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THE AUTHENTICITY OF EPHESIANS 

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

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

Body or thesis: 

I. Authenticity Denied 

A. The letter is or a later date than Paul. 
B. The doctrinal character is inconsistent 

with typical Pauline literature. 
c. The letter is t oo cold to be Pauline. 
D. The language, style and grammar are not 

Pauline. 
E •. The Epistle is dependent upon Colossians, 

therefore wri-tten by a forger. 

II. A~thenticity Affirmed 

A. The Epistle has been accepted from anti­
quity. • 

B. Examination or internal evidence corrobo­
rates Paul's authorship. · 

c. Modern exegetes end theologians accept 
Paul as writer of Ephesians. 

Appendix. 

Bibliography • 



T.BE AUTHENTICITY OF EPHESIANS 

The city or Ephesus in Asia Minor, to which our epistle was 

addressed, was one or the important cities of its day. The in­

habitants were for the most part Greek and Oriental. Within 

thi3 city was to be found one of the Seven Wonders of the World, 

the Temple of Di ana. 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 . Thous~nds migrated to Asia Minor to 

behold t his structure of whi ch the world spoke, and which was one 

of the rea sons why Ephesus became the city the t it was. For msny 

years the city ranked with Antioch end Alexandria as one of the 

t hree g r e e t emporia of the trade of the Eastern Mediterranean, and 

formed the commercia~ capitol for the wide and varied territol'7 
1 

west of the Cilician ga tes. 

Ephesus, ~owever, did not always 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 city, 

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

tures, victims of the ravages or nature. 

1. Deissmann, Prof. A., "The Excavations in Eohesus", in the 
Biblical Review, Vol. XV, July 1930, No. 3: 
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This heathen city was destined of God to become the home or 

a great Christian congregation among which the great Apostle to 

the Gentiles worked feverishly for over two years. His l ebors 

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

tile s oil and nourished by the Spi rit or God, brought forth mu.ch 

fruit, not only withi n the con.fines or the city, but also through­

out the provinces of Asia Mi nor. 

The re sppears to be no accur a t e history of t he baginn_ngs 

of the Ephesian congr egation. However, •the book of Acts re­

late s tha t 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 

t he Word of God. There is, however, no record of this. Then 

Acts also rela~es that Paul on his second missionary journey 

was for bidden to preach t he Word in Asia, but that at the 

close of that journey, whe n 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 was requested to remain for some time. Thia 

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 

Aquila and Priscilla in Ephesus, and himself promised to re­

turn later. (Acts 18, il9•2l) ~ 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 bap tism of John. Aquila and Priscilla made lmown 
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to him the things pertaining to the mysteries of God, so that 

he became an apt teacher himself. As a result of his thorough 

indoctri nation, he "mightily convinced the Jews, and that pub­

iicly, 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 and worked in Eph­

esus for more than two years. Consequently, many turned from 

the practice of the magical arts, so common in this heathen 

city, to Jesus Christ. Thus the news soon spread, and was 

tak en by travelers and merchants back to their homes 1n the 

Asian provinces. Missionaries and ·church workers assisted in 

the dissemination of the Good News to the outer regions. But 

the Go spel always hes opposition wherever it is introduced. So 

also i n Ephesus, where the silversmith Demetrius was the leader 

of the op~osition to Paul and his message • . Paul was forced to 

flee, bade farewell to E9hesus, and journeyed to Greece. Though 

he for the first did not again set foot in E~hesua, 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 letterlhich claims to have 

been addressed by him to this same congregation. Thia was not an 

uncommon occurrence in that day. for numerous similar letters were 
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addr~ssed both to individuals and to congregations. The general 

purpose of such letters was to admonish 11' it was found neces­

sary, to exhort to a greeter service of God, and to condemn 

slns whi ch were interfering with the growth of either congre­

gation or i ndividual. Not only were such letters written es 

have been recorded i'or us in the Holy Scri·pture-s, but numerous 

others have been preserved from antiquity, indicating that such 

custom was common p l ace. Nevertheless, it has occurred again end 

again t ha t the authenticity of the one or the other has never 

sati sfactorily been established, as fer as some critics are 

concerned. Such is the case with the letter to the Ephesians. 

The que stion has been raised es to who is the true author 

of thi s le t ter which Coleridge cells "the divinest composition 

of man", end which Harless has s1milar1y called ''a most beauti­

f ul letter"? There ere those who argue against the Pauline 

au t horshi p, 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-~ive modern writers on Ephesians, 

twenty-two accept it es a genuine letter of Paul's end thirty-
2 

three do not. This will not browbeat us into a rejection of 

the epistle ascribed by the chu~ch to the Apostle Paul. The 

issue can be settled only by a fair examination or 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 a·rguments advanced 

2. Goodspeed, Edgar Ji., "Introduction to the New Testament". 
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by those why deny the authenticity of the letter to the Ephesians. 

1. Authenticity Denied 

The first real opponent to acceptance of theBluline author­

ship of Ephesians was Schleiermacher (1768-1834). He was fol­

lowed by s uch men as De Wette~ the Tuebingen School under. Baur. 

togethe r wi th Schwegler, Zeller, Schmiedel and others, Ri tschl, 

Moffatt, end Edgar J. Goodspeed. There are ·other and leaser 

cri tics who neither deny nor affirm the authenticity of the 

epistle, and thus leave the issue undecid~d. Among the argu­

ments offered by these men, one or the most effec·tive is that 

the l e tter evidently is of a later date than Paul. 

Chi ef proponents of the later date theory are· the Tuebingen 

School, Edgar J. Goodspeed end James Moffatt. Baur cells the 

e pistl e "a second century epistle, originating in the Valentin­

i en Gnosticism". Going into greater detail, he gives these 

two reasons for his statement: 1. 11The epistle contains a 

Gnostic effusion because of its exalted views of the person 

end reign of Christ; its allusions to various ranks in the 

heavenly hi~rarchy, and its repeated use of the term 1plero-
c, 

mens'"• 2. 11The epithet~,,os applied to apostles and prophets 

betrays a late origin. 11 In other words the letter was written 

by a man who would exa 1 t himself'• 

Following are a few of the Gnostic references in Ephesians 

suggested by Baur: (See Stoeckhardt•a Epheserbrief. P• 4) 
:>'" , lt.'t!i Ch. 2• 7 "'l ,IAJ f,'IJ. _t:-Trl-,(' JIO;'· VII} 

ch. 2. 2.c.l""! 10" ,co~11~ rovn,u 
Ch. iJ• 21? J.( ~V6.< 
Ch. 1, 10 1(). V\f W/"':_ .,_ / 
ch. 6. 12 Jr.x~ K"-t ; 1 ou~, "'· 



6 

These are the Montanistic rei'erences given by Baur: 
, 

Oh. 1, 1.3 n\4 ~#,.Tl.., 
Oh. 2., 20 -rr f. o ({)-.,:n.J-.J , 
Ch. 3, s ,n, ~w,.,..., -Ti r.:, 11-n.-r .. , s 
Ch. 3, s Tf,t C ~ .. "<C \ Ch. 4, 11 rr fl ""- .,.-Q" 
Oh. 4, 30 i\'" ,/ E- ~~'t t 

Let it be said here and now that Baur ha a i'ew, ve ey i'ew 

cri tics who would agree with him on the Gnostic and Montanistic 

r e i'erences in the epistle to the Ephesians. Stoeckhardt in his 

Einleitung has thi s to say in reply to Baur, that these rei'er­

ences have nothing to do with the Gnosti cs and Montanists, and 
3 

t ha t t his argument is very vague and far fetched. Why should 

t he above references be employed to evidence traces of a later 

s chism? The words a l luded to are not empl~yed in an unpauline 

sense. They are used in the usual manner of the apostle. Be­

cause ce rtain terms in the Gnostic controversy which were the 

sub j ect of much debate are found i n an epistle does not estab­

lish the fact that it is a product of the days of controversy. 

Furthermore, there are too ~.any arguments available to prove 

that the letter is of an earlier date (ct. following pages). 

Among modern day critics who hold that Ephesians is of a 
4 

later date than the Pauline era is James Edgar Goodspeed. He 

3. Stoeckhardts Einleitung, P• 4: "Die Auslegung wird zeigen, 
dass die angei'uehrten dicta mit den wuesten Spekulationen der 
Gnostiker, wie der Montanisten nichts zu schaffen haben, wie 
dies z. B. aonderlich Hofmann in seinem Komm.enter zu dam vor­
liegendem Einwurf bemerkt: •wenn Baur meint, daas die Art, wie 
der Verfasser besonders von Epheser gnostische Ideen und Aus• 
druecke anwende, bei pauliniacher Autorschaft nichta anderea 
bedeute, els dass der Apostle den von ihm .bekaempften Gnosti­
kern selbst in die Haende gearbeitet haette, so beru.ht des auf 
einer seltsamen Verschiebung der Sachlage." 

4. Goodspeed, Edgar J. "The Meaning of Ephesians", Chicago, 1933, 
PP• 82-16$. 
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so fuegen wir hinzu, spuert es auch, dass der Geist Gottes 

auch im vorliegenden Sendschl'eiben, nach Inhalt und Form, 

durch Paulus geredet und die Indola Pauline in seinen Dienst 

genommen hat. n 

In his "The Interpretation or St. Paul• s Epistles to 

the Galatians, to the Ephesians and to the Philippians", 

page 341, R. C. Lenski, prominent theologian or the Lutheran 

church, adds his affirmative vote to the question of Paul's 

euthors!'l i p. He writes: "The hypothesis that some brilliant 

pupil of t he apostle, impersonating his great teacher, wrote 

thi s epistle, really at t empts to invent a second St. Paul, one 

who st ooped to falsif ication and who succeeded in deceiving the 

entire chur·ch -- now at last a few still keener minds have ex­

posed t his base impersonati on •. Impossibilities require no re­

fu tati on •••••• " 

Dr. L. Fuerbringer, eminent theologian and student of the 

Bible, of the Lutheran church, Missouri Synod, holds that Paul 

is the true author of thi s epistle. (See Fuerbringer, Einleit­

ung in Das Neue Testament, page 47). And on page 68 of the 

same book he adds: "Die Echtheit des Briefes wird verteidigt 

von Meyer, Harless, Bleek, Zahn, Harnack, Hort, P. Ewald, 
19 

Barth, Feine, Stoeckhardt11• 

In reviewing the writings of prominent Biblical critics, 

we find there are very few prominent ones who deny the authen­

ticity of B1>hesians, while by far the greater number affirm it. 

The arguments advanced by the opponents must be judged extremely 

19. See also "Lutheran Commentar7 (Ephesians-Theasalonians) No.9, 
pages 4-7, and H. A. w. Meyer, "Komm.enter ueber das Neue 
Testament", paragraph 3, pages 19-24. 
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weak. Those that are offered can readily be explained away. 

All students or 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 or 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 wi dely agreed that in this instance he is addressing a 

letter not only t o one congregation, but one that is intended 

slso for other Christian congregations in the provinces adjac­

an t to Ephesus. The latter, being the first city of the coastal 

ar e s and the more prominent, would naturally be the recipient of 

the ett a1~. The voice of the critics is t-1eak, lacks clarity, 

and fails in conviction. 

Here then we have one or the most beautiful or New Testa­

ment epistles, beautiful in tone, in l anguage and in style. 

It is a typically Pauline masterpiece. Having ca'refully 

weighed the evidence offered by those who deny the genuine­

ness of the letter, we reach the conclusion that Paul and only 

Paul could have been its author. To this conviction we shall 

adhere until we can be shown from the epistle itself that an­

oth~r penned its chapters. 
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APPENDIX 

' • i ~ I 
TheE.v' C,:l t>tf Argument. 

An argument or considerable magnitude revolves about the 
> , 

words E'I ltff(!;' ~' in the opening verse or the letter to the Ephe-

s ians . Some hold that these two words were omitted in the 

or iginal manuscripts, whi le others ma i ntain they were contain­

ed inthe first copies but were deleted for some reason at a 

l a t e r date. Some cri tics contend tha t if these words are ori­

ginal then this could no t have been the product of the pen of 

Paul. "•• .if the words l11 'J;(//lbw, in Eph. 1, l, are to be held 

t o be ori gina l we have here no composition of Paul the prisoner, 

wr i t i ng i n 63 A. D., but the work of a later hand who has arti­

fic ially adapted himself t o the part of an apostle." -- Encyclo­

pedia Biblica, pages 866-867. 

Here are some of the arguments advanced in behalf of the 

retention ofEv ifft'r~ t.J in the original manuscripts, as listed 
' in the Expositor's Greek New Testament, pages 227-228: 

1. All MSS both uncial and cursive with the exception 
of three have the words tv6 f 4 t.,J 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 ancient manuscripts. 

4. Everywhere the TITLE of the Epistle bears that it is 
addressed to the Ephesians. 

S. Meyer, a great student of the Scriptures, stated that 
the ancient church (with the exception of Marcion) 
from the Muratorian Canon, Irenaeus, Clement of Alex• 
andria and Tertu120an, held the Epistle to be addressed 
tot he Ephesians. 

The evidence offered in the above statements is impressive, 

20. To the above mentioned arguments we might well add that Paul 
habitually names the destination of his epistles, e.g. 1 Corin­
thians, 2 Corinthians, Galatians, Philippians, Colossians, 1 Thess­
alonians, 2 Thessalonian&. 
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but we cannot accept it as conclusive. Here are a nllll'lber of 

arguments to the contrary, which imply that the Greek reading 

was absent in the origi nal manuscript. Aga i n we turn to the 

Exposi t or's Greek New Testament. These points are: 
, , ·//)_ . 

1. The words t,v lfyt-1 .. w ere omitted in our two best manu­
scripts, Vaticanus end Sinaiticus. (These two sources 
a r e the best we have today as well as two of the old­
es t in existence, at leas t among those discovered 
thus f a r.) > 

111 2. The words ~v lf'?'t•e- 1J are also s truck out of the cursive 
number 67. 

3. Marcion , although considered e heretic, nevertheless 
r egarded it as a letter addressed to the Laodiceans. 
Fr om this it may be deduced that the words or desig­
nation were mis sing in the manuscript which he em-
pl oyed. , , 

4. Or igen i n his commentary says that~ve q'}f~i,J was lack~ 
i ng in his epistles. ' 

S. There is a strong likelihood that Tertullian did not 
have i t. 

6 . Basil speaks of it as havine been absent. 
7. There is no evidence tha t ~vEt'I"• w formed part of the 

Greek text of the first three c,nturies. 

To this may be added that the oldest manuscript we have, 

Papyrus 46, dating from about 200, does !!2_! have the phrase. 

For these reasons it seems that the evidence offered against 

~v 6<P&-~w as having been round in the original manuscripts is the 
I \. 

weightier. Consequently we hold that this expression did NOT 

appear in the letter of Paul ~or the reason that the apostle 

desired thet this letter should be a general epi s tle, to be 
\. read not only in the congregation situated in Ephesus, but also 

iri other congregations of Asia Minor. This will in tum explain 

the so-called "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. 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

BAYNE, PAUL, Epistle ,2! §.h Paul le, ~ Enhesians. 

DAVIES, L., Introduction~ Ephesians. 

DAVIS, JOHN D., Dictionary ,2! !!!!!, Bible, 1924. 

DEISSMANN , ADOLPH, "Ephesus Excavations'', Biblical Review, fil• 
~. J uly 1930, No. 3. 

FINDLAY, Ephesians-PhiliDDians, W.R. Nicoll, 1903. 

FUERBRINGER, L., Einlei tung in ~ ~ T2;stament •. 

GOODSPEED, EDGAR J., "Church History of Eusebius", Nicene !,!2 
~-Nicene Fathers, Vol. 1. 

!!!!. Meaning of Ephesians, ChicQ,go, 1935. 

New Chapters !!! New Testament Srud1, McMillan, 1937. 
L 

"The Place of Ephesians in the First Pauline Collection", 
Anglican Theological Revi ew, Vol. 12, 1930, No. 3. 

BARRISOM , NORMAN B. 1 His~ Own, The Bible Institu te-Colport-
age Ass •n. 

HAUP'L' , ERI CH, Meyer Commentarv .2!1 Ephesians. 

HODGE , Ephesians. 

HOLTZMANN, Kritik Q!.!: Epheser ~ Kolosserbriefe. 

JUELICHER, ADOLPH D., Einleitung in 5!!.!, !!!!!, Testament. 

LENSKI, R. C., The Interpretation of St. Paul's EKfstles to 
~ Galatians, !2 ~ Ephesians' and ~ the p . lipplani. 

LIGHTFOOT, J. B., l'.h.!, Epistles Ef .§.hf!!!!, 187,S. 

MOFFATT, JAMES B., An Introduction to the Literature of the 
~ Tgstament,New York• Charles Scribner's Sons-;-1m. 

MOULE, H. G. C., E0hesian Studies. 

SALMOND, S. D. F., 11The Epistle to the Ephesians'', Chapter III, 
Vol. III, The Expositor's Greek New Testament, Erdmans, 
Grand Rapidi; Michigan. -

STOECKHARDT, D. G. , B!.!:, Ephe serbrief. 

Einleitung in ill~ Testament. 

WEISS,·JOHANNES, Lehrbuch ~ Einleitung .!!'.!, das ~ Testament. 

'WESTCOTT, Ephesians. 



Bibliography, conti nued 

ZAHN, THEODOR, Einleitung in das Neue Testament, ~ster Band, 
Leipzig, 1924. 

Commentaries Used: 

Critical and Exegetical Commentary 2!! ~ New Testament, 
H. A. Meyer. 

Encyclopedia Biblica. 

Interna tional Critical Commentary. 

Lange-Scharr Commentary. 

Luthe ran Commentary. 

Ma tthew Henry Commenta17. 

Popular and Critical Bible Commentary, Samuel Fallows. 


