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Eusebius, Contra Marcellum 1.4.40-41, 57.
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AW 3.1:4-6

During the Seventh Ecumenical Council of AD 787 (see intro to Dok. 9), the theology of Eusebius of
Caesarea was questioned. During the fifth session (actio), two sections of Eusebius’s otherwise lost letter
to Euphration were read out. In the sixth session, two shorter quotes were read. Opitz (without
explanation) put the longer citation from the sixth session between the two quotes of session 5, and
seemingly ignores the shorter one. AW 3.3.86-87 follows this. The latter also follows Opitz in adding a
section from Eusebius’s Contra Marcellum 1.4.40-41 in which Marcellus is quoting Eusebius, although
the context does not mention Euphration. There is no way to date this letter any more precisely than to say

it comes from the middle of the controversy, Brennecke’s

expanded outside Egypt.

13

second phase” when the controversy had

The Greek texts below are taken from Lamberz’s edition of the Second Council of Nicaea (ACO, Series
2, 3:560, 562 and 736), and Hansen and Klostermann’s edition of Gegen Marcell (Eusebius Werke 4,
GCS 14, 2nd edn. Berlin: Akademie Verlag, 1972), 26 and 29. The FCC translation below is by Aaron
West and Glen Thompson. See also the recent translations of R. Price Acts of the Second Council of
Nicaea (787), TTH 68, 403-404 and 513, and that of K. Spoerl, Against Marcellus and On Ecclesiastical
History (FC 135; Washington: Cath. Univ. of America Press, 2017), 108-109, 114.
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4. Atelelv yop tov Aoyov 10D Beod ToAuncog Kol
gtepov B0V TOV AOYyov dvoudaoat, ovoiq T€ Kol
duvdpel deotdta ToD TATPOG, €ig Gonv
Praconuiav Ekméttokey EvesTy GoQMdS A’
aOTOV TAV VT’ AOTOD YPAPEVTOV PNTAV PUOiS
pavlavew. yéypapev 6° avtaig Aéectv ovTmg

4. [40] ... For he dared to divide the Word from
“the God” and to name the Word another God,
differing in essence and power from the Father,
[41] he has departed into as great a blasphemy, as
is easily discerned from those very terms he

uses. The following is an exact quote from his
writings:

OV dmov 8¢ 1) eikdv Koi 1O o0 doTtv 1) ikdv £V
KOl TODTOV EMVOETTAL, AAAL dVO PV ovGiaL Kol
d00 Tpdrypata Kol 600 SVVANELS, OC Kol TOGODTOL
wpocnyopiot.

But surely the image and the one whose image he
is are not to be considered the same, but they are
two beings and two things and two powers,
similarly with other titles

5. AvBpdmov yap udévov 1ov cotijpo deiéat

5.[57] He writes as follows, wishing to show the




BovAopevoc, ag péylotov MUV andppnTov ToD

GTOGTOAOV AVOKOADTTOV LOGTH POV, 0VT®G EQ1)°

savior as only a man, as if he is unveiling to us the
apostle’s great unspoken mystery:

A0 coapéotata Kol 0 0glog dmdcToAOG TV
GTOpPTNTOV ULV KOl LVOTIKTV TOpadtd0vg
Ocoroyiav Pod kol kékpayev “glg 6 0g6g,” sita
HeTdL TOV Eval Bs0v pnotv “gig pecitng Ogod Kkai
aviponrov, avdpomrog Xprotog 'Incove.”

For more clearly also the divine Apostle transmits
to us the unspoken and mystical theology when he
calls and cries out, “There is one God;” then after
saying there is one God [he continues,]“One
mediator between God and men, the man Christ
Jesus” [1 Tim 2:5].
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