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S U M M A RY  O F  T H E  C O N F E R E N C E  W I T H  T H E  D O N AT I S T S

After our Conference with the Donatists took 
place, I briefly recounted what was done and set 
it down in writing, according to the three days 
during which we conferred with them: and I 
considered this work useful, so that anyone, be
ing reminded, might either know without labor 
what was done, or, by consulting the numbers 
which I noted for each matter, might read in the 
official records whatever he wishes at the proper 
place; for their excessive lengthiness fatigues the 
reader. The title of this work, however, is, A Brief 
Account of the Conference. This work begins 
thus: "When the Catholic bishops and those of 
the party of Donatus."

When the Catholic bishops and those of the 
party of Donatus, by order of the Emperor, had 
conferred with one another in a debate held in 
the presence of the tribune and notary Marcelli
nus, the judge, and recorded in official proceed
ings, the transcript of these same proceedings 
was made very lengthy, although the whole mat
ter could have been handled much more briefly. 
But those who knew they did not have a good 
cause, first did as much as they could to prevent 
the Conference itself from taking place, and to 
ensure that the case itself would not be heard at 
all. But since they were quite unable to achieve 
this, they brought it about by the multiplicity of 
the proceedings that what was done could not be 
easily read. Therefore, it seemed good to embrace 
everything in this summary, so that by means of 
the numerical references, which are noted both in 
this brief account and in the proceedings them
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S U M M A RY  O F  T H E  C O N F E R E N C E  W I T H  T H E  D O N AT I S T S

selves, anyone may find what he wishes without 
difficulty.

And so, when both parties had entered, in the 
first place the rescript of the emperor was read 
aloud, by which he ordered the Conference to 
be held between the aforementioned bishops, so 
that manifest reason might refute superstition.

In the second place, the edict of the Cognitor 
himself was read out, which he sent throughout 
the province, so that the bishops of both parties 
might be convened and gathered at Carthage 
before the Kalends of June for the purpose of 
the conference. In that edict, he returned the 
basilicas to the Donatists without an order from 
the Emperor, provided they promised they would 
come, so that in this way he might invite them to 
the conference with benefits as well. Also in the 
same edict, he offered to them that they might 
appoint another judge with him, whomever they 
wished; and he swore that he would judge that 
which the truth had suggested, and the rest 
which is contained in the same edict for the ex
hortation of their assembly.

In the third place, a second edict of the Cog
nitor was read out, which he had proposed to 
the bishops of both parties already present at 
Carthage, concerning what place and what pro
cedure the Conference was to have, the above-
mentioned day being likewise recalled and ap
pointed; and he admonished that each party 
should write back to him whether the things he 
had included in the edict were acceptable.
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In the fourth place, when the bishops of 
the party of Donatus demanded that their ad
versaries state for what reason they had been 
assembled, the Cognitor postponed it, so that 
everything that had been done before the day of 
the Conference might first be recited in order. 
And the record of the Donatists was read out, in 
which they said that they did not agree with what 
he had set down in his edict, namely, that only 
those bishops should come to the place of the 
Conference whom the rest had delegated to con
duct the case itself, who all together numbered 
thirty-six, eighteen from this side and eighteen 
from that; that is, seven who would dispute 
among themselves, another seven who would be 
brought in for counsel if it were necessary, and 
another four on each side who would be in charge 
of guarding and writing the records: but they 
requested that rather all of them who had come 
ought to be present, so that their number might 
be apparent, saying that their adversaries had 
lied that they were few. There they said that they 
had all come, even the most venerable old men, 
such that only those were absent whom poor 
health had prevented; and the other things which 
are contained in that same record.

CHAPTER V. In the fifth place, the letters of the 
Catholics were read out, which they had written 
back to the Cognitor, as he had admonished by 
his edict, indicating that they consented to all 
that had been ordained in that edict. In the same 
letters they also bound themselves and promised 
that if the truth of the Church were demonstrated 
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to be on the side of Donatus, they would not 
seek episcopal honor there, but would follow 
their counsel for the sake of Christian salvation; 
but if the truth of the Church were shown to be 
rather in their own communion, they would not 
deny episcopal honors to them; and that this was 
done by them for the good of peace, so that those 
to whom this was offered might understand that 
what the Catholics detested in them was not 
the Christian consecration, but the human error. 
But if the congregations could not tolerate two 
bishops in one Church, with both stepping down, 
individual bishops would be appointed, to be 
ordained by those bishops who were found to 
be the sole ones in their own congregations. In 
the same letters, the case of the Maximianists 
was also mentioned, from among whom, though 
condemned by them, they had, for the sake of 
peace with the party of Donatus, received some 
back with their honors intact, and had not invali
dated the Baptism given by them in a sacrilegious 
schism; and the rest of what is contained in the 
aforementioned letters.

CHAPTER VI.---In the sixth place, the edict of 
the Cognitor himself was also read out, which he 
had published with the aforementioned record 
of the Donatists, and the aforementioned letters 
of the Catholics, informing the people what each 
party had replied to him.

C H A P T E R  V I I .

In the seventh place, the letter of the Catholics 
given to the Cognitor was read, to which the 
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notaries of the Donatists responded, granting 
them what they had requested: that all who had 
come should be present in the place where the 
Conference was to be held. This was despite the 
fact that, of the Catholic bishops, only those 
whom the Cognitor had specified in his edict 
would be present there, so that if any disturbance 
should arise—which the Catholics greatly feared
—it would not be imputed to them, who would 
be very few, but rather to those who had wished 
their multitude to be present. In the same letter, 
the entire case itself was also summarized, to 
show that the Catholic Church is not the party of 
Donatus, but rather that which would bear fruit 
and grow throughout the whole world, begin
ning from Jerusalem according to Holy Scripture 
(Luke 24:47); and that whoever had been evil 
within it would in no way prejudice it, as they 
are to be separated by divine judgment at the 
end; and that their predecessors could not prove 
anything even against Caecilian himself, who, by 
ecclesiastical judgments and especially that of 
the Emperor before whom he had been accused 
by them, was found and declared innocent. And 
because they are accustomed to create ill will 
concerning the imperial orders which are estab
lished in favor of the Catholic Church, it was 
also recalled from Holy Scripture that kings had 
decreed in their kingdoms the most severe penal
ties for those who had blasphemed God (Daniel 
3:96). The case of the Maximianists was also 
brought up, whom they themselves had prose
cuted in public courts, and some of whom, after 
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being condemned, they received back with their 
honors intact, nor did they invalidate the Bap
tism conferred by them in schism; because they 
said that those to whom they granted a delay, 
who were in communion with Maximian, had 
not been polluted by his contagion: and the rest 
of the things which are contained in the same let
ter. Now, all these things were mentioned there 
for this reason: lest perhaps, if the Donatists had 
reflected among themselves and seen what a bad 
case the party of Donatus had, they might have 
wished for all who had come to enter the place of 
the Conference for this purpose, that peace and 
unity might be made.

In the eighth place, when the Cognitor had 
inquired whether, just as he saw on the Catholic 
side, persons had also now been chosen on 
the part of Donatus to carry through the case 
they had undertaken, it was answered by the 
party of Donatus that the case had already been 
pleaded by the Catholics before the persons of 
the disputants had been established, on account 
of those letters from the Catholics which briefly 
contained the whole case. Then they began to 
insist that first there should be a discussion of the 
time, of the mandate, of the person, and of the 
cause, and that only then should they come to the 
merits of the business. And when the Cognitor 
had ruled that nothing of the case had been prej
udiced, and had again inquired whether his edict 
concerning the establishment of the number of 
disputants had been obeyed—since it was neces
sary that all things that were to be done should 
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be done through them—the Donatists began to 
argue about the time, claiming that the case itself 
could not be heard because the day had passed. 
For on the fourteenth day before the calends of 
June, four months had been completed from the 
day of the Cognitor's edict which he had sent to 
the province, as the Office responded when ques
tioned. And since the Emperor had ordered the 
case to be heard within four months, they there
fore said the day had already passed, and they 
demanded that sentence be pronounced against 
the Catholics as if they were contumacious—as if 
the Catholics were absent, or as if the Donatists 
had at some point entered to plead the case 
in their absence, or as if the Catholics, having 
been admonished or summoned, had failed to 
appear. Therefore, they said these things calum
niously and evasively—things which would not 
even be argued lawfully in a public court—not 
wanting anything to be done. But to this the 
Cognitor himself responded that both parties 
had consented to the calends of June, and that 
even if either party had not yet appeared, two 
other months could have remained, which the 
Emperor, by three edicts, had added were to be 
kept available.

CHAPTER IX. In the ninth place, since the Cog
nitor had said above that the prescription con
cerning time, so that the case might not be heard, 
was an objection not of an episcopal but rather 
of a forensic nature, the Donatist party found an 
opportunity to say that therefore nothing ought 
to be transacted with them by public law, but 
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only by the divine Scriptures. Whence, when 
the Cognitor had asked what pleased each party 
concerning this matter, it was answered by the 
Catholics that he should order the mandate of the 
Catholic council to be read out, wherein the man
ner of proceeding was enjoined upon the chosen 
disputants; for there it could better appear that 
the case was being conducted not with forensic 
evasions, but rather with divine testimonies. And 
for some time a conflict was prolonged, as the 
Catholics insisted that the mandate be read, but 
the others refused. But afterwards, all delaying 
contentions having been set aside, the Cognitor 
ordered the mandate to be read.

CHAPTER X.—In the tenth place, the mandate 
of the Catholic council was read out, by which 
the defense of the Catholic Church against the 
accusations of the Donatists was enjoined upon 
the bishops chosen for the disputation. In this 
mandate, as in the preceding letters, the whole 
case was again briefly comprehended: first, that 
the cause of the Church, which is spread through
out the whole world as was promised, should 
be so distinguished from the cause of Caecilian, 
whatever that might have been, that it might be 
shown that the evil members in the Church, who 
are tolerated by the good either in ignorance or 
for the sake of the unity of peace, cannot harm 
those who do not consent to their evil deeds, by 
the parables of the Gospel, and the example of 
the Prophets, and of the Lord Christ Himself and 
the Apostles, and of bishops, and even by the 
judgment of the Donatists themselves concern
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ing the Maximianists; secondly, that the case of 
Caecilian himself would be demonstrated by sure 
documents not to have been bad, by which both 
he and his ordainer, Felix of Aptunga, whom 
they had most criminally accused in their own 
council, would be proven to have been cleared. 
And the other matters which are contained in 
the same mandate, whether concerning Baptism 
or concerning the persecution which the party 
of Donatus is accustomed to object against the 
Catholics. For the case of the Maximianists was 
mentioned there again, as in the preceding let
ters, by which it would be demonstrated that the 
Donatists, by their own judgment, had refuted 
all the things they were accustomed to object 
against the Catholics, whether concerning Bap
tism, or persecution, or the contagion of commu
nion. It was also added that if they wished to 
bring any charges even now against the Catholic 
bishops for the sake of causing delays, the hear
ing and discussion of these would be deferred 
until afterwards, in order to conclude the case 
that was more pressing. This, however, that is, 
that the whole cause should be comprehended 
both in the preceding letters and in this mandate, 
was done by the Catholics with this design: lest 
perhaps, as rumor had it, the Donatists should 
attempt to introduce some delaying exceptions; 
and, if perhaps not permitted, they would with
draw from the Conference itself; so that the case 
of the Catholic Church, though briefly stated, 
would remain to be read in the written proceed
ings, a case which they would be understood to 
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have feared, and for that reason to have been 
unwilling to confer.

In the eleventh place, after the Cognitor had 
intervened, stating that in the mandate of the 
Catholics divine testimonies rather than legal 
bonds had been brought forth, and had also 
ordered the subscriptions of all to be read out, a 
conflict arose and was prolonged for some time, 
as the Donatists demanded the presence of those 
who had subscribed to the mandate; objecting 
that, by substituting persons who were not bish
ops, they could have deceived the Cognitor, in 
whose presence they were recorded as having 
subscribed, and that they had added other bish
ops to ancient sees in order to increase their 
number. The Catholics, however, resisted hav
ing their own members presented, fearing that 
the others might prepare some tumult through 
which the Conference (*Collatio*) itself would be 
completely broken off—a conference which the 
Donatists seemed altogether unwilling to have 
happen, especially when they tried to object on 
the grounds of time, as if the case had already 
lapsed and could not be heard. It was thought 
that they had not yet caused this tumult for 
the reason that, if it were to happen, they saw 
it could not be blamed on the Catholics, who 
were present in very small numbers, but rather 
on themselves, whose multitude was present. 
But when the Catholics yielded to their will, so 
that all who had subscribed might enter, it later 
became apparent that the Donatists had wanted 
this because they believed that not as many 
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Catholics had assembled in Carthage as the sub
scriptions showed. Moreover, they were thought 
to have believed this because the Catholics had 
not entered Carthage with the same pomp as 
they had, and for this reason they suspected that 
few had come.

In the twelfth place, when the Catholic bish
ops whose presence was requested had entered, 
they were all recited one by one, and as they came 
forward into the midst, they were recognized 
by the Donatists, either as their neighbors or as 
those with whom they were in the same place; 
and whenever Catholic bishops were named 
from those places where there was no Donatist 
party, it was well known even to the Donatists 
themselves that they had no colleagues or com
munion of their own there, and that there were 
Catholics there, whom they either knew or about 
whom they had heard in the vicinity of their own 
region. Thus it happened that the subscription of 
no Catholic was read out about whose presence 
they might have doubt. Indeed, when they came 
to the name of Victorianus of Musti, the Catholic 
bishop, and he, coming forward, had responded 
that he had two adversaries, Felicianus in the 
city of Musti and Donatus in the place of Turris, 
the Catholics demanded that it be established in 
the records that Felicianus was in communion 
with Primianus: for they had condemned this 
very man among others with Maximianus—he 
who had condemned Primianus and ordained 
Maximianus himself—whom they later received 
back with his honor intact, nor had they in
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validated the Baptism of those whom he had 
baptized in the schism of Maximianus. But they 
were unwilling to respond to the questioning 
of the Catholics, saying that this should not be 
demanded of them. And when it was demanded 
again more insistently, they said that this was 
now a matter of internal procedure; and the 
Presiding Judge (*Cognitor*) spoke in agreement 
with them, that what had been started should be 
carried on, and that other matter, if necessary, 
could be investigated later. Moreover, in the dio
cese of Musti itself, it became apparent that they 
themselves had added another bishop to the an
cient see, a thing which they had objected to the 
Catholics with empty envy: it was later declared 
that they had done this in other places as well.

In the thirteenth place, after the Catholics 
who were present and had subscribed were re
viewed and recognized, the Cognitor made an of
fer, requesting that they conduct the proceedings 
while seated rather than standing. The Donatists, 
however, refused, yet giving thanks that he had 
offered seats to such old men, and in that refusal 
saying many things in praise of themselves and of 
the Cognitor himself—which things let him who 
wishes read in the written record of the proceed
ings: for it is relevant to the matter how they were 
unwilling for the case, for the hearing of which so 
many had convened, to be tried before the very 
man whom they so praised as to call him honor
able, just, respectful, and kind.

CHAPTER XIV.---In the fourteenth place, the 
mandate of the Donatists was also brought forth 
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and read out, briefly composed, stating that 
those whom they had elected should act as if 
against their betrayers and persecutors. Their 
names were also read out, as the Catholics had 
requested this be done, so that it might be estab
lished whether those present at Carthage had 
signed. But the Donatists, with much greater 
insistence, wrung this from the Cognitor, so 
that their number might also be made appar
ent, which they showed they desired with great 
eagerness. In that reading, indeed, some were 
found for whom, in their absence, others had 
subscribed. One was also found who, when his 
name was read out, did not respond; they said he 
had died on the journey. And when the Catholics 
asked how he could have subscribed at Carthage, 
who had died on the journey, they hesitated for 
a long time, perturbed and not knowing what 
to answer. For at first they said that the report 
had been not about him, but about another. And 
when the Catholics thought they were speaking 
of another, that is, of a cleric who could have sub
scribed for the dead man, it was asked whether 
the cleric had subscribed in his own name, 
or in that of the deceased. But afterward they 
replied that he had indeed subscribed in person 
when the mandate was made on the eighth day 
before the Calends of June, but because he had 
subscribed while ill, he had passed away on the 
journey while returning to his own see. Upon 
hearing this, the Catholics requested that their 
previous words be read back, so that the contra
diction, once detected, might be made clear. 
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When this was done and it became apparent, 
the Cognitor asked whether they would at least 
affirm under the testimony of God that he had 
been in Carthage when those present mandated 
the other present to subscribe. At this, being 
vehemently perturbed, they replied, "What if an
other signed for him?" Leaving this falsehood of 
theirs, once detected, to the judgment of God, he 
ordered the rest of the names to be read out.

When these had been read, he inquired about 
the number of bishops of each party. The Office 
replied that the names of the Donatist bishops 
were two hundred and seventy-nine, counting 
also those for whom others had subscribed in 
their absence, and including the deceased one. 
It was established, however, that the names of 
all the Catholics present were two hundred and 
eighty-six. For twenty had not subscribed, who 
nevertheless, presenting themselves and coming 
forward—except for those whom bodily infir
mity kept there in Carthage—professed that they 
gave their mandate and consented to the present 
proceedings.

Therefore, at the place of the Conference, that 
is, in the Gargilian baths (because this place was 
later agreed upon), of those Catholics who had 
subscribed to the mandate and who had given 
their mandate in the present proceedings, only 
those were absent who were detained there in 
Carthage by ill health. Of those, however, whose 
names the Donatist subscription contained, not 
only were those absent whom they had reported 
were sick in Carthage, but also those for whom 
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others had subscribed in their absence, that is, 
who were not present in Carthage.

Since, therefore, the Donatists were boasting 
of their numbers—although it was established 
that more Catholics had come to Carthage—it 
was stated by the Catholics that another one 
hundred and twenty of their bishops had not 
come to Carthage, because some of them were 
hindered by old age, some by infirmity, and some 
by various necessities. When the Donatists heard 
this, they replied that many more of their own 
had also not come to Carthage, and that there 
were many sees among them bereft of bishops; 
whereas in their own official record which they 
had given to the Cognitor, they had stated most 
openly that they had all come to Carthage to 
such an extent that neither age nor toil could 
deter even the most venerable elders, and that 
only those had not come whom ill health had 
detained in their own sees or on the journey. 
Indeed, concerning the sees which they said were 
vacant of bishops among them, it was replied 
by the Catholics that there were sixty of their 
own for which successor bishops had not yet 
been ordained. And thus, in these subscriptions 
of both parties, it was established both that false
hoods had been detected among the Donatists 
and that their number of bishops was smaller; 
since only the sick had not come to Carthage (for 
whom, however, others had subscribed as they 
were sick on the journey), and the subscription 
contained two hundred and seventy-nine names 
in all, including even those for whom others had 
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subscribed; nor is it in any way credible that 
many more than one hundred and twenty—that 
is, a third part of their total number—could have 
been sick in their own sees and for that reason not 
come to Carthage.

C H A P T E R  X V.

In the fifteenth place, after all who were now 
unnecessarily present had departed, and with 
those remaining whom both parties had chosen 
as necessary, the Conference was postponed to 
the next day by the consent of both, since the 
present day already seemed spent.

C O N F E R E N C E  O F  T H E  S E C O N D  D AY .

CHAPTER I.---In the first place, when, after 
a day's interval, they had gathered at the afore
mentioned location, as had been agreed and 
decided, the Cognitor again offered them to 
be seated, requesting that they do so. And 
the Catholics immediately sat down, but the 
Donatists refused. In this refusal, among other 
things, they also said that it was written for them 
not to sit with such people (Psalm 25:4). To this 
the Catholics, so that there would be no delays, 
did not respond at that time, but at a more 
opportune place in the Conference of the third 
day. Then, therefore, the Cognitor himself also 
replied that he would conduct the inquiry while 
standing.

C H A P T E R  I I .
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In the second place, the official record was 
read out, which they had submitted the day 
before, requesting that the mandate of the 
Catholics be issued to them, so that, having con
sidered it, they might be able to attend prepared 
on the appointed day, on the grounds that the 
stenographers would not be able to keep up with 
the transcription of the proceedings; and the re
sponse of the Cognitor was in the same record, 
in which he ordered that what they requested be 
done.

On the third point, when the Cognitor had 
asked what they would also answer concerning 
the subscriptions, that is, whether they agreed 
with what he had proposed in the edict, that each 
one should subscribe to his own prosecutions; 
and the Catholics had responded that they had 
already expressed their consent in this matter 
in writing: they said they were much disturbed, 
because this was not the custom. And when the 
Cognitor had asked whether it was sufficient 
for them that custodians had been appointed 
from both sides for the recording of the proceed
ings, they began to ask for a delay, so that the 
written proceedings might be published to them, 
and then they would respond. Here a prolonged 
conflict arose with them, since their consent, by 
which it had been agreed that the matter should 
be handled on that day, was often read out from 
the records. And when they said they did not 
know the shorthand notes, asking that the writ
ten proceedings first be published to them, the 
Cognitor ordered that what their notaries had 
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taken down should be read to them, after bring
ing in the codices which were kept under seal, 
lest they should act against their own consent. 
And when they themselves often made excuses 
about the publication of the proceedings, alleg
ing that the scribes had not been present to 
write them up, this also was answered to them: 
that their chancery had said they had requested 
the mandate of the Catholics to be published to 
them for the very reason that they might come 
prepared on the present day, because the scribes 
could not be present with the publication of the 
proceedings. At which point, finding nothing to 
say, they wished to bring up again the objection 
concerning the day, about which a more than 
sufficient answer had been given to them, and 
from which the discussion had already moved 
on on the first day. But then the Catholics also 
responded to this, that not only was the day of the 
Calends of June read as established in the edict of 
the Cognitor, but also that they themselves had 
written their mandate on the eighth day before 
the Calends of June, when the day on which 
they said the case ought to have been tried, 
that is, the fourteenth day before the Calends of 
June, had already passed. It was also said that 
Primianus himself had promised to appear on 
the Calends of June. All these things were said by 
the Catholics for this reason, because they had 
heard that they had spoken hatefully about this 
matter even among their own people; and yet, 
amidst all this, they persisted most vehemently 
in asking for a delay. When the Catholics saw that 
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a delay was being denied to them for a long time 
for this purpose, namely that the proceedings 
might be burdened with many words, they asked 
the Cognitor to grant them the delay they were 
requesting. And a delay of six days was granted, 
with the scribes responding as to when the pub
lication of the proceedings could take place, and 
with them promising that when the proceedings 
were published, they would subscribe to their 
own prosecutions.

On the third day of the Conference, that is, 
the sixth of the Ides of June, after the parties had 
entered, the Cognitor inquired, in the first place, 
whether the records had been issued to them. 
The Office responded that it had issued them 
before the day it had promised, which was proven 
by the receipts of both parties. And the receipts 
were read out, from which it was established that 
the Catholics had received the records on the 
eighth of the Ides of June at the fifth hour of the 
day, whereas the Donatists received them on the 
same day, at the third hour.

CHAPTER II.---2. In the second place, when 
the Cognitor had ordered the principal matter 
to be now set forth, it was said by the Catholics 
that they had long wished to address the princi
pal matter, and that this was for the Donatists 
to prove, if they could, the charges they are 
accustomed to make against the Church spread 
throughout the whole world. It was answered 
by the Donatists that it should first be investi
gated who the parties were who were acting, so 
that delays might arise from the discussion of 
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persons. When there had been a long dispute 
about this matter, with the Catholics refusing 
and vehemently insisting that, setting aside the 
evasions of superfluous delays, they should come 
to the case, the Donatists, on the contrary, most 
stubbornly contended that the persons should 
be discussed, and demanded that those who had 
requested this Conference from the Emperor be 
named. For they wished it to be established that 
the Catholics were the petitioners, so that they 
could, according to forensic law, challenge the 
persons of the petitioners; although the mandate 
of the Catholics had already been read out in the 
first session, in which they showed themselves 
to be not petitioners, but defenders against the 
charges which the Donatists are accustomed to 
bring against their communion: since they them
selves had previously demanded that the cause 
of the Church be tried not by forensic formulas, 
but rather by the testimonies of the divine Scrip
tures; and they had confessed, after the Catholics' 
mandate was read, that the Catholics wished to 
establish the cause of the Church by the holy 
Scriptures, and had promised that they, in turn, 
would act on the same authority of the divine 
law. Then, therefore, as if forgetting what they 
had demanded and what they themselves had 
also promised, when the Catholics had proposed 
that the matter should concern the accusation 
and vindication of the Church, they began to in
quire about the persons of the petitioners, so that 
they could challenge them according to forensic 
law. The Catholics, therefore, resisted this and, 
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in order to cut short the delays which they had 
heard the Donatists were preparing and now saw 
them weaving, they persistently insisted that the 
cause of the Church should rather be addressed. 
In the conflict, it came to the point that the 
Emperor's edict by which he had ordered the 
Conference to be held was read, so that in this 
way the identity of the petitioners might be 
established. For it seemed right also to the Cogni
tor, lest anything be denied to the Donatists, who 
were demanding what seemed just even accord
ing to forensic law itself, that the persons of the 
petitioners should first be established. Therefore, 
when the imperial edict was read out, it was de
clared that the Catholics had requested the Con
ference, and that it had been granted. Then the 
Donatists began to demand also the petitions by 
which that Conference had been requested from 
them. When the Cognitor himself replied to them 
on this point that it was not customary for peti
tions to be inserted in a pragmatic rescript, they 
turned to demanding that the Catholics should 
publish and produce for them the mandate by 
which they had ordered the Conference to be re
quested from the Emperor, and the same envoys 
whom they had sent to obtain this; asserting that 
they ought to examine what had been mandated, 
and that they could find there the mandates 
of the Catholics concerning what they had said 
about them to the Emperor. When the Catholics 
understood that this was being inquired into for 
the purpose of finding opportunities by which 
long delays and postponements might be intro
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duced, they asserted that what the Donatists 
were asking was entirely irrelevant to the case; 
since the Emperor himself most clearly showed 
that the Conference had been requested by them, 
to whom he had given a Cognitor, so that mani
fest reason might confute superstition. And they 
were vehemently pressed that, with all interpo
sitions of delays and inquiries for introducing 
others set aside, that matter should rather be ad
dressed which was commanded by the Emperor 
to be dealt with in that Conference, which it was 
established had been both requested from him 
and granted.

CHAPTER III.—3. On the Name Catholic, and 
Other Delays of the Donatists. Amidst these 
proceedings, a few things were also said and 
objected to by each side in turn concerning 
the name "Catholic," as to which party it more 
properly belonged, and it was ordered that this 
be reserved for the principal cause. And after 
some time, when, upon mention being made 
of the name "Catholic," the Donatists said that 
the Catholic Church was rather with them, the 
Judge (*Cognitor*) intervened, stating that, for 
the time being and without prejudice to anyone, 
he could not call the Catholics otherwise than as 
the Emperor, by whom the Judge was appointed, 
had called them; and that the more they [the 
Donatists] claimed to be Catholics, the more 
they ought to proceed with the case itself, with 
delays set aside, in which they could prove that 
they were the true Catholics. At this point the 
Donatists, after so many delays and so many 
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interlocutions of the Judge pronounced against 
them, who was demanding that the case should 
rather be heard, and attesting that neither the 
persons of the delegates, nor the mandate en
joined upon them, had any bearing on the case, 
nor had he been instructed to inquire into this 
matter, said that if the Catholics were unwilling 
to obey the judgments in revealing the delegates 
or the mandate given to them, they should at 
least answer this: whether they stood in the 
place of petitioners. The Catholics were greatly 
astonished why the Donatists said that they were 
not obeying the judgments in producing the 
mandate of the delegates, when in fact the Judge 
had pronounced so many interlocutions against 
them [the Donatists]. The Catholics therefore 
asked which judgments they had not obeyed. 
And when the Donatists did not respond to this, 
the Judge intervened, [saying] that the Catholics 
should respond to what the Donatists had asked 
concerning the position of petitioner. And they 
responded that they proposed this: that the 
charges which the Donatists are accustomed to 
bring against their communion should be either 
proved or refuted, so that the separation of the 
Donatists might be either defended or corrected. 
Then, when the Judge demanded a response from 
the Donatists, they replied that the Africans who 
called themselves Catholics wished to defend 
another's cause, that is, the Church of the whole 
world; concerning which nothing ought to be 
prejudged against them, since this business was 
being debated among Africans; and that the 
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transmarine Church should rather be awaited, 
so that whoever should win might be seen to 
belong to it, and they themselves might have the 
Catholic name; but at the end of their speech 
they again demanded that they be answered 
concerning the role of petitioner. To this the 
Catholics briefly responded to both points: both 
that the question concerning the persons had 
already been settled by the first and second judg
ment; and that they, not the Donatists, are in 
communion with the Church diffused through
out the whole world, to which divine Scripture 
bears witness, whence they are deservedly both 
called and are Catholics. The Donatists, however, 
replied that the name "Catholic" was established 
not from the universality of nations, but from the 
fullness of the Sacraments; and they demanded 
that the Catholics prove that all nations were in 
communion with them. Although the Catholics 
accepted this most gladly and asked to be permit
ted to prove it, the Donatists again began to stir 
up the question about that mandate which they 
had demanded be produced, the one enjoined 
upon the delegates, and to recoil from the cause 
of the Church, which had now come to the 
point of being discussed, now demanding the 
aforementioned mandate, now insisting that the 
role of petitioner be established, now demanding 
that the Judge rule on these very things they 
had requested; concerning which he had already 
intervened so many times and had pronounced 
that they were requesting those things in vain.
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But the Cognitor, although it seemed that 
they were not rightly asking for the mandate 
entrusted to the legates to be produced for them
—because it was established that the requested 
and granted Conference was sufficient for the 
case—nevertheless did not think it unjust for 
them to ask that the identity of the petitioner be 
established. The Catholics, however, seeing what 
had already been announced to them beforehand 
(and they understood this well enough from their 
intention), that the Donatists were seeking the 
identity of the petitioners for no other reason 
than to be allowed to insert the longest delays 
and postponements by discussing the persons 
involved; since they vehemently did not want to 
get to the case, in which they knew full well 
they had nothing to say, as the matter itself later, 
even if late, made clear— the Catholics, there
fore, seeing this, refused to take on the role of 
petitioners, asserting that they were not bringing 
charges, but defending against charges brought; 
and that when they had defended themselves 
and demonstrated them to be false, it would con
sequently become apparent who the Donatists 
were, and with what great iniquity they had 
separated themselves from unity. At this point, 
the Donatists asserted that in whatever way 
the Catholics might compel their adversaries to 
respond, even concerning the very crimes they 
wished to refute, they (the Catholics) held the 
role of petitioners. But the Catholics replied that 
they had requested the Conference for this pur
pose: not to bring charges to be refuted, but to 
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refute charges that had been brought. For the 
mandate of the Donatists had been made against 
"traitors" (traditores) and persecutors; and the 
words of Primian, when he was first approached 
by the Catholics about the Conference, testified 
that he was bringing a charge against them, 
when he had said, "It is unworthy for the sons 
of martyrs and the offspring of traitors to meet 
together"; and although he had been unwilling 
to confer then, he had later said in the tribunal of 
the prefects that he wished to be heard and have 
the matter discussed. The Catholics, holding to 
this consent of theirs regarding the Conference, 
had petitioned the Emperor that this should be 
done.

Then the Cognitor ordered them to prove the 
crimes they had alleged, and that the role of 
petitioner should not be determined from the 
request for the Conference, even if it were proved 
that both parties had requested it. At this, the 
Donatists began to ask again and again that he 
should pronounce on the role of the petitioner. 
And the Cognitor did pronounce, saying that if 
both parties had requested the Conference, the 
petitioner was the one who was bringing the 
charges. And the Donatists demanded that it 
be proved by the Catholics whether both had 
requested the Conference. When the Cognitor 
had said, "The Catholics will have to prove this," 
another delaying conflict arose concerning the 
name "Catholic" and those of "Donatists" and 
"Caecilianists." Then the Catholics presented the 
records of the proceedings held in the prefect's 
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court, by which they could prove that the Do
natists had also requested the Conference. When 
the Cognitor had ordered these to be read, they 
again returned to past matters and began to 
demand that the Cognitor pronounce on those 
things on which he had pronounced so many 
times, that is, on the role of the petitioner and 
on the mandate of the legates, which they had 
so many times superfluously demanded be pro
duced for them. They did this, however, as far 
as could be understood, fearing that the prefec
tural records would be read, in which they had 
damaged their own case with certain ill-consid
ered and rash responses. And so for a long time 
a conflict was waged by them, especially with 
the Cognitor himself, as they demanded that the 
mandate entrusted to the legates be produced for 
them, or that he should pronounce that they had 
requested this superfluously; but he said that he 
had already pronounced, and he did pronounce 
that this was entirely irrelevant to the present 
judgment, in which it was declared by the impe
rial letters what had been requested and what 
had been granted. And at last, at his command, 
the prefectural records began to be read. When 
the day and the consuls of these records had been 
read out, the Donatists immediately interrupted 
again and began to demand those same past 
matters. But when the Cognitor interjected that 
the records ought to be read so that the identity of 
the petitioner might be established, they, on the 
contrary, began to say from the start that there 
were prior records which ought rather to be read. 
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In response, it was said by the Catholics that the 
reason they did not want the prefectural records 
to be read was that they feared their own state
ments in them.

CHAPTER V.—6. The Donatists, therefore, 
presented the proconsular acts and those of the 
vicarian prefecture, where the Catholics had re
quested that they be summoned by municipal 
acts, so that, once a comparison (*collatio*) of 
both had been made, the error might be removed 
from their midst, long before they had requested 
the Conference (*Collatio*) itself from the Em
peror: and by these acts they wished to show 
that the Catholics stood in the place of petition
ers, because there they had called them heretics, 
who committed many things against divine and 
human laws. Against this, the Catholics said 
that they had even then demanded a Conference 
for the very reason that they might respond on 
behalf of the Church against their accusations. 
Therefore, they requested rather often that if 
those acts were to be recited which were estab
lished to be earlier, those should be read instead 
where the Donatists had first sent the case of 
Caecilian to the emperor Constantine through 
the proconsul Anulinus, accusing him: and when 
the acts which they themselves produced were 
recited, those which had been held before the 
prefects and had already begun to be recited were 
not recited. And a conflict began to arise, that if 
the acts which the Donatists had produced were 
preferred to the acts which had been produced 
by the Catholics because they were found to be 

30



S U M M A RY  O F  T H E  C O N F E R E N C E  W I T H  T H E  D O N AT I S T S

earlier, so that they should be recited instead, 
then at least after their recitation, those much 
earlier acts should also be recited, where it would 
be apparent that they had been the first accusers 
in this whole case that was being tried, through 
the proconsul before the Emperor. Therefore, the 
Donatists struggled vehemently so that these 
acts would not be recited, resisting with many 
and multiple legal proceedings, just as they had 
struggled and extorted that those prefectorial 
acts not be read. In this struggle, however, they 
often repeated that already worn-out argument, 
which had been rejected by so many interlocu
tions of the Judge (*Cognitor*), concerning the 
production of the mandate of the delegates to 
them. They also repeated the question, which 
had already been settled before, whether the 
Catholics preferred to proceed by the testimonies 
of the Law or by public acts. And they said that if 
they chose the testimonies of the divine Law, they 
should forfeit all public laws and acts; but if they 
preferred to proceed by public laws and acts, they 
should omit the divine documents. And yet, if the 
Catholics were to choose this, to proceed rather 
by the documents of public acts, the Donatists 
said that they would not even permit this, that 
the acts offered by the Catholics should be read; 
because they had a valid prescription (*prae
scriptio*) of time—that is, the one about which a 
sufficient response had been given to them both 
by the Catholics and by the Judge himself—since 
they said that the case itself had lapsed and could 
no longer be tried, because the day by which four 
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months would be completed had passed. For it 
was apparent that they were vehemently afraid 
that the acts would be read by which it would be 
shown that Caecilian had first been accused by 
their predecessors before the Emperor, and then 
absolved and cleared by both ecclesiastical and 
imperial judgments: that is, they were afraid that 
the very case for which they had come would 
not be tried at all, where they felt they could be 
most evidently defeated. Indeed, they were so 
unwilling and afraid that they were even forced 
to confess this, saying that "sensim," that is, little 
by little, they were being drawn into the case and 
led to the internal matters of the case: which they 
certainly ought to have desired, if they had con
fidence not in empty and dilatory prescriptions, 
but in the truth of the case itself.

Therefore, the Catholics, on the other hand, 
while striving vehemently that the case might 
be reached—a point which they perceived the 
others were utterly unwilling to reach—never
theless responded again and again to the very 
same matters which their opponents so often 
repeated, though they had already been settled. 
And since two points had been brought forward
—one concerning the production of the mandate 
that had been entrusted to the legates, the 
other whether the Catholics preferred to proceed 
with divine testimonies or with public records
—regarding the production of that mandate, the 
Catholics responded that it did not pertain to 
them, nor to the present case at all; and the 
Cognitor himself, as he had frequently declared, 
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declared again that he could by no means inves
tigate the person of the legates and the mandate 
they had undertaken, and that he ought not to 
depart from what had been enjoined upon him, 
since it was sufficiently clear from the imperial 
letters by which he had been appointed judge for 
this case that the Conference had been granted 
by the Emperor. But concerning that other point, 
where they asked what the Catholics would 
choose, whether divine documents or public 
records, the Catholics repeatedly responded that 
if the Donatists did not bring forward accusa
tions against men, such as they were accustomed 
to bring against them as *traditores*, but only 
inquired what or where the Church was, they 
would proceed with nothing from public records, 
but solely with the testimonies of the divine 
Scriptures; but if they persisted in that accusation 
and crimination of men, since they themselves 
could not demonstrate these things except by 
such records, without doubt the Catholics would 
also defend themselves against crimes of this 
kind with public records; for otherwise these 
matters could neither be accused nor defended. 
These things were repeated and impressed upon 
them frequently both by the Catholics and by 
the Cognitor himself, in many and various ways 
during many proceedings, with the Donatists 
returning to the same points and repeating the 
same things, lest the case be heard and lest 
the records, which they perceived were already 
at hand, be read. But at length the Cognitor 
overcame such prolonged obstinacy, and ordered 
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what had been submitted by the Catholics to be 
read out; and at last the case, for which so many 
bishops of both parties had convened, began to 
be heard. This came about in a wonderful way, 
so that when the Donatists were inquiring into 
the person of the petitioner for the purpose of 
preventing the case from being reached, the very 
inquiry into the petitioner suddenly brought the 
case to the forefront.

C H A P T E R  V I I .

8. Therefore, in the third place, these things were done.

The report of Anulinus the proconsul to the 
emperor Constantine was read; when the Do
natists asked whence it had been produced, the 
Catholics responded that, if they doubted, it 
should be sought in the proconsul's archive. In 
this report it is most clearly contained that they 
themselves had first sent to the emperor Con
stantine, through the aforementioned proconsul, 
the accusations which they were leveling against 
Caecilianus. After this was read, the Donatists 
began to ask whom the Catholics called their 
father. When it was answered to them by the 
Catholics according to the Gospel, where it is 
written, 'Call no man your father on earth; for 
one is your Father, who is God' (Matthew 23:9), 
even after hearing this, they nevertheless began 
to ask whether Caecilianus was their father or 
their mother. When it had already been said by 
the Catholics that he was neither their father nor 
their mother, but a brother—a good one if he 
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were good, or a bad one if he were bad, because 
even a bad one would be a brother on account 
of the common Sacraments—on this point they 
contended for some time, with the Donatists 
repeating the same question and the Catholics 
giving the same answer. For the Donatists also 
objected, asking how the Apostle could say, 'For 
though you have many instructors in Christ, 
yet you have not many fathers: for in Christ 
Jesus I have begotten you through the Gospel' (1 
Corinthians 4:15). And it was answered by the 
Catholics that this was said for the sake of honor, 
on account of the evangelical ministry which the 
Apostle dispensed. For the father unto faith and 
eternal salvation is none other than God. For the 
Apostle could not speak contrary to Christ, so 
that when He said, 'Call no man your father on 
earth; for one is your Father, who is God,' the 
Apostle, as if resisting the words of Christ, would 
on the contrary call himself the father of those 
to whom he had announced the Gospel; unless, 
of course, a distinction were to be made between 
what is said for the sake of divine grace and what 
for the sake of human honor.

9. They also asked who had ordained Augus
tine, preparing I know not what calumnies, as 
was being boasted. When he answered them in
trepidly that he had been ordained by Megalius, 
who was at that time the primate of the bishops 
of the Catholic Church in Numidia, and urgently 
pressed them to now bring forward what they 
had prepared, so that they might be shown to be 
slanderers in that matter as well, they diverted 
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their attention to something else, returning to 
the person of Caecilianus, whom they said did 
not harm the Catholic Church, even if his crimes 
were shown to be true; and yet, that these same 
crimes could not be shown to be true.

Then, therefore, the Donatists produced a 
letter which they said they had received from 
their entire council, in which a response was 
to be made to the mandate of the Catholics, 
which had been alleged on the first day of the 
proceedings; and on the following day, before 
they came to the second session on the third day, 
the Donatists had demanded that a notice be 
issued to them, so that they might come to the 
hearing instructed. And perhaps it was to write 
this letter diligently that they also requested a 
delay in the second session itself, which was 
granted to them for six days. In the fourth place, 
therefore, these things were done: the aforemen
tioned letter of the Donatists was read, in which 
they attempted to respond to the mandate of the 
Catholics, which is inserted in the acts of the first 
session. Anyone who wishes to read and consider 
both will find that they were unable to respond 
to this mandate: first, because the testimonies 
drawn from the Law and the Prophets and the 
Psalms and the apostolic and evangelical Letters, 
by which it is shown that the Catholic Church is 
spread throughout the whole world, beginning 
from Jerusalem, from where, growing near and 
far, it also came into Africa, and into other places 
and cities through which it was first extended, 
in which many Churches pertaining to that one 
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Church were founded by apostolic labor, with 
which it is manifest the Donatists do not commu
nicate; not only did they not wish to treat them, 
but they refused to touch them at all; nor did 
they dare to bring forward in their very lengthy 
epistle any testimony from the holy Scriptures by 
which they might assert that the Church of the 
party of Donatus was predicted and foretold, just 
as the Catholics brought forward so many for the 
Church with which they communicate, which, 
beginning from Jerusalem, is spread throughout 
the whole world. Therefore, since they had not 
touched at all upon these parts of so many testi
monies, but had passed them over as if they had 
not been said in that mandate of the Catholics 
to which they seemed to be responding, they 
attempted to show, by bringing forward many 
testimonies of the divine Scriptures, that the 
Church of God was not predicted to exist with a 
mixture of evil men. And yet, afterwards, when 
they came to the evangelical similitude which the 
Catholics had placed in their mandate concern
ing the nets cast into the sea, by which the Lord 
said all kinds of fish were gathered, and the good 
were separated from the bad on the shore, that is, 
at the end of the age, they themselves also con
fessed that at least hidden evil men were mixed 
in the Church. But they said that the tares among 
the wheat were mixed not in the Church, but in 
the world itself; since the Lord says, The field is 
this world (Matt. 13:47-50, 38). Indeed, concern
ing the threshing floor, to which the Catholics 
had said chaff was mixed until the time of win

37



S U M M A RY  O F  T H E  C O N F E R E N C E  W I T H  T H E  D O N AT I S T S

nowing, they did not even attempt to explain that 
similitude, as if nothing of the sort were written 
in the Gospel at all; but as if the Catholics had said 
this of themselves, they only criticized it, as from 
the testimony of Jeremiah the prophet, who says, 
What has chaff to do with wheat? (Jer. 23:28), not 
paying attention to the context in which he had 
said this. For he was not speaking of the Church, 
but of the divine visions of the Prophets and hu
man dreams, lest they be compared in any way. 
That similitude also of the sheep and the goats 
who feed together and will be separated at the 
end of the age, which the Catholics had placed 
among others from the Gospel (Matt. 25:32, 33), 
they refused to touch at all. For they could not 
say there that even the goats are unknown to the 
shepherds in the common pastures, as they had 
said that the bad fish in the sea are not seen by 
the fishermen among the nets.

Likewise, when the Catholics in their man
date, wishing to show that the evil were tolerated 
by the good in the Church, and that the good were 
not polluted by the contagion of the evil, had 
commemorated the examples of the Prophets 
and of the Lord Christ himself and of the Apos
tles, and after these also of good bishops, and 
by the judgment of the Donatists themselves 
who denied that some of their own party placed 
in the schism of Maximian were polluted by 
the contagion of Maximian: they, in their letter, 
attempting to respond to these points, said what
ever they did about the Prophets, and the Lord 
Christ, and the Apostles; but about the bishops 

38



S U M M A RY  O F  T H E  C O N F E R E N C E  W I T H  T H E  D O N AT I S T S

and the Maximianists they were silent. For on 
the matter of bishops, they were pressed by the 
authority of Cyprian, whose words from his epis
tle the Catholics had placed in their mandate; 
by which it was most clearly shown that he 
had both commanded that for the sake of unity 
the evil should be tolerated in the Church, and 
that the Church should not be abandoned on 
their account (Epistle to Maximus); and that he 
himself had tolerated in the Church certain of 
his colleagues, from whose evil morals he was 
far from abhorring, and about whose wicked 
deeds he did not keep silent (Sermon on the 
Lapsed). Therefore, oppressed by his authority, 
the Donatists, although they had said something 
about the Prophets and the Lord Christ and the 
Apostles, nevertheless, on this point—that the 
evil mixed in the Church are not to be tolerated
—they wished to say nothing at all about the 
bishops. And yet, even concerning Judas the trai
tor, and concerning those whom Paul tolerated 
who announced Christ out of envy, Cyprian him
self understood and wrote in the same way that 
the Catholics had put it in their mandate: that the 
Lord endured Judas as an example of the evil to be 
tolerated in the Church (John 6:71, 72); and that 
Paul endured those of whom he said such things 
not outside, but inside the Church (Phil. 1:15-18). 
But what could they answer about the Maximi
anists, when men were still living by whom 
they could be most openly and easily convicted? 
Consequently, to what the Catholics had said in 
their mandate, that the same Maximianists had 
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been driven from their basilicas by the Donatists 
through public judgments, they attempted to re
spond somehow, that they had not accused them 
criminally, or forced anyone unwillingly into 
their communion, but had civilly reclaimed their 
own property or that of their people: they forgot 
what Primian had once ordered to be said in the 
Acts, They take away what belongs to others, we 
let go of what has been taken away. But to those 
things which were said in the Catholic mandate 
about the Maximianists—that they had received 
back those condemned by them with their honor 
intact, that they had denied that the associates 
of Maximian were polluted by him, that they 
preferred to approve rather than to rescind and 
repeat the Baptism given by them in the schism
—they did not even lightly attempt to respond, 
but passed over all those things in a certain won
drous silence, as if they had not been said.

Concerning Baptism itself also, what was said 
by the Catholics in that mandate, that the Apostle 
had said of certain people, They hold the truth in 
unrighteousness (Rom. 1:18), so that it might be 
shown that it can happen that a truth not to be 
destroyed is held in an iniquity that is to be de
stroyed; they either did not understand, or what 
they themselves had understood, they wished to 
obscure with their words, lest it be understood 
by others, saying that the Apostle said this about 
the error of the Gentiles: as if it were relevant 
of whose error he spoke, when he nevertheless 
showed that truth can be held in iniquity; so 
that when these two are found in one person, 
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the truth may be approved and the iniquity cor
rected: just as the Catholic Church does, when 
it recognizes in the Donatists and embraces the 
truth of the Sacrament, but detests and corrects 
in them the heretical iniquity. And that which 
was said by the Catholics in the mandate, that the 
Baptism of Christ is not to be destroyed for the 
reason that heretics also confer it, just as Christ 
is not to be denied for the reason that demons 
also confess him: similarly, they either did not 
understand, or they wished to obscure it, saying 
that the Catholics spoke against the martyrs, yet 
not expressing which martyrs they meant. Saying 
also that they wished to have communion with 
demons: as if one has communion with heretics 
when their iniquity is anathematized, although 
the Baptism found in their consecration is not de
stroyed; just as the iniquity of demons is anathe
matized, although the name of the Lord heard in 
their confession is not denied.

Concerning the persecutions also which they 
complain of suffering, they put many things in 
their letter: yet they did not dare to respond to 
that which was said in the Catholic mandate, 
that they themselves had first accused Caecilian 
before the emperor Constantine; they who com
plain about the laws of the emperors, exaggerat
ing the odium against the Catholics, whether 
concerning the deaths which their Circumcel
lions inflict upon themselves, or all the things 
which they suffer under public laws and disci
plines, not for the communion of Donatus, but 
for the crimes with which they rage violently and 
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live wickedly: as they also dared to mention the 
town of Vagaia, where it was made manifest how 
great were the evils they had committed, and 
how much less they had suffered.

To that point also in the Catholic mandate, 
which was said about the clearing and acquittal 
of Caecilian and Felix of Aptunga, about whose 
crimes they used to stir up great odium against 
the Catholics among the ignorant; although the 
whole cause for which they had come hinged 
on this, they chose to respond with absolutely 
nothing in so lengthy a letter: because even in 
what they were saying, and seemed to be proving 
with divine testimonies, that the wicked are not 
to be tolerated in the Church, but that one must 
withdraw from them on account of the contagion 
of sins, they showed that they spoke in such a 
way as to confess, however, that no one could be 
stained by the unknown sins of others. For they 
had said this also about the bad fish, that just as 
fishermen do not see them hidden in the waves, 
although already within the nets; so priests do 
not know the wicked who are hidden in the 
Church, and therefore are not at all polluted by 
them. And yet, not even lightly or thinly in a 
letter so lengthy and written after receiving such 
a long delay, did they attempt to prove what was 
especially mentioned in the Catholic mandate: 
that they should prove not only that the crimes of 
Caecilian were true (for this is not enough); but 
also that they could have been proven and made 
known to the Church, which is spread through 
all nations to the ends of the earth, so that, con
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sequently, at least according to them, it could be 
stained by the contagion of known sins.

CHAPTER IX. The Catholics respond to the 
Donatists' letter, showing that the wicked are 
tolerated in the Church for the sake of peace, and 
that the two states of the Church, present and 
future, are prefigured by the two catches of fish, 
etc. 15. And so, when the letters of the Donatists 
had been recited, the Examiner wished that the 
documents which the Catholics had submitted 
for recital should also be read. But the Donatists 
began to demand that a response be made to 
what they had written. This the Catholics also 
preferred, lest those letters should remain as if 
they could not be answered. Therefore, when the 
Catholics began to respond, the Donatists started 
to interrupt and shout them down, so that the 
continuous discourse of the respondent might 
not proceed, just as their letters had been re
cited with no one interrupting. Therefore, as the 
Catholics wished to show how the divine testi
monies which they themselves had put forward, 
and those which the others had mentioned, were 
to be understood, lest they be found to be con
trary to each other—since both were divine and 
ought certainly to be consonant, not dissonant—
they began first to speak of the similitude of the 
threshing floor. Then the Donatists, interrupting, 
said that it was not written in the Gospel about 
the threshing floor. And when the passage of the 
Gospel was more explicitly cited by the Catholics, 
they, interrupting again, said that the hidden evil 
ones were called the chaff to be winnowed later. 
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From there, amid their clamor and interruptions, 
a disagreement arose concerning the tares and 
the wheat, on account of the word 'world,' 
by which the Donatists were unwilling for the 
Church to be understood, because it is written, 
'The field is this world.' And they brought for
ward many testimonies in which Holy Scripture 
had mentioned the 'world' only as evil things; 
such as, 'He who loves the world, the love of the 
Father is not in him' (1 John 2:15), and other such 
passages, so as to show from this, as it were, that 
the Church could by no means be signified by the 
name 'world.' On the other hand, the Catholics 
brought forth other testimonies, by which it 
could be shown that the name 'world' was used 
in a good sense; such as, 'God was in Christ, rec
onciling the world to Himself' (2 Cor. 5:19), and 
other passages of this kind, where the Church 
would be shown, since it is she that is reconciled 
to God through Christ. And these things were 
being done while the Catholics were attempting 
to carry on their discourse continuously, but the 
others were making a clamor lest this should 
happen; since they did not reserve their response, 
as the Catholics had done when their letter was 
being read, but by interjecting frequent contra
dictions, they prevented the Catholics' presenta
tion from proceeding undisturbed.

16. And so, when the Catholics demanded 
their patience, and scarcely obtained it through 
many interventions from the Examiner, they 
responded to their letters, showing by many tes
timonies and examples from the Holy Scriptures 
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that the wicked are now so intermingled in the 
Church that, although ecclesiastical discipline 
ought to be vigilant in correcting them not only 
with words but also with excommunications and 
degradations, nevertheless, not only are they un
known while hidden within her, but often, for 
the sake of the peace of unity, they are tolerated 
even when known: thus showing the divine tes
timonies to be in harmony, so that both those 
which commended the Church with the mixture 
of the wicked signified its present time, such as 
it is in this present age; and those testimonies 
which commend it as not having wicked persons 
mixed in, signified that future time of hers, such 
as it will be for eternity in the age to come. Just as 
she is now mortal, that is, she consists of mortal 
men, but then she will be immortal, when no one 
in her will die: just as Christ Himself was mortal 
for her in this time, but after the resurrection 
He now dies no more, and death will no longer 
have dominion over Him (Rom. 6:9); which He 
will also grant to His Church at the end of the 
age. These two states of the Church, what she is 
now and what she will be then, are also signified 
by the two catches of fish: one before the resur
rection of Christ, when He commanded the nets 
to be cast, naming neither the left nor the right 
side (Luke 5:4-10), to teach that not only the 
wicked, nor only the good, but the wicked mixed 
with the good would be within the nets of His 
Sacraments; but after the resurrection, when He 
commanded the nets to be cast on the right side 
(John 21:6-11), so that we might understand that 
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after our resurrection only the good will be in the 
Church, where there will be no more heresies and 
schisms, by which the nets are now torn. For the 
Gospel did not fail to mention in the first catch 
of fish that the nets were torn; and in the last it 
was said, 'And although the fish were so large, the 
nets were not torn.' It was said of such a Church 
that the uncircumcised and the unclean would 
not pass through it (Isaiah 52:1). For schismatic 
separations, which will not exist then because 
the nets are not torn, pertain to the unclean. This 
was also signified by the fact that the raven, an 
unclean bird, went out of the ark and did not 
return. Yet that ark, when the raven went out, 
was by no means devoid of all unclean animals, 
but in it were both clean and unclean until the 
flood (Gen. 7 and 8), just as in the Church there 
are good and evil until the end of the age. But just 
as Noah offered a sacrifice not from the unclean, 
but from the clean animals, so it is not those who 
are evil in the Church, but those who are good, 
who attain to God.

17. Regarding the Prophets also, because the 
Donatists had said in their letters that they 
did not communicate with those against whom 
they had spoken such great evils, the Catholics 
responded that there was one temple which 
all used, and that none of the Prophets, who 
had said such things against the wicked, had es
tablished for himself another temple, sacrifices, 
or priests. And as to the Donatists having put 
in their letters testimonies from the Scriptures 
to show that sons also pertain to the sins of 
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their parents—though this has certainly never 
been rightly understood except of those sons 
who imitated the iniquities of their parents—the 
Catholics responded that, although such great 
and harsh things were said in the divine oracles 
against that people, which they themselves also 
mentioned in their letters, so that it seemed 
as if no good person remained there, not only 
were the same holy Prophets themselves there, 
but there had also arisen from that very people 
those whom the Lord Himself, at the advent 
of His flesh, found praiseworthy, such as were 
Zechariah and Elizabeth, and John their son, and 
Simeon the old man, and Anna the widow (Luke 
1 and 2). From this it is apparent how impiously, 
how slanderously the crimes of Caecilian were 
charged against the Catholics spread throughout 
the whole world, when the crimes of that people
—crimes which not human opinion but the di
vine word had charged against that same people
—could not be charged against Simeon and Anna 
and others like them, who had been born among 
that people and consecrated by the sacraments 
of the same people. The prophetic testimony was 
also mentioned, where those were marked, lest 
they perish with the wicked, who groaned over 
the wicked deeds that were being done in their 
midst (Ezek. 9:4); and yet they were not corpo
rally separated.

18. Then it was mentioned there what sort 
of separation the good ought to make from the 
impious and the wicked at this time, so as not to 
share in the sins of others; namely, by a dissimi
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larity of heart, life, and morals: and that what is 
written, 'Depart from their midst, go out from 
there, and touch no unclean thing' (Isaiah 52:11), 
ought not to be understood otherwise; that is, 
'be distinguished by living differently, and do not 
consent to uncleanness.' There also, at a most 
opportune moment, a response was made to the 
Donatists concerning what they had said when 
the Examiner asked them to be seated, that it 
was written for them not to sit with such men 
(Above, Conference day 2, chap. 1). For it was said 
by the Catholics, when they were responding to 
their letters, that the separation from the wicked 
at this time should not be understood in the way 
they had understood it, who did not sit with them 
as if with the impious, because it is written, 'I 
have not sat in the council of the impious.' Since, 
if they thought them impious, they certainly 
ought not to have done what is consequently 
forbidden in the same psalm. For it follows there, 
'And with those who do wicked things I will not 
enter' (Psalm 25:4). Since, therefore, they had en
tered with those whom they considered impious, 
why did they not also sit, so that in both cases 
they might be seen to have avoided not a corpo
ral, but a spiritual assembly and entrance? There 
also was mentioned the case of the Maximianists, 
so often already brought up against them, where 
they said that both they themselves and those 
to whom they had granted a delay, who were 
situated in the schism of Maximian and were 
partners in the condemnation of Primian, were 
nevertheless not polluted by his contagion: they 
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who contended that the Christian world, even to 
the ends of the earth, had perished by the crimes 
of Caecilian.

C H A P T E R  X .

19.

To these things the Donatists, since they could 
not respond to the most powerful proofs from the 
Scriptures and to the example concerning their 
own Maximianists, returned to that which had 
already been dealt with, saying that the "world" 
is not rightly understood as the Church, in which 
both the wheat and the tares were commanded 
to grow together: although the Catholics had 
already brought up so many divine testimonies 
by which it was shown that the "world" is also 
used in a good sense, and in that sense only the 
Church could be understood; and that however 
the "world" might be taken, since both seeds 
were growing throughout the world, the wheat 
of the whole world ought not to be abandoned 
on account of the tares. When, therefore, these 
things had already been said, and the question it
self seemed already terminated, they returned to 
it again in extreme poverty of argument, repeat
ing the same things over and over, asking how 
the devil could have sown tares in the Church. 
Then, they slandered, alleging that the Catholics 
had spoken of two Churches: one which now has 
wicked people mixed in, and another which after 
the resurrection would not have them; as if the 
saints who are to reign with Christ would not 
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be the same ones who now, living justly for His 
name, tolerate the wicked.

20. To this the Catholics replied that the Do
natists themselves had already confessed that 
there were at least hidden evil persons in the 
Church; and in turn they asked how the devil 
had sown them in the Church, a question they 
were asking about the tares as if it were impossi
ble for it to happen. The Catholics also repeated 
the testimony of Cyprian, who understood that 
same gospel parable in no other way than to say 
that there are tares in the Church, and that they 
are not hidden, but seen (Letter to Maximus). 
Against this testimony they had dared to answer 
absolutely nothing, although they hold the au
thority of Cyprian in such high regard that they 
try to use it to defend their wrong opinion and 
practice concerning the repetition of Baptism. 
The Catholics also refuted their calumny about 
two Churches, showing again and more expressly 
what they had said: that is, they had not said that 
the Church which now has wicked people mixed 
in is alien to the kingdom of God, where there will 
be no wicked people mixed in; but that the same 
one and holy Church is in one state now, and 
will be in another state then; now it has wicked 
people mixed in, then it will not have them: just 
as it is now mortal, because it consists of mortal 
men, but then it will be immortal, because in it no 
one will die even in body: just as there are not two 
Christs for the reason that He first died and after
wards will not die. It was also said concerning the 
outer and inner man, that although they are dif
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ferent, one does not speak of two men: how much 
less should one speak of two Churches, when 
the very same good people who now tolerate the 
mixed wicked and die, destined to rise again, will 
then neither have wicked people mixed among 
them, nor die at all? Concerning the number it
self, since the Donatists had commended the one 
Church with the testimony of the Scriptures, as if 
against the two which they boasted the Catholics 
had affirmed, it was answered by the Catholics 
that many churches are also found mentioned 
in the Scriptures, and the seven to which John 
writes (Apoc. I), which many, however, were to 
be understood as members of that one Church: 
so that from this it would appear that much 
less ought they to be reproached for two, since 
they had said that the very same one Church 
is not now such as it would be in the future 
resurrection, seeing that no objection is made to 
the many churches in the apostolic Letters, of 
which that one consists. To this the Donatists did 
not cease to reply with the same things again, 
adding moreover and invidiously boasting that 
the Catholics had called the Church mortal; and 
therefore denying that it is mortal, because the 
Trinity is immortal, by whose grace the Church 
is consecrated; and because Christ died for it for 
this reason, that He might make it immortal: as if 
the Catholics had said that it is not made immor
tal by the grace of God and by the shedding of the 
Savior's blood for it. But they said that the times 
must be distinguished: namely, the present, in 
which all the saints die, just as Christ Himself 
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died; and the future, in which they will rise again 
and, with no one to die, will live with Him who 
has already risen.

CHAPTER XI. 21. While these things were 
being debated between them, and although mat
ters that were manifest and clear were being 
repeated superfluously to the contentious Do
natists, the Cognitor promised that he would 
judge concerning those things he had sufficiently 
heard in his final sentence, and ordered that the 
matter from which the first cause of the schism 
arose should be dealt with instead. Then the Do
natists began to press him to judge first on those 
things he had heard. When the Catholics also 
demanded this, and he persisted in what he had 
said, ordering instead that the matter be taken 
up so that the cause of the first schism might 
be shown, the Catholics requested that the doc
uments they were presenting be read out. When 
he had ordered this to be done, the Donatists 
began to resist more stubbornly and to compel 
him to judge at once on the matters already 
heard, repeating the same things that had been 
transacted; and adding that he ought not to judge 
at all concerning that cause which he wished 
to be handled by the reading of the documents 
that had been offered by the Catholics and were 
to be recited: saying that Christ ought to be the 
judge of this cause; and stirring up ill-will against 
the Catholics because they had sought a human 
judge; also saying the usual things about the per
secutions they seemed to be suffering. To this the 
Catholics replied that they ought not to create ill-
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will about a human judge being requested, since 
they themselves had judged in the case of the 
Maximianists and had not reserved it for Christ 
the judge; and they themselves had first sent the 
very case of Caecilianus, as accusers, to a man, 
that is, to the emperor Constantine: nor about 
persecutions, because the Catholics were asking 
something from the emperors on behalf of the 
Church, when their Circumcellions, with clerics 
as leaders, were committing such horrendous 
evils. At this point they replied in vain that this 
had nothing to do with the priests, when it was 
asserted that those men had done such things 
with clerics as their leaders.

22. There also, when it was said that they had 
attacked human eyes with lime and vinegar, in 
which crime they surpassed the devil in cruelty, 
who did not do this to the flesh of the holy man, 
which he had received power to afflict (Job 2); 
at this point the Donatists asked whether those 
who do these things were the sons of the devil, 
or those who suffer them: as if the Catholics 
had said anything other than that their own 
most savage sufferings came from their clerics 
and Circumcellions. Nevertheless, even here the 
Catholics did not fail, when the opportunity 
arose, to bring up the Maximianists against 
them; and they said that according to their own 
judgment, the Maximianists, whom they had 
persecuted before three or more proconsuls, were 
better. For if they suffered, they did so as the 
vanquished. And the Catholics pressed them to 
answer whether they had not received Felicianus 
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from among those whom they had condemned 
and persecuted, and whether they did not have 
him in their college. To this objection, falling 
completely silent as always, they went on to an
other topic, objecting to the Catholics that they 
had defended the devil, because they had said he 
had spared the eyes of holy Job, wherein they had 
surpassed him in cruelty. And they undertook to 
accuse the devil, as if defended by the Catholics, 
saying that he had spared Job's eyes in his flesh 
with greater cruelty, so that they might remain 
to behold the spectacle of the wound which he 
had inflicted on his whole body. It is very strange 
why they would want to say this as if it were a 
great point, unless perhaps so that they might be 
understood to have acted piously, who attacked 
the eyes in men, lest they be tormented by seeing 
their own wounds, which they had received from 
them over their whole body.

23. But when the Donatists, again exagger
ating the persecutions they were suffering, men
tioned certain deaths of their own people in the 
town of Bagai, it was answered by the Catholics 
that they had suffered this while resistance was 
being made to their violence, which they had 
even attempted to inflict upon the judge. In 
that town the Catholics recalled that horrendous 
things had been committed by them, so that 
even the basilica was burned and the holy books 
thrown into the fire. Moreover, their deaths were 
rather from the custom they have of throwing 
themselves from precipices. And when the Do
natists, responding to these things, repeatedly 
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exaggerated the persecutions they were suppos
edly suffering, boasting that by these fruits their 
adversaries were a bad tree, and repeatedly de
manding that judgment be passed concerning 
the field and the tares and concerning the one 
and immortal Church; the Catholics, on the other 
hand, recalled their fruits: schisms and rebap
tisms, and that they themselves had first accused 
their own predecessors before the Emperor, and 
the conflict long revolved around such mutual 
objections: the Cognitor preferred to restrain all 
these things, promising a judgment on them in 
a later sentence. And he ordered that what had 
been offered by the Catholics, which had already 
begun to be read and had been interrupted, 
be recited. Thus was concluded the case of the 
Church, which the Catholics had taken great care 
to distinguish from the case of Caecilianus; since 
it could not be prejudiced by the crimes of any 
individual, having merited so many divine testi
monies against all human accusations. From this 
point, the case of Caecilianus also began to be 
tried.

C H A P T E R  X I I .

24. In the fifth place, therefore, these things were done.

Two reports of Anulinus the proconsul to the 
emperor Constantine were read out: one, which 
had already been read out above (See above, 
n. 8), in which he showed that the leaders of 
the Donatists, that is, of the party of Majorinus, 
had given him documents with the accusations 
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against Caecilian, and had requested that they 
be sent to Constantine, and that he had sent 
them to the aforementioned emperor; the other, 
however, in which he showed that, by order of 
the same emperor, he had met with them so 
that they might send ten men from each side to 
plead the case, and that they had promised to do 
so. Then, next, the letters of the aforementioned 
emperor addressed to the bishops were also read, 
in which he enjoined them to hear the case of 
Caecilian. And then, in order, the episcopal judg
ment of Melchiades, bishop of Rome, and of the 
other bishops of Gaul and Italy with him, deliv
ered in that same city of Rome, also began to be 
read; but when the first part of this judgment 
had been recited, that is, the proceedings of the 
first day, where the accusers of Caecilian who 
had been sent denied that they had anything to 
say against him; where also Donatus of Casae 
Nigrae was convicted in their presence of having 
caused a schism in Carthage while Caecilian was 
still a deacon—for from the schism of Carthage 
the party of Donatus arose against the Catholic 
Church; where also the same adversaries of Cae
cilian promised that on another day they would 
present those who, they were accused of having 
withdrawn, were necessary for the case; and hav
ing lied about this, they refused to come to the 
judgment any further: when, therefore, this part 
of the judgment had been recited, and they had 
begun to recite what was done on another day, 
the Donatists interrupted and began to demand 
most insistently that the documents they were 
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offering should be read first, asserting that it was 
not in order for the acquittal of Caecilian, whom 
they had not yet accused, to be read first; and 
about this they contended for a rather long time: 
with the Catholics saying that what had already 
begun to be read should not be interrupted until 
all the proceedings of the same judgment were 
finished; but they, on the contrary, asserted that 
the things which were being interrupted ought 
not to have been begun to be read, since it was 
not fitting for a man to be defended before he was 
accused. To this the Catholics responded that, 
when the cause of the schism was being investi
gated by the Cognitor, they had requested that 
those things be read which had been presented 
for reading when the person of the petitioner 
was being dealt with. They had therefore wished 
those things to be recited for two reasons: so 
that it might be apparent that they had originally 
requested a human judge in this case, they who 
were creating odium for the Catholics because 
a human cognitor was presiding at this Confer
ence; and so that the identity of the petitioner 
might be established: and because they had be
gun to be read, they ought not to be interrupted, 
but be brought to a conclusion by being read 
to the end. Amidst these things, the Cognitor, 
although he had at first wished for what was re
quested by the Catholics, namely, that the things 
which had begun to be recited should be finished, 
nevertheless the Donatists afterwards extorted 
from him that the documents which they them
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selves were offering should be permitted to be 
read, postponing the others.

CHAPTER XIII.---25. Then the Donatists spoke 
at some length, alleging that Mensurius, who had 
been bishop of the Church of Carthage before 
Caecilian, had, during the time of persecution, 
handed over the sacred Scriptures to the perse
cutors. And to prove this, they read his letter 
addressed to Secundus of Tigisis, who at that 
time held the primacy among the bishops of 
Numidia. In this letter, Mensurius seemed, as it 
were, to confess his crime; yet he had not written 
that he had handed over the sacred codices, but 
rather that he had removed and kept them safe so 
that they would not be found by the persecutors, 
and had left in the basilica of Novae whatever 
worthless writings of heretics were there, which, 
when the persecutors found and took away, they 
demanded nothing more from him. Nevertheless, 
[he wrote that] certain men of the Carthaginian 
curial order had afterwards suggested to the pro
consul that those who had been sent to seize 
and burn the Christians' Scriptures had been 
deceived, because they had found nothing but 
some unknown writings that were of no concern 
to them; and that the Scriptures themselves were 
being kept in the bishop's house, from which 
they ought to be brought out and burned; but 
that the proconsul had been unwilling to consent 
to this. In the same letter it was also read that 
those who, without being arrested, offered them
selves up to persecution and voluntarily declared 
that they possessed Scriptures which they would 
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not surrender—though no one had asked this 
of them—had displeased Mensurius, and that 
he had forbidden the Christians from honoring 
them. Also, in the same letter, certain criminals 
and debtors to the treasury were censured, who, 
on the occasion of the persecution, either wished 
to be rid of a life burdened by many debts, or 
thought to purge themselves and, as it were, 
wash away their misdeeds, or certainly to acquire 
money and enjoy luxuries in prison from the 
support of Christians. The Donatists, however, 
did not charge Mensurius with any crime except 
that of handing over the codices: for they said 
that he had lied in claiming that they were not the 
sacred codices, and had wished to cover up his 
sin; although they also condemned the deception 
itself. They also recited the peacefully toned reply 
of Secundus of Tigisis to the same Mensurius, in 
which he himself narrated what the persecutors 
had done in Numidia: and how those who were 
arrested and refused to hand over the holy Scrip
tures had suffered many evils and were tortured 
with the most grievous torments and killed; and 
he commended them as worthy of honor for 
the merit of their martyrdom, praising them for 
not having handed over the holy Scriptures, fol
lowing the example of that woman in Jericho 
who refused to hand over to their persecutors 
the two spies, in whom the two Testaments, Old 
and New, were prefigured (Joshua 2). But if this 
example is to be understood under this figure, 
it rather supported Mensurius. For in his letter, 
Mensurius was censuring those who, although 
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they did not hand over the holy Scriptures, nev
ertheless confessed to having them; which that 
woman did not do. For she did not confess that 
the spies who were being sought were with her, 
but denied it. Secundus also wrote that a centu
rion and a *beneficiarius* had been sent to him 
by the curator and the municipal council to de
mand the divine codices to be burned, and that 
he had answered them, "I am a Christian and 
a bishop, not a traitor (*traditor*)." And when 
they wanted to take from him some worthless 
documents (*ecbola*) or anything at all, he had 
not given them even this, following the example 
of Eleazar in Maccabees, who would not even 
pretend to eat pork, lest he should provide an 
example of transgression to others (2 Maccabees 
6:21-28). The Catholics listened patiently until 
the reading of these letters of Mensurius and Se
cundus was finished, although they testified that 
they were private letters and did not pertain to 
the cause of the Church.

CHAPTER XIV.---26. The Cognitor, therefore, 
admonishing the Donatists that they should 
return the favor of patience, ordered to be 
read through what had been presented by the 
Catholics and had already been partially recited. 
At this point, the Donatists demanded that what 
they were offering concerning the case of Caecil
ian should also be read first. With the Catholics 
also permitting this without any difficulty, and 
commending how patiently they were permit
ting it, so that the others might repay them 
in kind, the Cognitor ordered what was being 
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offered to be recited. And a council of nearly sev
enty bishops, held against Caecilian at Carthage, 
was recited by the Donatists, where they con
demned him in his absence because he had been 
unwilling to come to them; as one ordained by 
traditores, and because, when he was a deacon, 
he was said to have forbidden food to be brought 
to the martyrs held in prison. Certain colleagues 
of Caecilian were also named who were asserted 
to be traditores by public records, which records, 
however, were not read. Among these, however, 
Felix of Abtugni was most bitterly accused, so 
that he was called "the source of all evils." Then 
sentences were pronounced by each one, first by 
Secundus of Tigisis, who was their leader, and 
then by the rest, in which they expressed that 
they would not be in communion with Caecilian 
and his colleagues. And so, when this council had 
been recited, the Catholics responded that those 
letters exchanged between Mensurius and Se
cundus sufficiently demonstrated that they were 
at peace; that afterwards no crime concerning the 
deed of Mensurius was either accused or judged; 
and that as for the council held against Caecilian 
which they had read, while it did not indeed have 
the consul and the day recorded, they made no 
charge on this account, as it could have been a 
matter of negligence rather than fraud.

But the same Catholics presented another 
council held under the same man from Tigisi in 
the city of Cirta, and when its consul and date 
were read, the Donatists said that such decrees 
were not accustomed to have a consul or a date. 
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To this the Catholics replied that perhaps this 
was the custom of those who did not want their 
councils to be convicted of any falsehood; but 
that Catholic councils had always had consuls 
and dates. Then the council which the Catholics 
had brought forward began to be read out repeat
edly, where Secundus interrogated one by one 
certain men of whose handing over [of the Scrip
tures] he had heard, and, upon their confession, 
removed them from the assembly. This was read 
out in such a way that when the confession of the 
traditores was read from the council of Cirta, the 
name of such a one was also read from the council 
of Carthage as a traditor condemned in the case 
of Caecilian. Then they came to the accusation 
made against Secundus of Tigisi himself by Pur
purius of Limata; to which Purpurius the same 
Secundus had objected that he had killed his 
sister's sons in the prison of Mileum: whereupon 
Purpurius in turn accused him of the crime of 
being a traditor, saying that he had been detained 
by the curator and the city council to make him 
give up the Scriptures, and that he could not have 
been released unless he had handed something 
over. Moreover, this which Purpurius objected 
against him—that he had been detained by the 
curator and the city council to make him give 
up the Scriptures—Secundus himself had almost 
confessed in the letters he had written back to 
Mensurius, where he says that a centurion and a 
beneficiary soldier had been sent to him by the 
curator and the council, and that the Scriptures, 
or any other writings (ecbola), had been de
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manded from him; which indeed he said he had 
not handed over. But since he himself mentioned 
in that same place so many martyrs who, because 
they refused to hand them over, were tortured 
and killed, he neither wrote to Mensurius nor 
answered Purpurius how he himself, having been 
detained and convicted and being unwilling to 
hand anything over, could have suffered nothing 
and been released. For he did not tell the centu
rion and the beneficiary soldier that he did not 
have the Scriptures, but replied that he would not 
hand them over at all. How they, having heard 
this, could have reported back after releasing him 
without their own ruin, is not clear; especially 
since the same Secundus said that not just any 
common people, but even heads of households, 
were killed by the most cruel deaths when they 
had given this same response to the persecu
tors. But concerning this matter, the Catholics 
made no accusation against Secundus; they only 
wished to have read out what Purpurius had ob
jected against him, and on account of which he, 
leaving all those things to God, had made peace 
with the traditores to prevent a schism, so that 
it might become apparent what sort of men had 
passed sentence on the absent Caecilian.

CHAPTER XVI. 28. After this had been read 
out, the Catholics requested that those things 
which had been postponed also be read, concern
ing the council of Carthage, in which it had 
been read that the absent Caecilian had been 
condemned by many bishops. They brought up 
this council because the Catholics had read out 
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the reports of Anulinus the proconsul, from 
which it was clear that the papers with the accu
sations against Caecilian had been sent to the 
Emperor Constantine; which action indeed con
firmed that Caecilian had been accused before 
the Emperor by their predecessors. The Catholics 
replied, however, that that council of Carthage 
did not prejudice the absent Caecilian, just as the 
council of those by whom he was condemned 
in the cause of Maximian did not prejudice the 
absent Primian; since the party of Donatus held 
more to what was done afterwards in favor of 
Primian than to the authority of that council by 
which he had previously been condemned: thus, 
therefore, in the cause of Caecilian as well, what 
was done afterwards ought to be considered. 
At this point, the Donatists, being cornered con
cerning the cause of Maximian, said, 'neither 
does a cause prejudice a cause, nor a person a per
son.' This is the very sentence that all Catholics 
are accustomed to have on their lips when the 
Donatists, defending their separation by casting 
the crimes of some against others, would accuse 
the Christian world of I know not what crimes 
of Africans. For indeed, in this Conference, the 
whole effort of the Catholics to distinguish the 
cause of the Church from the cause of Caecilian
—asserting that in the Church the wicked who 
are mixed in do not harm the good, nor stain 
them with their sins—was precisely to establish 
that neither should a cause prejudice a cause, nor 
a person a person. This principle was confirmed 
in the clearest terms by our adversaries, while 

64



S U M M A RY  O F  T H E  C O N F E R E N C E  W I T H  T H E  D O N AT I S T S

they were arguing for something else. But when 
the Cognitor asked what the Catholics would 
reply concerning the council of Carthage, they 
answered again that the parallel with the cause 
of Primian should not be dismissed, because the 
Lord Christ also, by convicting the Jews from 
their own deeds, led them to the truth.

29. Then the Donatists, in a long speech, ar
gued that the condemnation of Caecilian should 
be confirmed by the authority of that council 
of Carthage, because he had been unwilling to 
come before so many priests; as if Primian had 
not also, with similar intent, refused to come 
before those by whom he was condemned, since 
he knew of their faction; and that Caecilian had 
not waited for a primate to be ordained by a pri
mate; whereas the custom of the Catholic Church 
is different, namely that not the bishops of Nu
midia, but the nearer bishops, should ordain the 
bishop of the Church of Carthage: just as for the 
Roman Church, no metropolitan bishop ordains, 
but the nearby bishop of Ostia. But in saying 
this about their own custom, which they estab
lished I know not when, they were attempting to 
create a prejudice against the Catholic Church: 
for if this custom were ancient, they would have 
raised this very objection against Caecilian when 
they condemned him in his absence. They also 
said that Optatus had written that Caecilian had 
said, 'If those who ordained me are traditors, let 
them come themselves and ordain me.' But if this 
was indeed said, it could have been said to mock 
those to whom he is reported to have sent this 
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message, since he was certain that his ordainers 
were not traditors (*traditores*). For he did not 
say 'because they are traditors,' but 'if they are 
traditors': so that their innocence would remain 
to be proven, where it could rightly have been 
proven.

30. To these points, and to whatever else 
they said in their lengthy speech, the Catholics 
briefly replied that the council of Carthage was 
not sufficient for the cause of Caecilian, as even 
they themselves had judged, who sent the case 
to the Emperor by accusing him; and thus they 
showed that what should rather be awaited was 
the outcome of the matter up to the Emperor's 
judgment, to whom they had thought fit to send 
this same cause. For the Catholics were insisting 
on this: that, with all the shadows of delay 
cut away, those documents should rather be 
read, by the reading of which the case had long 
been finished, and the innocence of Caecilian 
would appear clearer than light. The Donatists, 
being completely unwilling that these be read, 
obstructed the proceedings by interjecting what
ever else they could. For when the Cognitor had 
asked whether the council of Carthage had taken 
place first, and the cause of Caecilian was sent to 
the Emperor afterwards, the Catholics said that 
since that council did not have a consul and day 
recorded, they would respond to both possibili
ties: because if the cause was sent to the Emperor 
first, one ought to await the outcome with which 
it was terminated; but if afterwards, nonetheless 
one must seek not their judgment, but his to 
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whom they thought the case should be sent after 
their own judgment. But since the Donatists were 
inserting many things about the consul and the 
day, why it was not recorded in the council of 
their predecessors, lest they be accused of false
hood on this point, and were asserting that it was 
an ecclesiastical custom not to write down the 
day and consul in the decrees of bishops, wishing 
even the council of Cyprian to be read to prove 
this, because nothing other than delays was be
ing sought (for the Catholics had not rested their 
case on this point, since they had responded to 
both possibilities, whether that council they had 
held against Caecilian in Carthage was earlier 
or later); the Cognitor, at the insistence of the 
Catholics, ordered that those documents which 
had been postponed should instead be read.

CHAPTER XVII. 31. Then the Donatists intro
duced another question, one most full of delays, 
but in which, in truth, they wished to labor on 
their own behalf, if they could prove what they 
wanted: namely, that the Council of Cirta was 
false, where the confessions of the traditors, who 
mutually pardoned one another lest a schism 
should arise, had been read; because they them
selves were read among the others as having 
pronounced sentences against the absent Caecil
ian. Therefore, in attempting to demonstrate this 
to be false, they said many things; but judging 
other points to be trivial, they greatly empha
sized two particular points in that question, and 
dwelt on them at length: one, that contrary to 
ecclesiastical custom, the Council of Cirta itself 
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had a date and consul recorded; the other, that 
a council could not be assembled in a time of 
persecution. The Donatists therefore demanded 
that the Catholics either produce other ancient 
councils of bishops where they could show that 
consuls and dates were also recorded, or cite 
something of the sort from the Holy Scriptures 
themselves. When the Catholics saw that aston
ishing and inexplicable delays were being intro
duced over a most trivial matter (for who would 
have believed they would object to falsity on this 
point, where the attestation of the times was 
noted down for the sake of greater diligence, lest 
perhaps through this a future investigation of 
the truth might be necessary? who, then, would 
have believed they would make this objection, 
so as to prepare ancient councils by which to 
demonstrate this custom? or who would then 
go and search through the ancient ecclesiastical 
archives?), when the Catholics saw this, they 
both pointed out the date and consul in the coun
cil of Miltiades, and recalled from the Holy Scrip
tures themselves that the Prophets had noted 
in their writings indications of the most ancient 
times, in what year, in what month of the year, on 
what day of the month the word of the Lord had 
come upon them.

The Cognitor, however, judging that the ob
jection concerning the date and consul should be 
dismissed and set aside, ordered the rest of the 
proceedings held before Miltiades to be read out; 
and they were read out. From these it appeared, 
by the sentences of all the bishops who had 
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then sat in council and of Miltiades himself, that 
Caecilian was acquitted and cleared; but that Do
natus was condemned, who, being present at the 
first session, had been convicted; that is, Donatus 
of Casae Nigrae, who it was established had been 
present at that time.

32. But when this had been read out, and the 
Donatists were asked what they would answer 
concerning that Council of Cirta, they returned 
to the same point, attempting to show that it 
was false. Then they said that a council could not 
have been assembled in a time of persecution. 
The Cognitor did not dismiss this, and judging 
it to be a valid point, demanded a response from 
the Catholics; and amidst this, he asked whence 
it could be proved that it was a time of persecu
tion. Then the Donatists produced the acts of the 
martyrs, where they were heard and suffered for 
their confession. The Cognitor also ordered the 
Office to calculate and report, after considering 
the consuls and dates of both—both those read 
from the Council of Cirta and those from the acts 
of the martyrs—because it had been said by the 
Catholics that nearly a year had passed after the 
passion of those martyrs (from which the time of 
persecution was being proved) until the consul 
and day of the Council of Cirta. But the response 
of the calculating Office had suggested that a 
month had intervened. The Catholics therefore 
wished what they had said to be struck from the 
records, so that the proceedings might retain only 
what the Office had reported; for they had be
lieved this to be more accurate. But the Donatists 
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did not want what had been said by the Catholics 
to be struck from the records, so the Catholics did 
not argue the point, in order that the slanderous 
disposition of the Donatists might be made ap
parent in this. Furthermore, what the Catholics 
had said was in fact more true; for the Office, 
erring in its calculation, had reported falsely, as 
the written proceedings, when later considered 
more diligently, showed, and as anyone can prove 
who wishes to read and is not too lazy to calcu
late. For the acts of the martyrs by which the time 
of persecution was shown, were done in the ninth 
consulship of Diocletian and the eighth of Max
imian, on the day before the Ides of February; but 
the episcopal acts of the decree of Cirta were after 
the consulship of these same men, on the third 
day before the Nones of March. And thus thirteen 
months are found to have intervened, certainly 
more than the eleven which the Catholics had 
previously answered, having calculated less dili
gently. But the Office, so as to be mistaken and 
to answer that a month had intervened, thought 
it was the same consulship, and did not notice 
the "post consulatum," where another year was 
already underway. Consequently, the Catholics, 
as if proceeding from a true response from the 
Office, were forced to show that those eleven 
or twelve bishops could have convened in a pri
vate house during a time of persecution, with 
the Donatists insisting that they show this from 
other councils, if they could find any councils of 
bishops held during a time of persecution. Since 
the Catholics could not at that moment inquire 
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and examine old documents in the ecclesiastical 
archives, they responded that it was much easier 
for twelve men to have been able to convene in a 
house at a time when even congregations of the 
people were accustomed to take place, although 
the persecution was raging, as was shown by 
the very acts of the martyrs, who confessed in 
their sufferings that they had held a collection 
and celebrated the Lord's Supper. Moreover, the 
Catholics had said this even before the Office 
calculated and responded. It was also said by 
the Catholics that those episcopal acts of Cirta, 
which by the diligence of our ancestors could be 
preserved and found up to these times, should 
be regarded in the same way as those letters of 
Mensurius and Secundus, which the Donatists 
read out. Indeed, the Council of Carthage, where 
seventy bishops condemned the absent Caecil
ian, was also mentioned by Miltiades, at the 
council where Caecilian was absolved. But those 
letters of Mensurius and Secundus were said to 
have been mentioned nowhere else, whence their 
truth was not asserted by any other testimony, 
yet the Catholics did not for that reason say they 
were false. This was also said by the Catholics, 
that the Donatists should prove, if they could, 
that bishops had written to each other in a time of 
persecution in the same way they claimed Men
surius and Secundus had written. The Catholics 
did not say this in order to show that those letters 
of Mensurius and Secundus were false—which, 
whether true or false, did no harm to the case—
but so that the Donatists might understand from 
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this with what vain subterfuge they were forcing 
the Catholics to produce other councils assem
bled in a time of persecution. For if it were said 
to them with similar obstinacy, "You too, produce 
other letters written and sent in this way during 
a time of persecution, which, if they were discov
ered in any way, could lead to the demand for 
hidden codices, and could bring the magistrate, 
the curator, the centurion, and the beneficiary 
to capital peril, who were betrayed as having let 
Secundus go unpunished when he refused to be a 
traditor," they would by no means be able to find 
on the spot other letters similarly sent from bish
ops to bishops over such long distances during a 
time of persecution.

33. Since, therefore, a prolonged conflict arose 
from this, with the Donatists often repeating that 
a council could not have been assembled during 
a time of persecution to ordain a bishop, because 
the world was in apostasy, and there were none 
for whom one could be ordained, and other such 
things; and with the Catholics responding that 
so few bishops could easily be assembled that 
it ought not even be called a council, at a time 
when the congregations of the people were as
sembling, as the acts of the martyrs testified, and 
that there were without doubt people for whom 
bishops could be ordained, namely those very 
congregations which the acts of the martyrs said 
were accustomed to assemble then: while these 
things were being said and answered assiduously 
in many and various ways, it was also estab
lished that a private house had been provided 
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for Christians to assemble in during the time of 
persecution, as was read in certain acts of the 
martyrs (because the Donatists had said it could 
not have happened that anyone would offer his 
house at that time); and it was recalled that it is 
by no means incredible that those few bishops 
convened in a private house during the time of 
persecution, seeing that, with the persecution 
raging, martyrs are taught to have been baptized 
even in prison, and the Sacraments celebrated 
there by Christians, where Christians were held 
captive on account of those same Sacraments.

CHAPTER XVIII. The Donatists, being com
pelled to speak against the judgment of Milti
ades, bring a false charge of having handed over 
the scriptures against him. Amidst these things, 
therefore, at long last, with the Cognitor also fre
quently interjecting that the assembly of bishops 
could have taken place, since it was proven that 
the congregations had also assembled, he com
pelled the Donatists to say whatever they had 
to say against the council and judgment of Milti
ades, by which Caecilian was read to have been 
cleared and acquitted, since the case rested there 
rather than in that council of Cirta.

34. Then the Donatists began to accuse Milti
ades himself of the crime of handing over the 
scriptures (*traditio*), and to say that their an
cestors had for that reason rejected his judgment, 
because he had been a *traditor*: as if they were 
not already standing before his judgment and 
had not answered that they had nothing to say 
against Caecilian. But when the judge was made 
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attentive to whether any public or ecclesiastical 
judgment concerning the crime of handing over 
by Miltiades could be produced, and while the 
Catholics themselves were waiting and demand
ing that this be proven, the Donatists read certain 
very lengthy proceedings before a prefect, in 
which it was not apparent what kind of prefect 
he was, nor was the place read where these 
things were transacted. But the proceedings 
themselves, in a very long recitation, mentioned 
many people handing over many ecclesiastical 
items, where the name of Miltiades was not men
tioned at all. When these were finished, and the 
Cognitor was wondering that one thing had been 
promised and another recited, they, still begging 
his patience, recited other proceedings, in which 
it was read that Miltiades had sent deacons with 
letters from the emperor Maxentius and letters 
from the praetorian prefect to the prefect of the 
city, so that they might receive back those things 
which the aforementioned emperor had ordered 
to be returned to the Christians, which had 
been taken away during the time of persecution. 
And since in these proceedings also no crime of 
Miltiades was apparent to the Cognitor and the 
Catholic defenders, the Donatists said that Strato 
the deacon, whom Miltiades had sent with others 
to receive back the ecclesiastical properties, was 
named as a *traditor* in the previous proceed
ings; and for this reason they wished to besmirch 
Miltiades also with the crime of handing over, 
because he had made use of that deacon without 
degrading him. In their prosecution, however, 
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they said that Miltiades was the third bishop 
after the one who was bishop when that act 
of handing over had been committed. At this 
point the Cognitor inquired whether it was at 
least stated in those proceedings of the handing 
over that Strato had been a deacon. And it was 
read out that he was called "an exhorter of a 
most vain superstition": which not only he, but 
also the others who handed over the scriptures, 
were called. But the Donatists replied that by the 
Gentile persecutors, both deacons and presbyters 
were so called as an insult to the religion.

35. Therefore the Catholics replied that, since 
it was not strange, and was most common in 
human affairs, that not only two, but even several 
men should be called by one name, it could 
indeed have happened that that *traditor* Strato 
was a presbyter, but this other Strato was a 
deacon: since the Donatists had said that both 
deacons and presbyters were called "exhorters 
of a most vain superstition" by the Gentiles: 
although the Gentiles could have called all clerics 
by that insulting name, and it would be much 
more uncertain of what rank of cleric that *tradi
tor* was: nevertheless, even if it could be shown 
that he was a deacon, this would be neither 
incredible nor strange, since a short time before 
in the city of Rome itself there had been two 
deacons named Peter. This also was added by 
the Catholics, that even if it were demonstrated
—which was not demonstrated at all—that the 
same deacon Strato who handed over the scrip
tures was the one whom Miltiades later sent with 

75



S U M M A RY  O F  T H E  C O N F E R E N C E  W I T H  T H E  D O N AT I S T S

other deacons to receive back the ecclesiastical 
properties, Miltiades would not on that account 
be besmirched with this crime, for the persecu
tion could have made him absent far away, so 
that he was entirely ignorant of this, and thought 
him innocent whom no one showed to be guilty 
by accusing him. Against this, the Donatists here 
cried out the same things over and over for a very 
long time, but in vain.

36. Indeed, after the Conference, they also 
brought a false accusation against Miltiades con
cerning Cassian, because this name also is found 
both among the deacons whom Miltiades sent to 
the prefect, and in those proceedings where the 
act of handing over was recited. If they had said 
this during the Conference, it could have been 
easily answered by the Catholics that in such 
a crowd of Roman clergy it was no wonder if 
two or more, not only Stratos, but also Cassians 
were found; since among the twelve Apostles, not 
only two Judases, but also two Jameses are read 
of: unless perhaps it was permissible for them 
to distinguish Donatus of Casae Nigrae from Do
natus of Carthage, when they feared that their 
greater authority, Donatus of Carthage, might 
be thought to have been condemned in the judg
ment of Miltiades; and it was not permissible for 
the Catholics to have several men called by sim
ilar names in such a multitude of Roman clergy. 
For what the Donatists had said was false, that 
the persons, the places, and the regions matched: 
when neither the places, nor the regions, nor 
the specific dignities of the persons were stated 
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in both sets of proceedings, but only a correspon
dence of names was read, which custom does not 
cease to repeat frequently in different persons of 
the human race.

CHAPTER XIX.---37. The Cognitor, therefore, 
scorning their most uncertain suspicions, or
dered that something manifest be brought forth 
against those proceedings, or at least that the 
judgment of Constantine, which had already 
been mentioned, be read aloud. And the judg
ment of Constantine was read aloud, just as he 
had written to Eumalius, vicar of Africa, that 
he had heard the case of Caecilian between the 
parties, in which he testified that, with all other 
arbiters removed, he had found Caecilian to be 
innocent and them most slanderous; mentioning 
also that an episcopal judgment had been made 
in favor of Caecilian in the town of Arles, a judg
ment to which very many from the dissenting 
party had already consented, while the rest were 
still resisting and disagreeing, for which reason 
he himself was compelled to judge the whole 
matter between the parties. After the reading 
of these imperial letters, the Cognitor asked the 
Donatists what they had to say in opposition. 
There the Donatists attempted to return again 
to the slanderous accusation against Melchiades; 
whereupon, when they had been driven back 
by the Cognitor's interlocution, and it had been 
demanded of them that they read aloud anything 
they had against the judgment of Melchiades 
or the imperial sentence, if they had anything, 
they replied that even the emperor's ears had 
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been filled with wicked suggestions. To this the 
Cognitor replied to them that he had noted most 
attentively that the judgment had been made 
between the parties. But they began to demand 
that it be read whether the Emperor had judged 
between the parties. When this was read aloud at 
the Cognitor's command, finding nothing to say, 
they began to raise a cavil concerning the consul 
in the aforementioned imperial letters, because 
they had been read without the consul's name. A 
conflict having arisen from this, as the Donatists 
invidiously said that the episcopal council had 
been read with the consul's name, and that the 
Emperor's letters did not have the consul's name, 
and the Catholics replied that the case did not 
rest on that point, the Cognitor also intervened, 
stating that it was established by the clearest 
laws that imperial constitutions, even if the con
suls were not read, were not to be called into 
question. Then the Catholics pressed them to 
state openly that what had been read was false, 
for the archives could be searched.

But, repulsed on this point, as if they were 
about to bring forward something very power
ful, they requested that Optatus be read, which 
they had also requested before; from which they 
said they would prove that Caecilian had been 
condemned by the Emperor: and it had been 
promised to them, but was postponed. The Cogn
itor, therefore, first wanted them to state whether 
they dared to accuse the imperial letters of false
hood. Although they certainly did not dare to do 
this, they nevertheless complained most bitterly 

78



S U M M A RY  O F  T H E  C O N F E R E N C E  W I T H  T H E  D O N AT I S T S

that the consul's name was missing; but they 
demanded much more insistently that Optatus 
be read. While these matters were being debated 
for a long time, the consul's name was found on 
another copy of those imperial letters. When this 
was pointed out, the Donatists said, "Certainly, it 
ought not to have had a consul's name," as if it 
had ever been said that it ought not to have had 
one; and not rather that even if the consul's name 
had been missing, the truth of the imperial decree 
would not be hindered. When the Cognitor had 
repeatedly given them this answer, Optatus was 
also read. The Donatists read the part where 
he says: "At the same time, the same Donatus 
requested that he be allowed to return, but not 
to approach Carthage; then it was suggested to 
the Emperor by his advisor Philomenus that, for 
the good of peace, Caecilian should be detained 
at Brescia; and it was done" (Optatus, Book I). 
Since in these words of Optatus no condemna
tion of Caecilian whatsoever could be found, as 
they had promised they would demonstrate, the 
Cognitor ordered the entire page to be read, so 
that the intention of the one who had written it 
might be known from the preceding and follow
ing words. And it was read out by the court 
official: "Caecilian was pronounced innocent by 
the judgments of all those mentioned above." 
When this was read, the Donatists said that they 
had not asked for this to be read, being indignant 
with those who could not contain their laughter 
when they heard what a clear page they had 
brought forward against themselves. Then, when 
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they claimed that Optatus, in those words which 
they themselves had read, had downplayed the 
condemnation of Caecilian and had been unwill
ing to state it explicitly, it was demanded of them 
that they read from some other source the clear 
fact which they said had been downplayed by 
him. Since they were quite unable to do this, after 
some further perplexing and pointless delays—
during which they also disputed about the name 
of Donatus, arguing that it was not Donatus 
of Carthage but Donatus of Casae Nigrae who 
had stood against Caecilian in the judgment of 
Melchiades, a point which the Catholics also 
conceded—the matter was at last moved on.

Then, because it was established by the letters 
of Constantine that he had heard the case be
tween the parties and had judged in favor of Cae
cilian against them, the Cognitor was compelling 
them to respond if they had anything to say; they 
requested that their petition be read out, which 
they said had been given to Constantine by their 
predecessors. In this petition, they showed suffi
ciently and clearly how falsely they had spoken 
about the condemnation of Caecilian at Brixia; 
for this same petition shows how Constantine 
had decided against them. For in it they say that 
they would in no way communicate with "his 
scoundrel bishop," and that they were prepared 
to suffer whatever he might wish to do to them. 
By "Constantine's scoundrel bishop," they cer
tainly wanted Caecilian to be understood. How 
then did they call him "Constantine's bishop"—
with whom they, speaking against Constantine, 
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affirmed they would not communicate—if they 
had prevailed against him before Constantine, so 
that they knew him to have been condemned by 
him at Brixia?

When therefore the Catholics had said that 
they had recited this against themselves, and the 
Cognitor himself had also interjected the same 
thing, they added another great support for the 
conviction of their own falsehood, by reciting 
the letters of Constantine himself writing to Ver
inus the vicar, insinuating that he had ordered 
them to be released to their free will, so that 
they might return from exile. In which letters 
Constantine so detests them that nothing could 
be found more disgraceful than that indulgence. 
He certainly would not have blamed them in this 
way, but rather would have praised them, if Cae
cilian had been defeated by them before him and, 
condemned by him, had been exiled to Brixia. 
And by this, in bringing forward and reciting 
these things against themselves, they most man
ifestly showed that they had been overcome by 
Caecilian in the judgment of the aforementioned 
emperor; and they most openly proved their own 
falsehood, by which they were saying that he 
had been condemned; and because they boasted 
that the Catholics were inflicting persecution 
while they themselves were suffering it, they 
nevertheless wanted to boast, albeit falsely, that 
Caecilian had been condemned by the Emperor 
through their accusations. Therefore, when these 
things had been recited, and when the Catholics 
said, and briefly reminded the Cognitor of what 

81



S U M M A RY  O F  T H E  C O N F E R E N C E  W I T H  T H E  D O N AT I S T S

he himself also perceived, that those things had 
been recited for them, that is, for the innocence of 
Caecilian against them, and the Cognitor himself 
had also interjected the same thing, the Donatists 
responded, saying: "Your authority says nothing 
about free will." For, thinking that this could be 
granted to them by the present Cognitor accord
ing to Constantine's letters, they judged that 
these letters should be recited, even though they 
were against themselves in Caecilian's case. Here, 
when the Cognitor had responded to them that a 
different command had been given to him by the 
emperor of the present time, they moved on to 
another matter, which they once again brought 
forward against themselves in a much more as
tonishing way.

They also read other letters from the same 
emperor Constantine, addressed to the procon
sul Probianus, which indeed did not have the 
consuls' names; but the Catholics wished to 
make almost nothing of the mutual objection, 
although even from this the Donatists convicted 
themselves of how slanderously they had ob
jected this to the Catholics, since the prior docu
ment from which the judgment of Constantine 
was read, by which Caecilian was acquitted, did 
not have the consuls' names, which, however, 
were soon found in another document. These 
letters, therefore, addressed to the proconsul Pro
bianus, contain the Emperor's order, by which 
he commanded that Ingentius be sent to him, 
by whose confession in the judgment of the pro
consul Aelianus, Felix of Abtugni, the ordainer 
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of Caecilian, had been absolved from the crime 
of surrender (*traditionis*). The Donatists said 
they were reading this imperial precept in order 
to show, as it were, that Caecilian's case was 
still pending, even after that judgment in which 
Constantine had already written that he had 
settled everything between the parties; although 
in those very letters addressed to the proconsul 
Probianus, which they read to supposedly show 
that the judgment was still pending because the 
Emperor had ordered Ingentius to be sent to 
him, they read so much against themselves that 
it is altogether astonishing with what eyes they 
could look at it, or with what mouth they could 
pronounce it. For in them Constantine said that a 
proper hearing had been granted by the procon
sul Aelianus, and that Felix had been established 
as innocent of the burning of the divine books; 
but that those who for many days did not cease 
to appeal to him were to be refuted in his pres
ence, so that it might become clear to them that 
they had in vain stirred up hatred against Caecil
ian and had wished to rise up violently against 
him. Here, therefore, through those letters, they 
showed not only that Caecilian, but also Felix, 
had been cleared, and that they themselves had 
stood before the Emperor as persecutors of the 
innocent.

Seizing this opportunity, however, the 
Catholics brought forth to be read the report of 
Aelianus himself, who was then proconsul, sent 
to Constantine concerning this matter, in which 
he records that he had heard and concluded 
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the case of Felix; and also the proconsular acts 
themselves, by which Felix was acquitted, and 
by the testimony of all the necessary persons 
was proven innocent of the crime of *traditio*. 
After these were read, the Cognitor inquired what 
could be said in opposition. Then the Donatists, 
repeating what they had already begun to say, 
repeatedly demanded that the Catholics show 
whether Ingentius had been sent to the imperial 
court by order of the Emperor, and what had been 
done afterward; and they attempted to refute, 
with whatever words they could, the proconsular 
acts by which Felix was acquitted, objecting that 
there had been favor from the judge, or that 
persons had been substituted, and other things 
which men defeated by official records are accus
tomed to cast about in suspicious complaint. 
They also said that Felix had not been rightly 
acquitted in his absence. To these points the 
Catholics responded that all the documents that 
had been read pertained most clearly to the ac
quittal of Caecilian and Felix; but if the Donatists 
thought that some judgment had been made in 
their favor after Ingentius was sent to the court, 
and that the judgment by which Constantine, 
having heard the case between the parties, had 
cleared Caecilian and judged them to be most 
slanderous, had been changed, they themselves 
ought to produce it. However, when the Catholics 
said this, in that brevity of time the consuls 
could not be considered; but whoever wishes to 
consider their order in the acts themselves will 
find that Caecilian was acquitted by the emperor 
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Constantine after the case of Felix had been in
vestigated and cleared by the proconsul Aelianus. 
and that several years later Constantine wrote to 
Verinus the vicar—letters which they themselves 
read out, in which they asserted that free choice 
had been granted to them by that emperor—in 
which letters he shows them to be most wicked 
and enemies of Christian peace. This he certainly 
would not have done if he had judged anything 
in their favor against Caecilian when Ingentius 
was sent to the court. The Cognitor therefore 
ruled that acts which such great antiquity had 
strengthened could not be set aside, unless other, 
later acts to the contrary were read out. It was 
also said by the Catholics that the fact that Felix 
had been acquitted in his absence was more con
ducive to declaring his innocence, because the 
suspicion of favor would more likely have arisen 
if he had been present.

CHAPTER XXV.---43. The Examiner then be
gan to press them, that if the Donatists had any 
later proceedings against the acquittal of Caecil
ianus or Felix, they should produce them at once. 
At this point, they attempted to return, as if from 
the beginning, to those things which they had al
ready said so many times and which had already 
been dealt with, the Catholics having responded 
to everything so many times, and to repeat them. 
When the Examiner had intervened, admonish
ing them that they should now be ashamed to 
repeat the same things which had already been 
completed and transacted, and repeatedly com
pelled them to produce anything they had to read 
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against the very evident acquittals of Caecilianus 
and Felix; and while they, producing nothing 
at all against those judgments, did not cease 
to repeat the same things, so that a judgment 
might be made concerning what they had said; 
and while, on the other hand, the Examiner was 
rather demanding that they should read if they 
had anything that could be read against the im
perial and proconsular judgment, so that a pro
nouncement could be made on all matters, since 
it is forbidden by law to deliver a partial sentence; 
and while the Catholics were also insisting that, 
with all matters made manifest to the Examiner, 
and the Donatists finding nothing to reply and 
repeating the same things, the case might at last 
be finished; at the very end the Examiner said: "If 
you have nothing to read against this, be pleased 
to withdraw, so that a full sentence on all matters 
may be written." And with both parties having 
withdrawn, he wrote the sentence, which he re
cited after the parties were brought in again, in 
which he summarized everything he could recall 
from the lengthy proceedings of the three days. In 
this sentence, he recounted certain things not in 
the order in which they occurred, yet he set forth 
everything truthfully, pronouncing that the Do
natists had been refuted by the Catholics through 
the presentation of all the documents.
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