
Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis 

Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary 

Bachelor of Divinity Concordia Seminary Scholarship 

6-1-1952 

An Exegetical Study of Marriage in Ephesians 5, 21-33 An Exegetical Study of Marriage in Ephesians 5, 21-33 

Karl H. Lepper 
Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, ir_lepperk@csl.edu 

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv 

 Part of the Biblical Studies Commons 

Recommended Citation Recommended Citation 
Lepper, Karl H., "An Exegetical Study of Marriage in Ephesians 5, 21-33" (1952). Bachelor of Divinity. 372. 
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/372 

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Concordia Seminary Scholarship at Scholarly 
Resources from Concordia Seminary. It has been accepted for inclusion in Bachelor of Divinity by an authorized 
administrator of Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary. For more information, please contact 
seitzw@csl.edu. 











20 

with Obrist and the cburoh, they receive a new power and lite to main~ 

te1n that oomparieon. 

To the wife there ls a new re,r,uJ.aUon. deriTod fra!I the oazapari: 

son ot Christ and tha churon.27 'As the Oitr1at1~n wife obey-a the 

Lord Christ in the spiritual epher9, in tUQ ephere ot marriage she is 

subject to her husband.st28 This obedience to her husband 1e o~ par• 

tlal in BO f'ar that she lOYes Christ m~e. Paul is even so bold aa to 

add lv /Tc,..,,i z;( • That e·yen tM ~ f1,1 JT.t.µ,e ' has a limit Bo(lge is quick 

to reoognizet 

She is to be subject {tJ Trr..vh-
1 

• 1!! 8'f'erf l!!!Y.• That is, the sub­
jection is not limited to &Df one sphere or department of tbe 
social life, but extends to all. The w1te ia not subject as to 
some th~ugs, and independeni as to othaz,a, but she ta subject aa 
ti() all. 'I 

But Modge s 1.gni t'ioantJ.y oontinues with reepeot to .hfJI' ap11'1tual lite a 

This of course does not mean that the authority other husband is 
unlimited. !t teacbe9 its extent, not its degree. lt extends over 
all departments, but is limited in all; tirat. by the n38ure ot the 
relation; and aeoondlf, by the high~ authority ot God. 

The danger of bein.g over- or under-submissive ia there. In this day' 

Paul etill exhO?ta the women to be a~bmiasivs to God. In turn the7 are 

members of the church, which is aubm1aa1Ye to Christ. 

Zl hmlussen, !?J?.• oit,• , P• 86. 

28F1ndley • .Ql!.• cJj.• , P• 360. 

29Hodge, i>Jt• pit., P• 314• 

;Oll>id. -
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Following the exhortation to the wiTea, whose theme ia •aubmiaa• 

ion, " Faul turns his attont1011 to.·the Mn (veraes 2,5-28). The tneme 

of this section could ~igatly be 'love.• Sto4toktia~~t quotes Boimann, 

who sees a w&·ning in :>oth aeotiona. 

Bai den .ilt·auon, welcha ala fil tgenosaen doraolben Gnade leicbt 
auch 1m ehelioben Leben Gloiobbereohtigung mit den Mjnnern bean­
spruchen moohten 0 ging die J!lnnaJlnUDg aut Selbstuntorgebung. 
•Die M.tuner dagegon, doren nlohatliogonde Vera4nd1gU:Dg herrisohe 
Hill"te Wa'.!'.' , \1er dan ~ahr,t1 ihro Frauen liob 211 bnben, und zwar 
m!t der Tilt •••• ' Hot'inaan. 

It is cvi den::; t hat .Paul •s exhortations in bl)th saoUons are warni!J8S, 

but it 13 more probablo that in th~se verses Paul wiahes to atress the 

exemple set forth, namely, Obrist. Hubands lOTe as Christ lo-red. 

'!'hat is the example;. th.at is the divine i,nperaUYe. · 

Rele'fant to the wb.ole disoue.eion ot the husband's .action is the 
;, \, I' 

nature of the canparison embodied in yerae 25. Jt,1.ow; ~""" --•tranaely 

enough there are different opinions regarding the exact torae of these 

wards. Stoeckhardt sees only a type contained in these words. 

Das Verh4ltnis Obrist! zur Gemeinde 1st nioht Orund t\1r daa reohte 
Verhclten dar Eheleu:c zuei.iander. dae Ja in der· SchOpierordnung 

lo. s ·t.oockh,m.;•dt, gg9at£ pb2t' i!a, Brief Pauli, !a die Ephoser 
(st • .Louise Concordia Publiehing _Rouae, 1910), P• 240 • 
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begrdndet 1st, sondern Abbild des Verb.Altniaaea du Mannes •• 
Weibe.2 

Thus he would translate "~~w; 'aa. • Thornton., on the other hand, vine 

the relation of these two, wite and husband, aa an aotual ~art1o1pat1on 

in the unity of Obrist and the ohuroh. 

Christian marriage is not only to be modelled upon the mystical 
union ot Cnrist and the Church. It ia aotuall7 to partake of 
its quality. It is not onlY to exeraplit, the union and symbolise 
it, but also to embody it.J~ 

Hodge, however, maintains in reality a un idea, seeing both 'because! 

and •as.' "Husbands ehould loYe their wives, K« l)J.r .!!!a a, 1~•·, 

both becaup.,!.. and !!.• o4 There ia strength 1D his ooutention. lllaba.Dda 

lOTe their wives, R•21use Obrist tirst lOTed them, ainoe tb.e7 are mem­

bers ot the church. Beoauae b.uabanda have exl)ffienoed tbia love ot 

their Savior, they ere now capable ot Joving the~ wives !f. Obrist 

lOYed them. This must not be oouatrued to sq that, therefore, the 

rives evidently were not loved by CbJ.,iat. Yet ~· oan ab.are Stoeok­

hardt •·s concern. No man will eyer loTe as Obriat loTed. ~at is the 

goal ot the Christian lite though. It the extent ia qualified, realis­

ing the inadequao1 ot perteaUon in man, then k ... lJw;. could. be taken as 

"aa." Souter translates Kd.BJ5 , •according to th• manner in which, in 

2.!q!g, • 

.31,. s. 'l'bornton, !Q! "PAA Id,!!. !a tu ~ 2t Qbrist (l.oDdona 
Deere Presa, 1950), P• 225. 

4charles Hodge, A egputarx ga the RpiaUe !2.1!!.f. bh•fiay (Nn 
Yorkt. Robert Carter and .Bros., 1864), P• 315. . 
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the degree that, as. e5 'l'hus it would seem that he leaYea the door 

open tor both poss1b111t1ea. Thayer eleo allows tor both viewa the 

extent and the a imilar i t;y. 

Sinoe t he huebend's action 1• baaed on the exmnple ot Christ over 

against the church, it is vitally iDlportant to oonaider thia relation­

ship, at least briefly. (Verse 26 and 27 contain other pbaaes ot it.) 

Hare the theme of love is illuminated. 1 Obrist loved the church and Him­

self gave far the sake· ot it.• It is the story ot the Christian faith. 

Westcott makes the oonoise statement about the reason tor the lOTe 1 

•Christ loved the Cnuroh aot beeauee it wee perteotl,Y lovable, but in 

order to make it auoh. ,6 There was no oat1Se in toe church, but the 

loYe wa·s entirely Christ-mot ivated and embodied a selt-giving on Obrist 's 

part.7 Bot h Asmussen and Stauffer (in Kittel) maintain that tnis 'eioh 

h1nsebende• love ot Christ is directed primarily toarard the OOIJ81"888t1on 

and not toward individuals. Tb.us the !11arr1age ta plaoed in a greater 

and larger dogznaticel oonnection. 

With t his in mind a consideration ot the love ot the husband tor 

the wife is undertaken. Findlay, in a diaousaion ot the three Greek 

5Alexa.nder Souter, A Pocket Lexioon !2, the Greek !!!!. Testament 
(OJctordi Clarendon Press';" 1916), P• 121. . 

6arooke F. \Vestoott, Sain! Paul 'a ipiaUe !S?. !h!. !mhesians (Grand 
Rapids, Mioh. t. \In. B. Eerdmans Publ. eo., 19.50), P• 84• 

7n. Hane Asmussen, Der Brief des Paulus S s\ie !Pbeser (Breklum 
in Schleswigs Obr!atian 1enaen Verlag, 1949), P• 87• 
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words tar love, views ~a(RI aa a oaabinaU8n ot )(?of and {e),~ .a 
He would shO\i that the imperative, JI"'- Ti.t.):·_f., oontains these thoughts, 

sexual passi on, friendship and a deep spiritual love. This is indeed 

the background, but it is only ot an earthly as~ect ot loTe. Stauffer 

does not differentiate between Christian J1«'tr7 and the love ot apow,es. 

Both are gi--ounded in the love ot Obriat, beoaue• · 1Erm~l1ohuDgsgrund 

) ' 9 und Mas~ aller menscllliohen "'/ti- ilf aber int in NT die Oottesliebe. • 

Again the problem of the exact nature ot tbe ocmpariaon canes torth. 

Stauffer and, as was previously stated, Hodge maintain that Christ's 

love i.s the ground (Oru.nd) and measure (Jlaaz) ot the husband •s love. 

Hodge sees only an analogy in the measure, probably meaning that he 

does not expact t he husband's love to be as full ea Cbr·1st 's. There is 
} ) ,_ 

no doubt that ·i;he husband can love with cyr1- 17 only beoause Obrist has 

shown that ./1,1.'liJ over ee;einat Hie ohuroh, ot which both husband u.d 

wife are members. For this reason, being modeled on the love ot Chriet 

tor Hie church, the love ot the husband is one ot selt•aaorit1oe. As 

Christ gave His very life for the church, so the husband is told that 

he should love and give himself. 

Self-devotion, not aelf-satistaotion is its note. Its strength 
and authority it uses as material tar saoritioe and instruments 10 
of service, not as prerogatiYea ot pr~de or titles to enjOJDlent. 

. . . ' 
80. o. Findla;y, 'The Epistle to the Ephesians. 1 'l'hEt kpodtora 

Bibl!_ (.London, Hodder and stoushton, 1892), PP• 361-362. 

9oerhsrd Kittel, Theologisobea W&-terbuzh l!B l!!S!J!. Testament 
(~tuttgart, w. Kohlhanmer \l'erleg, 19.33), I. ·61• 

lOP'indla,y, .21?.• all•, P• .362. 
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With regard to daily and Pl'acitoal 

8PP11catto 
ive, one oan beoane involved, deel>ly . 

118 
or the hlperat-

. ' &lld •anetaea tru 
auoh a discussion. That essential,.. ltlesaly, 1n 

· ""J 1a not th e P\ll'poae of this 
Ho~evar, Findl ay has a gem ot 5 di paper. 

aousatou 1n this field 
• Wortb,y ot 

note. He warns against the possible selti 
ahneaa ot men and their laok 

ot interest in the people of the hOllle Ha 1 • v ng spoken ot the great in-

terest in t he daily businesa whiob. ocoupiee men, 
Findlay olosea with 

a quote fran BeJ38els 

'There ere man,y, • says Bengel (on tbie point \lDU.a" .. 11- 1 ) 
' '-b .. f d , 1 11 ~ oauat o , .. o ou,., o 001 a are o v and ld~ to all; when at hane, tcnrard 
their wives and children whom they tr•• no need to teer, the1 
f'roaly pr actise secret oi tterneao. • 

Continuing ·the tho~ht ot verse 2S, verae 26 is the first of three 

(.& ./ .J """ olausea which show the purpose of each preceding olause ( voraea 

26-28). Thesa clauses deal muinl;y with Obrist end the ohurch, thws 

tc»: a time i nterrupting tbe general theme of tbie section, Ul8l'riase. 

Robinson eeea t he oouatruotion in this light, when be 8818 that Paul 

hare n1nterprets ·the love ot Christ by a group ot seutenoes whieh Utt 
12 

him for tna mQilent high above his iumediate theme. • lfDwev8J.•, it is 

easily seen that l?aul allows himself to be carried awuy only beoa.uae he 

wishes to e~1phaeize again to the husband Cand poss1bl1 also to the wite) 

that the love required in marriage 1s so great and 80 selt-sacritioing. 

This auu,h.esis is _brought by these clall!lea, which ere ah.Pa to the final 

lllJ?.a., PP• 360-361. 

12:. Armitage Robinson, ~· ~ ipi.etle 12 & fi'pbedana (Lon­
don&. Macmillan and eo., Ltd., 1922), P• 125. 
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presentation of the ohuroh b7 Obrist as 'holy and bla11eless. • Al• 

though the ~aterial is, in the main, taota ot ,he redenaption ot the 

ohuroh, oertain itsms are wortbJ ot examination in this atu<17. 
C I t,. I 

"'-Jt c< fT?J ~"-ud{J' fl"~ 5 - 'he might make holy, (haTill8) cleansed. • 

The ,cr.1.c)~!''q-rt. 5 precedes the d.f t:tl.Q)J , sinoe it is more natural to 

•cleanse from the old, end consecrate to the new. But in time the 

two are coincident. 1113 Its application to marriage might poaaibl,: be 

const~ued, as Findley sees it, in the effort on the part ot the hus­

band to perfect the wife's charaoter, having been put in charge other 

eoui.14 MoSt oonmentaries either aee no reterenoe to marriage in the 

words, or they oanpletely forget to mention it. While it is good tor 

the husband to be concerned over the welfare ot the wife, espeoiallT 

spiritually, it is rather doubtful that the aba.e idea of B'indla,1 waa 

in Paul's mind when be wrote tbia. Paul waa always greatly concerned 

that the people to v.-hom he sent letters should mow of redemption 

throush Christ and tbet this knowledge should control eTer7 aspect ot 

their 11 ves. '!'his is an ex8111ple of the zeal ot that man. 

~e phrase, ilo,1~f z-ot v'<H.iol , h~ever, brings a muoh greater 

~ontroversy regarding its meaning. All o01J111entator1 · take it imnediately 

as a reterenoe to the Sacrament ot Baptism. lfodBe even spends ten 

pages on this one phrase. Bait there the agreement stops, and tbe oam.p 

beoomes divided. Some, 88 Westcott and Abboit, aee •an allusion in 

1.3.n,a. , P• 20.5 

14nndla:,, S?R.• 9.U•, P• .362. 



to the usual bath ot ,he bride before the marriage.•15 Find-

1~ sees ~an image su,ggested, as one would think by tba bridebatb of 

the wedding-day in the ancient oustcn. 116 On the other aide, Robinson 

ia oompletely against this ·theory, because of the abaenoe ot historical 

background tor the bridal-bath. 

There appears to be no ground for supposing that the apostle 
here makes a~ allusion to a ceranonial bath taken by the bride 
before marriage. There is no evidence tar auoh a rite in tbe 
Old Testament.17 

B. F. Soott takes exception to the 'bridal bath' oonoept, because 

It is doubtful whether Paul 'a language ought to be pressed in 
this some,»hat ertif'icial manner. For the moment he has turned 
away fron1 the marriage idea, and 1f

8
tbinkiag simpJ.1 of the puri-

fication of the Ohuroh by baptism. . 

It is alnays easy to draw comparisons and find alluaiona in the me.te:ial, 

auoh as we hav e here. 'l'hoso who speak tar a bridal bath have the bur­

den of proving it, which they have not done. The arguments ot Robin-

son and Scott do no violence to the text end theretare are oonclusive. 
(,/ , 

Tho t i rs·t clause of verse 27, i v-< ••• ~dt ()(I e .:-JP , answers the 

l5r. K.. Abbott, A Critical YA Eresetioal ,=•ntau 9A n! 
!J>iatl!s !,2, the Ephesians and !2. the Oolossiana E.dinburgh • T. & T. 
Clerk, n.d.), p. 168. 

l6Findley, iP.,• £ll..•, P• 371° 

17Robinson, 9.P.• cit .• , P• 207. 

l8E. F. Soott, •The Epistles of Paul to the Oolos~iana, to Pbile­
mon and to the Ephesians,• 'l'ha !fpttatt New Testament CclmnentarY (New 
Yorkt Harper an.d Bros., n.d. ).p. 240. 
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following questions Why the ac'Uon ot Terse 26t So that 'He might,• 

~1~· The reason for this clause 1a 1n turn onswar,d, bT the seoond 
> 11 I •' 

olauae o.f the varee, «:1111-<. • • • ri.µ wj.M' s • 'l'bue both clauses are in close 

oonneotion with each other snd a1th the prevtows verse. Tb~ee are the 

steps as Paul sees them 1n the preparation ot the church tor Us pre• 

aentation. 

This presentation is embodied in the word, n.t;;tJ..u,1
1<1":'; • Both 

Abbott and look mention the uae ot this word in II Oor. 11,2. In that 

passage Paul views himself as the friend of the bridegroan (Obrist) 11ho 

presents the bride (the church) to her husband. Ebwever, in the psssege 

> I 
under oonaiderat1on Christ Himself ( ...rttr0 r ) presents the bride. He is, 

at one and the same time, best iaan and bridegrocn. 
) / 

He (du<oJ ) presents 

the bride ( h1NA ; q-1.~ ) to HiJllselt ( l.(.utf }. ot. verse 23-~I/C''JP re~ 
/ > I C ,., 

O'°fd,µ <1-1:d 5 . The double use ot the retlaxi.,e, o1.u1:cr Etllv'l"<-:' , 1s gttapbie 

and serves to emphasize Paul •a point. Thua it would seem that Paul, 

•h1le on a ao•ealled tangent fran the axaot theme, yet remains con• 

aoioua of that theme, marriage. 
, .,h, I 

The objeot of the iT«/i1.<1-C1/ ~7/ 1a the bride, the tKK ·,,q-,~ • Aa 

most brides, this bride 1s to be presented l'vch J ov , gloriOWJ, to the 

groom. •The tertiBi;'f predicate t y(h) .fou 18 plaoed with Elllphae.ia before 

1ta substantive.al9 It, 1D the cri4rinal, anphaaie la obtained by its 

position end this is true, then it would be better to tr~lete in 

Inglish, tthe church - glorious.• This state ot glorf ia present, be• 

/ ( '" ' ) 
oauee the bride bu ne1~ber spot (v·u1,'Aor ) nor wrinkle ;nrns • 

19 Abbott, .2.J?.• !it•, P• 170• 
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The t1'1t' 41.f ia considered to be aQJ diatfguree11t, 1rh1le the1/'c:1~~J 111 

usually thought of as a reaul t ot fJB•• •she 1a to be without ~ 9:£. 

wrinkle 9.£. !ml. such l!!!.!s., 1. e. without mv thing to mer her beauty, 

tree tran every indioetion ot age, faultless and inlllortal. e20 

'I'he Apostle moves on to the next step and again introduces 1 t 

with e~'{. • This ts the purpose, the final goal of the prnioua pur­

pose clauses. ''But that she ma.y be holJ and blmneleaa.' The caabin• 

ation of adjecti ves is used elsewhere bf Paul - i},h. l a4 an4 Col. 1,22. 

In both i nstances it is used concerning the presentation ot the Cbr1sti8n 

u 'holy and blaiiieleas in His sight. 1 God the J'ather is the aouroe ot 

action i n Ephesians , in Colossians Christ presents the C4r1•tlan in 

this manner. Here he uses the phrase 1rith reference to the church. 

Hodge states, and correctly so, that 

The great majority of the oonmentatora, therefore, traa Augustina 
down t o the pr esent time, understand th9 apostle as stating 1'7hat 
is to take place when Christ oaa.es the aeoolld time to be admired 
in all them that believa.21 

This is t he final cGnsummation ot the will of God, whioh began befare 
~, 

the foundat i on ct the w~ld (l ,4). In view ot this the t. J/(1(. olausea 

coUld not be result clauses but mut be purpose. 
,: , 

Hodge condemns any sort ot interpretation which would make o<tf l ~ 

/41. ~ ~ '-'p os de.riTod fran any s&critioial eourees.22 Robinson is more 

20.Hodge, 212..• ill• , P• 3.31. 

21Ibi~ •• P• 330. 
22 Ib i&. , p. ,328. 
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cautious, thoueh, when he sees this possibility, beoause 
II 

In the I.XX "'fa t.J /A 6 J is almost exolueivel7 found as a rendering 
ot 'cl "rJ17, which occurs very trequently of eaor1t1o1al animals, 
in the sense of 'without blemiah.' But b"bJ1 ia also treel.y used 
ot moral rectitude, and has other renderings, auoh aa u'.J£tor 
? I A , JI <'I • ) t 

cJ)<IJt11"1:.0J , ~ue1.,11°s , ()(~.c: 11or , o rri o J • Aooordingly a aaori-
t1oial metaphor is not neoessarii, implied in the use ot the word 
in this plaoe.23 

Robinson •·s viev, of the phrase 19 the most acceptable, because he does 

not discount the Old Testament baclrground.'ot the words. Since Paul 

is speaking mainly about the ohuroh and Obrist at this ~oint, and tor 

e. moment perhaps hes lost sight of the imnediate theme, marriage, there 

is no valid reason for taking the words in a eaor1t1o1al sense. How­

ever, it seems best to forego~ one oonclueion. 

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

does no violence to either context or thought. 

Dae Merkmh'dige an diesem Verse 1st aber, dasz h1er die Bilder 
die aus der Oeme1nde 1't!r die Ehe genoamen warden, s1oh mit Bildern 
mieohen, dio aus der Ebe fl5r die Oemeinde gencnmen warden. Dasz 
n~ioh keine lilecken und Runzeln de seien, 1st ein Interesse des 
Mannes, der in der wholerbeltenen Frau geehrt wtrd. Darum sorgt 
er eioh auch, dasz seine irau wohl erhal.ten bleibe. Die P'rau 
ebrt mit ibrer Scb&lheit der Mann, der Kann ehrt dem1', de.sz er 
die Jrau umsorgt, sich selbst.••ln dieaan Sinne hat Obr1atus tar 
die Gemeinde gesorgt.24 

After Paul has finished his excursus on tbe redemption ot the 

oburoh, he returns to the matter at hand. ~ere is great aimilari t1 

bet,reen his procedure her·e and in verH 24, where be returns to the 

duties of the wives. In ath "'-'f Abbott, Hodae and Findlay- aee a reter-

23Robinson, .2£• Sl.ll.•, P• 143 • 

24A.smuseen, 22,• git., P• 68. 
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enoe to the statement immed1atei, preoedi!Ji ,h1a ver·a6 • 

lt yields a better sense here to take ocit""f aa reterri.aa to the 
preceding statement ot Obrist •a loTe tor the Cburoh. 2.,~ 

(): r: w s , !l.2• at the be!tnnine ot the Terse, refers to the pre­
oedine r~presentation. 

'!'he •So• gatlters 1 ts force tran 1ibe preYioua exaJDple. 27 

Robinson ia just a bit vegu.e when he s91s, •it refers to the general 

drift of' what has gone betare, • although he may mean the aame thiJJg.28 

lt is not difficult to see that the central thought which Raul wishes 

" l J> , to emphasi~e is the ' Af"a-r.os i!"r7.n:,' As Ohriat loved, men ought to 

love their ,vivas. lf t l1is 1a truo, end it ie taken that way, then the 

8\11d1ng motif' of the busb&nd 'a love sheuld be aaarlfioe, eelt-aaor1tige. 

Then the o!h ,.; r contains the idea of selt-sacritioe aa the measure ot 

love. 
Cl 

1'l1 th this concept in orlWJ the next words are strange, to SBJ' tile 

least. wi "Zd. f .,.J,;';Jv <rJ/"d\C"c( • 'l'he problem 1a ,hia. at first the warda 

seem to emphasize aelt-love, whereas th• oJ'iwJ leads one to expeot tb.e 

opposite. Grammatically the problem oonoerll8 itaelt with the use ot tiJJ 

and ou'c w s • When c,5 5 is used aa a oorrelaU 1e to ,!/cw;, usually U ia 

25.Abbott, ~· o.U.•, P• 170. 

26Hodge, 9.P..• a!1• , P• .3.32. 

2711'!ndley, S?J?.• 9.U•, P• .36.3. 
28RoQinaon, !m• cit., P• 288. 
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translated ''as.• .ao. •29 Tbua the wbole tbouaht ot the aeoUon would 

be this s •Men - love your wives. Aa Ohriat loTed the church, so 

(ov'u .J5 ) men ought to love their wbea u (w.r ) their own bodies.• 

But what does this mean? Hodge maintains that the Wf here ia •not 

canparative but argumentaUve. 130 The buabanda abould not loTe their 

wives aa they love their own bodies, but \hey abould love their wives 

because they are their bodies. Obrist did not lOYe the church as Be 

lOTed Himself, if such a thing is eYen possible. Bu.t Christ loved 

the ehuroh because 1 t was H1s body. 'l'hws the rls wOlll.d aisnity a reason 

and not a ccm.parison. It would eml)hasize the basis and not the measure 

of the love. Westcott, in seeming agreement with Hodge,31 translates 

the phrase, "as being their own bodies,• and adda 1 'As the Church is 

Ohri~t'e body, so in a true sense the wife is the huaband'a bod7.•32 

The chief' alern1 of the men above is expressed b7 Abbott • 

• • • al though we speak of a man's love tor Himaelt, we do not ex• 
peat of him as loving his body or having an 'affection' tor it 
tAlford) ;. and to canpere a man •a love tor hia wite to hia. love 
(?) tor ~is body, would be to augeet a de.gl"ading view ot the 
wire, •• • ..13 

He further distinguishes between selt•love, which ia tor the moat part 

ot reason, and conjugal love, whiob is thoroughlf emoUcmal • .34 The loTe 

29souter, ~· cit·., P• 289• 

30Bodge, 212.• ill,. , p • 3.32 • 

31Ib!d. -
32westoott, 2P.• .£!1•, P• 85• 

33 Abbott, 21?.• cit., P• 170. 

34le!§.. 



33 

for t he wH'e of which l'aul speaks here muat not be oontuaed with the 

loYe which ! s a purely ~at ional result. It is a law of nature that 8 

person looks out far himselt. That 1s not what the .Apostle here means. 

He is speakin.g of conjugal love. Unfortunately he uaea a phrase which 

easily is construed to mean sanething entirely different. 

The exegete is further dismayed when, after attemptiJJB to explain 

the last phraeeo he comes to Paul ts next sentence. 'lie (the husband), 

loving his wife, loves himself.' In just what light does Paul see the 

couneotion'? Rob:!.naon and Seott derive its meaning by attaching to be 

the 'head end body ' metaphor . 

' 

The concl us ion folloua at onoe it indeed it be trus that the husband 
i s the head, and the wife the body. Nay, the relatien is it possible 
more intimate a t ill I lli !!!9.! !! !!l !.!g1 loving himselt.35 

Stoeokherdt introduces the •one flesh' idee when he s&y's, 

dasz von der Schdpf'ung her, kraptt der eheliohon Gemeinschaft 
der copula car nali a Mann und Waib ein Fleisoh sind. Daraus 
folgt t ' War aein Weib liebt, liebt siob selbst. •36 

Coupled wi th this oon~ept, Robinson sees that Paul in reality probably 

meana muon more t han what i s on the surface. "The Apostle is gradually 

passing away ftom the tho1J8ht of headship to the more mysterious thousht 

of canpl ete onenesa. e37 This mystery introduoes the next sect ion whioh 

in turn contains a mystery. The latter m,atery- explains in part the 

difficulty of t he present verse. · 

Any att empii t o explain these words il !egth in a praotioal settiDg 

35nobinaon, SR• .flli•, P• 126 • 

.36stoeokhardt, S?Jl• ill.•, P• 244• 

37Robinson , 9.1?.• ill•, P• 126. 



results in an indefinite number ot theories and postulates. Hodge 

does just this, and in the end he proves nothizig whiob 1a Scripturally 

conolusive.38 Suffice it to sa, that Paul, through these past phrases 

and sentences, now ends the 'love' exh~tation to the husbands; the7 

should love aa Christ loved; they should love their wives beonuae they 

are their bodies. Ethioall7 speaking, the aum ot the Second Table ia 

appropriate here. Yet as Asmussen remarlcaa 1dasz dies niobt nur 

ethiach gilt, zeigen die tolgenden Verae.•,9 

38Hodge, .QR.• .9.!.t•, PP• 332-336. 

39.A.smuasen, 5U.t• cit., P• 88. 

• 



CHRIST AND CHURCH • HUSBAND AND Jilli 

The lqatery 

The keen observer will undoubtedly question whether it is correct 

end proper to begin a new section et this point (Terse 29). It is ad­

mitted that much can be said against the division. The thought, to a 

certain extent, is continued from Terse 28. As Westcott aaya1 11'he 

oonolusion wh.ioh follows from the last verse is asswned but not expreesed • 

The husband t herefore must love bis wife, !S!£. R9. m!!. !.!!£.• ••• •l One 

i h ") ',/, I I m g t also ol aim that the St(rf s r" At~, ei:t. Arrt< is the s9111e action ea 

that which ia expressed in verses 25-27. Over against these statements 

the following may be urged. Verse 28, aa was mentioned, is a type ot 

the resume which Pa~l employed in verse 24 in conclu.ding that section. 
/ ) ~ 

While it does introduce the new <f"i.J,,lf.<:<t"-< theme, it repeats the d./J.,10'- ,r 
comnand to the husbands. Another tactar is the mention ot the church 

again, which gradually goes over into Paul's great !DY'&tery. Verse 29a 

1a merely the transition to this greeter oonoept. 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 ot Obrist, Oen. 21: 24, the m,yetery of the church - both hus• 

band and wife should grasp these. He then naturall.1 oloses with a two• 

1BroQke r. Westcott, §!i!1 fpul 'I Epistle !2 tbe Ephesiag (Grand 
Rapids, Mich. 1 \lim. B • .Eardmans Publ• Co., 1950), P• 85• 


