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CHAPTER I
‘INTRODUCTION

The original intention of the writer was to make a thorough
biblical study of all the peassages in the letters of Paul whioch
were concerned with hia treatment of the family and its relation-
ships. Material was gathered and the first chapter, which was to
be a discussion of marriegs, was prepared. However, it soon became
spparent that the topic undertaken was entirely too large for the
type of paper whioch was to be prepared. The first chapter of the
original thesis covered approximately forty-five pages, and various
problems in the text had been either treated lightly or completely
ignored. Upon the advice of the advisor an exegetical study of the
marriage pessage in Ephesians, 5t 21-33, wes begun. This thesis,
then, is the fruit of such labors.

Very little attempt is made to correlate many other passages of
Paul with regard to marriage in the paper. Therefore, it would be
highly improper to maintain that one has considered Paul's view of
marriage with a atudy of just this one section. The main sources of
parallel concepts are in I Corinthiens and Colossians. The passages
in Colossians are very close perallels fo thia section which will be
atudied.

Because this paper concerns itself with marriege, and only that,

and since to consider the dogtrine of the church, as here presented,

would egain provide too much material to be adequately covered, it has
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been necessary to completely omit any discussion of the church, excep%

when 1% directly epplies to marriage.

A few words are in order here conosrning the background of the re-
lation of the chursch concept to that of merriege. The relation of the
Bpousss to one another in a comparison of Jehovah and His people was
not in any wey new to the Jewish mind. This concept did not have its
genesis in Paul's mind. 4s E. F. Scott explains:

<o oW need to remember a peculiar conception which prevails in
many ancient religions, especially in religions of the Semitic
type. The relation between a god and his people was represented
as one of marrisge. riginelly it was the land in which he was
worshipped that was merried to the god, but the relation was ex-
tended from the lend to the people. Thus in the 0ld Testament
Jahveh is frequently imagined as the huasband of Israel. With the
prophets the crude primitive conception beceme & purely figurs-
tive one, but in this form it is maintained, and appears in many
striking pictures of national apostesy. Hosea, for exemple,
thinks of Isracl as an unfaithful wife who is atill beloved by
her husbend and is forgiven and restored. Paul takes up the 0ld
Testament idea and conceives of the relation beiween the Church
and Christ az ons of marriege. The conception, so far as we kuow,
was first iatroduced by Piu.l. but henceforth became a favourite
one in Christian thought.

Vhile one must disegree with Scott on his idea of the theology of the
prophets, nemely, that it wes a development from & "crude primitive

concept,® yet he sees clearly the background in the history of Israel
on which Paul’s mind undoubtedly drew for his connection of marriage
with Christ and the church. Lock also sees this tradition in Jewish

beiief and, in addition, correctly traces it through the preeching

: : the Colossians, to Phile-
E. F. Scott. "The Epistlas of Paul to
mon and to the Ephesians,® The Moffatt New Testement Commentary
(New York: Herper and Bros., B.d.), pp. 236~237.
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of John the Baptist and Christ to Paul, and thenece to the Apocalypse.a

Schmidt, on the other hand, sees in the background as a minor additional

influence "Bizarre Gnostic speculation about the marriage of Christ,

a8 the male principle, with wisdon as the 1‘mla.....’3

For Paul as a Christian this dootrine of marriage was the only
logionl consequance of his lifs in Christ. The introduction of such a
view of marrisge into (Greek thinking waa necesaary for those who lived
at EZphesua and who profeased a faith im Christ.

The cultivatsd Gresk took a wife for the production of cnildren.

«ssHer body was at her owner's disposal. Nothing in Christian-

ity appsared more novel and more severa, in comparisorn with the L

dissoclute morals of the time, than the Christian view of marriage.
¥or the husbands and wives who read the Epistle this asetion, 5: 21-33,
was, over againa% their pegen past, entirely new. It will be seen thai
Paul places no limit on the importance of the matter.

A brief outline of the thesis indicates the verious chapters and
their content. Paul'as suggestions to the wife (22-2)) ere followed by
his exhortetions to the husbands (25-28). He then introduces his
theory of the relation of the church to Christ as an exemple of the re-

lation of wife to husband, culminating in the great mystery (29-32).

Taie mystory is, in turm, followed by his summerizing verse (33).

2valter Lock, “The Epistle to the Ephesians, '.\ estminster Commen-
feriss (london: Methuen and Co., Lid., 1929). p. 62.

3Kerl L. Scimidt, Phe Church, translated and edited by J. R.
Coates from Gerhard Kittel's Theologisghes ¥drterbuoh zum Neuen Teste-

ment (London: Adem and Charles Black, 1950), p. 20.

4G. C. Findlay, °The Epistle to the Ephesians,® The Expositors'
Bible (London: Hodder and Stoughton, 1892), p. 364.




OHAPTER 1I
FLACE AND MEANING OF VERSE 21

Prior to the disoussion of verse 21, there must needs bée a
consideration of the actual possibility of attaching this verse
to those which follow. Nestle, in his editions of the Greek New
Testement, connects this verse with those previous in meening and con-
Yent. The questions which confront one fram the beginning ere: Just
what position does verse 21 have in the chapter? Does it end the
thought of the preceding section, verses 15-20, or does it introduce
and head the section, verses 22-33, namely, that of marriage and spouses?
Much can be said for attaching this verse to thcse preceding it.
It is introduced with a partioiple,éhucu@wbkfuac. thus connecting i%
with the earlier phraeses, which sre connected in like manner (va. 18-20).
Abbot quotes Ellicott with the following:
esesthe Pirst three (clsuses) name three duties, more or less
specially in regard to God, the last a oamprehensive moral duty
in regard %o maBy...
thus establishing the connection in thought. Some comneot this verse
'ithﬁ%?/mﬁﬁrék in verse 18. Others believe that it refers back to
verse 15 and that is part of Paul's admopition to walk wisely. At
any rate one must admit that it could logiscally belong to this sec-

tion, both grammatically, the perticipial claunes being used %o con=-

tinue the imperative, and in content, the nsw life in Christ.

1 entary on the
TonKe ﬁ:ott. A %t% MJ.LLL Eairburen: T. & T.

018.!‘!:. n.d. ). De
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Although much can be said %o favor the above view, yet there are i
reagons, and more telling reasons, for comnecting verse 21 with verses %
22-33. The most prominent reason for this is the very probable absence i
of eny verb in verse 22. The attestation of Srov«9ricbwesis rather ‘
weak; that of oty Ga ta 6¢ v 8%1ll weaker. If verse 21 were to |
be attached to the preceding section, verse 22 would then be in the
text without any verbal force, singe verse 23 could not supply it,
and the force of verse 24 would hardly be felt as far back as verse
22. However, if verse 21 is to staert this new section, then the par-
ticiple, Jﬂzré;{v:fo’,z'—ﬂ"u » tiea together these two sections, and it also
supplies the verbal force necessery in verse 22 and repeated in verse
2.

Another resson for the inclusion of verse 21 in this section is
the fact that Paul at this point changes his line of thought from
the duties to God to the duties to man, as Ellicott says to asupposed-
ly prove the other possibility. It would be most natural to now start
& new segtion with this idea, and at the same time establish the con-
nection with the preceding by maintaining the constructiom of the pre-
vious sestion. The dutiss of God form the basis for the duties to
man, which foliow. The RSV at.taohea verse 21 in this manner.

Asmussen ties both sections together by this very verse. He
Bays: "Dem Sinne nach gehdrt dieser Vers zum Folgenden, der XKonp-

astruction nach gehSrt er zum Vergangenei. "2 He sees the con-

2D. Hems Asmussen, Der Brief des Paulus en die Epheser (Ereklum
{n Schleswig: Ohristian Jensen, Verlsg, 1949). p. 85.
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nection which this verse has with both sections. Finally, after a
candid survey of all tho evidence, one must admit with ismussen
that verse 21 has something in common with both sections. For this
study the impertant thing is ita content.

When Paul makes the statment, Jffvi"dﬁ‘d}“:’l’oc Jlfrlﬂu 5 o+ he raises
the question of the essence and mamner of this mutual submission.
Later in tho sestion, verses 22 and 2j, Paul mentions the wonan's
sub jection. Here, however, he addressea this command to both par=
tiss. Doss he contradiet himself? By no means ! The essence of
this mutual subjection is the key-note for tne rest of the chapter
and the first part of the next (5, 22-6,9). E. P. Scott advances
this idea when he saya:

Before he enters on his discussion of how Christians should con-

duct themselves in the various relstions of life he states the

gsneral principle by whicn they must be guided. Their attitude
to one another is to be one of mutual service.
Paul weculd hereby suggest that the subjesction idea is not a one-way
affair--namely, thet of wife to husband; he here implies that
for the husbapd, tco, there is s 'subjection.' For a complete and
whole understanding of human relationships, especially in marriage,
the concept of mutual subjeotion must fully be understoocd, since
In mutual subjection all reslize the joy of fellowship. Such

harmonious subjection cf one to another is the social express-
ion of the personal feeling of thankfulness.

3E. F. Scott, "The Epistles of Paul to the Colossians, to Phile-
mon and to the Ephesians,® The Moffatt New Testament Commentery (New
York: Harper and Bros., D.ds), P 236

Uprocke Foss Westoott, Saint Paul's Epistle to $he Ephesiens
(Grand Repids, Mich.: V. B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1950), p. 82.
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Paul is in no way bleing arbitrary or legalistic in his approach
since he grounds this command 'in the fear of Christ.' The RSV seems
to attempt to tone down the word 9’735 j and translates it, ‘'reverence.’'
However, it seems best %o leave it as 'fear,' since it has its origin
in the OT concept of the "feer of the lLord' or 'the fear of God.'
Js« Armitage Robinson stateas the case thus:

In the 0ld Testament the guiding principle of human life ia again

and again declared to be "the fear of the Lord,' or 'the fear of

God. " This is "the beginning of wisdom,' and 'the whole duty of

maen. " S%. Paul boldly recasts the principle for the Ggristian

society in the unique expression 'the fear of Christ.®
The fsar which the OT people had for their Jehoveh ia now transplanted
to the new representative of Jehovah, nameiy Christ.

It is emsily seen that the possibilities for the interpretation of
the 'feer of Christ® sre, in the main, two-fold:

1) Christ in respeot to His suffering as the guiding motive
2) Christ as the Judge

Hodge admits both possibilities.

This may mean either that the fear of Christ at whose ber we are
to stand in judgement, should constrain us to this mutual sub-
jection; or that the duty should be religiously performed. The
motive should be reversnce for Christ, a regerd for His will and
for His glory.

This motive is also expressed by Abbott. In the Weatminster Commen-

taries Lock brings to the surface the idea of respect for Christ and

1Y x/ ~
His sufferinge in thisg@od Kpcozes o

33. Armitage Robinson, Sg. Paul's Epistle to the Ephesians
(London: Macmillan and Co., Ltd., 1922), p. 123.

60harles Hodge, A Commentary on ihe Epistle to the Ephesians
(New York: Robers Certer and Bros., 1864), p. 310.
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The thought is not s0 much 'the fear of a master who can punish,®

but rather the fesr of a Messiah, the fear of offending one who

has made %a his Body and thwarting his purpose for every limb of
the body.

The other possible motive ia expressed by Findlay when he attri-

/
butes this #9Jo; to that of the feer of the fimal Judge.

'In the fear of Christ* the loyal Christian man submits himself to

the community; not from the dread of human displeasure, but know-

ing that he must give account to the Head of the Church and the

Judge of the last day, if his eolt—-'éll should weaken the Cpurch's

strength and interrupt her holy work.

Whether one places verse 21 with the preceding or following section
there is evidence to show that the first interpretation, previously
mentioned, is the most prominent. In verse 20 Paul exhorts the pesople
to 'give thanks in the name of our lord, Jesus Christ.' In verses
23-27 Christ's love for the church, evidenced in His redemption of it,
ie made the only basis for the husband-wife relationships. ‘While no
one doubts that in any action of a Christian there is the feer of
judgment, the context here would rather certainly express the love
and honor motif over sgainst that of direct intimidation.

This interpretation places a great responsibility upon the hus-
band end wife. They should not try to espouse their own cause over

and above that of their spouses, but the whole relationship should be

centered in %he fear of Christ,' a submisasion grounded in love for

~

Twalter Lock, °The Epistle to the Ephesim.'éw Commen-
teries (London: Methuen and Co., Ltd.. 1929). p. 61.

8. a. Findlay, "The Epistle to the BEphesians,®* The Expositors®
Bible (London: Hodder and Stoughton, 1892), p. 354.
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Christ and for the other person. Ais Sgott says:

They are all to regard themselves as servants of one Master,
whose interests must be dearer to them than their own. The
fear og Christ is to keep them helpful and considerate %o each
other.

This relationship will be more fully investigated throughout the paper.

9500":'.5. ODe. m.. Do 236-




CHAPTER 1II
DUTIES OF THE WIFE

After Peul hes given er admorition applicable to both man and
wife, he now directs his attention to the wife and the part which she
has in the union of marriege. Verses 22-2l contein this material.

While verse 21 has at least a participle, carrying the verbal
idea of the phrase, verse 22 lacks any type of verb. However, most
exegetes immediately see the connection, discussed previously, be-
tween verse 21 and verse 22. There is no doubt that Paul receives
the idea of a verb in this phrase directly fram his previocus construc-
tion. In fact, Findlay makes this statement:

St. Paul passes on to the new topic without any grammatical pause,

verse 22 being simply an extension of the partiscipial clauss that

forms verse 21t ‘Being in subjection to ono_anothei in fear of

Christ--ye wives to your husbsnds, as to the Lord.!

Robinson expresses a gimiler view in analyzing the connection thus:
As e matter of construction this clause depends on the preceding
participle: ‘'submitting yourselves one to another in th? fear of
Christ: wives, unto your own husbands, as unto thg Lord.' c
gordticy  aceordingly stands for the vocative....

With respect to the insertion of Jruzwwsr&wi«v 1in scme manu-

seripts, vrmiwsicr £¢ in otheré. it is easily seen that a soribe would

1g. G. Findlay, "The Epistle to the Ephesians,® The Expositors'
Bible, edited by ¥. Robertson Nicoll (London: Hodder and Sgoughton,

189‘2 " p' 35&.

27, Armitage Robinson, St. Paul's Epistle o the Ephesians
(London: Maemillan and Co., Ltd., 19225. p. 204,
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naturally wonder if something had been cmitted and thus insert ome of
the above verbs. Robinson brings weight to this argument.
When this seastion wes read independently of the preceding verses
1t becamo negessary to intrcduce a verb; and this is probably

the cause of the inasertion of dmei<cezd 6 ¢ OF Jrozeov b G Tau
in mos% of the textBer..

Abbott expresses it clearer perhaps when he quotes Erasmus:
No reason can be imagined for its cmission if it had been in the
text originaelly, whereas the reason for its insertion is ob~
vicus, and was stated even by Erasmugs 'adjectum, ut apparet,
quo et sensus sit lucidior, et capitulum hog separatim legi
queat, 81 res ita postulet.® The latter reasoa is particularly
to be noted. The diversity in the MSS. which have the verb
is also of weight. The shorter reading sgrees well with the
suceint atyle of St. Paul in his practical admonitions.
Of perticular value ig 4sbbott's last statement concerning the shors,
concise style of Paul. We see this also in verse 18 and following.
Whet does Paul meen by 'subjeotion?' Paul's concept of sub-
jeotion must never be discussed apart from his idea of subjection %o

Ged. It is significant that hers Paul connects these two ideas.

¥We muat always bear thiz in mind. 5

For Paul ths subjection of the women is not an arbitrary demand.
He givss the basic reeson for this subjection in verse 23. Yet that
reason again is undoubtedly based on the phrase s TF "‘7"‘-".{ -

However, before a more complete discussion of the phrase, Findlay sees

something inherent in the subjection concseptbi

SRobinaon, gp. eite. pe 200

sticel Commentary on the Episties
4T. K. Abbott, A-@M-‘E%@ﬁ%mm T, & T. Olark, n.d-),

S0 t_lgig Ephesiens and to the Colossi
L l 50
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Such subordination implies no inferiority, rather the opposite.
A free and sympathetic obedience~~which is the true submission ?
~=-can only subsist between equals. The apostle writea: 'Child-
ren, obey; ...Servants, obey'(vi. i, 5); but 'Wives, submit
yoursslyes to your owa husbands, as to the lLord.' The sama word
denotes aubmission within the Church, and within the house. It
is here that Christianity, in contrast with Paganizm, and notably
with Mohammedanism, raises the weaker sex to homour. In soul
and destiny it declares the woman to be man, endowed with all
righte and powers inherent in humanity. ‘In Christ Jesus there
ia no male and female,' any more than there is 'Jew and Greek'

or "bond and free.'

Findley differentiates the submission of wife and that of children
and slaves, which follows the section under consideration. His con-
clusion is rightly teken. In this submission the ultimate result is
not a bhumiliating subjection, but an honorable self-subordination.
Ultimately the whole basis of submission is contained in the
rhrase, 13§ Eey f'wf",;i . There are apparently two major ideas contained
in the phrase.
Primarily, the idea is one of a guiding motive; the submission
of wife %o husband is a submission of e Christian to her Savior.
Das Untertansein, Gehorchen kann den christlichen Ehefrauen
nicht zu schwer fallen, wenn sie bedenis:en6 dasz sie eben damit
ihren Gehorssm gagen den Herrn batdtigen.
She is not submissive to just another human being, *but her obedience

: 7
%0 her husband is to be regerded as part of her obedience o the lord."

L4

SFindlay, op. ¢it., p. 357-

é. Stoeckhardt, Kommentar #ber den Brief Pauli an die Epheser
(St. Louiet Concordia Publishing House, 1910), p. 239.

Teherles Hodge, A Comentary on the Epistle to the Ephesiens
(New York: Robert Cprter and Bros.. 1864 ), p. 312.
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This does not make the husbend God, nor does he beccme infallible.

To avoid the danger of an overemphasis of such a motive, namely,
that of meking her husband a minor god, another aspect of the idea
present in this phrass, “;J Zé‘ ﬁ';ﬂ-’l{u o should be noted. Findlay has
carafully analyzed and stated the aituation:

*As unto the Lord' gives the pattern and the principle of the

Christian wifa‘s submiesion. Not that, as Meyer seems to put

it, the husband in virtue of marriage 'represents' Christ %o %the

wife.' Her relation to the Lord is as full, direct, and perscnal

as his. Indeed, the clause inserted at the end of verse 23

seema expressly designed to guard apainst this exaggeration.
Because her obedience to her husband is part of her obedience to the
Lord, she is in a direct relationship to God, mot through her husband.
Her husbanéd is not the Lord. Thes; in this case does not bring a
full and complete comparison, but it has a limiting foroe.9 This

(¢
limiting element will be found expressed later also in the Jswijp
Tof ColdTot
o GHpdco)  of verse 23.

The final discussion of this verse ceniera around the word,

¢ ‘A’“‘S . For Paul there was an apparently good reason for the use

P
of such a word here. Normally we would expect either 40i«/¥  or

(4 -~
gz | Of this Plummer remarkss

< ~
The fLpoatle seems always to use tuu zod o LRvTIY o
AUZof of a man's reletion to his wife, but {dteyy of a woman's
to her husband. Does this show thet he regarded the husband as
the owner snd the wife es being owned? Rom. xiv. 4, scmewhal

8pindley, op. git-, p 359-
IHodge, op. git., p. 3il.
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engourages this,10
Plummer would emphasize the force and nature of the relationship by
the use of <ct2¢r . Bwald in turn believes that this usage is not in
contrast to other men over against her husband.n Abbott expreases
another view, when he seys: "That the word was not required to prevent
miscongeption of =‘:’w-',rad.i"w is shown by its absence in the parallel,
Col. 1ii, 18."2 pay) undoubtedly wished to stress to the wives that
in their husbands they should see a very special possession given to
them by God. However, Plummer's view is rightly taken, and the above
thought is not necessarily in opposition t;o his idea.

In summary the verse is considered to show the @en that their
primary duty is to submit themselves to their husbands. They do not
besome complete slaves but as they are willingly obedient to the Lord,
thus they react to theoir husbands. In reality not too much should be
expressed yet, since verse 23 is vitally important for the complete
understanding of the «y ¢ £¢c¢y . While verse 22 shows the nature

and the extent of the submission, verse 23 gives the ground for it,

1°Arohibald Robertson and Alfred Plummer, "A Critical and kego-"
tical Commentary on the Firet Epistle of St. Paul to the Corinthiens,

ternetional Critical Commentary (Edinburgh: T. &. T. Clark, 1914),
p. 133.
1lpay1 Ewald, "Die Briefe des Paulus an die Epheser, Kolosser,

odor Zahn
und Philemon,® Kommenter zum Neuen Testement, edited by The
(hipzig: A. 'Daiohert'sche Verlsgsbuchhandlung Nachf., 1905), p. 238.

12 bbott, op. gitss pe 165
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'Because man is head of the woman' is the explicit reasson for the
submission idea, though understood in verse 22, and i3 a further em-
plification of the phrase, «Jy 7' #ysc” . The 6¢ gan not be construed
as 'that," since one immediately asks the question: What does it mean
then? It is causal, and whether one translates it as 'because' or
'since,' only this idea can be derived.

Oddly, Robimson is the only one of the commentators consulted
who rofers to the problem of :t’w/fv , nemely, that<#5 has no definite
article while jo¥4cé o has. He tramslates the article with /U.”-‘ 4"-"”[
as & poasessive.

The definite article (0) is absent in the best text: 'A husband

is head of his wife,' or, more idiomatically in English, 'the

husband is the head of the wife.' The article with jus«ecleer

defines its relation to «v7» .

Another example of this freguent use of the article may be found in
I Cor. 11:3. The article is the posaessive of the word which it
defines or to which it is referred.

A% first glance the phrase, £ifidy 2 foV4ekof, would seem to
pPlace the man as complete authority over woman. With the background of
I Cor. 11 this seemingly becomes more evident. Yet one must be very
cautious; with due consideration taere comes to view another aspect
of the concept, a duty of responsibility for the husbend. These two
ideas offer themselves im the following discussion.

Mon is head of the woman as Christ is head of the Church. The

similerity or ccmparison is direct and bears much weight. To the woman

13Robinson, op. git., pe 205.
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the man is therafore a person of authority. In the simile of head and
body the union and cooperation of the two i3 to be emphasized. As

Thornton says:

Head and body are mutually complementary; ac are hushand and wife.
But the head has a controlling power over the body. So also the
husband is the head of the family and the guardian and protector
of his wife. In both of these ways the two types of language
suitably represent the mutual relations of Christ and the Churoh.l4

Hodge, for example, I believe, goes acompletely overboard in trying to
analyze dally situations anrd to make a complete undorstanding cf the
problem of tﬁa submission of the woman. Hs is rether inconsistent in
hise attempts.l5 No seriously minded Chriastian will consider this charge
to be a divire fiat to the husband to be a dictator. On the other
hend, such words and a comperison of Christ and tbe church are sharp
reminders to the wife that Cod has made the husband to be the head of
the family. ©f. I Cor. 1ll1: 3, 8-9. With the responsibility for this
position should come the proper authority over wife and children. As-
mussen summarizes the ideas here expressed in his commentary:

Sondern der Mann ist das Haupt des Weibes, weil er sie zur Er-

fdllung ihrer selbst bringt, und sie ‘erfdllt‘~-in einem abge-
leitetsn Sinne--ihn. So ist sie um des Mapnes willen und durch

den Mann da. Derum stsht sie 'unter® imm, nicht in wertenden,
weltanschaulichen Sinne, sondern nack ihrer Herkunft 1n_du-
Sehdpfung, #hnlich wie der Untertan ‘unter' der Obrigkeit ateht,
womit 3ber seinem Wert nichts susgesagt wird. - Denn in entaprech-
endem Sinne ist Christus auch das Haupt seiner Gemainde, nichi
nur insofern, als sie ihm zu gehorchen hat. Das Gehorchen ist

1, s. Thornton, The Common Life in the Body of Christ (London:
Dacre Press, 1950), p. 222.

15Hodge, op. eit.. pp. 312-313.
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dis Folge, night 6der Grund fr den Hauptcharakter Christi und
den des Mannes.

4s has been already mentioned, such a phrase does not refer its
charges only to the wife. Although this phrase is found in the sec-
tion of duties of the wife, it bears an indirest oharge to the husband.
I% makes him responsible for the safety and care of his wife. Frobably
the most important evidence for this is found right in the verse.
Ohrisi's major relationship to His Church is one of love snd care. The
authority angle, however, remains. Robinson states this duality rather
uniquely:

It is the function of the head to plan the safety of the body,

to secure it from danger and to provide for its welfare. In

the higheat sense this funetion is Mlfilled by Chriat for the

churchs in a lower sense it is fulfilled by the husband for the

wife. 1In either case the responsibility to protect is 1nsepari_l}ly

linked with the right to rule: the head is obeyed by the body.

In direct consequence of this ‘responsibility' conaideration, the
discussion negsessarily turns to the phrase, mdf?‘,a Tod T prTeg

18

E. P. Scott attributes the phrase to Hellenistie origin. Scott also
statss one of the several interpretations of the phrase; namely, that

the phrase emphasizes the protective responsibility of the husband.

Hodge sees thiz pcosibility, although he bslieves, as most other commen-

26p. Hans Asmussen, Der Brief des Paulus und %33 Epheser (Breklum
in Schlaswig: Charistisn Jensen Vaerlag, 1949), ». 86.

ITRobinson. on. git., p. 124,

18 £ Paul to the Colossians, to Phile-
E. F. Scot%t, "The Epistlses o
mon and to the Ephesians,® The Moffatt New Testement Commentsry (New
York: Harper and Brose., Bede), De 238.
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tators elso believe, that it is more important to consider it as
limiting the perallel between the husband and Christ in their roles.i?
Meyer in his commentary says the very aeme thing. Abbott wisely con-
siders the problem from a grammatiocal view:
Chrys. Theoph. end Oceum., however, interpret this clauae as
equally applicable to the husband....But <9zo§ cannot refer
to any subject but that which immediately precedes, viz. o
Yyezds o Moreover, to use (/4 without scme qualification
for the wifs would be unintelligibleé nor 1s swzyp ever used
in the N.T. except of Christ or God. 0
Findlaey in turn studies the matter from the content:
The qualification that Christ is 'Himself Saviour of the body,'
thrown in between the two sentences comparing the material head-
ship to that whioh Christ holds towerdas the Church, has the effest
of limiting the former. The subjesction of the Christian wife to
her husband reserves for Christ the first place in the heart and
the undiminished rights of Saviourship. St. Paul indicates a
real, and not unfrequent danger. The husband may eclipss Christ

in the wife's ascul, and be counted aglher all in all. Her ab-
gorption in him mey be too complete.

Abboti's gremmatical statements and the danger mentioned in Findlay's
conclusion ere both valid and apparent in the life of this age. Of.
1 Cor. 7: 34. It is only the Christian, however, who is necessarily
concerned with the denger mentioned by Findlay.

cze?c‘-f'\; must be gonsidered as emphatic. In addition %o its empha-
tic position it refers immediately back %o Kowro} + Possibly Paul

alsc wishes to0 use smjza\'r es apother sign of the limiting power of

19roages, op. gif.s ppe 313-314.
20sbbott, ops gites P 166.
2lpindlay, op. gites pe 359
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W‘fﬂ zod 0"“7"-“‘?'05 . AJTej would hardly refer as far back as s(’uy,’. 5

If one takes the Uwi';}: Zo? 0"".,““?5 as limiting the parallel-
ism between Christ and the husband, andau’raj as referring only to °
Christ, it does not necessarily destroy the sontention that the first
thought here is one of love and oére. On the other hand, since self-
sub jection is a duty of the wife, much can be said to emphesize the
authority of man. Probably the latter idea carries the argument here,
singe in I Cor. 11: 3-10 where Paul usea the 'headship' figure, he
hinta of the authority of men over women. Oepke summarizes the whole
discussion beautifully:

So bleibt die Frau trotz ihrer grundsdzlichen Gleichstellung in

der Gotteskindschaft faktisch dem Manne untergeordneft, wobsei

freilich diesem zur Pflicht gemacht wird, seine Fdhrerastellung
nicht selbatggchtig auszuntzen, sondern in fdraorgender Liebe
auszufillen.
Both authority end responsibility ere present. Neither can be ignored
or denied.

Paul now concludes the exhortation to the wives with a repetition
of the cherge in verse 22. However, whereas in verse 22 he gives the
cormand, and then follows with the basis for it (verse 23), in this
instance he gives first an example snd then the charge.
| There is a variance of opinion with regard to the exact force of

o?,l.l«' in verse 24. Some helieve that it has the forece of 'but,' thus

showing a dissimilarity in the ccmpariscn of Christ and the husband.

22Gorhara Kittel, Theologisches Eérterbuch zum Neuen Testament
(Stuttgert: W. Kohlhammer Verlag, 1933),s I, 755"%5?’.'




19
As Westcott puts it: "But, though the paerallel is not cplete....'23
Meyer translates it in like menner, when he says, "I understand dAAd
in i%s ordinery adversative aenae....'z* It i8 seen in the seme light
by Hodge, who discounts entirely the possibility of translating
with 'therefore.' The resumptive use ofd’/l/k' by Fobinson, who elaims
that " <Ak’  1s used to fix the attention on the speecial point of
interest, " and that "if this is not strictly *the resumptive use' of
AMA{ » it is akin to it. The use of 730 &t the end of this section
(verse 33) is clomely perallel.®@D It seems that in general the °
coammentaries consulted arrive at the seme final meaning, that there is
a pertial ccomperison and for thet reason ths wives should teke this
seriously. It is easy to see that the parallelism is not complete,
but it alsc c¢csp be shown that Paul resumes the thought with a summary.
Findley, unnecessarily, carries the thought of the husband in danger-
ous oppesition to Christ ever to this uord.26

Tliia brings us directly to the summerizing comparison - Christ

and the husbend, church and the wife. Since man end wife are campared

23Brocke Foss Weatcott, Seint Psul's Epistle to the Ephesiang
(Grand Rapida, Mich,: Wn. B. Eerdmans Publ. Oo., 1950). p. 8i.

24y, A.W. Meyer, "Criticel and Exegotinal Handbook to the Epistle
to the Ephesians,® Meyer's Commentsry on ue New Testement (New York:
Funk and Vegnalls, 1384), p. 511.

25Rob1naon. op. eite, D. 205.
26Findlay, op. eit., pe 359
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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

20144,




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-

:
-
I-
=
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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
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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
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fold imperative (verse 33).
It is easy to see that a&%:} 3/“*"7;«0 is comparable to ¢owZow
i ¥ ”"’? o The former is merely the negative expression of the latter.
The thought expressed is rather 'aelbsvex.-stAndnch.' However, one
item must be noticed. Paul uses a.t/'of here instead of ¢x( , as in verse
28. Both Robinson and Abbott see the use ofG‘a;?fhere as a direot
reference $o the quotation in verae jl.a‘d;of /;,L,a(_ « Robinson says that
"the change from 0w« to a‘%{,’,‘*"gives a fresh emphasis to the thought,
and at the ssme time prepares the way for the quotation in verse 31. 2
¥hile Abbott agrees in the conclusion, he seems to disagree with Ro-
binson's first premisae.
It is not perhaps correct, however, to say that it s so choaen
instead of 7«4, for it is hardly probable that the Apostle would

have used7.u«in this connexion in any case. Rather, the whole
sentence is suggested by the thought of 0"0’;0§ P2 S

Both view the word as a preparation for the meaning of the next verse.
The r{ connects 1% with the previous idea.

2l ) ,

Instead of hating his flesh, it is natural that a person tipe /ffc

Y

wie Oulmsc 26c5's | with respeet to the meaning of the verbs, West-
/

cott says that *the words answer to the elementary needs of food and

raiment. *4 Hodge, however, translates the two vervs as 'mourish and

cherish. ! ',_.-’,47;&,5’9\.’gw ia properly o nourish up. to train by nurturs,

2J. Armitage Robinson, St. Paul's Epistle to the Ephesians
(London: Maomillan end Co., 1922), p. 208.

3T. K. Abbots, A Critical and Exegotical cme;ta:zrggc%:%k. :.:;.}a?
%o the Ephesians snd to the Oolossisps (Bdimburght . & 2 iﬁ‘
P. 171.

bwestoott, op. gite, pe 86-
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as a parent a child; Gidmew 38 %o warm, to cherish as a mother does
an infant in her boscm.®d étoaokhurdt ases a ocombination of both, to
clothe and to cherish in Ou'drece .
Das Verbum &+ 47 €2+ pedeutet nicht nur ‘erwérmen', so dasz nur an
die Bekleidung des Kérpers zu denken wére, aongarn auch, wie Crimm
sich ausdrdckt: tenera cura servare vel tueri.
As Hodge remarks latert "Both terms express tenderness and soligcitude,
and therefcre both are suited to express the care with which every man
provides for the wants anrd comfort of his own body. ol
A men cares for the wants and ccmforts of his own body, &y st
'as also' Christ ceres for the churc:h.8 Paul might heve wished to
accomplish e two-fold purpose by his choice of language. He has sgain
brought to the attention of the reader the care and concern which Christ
has for the church. In this he stresses egain the content cf verses
25-27. On the other hand, the great reaponsibility of the husband to
properly care for his wife is directly connected with the thought of

this verse. That the ncurishing end oare whieh Paul advocates here from

SCherles Hodge, A Commentary on the Ep%atle $o ihe Ephesians (New
York: Robert Carter end Bros., 1864), p. 336.

g

: 6!'5- Stoeckherdt, Kommentar dber den Brief .__'_a_u_.L_:l__g__i_q_ Ephesser
(St. Louis: Congordia rubl. House, 191'57. pe 245

THodge, op. gites - 336-

8K. 1. Schmidt attempts to give
background of the Valentinian Gposis
Paul probably knew of these sources, ye
the matexiall: (whigh supposes that the church is ott::lige::;‘gﬁ w:::e:he
body of the man, and that at times the waman, also inkie A RiF? N
the plase of man), has a direct influensce on his ths hml;gt B ans
For Sohmidt's view the reader is referred %o X. L. K:ttel‘ . E:ognLl b, |
Translated and edited by J. R. Coates from Garh;rgh e Black: 19500,
-‘f-.@!l__:gfm zum Neuen Testsment (London: Adem an
pp' 190

he
meaning to this comparison fram t
and the Odes of Solomon. While

t it is highly doubtful whether




36
the example of Christ are not motivated by self-love or -pursuit of
one's own ends or advantage is easily seen in the following verse.
The change of form is most 8ignificant. St. Paul does not say
aimply, following the language of the preceding sentence, 'be-
cause the Church is His body,' but he appeals to the personal
experience of Christianas, 'because we are members of His body
and know the power of His love.'
By his appeal to the readers who knew the love of Christ, as Westcott
remarks, Paul forbids any interpretation which would make Christ's con-
cern far the church self-centered. In fact, he attempts to strees
Just the opposite, the love of Christ for man. Findlay remarks of
this love:
It is the love of the Head to the members, of the Son of man to
the sons of men, whose race-life is founded in Him.... His life
was wrapped up in ouras. By such community of life self-love is
transfigured, and exalted into the pureat self-forgetting.
Although Paul might wish the members of the body, especially those of
meritel status, to emulate the love of the Head, Christ, he does not
deem it neceesary to explicitly command it. However, now he is ready

to give husband and wife the basic divine camand of marriage, Gen. 2:2j.

It is necessary to discuss briefly the supposed insertion in the ;

’ . o 3 ’ ? —
text at the end of verse 30. Y {?r T¥gicog L0008 M4l Er T OTTEWY LTS
is attested by manuseripts of the sixth, ninth, and tenth centuries,

nemely the Byzantian group, the whole Latin traditdon, the Syriac

version, and Irenaeus. The words in question are a quotation from a

8ection of Gen. 2: 23, the verse immediately preceding the verse which

9Westcott.. op. cite, Pe 86

1
10G, G. Findlay, "The Epistle to the El:heaianaG " The Expositors
Bible (London: Hodder end Stoughton, 1892), p. 303.




39
Paul quotes in verse 31. This combination of the verses in the 0ld
Testement is the greatest reason for the insertion. Hodge goes to
great lengths, ten peges, in dlacussing the interpretation of the in-
sertion. He views with alsrm the interpretation of the Lutheran and
Roman Catholie Churches which view the ingertion as a reference to the
Sacrament of Holy Gotmnuniou.n The whole discussion is Reformed in
character end treaiment, and it must be judged as such. Abbott is the
only other commentator consulted who spends any amount of space on the
words. He cloarly analyzez the poasibilitiss, pro and con, and errives
at the seme consclusion, only in far more words, as Asmussen. “Wenn
dieser Zusatz echt ist, dann wirft er kein neues Lich$ auf unseren
Zusammenhang, aber er bestétigt das bisher Gesagte. 12 7In reality
it would add nothing new of importance, many reliable manuscripts do
not heve it, and it does not play a definite pert in Paul's line of
thought at% this perticular point.

Thess two verses, just discussed, ere e preparation and introduction
for something bigger in Fsul's thinking regerding marriage. As Asmussen
believes,

es night genug ist, die Beziehung von Christus-Gemeinde und Manan-

Weib nur mls eine Beziehung des Vergleiches anzusshen. Weder ist

der Begriff 'Haupt' fiir Christus und 'lLeib' fir Gemeinde nur ein

Vergleigk und eine Analogie, noch sind diese Begriffe in der An-

wendung euf Mann und Weib nur Analogien, noch wird die Ehe dem

Verhalnis Christus-Gemeinde nur zu dem Zwecke der Verdeutlichung

Gemeinde
konfrontiert. Mindestens ist es so, desz die in der
lebenden Bheleute aus denselben Kréften i{hr Eheleben zu fdhren

Roage, op. gifss ppe 337-347-

12D, Hans Aswussen, Der Brief des an g%g Epheser (Breklum
in Sohleswigt Christian Jensen Verlag. 1949), p. 88
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beginnen, wie die Gemeinde aus Christus lebt, d.h. aus den Krdften

der Auferstehung, so dasz also die Ehefdhrung fdr die Kirche re-
levant ist.13

Paul introduces a new area of concern by quoting Gen. 2:24. In
this he imitates Christ, who used the quotation in His discussion of
marriage in Mt. 19:5. The Apostle links this verse with the preceding,
almost unknowingly as it seeme, by quoting the passage in full, which
begins with (o (Y in the Hsbrew. In the Hebrew the passage depends on
the statement, 'because she was taken out of man.' In this situation
it most naturally would be connected with the thought 'we are members
of His bedy,' or perheps it hearkens back to the general thought,
"Husbands, love your wives.' Westoott translates ve Todzul/ as
*For this causs, in consideration of this uniques connexion of the hus-
band and wife...." 4 Ho evidently means by "connexion® the phrase-

6 dpazis ., (o <p4 T4 .Y Robinsom, end in this Abbott and Find-

lay concur, thinks thet "it seems more natural to suppose that Qv
foszsy ie intended as equivalent to 5/”-‘:-'/ Zodcow by which f:) é\i is
represented in the LXX by Gen. ii 24. al5 Nevertheless, Robinson does
see the possibility of{/z‘meaning 'instead of.' The contrast would
then be with “the idea of & men's hating his own flesh (v. 29). =15

AENS,
Yet, "in the few passages in which St. Paul uses /7 however, d¥idoes

131b1d-. DPRe 88-890
Uiwestoott, op. gitss Pe 86e

l-'sRobinaon. Ope oifes Pe 208.

167144,
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not suggest opposition, but gorrespondence.*? Wnile Robinson leaves
the matier there, Findley mekes this further observation. *St. Paul
ohanges the Eewey Taizou of the original %o Avee zedziay » which con-
veys the idea that marrisge has its counterpart in the fact that we
are members of Christ. .8 Although this could conceivably be true,
voet it makes Paul quote Scripture entirely out of its context.

Hodge believes that Juic ZuwZws justifies the insertion at the

end of the last verse. Thus the firet part of the verse (duzt Zodzow

ves Fpds Tyw jovsife Aszod ) would refer to man; the lavter ( Ax<c

>/

EToViac oo Gipied peds) $0 Christ and the church.1? Tnat this method
grossly perverts the text and the context is self-evident. Asmussen
lines up all the possibilities mentioned in e fine summary and comes
up with this conclusion (%)

Bs ist einerlei, wie man sich entscheidet, -- es bleibt so,

dasz Panlus offenber geeollt fortféhrs, seire Vorte im Zwie-

licht des Verst&ndnisses zu wihlen, so dasz sie %le sowehl

auf Christus wiec auck suf die Ehe gelten sollen.
He side-steys & final answer, perhsps with gocd reesom. Did Faul

expect his reader to know the context of the quotation and therefcre

make no effort to explain g(’b"’l”!.t EOUIZ‘OU ? md he quote the cmlplete

passage, beeause he did rot think that Lpet Zodzes would cause amy

which he

difficulty in the olear camprehension of the entire verse,

17144,

1851 nd1ay, ops gites pe 377
lgﬁodge. 2D, _c_i_t_.n PD. 3&?"’350'

20psmussen, op. git., p. 8%
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wished to use? The firat alternative is possible, but not probable;
the second is both possible and probable. This paper will take vz
oJ7ov as "on account of this.' Yet it must be admitted that the
thought to which this refers is still indefinite in the mind of the
writer. Thornton views the passage against its total background in
Genesis, and he does not concern himself witn its setting in the con-
text of Ephesians.?l One is tempted to do just this with a situation
such as we have. ‘

The man is supposed to leave the father and the mother and to
cleave to his wife. Thet the husbend can not be compared to Christ
here, Abbott aptly shows.

Understood of Christ, the expresaions o?'déﬂw /7oy for Christ, and

'leave his father end mother,' for "leave his seat in heaven,' are

80 strange and so unlike anything else in St. Paul, that without

an express 1nt1mat£3n by the writer it is highly unreasonable so

to interpret them.

The remaining commentators do not discuss the problem, and by this
action disregard any possibility of such en interpretation.

The future pamssive force in 7podredlse/ may be taken as middle
and thus the original sense 'olea\re" is maintained. Hodge sees in
this command that

timate than
the relation between husband and wife is more in

any other, even than that between parents and ohildr:n;tth:z‘;e-
fore a men shall consider all other relations subordinate o
that which he sustains to his Eére. with whom he is connecte

in the bonds of a common life.

21y . Tnornton, The Coamon Life in the Body of Onrist (London:
Dacre Press, 1950), pp. 222-223.

22)bbott, op. gites Po 173-
2Rodge, op. gites pe W7
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The 'cleaving' is basic and must be first in the matter of interest
of the spouses. However, since Paul could not visualize a situation
in which the wife might also need this exhortation, it is directed %o
the hueband. It is not wrong to apply it also to the wife and her parents.
The ‘'apronstring' of both husband and wife must be severed, and to-
gether they form a new home. Luther draws attention to the fact that
Adam spoke these words even before the Fall, and thus it is not a direct
result of sin.% He also mentions that if there is any separation of
spouses, "geschieht solches nicht allein wider dies Gebot Gottes, son-
dern es sind auch Zeichen der schrecklichen Verrdckung und Verderbung
ceee@5 Tne original order was given in the state of holiness; any
breeches in this command are a direct result of the fall of man.

Because the man cleaves to his wife, é7oviue o doo &g Tealew
ut'22 « The union of the two spouses, both socially and sexually,
is primarily meant here. Scott refers to it as this, because

Paul mekes the reason that which he has given in the previous

verse: marriage typifies the supreme union between Christ and

Church, and must therefore transcend and displace all former

relations in which the men and wamen have found themselves.
Jesus himself makes use of the verse in Genesis to prove that

marriage is 111(!:[81;03.1).!:16.26
AS most others he slso takes it to mean the church and Ohrist, second-

2htartin Luther, S&mmtliche Schriften, herausgeggb:z von J. G
Walch (St. Louis: Concordia Publ. House, 1881), I, 168-163.
S1pia.

to Phile-
265, ® Scott, "The Epistle of Peul to the Colossians,
mon and to the Eph;sians.' The Moffatt New Testement Cammentary {New
York‘ Hﬂrpﬂl‘ and Bros., BeQe Jo PPe 2&2"2“30
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arily. Findlay agrees when he says:
The wedding of a human pair makes each the other's propertyec .
As the church is not her own, nor Christ His own since He became
man with men, so the husband and wife are no longer independent
and self-complete personalities, but incorporated into a new ex-
istence common to both.
Continuing this second theme, Findlay further maintains that "the deri-
vation of Eve from the body of Adem, as that is affirmed in the myster-
lous words of Genesis, is esnalogous to the derivation of the Church
from Cnrist.*2® Piper constructs the meaning purely against the back-
ground of Genssis. Since Cod took woman from the side of man, the hus-
band and wife, with reference to the first souple, unite really in a re-.
union. Yot this unity
is different from all those unifying relationships into which we
enter by birth, e.g., unity of a family, race, or mankind. It is
of an altogether different kind from these to such an extent that
it ocan enter into opposition to themi...
Paul clearly understood the passage as he found it in the writings
of Moses. Marriage is the union of two people - husband and wife.
For this action the husband muast leave the home of his father and mother,
and he must join himself to his wife in the most intimate menner. How-
verse.
This verse, 32, of all those studied, caused the most coment

among the commentaries consulted. There are three basie problems:

27¥indlay, op. oit.s pp. 363-364-
28

Ibsd., p. 377
New York:
290tto A. Piper, The Christian Interpretation of Jex (

Charles Scribner's Sons, 1951), Pe 42¢
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the meaning of Z'-')‘ {l.oo‘ff'r//uo;.f » the antescedent of Zod7o , and the force

(ol )/

of ¢yw Je 4y o Of minor concern but important is the meaning of
/usfd-! .

The concern over /“7typcos 18 centered in the exact nature of the
word. Most ccmmentators (Robinson, Hodge, Stoeckherdt, Findlay, Lock
and Seott) think that nuoc// o "eignifies either something which
contains a secret meening not obvious to all, or the secret meaning
1tself, *30 Wisely Robinson gives examples from later writers.

Justin Martyr, for exemple, uses it somewhat in the seame way when

he speaks for instance (Trypho 44) of certain commands of the io-

saic law es being given ri¢ wudlyjpioy Tod )@u\rraa t or again,
when he says of the Paschal lemb (Trypho 4O) zo uusrypese sdx

200 Mpo Gx'Cov eee TEMOw Sy Zo8 Koerzed o The Paschal rite con-
tained a searet, not to be revealed till Christ ocame. Thus Zo
turiyaco~ 18 practically a symbol or a type, with atress laigl

upon the zecrecy of its meaning until it comes to be fulfilled.

Hodge declaerss that

the word «.¢ijses is used here, as it is everywhere else, for
something hidden, scmething beyond the reason ofsguman knowledgse.
«++The thing itself is beyond our comprehension.

E. F. Scott hes the same thought when he states,

elsewhere in these epistles Paul means a divine purpose which is
hidden froa common eyes, and can only be understood in the light
of the Spirit.>s

In addition Scott says that *Paul himself {ndicates that he is speaking

4
in riddles, which he does not expeot his readers fully to understand. o3

3%0obinson, op. gite, pp. 126-127
311bia., p. 239

32H0dge, op. git.. P 352
333cott, op. gites Do 242.
Shipia., p. 241
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Westcott, on the other hand, views it as a revelation.2” All things
being considered, it would seem in view of xf7% and s;,eL 7 Azjto see
in ;;.rm“y;:fe-.fz 7 an element of secrecy. The reasons, in addition to those
given here, will come to the surface in the further discussion of the
verse.

Abbott and Hodge teke up the cudgels against the Roman Catholic
Church and its sacrement of merriage, for which this pessage is a logus
of authority. abbott, with whom Hodge agrees, argues that marriage
does not testiow a divine grace, nor was ;lt. instituted for that pur-
pose by Chxist.

But if every rite or ceremony which either is, or includes in

it, a sign of something spiritual, is to be called a sacrament,

then murriagfa is well entitled togghe name, espesially in view

of the apostle's exposition here.

Many of the difficulties with ,uarrff/uy are inherently tied up
in the reference of 7¢iz¢. To just what does lviTo refer? Hodge
claime thut it refers only %o "the union vetween Christ end his people,
the fact that they sre one flesh....'37 Stoeckhardt, however believes

thet with 7057, "kenn nech dem Zusammenhang nur das eheliche Verhalt-

nis gemeing ssin.5° But he will admit

ie & heimnis des Glaubens, als dadurch, wie
insofern izt die Ehe ein Ge o e

in seinem

Paulus im einselnen gezeigt hat, das Ver
meinde zu Christo, also das groswe Geheimnis, wovon er

35Vesteott, op. gites pe 86
36abbott, op. gites pe 175
378oage, op. gites p- 351
3Bstoeckharat, ops gise pe 246
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ganzen Brief gehandglt hat, vgl. 1,9£f.; 3,4ff. £2.; typisch
abegachattet wird?gg 9tf.5 344123 3,922, typise

This is the thought of the main body of commentators who believe that
Zolzo refers both to Christ and the church and also to marriage.
Robinson thinks that Paul bids each individual to "See to it that in
ccommon life each one of you is true to its first and plainest meaning
for the sake of the deeper meaning that lies hid in Christ. a40 Like
Westcott, Abboit cleims, concerning ,awr»/'/w,/ ZvoTo o "1t is better
to understand it as referring to the comparison of marriege with union
of Christ and the church.‘“

E. F. Scott doss an admirable job of analyzing the whole problem.
He brings to bear not only various possibilities, but also various ex-
amplee from ancient writers.42 Scott and Findlay believe that the
quote from Genesis alds Paul in seeing

how believers in Christ, farming collectively His body, ere not

only grafted into Him (as He puts it in the epistle to the Romans ),

but were derived from Him and formed in the very mould of His

nature.43
Thornton sees another similerity. *The 'one flesh' shered by husband
and wife symbolizes the 'one flesh' shered by Christ and the Church in

virtue of the Incarnation. a4 ssmussen sums then all up in his belief.

31p14.

"°Robinson. op. eit., p. 239-
41 abbott, op. eit., pp. 174-175
aasoott. op. git., pp. 242-243-
43pinalay, op. git-. pe 378
Uimnornton, gp. gites pe 22-
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Denn Mysterium ist das Verh&ltnis Christi zu seiner Gemeinde,
Mysterium ist die Ehe selbs®, und Mysterium ist es, dasz beide

miteinander in Zusaemmenhang stehen. Letzlich ist dieser Zu-

sammenhang darin begridndet, dasz das Haupt des Alles such das
Heupt der Gemainde ist.

Only Hodge believes that ﬁWc“y‘}'nM can not be applied to the
Genesis passags 1tself.l‘6 Of course, this ia in line with his idea
that the (v¢z/,.0- is the relation of Christ end His people. Robin-
son, on the other hand, allows fg,ujrl.‘-;',"/ow# to be applied to either
Gen. 2:2), or to Hodge's concept, "according as we interpret zo /,cua-z7,’,v¢au
as referring to the actuaml statement of Gen. 2124, or to the spirit-
ual meaning of that statement. a7 Findlay takes the extreme oppoaite
view by commenting about Paul: “When he speaks of 'this great mystery,'
he means thereby not marrisge itself, but the saying of Adam gbout it.
This text was a standing problem to the Jewish interpreters. 48 How=
ever, Findlay also aémits that Paul sees the verse as a reference %o
Christ and the church.4? One elmost hes to include Gen. 2124 in the

!

PTypesy TelTo o singe

tive. fo.7o would then refer immediately to ;wm'?',uow « But to deny

the demonstrative Zoozo 1s usually resump-

1t further significsnce is to disregard campletely the last olause of

this verse.

weighty

Paul, in addition to using a word which in itself is a

45 ssmnssen, gpe git.s Do 90.
463006, op. gite, pe 351

‘ﬂnobinaon. ope gites Po 209.
4834 na1ay, op. gits. pe 376

49 Ibigd.
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one, /uuw'-;,,'f-’f-’f + 8dds the adjective /z.s}A . Robinson remarks of
}us;/-/\ s "i% retains its proper mesning of magnitude or importance.*5°

Of like vein is Abbott's statement:

as %o /'/., the English versions--not only the ingorrect 4vV.,

'this is a great mystery,' but the grammatically correct RV.,

'this mystery is great'--oonvey the idea that what is said is,

that the mysteriousness is great, or, that the mystery iz in a

high degree a mystery...it assigns to x¢/< a meaning which

does not belong $0 ite...ssjes is no§ so used, for it properly

expresses magnitude, not intens:lty.s
Thus both would %ranslate it as 'an important mystery.' Both Abbott
and Robinson seem to split hairs just a bit in the discussion. Al-
thought the fact that the rest of the commentators say very little
about «< /~ is not conclusive, yet it would seem that they expeot the
reader to take it in the ususl English sense. Findlay does say this of
Paul's s ocow ivive 3 4% i8 "one that is not only deeply hidden but
is meny-sided and capeble of meny interpretations."52 It is a great
mystery - both in importance and ramifications.

Paul, after announcing this mystery, which in a sense may be a

? ; o/@l )4’:/

symbol or sign, now gives his interpretation of it. ¢£/fw 74
siele- ,Y 00TL08 eoe KK d;‘}-? (' , He thinks that this mystery, brought
to light in Adem's statement of marrisge, is applicable to Christ and
the church. As Robinson remarks: "The insertion of the promoun em=

293
phasizes thia teaching as specially belonging to the Apostle.

SORobinson. op. gites PPe 126-127.
Labbott, gp. gites e 17he
52Findlay, op. gife, Do 242

S3Robinson, ops gite. Pe 20%




I F

50

Bornkemm in Kittel goes furthers "Die mit fw ds ')‘2’“ eingefahrte
Deutung setzt sich in susdrdcklichen Gegensatz zu andern Deutungen. "S4
However, he goes too far, I bellave. Paul does not ley down a divine
exegesis of this clause. If he intended to mccomplish that, why did he
use the phrase ;}_x o /)’f‘:;-z-»’ ? As E. P. Scott paraphrases it:

'Others may explein this in their own menner; I waa‘lr could

offer other explanations; but I am looking et the matter now from

o the mretery4ato| GirtssiamtittaE RN UL
Asmussen believes that "Daa 'ich sage es' macht deutlich, dasz der
Apostel demit rechnet, dasz der Leser es zundchst auf die Ehe bezieht.'-se’
This may be true. Paul realizes what the first understanding might be
on ths part of the reader. He directs their attention to amother
possibility which he desires that they comprehend. He has been attempt-
ing to infiltrate the whole merriage concept with that of the church

and Christ. Thus he lesaves them one last reminder.

Shgerhara Kittel, Theologisches Wérterbuch zum Neuen Tegtament
(Stuttgert: W. Kohlhammer Verlag, 1933), 1V, 830.

553301;'6. ops oit., p. 242.

56 ssmussen, ops oites pe 89




CHAPTER VI
PAUL'S SUMMARY

In his coneluding statement, verse 33, Paul repeats the central
themes of his first two sections on marrisge. Husband - love your
wife, Wife - respect your husbaend.

The 777~ , located at the beginning of this verse, arouses a
question of exact force. /7 }’/ is usually seen as a conjunction, but
it may have several meanings in that connection. When it means 'bug,’
it carries the thought of a return to a previous thought. Abbott sees
it in this light. 9'Howbeit--not to dwell on this matter of Christ
and the Church, but to return to what I am treating or--'."'1 Hodgs
disousses this poasibility, but in preference he also mentions another.

-’;’--f‘, ' » however may mean, nevertheless, as it is rendered in cur
version, and this verse be connected with the 32nd.

The ‘*nevertheless' is analogous to 'however,' which is also used for
il e In opposition to the reference to the immediately preceding
thought Blass believes that it has the force of a summation.> Of like
mind 1s Souter who casts this thought of 17475' in this particular

verset

17, K. Abbott, 4 Critical and Exegetical Commentery on the Eplstics

5-9-!‘22. Ephesisns and o the Colossians Bdinburgh: T. & T. Olark, n.d.),
p' 17 °

20harles Hodge, 4 Commentery on She Epistle to the Ephesiane
(New York: Robert Carter and Bros., 1864), - 352-

higch
3¥riederich Blass, Grammatik des nau;eatu;g;tlighag Griechigeh
(G8ttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1943/} P- .
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only, in eny case, ending the discussion and calling special
attention to the essential, especially in Paul, e8.g. I Cor.
xi 11, Eph. v 33: oouu

To teke 74 /’lf as Hodge wishes is a bit too restrictive. While Paul
undoubtedly had the mystery in mind, it seems mare natural that he is
now returning to his general theme. He emphasizes once more the cen-
tral thought of the duties of the husband to the wife, and the duties
of the wife tc the husband. He is determined that the spouses ses
their fundementsl duties.

The construction of 4«8’ fiu skeclor , which follows the em-
phasis of ~«¢ J.ci; , is strange. As Hodge remarks: "the verb
j/ < i being made to agree with ;frccaé‘o;, instead of J}e;?; the
real subject. 03 Apparently Paul places the g i there to gain an
inclusive element. With respect to 6‘?{”50_; » "the precept is in-
dividualized by the /v«sic; , 80 @8 to bring more home its force
for emch man.*® 7 4a plurael, undcubtedly because of yr/.‘ Ty KBl
£vd 38 probebly used in a distributive sense, although rather un-
gramatically. An attempt at exact translation might result in thias
'Only, alsc you, with reference to the fndividual, each...'

Paul emphasizes his thought of vers2 28 with the imperative,
od s 717y o and the phrase uif f#vzdy o The husband ought to con=

sider his wife 'as himself.® Paul does not elaborate further, singe

this has been expleined in verse 28. FPossibly he would recall tha

4p)exander Souter, 4 Pogket Lexicon to the Greek New Testeme

(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1916}, P- 205.
5Hodga. op. eit., p- 353.
6Abhott. op. gifss Pe 176
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reader to a second inspection of verse 28 and its full meaning for

marriage. _

In the second clause Paul omits the main verb. Hodge believes
that * /5 ;,u;," is the nominative ebsolute and (/< depends on a
verb understood. o7 Yot he never mentions the verb which is to be
understood. (7« with the subjunctive oodasionally does duty for
the imperative, like the classical a'?rwf with the future (some verbs
like 'look to it' or 'see to it' being understood), and the clause
really means simply, 'Let the wife fear, or stend in awe of, her
husband. '3

In fo//7+( FRobinson sees the sense of 'fear,' a fear of reverence.

At the close of the section the Apostle strikes again the key-

‘note with which he begen. 'The fear of Christ‘'--the fear of

the Church for Cnrist which is the pattern of the fear of the

wife for her nusband -- is no slavish fear, but a fear of re-
verence.

Mueh time could be spent in a discussion of the elements of this

‘fear,' but as Hodge remarks:

The word ¢/ '~ may express the emotion of fear in all its mo-
d:flcation end in all its degree from simple respect, through
reverence, up to adoration, according to ita objeoct. It is, 10
however, ian all its degrees an soknowledgement of superiority.

The acknowledgemeni of this superiority does not necessarily make the

fofi7z4 contain a sense of dread.

THoage, op. gi. pe 353
BBlass. ops git., p. 170.

E
3. Armitage Robinson, Zi. Paul's tllea;;'_?_ the Ephesiens
(London: Macmillen and Co., Lbdes 1922§. D

10koage, ope gites Pe 353:




5 .
Stoeckhardt remarks that a man should love his wife, ®auch

wenn einer etwas ein Weib hat, das sich nioht garade liebenswirdig

zeigteooo w1l On the other hend,

das Welb aber, dasz sie den Mann fdrohte, vor dem Manne sich
scheue als vor dem Herrn und also dem Mann von Herzen untertan
gei, euch wenn sie an dem Manne gar manche menschliche Schwichen
gewahrt.12

A8 a sunmary of Paul's cauplete discussion in Ephesians on the
topie of marriage, Stauffer in Kittel provides this view:

Dies Verh&ltnis zwischen Christus und Gemeindé aber musz masz-
gebend sein fir das Verhdltnis von Mann und Frau in einer christ-
lichen Ehe.....Die Spannungen in dem Verhdltnis zwischen iann
und Frau, von denen die Genesis weisz, 18sen sioh ¢/ Koeo?o o
Denn die Hingabe der Frau erhdlt eine neue Weibe und der Trieb
des Mennes empféngt Gehalt und Masz in der ¢j<77 . Die Frau ist
dem Manne nieht mehr preisgegeben, sondern anvertraut, der Mann
het nicht mehr das Harrorecht dber sie, sondern die Verantwortung
fir sie.l3

1ig, Stoeckhardt, Kommenter dber den Brief Paull an die Epheser
(8t. Louist Concordis Publ. House, 1910), pp. 246-247.

121p3d., p. 247.

13Gerhard Kittel, Theologisghes Nérterbuch gum Neuen Testement
(Stuttgart: W. Kohlhammer Verlag, 1933), 1, 654




CHAPTER V11
A SUMMARY OF THE SECTION

As was mentioned in the previous chapter, Paul in reality adds
his own summery to this section of Ephesiens. However, it will be of
value to draw together the salient thought again into a unit, a unit
which will draw just a bit more on the contents of the verses dis-
cussed on the topic of marrisge.
Paul sets the whole group of comments on merriage on the phrase,
'being subject one to snother in the fear of Christ.' If both spouses
8ee their relation to each other as primarily a relation to their God,
then the words with which Paul follows will not sean. ao strange and
difficult to them. They ere related to one another in their common
relation to Christ, their Savior.
The wamen's plece in marriage, as seen by Paul in this secotion,
ie one of subjection. This subjection is due her husband, because Lide
'the man is hesd of the women as elso Christ is head of the Church.' Lz" j i
This does not make her husband a god in her life, nor does it give him
the right to demand utter end helpless obedience as that of a slave.
Paul would stress the "saving” and loving care of the husband, whioh

i8 returned by the wife in her subjection. Yea, rather than a sub-~

fe.
Jeotion, it is = submission which is volunterily offered by the wife

The submission of the wife is her plage in the authority of the family;

; day and age
1% is not a position of servitude to her husband. For this day ag

The de-

oW e
many wives could and should readily renew their marriage Vv
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mocracy of our day has brought with it meny rights and privileges for
womane Sad to say, however, meny women have abused these rights, and
many wives are no longer faithful to their marriage vow, in which they
pramise to 'obey their husband.' The submission which Paul advocates
here from the example of the church and Christ is not incampatible with
our way of 1life today. The 'career' woman has a valid place in our
day, but she must remember that in the family God has placed her under
her husband. ¥With respect to the realm of the family the waman was
created to be a mother, respected and loved by her husband and children.

Just as Paul emphasized the submis's‘ion of the wife, he now follows
with a very concise and sherp statement to the'husbands - love your
wives. It 1s easily seen why Paul would wish to atress just this par-
tiouler point. It was noted im Chapter 4 that Paul lived in a civili-
zation which was accustomed to the dominence of men over the women ‘in
every field of activity. For this reason Psul goes to great lengihs
to show that 'as Christ loved the church,' so men ought to love their
wives. While developing this theme of the love of the husband for his
wife, Paul most wonderfully describes the atoning wark of Christ for
His church, His bride. lest any husband think lightly of his place in
the family, let him remember that he is a pioture of Christ. He is to
love and be loved. Must any husband ask for more? With reapect to

his duty, Paul makes the statement about the husband - when he loves his

4
wife, he in reslity loves himself. This is not a love for and ©

n of Gen.
self, but it is a love which finds its source in the quotation o

212} - 'the two shall be one flesh.'




57

Progressing from the specific duties of each spouse, Paul gives
to husbaend and wife a more clear picture of a comparison at which he
has hinted earlier, a comparison of marrisge with the relation of Christ
and His church. ¥Yet it must be stated that Paul views this relation
not as & total revelation; es he mentions, it still is a 'mystery.'
The mystery, at leasst as far as Paul is concerned, is not one of the
items in the comparison. For Paul man and wife are representatives
of Christ and the church. But the mystery is in just what great and
most wonderful manner this conmnection of man and wife, of Christ and
the church, iz to be understood. Both man and wife ere childrenm of
God. Both can either love or be subject because Christ has already loved
and been subject for His children. His example is their guide of
action; His action is their source of power for such action. Without
the past reality of the relation of Christ to His church, this picture
of man and wife is uselees. With the present reality of the on-going
relation of Chriat to His church, the possibility of such a relation be-
tween man and wife is possible.

To an sge which has seen many diverces for petty and unholy causes

comes the quotation from Genesis. Although it has been mentioned al-

ready, the peculier relation of marriage which is given by Genesis
Marriage is a union of a man and wife
Men and

2124 must be emphasized once more.

in a conncotion which is unlike any other possible relation.

ife
wife essentially are 'one flesh.' In marriage the husband and wi

ch other
leave their individual positions, and they take %o themselves ea

The man leaves the home of his parents;

%o form a new and single unit.

on of perents
he establishes a new home with his wife. The former relatl
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to children is broken, not severed. Hach spouse now stands in a co-
relation with the other spouse. 8trife agitated by in-law trouble
should be unheard of in a Christian enviromment. The over-doting
mother or father 1s sef in direct opposition to God's view of merriage.
The of't-occuring situation which finds the newly-weds living with the
parents iz a strain on the exemple which Adem mentiocned.

If the husband and wife view their relation to one another in the
light of the greater relation, that of Christ end His church, then the
many puny  and x;‘ooliah reasons, now given for divorces, will be canplete~-
ly out of the question for Christiens. A breach in the marriage of
two Christisns in reality is a breach, finally, in the relation of
Christ and FMis church, 'because we are members of His body.' Thus Paul's
view of marriasge is one of tremendous heights - of tremendous signifi-

cance for our d4ay.
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