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"It would be part of his strict Jewish training that he should
pay the prescribed visit to Jerusalem at the feast (John 7:10):
and he would there bocome .I'muiliur with the megnificent liturgy
of the Temple, and would lay the foundation for that love of
public and private prayor within ite precincts vhich was one

of his best-lmovm characteristics in lator 1life,"?

Such a training would mold the character of James along
dofinitely religious lines, To him the Law of God together
wlith the ceremonies of the Jewish relizion would mean every-
thing and bo placed foremost in his life. The many apocryphal
stories and legendslO with their fictitlous ndditionc to the
kernel of truth around vhich they are bulli are unanimous in
picturing Jame:s the Lord'!'s brother in just this way. HRendall
has summed up all this matorial verv well in the following de-
seription of Jomes: "IIii unshorn locks, his sparse attire,
his unrenitting disceiplines of public prayor, made him a notable

and picturesque if'igure at the central shrine; none could ques=

by the Law, The Sabbath, the synagogue worship, the feasts
and fasts, purification, tithes, all the morzal and ceremonial
ordinances of the Law of the Lord--theze were the things on
vhich a just man bestowed a loving care, and in vhich he pre=-
ferraed to do more than was reguired, rather than the bare
ninimm insisted on by the Rabbis, It was in a home in which
righteousness of this kind was a characteristic thot St. James
waes reared, and in wvhich he became Imbued with that reverent
love for the Law which makes hfl."i even more than St. Faul, to
be tho ideal !llebrew of Ilebrews,!"

9, Ibid,.

10. & good collection of this material on Jame: hias been
guthored by Rorpes, ope. ¢it., pPp. G4ff.
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tion his consistonecy of life, his dovoutnezs in observance,
his fidelity to the traditions of Isracl, his passionate
desire for relizious unity and peace,.'il

This picturo ‘of the choracter of James 'its very well
with wvhat wo know of him from the illew Tostament. In the Gospels
James it mentioned by name only in Ilatt. 15:55 and i1z, 6:3,
but it is feir to assmme that the brethren of Jesus referred
to in other passages include Jomes, Thus he would have gone
alonz with Jesus, ils nother and His diseiples in tho begimning
oi' Christ's public ministry {rom lazareth to Capernaum (JIn.
2:17). lio woas no doubt included in that sad pronouncement
viilch Jesus made afver Hls rejoction in Hazareth: "A prophet
is not without honor, bui in his ovmn country, and among his
own kin, and in his own house" (ilk, 6:4). Iie was also no doubt
among the brethren vhon they urged Jesus to attend the Feast
of Tabernacles and heard from Jiim those words of rebuke (Jn.
732ff.)e In this account the Apostle John significantly adds,
"For neither did his brethren believe in him,"

Thic last statement of John, tragic and sad as it was,
is nevertheless just vhat we would expect of one rearcd sas
James had been, To his mind it was impoassible for the Fharisees
to be wrong., Porhaps at first he was simply bewildered at the
‘'opposition of his brother to these religious leaders and at

many of the strange nevi teachingn which he had heard from Ills

11, G.H. Rendall, Tho Epistlo of St. James and Judaic
Christianity, p. 28,
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lips. Iilow could this brother be what lle claimed to bs in view
ol iiis attitude toward tho established religion? It 1= thore-
foro not wnnoetural to find James refusing to believe in Jesus or
evon taking a decided position against Iiim.12

This unbelief on the part of James and of the other brothers
of Jesus also explains the words of Jesu: to i3 mother, while
IIle gz on the cross, It has often been asked why Jesus did
not give Ilis mothor over into the keeping of her own children
(or adopted ones) rather than to John., Thore is no difficulty
here, hovever, if we remembe'z' the unbelief.of thoze brothors.
Lven as Jesus had once remarked that Ilis brethren were those
vho heard the Vord of God (Iuke 8:21), o Ilo now gave over His
mother to tho keeping of iIis beloved di.:sc::i:_cle.:":'5

Soon after the Ascension, however, the bLrothren of Jesus

12, llarlc 3:21 is anothor passage talkon by meny to refer to
the attitude of the brothers oi‘ Jgsus to Ilim (ui'. Gould!'s conl-
ments on the meaning of oi 7a ) avTO¥, a8 used hors by iark,
in The In‘i,er-natlonal Critica ormentary. lie lmintaln" that

the reforence to "his mothor 1is brother= " v, 31, is merely
a resuption of the thought of V. 21,). this passage does

rofor to the members of Iiis family, 1t is ad:‘:ed proof of the
negative attitude which they took toward Jesus and ilis teaching,
Rendoll's comzont on this paszage 1s also worthy of note.

lie says: "Among the figures of the Apo=tolic ape, Jame:z 1s the

most tenaciously conservative; and wien at the outsot of Iiis

ninistry Jesus broke with the orthodox tradition, challenged

the onactments of the Law, consorted with publicans arid sinners,

declared the Son of llan lord also of the Sabbath, and proclaimed

the coning of' the Kingdom in terms of catastrophic change,

James could put no other interpretation on his conduct than

'He is boaide himselfI" (Op. eit., p. 18.). :
15, This 1= the viev of zeveral commentoators on this apparent

difficulty. Cf., ©.3.y Plumier, op. cit., p. 355.
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are mentioned especially with the disciples (Acts 1:15f.).
Vhy the sudden chanze in their attitude? Ilo doubt the fact
of the resurrdéctlon, that occurrence which had changed the
feariul diseiples into fearless missionaries who could speak
out boldly to the Jewish leaders of Jesus as the Christ, also
had itz effect on the brethren of Jesus. In the case of James .
nany conmentators point to 2 special reason., They find the |
clue to this change in Paul's great resurrection chapter (I Cor.
15), vwhore, in listing tho appesrances of the risen Lord, he
sayz, "After that he vas scon of James" (v, 7).1%

llothing else deiinite 1s knovm of this appearance,ls
but '5:‘:19 results are well-lmoun. This appearsnce is all the
nore significent because Paul mentions it. Chrlst had appeared
to him personally on tho foud to Damascus and had changed him
Ifrom a zealous persecutor into a fearless preachor of the ’
resurrection, To .I'aul therefore this appesrance to James of
the risen Lord wvas vory sipgnificant. To a large extent his

life and that of James had run parallel. BEach could truly

14, "That this Jomes means the Lord!'s brother, and head of
the Church at Jerusalem, is clear, because, vhen the Epiztle
was vritten the son of Zebedee was dead, and the son of Alphaeus
was unknovn to Gentile Christians. They knew of but one James,
the ono whose authority was so highly venerated, and the only
one vhom St, Faul mentions by nome" (Farrar, op. c¢it., pp. 290f.).
15. The apocryphal Gospel of the liebrews has the following
aceount: "low the Lord, \'Emn'ﬁa'ﬁid given the cloth (sindon
to the sorvant of the prlest, went to James and appeared to |
hin, and said after a vwhile, !'Bring hither a table and bread;? i
and Ile took bread, and blessed 1t, and brake it, and gave it
to James the Just, and said to him, 'ily brother, ealt thy bread
now, for the Son of Iian hath risen from among those that sleep!™
(Guoted in Farrar, op. cit., P. 291.).
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say that he was "a Ilebrew of ilebrows," trained in tho religion
o’ the Fharisoes and dotermined to defend it., Doth had looked
with disfavor upon the apparsnt break wvhich Jesuz had made
with vhat they considered the prevailing ceonservastive religious
thought, Bubt this very Jdesus had a place for both of thew in
the building of His kingdom. Mor the fiory Paul lay tho task
of bringing the Gospel to the Gentilen; for the pletistic James,
rooted ac he was in the 0ld Testament relipgion and cuntoms,
that of bridging the gep between the 01ld and the Iew Covenant.
Thus, as God had ghangod the unwilling lloses and the timid
Joroemiah 11:1‘&:0 twc; of Iils greatest leaders in order that they
might carry out the specific tasks in their rospective ages,

no Chrint appeared to Ilis brother and through that appesrance
chansged him, o longer iz he among the oppononts of Christi-
anity but inctead among its strongest supporters. In fact,

in a very short vhile he assumes a loading role in building
the Clmurch, Thus Feter roport: to him af'ter the anmel had freed
him from prison (Acts 12:17), Later he presides over the
Council of Jerusulem (Acts 15:15ff.), and suggests a solution
oi the problem to those vho were present (ve 19). Again at
Paul's last visit to Jerusalem he reports ezpaecially to James
(Acts 21:18), Paul also mentions him in Galatlans as the only
Apostle e::cepi: Peter vhom ho haéd visited, vhon he was in Jeru=-
gsalem three yoars aftor his convorsion (Chap, 1:19, classes

him with Peter and Jolm as one of the pillars of the Church
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(Chap. 33 9)16 and montions him once more in connection with
Peter's wavering in his Christien litorty (Chap. 2:11fif.).
Theso refercnces clearly show that he quickly assumed a
position of leadoership in Jorusalem as tho head o’ the Church
there and thus agree with the traditions which had grown up
around him as bishop of Jerusalem. They also give us added
clucs to his choracter, clues which are valuable in determining

the authorship oif the Lpistle of Jomes.L? Twms at the Council

16. Concerning this passage Hendall remarks: "The verrs
conf'irmed his spiritual title, and when A.D. 48 Paul went up
with Barnabas from Antioch to receive their comnission to the
ientlles (al., 2:9), he actually gave Tirst place of the three
chief 'pillars' of the Church-=-James, Fster and John,--to the
nnme Jomes" (Up. eit., p. 19).

17, There are alsc valuable clues ifroz the point of view of
loncuego, Ve Ul Oostorley (in The Bxpositor!s droolc Tostament,
U, Hobortson iilcoll, od., Vol, |

IV, P. 992) has drawm up & very
intorcsting compurison betweon this lpistle and the words of
James at the Councll of Jerusalen., Ile lists the following
points ol conbacts: i

"(1) The sclutabtion, x&ipeiv , Acts 15:23, Jas. l:l; this
i‘orr(.i is found elseviiers in tho I?ow&Tgs'bmmnt‘ ori'_l.:,r in Actz 25:26,

2) The words, TO KANIv Ovoumd T EmckAnfer B9 yuds, in
Jas, 2:7, which can only be _pwt\.ﬂmedl in the T:"é%, Testoment,
by thoue in Acts 15:17: i@ ovs EWiekANTU TO dvomd mov €’
dUTOVUS o i :

S) T™he occurrence of the word ovoMd in a special pregnant |
sense, Jas 2:7, 5:10,14 and Acts 15:14,26: this is not used
elsevhere in the liew Testament in quite the same sense,

(4) The pointeé allusions to the O0ld Testament, which are
characteristic of St. James! speech, viz., fActs 15:14, 16=13,
21, also play an important part in the Jpistle, or at least
in certain paris of it, 5 ’

(5) ‘e affoctionate term 46 €Agos, vhich ocours so often
in the Hpistle (1:2,9,16,19; 2:5,15; 3:1; 4:11; 5:7,9,10,182,
19), is also found in Aects 15:138,25;3 especiallyanoticagblo is
the verbal identity between Jas, 2:5, droVodTe ader@ol’ uov, |
and Acts 15:13, Hvdpes LdeAPol dKoVEdTE Mov. ,

(6) Other verbal coincidences are: EmickenT:adii, Jas, 1: ,1
27, Acty 15:14; sl and dSidTnpeiv as, 1327, Acts 15:20; |
R cTPEQPEIV, Jas, §:1§,30, Acts 15:19; &ydwyss, Jas., 1:16,19;

2:5, Acts 15:25,"
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of’ Jorusalem he spescks as one vho is used %o having his words
listened to (Acts 15:15,19). Ile shows his Imovledge of and
love for the Sceriptures by his guotution of Amos 9:1l. Ie
appeals to Seriptures as the basis for the suggestion he 1s
about to nake, Though he was steeped in the 0ld Testament,

he sees that Christ has freed men from the ceremonizl Law,
Yor that renson he will not require the Gentiles to he circun-

ciaed.la

Howover, he does lay down certain principles which
he considers necessory and binding (Acts 15:20), ¥His actions
at this Council show that he understood well that Christ had
turned the Law into a "law of liberbty" (Jas, 1:25).

Cn the othor hand, James was still tied to the old customus,
as vore nmany of the early Christians, Thus abt Paul's last
visit to Jerusalonm (lcts 21) he advises him to perform certain
cerenonies in order to placate the Jewlsh-Christians, This
same atiitude also shows itself in the referonce Faul makes

to those vho claimed they had come from James in Jerusalem

to Foter in Antioch (Gal. 2:11ff.). Perhaps they were exagser=-

18, Rendall's romarks about this decision are once more very
well taken. Iile says: "James, seconding the appeal of Feter
(A, 15:137T.), threw the full weight of his influence upon
the side of Gontile immnities from the yoke of rigorism, not
excopting the rito of circumcision itself, As abt their first
start, 'remeuber the poor! (Gal, 2:10) had been his parting
benediction, so now to him the criterion of conduct, ol spiri-
tual fruits, of Christian behaviour and fellowship, were suf-
ficient to weigh dovn the scale. Apart Irom moral doterminants
he was ready to accept such compromises, ceremonial, institu-
tional or disciplinary, as served best to meet or relieve the
situation" (Ibide., Pe 19f.)e



ating the position of Jaresl® in thoir statements to Feter,

but their presence and the offect of thelir words show never-
theless that James still considercd the Jevis to bo a special
class soparate from the Gentiles, This is 2lso borne out by
the apocryphal sccounts which picture him as esteemed by Fhari-
sees as well as by Christien Jews for his pilous life.

There remain two luportant points to consider in discus-
sing the author of this Epistle: one is the approximante date
at vhich it was written by himj; tho other, the way in wvhich
thin Spilstlo reflects all that we know gbout James the brother
of the Lord in such a woy that it iz the most powerful proof
of' tho authorship and authonticity of this letter, In conside
ering the last of these two polnts, the simple superseription,
"James:, a servent of God and of the Lord Jesu:z Christ, to the
twelve tribes vhich are scatbtered abroad, greeting," is of
great importance. On the surfacec these words seem to claim
no rnore authority for thoir author than he might have as "a
servant of God and of the Lord Jesus Christ." There is no
nention of Apostloship, as in so many of the other Epi.stles.go
Just the word 'James! is all that 1s piven to identify its
author in the minds of those Jewish-Christians to wvhom the

19, Rendall seems to feel that these men were honestly
representing the position of James at this time (Ibid., p. 19.).
Plumser also admits this possibility, op. cit., p. 6. CI, -
also Zahn's view, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 104,

20, Cfe, O.fH¢g-Rtom, 1l:l; I Cor, 1:l; Gal, 1l:l; Zph, 1l:1;

Col, 1:1; I Tim, 1l:l; 2 Tim, 1:1; Tit, 1l:1; 1 rYet, 1l:1; II
Pet. 1l:l.
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letter wos addressed. Ieot this nome was considored sufficient
by the writer to glive authority to tho Ipistle., 1Who else could
this be but James, the brothor of tho Lord and well-lmovn head
of the Jerusalem Church?2l liany of these Jewlsh-Christians--

though thoy were senttered throughout the neighboring countries--

no doubt still made thelr pilprimages to Jerusalem for the
feasts and there came under the influence of the quiet, unas-
suning, yet poweriful porsonality of this great man. To them
hisz name without any special claims to position woulé be suf-
ficient to give the Zpistle authority. Thus this simple supeor=
seription definitely roflects the authority and position of

James the bishop and Jerusalem and testifies to his suthorship.

21, Hendall says: "From the form of salutation one inference
alone scems possible, that the Epistle purports to be the viork
of James, brother of the Lord, who after the withdrawal of Feter
succecded to the headship of the Christian believers in Jeru-
salem: , « o Ione other could be noted by the simple autlhiori-
tative 'James,'! . « . Apart from Faul and Peter, no fizure in
the Church of the first dayse plays a more substantisl part
upon the historic and legendary stage than Jawmes, first 'Bishop!
of Jerusaleom, That the Eplstle claims to proceed from him
seens certain--and that claim won 1ts way to zradual acceptance
in the liest as well as in the East, and wos probobly a deter-
nining factor in securing canonicity" (Cp. cit., pp. 11f.).

This is also the geneoral view of several other men.

Veiss says, "In calling himself simply Jemes and describing
himself only as a servant of God and of the Lord Jesus Christ
(1:1), his self-designation would only be intelligible to- the
readers on the supposition that he was the Lord!s brother,

who by his authoritative position at the head of the Church in
Jorusalem possessed such pre-eminence- that it was not necessary
%o distinguish himsolf from others of the same name" (Op. cit.,
Vol, I, pe 112.). Bven Enslin, wvhile denyinz that the boolk
was 'wvritten in Apostollc times, has to admit that its "author
intended for it the authority of this great man of the past,"
for "if vwritton aftor the first period of Christianity was over,
the nention of James with no further qualifications would
naturally havo suggested but one fipgure™ (Op. cilt., P« 553.).

e e e -
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Secondly, the Epistle is alszo what wo would expect from
the ven of a man with the training, character and personality

which James hed., %o wuy nmind no onse has polnted this out nore

clearly and concisely than Hendall, Ior that reason I am teking

the liberty to quote him somewhat exitonsively on thias subject
in the Tfollowing pages. Concernins the positions taken by
Jazmes at tho Council of Jerusalem and again at FPaultls last
visit to that city, Rondall says: "The incidents, though dis-
commoectod, yleld a consistent vhole, and reveal a tompor and
personality with vhich the main tenor of the dplstle, alike in
its utbterances and 1lits reticencs:, falls into natural accord,
It has been impuzned as religious opportunism. But the spirit
of Christian toleranco, one may almost say of statesmanship,
lies alwvays open to this charge; and it was the essence of
Judeic Christlanity,"2<

Ilc also discusses the tone of the Spistle, especially
the fact that at times it is Aifficult to tell vhether he is
addressing Jews or Jewish-Christians, Ie says:

In the Bpistle it is often hard to say vhethor

the writer is addressiap himself to Christians or

to Jews; the language and thought accomodate ther=

selves to both, becaouse to the author each: God-

fearing Jew was a potential or an actual Christian.

In this natural blend of Jowish plety and Christlan

consecration lay the qualifications for leadership,

which enabled him for twonty years, A.D, 42-62, to

preaide over the Church at Jerusalem, andé to command

the reverence of all Jewish Christians or Christian
Jows who flocked thither in attendance at the ammual

22. Rondall, op. cit.,; pP. 20.
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