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Modern editions

This short extract (and Dok. 12) comes from the pen of Athanasius, bishop of Anazarbus, an important
Cilician city about 60 miles northeast of Tarsus. He is grouped by Arius with other eastern bishops who
say that “God pre-exists the Son without a beginning” (Dok. 15, §2), and Hanson (Search, 43) calls him a
“consistent expounder of the theology of Arius.” The fragmentary nature of this excerpt makes its dating
difficult, but Heil (AW 3.3:33) suggests it may belong to the letters that circulated after the council held in

Palestine.

Athanasius of Alexandria preserved the fragment in his De synodis. The Greek text below is from the
edition of Opitz in AW 2:244-245. The English translation is that of Aaron West.
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[kai ABavactog 0€ 0 and Naloppdv ...
YPaowv yap mtpog AAEEaVOPOV TOV
EMioKOTOV AMETOAMUNGEY OVTWG EIMETV:]

[Alexander of Anazarbus ... writing to Alexander the
Bishop, had the extreme audacity to say:]

Ti pépen toic mepi Apetov, el Aéyovov: €5
oVK OvtmV Kticua memointat 6 Viog ToD
0eob kol &v TV TAvTOV £oTiv; &V EKOTOV
yap mpofaTolg TapafuAlopEVOV TAVIOV
TGV TEMOMUEVOV £1G £6TL Kod 6 IOG &€
aOTAV. €1 P&V oVV Té EKATOV 0VK EOTL
ktiopota Kol yevntd 1 Evi mAéov TL TV
£kaTov, MAOVOTL Unde 6 vio¢ E0T® KTioua
Ko €1g TV TAvToV. &l 8¢ Té EkaTov ThvTa
YEVNTA Kl 0DOEV E0TIV EKTOG TMV EKOTOV
ANV wévov tod Bgod, Ti dtomov Aéyovaty ol
nepl Apelov, €l €v &v Toig EKOTOV
nepAafovrec Kol aplOpodvreg Tov Xplotov
&vol TV TAVTOV a0TOV EIPIKACT;

Why do you find fault with the supporters of Arius when
they say, “The Son of God has been made, a creation out
of nothing, and is one among all other things?” For in
the parable in which all created things are represented
by a hundred sheep, the Son is one of them. If then the
hundred are not created or begotten things, or if there
are more beings beyond that hundred, then the Son
would not be a creation or one of these other

things. But if those hundred are all begotten things, and
there are none beyond the hundred except God alone,
what absurdity do Arius’s supporters utter by saying that
Christ is one among others when they include and
reckon him among the hundred?
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