Approaches to Marcion Priority Ideas

My approach to the problem of Marcion and textual priority is grounded primarily in questions of
directionality rather than in large-scale reconstructions of early Christian history. The central issue
is whether Marcion’s Gospel and Pauline corpus represent earlier textual forms later expanded by
catholic Christianity, or whether they are the result of deliberate abbreviation of already-existing
texts.

In principle, either addition or deletion is possible. Ancient texts can grow, and they can also be
shortened. The methodological question is not what could have happened, but which direction best
explains the specific textual phenomena we observe, given what we know about scribal behavior,
theological polemic, and literary practice.

In my experience with ancient texts, insertions are usually easier to detect than deletions. Added
material often disrupts narrative flow, introduces redundancy, shifts tone or vocabulary, or appears
overly explanatory or polemical. Such additions frequently function as interpretive corrections and
therefore tend to stand out as secondary.

Deletions, by contrast, are typically smooth. Removing material deemed objectionable usually
leaves behind a coherent and rhetorically effective text, often giving the impression of greater
originality or simplicity. A well-executed deletion rarely calls attention to itself.

Applied to Marcion, this observation has significant explanatory power. Marcion’s theological
commitments are not hypothetical; they are explicitly articulated in his Antitheses as reported by
patristic sources. That framework provides a clear rationale for the removal of material affirming
the Creator God, the Law and the Prophets, or Jesus’ continuity with Israel’s Scriptures and history.
When such material is removed from Luke and Paul, the resulting texts remain coherent and
consistently aligned with Marcion’s theology.

By contrast, theories of strong Marcionite priority require us to posit an extensive and coordinated
program of later catholic insertions across multiple texts. These additions would have to be literarily
sophisticated, rhetorically seamless, and theologically effective while leaving few obvious traces of
editorial activity. Historically, this is a heavier and less economical hypothesis.

For these reasons, strong Marcion-priority models appear to reverse the most plausible direction of
textual change. Marcion is best understood as a radical interpreter and editor of existing texts in a
fluid early second-century environment, not as the originator of the Gospel or the Pauline corpus
later expanded by catholic Christianity. This position does not deny early textual plurality or
development, but it favors deletion over insertion as the more historically grounded explanation.

Adolf von Harnack. Marcion: The Gospel of the Alien God. Translated by John E. Steely and Lyle
D. Bierma. Durham, NC: Labyrinth Press, 1990. Originally published in German as Marcion: Das
Evangelium vom fremden Gott, 1921.

Adolf von Harnack treats Marcion as an early and creative theologian whose Gospel and Pauline
corpus are edited versions of existing texts, assuming abbreviation rather than Marcionite textual
priority.



Ulrich Schmid. Marcion und sein Apostolos: Rekonstruktion und historische Einordnung der
marcionitischen Paulusbriefausgabe. Berlin: Walter de Gruyter, 1995.

Ulrich Schmid offers a careful reconstruction of Marcion’s Pauline collection and argues that it
reflects deliberate editorial shortening of earlier letters rather than an original pre-catholic corpus.

Joseph B. Tyson. Marcion and Luke—Acts: A Defining Struggle. Columbia, SC: University of South
Carolina Press, 2006.

Joseph B. Tyson argues that Luke—Acts was composed or finalized in conscious opposition to
Marcion, reversing directionality for Luke while stopping short of full Marcionite priority.

Sebastian Moll. The Arch-Heretic Marcion. Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2010.
Sebastian Moll rejects Marcionite priority and emphasizes Marcion’s dependence on earlier Gospel
and Pauline traditions, while stressing the limitations of hostile patristic sources.

Markus Vinzent. Christ’s Resurrection in Early Christianity and the Making of the New Testament.
Farnham, UK: Ashgate, 2011.

Markus Vinzent advances the strongest modern case for Marcionite priority, arguing that Marcion’s
Gospel and Paul preceded the canonical forms and that catholic Christianity largely developed in
reaction.

Jason D. BeDuhn. The First New Testament: Marcion’s Scriptural Canon. Salem, OR: Polebridge
Press, 2013.

Jason BeDuhn presents Marcion as a disciplined editor working with earlier texts and remains
formally agnostic on priority, though his analysis aligns more naturally with deletion than with
large-scale catholic insertion.

Judith M. Lieu. Marcion and the Making of a Heretic: God and Scripture in the Second Century.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2015.

Judith Lieu does not support Marcionite priority and focuses instead on how Marcion was
constructed by his opponents, urging methodological caution against confident reconstructions in
either direction.

Dieter T. Roth. The Text of Marcion’s Gospel. Leiden: Brill, 2015.
Dieter T. Roth reconstructs Marcion’s Gospel conservatively and rejects priority claims, showing
that many arguments for Marcion’s originality rely on overstated or insecure textual data.

Matthias Klinghardt. Das dlteste Evangelium und die Entstehung der kanonischen Evangelien.
Leipzig: Evangelische Verlagsanstalt, 2015.

Matthias Klinghardt offers the most comprehensive text-critical defense of Marcionite Gospel
priority, arguing that the Marcionite Gospel preserves the earliest recoverable form of the Gospel
tradition.

M. David Litwa. Found Christianities: Remaking the World of the Second Century CE. London:
T&T Clark, 2022.

M. David Litwa rejects strong Marcionite priority while emphasizing early textual plurality, treating
Marcion as an early but dependent editor whose texts may preserve some early readings.



