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GENERAL PREFACE

The original Tyndale Commentaries aimed at providing help for the
general reader of the Bible. They concentrated on the meaning of
the text without going into scholarly technicalities. They sought to
avoid ‘the extremes of being unduly technical or unhelpfully brief ’.
Most who have used the books agree that there has been a fair meas-
ure of success in reaching that aim.
Times, however, change. A series that has served so well for so

long is perhaps not quite as relevant as it was when it was first
launched. New knowledge has come to light. The discussion of crit-
ical questions has moved on. Bible-reading habits have changed.
When the original series was commenced it could be presumed
that most readers used the Authorized Version and one’s comments
were made accordingly, but this situation no longer obtains.
The decision to revise and update the whole series was not

reached lightly, but in the end it was thought that this is what is
required in the present situation. There are new needs, and they will
be better served by new books or by a thorough updating of the old
books. The aims of the original series remain. The new commen-
taries are neither minuscule nor unduly long. They are exegetical
rather than homiletic. They do not discuss all the critical questions,
but none is written without an awareness of the problems that
engage the attention of New Testament scholars. Where it is felt that
formal consideration should be given to such questions, they are dis-
cussed in the Introduction and sometimes in Additional notes.
But the main thrust of these commentaries is not critical. These
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 E P H E S I A N S

books are written to help the non-technical reader understand
the Bible better. They do not presume a knowledge of Greek, and
all Greek words discussed are transliterated; but the authors have the
Greek text before them and their comments are made on the basis
of what the originals say. The authors are free to choose their own
modern translation, but are asked to bear in mind the variety of
translations in current use.
The new series of Tyndale Commentaries goes forth, as the

former series did, in the hope that God will graciously use these
books to help the general reader to understand as fully and clearly
as possible the meaning of the New Testament.

Leon Morris

Ephesians 10 july:Layout 1  23/10/08  15:13  Page 8



AUTHOR’S PREFACE TO THE FIRST
EDITION

Some of the New Testament Epistles have had few outstanding
commentaries written on them in English in the past hundred years.
This is not so in the case of Ephesians. Our study of this Epistle is
enriched by the judicious work of Armitage Robinson, Westcott and
Abbott on the Greek text, the invaluable practical expositions of
Findlay and Dale, and most of all by the work of Bishop Handley
Moule whose work always offers the uncommon combination of
careful scholarship and devotional application. To these and others
(teachers and preachers as well as writers) I have been indebted con-
stantly, and I realize that this has been the case often where I have
not been sufficiently aware of the source of my indebtedness to
acknowledge it.
In the Introduction there is some attempt to study briefly the

problems associated with the peculiar nature of Ephesians, the
Epistle’s relationship to other New Testament writings, its author-
ship and original destination. These questions, however, interesting
as they are, appear to be less important for the understanding of this
Epistle than is the case with almost any other New Testament
letter. Therefore, I do not regard the Introduction as the most
important part of the book. Doctrinal teaching is given in the Epis-
tle without the direct application to the problems of a particular
situation which we find in an Epistle such as Galatians; we have
moral precepts without that reference to the peculiar problems of
a church which we have in the Corinthian Epistles. Therefore, it is
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 E P H E S I A N S

the study of the language and thought of the Epistle itself that will
lead us most deeply into the writer’s understanding of the glory of
God in Christ and of the high calling of those who themselves have
come to live in him. Sir Edwin Hoskyns once asked, ‘Can we study
a language, and awake to the Truth? Can we bury ourselves in a lex-
icon, and arise in the presence of God?’ Many have found that they
can indeed in the case of the words of this Epistle, which Coleridge
called ‘one of the divinest compositions of man’.

Francis Foulkes
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AUTHOR’S PREFACE TO THE SECOND
EDITION

When the first edition of this Commentary was written nearly
twenty-five years ago, I commented on the wealth of outstanding
writings on Ephesians. The time since then has seen the publication
of further significant works in English, the major two-volume work
by Markus Barth in the Anchor Bible and others in standard series,
including those of F. F. Bruce (New International Commentary on
the New Testament ), G. B. Caird (New Clarendon Bible), J. L. Houlden
(Pelican New Testament Commentary) and C. L. Mitton (New Century
Bible). The work of John R. W. Stott, The Message of Ephesians
(The Bible Speaks Today series) offers a fine blend of attention to
exegetical detail and concern for application of the teaching of
Ephesians to our contemporary situation.
There have been important studies on the background to the

letter; in J. C. Kirby’s Ephesians, Baptism and Pentecost there is a stress
on the liturgical, in other works close comparison with the lan-
guage of Qumran or the language and thought of Gnosticism.
Scholarly opinion continues to be divided on the question of the
authorship of the letter and, for the most part, recent works offer
only a fresh arrangement of the old arguments one way and the
other. A. van Roon has written a major work, The Authenticity of Ephe-
sians, defending the Pauline authorship. On the other side, the major
new work has been in the form of suggested situations in which the
letter may have been composed if it were not Paul’s own.
I have tried to grapple afresh with the questions associated with
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the authorship and original setting and destination. It remains my
conviction, however, that these questions are less important for the
understanding of this letter than is the case with most other New
Testament documents. It is the study of the language and thought
of the letter that matters most, as I argued in the preface to the first
edition.
This revised edition of the commentary uses the Revised Standard

Version as base, but other translations are referred to frequently.
Francis Foulkes

 E P H E S I A N S
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INTRODUCTION

. The nature and teaching of the letter

As we begin to read the Letter to the Ephesians, we find that it opens
in a way similar to the other New Testament letters that we recog-
nize as Paul’s: ‘Paul, an apostle of Christ Jesus by the will of God,
to the saints…’ As we continue, however, we findmany features that
make it stand out as different from the others. In the first place, apart
from the fact that it speaks of Paul as privileged to be a minister of
the gospel of the grace of Christ (:–), and in consequence
of his ministry imprisoned (:; :; :), and of Tychicus as the
bearer of the letter (:–), there are no other personal references,
no greetings, no reminiscences, no messages to or from individuals
such as have so large a place in the other letters which we know as
Paul’s. Furthermore, there are apparently no specific problems,
either doctrinal or practical, that have given rise to this letter, and
have to be dealt with in it, whereas all the other Pauline letters are

. For the purposes of this Introduction, those letters which bear the
name of Paul will be referred to as the Pauline letters.
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written to deal with particular issues and definite situations that we
can assess from the letters themselves.
In many respects Ephesians reads more like a sermon – in some

parts more like a prayer or a mighty doxology – than a letter writ-
ten to meet some special need in a church or group of churches. It
is like a sermon on the greatest and widest theme possible for a
Christian sermon – the eternal purpose of God which he is fulfil-
ling through his Son Jesus Christ, and working out in and through the
church. It is like a sermon, but the medium is the written word and
the appeal is addressed to readers (:). This fact must stand against
J. C. Kirby’s suggestion that the basis of Ephesians is liturgy, liturgy
associated with Baptism, with Eucharist and with the Christian
celebration of Pentecost. It seems wiser to say that the language of
liturgy – of praise and prayer, related to the great central themes of
Christian faith and worship – is used, but the form that we have is
epistolary. We have doxologies (:– and :–) and prayers
(:– and :–), Old Testament quotations and at least one
extract from an early Christian hymn (:), but in the setting of a
letter with a specific, if widely scattered, readership.
One thought is allowed to lead on to another throughout the letter

without constant reference to the situation of the readers. Chapters
 –  are principally the doctrinal elaboration of the great theme, and
chapters  –  teach what should be the practical consequences of
it for human life and relationships. There is, however, no clear-cut
division between doctrine and ethics, but rather an intimate linking
of the two throughout.
After the initial address and greeting (:–), there is praise of

God which begins with God’s eternal purpose for his people and
continues in reference to adoption, redemption, revelation and rec-
onciliation; and to the work of Father and Son is added that of the
Spirit now and as assurance of the future (:–). Thanksgiving, in
particular for the readers of the letter, leads to prayer that they may
have God-given wisdom to know the reality of their hope, the
riches of their inheritance and the unlimited measure of the power

 E P H E S I A N S

. In Ephesians, Baptism and Pentecost.
. See van Roon, pp. –; cf. Käsemann, pp. –.
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available to them; and since that power is made known in Christ’s res-
urrection and exaltation, the prayer closes with reference to what it
means that Christ is ‘head over all things for the church’ (:–).
The next section (:–) deals further with the meaning of redemp-
tion, life for those dead in sin, salvation by grace, a re-creation of
human lives for the glory of God and as a demonstration of his great
love. The further consequence is that since life and reconciliation are
offered to all without distinction, the previously irremovable barrier
that separated Jews and Gentiles is broken down. Both are brought
into membership of the same body, built into the same living temple
in which the Spirit of God dwells (:–). Such thoughts lead nat-
urally again to praise and prayer, but first the privilege of Paul’s stew-
ardship of the gospel is celebrated. In fresh terms the all-embracing
purpose of God is described and in consequence it can be stressed
that there is no need to lose heart in the face of suffering (:–).
The prayer then becomes a request for inner strength, for love, for
the very ‘fullness of God’ (:–) and praise that such a request
can be made to one ‘able to do far more abundantly than all that we
ask or think’ (:–).
The exposition of such a majestic divine purpose leads on to the

challenge ‘to lead a life worthy of the calling’, and this not just in indi-
vidual terms. Humility and forbearance and love are required because
there is a unity to be maintained (:–). Yet in that unity there is
diversity: all members have gifts for the building up of the body and
for its growth even ‘to the measure of the stature of the fullness of
Christ’ (:–). There is obligation to put away all of the things that
belonged to the former way of living, ‘alienated from the life of
God’, and to ‘put on the new nature’ (:–). Some of the things
to be put away are detailed – dishonesty, anger, stealing, evil speak-
ing, bitterness. In their place there must be integrity, generosity, the
willingness to forgive, and, supremely, love, ‘as Christ loved’ (: –
:). All impurity and self-seeking are to be laid aside, all the ‘works
of darkness’ – to ‘walk as children of light’ means to follow ‘all that
is good and right and true’ (:–). Christian life involves doing ‘the
will of the Lord’, being ‘filled with the Spirit’, and finds expression
in songs of praise and in thankful hearts (:–). Interpersonal
relationships – people ‘subject to one another out of reverence for
Christ’ (:) – are an essential part of that Christian living: husbands

I N T R O D U C T I O N 
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and wives (:–), children and parents (:–), slaves and mas-
ters (:–). Finally it has to be realized that a spiritual warfare is
involved – the principalities and powers of evil against the people
of God whomust stand firm and strong in the armour God supplies,
with a constant dependence on God in prayer (:–). Thus, with
reference to Tychicus, the bearer of the letter, and with a final bene-
diction, the letter closes (:–).

. Destination

From the second century this letter was received almost universally
under the title ‘to the Ephesians’. But there is evidence that the title
is not truly original, and is, at least to some extent, a misnomer. The
oldest manuscript of Ephesians that we possess, the Chester Beatty
papyrus of about AD , and the great fourth-century codices
Sinaiticus and Vaticanus, and certain other authorities do not have
the words ‘at Ephesus’ in :. Marcion in the mid-second century
refers to this letter as the letter to the Laodiceans. This may have been
because he had a copy with ‘at Laodicea’ inserted in : or, more
probably, it was a deduction from the reference to the letter ‘from
Laodicea’ in Colossians :. At least there are no obvious doctri-
nal reasons why he should have said it was written to people other
than the Ephesians if such was the original title. The evidence is
complicated at this point in that the second-century Muratorian
Fragment on the Canon refers to two letters, one to the Ephesians
and one to the Laodiceans; but when we come to the third century
we find the great biblical scholar Origen saying that the words ‘at
Ephesus’ were not in the manuscripts that he knew. Tertullian,
about the same time, accused the Marcionites of tampering with the
title but he made no reference to the text. Basil and Jerome in the
fourth century make it plain that the best manuscripts they had did
not include the words.
If we could think of the letter without these words in : and

without a title, we would have to admit that there is no clear evidence
from the contents of the letter that it was sent to Ephesus, and a
good deal that suggests that it could hardly have been addressed
simply to the church in that city. For three years Paul had lived and
worked in Ephesus (Acts  and :). When in particular we

 E P H E S I A N S
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consider the very moving way in which Paul addressed the elders of
the church of Ephesus in Acts :–, we may well ask whether
he could have written a letter to this church without reference to the
time he spent there, without mention of any aspect of the situation
in the church, and with no personal news of any kind. Instead the
letter was written as if many, at least, of his readers were not well
known to its author (:; :; :–). The evidence of the nature
of the letter as a whole strongly supports the textual evidence of :
that this letter could hardly be a message written by the apostle Paul
simply for his many friends and converts in the church of Ephesus.
Thus there are two questions that we must try to answer: To

whom was the letter written? and, How did it come to be known as
the letter of Paul to the Ephesians? Neither question can be
answered with certainty, but there are a number of suggestions that
have been made.

a. It was not sent to a particular church, but to any Christians who
might read it. Some have argued that : makes sense without the
words ‘at Ephesus’ or any similar place reference, reading ‘the saints
who are also faithful in Christ Jesus’. This is difficult grammatically;

‘faithful’ is hardly an expression that, added to ‘saints’, requires
such emphasis as is given by the article, participle and the linking
‘and’ together (tois ousin kai ). The parallels in Romans,  and 
Corinthians and Philippians point almost inevitably to the conclu-
sion that there was originally a place-name in the verse. Moreover,
there are passages that obviously were written with specific readers
in mind, even if they were readers in a number of different churches
(:ff.; :–).

b. It was sent to a particular church, but the address and personal
greetings were later omitted so that the letter might have a more gen-
eral use. It then happened to become attached particularly to Eph-
esus. The greatest difficulty about this suggestion is that in most of
Paul’s letters there are marks all the way through of the situation and
the people to whom they were addressed. We could not remove the
marks of the destination merely by removing the greetings and the
address. This fact stands in particular against the view of Marcion

I N T R O D U C T I O N 

. See, however, the commentary on :, p. .
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that the letter was sent to Laodicea. It may be added that Colossians
: speaks of a letter ‘from Laodicea’ and not simply ‘to Laodicea’,
and indeed Paul would hardly have given greetings to particular
Christians at Laodicea in Colossians : if he had been writing
another letter to them at the same time.

c. It was sent to a number of churches in a particular area, prob-
ably the Roman province of Asia. Internal and external evidence
provides much to support this view. There are two forms of this sug-
gestion. One copy of the letter, it is supposed, was taken round to
the different churches, and a gap was left for the bearer to fill in the
name as he went. Against this it has been argued that such an expe-
dient cannot be paralleled in ancient letter-writing, but the answer
can be given that ‘so simple and common sense a plan does not
require to be justified by precedents’. Alternatively, it is suggested
that there were a number of copies of the letter each bearing a dif-
ferent place-name. The copy addressed to Ephesus then became the
letter accepted, because Ephesians was the most important church.
If this were the case, however, it is strange that there is no trace of
any other place-name in the manuscripts that have come down to us.
The most cogent objection to the view that the letter was written to
a group of churches in the Roman province of Asia is that we have
several New Testament writings that were sent to a group of
churches – Corinthians, Galatians,  Peter, Revelation – but in each
case the fact is made clear in their introductions. Why could not these
churches of Asia have been addressed in such a way?We cannot give
an answer to this question, except to say that the idea of a messen-
ger putting in a different place-name as he reached each of the
churches is not an impossible alternative as a manner of addressing
them all.

d. Lastly, it has been argued by many in recent years that this
strange uncertainty about the destination of the letter, considered
together with its other peculiar features, provides evidence in sup-
port of the hypothesis that Paul himself did not write Ephesians, but
that it came from the hand of another after the apostle himself had
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died. To this issue of authorship we must now turn, and first of all
consider the relation of Ephesians to certain other New Testament
writings.

. Ephesians and Colossians

Without fear of contradiction it may be said that there are more
numerous and more sustained similarities between Ephesians and
Colossians than between any other two New Testament letters. It is
said that, with varying degrees of similarity,  of the  verses of
Ephesians are found in Colossians. There are different categories in
which the parallels between the two letters should be considered.
The plan and argument of the letters are similar. Both begin

with a doctrinal section that shows forth the glory of Christ and the
grandeur of his purpose; both proceed to apply this to personal life,
and both move on to similar exhortations concerning human rela-
tionships. Within this framework there are whole sections that are
very much alike. In the early part of the letters (:ff. and Col.
:ff.), in similar but by no means identical language, the writer gives
thanks for the readers and prays for them; but admittedly this is a fea-
ture common to many of the Pauline letters. Of more significance
is the way in which both deal with Christian living, speaking of put-
ting off the old nature, and putting on the new (:ff. and Col.
:ff.). The ‘walk’ of the Christian is dealt with in both letters, the
duty of thanksgiving, and its expression in praise and song (:–
and Col. :–; :–). There is a close similarity in the instructions
to husbands and wives, to parents and children, slaves and masters,
though the Ephesians passage (: – :) is fuller than that in
Colossians (: – :). In the writer’s request for prayer for himself,
there is in both cases a reference to his bonds, and to the mystery
of the gospel to be made known (:– and Col. :–), and there
is a similarity also in earlier references to the apostle’s commission
to make known the mystery of the gospel (:– and Col. :–).
The parallels cannot be coincidental, but they are not such as one
would find where a writer was dependent on another written record
before him. They can only be explained by the assumption that the
mind of the writer of Ephesians was full of the thought and expres-
sion of Colossians.
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Furthermore, both in the sections already referred to, and also vir-
tually throughout the two letters, there are many parallels in expres-
sion, parallels more numerous than we find between any other
Pauline letters, parallels which demand an explanation in terms of
some special connection between Ephesians and Colossians. It is
impossible to deal with these parallels here, but a few examples can
be taken. In the following cases we have words or expressions that
are not found in other Pauline letters, but are in both Ephesians and
Colossians: the fullness of God or of Christ (:; :; :; Col.
:; :); alienation from God or from his people (:; :; Col.
:); redeeming the time (:; Col. :); being rooted in Christ or
in his love (:; Col. :); redemption specifically interpreted as ‘the
forgiveness of sins’ (:; Col. :); the word of the truth of the
gospel (:; Col. :); forbearing one another (:; Col. :); cov-
etousness defined as idolatry (:; Col. :); forgiving one another
even as the Lord has forgiven (:; Col. :); the joints of the body
being knit together and the increase of the body in consequence
(:; Col. :); the giving of ‘eye-service’ as ‘men-pleasers’ (:; Col.
:). In respect of teaching it seems as if the great doctrinal state-
ments of Colossians are assumed, and then there is built on them
those doctrines which are the special emphasis of this letter. In
Colossians we have a great exposition of the place of Christ in the
universe; this is assumed in Ephesians but this letter goes further to
show the cosmic significance of the church in fulfilling the great
work of Christ. In Colossians there is emphasis on the reconcili-
ation of men and women to God through the cross of Christ. In
Ephesians, as we have seen, this is taken for granted, and we have
the further truth of the reconciliation of people one to another
through the cross in the body of Christ which is the fellowship of
reconciliation.
Finally we must notice the references to Tychicus as bearer. In the

parallel passages that we have noted in the two letters, there are
hardly ever more than a few words in succession that are identical.
The exception to this is the reference to Tychicus at the end of each
letter. Here we have twenty-nine words in agreement between
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Ephesians and Colossians. This is the only strong case for literary
dependence (:–; Col. :–), and we seem forced to the con-
clusion that either the same writer wrote the two together or else one
writer for some special reason copied the words of the other.
This particular parallel needs further consideration, but apart

from that we must say that the similarities between Colossians and
Ephesians are such that they cannot be accounted for by saying that
one is copied from the other. On the other hand, the parallels are so
extensive and detailed that they cannot be explained as stemming
from the common language of the early church, or even simply as
coming from the mind of the same author. Whatever conclusions
we may reach about the authorship, there is manifestly a special con-
nection between the two letters. For a very long time it was accepted
that the explanation of the features we have described was simply
that Paul wrote the two letters at about the same time. He wrote the
letter to the Colossians to meet a particular situation and danger in
the church at Colossae. Then with his mind still working over the
theme of the greatness and glory of Christ, but moving on to con-
sider the place of the church in the purpose of God, he wrote Ephe-
sians, this time without the limitation of any polemical aims. The
greater measure of identity between :– and Colossians :–
could be accounted for by the supposition that the apostle wrote the
two conclusions together when both letters had been written and
were about to be despatched. In the last hundred years, however, the
Pauline authorship of Ephesians has been vigorously challenged, and
it has been argued that the similarities (and differences) between
Colossians and Ephesians are best accounted for by the view that
Paul did not write Ephesians, but that someone else, whose mind was
full of the thought and expression of Paul’s letters, and especially of
Colossians, wrote at a later date in his name and imitating his work.
Even the virtual identity of :– and Colossians :– is
explained in this way. J. L. Houlden puts it that ‘such a crisis of
authority’ was ‘facing the Church that desperate measures … were
justified to keep it afloat; only the voice of Paul sufficed. Let it then
ring out in tones as authentic as could be contrived.’
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The investigation of this view requires a more careful consider-
ation of the nature of the similarities between the letters than we
have so far made. Opponents of Pauline authorship have pointed
out, in particular, that although there is a great similarity in the
words and phrases used, at times the same word or expression is used
with a very different connotation. For example, although the same
word ‘mystery’ is one of the key words of both letters, in Colossians
(:) the ‘mystery’ is ‘Christ in you, the hope of glory’, in Ephesians
it is that the Gentiles are fellow-heirs with the Jews (:, ). In
Colossians (:) reconciliation is between humanity and God,
whereas in Ephesians it refers to the harmony of Jews and Gentiles
in the one body of Christ (:). In Colossians (:) Christ is
spoken of as the ‘head [kephale-] of all rule and authority’, while Ephe-
sians (:) speaks of him as head of the church. (But here we
should note that Colossians also speaks of him as head of the
church, in :.) Then there is the word oikonomia, a word used only
once in the New Testament other than in Ephesians and Colossians;
in Colossians : it is argued that it has the sense of stewardship,
or an assignment given to a steward fromGod, but in Ephesians :
and : it is rather a plan or arrangement of God that the word con-
notes. (It must be admitted, however, that the use in Ephesians :
is very like that in Colossians.) Then we may compare the expression
of Colossians :, ‘love, which is the bond of perfectness’ (RV), with
that of Ephesians :, ‘the bond of peace’.
Some have concluded that the same person could not have writ-

ten both letters because differences of such a kind would not be
found in the same writer. This very phenomenon of little differences
and great similarities has, however, seemed to others most strongly
to support the conclusion of Pauline authorship. Barry, for ex-
ample, observing that ‘the similarity is almost mingled with clear and
characteristic difference, marking an independent coincidence’
and that ‘identical expressions occur again and again in entirely dif-
ferent contexts, and in different degrees of prominence’, argues:
‘These are exactly the phenomena we may expect when two letters
are written at the same time to churches neither wholly identical nor
wholly dissimilar in character, and under the guidance of distinct, yet
complementary, ideas. They are wholly incompatible with depend-
ence or deliberate copyism.’ A more careful study of particular
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words and phrases than we can give here is necessary in order to
make a fair judgment. Some of the expressions are studied from this
point of view within their context in the Commentary proper (e.g.
see on : for ‘mystery’). We may only note here that in many cases
the use of terms in the two letters differs in precisely the same way
as we have found their doctrine to differ.
Mitton argues further, from his careful comparison of the two let-

ters, that frequently one Ephesians passage corresponds to two
passages in Colossians (e.g. : and Col. :, ; :– and Col.
:, ); the reason for this he alleges to be that the later writer auto-
matically linked in his mind two Colossians passages with which he
was very familiar. Mitton’s argument could fully be met only by an
analysis as careful as his own. It does seem, however, that it could
be countered by a number of examples where there are two Ephe-
sians passages that correspond to one in Colossians (e.g. :,  and
Col. :; :, : and Col. :–; :, :– and Col. :). At
least there is no decisive argument concerning authorship here; but
in justice toMitton it must be said that he considers the matter along-
side what he believes to be a similar phenomenon found when
Ephesians is compared with other Pauline letters. To such a com-
parison we must now turn.

. Ephesians and other New Testament writings

a. Other Pauline letters
Comparison of Ephesians with other Pauline writings reveals cer-
tain features which have been taken as evidence against the Pauline
authorship of the letter. Mitton, for example, finds three such fea-
tures. In the first place he sees a conflation of the content of pas-
sages from other letters in Ephesians, as we have noted already in his
argument about the relationship with Colossians. Nothing but an
equally detailed argument could answer that of Mitton, but once
again it is possible to find examples where there might be said to be
two Ephesians passages conflated in another letter.
A second argument of his in fact involves such a parallelism
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