f rtullian is to be bhelieved, the popes of
the time supported s and his doctrine,
rather than otherw he says with regard

':m-!\--
]“’

\."II'I

-|_ as seems most |-i'uh-
pope  Vietor),
l'..tJ'uh,xiT. (uam

{,FJ, Piraesei ".f"J'
adv. Praceam),
Praxeas)
phum
res est;
that
Rome
srtullian) a

(if
Victorinus

means

hiteres.). )
‘ Denique caverat pristinum <l;u<-1|)1'{i.|-.
ua: et manet chir
apud quos tune gests
This to
given to the Catholics
by the Montanist

emendatione

d Psy

silentium."”

chicos,

Seems

mean
18 had of

L duxinol

| written exposition of 1 doctrine, which had
sati xl them, so that no condemmation of it
ensued (exinde silentium). In addition to this
testimony of Tertullian (whese treatise acainst
'raxeas, written in the time of Zephyrinus, has
been suppused, not without rea , to have heen
directed ] igning pope as much as

acainst th

tion of having in some degree countenanced one |
school of the Monarchia which the same
Praxeas, who had influenced a former pope

against Montanism, had himself introduced into
Rome. Montani and Monarchianism repre-
sented two tendencies of thought and
feeling. The former was the product of en
tional enthu the latter intellectual
.\lu-u'u|.‘l(h|:|. bemg rounded on the

of

comprehending the mystery of the Godhead in
Christ. Those called by the general name of
Monarchians, though differing widely in the

views, agreed in denying a Divine ]n'!mn ality i

Christ distinet from that of the Father, bei ing
jeulous for the Unity wd what was called the
Monarchy of God. Those of | were
also called Patripassians, because their sition
was held to imply that in the
Christ the Father suffered. Supporting them-
selves by such texts as “I and my Father are
one,” “He that hath seen me hath seen the
Father,” they taught that the one Godhead, not
one Person thereof only, had become incarnate,
the terms Father and Son with them denoting
only the distinction between God in His Eternal

one sch

sufferings

culty of

of

have that of
“A Refutation of all Heresies,”
attributed to “;"a].n\_\tns, of
Callistus (spoken of above as the

ch) w

the
now
whom and

work entitle
generally

lealing spirits at Rome in the time of Zephy-
rinus, the latter g his adviser and successor
in the see) somet o must now be said. Fora

fuller account of them see CArLisTes and Hirro-
LYTUS (2) RoMANUS,

With respect to “il'l“"‘.\'“‘-"- it may be enough
here to remind the reader that he
-1--u|e1(|]f} a learned writer of great note
day ;—referred to by Eusebius (4, E. vi. 20, 22),
who gives a list of his works, and speaks of him
as a bishop, though apparently ignorant of his

Was une

in his

see ; |-_V Jerome also ( Cietal. f,‘lu, ad Damasumn,
and Comm. on S Matth), who calls him
“martyr;” by Theoderet, who quotes  him
several times, and speaks of him as “holy

Hill volytus, bishop and martyr;” by the Pseudo-
Chry w\m'll. as 4 yAvkdraros kal ebvoloraTos:”
) stern tradition as bishop of Romes;
by pope sius (de duabus naturis), as bishop
of the metropolis of Arab in later times
ishop of Portus Ost What his real
ecclesiastical position was, is still open to discus-
sion. The idea of his having been an Arabian
bishop (unlikely in itself, since his scene of action
was in Italy) was probably due to an erroneous
inference from an expression of Eusebius (H.
1. 20); that of his having been bishop of ]'nltu»

15 and

211
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(usually aceepted till lately) rests on no tradi-
tion sulliciently early to give it weight. That
he was not a recognized bishop of Rome is
ohvious, and against the idea of his havine been
a recognized anti-pope may be alleged the
absence in the West of any tradition to this
effect, Still it is probable that (as is supposed by
]P;i'lllllf_[l‘l') he did :'ll_'tll“l.:.]}' lp!‘:'ﬁil[c as ]_:i.-ihn]\ over
a community at Rome, which considered itself
the true church, out of communion with the
pu]:z,, after the accession of Callistus, and possibly
also (t]n-uvu Déllinger does not think so) under
his predecessor Zep h} rinus. The reason for this
supposition will appear below.

Among the works, anciently attributed to
Hippolytus, was one “against all heresies,’
mentioned by both Eusebius and Jerome, and

elsewhere quoted or referred to. P ]mtnh (I’urf
121) describes it as a hook against 32 he
ginning with the Dositheans and ending
Noetus and the Noetians, purporting to be an
abstract of discourses delivered by I It
will be seen in the art, on HirroLyTus that in
the year 1842, Minoides Mynas brought to
Paris from \lnm\f Athos a 14th century MS.

containing what was ealled a “refutation of all
heresies,” 11| ten books, which was publisk
A.D. 1851, by Miller for the University of Oxfor

me of the Philosophumena of Ori
whose work it was supp to be. It is

now
agreed that it cannot be the last work of Origen,

us, who

and all modern authorities (exc e]>t Lip

still doubts) concur in rding it as the
work of Hippolytus,® It gives a curious ins sight
into the state of the Roman Church under

Zephyrinus and Callistus, and (if it is to be
fully trusted) into the character and previous
career of the latter of these two popes.
According to it, he had been originally the
slave of one Carpophorus, a Christian of Caesar’s
household, and had the charge of a bank entrusted
to him by his master. After a course of fraudu-

lent dealing in this position of trust, he
absconded, but was captured on board shi
after attempting suicide, and sent by his

to the pistrinum. Thence released ‘on the false
plea that, if he had his liberty, he would be able
to colleect money due to him so as to satisfy

creditors, he was sent, after being scourged, to
the mines in Sardinia, by Fuscianus, the Prae-
fectus Urbi, for g ariot in a Jewish syna-

gogue,
emperor

An amnesty having been granted by the
Commodus, at the instance of Marcia
his concubine, to the Christians who had been
condemned to the Sardinian mines, Callistus,
though not on the list furnished by pope V ictor,

mai l_uul by falling on his knees and crying, to
get  his dismissal with the vrest, and so
returned to Rome. The pope Vietor was much

displeased at his return, the chs iinst the
man being recent and well know n; but being of

® Dr. Newman, it is true ( Tracts, Theological and
tastical), is unwilling to allow that the part

of the book which de preciates Zephyrinus and Callistus,
can have been written by Hippelytus, But his only
Teason is that he thinks it “simply incredible ” that a
divine so singular ly honoured, whose name no breath of
((-ﬂ.l(‘\l\l‘-utd! censure has ever even dimmed, could be
the author of * that malignant libel on his contemporasy
Popes.”” He grants that that portion of the work which
relates to the Holy Trinity closely resembles the works
of Hippolytus in style and in teaching.

CHRIST. BIOGR.-—VQL. 1IV.
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a merciful disposition. left him alone for a time,
till having 1 'd to the prevalent fecling
against him, and to the action which his old
master Carpophorus was prepared to take, he
sent him to Antium, supporting him there \\1th
a monthly allowance so as to get him out of the
way. It might be that \:(tm, though he did
not trust him, thought it right to protect one
who had become in some sort a confessor, h: wing
been sent to the mines with other C ]1|| ians. B
Zephyrinus, however, the successor of Victor,
seems to have had no misgivings about the man;
for, on his succession, he recalled him to Rome,
ve him some position of authority over the
ey, and “set him over the cemetery”
}f.o]:h_xrinus‘ himself, is described as an unlearned
and ignorant man, as well as avaricious and open
to bribes, and as being mtml\' managed by
Callistus, who induced ]mn, or his own purposes,
to declare sometimes for the l‘zl.hlp,l\-mm and
sometimes against them, though in the main
supporting them ; ; his object being to sow dissen-
sion among the lnt]mn. and to curry favour
with both partics, as to pave the way for his own
election to the popedom, which was the object of
his ambition. Hippolytus, meanwhile, the sup-
posed writer of this account, represents himself
as associated with the orthodox community at
Rome, holding apart from and opposing the
pope and his adviser, and being accused by them
of being ditheists. Further, after the death of
Zephyrinus, Hippolytus and his party appear in
still more marked opposition to Callistus, who
succeeded, apparently regarding themselves as
the true church, and Callistus as but a pseudo-
pope, or the mere head of a heretical school (5i5a-
okaheior).® Hence the in}ul; whility, above referred
to, that Hippolytus had been elected by his
followers and ed by them as the true
bishop of the Roman church ; a supposition
which may account for the Eastern tradition to
that effect, and for his name having been handed
down in the West also as that of a lmnnp though
with no certain <l¢-~1'r'1 ition of the see he oce l||-J--wL
And he may [wc-winl\' (though not so probably)
have held this position even in the time of
Zephyrinus, since he speaks of him as only
= inml\m\f t}1 it he governed the church” (erew
voul(ovros Thv éxxAnolav). This expression,
however, may only imply that Zephyrinus wasa
puppet in the hands of Callistus. It is certainly
somew hat remarkable, if Hip polytus was re: L“\’
an anti-pope, that no record of the tact has come
down to us. But, on the other hand, he may
not have sought Luwrmtmn as lm]]ulu of Rome
from other LilTl]Lhn‘.-| so as to make the position
he held |mtu|‘I:-u~., and in Rome itself care may
have been taken under ~:1|m|]L.|=nt popes to sup-
pr lasting evidence of the true facts of the
Nor may the circumstances of ite
communit Y il,l\"lu" its own bis hop, and el: ummu*
to be the true chure h, have been at that time 50

case, a sepa

b The account of his adventures is thus
observe the vein of irony :—Obros
Pvokiakob érdpyov dvros Paurns.
papTupias Toweode fu.

¢ Qrw pera Ty Tou Zedupivor Tedvtiv vopidwy rerys
mxévos o édnparo (ix. 12).—~Towniira b yiys ToAwijras
gurerToaro Owaokalelor KaTd THS EKKANTIOS oiiTwe
Bubdfas (ih.)—Tuwes 8¢ kal émi kareymboe éxBAyror s
ExkAnTias U’ Nu@r Yerdueror, TPOTXWORTAVTES QUTOL,

introduced ;
EnapTipnoe  emi
‘0 8¢ Tpémos s alron

émhifuvar 70 Sibarkadelor atron (i0.).
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remarkable as to cause great sensation. We
shall see below, that another community in the
time of Zephyrinus—that of the Theodotians—
had also for a short time its own bishop, though
we should have known nothing of the fact but for
a quotation from an unnamed writer, preserved
by Eusebius. In any case the picture of the
Roman church during the episcop .th of Zephyri-
nus, as given in the m which the
account is taken, discloses ¢ » of discord and
disruption of which we should have had no idea
from the records of historians. It does not, in-
deed, necessarily follow that the picture is not
somewhat overcoloured under the
odium  theolog that Callistus
unprincipled adventurer, or VERE

above

influence of
the

was

n, or

It

ther the y that the
writer desc [ und
allist.), who attr to

While he earnestly

polytus, takes this view.

detends Callistus against tl ;] on his charac-
ter, which, however, he allows may have had
he at the same time acquits I]]]m
polytus of wilful misreprese |
the lat to have been partly 1
report

some

ground,

while Callistus was a liberal. It is diflicult,
however, to acquit the writer of delil and
1der unless the picture given of the
s was, in the main, a true one. There
1ins the idea of Dr. Newman, which has been
ed to in a note, that * the libel matter
has a place in,” the I fius  of
Hippolytus, was not his; an idea for which there
is no foun m beyond the supposed diflicalty of
believi to be his. And, if [i'[w'tn-l was
the it is to be remembered
] doubt ;
superior in this
he seems to have 1 a name
All three (as is
known to

life) are

which

ot

to his

pute,
, and that
without reproach behind him.
the case with some others who are
have been bitterly at variance duri
now together in the Calendar --1 Saints.

W 11]1 T 1 to Zephy alleced counte-
nance, under the advice of Callistus, of Patripas
sian heresy, it may be observed that it is no
serious charge even inst popes (e

iintain their infall
mysterious a subjec
y did not see their way to
ient. And it is to be remembered
after his acce
nism

us's

minds of those v
that on so diffict
the first broach

that Callistus. distinetl;
l!l.L].III! Sabell
phyrinus is fur

in matters of

".Elli, con=-

accused of undue laxity
which is said by the

|-i|w!i|)>‘_

writer of the Flenchus to have been carried to
a ereater, 1 evea scandalous, extent by |
Callistus after his a: to the P sdom

As to Zephyruus, our informant is Tertullian,

r in his time, speaks indignantly of

't, which allowed admission of
adulterers, atter penance, to commu ion. Ae-
cording to the an liscipline of the Church,

had hee ilty of grievous sins,
were excommunicated till
Zephyrinus appears to have
adulterers might be readmitted to
after penance done, though still
as of old, idolaters and murderers.
expresses himself thus:—* Audio

ians who
including adultery,
the hour of death.
ordered that
communion,

excludi

| poenitentiae of

| the

| macy over

ZEPHYRINTUS

et

etiam edictum esse propoesitum,
}u,rc-m]-turimn Pontifex s mui maximus, 1-1»i-
scopus i}\l\l oporum, 4 dicit; Ego et moechine et
fornicationis delicta poenitentia functis dimitto.

quidens

0O edictum cuil ascribi non poterit oonum
factum! . . . . Sed hoc in ecclesia legitur, et
in ecclesin pronunciatur, et virgo est. Ab-

sit absit a
. oo Adsiept
medio

sponsa  Christi tale praeconium!
idololatres, : tit homicida, in
tit et moechus. Pariter de
sedent, iu ¢ nere
fletu eisdem
eisdemn exorant,

eorTu

sacco et
inhorrescunt, eodem
precibus ambiunt,

gemiscunt,
genibus

eandem inv rem. Quid agis mollissima
et humanissim: iplica? Aut omnibus eis hoe
esse debebis (beati enim pacifici), aut si non

omnibus, nostra esse. Idololatrem quidem et

homic semel damnas, moechum vero de me-
dio excipis? Idololatrae successorem, homicidae
yrem, utriusque coll ?” Therigorous
" Tertullian, ! nist, account for

the ind

. Dillinger (Hippol.
that the opening by
TeCcon( ill:lliun to

rnant langt

ist.) conceives
the

Zephyrinus of door of

tion of old ']is\'i{-“IL-._‘, whi too severe for
the times. And when C: 15, after his
accession, extended such relaxation to sinners
of all kin wecnsed is_\.’

Hippolytus of e mmorality,
Dr. Déllinger further -l|]\- ses that the pope

might be Hippolytus, as an
conservative, was ked at any
ion of ancient discipline to meet the

the

needs of
Callistus

against
mally predisposed him to over-
the Patripassians there was

r -h“i)mn'; of Monarchians, who escaped the

fliculty of conceiving a disti Divine Per-
sonality in Christ by r ling Him as human
only, though conceived by the Holy Ghost and

born of the Vi This school also existed at
Rome in the time of Zephyrinus, adding to the
discord ; but it is certain that the Roman see gave
it no support. On the contrary, when one
dotus(called & orvreds) had come from Byzantium
to Rome declaring Christ to have been a mere
man, he had hy
Victor (Eusel

haer.). Another

excommunic

Tertullian, _\ru‘pﬁ

lotus also (called & 7pa-
p

been pope

pr

melTns), a disciple of the first, who taught at
Rome in the time of Zephyrinus that Christ,

though conceived by the Holy Ghost, had
a mere man, and even inferior to Melchizedek,
had his sect apart, and out of communion with
the church (Euseb. H. E. v. 28; Tertull. de
pracseript.): Eusebius (loc. cit.), quoting
from an unnamed writer of the time, tells &
story of Natalius, who had been a confessor f
“faith, havi been persuaded by Theodotus
and by his colleague Asclepiodotus to be made
l)ir}mlm of their sect, of his having been subse-

and

4 It has been questioned whether the Pont{fex hers

p: but it cannot well
s cites the lofty titles

referred to was the Roman bis
!u\.,]uru any one else. Bar
ned to him as proof of his then recognised supre
whole church. But the vein of scarcasm
in the passage is ¢ s, Itshows only what the popes
sserted of themselves; not what others thought of
them.




ZEPHYRINUS

quently warned in dreams and chastised by
angels, and having at length thrown himself in
sackeloth and ashes with many tears at the feet
of Zephyrinus, and been thereupon received into
communion. Another of the same school, Arte-
mon- or Artemas, taught also at Rome under
Zephyrinus, and apart from communion.

o .] tjl'il‘ his own ll(l( h."mu' was tir:t.

his

1'H W ||1< h Il. (
itself till Poj :
been the first to falsify the I"i":lT.- [

this bold assertion his opponents repl

the fact of Victor having excommunicated
the elder Theodotus, who was * the leader and
father of this God-den) apostasy,” wt
that the doctrine of Artemon had not
in former times been that of the Roman church,
(Euseb. H. . v. ph: m. H( o
Theodoret, Huac

48.) ¥ WS IlLI.L'l
1'-:[:'Ti\'l!]:|1\' from those of the elder
was to give some colour to his alle
doubtless their general comp

During the ej e

]-,;-m»:'

d in some
Theodotu
tion.

ict unhh
become a Jew or a Christian
i Severus, ¢. 17), which was pro-
v interpreted so as to include existing
verts ; for in parts it was followe ]
ssecution, especially in Alexandria; so
much so that it was thought by some to
ihe coming of Antichrist (Euseb. H. E. vi.
DBut there is no record of the church at
having suffe under it. Tertullian informs us
(ad Seapulam) that Severus himself was favour-
\ osed to the Christians, having been
cured by means of oil by Proculus, i
whom he kept with him in his till Un
time of his death; also that his son Car:
hail been brought up on Christian milk, mear
that he had had a Christian nurse;
knowing many disting ins
men to be of that se ct, Se
them, but

sued an e

some

enote

1, 7).

Rome

also

s well
n;ﬂ"( did not
their favour, and
15t them. Henc
Y rinus
were

15 not
testified in

m to supj
at Rome in his time
me

formed

time episcopate we are
by Euse ren paid a short
sit to Rome, i ¢ imself expre

it, ¢ praye iurch of the

Romans " ® ( . but there is no
cord of wh sed between him and the pope

on thi

it occasion,

me ||‘z ned above that when
‘allistus back to Rome,
:1~|'L'||-|--[ to fi's'_
*the cemetery”
cer). The

S g0me one cen

v.urk
have over
KOLUNTHpioy r.‘u‘.—e’ur'r:r;
ta imply t
mon to the
Christian ||m\1«||~ ear
(as will appear W) s
to; some being perhaps

com-
There had been
than that which
s to be here referred
t]n se of private ili
4

Roman Christians.
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in 257 issued on this ground an edict against
Christian cemeferies. It is conjectured with
great ]nnhﬂn]ﬂv by De Rossi that after the
death of pope Victor (who is the last pope said
to have been buried beside St. er on the
Vatican) the Roman Christians had availed
themselves of the protection afforded by law to
certain collegia, or corporate bodies, if
sented by a syndic, in wh
1111 cht be held, and bus
it Zep h\llltt]s. hav ained possession of a
piece of ground, had made it over to the church
for a common place of burial in the hands of a
uﬁf_ m of which Callistus the syndic.
Such confraternities for the burial of “their
members were common at Rome. Callistus,
having been a man of business, and probably of
actical ability, may have commended
to the pope as well suited for this office 5
wnd it is not unlikely that he occupied the
position of an archdeacon also, being said by
Hippolytus (as we have seen above) to have
been placed in some capacity over the clergy.
The situation of this cemetery was doubtless
that of the ome known as the Cemetery of S
Callistus on the Appian W which thirteen
out of eighteen popes from Zephyrinus to Syl-
vester were buried, and which has been lately
excava v De with interesti
results iscovery.t iyrinus  himself is
said ( ) to have been buried “in
cimiterio suo juxta cimiterium via Appia™; ie.
appare ntly not in “ the cemetery ” itself, but in
one of his own a ljoining it. = Lipsius explains
by sup that t]n-ul-nlun mtl]lvithur
of Zephyrinus was the on 1 he had hims
acquired, and that, C: ]|:|\-mcr _\;1-‘
added to it, the larger ext n was
1l “l'w ? It may
here that this was quite distinct, and f
from the cemetery of C:
Aurelia, which in after
called *ad sanctum Cal
havi
mermn
said
that he 1|t "I asilicam in via _\Lu:]m mil.
ad Cali | R
J{\-l nus is said in
ordered that no ric of
ordained except in the presence of the cl
1 fa 1l laity, and to have made a constitu-
tion, the purport of which, as it stands now in
tl ts of Caf. Fel, it is not
but which is -fn.n ||: 1|1-
geplyr.) as me:
]’.Ite.‘l]\uf s in the \]I\H‘[I
s when the y celebrated m:
the priests shoule
while masses were thi
other conclusive evidence
a date considerably later

repre-
name the property
transacted ; and

1658

was

rood ]

himsel

Rossi such

sing

cemetery.

dius on
years w
istum,” (

Catalo o e

any

hl fore the
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1
01500}
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than that of

Zephy-

f De Rossi

» sepuleh

poses that the already contain-
I al crypt :-t the Caecilian family, was
given to Zephyrinus for church by that family,
which had become 2

the crypt called tha

opens into the papal crypt, w

viously existing, though afterwa

the papal and other surrounding crypts

it came into the
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rinus, glass patens as well as chalices were in
use. (See Labbe, p. 619—nota Binii (c.) in Vit
Zephyrint.)

Together with most of the early popes, St.
Zephyrinus is commemorated as a martyr;
“Aug. 26, Romae 5. Zephyrinus Papae et mar-
tyris.” (Martyr. Rom.) There is no ground
for supposing him to have been one. Two
spurious epistles have been assigned to him,

(See Labbe.) J. B—v.]

ZETUS succeeded EVARISTUS when removed
from his see, Cyp. Ep. 50; see Routh, R. 8
vol. iil., p. 36. (Fell without authority reads
succensorem, and proposes to read succu
for the perfectly simple successorem, which he
apparently did not see was to be referred to
Zetus.) [E. W. B.]

ZEUZIUS, an African bishop, addressed by
Constantine A.D. 330 (Mon. Vet. Don. p. 215
Ob., p. 189 Dupin). [H. W k]

ZITTANUS, magister militum in Sicily,
wrote to Gregory the Great in Greek, complaining
that certain religious foundations refused to pay
taxes on their property. Gregory in May A.D.
600 wrote admitting the justice of the claim,
and stating that he had written to Fantinus
the defensor about it. (Zpp. x. 27.) [F. D.]

ZOARAS (1), a Syrian martyr of uncertain
date, in whose honour a church was erected at
Amida, giving a name to a gate of the city.
The church was in being in A. , and also in
A.D. 650, when Simeon, bishop of Edessa, was
buried in it. (Asseman. Bibl. Orient. i, 117;
425, 558 5 ii. 226, note 2.) [E. V.]

ZOARAS (2), a turbulent Monophysite
Syrian monk, of the 6th century (Zwopds s
Zipos), a contemporary and lous adherent of
Severus, associated with him and Peter of
Apamea, in the petitions of the orthodox clergy
of Syria, presented to the council of Constan-
tinople under Mennas, A.D. 536, as leaders of
the _\I:_‘|11n]-]|‘\'.-it_=- hurc.\_\, and condemmed with
them by the synod. The Syriac form of his
name, according to Prof. Wright, "30-51 Zéiiro,
or according to the eastern pronunciation of
the Nestorians, idrd, meaning “small in
stature.,” We learn from his biography given
by Laud (Anecdot, S il. 12-22) that the
“hlessed Zoaras,” as he is called, was a disciple
of Habib, * small indeed of stature, but in mind
high above high thing He became a Stylite,
and made himself a pillar, on which he remained
for some years. On being driven from it by
the orthodox party (the © Synodites ) he started
for Constantinople, accompanied by ten of his
monks, to make a personal complaint to Jus-
tinian of the persecutions of his co-religionists,
“the supporters of the true faith.” Hostile
letters from the orthodox bishops and clergy had
preceded him. On his arrival a local synod was
hastily summoned by Justinian to give him
audience. Zoaras spoke with calmness, and un-
compromisingly denounced “ the accursed council
of Chalcedon.” This greatly irritated Justinian,
who rebuked him for his presumption. On this
Zoaras fired up, and in no measured terms de-
nounced the emperor for his support of heresy,

ZETUS

SOreirt

7

s,

declaring that if he needed a sign he should | (urist, ii. 917),

ZOILUS

have it in his own person. He was speedily
attacked by a tumour on the face, which was
only cured on the intercession of the empress
Theodora after due submission (p. 16). A
monastery in the suburb of Sykas (cf. Stabo,
vii. 319) was assigned as a residence to Zoaras
and his followers by the emperor, where he
lived quietly, exercising great liberality (p. 21).
The embassage of Agapetus, patriarch of Rome,
“of evil memory,” with whom Zoaras held a very
stormy encounter (p. 17), which resunlted in the
deposition of the patriarch Anthimus as a con-
cealed Monophysite, and the appointment of
Mennas, A.D. 536, caused an outbreak of orthodox
fury against Zoaras and his followers. In the
various “libelli” presented to the synod under
Mennas he and his her e denounced in no mea-
sured terms. He is deseribed asaAdyioros, mAfipns
waons drolas kal pavias, aleader of the Acephali,
in their impious design of throwing the church
of God into confusion, who had learned from
Eutyehes and Dioscorus to anathematize the holy
fathers (Labbe, v. 108). Zoaras had been alve
condemned and excommunicated by Anthimus’s
predecessor Epiphanius (ibid. 251).  Mennas and
his synod repeated the condemnation, describing
him as one equally incapable of understanding
any sacred doctrine and of performing any
reasonable action, using his hypocris bait

15 4

to the unwary and a cloak for covetousness
ibid. 253). The sentence was confirmed by
Justinian, who banished Zoaras from the imperial

city and its vi r_l:l\'. and from all the chief cities
of the empire, charging him to live in solitude
(ihid. 267). According to the biography in
Land, however, probably under the influence of
Theodora, Justinian used entreaties to induce
Zoaras and his followers to leave Cor itinople
(this may have been at an earlier period), and
assigned him a monastery in Thrace, named
Dokos, thirty miles away, as his residence.
Here, too, Theodorus, the Menophysite patriarch
of Alexandria, was living and propa his
doctrines. The length of Zoaras® residence here
is uncertain. After a time he left Thrace, and
at the interval of some years died, leaving as
his suecessor his disciple, the presbyter Ananias.
eman. Bibl. Or. ii. 58, 235; Land, Anecdot.
Syr. ii. 12-22; Bar. Heb. Chronicon Ececles. ed.
Abbeloos, i. pp. 206-208; Labbe, v. 108, 254,

ZOCOMUS (Zdropos), a Saracen chief in
i'i\l_’,‘_\']:t in the middle of the 4th century, who
being childless consulted a famous monk of the
neighbouring desert in his affiction. The
father having prayed for him assured him that
if he would believe in Christ his desire should
be gratified. Zocomus complied, and a son was
born to him, the result being that he and his
whole tribe adopted the Christian faith and
were baptized (Soz. vi. 39). [C. H.]

ZOILUS (1), bishop of Larissa in Syria
Secunda, a semi-Arian, who united himself to
the Acacians at Seleucia and signed their pro-
fession of faith (Epiphan. Haer. lxxiii,, no, 26).
We find him however uniting himself with the
orthodox party on the accession of Jovian, and
signing the letter to the emperor drawn up by
them at Antioch in 863 (Soer. M. E. iii. 213
Soz. H. E. vi. 4; Labbe, ii. 828 ; Le Quien, Or
[E. V.]

[

oy




ZOILUS

ZOILUS (2), a correspondent of Basil, who
having apologized for writing, Basil replies that
he hopes that he will send him as many letters as
he can, as they ave a great delight to him. The
erity of the disease under which he is labour-
ing is greater than can be desczibed or even
belicved. He prays that God may give him
strength to bear what He sends for his good.

(Basil, £p. 194 [368].) (E. V.]
ZOILUS (3), a preshyter

3 addressed by

Isidore of Pelusium (lib. i. 168, 169) on John
av. 1, xix, 34, Prov, ix, 5, Acts ii. 13, Is. i.
[C. H.]

ZOILUS (4), a disciple of ArspNivs. He
and his fellow disciple Alexander were with
their master at his death and received his last
instructions ( Vitae Patrun, lib. v, libell, xv. 9).
[C. H.]

ZOILUS (), patriarch of Alexandria, ap-
pointed by synod of Gaza A.D. 542 as successor
to Paul deposed by it.  Zoilus was deposed A.p.
551. He joined in the condemnation of Qrigen
pronounced A.D. 543. (Le Quien, ii. xvi, 4; -
A4, 88, Boll. Jun. v. 66.) [G. T. 8.]

ZOIS.

8¢

95y

[SarursiNus (11).]

ZOSARIUS, a tribune addressed by Nilus in
his Epistles, lib. i. Z =58, in Migne, P. (.
t. lxxix, col. 107. These letters are i eresting
for two reasons: first as showing the method of
scriptural exegesis followed by Nilus (the first
letter begins with a quotation from lsaiah i.
5-7, of which Nilus makes a curious application) ;
and secondly, as illustrating the state of the
Jewish controversy in the 5th century. Zosa-
rius had heen assailed by Jews who tried to
convert him, Nilus replied by pointing to the
state of Palestine as fulfilling the words and
threats of Isaiah. The Jews when they com-
mitted idolatry were exiled into l'mln_\'lu;u, but
ouly for seventy years, and even then they
enjoyed the ministry of the prophets kzekiel
and Daniel.  When, however, they murdered
the Son of God, their exile lasted for five hun-
dred years, and they had no prophets.

[G.T.S.]

ZOSIMAS (Sosinas), an anchorite in Pales-
tine, of uncertain date. The narrative of his
converting St. Maria of Egvpt, given by Rosweyd
as from the pen of Sophronius, bishop of Je
lem, and translated by Paulus Diaconus, is
apocrvphal (Rosw. Vitwe Putrum, pp. 4981, ete,
See MARIA (4) in this dictionary),  [L G. 8.]

Nu-
n in Notit, but otherwis
aphers (Morcelli) or inscrip-
xth sulirage in Syn, Carth. sub
[E. W. B.]

ZOSIMUS (2), bishop of Naples, appointed
bishop by the emperor Constantius, the Catholic
bishop Maximus emg deprived and banished.
Maximus sent from exile a written
coudemnation the intruder.

ZOSIMUS (1), bishop of Tharassa, in
midia, which is giver

unknown by ge
tions; fifty
Cyp. vii, *

sentence of

aainst When

Lucirer of C: ri passed through to Naples
he refused to receive Z imus, who in the mean

time had become a Catholie, and de
should be deprived by the s
Gud of she 111ai|<.l'ﬁ1'iu he wror

lared he
al judgment of
'u“f he Soon
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afterwards, when Zosimus was performing

service, his tongue suddenly protruded, and he
could not draw it in again. When he left the
church he recovered power over it, and the same
thing happened regularly whenever he entered
a church. Rec gnizing that the sentence of the
two bishops was thus fulfilled, he resigned his
bishoprie, and passed the rest of his life in peni-
tence. The whole story rests only on the sus-
picious testimony of Faustinus and Marce linus,
the zealous Luciterians (Libellus Precum 16, in
Migne, Puatr. Lat. xiii. 95; Tillemont, M. %, vi.

391). [F. D.]
ZOSIMT (8), a person addressed in

numerous epistles by Isidore of Pelusium (lib. i.
epp. 22, 61, 118, 128, &c); a presbyter ad-
d in very many (ii, 28, 44, 59, 65, 75);
a bibliophorus in one (iii. 86). (C. H.]

ZOSIMUS (4), bishop of Rome after Inno-
cent L, from 18th March, A.D. 417, to 25th De-
ber, A.D. 418, under Honorius as the wes-
1, and Theodorus 1. as the eastern emperor.
That his ordination was on the 18th of March is
concluded from the fact that, Innocent having
died on the 12th of that month, Zosimus is
spoken of by Paschasinus, bishop of Lilybaeum,
in a letter to St. Leo, as having been pope at
the time of Easter in the same year, of which
the proper day was the 2 March, though
it was erroneously kept on the d,
5 having been usually ordained on Sundays,
ows that the only Sunday intervening
between 12th and the 2und, viz. the 18th
day of the month, was the day s ordination.
in Baron. 3 Xvil, xxi, Ixxr )
vii. Kal, Jan. (D
his burial in the L.
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short duration, it was full of important action,
and therefore memorable, It fell to lot
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Ro '
Peiagianism ; and also to adjudi
important, yet still long dis
the Ii'.:l"l.\lljt'l.ll-n of the see of Arles
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uestion of

chureh
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ian controversy
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follows: Coelestius, accused by Paulinus, a

deacon, had been condemned at Carthage under

the bishop of that see, Aurelius, A.n. 412,
15, accused by two Gallican bishe
and L 5, had been acquitted at tl

in Palestine, but condemned
along with Coelestius by councils at Carthage,
and at Milevis in Numidia, A.p, 416, the great
istine of Hippo being the leading and most
luential opponent of the heresiarchs: letters
from these councils had been sent to pope Inno-
cent, seeking his concurrence in the condemnation,
but expressed in terms that seem to imply some
uncertainty as to what his action would be : but
he had in his I'r-i-|_\' .\'.tru]l_‘_'.l} condemned Pelagi
(Inyocexrius L),  Coelestius having

synod of Diospo

alllsig
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fled from Carthage to Ephesus, and thence to
Constantinople, and having been expelled from
the latter place by the patriarch Atticus, went
to Rome, A.D. 417, }miring for the support of
Zosimus, who had succeeded to the Roman see.
It is to be observed that Atticus, when he
expelled Coelestiug, had written letters about
him to Asia, Carthage and Thessalonica, but
not to Rome; this omission being
for by the fa
and Constantinop

scounted
that the churches of Rome
were not at that time in
full communion with each other, owing to
the mame of John Chrysostom not having
restored to the diptychs of the latter
church. On the other hand, Zosimus had
before him, when Coelestius appealed to him,
letters that had been ssed by Pelagius to
pope Innocent, but not received by him before
his death. These letters had by no means satis-
fied St. Augustine (de Peccat. U—n'lu e, 17, 215 de
Grat. x. 30, 51); but he describes them as
being expr 1 s0 as to evade the n points
at issue, m-l they may have seemed uflicient
exculpation to the pop ighted than
the great African controversi: in detecting
her and, as it would seem, less ready to find
fault with it in this Zosimus was
r disy us with favour,

iy tion of 2 Africar
f Jm\uc‘ 1t may have further
ve the condemnec l Persoms a

oeed

the inde
ops in the time
1 him to gi

themsely
1 the church of St. Clement;

us ap-

tioned as to whether he ‘..]\‘- sinee , and as
to whether he assented r.a what pope Jnuum-'ut
had written to the African bisl the
heresies imputed to him and Pel s and
this Aucustine tells us he llJ-l but ]‘I'l‘ll‘\-l"-l to
condemn the i
{ of

m in
r at

Rome. He
desired the pope’s correction of :
i mce that he might hav en
2 (ut humilzillt;-:)tl:li\':-i:nn
error w-.\}'1'|-\'w"it Vesir. sententia cory
(Aug. de P The result was
Zosimus took up his as of one who had
been 1 improj condemned.
y to this ef to Aurelius and

ng them to nd
conviet the accused of
innocent. In the same
 two G
ho ]'-l-l
onoun
and excommunicated on the ground of
previous lives and characters, of which
lestius himself had probably t himj; and
he further complains of the unfairness of the
recent proceedin t Carthage, in that neither
e two accusers nor f}!" ace ll“'l l'-l .‘.".‘i n
nt at the council; the latter having been
condemned unheard at the instance of absent
calumniat [On Heros and L
Article under their names.] It does not seem
to have occurred to him, when he thus wrote,
thet he was himself condemning @
on the testimony (it may
witness likely to be prejud
After this Zosimus wrote

. O, G,

bishops, desiri
R
to hold h

ne to
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Aurelius and the Africans, having meanwhila
received a letter in favour of Pelagius from
Praylius, bishop of Jerusalem, and others from
lagius himself. These last had entirely
satistied him of the writer’s orthodoxy; they
had been publicly read at Rome, and received
(says Zosimus) with universal joy; and there-
upon, as has been said, Zosimus wrote again to
Carthage, declaring Pelagius as well as Coelesti s
to have fully vindicated themselves aganst the

Pe

calumniots accusations as those * whirlwinda

and storms of the Church,” Heros and Lazarus;
to have been condemned by unjust judges; and
to be still in the chun communion, He
sent with his letter copies of those which he
had received from Pelagi Fragments of
th letters, no longer extant entire, ¢ cited
r Augustine as being so framed (as his former
letter to Innocent had been) as to seem orthodox
by ey - the real question. Of the letter of
Pelag to pope Innocent a copy is given by
Baronius from an old Codex in the Vatican. In
it, after repudiation of earlier heresies of which
the writer had not been accused, he thus touches
on the points at issue: “ We confess that the
will is free, but so that we always need the help
of God, and we condemn those who say with the
Manichaeans that man cannot avoid sin, as well as
those who assert with Jovinian that man cannot
and he concludes thus: *“This is the
faith, most blessed pope, which we always hav
held and hold, in which if anything has been
perchance expressed unskilfully or ]]]l.i'llt.l‘llrhil\',
we desire « tion from thee, who holdest
both the faith and the see of Peter. DBut, if
this our confession is approved by the judgment
of thy apostolate, then whoever shall wish to
asperse me will prove himself to be unskilled,
or malevolent, or even not a Cathelic, but not me
to be a heretic.” In his letters to Zosimus he is
quoted 1;\' Aungustine as further repudiating the
cha of denying baptism to infants in the
same form in which it was administered to
adults, or of 1g the kingdom of heaven
rt from ¢ t’s redemption (Aug. de Grat.
32 &e. 3 de Pece. Or. 20). 1tis evident that,
as Au ine contended s real ]\I‘I.’J“: of the
conty between hims
were untouchec confession o
there was no d of what was
aid ;o

I

the divine 1, or of
lired ; and
whether or not it was for the
nal sin that inf:
dithicult to

iptism was
2 Zosimus to
to perceive this,
18 and  Pelagius
is more probable that he was
it what y did acknowledge as
the 1t and mysterious
<||.e'.~tl~ o » and free will undefined by
authori Such an attitude appears in the
course of his first letter to the Africans, where
el quoscungue
onibus aderant
tendiculas guaestionum
non edificant sed
1 curiositatis contagione
ir

SCYTPrLe
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he says, “Ipsum sane Coelestiu

'l”;‘ €0 tempore et di
erdotes admonui
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unusq
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action of Zosimus at
s period of his career, though it certainly
cannot be justified by any who re ard Pe
anism as a heresy of Utﬂ m1[u~11\s'1u‘ rightl
condemned by the churcl For Zosimus must
and unappre-

CONtroversy

rather than censure the

have e Hlu r ||{ en « |l]]|l| ]\ 12N0TE
ciativ
or, if
position to

Aungustine (de

he u it;
orthodox.
Pece. Or.

al of
after '“n!\'
for i
5, added
]ll’l'l'f[fl!l"ll:ﬂ illl\t.:xl[l‘!.'.‘h‘ i
peceatum L\ t..'.

nem auter
ideirco dicimus ut
firmare videamu 11.-|wul longe a Cathi
enum est; <,Il|l 1 atum non cum
nascitur quod postmodum exercetur
quia mon natur: luntatis
demonstratur. . . Et ho mire necessarium
est, ne per mysterii m ad Creatoris
njuriam malum ante at ab homine trudi
dicatur homini per naturam.” He is no
to h: retracted this emphatic statement,
have been asked to do soj and if simus
accepted it. The view that been
the pope's at he
acquit the heres: ] suspended
ment till they should have a fair heari
presen their accusers, is inconsis
the obvious drift of his letters to the A
and especially of the second. He says

speaking of Pelagius and his follo

30 Sensu
homine
ab homine,

delictum sed esse

said

or to

ce of

infamari potuisse
Dei gratia vel adj

etiam absolutae fidei
ullus locus in quo
praetermissum est 2 Quod quisquis po
eandem vel mente ore, nee illi supernae
ctus quae de sancto Spiritu lata

, quod n » hic neque in futuro venia vel
remissione d Inconsistent with
these letters is the view put forward by Augustine
in his anxiety to excuse the pope, namely, that
the latter acquitted Pelagius and Coelestius, not
as being ignorant of excusing their errors,
but as accepting their exy sedd willingness to
correct them if they were in the wrong. (See
Jaron., ad ann. 418, vi,)*

As was to be expected, Pe
were and are still accused of having endeav:
to impose upon the pope by artful and dishonest
ts of their views. It is more cl

1 1.rnlq|'|s]_\' more correct, to suppose that d.]
they meant s this: “ So far we
with Is this ssion of
faith \|\11"’ 1'1|1

also
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eins and Coel

statem

conf
lllt.

our op our

enous

was

f -1 cum hoe Coelestius
a duntaxat, de quibus

confess
profecto, si corr

=set in Al
trui velle

approbata est. libellus tholicus

dictus est, quia et hoc est, si qua

forte aliter sapit quam veritas exigit, non ea certissime

re, sed detecta et demonstrata respuere”™ (Ad

. €. ¢p. Pelag. 1. r. c. 3). He wrote thus in reply

charge of prev made afterwards by

15 the Pelagian st the Roman bishop, in

he had finally condemned what he bad once
wpproved.

pterea

Catholic mentis

arication
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certainly appears from Augustine’s above-ci
extracts from his fibellus.

By the same messenger (a
Basilicus) by whom Zosimus sent
letter to the bishops at Carthage
also Paulinus, the original ac
to repair to Rome, The libellus
had 1 the po at the hearing of
Coelestius, and the latter had retorted on him
the charge of here neither he any
aecusers had co )
their

subdeacon,
his second
he summoned
of Coelestius,
this Paulinus
en .‘

nor
ited, to
:_fniul accusation
an account
it he respectfully refused to go,
was no need ; and he
\\mu-h is extant, I '3 Ver lict i,:.-l
i i |\ ]H'"’W on & 1' lll
called upon at R vain, to
\lemn the her Paulinus, had
d him with. other
shoj their
tion. reral ters, OnQ tant,
r to im\-‘- P 1ssed between tl
1.111111- (¢
5 -'), \Hli ll\ /l
next cited.
a council of
they confirmed
1 lestius,
to Rome, th hey mus
Innoce 1 i
unless the latter
of this council were sent to ‘/,{'.‘iilﬂl::\':
dated 21st of March
h-flown asser-
e inherited

sing that
1es in his 1«]]

Coelestius

50, and the
lute in

nira 17,
] letter
418 they
Carthace, in
their mation of
and d, with
t hold the verdict
s to be still in

nt. The

conden

force,
decrees
and he i 1 his t'\mnt reply,
418, b
tion of 3 T
from St. ]-Ll-l', rhic s such, he says, that
none micht dare to disj s judgment. Still
he declares himself willing to « \lh'\lllw his brethren,
not as being ig of what ought
. ng their concurrence. With
respect to Coelestius who 1 led to him,
yught that in former letters he had
ly explained the state of the ¢
beine informed now that
n in all r ) \
been misunderstood :—he had
e nothing rashly ; the matter
still unsettled: and he had
taken no further step with respect to it since
the Africans had Jast heard from him. If he had
tten at first in this strain, the plea might
better made out for him that he had only
ended judement : but the difference between
he tone of this letter and that of his former
ones is L'\'i-l-'llL He seems now to be at length
e had a h d with something of the
rashness \\'hu'u I while
words about his own independent
pope, seem meant as a protest
that he is yielding to the Afr
fact the case.
On the 1st ot May in
council representin
(subsequent, it would seem, to the previous one,
the letters from which Zosimus had replied to as
above), which ]-.’n:;-‘;;-ul nine doctrinal canons con=-
demning in detail all the distinctive doctrines
anism. About the same time the
emperor Honorius, moved apparently by the
African bis nu]|:-. issued from Ravenna a Rescript,
dated 30th of April 418, and addressed to
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he
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Palladiug, Pracfectus Practorio, in which he
ordered Pelagius and Coe iLatllh with all their
adherents to be banished. Zosimus now sum-
moned Coelestius to appear again before him:
hut the Jatter escaped from I.unm:; whereupon
the pope at las ued a letter, called by Mercator
; toria, condemning him and the
'esy (\i'tl'im Mercator, in Commini-

.; August, 1. 2. ad Bonifac. c. .:) This docu-
ment has not lw('un P ved 1 ; but Augustine gives
us intimation of its drift (de Peceat. Orig. 25
I, 23). It entered into the whole
doctrine of Redemption, which Pelagius and
Coelestius were declared to have contravened,
but it allowed them the
in case of their recanting. Baronius, Norisius,
Garnier, and others, suppose that this Tractora
was issued before the plenary African council
and the rescript of the emperor, and that
the latter was issued in consequence of it,
and at the pope’s instigation. Tillemont
(t. xiil. pp. 738, 739) proves the contrary.
That Honorius
the pope is unlikely, from the mere fact that
the pope is in no w ed to in it ; and
further in a letter ad in the following
year to Aurelius of Carth (given by Baron.
A.D. 419, lvii.) the emperor, alluding to his
rescript, speaks of it as iss in deference to
1]1- judg , not of the pope, but of Aurelius;
a est clementia nostra judicium
’ ! | s (e, dras
the
v with
inism under
the emperor's
perculsos non eru-
admittere, ut
contra priorem sententiam suam, qua gestis
catholico do ti adfuerant, postea pronunti-
arent malam hominum esse naturam.”

The Zractoria was sent to all parts of the
church, and was generally accepted and sub-
seribed, except by mnineteen bishops of Italy,
headed by Julianus, bishop of Elanum in
":LIH[I:I]li:I,. \\‘hu became thenceforth the chief
representative of Pelagianism. Julianus wrote
two letters of rex
of himself and his friends, and Aappe led to a
general council ;—which demand was suc
fully resisted by Augustine and the Count
Valerian, They were deposed by /mmnh. and
banished by the emp Some are said to
have consequently recanted, but mnot Julianus
(Mar, Mere., Commonit. ¢. 3 ; Aug. c. Julion.i. 13 ;
iii, 53 ¢ duas ep. Pel. iv. 34, &

The celebrated case of Apiarius in the year
418 affords evidence, in addition to what has
appeared above, of the relations at that time
between the African church and the see of Rome,
Apiarius was a priest of Mauritania, who, having
been excommunicated by his bishop, Urbanus of
Sicea, appealed to Zosimus. The latter ordered
the restoration of Apiarius, but was not obeyed by
the hl\lr:p of Sicea, the pope’s jurisdiction in the
matter being disputed by the Africans. He then
deputed Faustinus, bishop of Potentia, with two
presbyters, charged with a Commonitorium, to go
to in his name. They attended a
council there, prepared to pronounce the excom-
munication of Urbanus, and alleging the pope’s
authority in the matter on the ground of the

the inf
edict: E !
buisse praevaricationis crimen

35w

vl his ediet at the instance of

mstrance to Zosimus in behalf
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Nicene canons. At the request of the connei]
the pope’s Commonitorium was read, in which
the alleged Nicene canon was quoted. DBut this
canon was not known in Africa as among those
of Nice, and the case was u]‘]nmrunl tiil
inquiry should be made; and in the meantime
Apiarius was restored to the office of priesthood,
but forbidden to officiate in the church of Sicea,
For further proceedings in the matter after the
death of Xosimus see COELESTINUS I. The
canon quoted by Zosimus as Nicene was in fact
one of Sardica, with respect to which see under
Jurius (5). The Sardican canons continued to

! be quoted by subsequent popes—Boniface, Coeles-
osition of penitents |
I 1

tinus, Innocent L., Leo I.—as Nicene, tho
had been proved that they were not so, Zosimus, in
the case before us, having been the first thus te
quote them. He at least is nnL of necessity to
be charged with dishonesty for deing so, since it
is not unlikely that the Sardican canons wera
preserved at Rome as an appends to those of
Nice, and were regarded there as forming part
of them,

Zosimus is further memorable for his adjudica-
tion on the question of the jurisdiction of the
see of Arles in Gaul, and for some of the Gallic
ll\]ll\]'\ having been as little ready as the
§ were to submit to his authority,
Patroclus had become the Jm-hr:[-nllt.m of Arles.
He had been elected and ordained A.p, 412, ¢
the l‘.\}-la]\inn }J_\' the ]H'Ii]’]l' of the 1}'|\|1t’r
metropolitan, Heros—the Gallican hh]mp. above
named, who subsequently, with Lazarus, accused
Pelagi i‘.llmrklu and  Africa,
Hence Zosimus, who aid, acted and
expressed himself ly against Heros and
Lazarus, was il disposed to support
Patroclus, There had been a long rive lry and
struggle for jurisdiction hzt\\uu the two
ancient sees of Arles and Vienme. A recent
synod at Turin had decided against the claim of
Arles to general }luw[,[lmu over other pro-
vinces.? C onsequen other \n]l'?tu olitans—
Simplicius of Vienne, Hilarins of Z\:u-l.-umm,
and Proculus of Marseilles—had claimed the
richt of ordaining bishops in their respective
provinces independently ; and, notably, Proculus,
acting on the powers assigned him by the
Turin synod as Metropolitan of Narbonensis
Secunda, had ordained Lazarus (the friend and

15 of he

sy 1in

b “Tllud deinde inter episcopos urbium Ar
Viennensis, qui de primatus apud nos lonore certal
a S. Synodo definitum est, ut qui ex ei approbaverit
suam civitatem esse metropolim, i8 totius provincise
honorum primatus obtineat " ( Cone. Taurinense, can. 2%
The Turin synod which passed this canon, ¢ assigned by
Baronius to the year 397, is said by Gieseler to have been
1 Ap. 491, and therefore long after the time of
Zosimns. But it may express correctly the principle on
which the earlier synod, referred to in the text, had
gone; namely, that of following in ecelesiastical Arrange-
ment the political divisions of the empire. This prine iple

bad prevailed in the East, and bad in fact been that on
which metropolite and P itriarchal jurisdiction seems to
have been at first ned to certain cities. But the
popes had often protested against it, as for instance
in their maintenance of thei liction over the
1llyrian provinces, after their transference to the Eastern
empire, and their opposition to the claims of Constan-
tinople, made on the mere ground of its being the im-
perial v. In opposition to this principle a special
Jjurisdiction wes claimed for Arles on the ground of its
ecclesiasticsl origin,
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associate of Heros) to the see of Aquae Sextiae
(Aiz). This was of course likely to be peculiarly
displeasing to Zosimus. Patroclus appealed to
him (A.D. 417), and he at once wrote to the
bishops of Gaul, and also to Aurelius of
Carthage, and to the rest of the African as well
as to the Spanish bishops, asserting the
authority of the bishop of Arles over the
provinces of Vienne, and Narbonensis Prima
and Secunda, and declaring all who should
ordain bishops, or be ordained, within those
provinces without his concurrence, to be de-
graded from the priesthood. In his letter to
the bishops of Gaul he further requires that
ecclesiastics of all orders from any part of
Gaul whatever, proceeding to Rome, or to any
other part of the world, should not be received
without letters commendatory (formatae) from
the Metropolitan of Arles. But this last
privilege of the see he rests not on ancient
right, but on the personal merits of Patroclus;
“Hocautem privilegium Formatarum S. Patroclo,
fratri et coepiscopo nostro, meritorum ejus
speciali contemplatione concessimus,” The juris-
diction of Arles over the above-named provinces
he rests on ancient right, derived from Trophi-
mus having been sent from Rome as first bishop of
the see, and all Gaul having received the stream
of faith from that fountain. With respect to
this allegation about Trophimus it may be
observed that Gregory of Tours (Hist. Franc, i.
28), referring to Passio 8. Saturnini Episc.
Tolos., speaks of seven missionary bishops, in-
cluding Trophimus, who founded the see of Arles,
having been sent from Rome to Gaul, * Decio
et Grato consulibus,” i.e. A.D. 250. But the see
of Arles must have existed before the date
assigned, since it appears from Cyprian (Ep. vi.
7) that in 254 Marcion had long been bishop
of it. There may possibly have been some
Trophimus of an earlier date who had been sent
from Rome to Arles; but, if so, nothing is
known about him. Zosimus is sometimes quoted
as having identified this Trophimus with Trophi-
mus the Ephesian (Acts xx, 43 xxi, 29; 2 Tim.
iv. 20); but his letters contain nothing to this
effect, though such may have been the current
tradition, In like manner St. Dionysius, men-
tioned by St. Gregory of Tours as one of the
seven bishops sent at the same time with Tro-
phimus into Gaul, was traditionally identified
with the Areopagite.

Zosimus wrote also to the bishops of the
provinces Viennensis and Narbonensis Secunda,
disallowing the independent authority conceded
to the metropolitans of those provinces by the
Turin synod; to Hilarius of Narbonne, the
metropolitan of Narbonensis Prima, forbidding
him to ordain bishops independently of Arles,
declaring all whom he should so ordain excom-
municate, and threatening him with the same
sentence ; and also to Patroclus, confirming to
him the alleged ancient rights of his see,
together with the pri ilege, above mentioned, of
alone giving Firmatae to ecclesiastics from all
parts of Gaul. Simplicius of Vienne so far
deferred to the pope’s authority as to send a
legate to him ; and Zosimus, in a letter to him,
dated 1 Oct. in the same year (417), allowed him,
for the sake of peace, to go on for the present
ordaining bishops in the neighbouring ecities of
the provinee in accordance with the order of the
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Turin synod. No such deference to Rome was
shown by Proculus of Marseilles, who continued
to ordain, though the pope had prmmunced his
dey »mm:m Tumults ensued at Marseilles, where
f.}wu- scem to have been two parties. Conse-
quently in the following year (418) Zosimus
wrote to the clergy and ]xeop]e there, warning
them to oppose the dttl,ﬂli!lb of ]’ronuhh and to
submit to Patroclus; and to Patroclus himself,
enjoining him to assert his authority, Notwith-
standing all this, Proculus maintained his posi-
tion as bishop of Marseilles, and metropolitan of
Narbonensis Secunda. With regard to the
personal merits of Patroclus and Proculus,
Baronius finds himself compelled to confess that
the pope was deceived in his estimate and support
of the former, who was himself an intruder in
the see of Arles, and who bore a bad character.
Prosper (Chron.) speaks of him as one who
“ infami mercatu su.wldntm venditare ausus est.”
Proculus, on the contrary, is commended by 3.
Jerome (Fp. 4) as “a holy man.” The question
of the jurisdiction of Arles, by no means settled
(as has been seen) by Zosimus, long continued to
be a bone of contention in Gaul, as will be seen
in the lives of many subsequent popes. Zosimus
died soon after writing the letters last mentioned,
and was buried, according to the Lib. Pontif., on
the 26th of December, *wvia Tiburtina juxta
corpus beati Laurentii martyris.”

In the Martyrolog. Rom. he is noticed thus;
Dec. 26, “Ibidem (se. Romae) Zosimi papae et
confessoris,” with this note appended, * De
eodem Beda; sed per errorem confusus habetur
cum alio Zosimo, de quo idem supra 15 Kal.
Januarii.” The blunder appears to have been
Baronius’s, not Bede’s. In Bede’s Martyrology
had been found, “xv. Kal, Jan, S. Zosimus
martyr, qui pro confessione fidei passus est.”
The reference was to an early martyr of that
name, who is mentioned by St. Polycarp. Some
transeriber having ignorantly confused him with
pope Zosimus, Baronius, in revising the Roman
Martyrology, perpetuated the error, making two
saints out of one.

The main authorities for his life, as above
given, are his own letters and other documents,
to be found in Baronius and Labbe, the works of
St. Augustine, and Prosper (Chron.).

J. B—y.

ZOSIMUS (5), one of the B)‘zlz:mtinp. lhi]s—
torians, and worthy of particular attention, not
only owing to his general merits as a writer of
history, but because, as a heathen and bitterly
opposed to Christianity, he gives us the heathen
view of the causes of the decline and fall of the
Roman Empire.

There is considerable uncertainty as to the
date at which Zosimus flourished, some authors
assigning him to the time of I{unmms at the
close of the 4th century (he succeeded his father
A.D. 395), and others to that of Anastasius at
the close of the 5th (he reigned from A.p. 491
to A.D. 518). The probability is that the first
of these dates is too early, the second too late,
and that Zosimus belongs to the first half of the
5th century., This is the conclusion come to by
re, who speaks of him as flourishing A.p. 425
(Has! Lit. p. 302). Reitemeier on the nthr\r
hand, proceeding upon what he takes to be the
evidence afforded by his own writings, places
him as late as A.p, 470 (Disquis. in (.m,.us Ser,
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H. B. p.27). The middle of the century may | contrary he may be justly described as one of

perhaps be accepted as a probable date. 1%
cius says that he wrote after A.D. 425. This
much at least is certain, that he lived in the
decline of the empire, and that it was the melan-
choly spectacle of its decay and ruin which led
him to make the effort to discover the causes,
and to commemorate the particulars, of so great
a fall. The place of his birth is unknown, but
he had fixed his residence at Constantinople,
where he would seem to have held the position
of a Comes and Exadvocatus Fisci. The office
appears to have been connected either with the
government of the city, or the administration of
the royal revenues. In his work, De ded. iii. 1,
he tells us himself that the ruler of a province
was called a Comes. Although a huthul
Zosimus was not a polytheist, for in one j
at least of his hlntl'l r, when referring t.
oracle which had predicted the greatness of Old
Byzantium, he speaks of the Deity in highly
worthy terms. “Let no one think,” he says,
¢ that because a long period passed before the
prediction was fulfilled it must refer to some-
thing else, for all time is short to the Divine
Being who always is and shall be” (ii. 37). He
paid honour, however, to the heathen religious
rites, honouring them as rites which had come
down from former generations (v. 23), complain-
ing of the attempts of various emperors to
extinguish them (ii. 29, iv. 59), lamenting the
fact that the oracles of the gods were no longer
listened to (i. 57), and findi in the abandon-
ment of the old relizion one main cause of the
decline of the empire (iv. 59). At the same
time he ridicules Christianity as an unreasonal le
conglomerate, t‘i’\u'}ms ouy katdfeats (iv. &6
sneers at C ]llmta.ll] sol hl rs as only :m]v 0 pre
(ii. 2, iv. 2
i the

;] u-{m;usr. lt1nm of the
iv. 59). A historian of
such a spirit can hardly be relied on for an
account of the events of a time when the old
superstitions which he venerated were compelled
to yield to the advancing power of a rel
which he abhorred ; and even his admirers are
constrained to admit, that he is not to be trusted
where his prejudices on religious matters come
into play. Reitemeier, who defends him on the

whole, allows that he was too part to the
en, too unjust to Christians (Disquis, p.
2 and Gibbon speaks of his * passion and

.“’ of his * ignorant and malicious

18, and of the *“maleontent insinua-
t| ms of the heathen Zosimus ” (chaps. xvii, xx.).
His aceounts of the conversion of Constantine,

and of the character of Theodosius (ii. 29, iv
26-33), are in this respect varticularly worthy
of notice. To the former, as well as to many

wer of his most scandalous charges
that emperor, Evagrius replied in the fic
language, addressing him as a * wicked spirit
and fiend of hell ” (iii. 41); and for the latter
he has been condemned by Gibbon in milder but
hardly less emphatic language (chap. xxvii.).
De Broglie refers, for a full refutation of the
story regarding the conversion of Constantine,
to the Mém. de I’ Acad. des Inscrip. 49, p. 470,
ete.

From all that has been said, the inference
must not be hastily drawn that Zosimus is, as a
historian, unworthy of our regard. On the

ot

| the best historians of these early centuries.

jLuu his views on church matters are highly

interesting, as showing us the light in which
they were regarded by the more intelligent of
the heathen ; nor are they always wanting in
truth and forcibleness of statement, His de-
scription of the monks, for example, who so often
troubled both the empire and the church, is an
important counterpoise to the exaggerated esti-
mate always formed of them by the professed
ecclesiastical historians of the age. “ They
forswear lawful marriages, and fill their institu-
tions both in cities and viliages with unmarried
men who are of no service either for war or for
any work useful to the state, except that,
ess from their beginning to the
present day, they have taken possession of a
t part of the land, and that, on pretence of

making prog

sh wring everything with the poor, they reduce, so

to speak, all to poverty * (v. 23). At the same

time the exposure that he makes of the tyranny
and crimes of several of the first Christian
empero annot be set aside as inconsistent with
the probabilities of the case. In any descrip-
tions given by him of such things he has said
nothing even approaching in severity the accounts
that have come down to us from other sources,
while we cannot forget that other historians, to
whom we owe our knowledge of the persons of
whom he speaks,— Socrates, Sozomen, Theo-
doret, l’iﬂ]:mulu.ns, and ],\'.'1'- ius—were na=-
turs L“\' predisp sed to conceal the vices, and to
rate the virtues of lh{-\e W }11 in their
publie capacity, were defenders of the faith. In
estimating, too, the value of Zosimus as a his-
torian, it must be borne in mind that he treats
more largely of civil affairs than these others
had done, and that we owe to him many facts
connected with the condition of the military,
their degeneracy, exactions, and dissoluteness,
y passed over in silence, but which
other historians have acknowledged to have
contributed in no slight degree to the fall of the
empire.

There seems indeed no sufficient ground to
aseribe ional bad faith to the history be-
fore us. That the writer was mistaken in many

of his co ntllumu‘. .unl l::'peciall_',' in those 1":]:11,-

e

rorg

» to unfounded state mf,nt-\ 1is not 1(“-3 m :
but it has never been proved that he \\11[1.;11_'."
perverted facts for the sake of establishing any
theory that he held.

Zosimus is not to be considered in all respects
as an original historian, It is probable that he
would have exhibited more originality had he,
according to his intention, been able to bring his
history down to his own time. It closes, how-
ever, with the year A.p. 410. Either he had
been hindered by death from prosecuting it
further, or some portions of it have been lost.
He is thus occupied throughout it all with
events previous to his own day, and in relating
these he seems rather to epitomize works of pre-
decessors in the same field than to write original
narrative, Reitemeier finds that in the first
part of his history he followed the Synopsis of
Denippus, in the middle and larger part the
Chronicon of Eunapius, and in the last part the
Silva of Olympiodorus (Disquis. p. 35). Photius
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also charges him with extensive copying of
Eunapius (comp. Fabricius, vi. p. 232, note). It
seems to have been his admiration of Polybius
that led him to write. That historian had de-
seribed the rise of the Roman Empire, and Zosi-
mus, beholding everywhere around him its
majestic ruins, would describe its fall, Nor will
he merely describe the phenomena: he proposes
also to investizate their causes. He begins, ac
cordingly, with the reign of Augustus, and,
passing hastily over the time which intervened
till the accession of Constantine, he occupies
himself mainly with the reigns of that emperor
and his sucecesso His theory upon the fall of
the Roman Empire may be summed up in the
following particulars :—The change of govern-
ment to its imperial form (i. 5); the removal
of the soldiery into cities where they were debase
by luxury and vice (ii. 34); the iniquitous
exactions of successive emperors (ii. 38, iv. 28,
29, 41, v. 12); above all, the casting aside of the
old religion, and the neglect of the responses of
the oracles (i. 57). There can be little doubt
that he regarded this last cause as the most im-
portant, so frequently does he allude to it (ii. 7,
iv. 37, 59, v. 38, etc.). He expresses what was
often thought and said at the time, and it is not
a little interesting to think that to the view
thus taken we owe, in no small degree, the pro-
duction of Augustine’s immortal work, De Civi-
tate Dei.

The style of the history of Zosimus has been
praised by Photius as concise, perspicuous, pure,
and, though not adorned by many figures, yet
by no means devoid of sweetness (Cod. 98).
Heyne has praised it in exactly similar terms
(Corp. Ser, H. B., Zosimus, p. 16). These com-
mendations are deserved. Zosimus is in a great
measure free from the ambitious periods of most
of the historians of his His narrative is
circumstantial, but clear. His language is well
chosen, and often in a hich degree nervous and
autithetical. He was not free from superstition ;
and the fact that a historian, generally so calm
and so far removed from the credulity of his
day, should have put his faith in oracles, and
should have recorded without hesitation ap-

arances of Minerva and Achilles to Alaric,
her with various other miracles (see them
in Fabricius, vi. p. 610), may show us how
deep-seated such ideas were in the minds of his
contemporaries, and may help to prove that the
Ch ian belief in visions and miracles then pre-
vailing was not inconsistent with sobriety of
judgment and sound principles of criticism in
other matters.

The history of Zosimus embraces the period
between Augustus and A.p. 410. It may be
consulted for the lives and actions of the em-
perors between these dates, more especially for
those of Constantine, Constantius, Theodosius the
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elder, Honorius and Arcadius; for accounts of
the Huns, Alamanni, Scythians, Goths, and
minor barbarous tribes; for the war in Afrieain
the time of Honorius, the campaign of Alaric in
Italy, and the taking of Rome; for the right of
asylum in Christian churches, and the changes
introduced into the army; for an important
description of Byzantium, old and new, and of
Britain ; and finally, among many other points
which it is unnecessary to notice, for an account
of the secular games to which, celebrated only
once in 110 years, the people were summoned
with the stirring, yet solemn, ery—quos nec
spectavit quisquam nec spectaturus est. In addi-
tion to these things, some of the ancient oracles
will be found preserved by Zosimus.

An edition of the history of Zosimus in Greek
and Latin, with notes by Sylburgius, was pub-
lished at Frankfort in 1590, and was followed by
a similar edition at Oxford in 1672. The best
edition is that of Reitemeier, in Greek and Latin,
with the notes of Heyne, which appear
Leipsic in 1784, after which Bekker published

one in Greek and Latin, with the notes of
Reitemeier, at Bonn, in 1837. [W. M.]

ZOTICUS (1), bishop of Comana, in Pamphy-
lia Prima, stated by an anonymous anti-Mon-
tanist writer, also by Eusebius (. E. v. 18), as
also by Apollonius (Euseb. H. . v. 18), to have
proposed to exorcise the Montanist prophetess,
Maximilla, when first she came forward at Pe-
puza, but not to have been permitted by the
other Montanists to offer her this indignity.

[G. 8.]

ZOTICUS (2), bishop of Quintianum,
cording to Dupin, a town in the Tyrol, present
at the council at Rome, A.p. 313 (Opt. i. 23).

[H. W. P.]

ac=-

ZOTION, deacon,

or Zucius, a priest who neg-
ge to the bishop of Uzalis
about the relics of St. Stephen, and received, it
was said, a blow from an unseen hand by way of
rebuke (Aug. de Mirac. 8. Steph. vol. vii. app.
p- 858, ed. Migne). [H. W. P.]

ZUNTFREDUS (SuniFREDUS), thirteenth
archbishop of Narbonne, in the last quarter of
the 7th century. He was represented at the
thirteenth and fourteenth councils of Toledo in
683 and 684, and was present in person at the
fifteenth in 688. There is extant a letter ad-
dressed to him by Idalius, bishop of Barcelona,
which accompanied the gift of a copy of the
Prognosticum Futuri Saeculi of Julian of Toledo
(Migne, Patr. Lat. xcvi. 818). After Zuntfredus
there is an interval of about eighty years in the
archbishops of Narbonne, the see being in the
hands of the Saracens (Gall, Christ. vi. 14).

[S. A. B.]

[Sorron.]
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