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How dı the early Christians aPPCar ICI and in the Koman empıre? In
1948, Pıerre de Labriolle, Classıcal scholar and hıstorı1an ot the early Church in the
West publıshed La reactıon DaLenNe: etude SAr la polemique antıchretienne du Te ViIe
szecle, magıster1al work which rightly has remaıned standard untiıl to-day. In the CNE-];ıeht,ratıon that sCcparates It trom Wiıilken’s study L1C evidence has COMECEC

but IMNOTEC ımportant, SOTILC of the quası—certainties which de Labriolle had taken tor
granted ave een challenged.

1C sSsessmen of the problem 15 timely.
The author has rıtten excellent study. Hıs style 15 easy-I1lowıng an CONVCYS the

impression ot learnıng ell A} DOWCIS ot assımılatıon. The book 1S plea-
SUTC read Inevıtably, the early sections COWV! much amılıar oround, but Pliny’s
background 1S detailed LNOTC tully than tound ın IMOST histories ot the early Church
„The Koman gentleman“ CMECT SCS convıincıngly. hıs reviewer may perhaps ask himselt
whether ın the In CENLUrY the chrıstian communıtıes di resemble burıal socıetles,
the author The WEeTC indeed important 1n theır lıyves (Dee Tertullıan,
Scapulam 1 9 but there W a5s IMOTEC awake SUSP1C1ONS. The Hetaerıae (assocı1a-
t10NS) reierre: by Pliny 1ın hıs letter Trajan and discusse by the author (p 13) Al ©

surely the clue Plıny W as immedıately interested iın the COMMON meals held by the
Chrıiıstians and W AaSs leased that these had ended when A1N accordance wıth yOUur (Tra-
jans) command had orbidden the exıstence of clubs“ (Plıny, ED X.96.8 As the author
polnts OUuUtT, halt CENTLUrY later, the satırıst Lucıan of Samosata desceribes the Christians
1ın Palestine Syrıa ın remınıscent ot those sed describe the ıfe ot 2A550-

clatıon. Lucıan’s yOounger CONteEMPOFAFrY, Celsus (c 178) probably Syrıan also,
hıs „Irue Word“ agalnst the Chrıiıstians by pomting OutL that 2S$SOC1At10NS wWer«tc

publıc an lawtful, but others, that iıncluded the Christians WerIr«c SPCTEF and ıllegal. There
W 45 reference „burıal soclety“ camouflage tor these ıllegal actıvıtlıes. Indeed,
the Chrıiıstıan communıtıes and own the Mediterranean AL thıs tiıme, wiıth theır
close-knit organısatıon, COMMNMON funds, COMMMMOIN meetings, meals, lıturgy and Scr1p-

and above all, their NC  S ot brotherhood could only have impressed themselves 45

powerful but secretive Judaistıc 4SSOC1at10NS. Theır PUurpOSC seemed already under-
mıne the tabrıc of Greco-Roman soclety (thus Celsus, cited by Orı C Contra Celsum
n  111. and 533 By RN Christianıty had tar outpassed the SCO „burial socıety“
CVECN „CEXLravagant superstition“ 4S 1T had een deseribed by Iny

The author has useful thıngs 5Say about Galen and the incıpıent aCCePTLANCE of hrı-
stianıty „philosophy“ N: educated Greeks ear the en!: ot the second CENTUCYV.
The COLE of hıs work however, 15 the lengthy chapter Porphyry. Here he taces
dilemma that has een posed largely by the Zrowıing ınterest ot Classıical scholars ın
early Christıian hıstory who ave brought acCcuteness of lıberary erıticısm combine:
sometımes wıth hedantry the subject. He could eıither tollow VO Harnack and de
Labriolle and aCCEDL VO Harnack’s whole catalogue of alleged fragments trom Contra
Christianos venumne, he could bow the arguments of Barnes („Porphyry
agalınst the Christians. Date and attrıbution of fragments”, E& 2 9 L3,

424 —442) and the even MOTre radıcal treatment of Anthony Meredith („Porphyry
an Julıan agalnst the Christians“, NRW 1, 232 114914149 and reject those
iragments that COMLEC trom Macarıus Magnes’ 91.€. about halt AL Har-
nack’s total. In tact, the compromıi1se 15 OILC tOO happy-. T use „Macarıus only when
hıs repOrTtS arec confirmed by other sources“ 136, n6) 15 pick and choose, and
diviıde unıtary SOUTCE Fıther the OP quoted the end oft the 4th cen-

Lury by Macarıus W as Porphyry, whom Macarıus dı NOLT want Namcede, he w as sOMe«Ee

well-intormed apologıst of the Sam«e schooal ot thought Porphyry, who
somehow another has evaded the notice of Constantıne and Theodosıus, an whose
intluence W as still actıve tıme when Christianıty ha een established by law the
relıgıon of the empire. prefer the tormer solution. The NUuSs of proof that thıs Nn

earned „Anonymous”“ existed, the cr1ıtics of ONn Harnack.
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The date of the (Jontra Christians could el be later than 270, but nNOL late
303 It 15 NOLT the work of wrıter ın hıs dotage. Tıme LOO, would be needed tor 1ts intlu-
CC be telt the CXTCNT ıt W dAs, T: the ruling cırcles ot the empıre. The last
decade of the thırd CCENTUrY would scerNMN LNOTC probable, sharıng wıth the „VIrı nOovı“
attacked by Arnobius (Contra (GJentes 11. 15) ıIn propaganda assault Christianity,
that preceded Diocletian’s decısıon attemptL torce the Chrıiıstians contorm the
religıon ot the empıre.

tinal chapter 15 devoted the CMpeCror Julian’s long meditated attack the
„Galıleans“. The connection between udaism and Christianity stressed In the Adversus
(GJalılaeos struck Christianity Lts MOST vulnerable poımnt. Celsus had SCCMN thiıs, dı
Eusebius of ( aesarea and LOO, dıd SOTMNEC of the Church Fathers iın the 4A4th CeNtLUurYy.The real objection of the eAastern bıshops the Homoous1io0s W 4S that IT W as Sabellıan,
1.€e. „Jewiısh“ (also 55C; Basıl ot Caesarea, Letters 2710 and 236) The author’s emphasısthıs aSPECL ot the antı-Christian CS 15 OTMNC ot the MOST usetul teatures of thıs scho-
larly and well-researched book

In valuable ou1ide IT INAaYy SCCI1 UNSCHCIFOUS cavıl Al the Bıbliography. Where
however Jewiısh Christian relatıonships AdTiC ımportant theme, OMNC M1sSses rete-
CCC alıy work DYy eusner Smallwood, whıiıle SOTMINE usetul works the
Church sıde which Aave antıcıpated thıs ASPECL of the author’s VIEeWS ave een Oomıtted.
Students ATrC entitled learn something of the developing trends of scholarship in
work wrıtten wıth their needs ın mınd. hıs 15 especıally the Case wıth book that 111
remaın the standard work ın Englısh Christian relations CII trom the
Pagan standpoınt, tor long time CO

One sıgnıfıcant misprint 15 noted. The CINDCIOF Hadrıan’s dates AT 117—138 and NOLT
S3 134 68 and respectively.

Glasgow Frend

Eusebius Werke, VIL Band Diıie Chronik des Hıeronymus, he un! iın
utl bearb VO Rudolft Helm 3 9 unveränderte utl m1t einer Vorbemerkung
VO Ursula TIreu, Berlıin (Akademie- Verlag) 1984, DE 455;
Kar] Mras bezeichnete dieses Werk Eusebs VO Caesarea, das 1m wesentlichen durch

die Übersetzung des Hıeronymus erhalten 1St, als „Monumentalwerk des Altertums,
hne das WIr ‚4823 ın der lateinischen Literaturgeschichte oft hne verläfßlichen Weg-weıser waären“ (DLEZ 7 9 957 390) un! rühmte zugleich die hervorragende Qualitätder Aus abe dieses Werkes durch Rudolf Helm uch andere Kritiker haben ıhre
außerorde  5entliche Sorgfalt, aber auch ihre Handlıichkeit VOT allem gegenüber der wWwe1l-
bandıgen, als Autograph gedruckten ufl( und ıhre praktische Anlagehervorgehoben. Dıieses bedeutsame un: anerkannte Werk lıegt jetzt ın Auftla
VOT, wobei sıch einen im wesentlichen unveränderten Nachdruck der Auflage
VO 1956 handelt. Lediglich kleinere Drucktehler wurden stillschweigend verbessert
z.B 5 und 541, M Auf 219° S hat sıch bel der
Verbesserung allerdings eın Druckftehler eingeschlichen. Denn Bardenhewer
hat ‚War wne Geschichte der altkirchlichen Lıteratur verfaßt (die angegebene Seitenzahl
sollte allerdings 1n I8l 626 {t. korrigiert werden!), Harnack aber eine Geschichte der
altchristlichen Lıteratur. Außerdem hätte INan vielleicht die beiden Hınweıise VO
Mras mıt berücksichtigen sollen: a) Fıne Korrektur 281 15,05 In der Chronik
handelt sıch die Zeıt zwischen Abraham un Adam, bei Eusebius 9,18ber die Zeıt zwischen Moyses un!: Inachus“ und eıne Ergänzun 285 zu

5Sync. 126* „Eusebius 9207 Technisch bedingt 1St s woh da{fß bei den
Randbemerkun ın der Eınleitung S X  9 AXT. XXIL, jedenfalls ın
meınem Exemp gelegentlich Buchstaben ausgefallen sınd och das beeinträchtigtden Wert dieses Buches kaum Vielmehr spurt I11all uch bei der Autft! die sorgfältigeBetreuung durch Frau Dr Treu, die bereıits die Drucklegung der Auf! ber-
wachte und die für die Neuauflage ıne knappe, ber inhalt;reiché Vorbemerkung mıit


