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The fragments from one or more letters of Paulinus of Tyre were cited in Marcellus of Ancyra’s Against
Asterius. The latter work survives only in fragments preserved in Eusebius of Caesarea’s Against
Marcellus. So our fragments are quotations within quotations. They do appear to be quotations from a
single letter, though their order is less certain. Their dating is just as problematic, but Brennicke places
them early, seemingly as parts of an answer to the previous letter (Urk. 4).

The text below is from the second edition of Klostermann and Hansen, Eusebius Werke, 4: Gegen
Marcell (GCS 14, 2nd edition; Berlin: Akademie Verlag, 1972), 21 (Nr. 32) , 28. The translation is our

own by Glen Thompson.
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Eusebius, Contra Marcellum 1.4.18-20 (Nr. 31)

18. [OvK gdayyeMKTG DTOUIUVHCK®V
dwackariog tadt Eypayev [Maviivog, dporoydv
0¢ éviovg uev 4 Eant®dv obtm KiveioBat, Eviovg
O¢ €K TAV AVOyVOOUATOV TOV TPOEPNULEVOV
avSpdv TodTov MyOat TOV TpoOTTOV.

18. [Paulinus of Tyre wrote these things, without
mentioning the gospel’s teaching. He confessed
some things which they themselves had put
forward, and others which they read in the writings
of others who spoke in times past, sounding forth
this sort of thing.

19. gita téhoc, Gomep TVAL KOpoVida Thig
Gmodeiems Enaywv, &k TV ‘Qpryévoug pnTdv T
Eavtod VIEPaYEY EMGTOAT], MG LAALOV TEIGUL
SUVOUEVOD TTOPA TOVG EVAYYEMOTAG KO TOVG
GmocTOAoVC. 0TIV O TO PN T TODTO ]

19. The result is that they furnish certain “proofs”
from the words of Origen in a letter of his, rather
than being persuaded by the Evangelists and
Apostles. These are their words:]

dpa Eravarafovto mtepl TaTPOC Kol viod Kol
ayiov mvedpatoc, OAiya TdV toTE
ToPOAELEIUPEVDV O1eEEABETV” TEPT TOTPOG G
aoaiperog dv Kol dpépiotog viod yiyveton
o TP, 00 TPOPAADY AVTOV, ®G OToVTol TIVEG.

It is time now when we are debating about the
Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit, to set out a
few points which were omitted then [in Origen’s
day]. On the subject of the Father, he is Father as
undivided and not imparting himself to the Son,
not bringing him forth, as some people think.

20. &l yap TpoPANUA €0ty O VIO TOD TOTPOS Kol
vévvnua €€ adtod, omoia ta TV {dov

For if the Son is an issue of the Father and a
production from him, as are the productions of




yevVALOTa, GVAYKN G0 ivol TOV TpoPaAdvto. | animals, then it is necessary that both the producer

Kai OV TpoPefinuévov. and the produced shall be a body....

(Nr. 33)
49. [Tovtoig 6¢ Toig pnroic Koi 0 tovtov matnnp | 2. [Later... with these words, he who is considered
ne@opevog IowAfjvog, Tavtd Adyewy 1€ kai the father of this saying, Paulinus, was not

YPAPEWY 0DK OKVET,] ashamed to speak and to write.]

[Toté pev devtepov Bedv Aéymv Tov Xpiotov kol | Once he said that Christ was a second God, and

ToDTOV dVGpO\)TElKO’)‘CSPOV 'YS’YSVTN]GG(H 0eov, mots that he had been begotten as a more human God,

82 KTIoHO AOTOV Evar SoPLLOHEVOC. .. and another time he was defining him as a

creation....

50. ... "Enerta dwafdArel tov pokdplov ao¢ Ogovg | 3. ...Then he [Marcellus] slanders the blessed

TOANOVG EipNKOTAL, ... [Paulinus] as though he had said there were many
gods. ..

(Nr. 74)

51. ... "OBgv toivuv pobov koi 6 Actepiov matnp | 4. ...And since he has learned this, Paulinus, the

[awAivog vemtépoug Bgovg sivar Geto. father of Asterius, thinks that they are younger
gods. ..
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