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CRITICISM OF THE THEORIES REGARDING
STL IANS,
In reading the Epistle to the Ephesians one is

impressed by its peculiar loftiness and its grandeur
in style.Scholars quite generally have accepted it as
one of the sublimest and most profound of all the New
Testament writings.Dr Salmond says:"In the judgment of
many who are well entitled to deliver an opinion, it is
the grandest of all the Pauline letters"(l). And Hayes
remarks: "This epistle is a work of art.Its sublimity of
thought is matched by its beauty of expression"(2).
Strong calls this Epistle "the greatest production of
inspiration" and adde, "the apostle in the greatness of
his thoughts, struggks with earthly language.Language
stagoers so to speak,under the weight of meaning he would
lay upon 1t.It is an epistle which we can read for the
first time and be deeply impressed by it; and yet it is
only the tenth,or the twentieth,or hundreth reading that
lets us into the secrets of its power"(3).Luther calls
this epistle one of the noblest of the New Testament books.
Nevertheless, there have been various and conflicting the-
ories concerning this &pistle,principally concerning
its authorship,place of writing, and destiny.The following
ie an investigation of these theories presented in the
following order:

I.The authorship of the epistle.

II.The place of writing.

III.To whom it was written.

(1) Expositor's Greek New Testament, Pg. 2308,
fz Hayes, Paul and His Epistles, Pg.389.
3




(1)

I. THE AUTHORSHIP.
The authenticity of the Epistle to the Ephesians was

firet attacked by Schleiermacher and Usteri.Since that
time there has always been a minority of scholars rejec-
ting the Pauline authorship of Ephesians.Thus De Wette
considers it only a "verbose amplification" of the Epistle
to the Colossians (4), and the work not of Paul but of an
imitator, a pupil of the apostles. Baur finds that the
letter is full of Gnostic and Montanist thoughts and ter-
minology (5), and therefore places the epistle into the
second century when Gnostic speculation had taken shape
and become known.Baur finds Gnostic thought expressed in
such phrases as: /47q Tor q/vq ToU WoGwou Tourou(23);
3% Tors qiwaiy 7Tors a'//e/o Xo «éyors (2, ’7} Ao 1Y

G vay (3, 7), Tau dl tyes Ty Alwywy (3 2"/}, U ”)"f""f“’q
700 TR 7fq’rT4 6)’ Tqun’ A n,aau/.osr’ou(/ z3j,ﬁuﬂnpwmns(/,/d,
Tf/aas 74 q/uqs /Jos Tds ffodﬁ'/ds (4, /'?// Tolafrafm,la.s

7o f”“( 700 9?00 (3/0_}, and words like /—ol/ff?rﬂld‘/ fo%q
wafls (1,8.9;3,3.9). These are some of the passages

most insisted upon by Baur.An investigation shows that

when fairly interpreted,these pmssages are not inconsis-

tent with Paul's usual phraseology and form of doctrine.

Thus the phrase //9’7’4\ fa;f d'/’u“frd 70U /r’vff,a,ou foéfou/
"according to the time of this world", that is, the pre-

sent time, speaks of the time from the Fall to the coming (8)

s, ’ /
of the Lord.The accent is on 70v [/leGwovu 7TouTov,

(4) International Critical Commentary.
(5) Baur, Paulus II, 25 (from Zahn,Einleitung, Pg.357).

(8) Stoeckhardt, Epheserbrief, Pg. 118.
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The phrase & Y Tors g1 sy To%s f"lfe/a)’o/os’yo:s":ln the coming
times", designates the coming eternity after the end of
the world. So also &Vb'ﬁg; vf27ray "from ancient time",
means from the beginning of the world,as in Luke 1,70:
"By the mouth of his prophets since the world began".

In this way also the FY”FLJ;uLﬁsln 1,10 is explained

88 meaning " the fullness or completion of a particular
time". The 7A47pw.cq in 1,33 denotes the contents,that
which fi111s the contents,not the filled obhject (id,qued
Tem implet,quo aliquid impletur,and not id,quod impletur (7))
and is not to be taken absolutely as the Gnostics do,who
refer it to the intellectual world.Also the phrase i?g}
Tds qpxas, Tpos 743 e?ouwéq 70 Toos Itorkonpd7opas(8,12)
makes no reference to Gnostic speculation - notions of
intermediaries between God and the world.The whole pas-
sage is translated, "We wrestle against principalities,
and authorities, and against the world-rulers of the dark-
ness of this world", Our battle therefore,is against the
demons and spirite that belong to the super-sensual,
transcendental world. The air and atmosphere which we
breathe is not the real provincd of these demons (8).
Finally, the words,wufrnlfwr, do ¢c/q ,and yﬂ\fﬂs ,do not
necessarily contain Gnostic thoughta.J”UVTﬁ}:¢/ usually
refere to God's plan of providing salvation for men

through Christ,which was once hidden,but now is revealed;

(7) Stoeckhardt, Epheserbrief, Pg. 109.
(8) Stoeckhardt, Epheserbrief, Pg.254.
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(IV)

7o ;ﬂi’q is a knowledge of the divine plan,previously
hidden, of providing salvation for men by an expiatory
death of Christ. It is "the knowledge of the &ivine plan
of salvagion long hidden and now revealed" (9).The word
yrafVS signifies intelligence,knowledge,as in 3,19:Christ'sa
love to ue surpasses our knowledge of it". We find "wis-
dom and knowledge" stressed also in the Letter to the
Corinthian Church,where there was certainly no Gnosticism.
Even the more liberal critics now acknowledge that there
is no developed Gnosticism in this &pietle, and it is
generally accepted,that i%¢ is more probable that the
Gnostics borrowed some of the terms of the Epistle to the
Ephesians,and used them to suit their own purpose,

Other scholars rejecting the Pauline authorship are:
Weizs#icker, Ewald, Holtzmann, Renan, Schwegler, Davidson,
Oone, Moffat, Dobschittz, Pfleiderer, Clemen, Scott, and
von Soden (10).The following arguments are advanced against
the Paulinhe authorship of the epistle: a).The ¥ocabulary
argument,especially the use of too many Hapaxlegomena;
b).That certain words and terme are used different from
those usually employed by Paul; c).That the epistle con-
tains an anti-Pauline type of thought and an entirely
different language from other epistles; d).That it contains
compounde, comparatives, and superlatives; e).That special

doctrine are stressed,which Paul usually passes over lightly;

(8) Intro. to Eph. Expositor's Greek New Testament.
(10) Hayes, Paul and His Epistles, Pg.397.




o)

f).That the epistle sets forth the Church as an outward
organization and that it was therefore written later;
g). That the similarity besween Ephesians and Colossians
indicates that Ephesians is a later interpolation of
Colossians; h). That the words & 2&%%%@/ in the text
definitely concludes the arguments against the Pauline
authorship, for, because of internal reasons, Paul could
not have written the @pistle to the Ephesiané?}That looks
like a very formidable array of arguments againet the
Pauline authorship. We shall take these arguments up
8ingly and see upon what kind of a foundation they rest.

One of the arguments advanced against the epistle al
's the vocabulary argument.This happens, however, to be
one of the weakest arguments that can be advanced against
the authorship of any book. To support their argument,critics
advance forty-two Hapaxlegomena,and thirty-nine words which
occur elsewhere in canonical writinga/but not in writings
recognized as Pauling. The Epistle to the Colossians as
well as the Pastoral Letters are not taken into account
in this computation. Dr. Salmond eaye to this:"At the most
the number of these Hapaxlegomena is not proportionately
greater than in some of the acknowledged Pauline Epistles (119.
In Gglatians there are thirty-three words that are used
only there and nowhere else in the New Testament; in

Philippians there are forty-one; in Second Corinthians there

are ninety-five; and in Romans there are no than

(11) Salmomi, Intro. To Eph. Expos. Gr. New Test.















(xx)

with Caesarea. 3. In Caesarea Paul did not have the hope
of a speedy release, which he has in thie epistle, because
from Caesarea he flirst appealed to Caesar and had to

await the outcome (Acts 25,12). And finally Zahn says:

"'he simultaneous mission-work of Paul and his co-workers
Timothy, Luke, Aristarchus, Epaphras, Demas, and probably
Tychicus, who were with him presupposes a large city"(31),
and Caesarea was not so large.

Indeed the circumstances of the captivity suit Rome
much better than Caesarea. The majority of sholars have
always taken th; epistle to have been written from Rome,
and Caesarea seem to be out of the question. If the epistle

was written from Rome, the date of writing is between B80-62.

IIT. TO WHOM ADDRESSED.

Again there are several theories that must be consi-
dered. The three most important are these: 1, That it was
originally addressed to the Laodiceans. 2. That it was an
encyclical letter addressed to a group of churches in
Asia Minor, 3. That is was addressed directly to the
Ephesian Church.

There are several scholars who have held that this
epistle was originally addressed to the Church at Laodicesa.
Thie idea originated with Marcion in the second century.
Grotius, Bleek, Harnack, and Baur followed his lead.

Marcion gave the letter the caption "To the Laodiceans",

(31) 2Ahn, Einleitung in Das Neue Temtament, S.315.
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but was rebuked for doing so by Tertullian. Marcion's
reason for doing this was the fact that Paul mentions

an epistle coming from Laodicea in Col.4,16. Besides
Tertullian, also Origen and Clement of Alexandria objected
to this.

Another reason usually given to establish Laodicea
as the destiny of the epistle is found in the fact that
some of the older manuscripts do not contain the words
éy ??ﬁﬂ{o’@/ . The three manuscripts mentioned by Dr.
Stoeckhardt as not having these words are Am. B, and cod. 87.
Dr. Stoeckhardt however, slso says, thatgxahas the words
added by a later hand (32),that B has the words added
in the margin, and that cod.87 originally had the words
but that they were struck. Even if the words were not
originally in the text, that does not give anyone the
authority to put " Laodicea" into the text, since none
of the older manuscripts have the greeting "To the saints
which are in Laodicea“; Moreover, that Paﬁl should send
greetings to the Laodiceans through the Colossians (4,15)
is quite incompatible with the idea that Paul wrote an
epistle to the Laodiceans at the same time., Zahn and
others therefore argue that Paul is speaking of a cir-
cular letter Cpl.4,16, which was not directly addressed

to the Laodiceans, so that Paul éould not very well send

greetings in it, although it was also to be read at

(323) Stoeckhardt, Epheserbrief, S.12.
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Laodicea, This circular letter they identify with Ephesians
and explain the eituation in this way that they say: Paul
and Tychicus entrusted Onesimus with the Colossian Epistle
wWhile Tychicus went to other churches with the encyelical
letter.

The following are the arguments used to defend the
eéncyclical idea: 1.The words EY'Z?Qﬁﬂf%/ are not found
in certain manuscripts. 2. The apostle says,that since
the time thet he has hea®d of their faith and their love,
they have been an object of thanksgiving and prayer for him,
which indicates that Paul himself had not previously been
working at the churches addressed. This cannot be said of
Ephesus. 3, In Chapter 3,2 Paul speaks to the Ephesians as
though they knew nothing of his ministry. 4. Only through
the reading of this epistle, according to 3,3, could the
readers get a preper conception of what Paul understood
under Christianity. 5. The Epistle has such an impersonal
~@haracter that the Ephesians, among whom Paul worked for
three years,could not have been the receivers of the @&pistle.
8. By accepting this theory it is explained why Paul did
not mention the pereonal missionary to the Ephesians as
he does in the case of the Cplossians,for there were dif-
ferent missionaries at every place where the epistle was read.
7. Paul addressed his readers as Gentile Christians,and

there certainly were Jews at Ephesus.
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That again seem to be quite an array of arguments
against Ephesus as the congregation to which this epistle
was addressed. But let us consider the arguments one at
a time,

The words ‘EY ‘£¢£'(a_l are not found in certain manuscripts
mentioned before. Zahn says:"According to his explanation
of Eph.1,1 Origines did not read the words there, although
he did not doubt that the epistle was addressed to the
Ephecians"(33),According to Dr. Salmond, Basil, when
saying that the words are absent "speaks not only of the
ancient copies themselves, but also of the tradition of
the men who were before him"(34),and describes the clamse

—~

as being in both cases simply Tors é,HBIJ Tocs 0Tt Y

Nal  WaTiis v Apcrrw Inded. Zahn aleo saye:"1f

the words Er’ﬁﬁWékq/belonged to the text,Paul would have

placed 7o<s o"T/ﬂV Er f{ﬂéo’ydifferently, either before &/l;u

as in Rom.1,7; Col.l.2 or after Xpsor«o/ as in Phil.1,1".(35).
In answer to the omission of the wordes &£V "Egde'fa{

we note that all the manuscripts (J(, B, and cod.87 excepted)

have the words, and so also the translations. The whole

ancient church accepted it as addressed to the Ephesians

(Kanon des Muratori, Irenaeus, Clemens Alexandrinus, Ignatius).

And Zahn, who argues very strongly for the encyclical char-
acter, himself agrees, that the &pistle was universally

accepted into the collection of Pauline letters under the

(33) Zahn, Einleitung S. 345,
(34) Salmond, Intro. to Eph.Expos. Pg.230.
(35) zahn, Einleitung S.345,
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t1t1e7/700\,; JEéﬂfft/ousin the second century. Zahn likewise
admits that Origines did not doubt that the epistle was
addressed to the Ephesians. “t any rate Origines is con-
cerned with the words Toc_; o?;e‘,/in his explanation,and
does not show that the words &Y :5'¢c'0‘¢y were not there.
Although Basil seeme to have known of manuscripts in which
the words were not #ound, he himself, according to

Dr. Stoeckhardt, accepted the letter as addressed to the
Ephesians(368). The historical evidence therefore is
strongly in favor of Ephestis. The corrections in the
manuscripts ¢\m, B also speak in favor of this.The other
argument, that the words ought to have a different position,
does not seem to be a/ftrong point, and the following
parallels show that 02'/07/ is always followed by the name

of the place to which the letter is addressed: /?om /, '7' rﬁ'ﬂ

N

Tors 0udIy Ev Pw;«n q')/d”hfpu 9{04; k)n:ors 4;!0'6 ‘
/6’07 /24 77; EM/()no’;q Jou 8600 7’71 oua‘n EV /(Of“'aw

L)JIGJ'MEVWS = - & Oof I T'n c’A’A’)nf: 700 €00

A /
7:'?7 o:/o"p £y /\/a/o;rﬁw vy Tois 0({/011 7073 00[// g
Er 2’))7 Tn AXQ"({,’ @41/.2. Td/.s c/«/()nﬂq’u

7)7‘.‘5 Fq)q '7'/‘,“5' /JAZ // i//;‘rl)’ TOIJ eralé EY
/

v
X/Jlo’Tc:] I neoo Tots ovriy Ev ¢Ll¢f;rou
< £
P 1 fploes Al TilToTy
Ca /, 2 T‘ou Ev /(olocfrdr.r r £

dde)d?ofs €y X,Ofa‘rw' / 7795.5 o Tn GI(r)an ﬂtffdr\or(/((a
These introductions show that Ot/(n’ without the name of the

place would be unique. The omission also brings on all manner

(38) Stoeckhardt, Epheserbrief, 8.30,
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of exegetical difficulties. Exegetes have tried to trans-
late it thus:"To the holy ones, which are also believers",
or "the holy ones, which are also faithful", or "the holy
ones, which are in reality sof or"the holy ones,which are
found there"(37). But these explanations fail to give any
meaning to the text. Although this difficulty is put

aside by accepting a blank space in back of o”;f/f , Which was
later to be filled in, yet that notion is also untenable,
It is not likely that Paul would do such a thing. At any
rate he would have mentioned the fact, 1f this were to be
an encyclical letter, as he does in Galatians 1,2 and

2 Corinthians 1,1.

A=nother argument advanced in favor of the encyclical
idea is this,that,as in the case of the Colossddns (Col.l,3-9)
the apostle says, that sincéd the time he has heard of
their faith and their love,they have been the object of
thanksgiving and prayer for him (1,15f). This argument
is easily met and has little wéight, for, as previously
said, these words may just as well refer to constancy in
faith,since the time that the apostle had last seen them.
In Philem.5,Paul uses the same words "Hearing of thy love
and faith, which thou hast towards the Lord Jesus, and
toward all the saints", and Philemon had been converted
by Paul himself. If he can use that expression in the ease

of Philemon,why shouldn't he use it also in the case of

(37) Stoeckhardt, Epheserbrief S.18.




Ephesiane? Besides it muet be remembered that years had
bassed since Paul had left Ephesus.

Those in favor of the theory that Ephesians is an
Encyclical letter say, that in chapter 3,2:"1If ye have
heard of the dispensation of the grace of God which is
glven me to you-ward", Paul speaks to the Ephesians as
though they knew nothing of the fact that he had received
charge over them also from Ged, but that they had only
recently received it from hearsay. This was not the case
in Ephesus. However, these words do not exdlude the pes-
8ibility that they had heard concerning it from Paul himself.
He seems to be referring to his work in genéral during the
last few years among the Gentiles.

It is further said that the words in Ephesians 3, 3:
"Ye may understand my knowledge in the mystery of Chriatj
show that only through the reading of this letter the
readers could get the proper conception of what Paul
understood under Christianity. These words, however, show
only that through this letter the Ephesians were to receive
understanding of the mystery that the Gentiles had aceepted
Christ, and had become fellow-citizens with the saints
and of the household of God.

Probably the strongest argument against Ephesus as
the destiny is the impersonal character of the &pistle.
He does not make mention of his own work among them,although

in Acts 20,31 he describes himself as "ceaséng not to warn
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every one day and night with teare" during the space of
three years. Here he seemingly has forgotten all about
those years and about his own affectionate farewell from
the elders of Ephesus at Miletus. On the contrary, as
critics say, Paul even speaks of their conversion to
Christianity as of something with which he has had no
connection (1,13;4,20), just as he does in the case of

the Colossians (Col.l,5f.23;2,6). In the passages usually
referred to, however,.Paul speaks of the hearing of the
Word of God, and he again nowhere excludes the possibility
of’having heard it from Paul himeself. It does seem strange
that Paul would under those conditions lay sjuch little
stress upon his personal work among them and that he would
close the epistle im such a general way. But there are
those also, who affirm that the epistle is not so imper-
sonal after all. Alfordfor example,says:"The epistle is
clearly addressed to one set of persons throughout, coexis-
tiné in one place, and as one body, and under the same
circumstances"(28). The letter might be taken as being
more general, because it was not written at white heat
against some special error, but has a wider range of
thought and places greater emphasis upon the supremacy

of Christ. But even if we addept the statement that the
epistle is very impersonal for a congregation like Ephesus,
that does not go far in offsetting the weight of evidence

both external and internal, which points towards Ephesus.

(28) Quoted from Jamieson, Fausset and Brown Commentary (Eph.).?
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Several other arguments for the encyclical theory
Temain to be answered, It is said, that by accepting this
theory, it is explained why Paul did not mention the
personal missionary to the Ephesians, as he does in the
case of the Colossians (Col.1,7), namely, because the mis-
8lonaries were different in each place where the letter
was read. But the fact that Epaphras was with Paul and had
informed him concerning the conditions at Colossae explains
the mention of the missionary in that case. An argament
8 little harder to meet is the fact that Paul addresses
his readers as Gentile Christians. This, according to
critics, seems to be the only distinction between these
readers and others (2,1f.11f; 3,1-13; 2,17-24). In several
places Paul indeed addresses his readers as Gentile
Christians, but there is no reason to assume that he does
not address those as well, who were brought over to
Christianity from Judaism. Outsidd of Palastine the Jews
were in the minority, as a rule, and so undoubtedly also
at Ephesus,The passages in question apply to the Jews as
well, for they too are reminded of their former condition,
when they were uncircumcised in heart in spite of their
circumcision of the flesh.

The arguments for the encyclical theory wsre first
advanced by Archbishop Usher and this theory is not quite

generally held by modern scholars. Among those holding
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the theory are Beza, Bengel, Reuss, Hofmann, Zahn, Noesgen,
Haupt, Ewald, Barth, Feine, Neander, Harless, Olshausen,
Ellicott, Hort, Gedet, Salmond, Sabatier, Findlay, Hayes,
and others. According to their arguments Paul must have
gent an encyclical letter to the churches of Asia Minor to
the exclusion of Ephesus, for they include only those
congregations of the Province of Asia, which Paul had not
previously visited.They fail to tell us, however, how
é)/ E{/sd’w got into the text,if that were the case.
Other, as for example Hayes, include Ephesus. Hayes explains
the situation this way:"Tychicus would land at Ephesus,
and the church there would read the epistle first. Then
Tychicue would carry the letter to Laodicea and leave it
there while he hastened to Colossae. The Colossians were (39)
asked in their Epistle to send to Laodicea for it", This
might be the most natural explanation if the encyclical
theory were accepted, however the arguments in favor of
this as seen from the above are not very weighty.Over against
this we have the testimony of the ancient mamuscripts, the
universal testimony of the church (Marcion excepted),and the
testimony of the epistle itself, that Paul addressed this
épistle to the congregation at Ephesus.

To sum up: The most natural conclusion still is,
That Paul himself wrote this epistle during his captivity
in Rome and addressed it directly to the congregation at
Ephesus,from where it was added to the Canon as the pro-

prerty of the Universal Church.

T 7.
Fi , Ups 5

(39) Hﬁyes;-Pahl and His Epistles, Pg.400.
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