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with Onrist and the ehurch, they receive a new power and 1ife to main-

tain that somparison.

To the wife there is a new regulation, derived from the compari-
son of Christ and the ehurch.'?? "As the Onristian wife obeys the
Lord Christ in the spiritusl sphere, in the sphere of marriage she is
sub ject to her husband. +28 Thia obedience to her husband is only pare
tial in so far that she loves Christ mors. Paul is even so bold as to
add ¢/ 7«rz. . That even thin 2u ;wuwze has a limit Hodge is gquick
to recognizes

She 18 to be subject /2 77’ , in every thing. That is, the sub-

Jection is not limited $o any one aphere or department of the

social life, but extends to all. The wife is not subject as to

some théggs. and independent as to others, but she is subject as
to all,.

But Hodge significantly continues with respeat to her spiritual life:
This of course does not mean that the esuthority of her husband ie
unlimited. I% teaches its extent, not its degree. It extends over
all departments, but is limited in all; first, by the nature of the
relation; and secondly, by the higher authority of God.

The danger of being over- or under-submissive is there. In this day

Paul still exhorts the women %o be submissive to God. In turn they are

members of the chursh, which is submissive to Carist.

27 psmussen, op. Gites p. 86e
285'1!25.183’. 9_2. m'. pl 3601
291‘!0&;8, _0.2_0 9&-. Pe Blul
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CHAPTER IV
DUTIES OF THE HUSBAND

Following the exhortation to the wives, whose theme is ‘submiss-
ion, " Faul turns his attention to the men (verses 25-28). The theme
of this sectioca could rigatly be 'love.' 3tosokharit quotes Hofmann,
who sees a waraing in both sesiions.

Bel den Frauen, welche gis iitgenossen derselben Ganade leicht

auch im ehelichen Leben Gleichberechtigung mit der Minnern bean=-

spruchen mochien, ging die Zrmannung auf Selbstuntergebung.

*Die Ménner dagegen, dersn ndchstliogende Versdndigung herrische

HArte wace, werden ermannti ihre Frauen lieb zu haten, und zwar

mnlt der Tut....' Hofmaan.
It is cvident that Paul's exhortations in both sactions ere warnings,
but it is more probablo that in these verses Paul wishes to atress the
example set forth, nemely, Ohrist. Husbands love as Chriat loved.
That 1s the example; that is the divine imperative.’

Relevant to the whole discussion of the husband's action is the

\ /

neture of the comparison embodied in verse 25. #4Bus #%¢ o_gtrEngely
enough there ere different opinions regerding the exact force of thess

words. Stoeckherdt sees only a type contained in these words.

Das Verhdltnis Christi zur Gemeinde ist nicht Grund fir das rechte
Verhalten der Eheleusc zueinander, das ja in der Schdpfercrdnung

8. Stosckhards, Homasater dber den Brief Pawld an die Eohegor
{St. Louis: Concordia Publishing Houss, 1910), p- 240-

:
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begranczief. ist, sondern Abbild des Verh&ltnisses des Mannes zum
Weibe.

Thus he would translate fcié”«/} ‘as.' Thornton, on the other hand, views
the relation of these two, wife and husband, as an actual participation
in the unity of Christ and the church.

Christian merriage is not only to be modelled upon the mystical

union of Carist end the Church. It is actually to partake of

its quality. It is not on%y to exemplify the union and symbolize

it, but also %o embody it.
Hodge, however, maintains in reality a new idea, seeing both 'because'
end ‘as.' “Husbands should love their wives, 4« 9‘-’} even as, i.se.,
both because and ag. 4 There 1s strength in his contention. FHusbanda
love their wives, begaugse Christ first loved them, since they are mem-
bers of the church. Because husbands have experienced this love of
their Savior, they are now capable of loving their wives gg Christ
loved them. This must not be construed to ssy that, therefore, the
wives evidently were not loved by Christ. Yet one can share Stoeck-
hardt's concern. No map will ever love as Christ loved. That is the
goal of the Christian life though. If the extent is qualified, realiz-
ing the inadequaey of perfeation in man, then K«#”«/j ocould be taken as

*as.* Souter translates Kdg“-;j 1 "according to the manner in which, in

2bia.

ey

3L. S. Thornton, The Common Life in the Body of Christ (London:
Dacre Press, 1950), p. 225

4charies Hodge, 4 Gomentery o the Epfstle to the Ephesians (New
York: Robert Carter and Bros., 1864)s pe 315.
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the degree that, aa.'5 Thus 1% would seem that he leaves the door

open for both possibilities. Thayer also allows for both views the
extent and the similarity.

Since the husband's action is based on the exsmple of Christ over
against the chureh, it is vitally important to consider this relation=-
ship, et least briefly. (Verse 26 and 27 contain other phases of it.)
Here the theme of love is illuminated. 'Christ loved the church and Him-
self gave for the sake of it.' It is the story of the Christian faith.
Westcott makes the concise atatement about the reason for the love:
Christ loved the Church not because it was perfectly lovable, but in
order to make it such. o6 There was no cause in tae church, but the
love was entirely Christ-motivated and embodied s self-giving on Christ's
part.? Both Asmussen and Stauffer (in Kittel) maintain that tnis 'sich
hingebende' love of Christ is direoted primarily toward the congregation
and not towerd individuals. Thus the merriage is placed in a greater
and larger dogmetical connection.

With this in mind a consideration of the love of the husband for

the wife is undertaken. Findlay, in a discussion of the three Greek

SAlexender Souter, A Pocket Lexicon to the Greek New Testament
(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1916), p. 12l _

6prooke F. Westcott, Saing Paul's Epistle to tho Ephesians (Grand

- A A=

Rapidsu Mich-t . B. Eerdmans Puble. COe 1950)' Pe 8“'

7D. Hans Asmussen, Der Brief des Paulus an die Epheser (Breklum
in Schleswig: Christian Jensen Verlag, 1943), P- 87.
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words for love, views 42/0(}1'7 as a camhination of %a; and ﬁ)c& .8
He would show that the imperative, -?/-(77 "4" €, contains these thoughts,
sexual passion, friendship and a deep spiritual love. This is indeed
the background, but it is only of an earthly aspect of love. Stauffer
does not differentiate between Christian d’ﬂ’”? and the love of spouses.
Both ere grounded in the love of Christ, beceuse "Erméglichungsgrund
und Masz aller menschlichen //477 aber ist in NT die Gottesliebe.’
Agaln the problem of the exact nature of the comparison comes forth.
Stauffer and, as was previously stated, Hodge maintain that Christ's
love is the ground (Grund) and measure (Masz) of the husband's love.
Hodge seesz only an analogy in the measurs, probably meaning that he
does not expect the husband's love to be as full as Christ's. There is
no doubt that the husband can love with 42“"”77 only because Christ kas
shown that « / f, over mgainat His church, of which both husbend and
wife sre members. For thia reason, being modeled on the love of Christ
for His church, the love of the husband is one of self-sacrifice. A&s
Ohrist gave Kis very life for the church, so the husband is told that

he should love and give himself.

th
Self-devotion, not self-satisfaction is its note. Its streng

and authority’it uses as materiael for sacrifice and instruments 10
of service, not as prerogatives of pride or titles to enjoyment.

8. ©. Findlasy, °The Epistle to the Ephesians,® % Expositors’
Bible (London: Hodder and Stoughton, 1892), pp. 361-362.

JGerhard Kittel, Theologisghes Hérterbuch zum Neuen Testament
(Stuttgarts W. Kohlhemmer Verlag, 1933), I %51.

lofindlw. Sp. m.g P 3620
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such a discussion. That essent:lully 18 not ¢
e p

UI'poze of this paper.

However, Findlsy has a2 gem of g discussioy in the

3 field, worthy of
note. He warns against the Possible selfishness of men and th
an air lack

of interest in the pecple of the home. Having spoken obith
¢ great in-

terest in the daily busineas whish Ocoupies men, Findlay closes with

a Quote from Bengel:

] ¥
e s of dae S T e

their .wivaa a.and children thom they ﬁ“‘ no nesd to fear, they

fraaly practise searet bitterness.®

Continuing the thought of verae 25, verse 26 is the first of thres
£ olauses which show the purpose of each preceding olause (vorses
26-28). These cilausas deal mainly with Christ end the church, thus
for a time interrupting the gemeral theme of this section, merriage.
Robinson sees the construction ir thia light, when he says that Paul
here "intarprets the love of Christ by a group of sentences which 1ift
him for the moment high above his immediate theme. 22 However, it is
easily seen that Paul allows himself to be carried away only beceuse he
wishes o emphssize egain to the husband (and possibly also %o the wife)
that the love required in merriege 1s so great and so self-sacrificing.

This emphesis is brought by these clauses, which are steps to the final

Mvid., pp. 360-361

ey Armitege Robinson, St. Paul's Epistle to the Ephesians (Lon~
don: Macmillen end Go., Ltd., 1922), p. 125.
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presentation of the church by Christ as 'holy and blemeless.' Al-
though the material is, in the main, faots of the redemption of the
church, certain items are worthy of exemination in this study.
At,jzo(tf';y #bupe ou § = 'he might make holy, (having) clesnsed.'

The L« Oy 3‘;-?_; precedes the *{/“45‘ 7/ » 8ince it is more natural to
"cleanse from the old, and consecrate to the new. But in time the
two are coincident. "13 Its application to marriage might possibly be
construed, as Findlay sees it, in the effort on the part of the hus-
band to perfect the wife's cheracter, having been put in charge of her
aoul.u* Host commentaries either see no reference to marrisge in the
wordas, or they completsly forget to mention it. While it is good for
the husband to be concerned over the welfars of the wife, especially
spiritually, it is rather doubtful that the above idea of Findlay was
in Paul's mind when he wrote this. Paul was always greatly concermed
that the people to whom he sent letters should know of redemption
through Christ and that this knowledge should control every aspect of
their lives. This is an example of the zeal of that man.

The phrase, Aowiyi Zod /d47o; , however, brings a much grester
controversy regarding its meaning. All commentators take it immediately
as & reference to the Sacrement of Baptism. Hodge even spends ten

Peges on this one phrase. But there the agresment stops, and the camp

becomes divided. Some, as Westcott and Abbott, see "an allusion in

13&4.‘1'0 p. 205
hwinalay, op. gites po 362
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Aovipi)  to the usual bath of the bride befors the marriage.®l5 Find-
lay aees "an imege suggested, as one would think by the bridebath of
the wedding-dsy in the ancient oustom. L6 On the other side, Robinson
is completely against this btheory, because of the absence of historical
background for the bridal-bath.

There appears %o be no ground for supposing that the apostle

here makes any allusion to a ceremonisl bath taken by the bride

before marrisgs. There is no evidence for such a rite in the

0ld Testament.s’
E. F. Scott takes exception to the °*bridal bath' concept, because

It is doubtful whether Paul's language ought to be pressed in

this somewhat ertificial manner. For the moment he has turned

awey from the marrisge idea, and :lgath:lnking simply of the puri-

fication of ths Church by baptiam.
It is elways easy to draw comparisons and find allusions in the material,
8uch as we have hers. Those who speak for a bridal bath have the bur-
den of proving it, which they have not done. The erguments of Robin-

son and Scott do no violence to the text and therefore are oonclusive.

e 7
The first clause of verse 27, (/K ... ldtovéw/V/ o, answers the

157, K. avbott, A Griticel and Exegetical Commentary on the
©

Epistles to the Ephesians and to the Cologsians (Edinburgh: T. & T.
CIark. Ne o). Pe 1 8.

léFindlay. op. eit., p» 371

17Robinson. op. git., p- 207,

18g, ». Seott, *The Epiatles of Paul to the Coloseians, to Phile-
mon and to the Eph;sians.' The Moffatt New Testement Commentary (New

York: Harper and Eros., Reds), po 240
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following question: Why the action of verse 26® So that 'He might,'
gtc. The reason for this olause ia in turn answered by the second
clause of the verse, AN ees oZ,',W/M S « Thus both clauses are in close
connection with each other and with the previous verse. These are the
ateps as Paul sees them in the preparation of the church for its pre-
sentation.

This presentation is embodied in the word, mc/maf?’a‘,?/ o Both
Abbott and Lock mention the use of this word im II Cor. 11:2. In that
passaege Paul views himself as the friend of the bridegroom (Christ) who
presents the bride (the church) to her husband. Howevar. in the pszssaage
under consideration Christ Himself (oﬂJ’f"/r ) presenta the bride. He is,
at one and the seme time, best man and bridegroom. He (dU’?v\’) ) presents

-_— -
(24

the bride (: 1/ )¢ ) to Himself (ﬁecwt"’;'? ). Of. verse 23-64/67} 7o

-

, —
G‘-’.(Iad'&'-f/_) . The double use of the reflexive, L0Z05 fcvw“;’ + is grapbic
and serves to emphasize Paul's point, Thus it would seem that Paul,
while or a so-called tangent from the exast theme, yet remains con-

scious of that theme, marriage.
2 s
The object of the 74s«sc7 7y 8 the bride, the Exkdyrex . As

/ :
most brides, this bride is to be presented Evdo 5 o/ , gloriocus, to the

7] f"
groom. *The tertiary predicate £vo2fes4s placed with emphasis before

its substantive. "+ 1£, in the original, emphasis is obtained by its

position and thiﬁ is %rue, then it would be better to trenslete in

English, "the church - gloricus.' This state of glory is present, be-

/ c e :
ceuse the bride hes neigher spot (¢7¢4es ) nor wrinkle (puzef )

19 Avvott, ops gite, D+ 170
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The o7¢ 94;' is considered to be any disfigursment, while the /42-4 f is
usually thought of as a result of age. *She is to be without 8pot or
wrinkle or any such thing, i.e. without any thing to mar her beauty,
free from every indication of sge, faultless and immortal. %20

The Apostls moves on to the next step and egain introduces it
with {4 . This is the purpose, the final goal of the previous pur-
pose clauses. 'But that she may be holy and blemeless.' The combine
ation of adjectives is used elsewhere by Paul - HEph. l:4} and Col. 1:22.
In both instances it is used concerning the presentation of the Christisn
a8 'holy and blameless in His aight.' God the Father is the source of
action in Ephesians; in Colossians Christ presents the Christian in
this manner. re he uses the phrase with reference to the church.
Hodge states, and correctly so, that

The great majority of the commentators, therefore, from Augustine

down to the present time, understand the apostle as siating what

is to teke place when Christ comes the second time to be admired

in all them thet believe.2l
This iz the final consummation of the will of God, which began before
the foundation of the world {1i4). In view of this the (V4 clauses
could not be result clauses bub must be purpoae.

Hodge condemns any sort of interpretation which would make .(?/:54

\ o

K ofptesiney

3

derived from any sacrificial sourees.2 Robinson is more

2V30age, gp. gites pe 331
2lvie., p. 330.

221116., p. 328



.30

cautious, though, when he sees this possibility, because

In the LXX i/ 05 {8 almost exclusively found as a rendering
of U "“10%, which occurs very frequently of sacrificial animals,
in the sense of ‘'without blemish.' But U“b7 is also freely used
of moral rectitude, and has other renderings, such es ze'dseag
AMREPT T | £ .!,rf’rl,-;pa’J. . of!.:dl!bg‘ ’ 5};0 5 c) Aoogrdins]_y a sacri-
ficial metaphor is not necessarily implied in the use of the word
in %his place.23

Robinson's view of the phrase is the most acceptable, because he does

not discount the 0ld Teastement background of the words. Since Paul

is speaking mainly about the church and Christ at this point, and for

2 moment perhaps has lost sight of the immediate theme, marriege, thers

is no valid reason for taking the words in a saorificial sense. How-

ever, it seems best to forego any one conclusion.

doss

church, he returns to the matter at hand.

between his procedure here and in verse 24,

Asmussen draws the phrase into a merital context in a manner which

no violence to either context or thought,

Das Merkwirdige an diesem Verse ist aber, dasa hier dis Bilder
die aus der Gemeinde fir die Ehe genommen werden, sich mit Bildern
misghen, die aus der Ehe fdr die Gemeinde genommen werden. Dasz
ndmlich keine Flecken und Funzeln da seien, ist ein Interesse des
Mannes, der in der wholerhaltenen Frau geehrt wird. Darum sorgt
er sich auch, dasz seine Frau wohl erhalten bleibe. Die Frau
ehrt mit ihrer Schdnheit der Mann, der Mann ehrt demit, dasz er
die Frau umsorgt, sich selbst.--In diesem Sinne hat Christus fdr

die Gemeinde gesorgt.
After Pasul hes finished his excursus on the redemption of the

There is great similarity

where he returns to the

dutiss of the wives. In oﬂi'w; Abbott, Hodge and Findley see a refer=

23Robinson, gp. git., po 143

2h psmussen, op. git.. p. B8
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ence to the statement immediately preceding this verss.

It ylelds a better sense here %o take w;'zw: as retorré to the
pregeding astatement of Christ's love for the Church.

of
Ovtws , so, at the beﬁguning of the verse, refers to the pre-
ceding representation.

The 'So' gathers its force from the previcus example.<7
Fobinson is just a bit vegue when hs says, "it refers to the general
drift of what has gone befare,* although he may mean the same thing.za
It is not diffioult to see that the gentral thought which Paul wishes
to emphasize is the 'Xewe?ss %‘}7’“. As Christ loved, men ought to
love their wives. If this is true, end it is Saken that way, then ¥he
guiding motif of the husband's love should ba saocrifice, gelf-sa ice.
Then the 0Jz«/; contains the idea of self-sacrifice as the measure of
love.

With this concept in oz« the next words are strange, to say tae
least, wy 2 fadTiv Cf‘f-j/s'-aﬂm . The problem is this: at first the words
seem to emphasize self-love, whereas the oUTws leads ons to expect the
opposite. Grammatically the problem concerns itself with the use of wf

and ofcvs . When 5 is used as a correlative tosizws, usually it is

254bbott, ope Gites p- 170

26h0dge, op. gites pe 332 :
27¥indley, op. git.. P- 363.

28Robinson, gp. eites pe 208.
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translated 'ss...s0.'?? Thus the whole thought of the section would
be this: ‘dMen - love your wives. As Christ loved the church, so
(ov7w;5 ) men ought %o love their wives as (s ) their own bodies.®
But what doss this mean? Hodge maintains that the ./ here is *not
comparative but argumentative. 130 The husbands should not love their
wives as they love their own bodies, but $hey should love their wives
because they are their bodies. Christ did not love the church as He
loved Himself, if such a thing is even possible. But Christ loved
the church because it was His body. Thus the ¥5s would asignify a reason
and not a comparison. It would emphasize the basis and not the measure
of the love. TWestcobtt, in seeming egreement with Hodge.31 trenslates
the phrase, "as being their own bodies,® and adds: ®As the Church is
Christ's body, so in a true sense the wife is the husband's body. 32
The chief alerm of the men above is expressed by Abbott.

«..8lthough we speak of a man's love for Himself, we do not ex-

pect of him as loving his body or having an 'affection' for it

(Alford); end to compere a man's love for his wife to his love

‘(ﬁ?gef‘or %ia bedy, would be to suggest a degrading view of the

ve oo

He further distinguishes between self-love, which is for the most pard

of resson, and conjugel love, which is thoroughly emotional.3% e love

293cuter, op. gites Do 289.
3%Hoage, op. git.s pe 332
3l1pia.

32vestoott, op. gites Pe 85

33 sbbott, op. cites pe 170
341via.
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for the wife of which Paul speaks here must not be confused with the
love which is a purely rations) result. It is a law of nature that a
person looks out for himself. That i3 not what the Apostle here means.
He ia speeking of conjugal love. Unfortunately he uses a phrase which
easily is construed tc meen something entirely different.

The exegete is further dismayed when, after attempting to explain
the last phrase, he comes to Paul's next sentence. 'Es (the husband),
loving his wifs, loves himself.' In just what light does Paul ses the
cocnnection? Fobinson and Seott derive its meaning by attaching to be
the 'head and body' metaphor.

The conclusion follows at once if indeed it be trus that the husband

ig the head, end the wife the body. Nay, the relation is if possible

more intimate still: the man is in fact loving himself.d
Stoegkherds introduces the 'one flesh' idea when he says,

dasz von der Schdpiung her, krapft der ehelichen Gemeinschaft

der gopula carnalis Mann und Weib ein Fleisch sind. Dareus

folgt t 'Wer sein Weib lieb%, liebt sich selbst. '3
Coupled with this consept, Robinson sses that Paul in reality probably
means much mers then whet is on the surface. °Ths Apostle is gradually
passing awey from the thought of headship to the more mystericus thought
of complete cnensss."5? This mystery introduces the next section which
in turn contains a mystery. The latter mystery explains in part the
Aifficulty of the present verse.

Any stbempt 3o explain these words gt lenggh in a practical setting

35Robinson, op. gits, pe 126.
36s30eckharat, op. git., p- 24kh.
37Robinson, op. ¢ite, p. 126.
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results in an indefinite number of thecries and postulates. Hodge
does Jjust this, and in the end he proves nothing which is Seripturally
conclusive.3® Suffice it to say that Paul, through these past phrases
end sentences, now ends the 'love' exhortation to the husbands; they
should love as Christ loved; they should love their wives becsuse they
are their bodies. Ethically speaking, the sum of the Second Table is
appropriate here. Yet as Asmussen remarks: *desz dies night nur

ethisch gilt, zeigen die folgenden Verse. 39

38Hoage, op. oit.. pD- 332-336.

39 psmussen, op. git., p. 88.




CHAPTER V

CHRIST AND CHURCH ~ HUSBAND AND WIFE

The Mystery

The keen observer will undoubtedly question whether it is correct
end proper to begin & new section et this point (verse 29). It is ad-
mitted that much can be said againat the division. The thought, to a
certain extent, is continued from verse 28. As Westoott says: "The
conclusion which follows from the last verse 1s assumed but not expressed:
The husbend therefore must love his wife, for no one _e_v_e_r_....'l One
might elso claim that the E/:z/;s'fu #di Od'drec is the seme action as
that which iz expressed in verses 25-27. Over against these statements L
the following may be urged. Verse 28, as was mentioned, is a type of
the resume which Peyl employed in verse 2 in concluding that section.
¥hile i¢ does introduce the new vwadix theme, it repeats the d}u TELE
command %o the husbands. Another factor is the mention of the church
egain, which gradually goes over into Paul's great mystery. Verse 298
is mersly the tremsition to this greater concept. It does not revert

to the thoughts of the previous verses. It must also be admitted that

Paul now seems to address both husband and wife. The membership in

the body of Christ, Gem. 2¢ 24, the mystery of the church - both hus-

band and wife should grasp these. He then maturally closes with a two-

a
1prooke F. Westoott, Sajnt Paul's @;st;e)}g _@_g_jgghegiagg (Cran
Rapids, Mjch.: Wn. B. Eerdmans Publ. Co., 1950), P- ©3e




