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THE AUTHENTICITY OF EPHESIANS

Controlling Purpose: To determine whether or not the Epistle
to the Eohesians was written by the Apostle Paul or by an
imposter.

Introduction: Historical background to Ephesus and the Ephe=-
sian congregation.

Body of thesis:
I. Authenticity Denied

A. The letter 1s of a later date than Paul,

B. The doctrinal chsracter is inconsistent
with typlicel Psuline literature.

C. The letter is tco cold to be Pauline.

D. The language, style and gremmar are not
Pauline.

E. The Epistle is dependent upon Colossians,
therefore written by a forger.

IX. Authenticity Affirmed

A. The Epistle has been accepted from anti-
quity.:

B. Examination of internal evidence corrobo-
rates Paul's authorship.

C. Modern exegetes and theologians accept
Peul as writer of Epheslans.

Appendix.
Bibliography.




THE AUTHENTICITY OF EPHESIANS

The city of Ephesus in Asia Minor, to which our epistle was
addressed, was one of the important cities of its day. The in-
habitants were for the most part Greek and Oriental. Within
this city was to be found one of the Seven Wonders of the World,
the Temole of Diana. Considering the day in which it was erect-=
ed, it was truly a marvel. Containing a temple of this magnitude
dedicated to a heathen goddess, Ephesus consequently became the
center of heathen worship. Thousands migrated to Asia Minor to
behold this structure of which the world sﬁoke, and which was one
of the reascns why Ephesus became the city thet it was. For many
yeers the city renked with Antioch and Alexandria as one of the
three greest emporia of the trade of the Eastern Mediterransan, and
formed the commercial capitol for the wide and varied territory
west of the Cilician gates.l

Ephesus, however, did not alweys remain a great city. Time
and the elements worked against it. The river bed over which
traffic entered the city to bring it commercial trade from all
over the world eventually became impassable for the larger ships.
Although repeated efforts were made to deepen the channel, in
time this effort was suspended. Ephesus became a deserted clty,

and the Temple of Diana, the Theatre and other notable struc-

tures, victims of the ravages of nature.

1. Deissmann, Prof. A., "The Excavations in Ephesus", in the
Biblical Review, Vol. XV, July 1930, No. 3.




This heathen city was destined of God to become the home of
a great Christian congregation emong which the great Apostle to
the Gentiles worked feverishly for over two years. His labors

were not without fruit. The germ of the Gospel, planted in fer=

tile soll and nourished by the Spirit of God, brought forth much

fruit, not only within the confines of the city, but also through
cut the provinces of Asia Mincor.

There appears to be no accurste history of the beginnings

of the Epheslan congrsgation. Howsver, the book of Acts re= j
lates that upon the first Pentecost festival men from Asia
were present to hear Peter's soul stirring sermon. Possibly
some of these in due time reached Ephesus and planted there
the Word of God. There 1s, however, no record of this. Then
Acts also relates that Paul on his second missionary journey
was forbidden to preach the Word in Asia, but that at the
close of thst journey, when he was on his way from Greece to.
Syria, he visited Ephesus and reasoned with the Jews in the
synagogues,

That the apostle met with some success is evident from
the fact that he w;s requested to remain for some time. This
he could not do at that time, since he wished to be in Jeru-
salem for the keeping of the feasts. For this reason he left
Agquila and Priscilla in Ephesus, and himself promised to re=-
turn later. (Acts 18,'19=21). These three then, it is be=-
lieved, laid the foundation for the church in Ephesus ==-Paul,
Aquila and Priscilla. Then Apollos came to Ephesus, knowing
only of the baptism of John. Aquila and Priscilla made known



to him the things pertaining to the mysteries of God, so that
he became an apt teacher himself. As a result of his thorough
indoctrination, he "mightily convinced the Jews, and that pub-
licly, showing by the Scriptures that Jesus was Christ. (Acts
18,28). Apollos continued on to Corinth, after which Paul
himself returned from Jerusalem and Antioch andlworked in Eph-
esus for more than two ysars. Consequently, many turned from
the prsctice of the magical arts, so common in this heathen
city, to Jesus Christ. Thus the news soon spread, and was
taken by travelers and merchants back to their homes in the
Asian provinces. Missionaries and church workers assisted in
the dissemination of the Good News to the outer regions. But
the Gospel always hess opposition wherever it is introduced. So
also in Ephesus, where the silversmith Demetrius was the leader
of the opnosition to Paul and his message. Paul was forced to
flee, bade farewell to Eohesus, and journeyed to Greece. Though
he for the first did not again set foot in Ephesus, yet he was
concerned about the young and tender congregation, and himself
gathered with the elders of the congregation at Miletus on his
last voyage to Syria (Acts 20, 17-38).

Some years later, after the Ephesian congregation was flour=-
ishing, and after the decease of the Apostle who was so instrum-
ental in the rapid growth of the church, there appear in early
Christian literature references to a lettervhich claims to have
been addressed by him to this same congregation. This was not an

uncommon occurrence in that day, for numerous similar letters were




addressed both to individuals and to congregations. The general
purpose of such letters was to admonish if it was found neces=
sary, to exhort to a greater service of God, and to condemm
sins which were interfering with the growth of either congre=
gation or individual. Not only were such letters written as
have been recorded for us in the Holy Scriptures, but numerous
others have been preserved from entiquity, indicating that such
custom was common place. Nevertheless, it has occurred again and
again that the authenticity of the one or the other has never
satisfactorily been established, as far as some critics are
concerned. Such is the case with the letter to the Ephesians.
The question has been raised as to who is the true author
of this letter which Coleridge calls "the divinest composition
of man", and which Harless has similarly called "a most beauti=-
ful letter"? There are those who argue against the Pauline
authorship, while a large number of critics feel that it could
not have been written-by anyone but Paul. Goodspeed in one
place mentions that of fifty-five modern writers on Ephesians,
tuenty-two accept it as a genulne letter of Paul's and thirty-
three do not.2 This will not browbeet us into a rejection of
the epistle ascribed by the church to the Apostle Paul. The
issue can be settled only by a fair examination of the arguments
propounded by both sides, weighing with equity all the points
advanced, and drawing an honest conclusion on this basis. Fol-

lowing the outline, we shall begin with the arguments advanced

2. Goodspeed, Edgar J., "Introduction to the New Testament".




by those why deny the authenticlty of the letter to the Ephesians.
I. Authenticity Denied

The first real opponent to acceptance of the Pauline author-
ship of Ephesians was Schlelermacher (1768-183}). He was fol-
lowed by such men as De Wette, the Tuebingen School under Baur,
together with Schwegler, Zeller, Schmiedel and others, Ritschl,
Moffatt, and Edgar J. Goodspeed. There are other and lesser
critics who neither deny nor affirm the authenticity of the
epistle, and thus leave the issue undecided. Among the argu=-
ments offered by these men, one of the most effective is that
the letter evidently 1is of a later date than Paul.

Chisaf proponents of the later date theory are the Tuebingen
School, Edgar J. Goodspeed and James Moffatt. Baur calls the
epistle "a second century epistle, Briginating in the Valentin=-
jan Cnosticism". Going into grester detail, he gives these
two reasons for his statement: l. "The epistle contains a
Gnostic offusion because of its exalted views of the person
and reign of Christ; i1ts allusions to various ranks in the
heavenly hierarchy, and 1ts'repeated use of the term 'plero=-
mena'", 2. "The epithetjxtos applied to apostles and prophets
betrays a late origin." In other words the letter was written
by a man who would exalt himself,

Following are a few of the Gnostic references in Ephesians
suggested by Baur: (See Stoeckhardt!s Epheserbrief, p. L)

Ch. 2, 7 alisves émepNomevar

Ch. 2, 2«lwv TOF Kob/aou:’aufou

Ch. 3, 2T f{wyVes

Ch. 6, 12 3 JpXaL f ,{:_ efaw,cu.




These are the Montanistic references given by Baur:
Ch. 1, 13 rwenétu.'rtn

Ch. 2, 20 e N W ’
Ch. 3, 5 v'\(:-u_’;ﬁa'r‘c ~WeRP TS

ch i 11 W e

Ch. Ly 30 n'veduant

Let it be said here and now that Baur has few, very few
crities who would agree with him on the Gnostic and Montanistie
references in the eplstle to the Ephesians. Stoeckhardt in his
Einleitung has this to say in reply to Baur, that these refer-
ences have nothing to do with the Gnostiecs and Montanists, and
thet this argument is very vague and far fetched.3 Why should
the above references be employed to evidence traces of a later
schism? The words alluded to are not employed in an unpauline
sense. They are used in the usual manner of the apostle, Be=
cause certain terms in the Gnostic controversy which were the
subject of much debate are found in an epistle does not estab=-
lish the fact that it 1s a product of the days of controversy.
Furthermore, there are too many arguments available to prove
that the letter is of an earlier date (cf. following pages).

Among modern day critics who hold that Ephesians is of a
la ter date than the Pauline era 1s James Edgar Goodspaed.h He

3. Stoeckhardts Einleitung, pe 4: "Die Auslegung wird zeigen,
dass dle angefuehrten dicta mit den wuesten Spekulationen der
Gnostiker, wie der Montanisten nichts zu schaffen haben, wie
dies z, B. sonderlich Hofmann in seinem Kommentar zu dem vor=-
liegendem Einwurf bemerkt: !Wenn Baur meint, dass die Art, wie
der Verfasser besonders von Epheser gnostische Ideen und Aus=-
druecke anwende, bei paulinischer Autorschaft nichts anderes
bedeute, als dass der Apostle den von ihm bekaempften Gnosti-
kern selbst in die Haende gearbeltet haette, so beruht das auf
einer seltsamen Verschiebung der Sachlage."

be Goodgpeegg Edgar J. "The Meaning of Ephesians™, Chicago, 1933,
Ppe 82=165.
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weak. Those that are offered can readily be explained away,
All students of the Bible will agree that here we have a let-
ter that is different, one that does not make specific refer-
ences to individuals in the congregation, one that contains a
somewhat different tone than other letters ascribed to Paul.
Nevertheless, a diligent study of the text, the contents, the
original Greek, in the light of other letters by the same author,
will persuade one that here too we have a genuine letter of Paul,
It is widely agreed that in this instance he is addressing a
letter not only to one congregation, but one that i1s intended
slso for other Christian congregations in the provinces adjac-
ent to Evhesus. The latter, being the first city of the coastal
area end the more prominent, would naturally be the recipient of
the letter. The voice of the ceritics is weak, lacks clarity,
and falla in convietion.

Here then we have one of the most beautiful of New Testa-
ment epistles, beautiful in tone, in language and in style.
It is a typlcally Pauline masterplece. Having carefully
weighed the evidence offersd by those who d eny the genuine-
ness of the letter, we reach the conclusion that Paul and only
Pzul could have been its author. To this conviction we shall
edhere until we can be shown from the epistle itself that an-

cther penned its chapters.

L L Ty T
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APPENDIX

2 . 3 £
The Ev Epﬁbtf" Argument.

An argument of considerable magnitude revolves about the

) 2
words gy éq’k% .t'ql in the opening verse of the letter to the Ephe-
sians. Some hold that these two words were omitted in the
original manuscripts, while others maintain they were contain-
ed Inthe first coplies but were deleted for some reason at a
later date. Some critics contend that if these words are ori-
ginal then this could not have been the product of the pen of

2 3’ &
Psul. "...if the wordsév £(fcze/in Eph. 1, 1, are to be held
tc be original we have here no composition of Paul the prisoner,
writing in 63 A. D., but the work of a later hand who has srti=-
ficially adapted himself to the part of an apostle." =-- Encyclo=-
pedia Biblica, psges 866-867.

Here are some of the arguments advanced in behalf of the
retention ofév E?%'&-?f' in the original manuscripts, as listed
in the Expositor's Greek New Testament, pages 227-228:

1. A1l MSS both uncial and cursive with the exception

of three have the wordsgyE¥el é{-i in the opening verse.

2. All MSS so far known to us, without any exception, have

had at one time or another this note of destination.

3. The intended readers described as the saints

is found in all the aneient manuscriptse.

. Everywhere the TITLE of the Epistle bears that it 1s

addressed to the Ephesians.

5. Meyer, a great student of the Seriptures, stated that

the ancient church (with the exception of Mar cion)
from the Muratorian Canon, Irenaeus, Clement of Alex-

andria and Tertul%ban, held the Epistle to be addressed
to t he Ephesians.

The evidence offered in the above statements is impressive,

Z20. To the above mentioned arguments we might well add that Paul
habitually names the destination of his epistles, e. g. 1 Corin-
thiens, 2 Corinthians, Galatians, Philippians, Colossians, 1 Thess=-
alonians, 2 Thessalonians.

e ———REEIES ==
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but we cannot accept 1t as conclusive. Here are a number of

arguments to the contrary, which imply that the Greek reading
was absent in the original manuscript. Again we turn to the

Expositor's Greek New Testament. These points are:

1. The wordsév E‘{ﬁ(;'ow are omitted in our two best manu=-
seripts, Veticanis and Sinaiticus. (These two sources
are the best we have today ss well as two of the old-
est in existence, at least among those discovered
thus far.) >

2. The wordsév E¢¥¢c’/are also struck out of the cursive
number 67.

3. Marcion, slthough cocnsidered a heretic, nevertheless
regarded it as a letter addressed to the Laodiceans.
From this 1t may be deduced that the words of desig-
nation were missing in the manuscript which he em=-
ployed. .

L. Origen in his commentary says thaté
ing in his epistles.

5. There is a strong likelihood that Tertullian did not
have 1it.

6. Basil speeks of 1t as having been absent.

7. There is no evidence thatevé&dcew formed part of the
Greek text of the first three cénturies.

3
vEee « was lack=

To this may be added that the oldest manuscript we have,
Papyrus j6, dating from about 200, does not have the phrase.
Z For these reasons 1t seems that the evidence offered against
évffﬁ%%gd as having been found in the original manuscripts is the
weightier. Consequently we hold that this expression did NOT
appear in the letter of Paul for the reason that the apostle
desired thet this letter should be a general epistle, to be
read not only in the congrégation situated in Ephesus, but also
in other congregations of Asia Minor. This will in turn explain
the so-celled "coldness" of the letter. In all likelihood the
Apostle to the Gentiles had good reason for intending this let-
ter as a general one, in contrast to the others addressed to

particular congregations.

SEE eI ISR
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