Acts of Apollonius

EusebiusH. E.5.21, in theAnte-Nicene Fathers
Chapter XX1. How Appolonius Suffered Martyrdom at Rome.

1 About the same time, in the reign of Commodus,condition became more favorable, and through

the grace of God the churches throughout the entiréd enjoyed peact? and the word of salvation
was leading every soul, from every race of maméodevout worship of the God of the universe. So
that now at Rome many who were highly distinguistegdvealth and family turned with all their
household and relatives unto their salvation.

2 But the demon who hates what is good, being matigin his nature, could not endure this, but
prepared himself again for conflict, contriving ngadevices against us. And he brought to the

judgment seat Apolloniu¥2® of the city of Rome, a man renowned among théfiaifor learning and
philosophy, having stirred up one of his servants) was well fitted for such a purpose, to accuse
him 330

3 But this wretched man made the charge unseaspmhathuse by a royal decree it was unlawful that
informers of such things should live. And his legsre broken immediately, Perennius the judge

having pronounced this sentence upon .

4 But the martyr, highly beloved of God, being ety entreated and requested by the judge to give
an account of himself before the Senate, madeeiptasence of all an eloquent defense of the faith
which he was witnessing. And as if by decree of3baate he was put to death by decapitation; an
ancient law requiring that those who were broughhe judgment seat and refused to recant should no

be liberated?32Whoever desires to know his arguments beforeuttigg and his answers to the
questions of Perennius, and his entire defensed#ie Senate will find them in the records of the

ancient martyrdoms which we have collectéd!.

328 Marcia, concubine of Commodus, and possesseceaf gifluence over him, favored the Christians
(according to Dion Cassius, LXII. 4), and as a egu®nce they enjoyed comparative peace during his
reign.

329 Jerome e vir. ill. chap. 42, anépist. ad Magnumd) calls Apollonius a Roman senator. It is
possible that this is only a natural conclusiondrdy Jerome from Eusebius' statement that he
defended himself before the Senate; and this pbgsinight seem to be strengthened by the fact tha
Eusebius does not call him a senator here, as swddsbxpect him to do if he knew him to be one. On
the other hand, it is highly probable (as showth&énext note) that Jerome had read the fullerwatdco
of Apollonius' martyrdom included by Eusebius is Qiollection of Martyrdoms, and hence it seems
likely that that account contained the statemeait Apollonius was a senator. Jerome makes
Apollonius the author of an insigne volumen, whinghread in the Senate in defense of his faith; but
there seems to be no foundation for such a refpastapparently the result simply of a
misunderstanding of the words of Eusebius, whestttat Apollonius delivered before the Senate a
most eloquent defense of the faith, but does nptyithat he wrote an apology. The words that
Eusebius uses at the close of this chapter impiherahat the defense made by Apollonius was
recorded after its delivery, and that it is thisag of it which can be read in h@ollection of
Martyrdoms

330 yerome, followed by Sophronius, reports that theisation against Apollonius was brought by a



slave. Jerome gives the slave's name as Seergs\(0 Severo proditysvhile Sophronius makes
Severus the name of the judgei@ tou doulou para Sebhrw prodofeij xristianapai). The latter is
impossible, however, as the name of the judge wasniius according to Eusebius. Vallarsi statets tha
some mss. of Jerome resuab Commodo principe ac Severo proditusd supposes that Severas a
corruption for the worda servo(which he thinks may have stood alone in the nabtext), and that
some student, perceiving the error, wrote uponrtagegin of his copy the wordsservg and that
subsequently the note crept into the text, whigewlordSeverowas still retained, thus producing our
present reading servo Severd his is an ingenious suggestion, but the faoverlooked that
Sophronius undoubtedly read in the original tratesldoy him the worda servo Severdor we can
explain his rendering only by supposing that hel tbas, but understood the wddéveraas the dative
of the indirect object aftgroditus instead of the ablative in apposition warva In the face of
Sophronius' testimony to the original form of te&tf no alteration of the common reading can be
accepted. As to the source of Jerome's Severu® 8irre is nothing in the present chapter of Huseb
to suggest such an addition, and no reason camdugined for the independent insertion of the name,
the only legitimate conclusion seems to be, that@ime occurred in the account of Apollonius'
martyrdom referred to by Eusebius just below, drad derome took it thence. If this be so, then that
martyrology must have been the authority also évothe's statement that Apollonius was accused by a
slave; and hence the statement may be acceptageasmd not as the result of a misinterpretation o
the reference of Eusebius' wor@né ge tina uij tauta epithdeiywmas supposed by some. Since it is
thus almost certain that Jerome had himself exairtime fuller account of Apollonius' martyrdom
referred to by Eusebius, a favorable light is thmdyack upon his report that Apollonius was a senato
and it becomes probable that he obtained thismstatefrom the same source (see the previous note).

331 M. de Mandajors, in hillistoire de I'Acad. des Inscripom. 18, p. 226 (according to Gieseler's
Ch. Hist, Harper's edition, I. p. 127), "thinks that thave was put to death as the betrayer of his
master, according to an old law renewed by Trdpamthat the occurrence had been misunderstood by
the Christians, and had given rise to the traditwmch is found in Tertullian and in thig&dictum ad
Comm. A siagthat an emperor at this period had decreed thisponent of death for denouncing a
Christian." Such a law against the denunciatiomasters by slaves was passed under Nerva; but
Gieseler remarks that, in accordance with the pies of the laws upon this subject, "either
Apollonius only, or his slave only, could have been to death, but in no case both. Jerome does not
say either that Severus was the slave of Apollomughat he was executed; and since Eusebius
grounds this execution expressly on a supposisitlaw, it may have belonged only to the Oriental
tradition, which may have adduced this instancgupyport of the alleged law." It is possible that
Gieseler is right in this conclusion; but it is@lguite possible that Eusebius' statement thadlthwe

was executed is correct. The ground of the execuwtis, of course, not, as Eusebius thinks, the fact
that he brought an accusation against a Chridbiainas remarked by de Mandajors, the fact thatgbe
a slave, he betrayed his master. Had the inforineen executed because he brought an accusation
against a Christian, the subsequent executioneoiatier would be inexplicable. But it is conceilab
that the prefect Perennius may have sentencedfibrenant to death, in accordance with the old law
mentioned by de Mandajors, and that then, Apolleiieing a senator, he may have requested him to
appear before that body, and make his defenseto,tim order that he might pass judgment upon him
in accordance with the decision of the Senats. duite conceivable that, the emperor being indlitoe
favor the Christians, Perennius may not have car@ass judgment against Apollonius until he had
learned the opinion of the Senate on the matteicat Neander has to say on the subject, itChis
Hist.). As remarked by Valesius, the Senate was nadiaigd court, and hence could not itself sentence
Apollonius; but it could, of course, communicatdhe prefect its opinion, and he could then pass
judgment accordingly. It is significant that thee®k reads wsan apo dogmatoj sugklhtou, insertiag th
particle wsan, "as if"; i.e. "as if by decree oé thenate."



332y/alesius thinks the reference here is to Pling&sript to Trajan (see above, Bk. lII. chap. 33)isT
is possible, though the language of Eusebius séemwply a more general reference to all kinds of
cases, not simply to the cases of Christians.

333 0n Eusebius' gre@ollection of Martyrdomswhich is now lost, see above, p. 30.



