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AUTIIOR'S PREFACE

The writing of this study on the Authorship and Canon-
icity of' tho Eplstle of James has proved to be of great wvalue
to the guthor. It has done rmech to make me underctand and
appreciate better than before the meaning and messape of this
short yet important Dpistle in the llew Testament. I sincerely
hope that this thosis willl likewise provo of value to ém};' who
night reada it,

I also wish To express xny appreciation to the two porsons
vno had :'.ruch' to do with the v»riting of this thesis., It is to
I, Y, Arndt that I owe theo thanics for suggesting the topic
to ne, Also %o him"I owe, as a result of his course in Iliew
Toastament Introduction, the Intorest vhich pronpted me to
chooso a topic.in this field of study. Furthernore, I wish
to aclmovledge the kind holp of FProf, llartin Fronzmonn in
the actual writing of tho thesis., Iils suggestions as to the
sourece materinl which might be used and of chanzes which should

be made were of great value to me.
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TITRODUCTION

The primory aim of this thesis is to establish, as far
ac that can bo dono, the basis for the canonicity of the
Bpistle of James. That problom really involves two quections,
In tho first place, doos the Lplstle come from Apostolic times?
I it dooo not, then the problem is imsedlately settled, and
the Hplstle doss not belong in our Bible. On the other hand,
if it does come from Apostolic times, who iz mesnt by the
simple suporscription "James, a sorvant of Zod and of our Lord
Josus Christ"?

To find an ansvoeor to the former questvion the first chapter
discusses the testinony of the early Church for and against
the Hpistle, It tries to show that the misgivings concerning
tho authenticity of James con be explained and that Janes was
Imorm and used even in the -earl:; Christian era. The third
chaptewr, which deals with tho literary relationship of this .
Zpistlo to the rost of Sceripture also supplies evidence that
Janes comes from Apostolic times and is therefore gemine.

The second chapter atienpts to answor, as bezt as that

is possible, the question of authcrship. +his is a problem

which can never be solved with absolute certainty, unless we

viere to find added matorial from this early period of Christi-




vi

anity. llevortheleoss, certain things in tho Epistle point %o
onc oif the persons called by the nome of Jame: in the llew
Tostament. Thls chapter, thon, concerns itself with the
Internal evidonce for the avthentielty and authorshin of the
ipistle. ;

ilmen has been written on the Lpistle of James, both for
and agninet its cononieitvy. Some have objected to it because
off the late date at which 1t is mentioned as well as the mise
givings vhich ore voiced about it vhen it does appeor in the
writings of the Church fathers, Others have objected to it
because of ite language and style, Still othors, like Luther,
Lave objected on a purely doctrinal basis, claiming that its
toachings are not in harmony with the rest of Seripture.
Thore is, therefours, a real problom here, In fact, Scott goes
so fer as to saoy:

There is no writing in the Ilew Testament on

vihlch critical opinion has varied so widely as

on this Epistle, According to one view, it is

the esrliest of the liew Westrment books; accor-

dins tc another, it is the latest. Sone writors

heve accloimed it as noarer than any other book

to the genulne teaching of Jesus, while some have

naintained that it is not Christian at all, but

a Jewish tract to viiich a few superiicial touches

have been added, so as to adapt it to Christian

use, Others would deny that it is distinectively

Jouich, Thoy argue frcm a mmber oif its phrases

and turns of thought that it was_originally the
work of a Greel: ethical toacher.

1. Ernest {indlay Scott, The Literature of the liew Testa=-
nent, p. 210,




CIAFTER I

Tos TESPIiONY OF THE ANCILSNT CHURCH

It is not until several hundred years after the times
of the Apostles that we find actual refeorences to the Zpistle
of James, bui there arc allusions to it--some apparent and
others not so apparont--in the writings of the early Christisn
era., The earliest of these allusipns aro found in the Spistle
of Clement of Rome to the Christlans in Corinth,

Clenent of llomo was one of the earliest bishops of the
Church in the etermal city, having lived at the turn of the
first century. It is cquite definite that he wrote a letter
to the Christians in Corinth (Imovn both as the Filrst Epistle
of Clement and as the Epistle of the Romans to the Corinthians)
during the time of his episcopate. "IHegesippus tells us that
it was written in the time of Domitian., If we refer to his
reign the calamitles spoken of, we get for our date A.D, 93,
or o year not 1ong after."! Dr, Xleist in the introduction
‘o his translation of the Epistle of Cleuent also places the

date of Clement around the same time, Ile says concerning-

1. A, @I, Chartoris, Canonicity, p. xi.




Clement s "iis ovm term of office rmst have fallen somevihore
botween the years 92 and 101,"% Thus this lottor of Clement
is one of the oldest--if not the oldest--of the early Christ-
lan writings outside tho canonical books, Its testimony in
regard to any of the Ilew Testament books is therefore very
valuable,.

tthat does Clement lmow of the Dpistle of James? There
are no definite roferonces to this epistle at all. Lven the
allusions are not certain. ¥et they are worth looking at,
since 1t is concelvable that they do point to a kmowledge of
the contents of the Epistle of James on the part of Clement.

The first of' these alluslons occurs in Clen, 10:1,
There we read: "Abreham, called the Friend of God, proved
faithful in being obedient to the words of God."® The important
vords hore are, "ADRALAII, CALLED TiZ FRIZID," A similar phrase
oceurs in 2 Chron, 20:7; Isa, 41:8; and James 2:23, In order
to understand vhy this passage 1s clted as a possible allusion
to James, we must look at these passages a little more closely.
In 2 Chron. 20:7, Johoshaphat speoaks of Abrsham as the friend
of Godes In the Septuagint Abraham is in this passage called

T@ Apamnuevy gov ("the one who was loved of God")., Isa, 41:2

2. Johannes CQuasten and Joseph P, Flumpe, eds., fdAncient
Christian liriters, lio, 1, tfhe Epistle of St. Clement of Home
Trnaty

and of St. lIg us of Antiocli, pe. J.
3. Tho transiation ol quotations taken from the Lpistle of

Clement is that of Dr, {lelst, as found in Quasten and Plumpe,
eds., OP. cit.

i



also spealks of Abrahan as God's friend, but again tho Sepitu-

agint translatos ABpasu Bv ApdTmes ("Abrahem, vhom I loved").

In contrast o this Clement speaks of Abrahem as "the Friend.!
( _5 _2'_5\_01) « PFurthermore, in Clem, 17:2 we read, "Abrzham's
merit was magnificently a'ttestod, and he was styled a Iriend
of God," Ilere also the Groeek is _2_!_5}_0_5_ e » o To Do ("a friend
of God"), In James 2325 we read: "And the scripture was ful-
filled which saith, Abreoham believed, and it was imputed unto
him for rightecusness: and he was called the Friend of Go;l. "
In this peasege just cited from James the Groek is _ﬂ?_gi Peov,
Zoim also points to these passages in his discussion of allu-
sions to James in Clement. Ie says, "Like James, he (Clement
of Rome) speaks (twice, indeed) of the bestovment of this title
as an historical event 1*:;1021 is not the case in the Cld Testa-
ment reforences, and emphasises the proof of Abrsham's faith
through acts of obedience (x, 1), while in the same connection
(xs 7) he citos Gen, 15:6 quite as 1t cppears in James 2:23,
and recalls similarly the offering of Isaac (x. G6)."4 Thus,
wnlle it is possible that Clement had the other passages in
the 0ld Testament in mind, there is also reason to believe
that he was thinking of the words of James, sinco he uses this
woyd 1Ifriend! and uses it in the way he does.

Another one of these apparent allusions is found in

Clem. 12:1. There we read: "lospitality and faith were the

4, Theodore Zahn, Introduction to the liew Testament, I, p. 134.




reasond why the harlot Rehab was saved,” James also refers
to Lahab as someone vho is an oxample of a truly living faith
(Jas, 2:25), It must boe added, however, that this reference
to Hahab as an echo of is wealkened somevhat by the fact

that the writer of the Zpistle to the Iebrows also mentions

her as an exesmple (Heb., 11:31), though as an example of faith
alone rathor than of a living falth, asz is the case in James
ond in Clement's Epistle.s

i similar srguent to that built around the phrase "Abro-
ham, the friend of God," can also be used in commection with
Clem. 30:2, vhers we road: "Yor God, it is saild, resists the
proud, bui zives grace to the hnmble." This expression occurs
Tirst of all in Frov. 5:54, wvhere tho same words are used in the
Septuapgint as in Clemont, except that kv’gras is used in the
LXX instoead of _9_5_0'i s Which occurs in Clemont and in Jas. 4:6,.
True, those words are also found iIn 1 Pet., 5:5. Thers, too,
_fg_a_’s. is used, and so judging merely from these words we could
say that Clemont could have just as well been quoting from
the First Lpistle of Peter. Iowever, as Zzhn says, "That
in reality CGlement followed James appears from the fact that

imeediately altoerward in xxx. & he writes %'g{o:s J:mro@wm r

5. Zalm also refers to this, ibid., I, pP. 135. There he
tries to show that tho passage In Clement is perhaps a combi-
nation of the reference in Hebrows and the one :Ln James.

6. Zahn mentions a third possibility, namely, "thot in
carly times there may have heen a text of the LXX with a 'ﬂsos !
That could easily have beon the case.



Rel ,_u_'_h Aoyols ["Lat us szoek justification by actions, and not

Just by \-.'ords."]; and it is nmore cortaln that this goes back
to Jas, 2:21,24, since thore, too, woris ar; contrastod with
a Asfgaw {o mere saying that ono has faithn), James 2:14,15,"7
Zahm also points out that the same contrust. is found in Clem,
58:2 ("Lot the wise man show his wisdon not in words but in
active help.").

In any discussion dealing with this problen it is important
to add, as Zohm does, vien he says:

That an admirer of Faul acquainbted vwith his ZEpistles
should venture at all to speslt of justification
through woriic, could hardly be explained unlozs he
vero onboldened by snothor authority. OClement was
nware, oo, of the (apparent) difference between
Taulls type of teaching and James?!, for 1% cammot
but appoar that he was undexrtaking to reconcile
the two when, shorily anftor the reference to Jomes
(:oexe 8), he attributes Abreham's blessing to the
Tact that heo exercised pishteousnezs and i‘idolitg
through faith (ooxi. 2,0 ef. Jom. 2322, , . .), then
maintains that the dovout of all ages have been
Justiried not of thomselves, bui by the will of God;
noi;)t’arough thelr works, but through faith (xxxii.
Zle)e

Cn the basis of those allusions and the othar more remnote
ones® wo cannot sey dommatically that Cleoment of Rome Imew

the spistle of James, On the other hand, they ars part of the

7. Ibid., pe. l34f,

8, Ihid., p. 155,

9. There may also be ecchoos of Jumes 2:321l:; 5:7 in Clen. 253
1-4 (Charteris); of Jus., 2:21 in Clem, 31:2 gllartoris); of

o e - = c » P L] i [) = ~ :I‘
Jage 3:15 1y Glon.33;0, (Chertoripls of Jag. &3 1 Qlgy. 4615
Clen, 29:5 (Zahn).




cumulative evidence that this tpictle was already lmown to
some of the early Christian writors, Thoy arec such evidence
especially vhen considered in the light of the allusions to

the Lpistle of Jdumes in that othor early Christian writing,

Zhe Shepherd of llerung,.

Thiz ancient pleco of Christien literature is a homily
vhich has come down to us from the middle of the second century,
It is o booir of moral teaching rather than & doctrinal disser=
tation, and coninins only one guotation from the liew Testament.
liovever, "there are many passages vwhich may te i‘airil.:r taken as
Techoou! of words and thoughits of the llew Toalament. * Bspecially
are we rominded of Janes, and of Peter, and of the Apocnlypse,
though the worls of FPaul are also frequently suggoested, 'O

Iermas camnot be used therefore as definite proof that

the Hpistle of Jamos: was in existonce at the time of its compo-

sition, llevertholess, the allusions to James are so strilking
and numerous that 1t is difficult o deny that the author of

llemiag was acquainted with the DEpistle of James. Concerning

these allusions, Carr in his commentary on the Zpisile of Juues
has aptly said: "The presence of James' influence in Iermas
appears in a most intoresting way, not so mch by direct quota-
tion as by a pervading sense of his toaching vhich penetrates
tho vhole book, togother with a constant use of his most char-

actoristic terminologzy . . « « o one can read The Shepherd

10. Chartoris, op. Citey Pe XXV

R P p——




without feeling how grent an improzsion the Lpistle of St.
James had made in tho writer's mind."ll Zven Veilss seys
concorning the author of Ilermas, "Ile leans very much on the
iipistle of James."l?

In comnection with the Shepherd of Hermas it 1s inter-

eating to noto the almout perfect agreement among some of the
noted writers in the Tiold of liew Teztament Introduction cone
cerning The influenco of Jdanmes on this work, This agreement

is all the morec significant vhen 1%t is remembered that there

is a wide divergonce of opinion on many of the so-called "echoes”

of James in other early post-apostolic writings. Thls asgree-
ment 18 perhaps best illusitrated by the chart on the following
Paie.

iflovever, lest this chart be misleading because of the

uneny roferencos cited from The llew Testement in the Apostolic

F'athers, it should be noted here that the authors of this worlk
are very cautious--periiaps too much so==in finding references
to James even in these numerous appsrent echoes. In their
book thev have formed four classes of passages according to
thie degree of their probable use. Tho passages quoted Irom
The Epistle of James by them in commection with Hermas are
classified under C! and 'D?!, the two least probable classi-

fications, Thus concerning soue of those refeorences thoy say

11, Arthur Carr, The Goneral Lpistle of St, James, D. X,
12, DBerhard l“ei;Js, A Tanunl of Introduction to the liew

Testament, I, p. 49.
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cautiously:

In the foro;zoing possages there ls sufficient
sinilarity of thought and languasgo to suggest a
literary comexion with James; but some of the
most striking expressions in James are absent
fron Ilermaos, and vherc the language is aimiler,
the connexion of thought is sometimes quite dif-
Torent. The resewmblance, theroefore, is not suffie-
ciont -to prove direect dependence, and nay perhaps
be explained by the use of a cormon source,

Thus those many reforences lose some of their value. Yet in

conclusion to this sectlon on the Epistle of Jemes they say:

"Althoughh the passages vhich point to dependence on James fail
%o reach, vnen taken one by one, a hipgh degree of probability,
vet collectively they prosent a fairly strong case, but we
should hardly be justified in placing the Lpistle higher than
claas G,"14

Perhaps it would be well to look at a few of the most
outstanding similerities betveen these two writings. There
is & certain aguount of characteristic vocabulary or terminology
camuaon to both of therm, As Carr points out, "A significant

instance of thic is the froquent occurrence of Jr’vv-;os, Jl‘wvrr;.

Slyuxetvy, words highly characteristic of St. James but rare
elsevhere,."15 Salmon also refers to the constant occurrence

of Siyvx(d in llermas in the.same sense in vwhich it is used by

15, Tho llew Testament in the Apostolic Fathers, p. 109,
14, Ibid., p. 113.
15. Carr, loc, cit.
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James (Jas, 1:(3).16 Welss likewlso calls attontion to the

"ever-recurring warning against JlW'qui.“l?

Finally, lloffatt,
too, mentions the "repeatod collocations of 61331175:5’ with
prayers"l8 as proof for the dependence of llermas on Jemes.

lie also mentions the "ropocated collocationz of the divine
Mvedua with kargkicedd | | || of bridling and toming . « .,
and a number of minor resemblances."20 Is concludes that these
sinmilarities indicate "not simply a common atmosphere (Hopes),
much loss the dependeonco of James on lernos (Ffleiderer), but

a strong probability that James, like tho Tabula of Cebes, was

knowvn %o the lattoer autlxor.21 Another imporitant resemblance,

as Salmon points out, is the exhortation (ljand, xii. 5.), "'The
dovil may wrestle against you, but eamnot overthrow yous for
i yo rosist him he will flec from you in confusion'"22 (3o

also Velsa, lloffatt, Charteris, The ilew Teabament in the

Apostolic Fathers, Cf., chert.). I-":I.naliy the vhole of liand, IX,
vhich speaks of praying with unwaverin:;; conf'idence, is quite
obviously a comentary on the passage in James which deals with

the same subject (Jas, 1:6-8),

16. George Salnon, An Ilistorical Introduction to the Study
of the Books of' tho ilew Testament, P. 450, :

17, Weiss, loc, cit,

13, James Hoffatt, An Introduction to the Literature of

the ueu Testament, p. 467,
19, So also veiss, and The lew Testament in ithe Apostolic
Fathersz. OCf, Chart,
20, LZoi‘i‘u'i:t, loc. cit.
21, Ibid.
22, Sa]:ﬂon, 015. cit.. PPe 4507,
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Thus it seoms cguite clear that the author of the Shephord
of llemas did know the Epistle of James vhen he wrote his work.
:.:or.oovar, hils use of it seons to Indieate that he regarded it
as Seripture, I that is the case, then all the theories con-
cerning its late date and Hellenistic authorship are, of cource,
inmmedlately proved vrong, It is for that »esason that thesne

-

allusions to the Spistle of James in the Shepherd of Ilormas

aro so Important,

After llormas there aro very few passages in the early
church fathers which could be called achoes of James.2° Ais
Veiss montions ,24 it is strange indeed that these references
aro so scanty after the hook had apparentl- been used so rmch
by theo author of the Shepherd of llermas, There 15; s hovever,
a passazge in tho writings of Iroenaeus vhich is worthy of note.

In his Adversus Isereses he aluo speaks of Abrsham as the

Friond of (od, These words do not necessarily imply acquaint-
ance with the Lpisitle of James, for the expression had by that
time boon used in several othor extant vritings, both Christian
and Jewish, I—Iowéver, the combination of theze words with Gen,

15:6 leads to a verbal reproduction of Jas, 4:25. This could

25, Some of these are listed in Chartoris, op. cit., ppr. 295f.
PFeVells Beneclke in The liew Testament in tho Apostolic Fathers
liste a fow echoes in the psoudo-opigraphic '5 Clement. There
Jas, 5:16 is compared with 2 Clom, 15:1, Jas, 5:20 with 2 Clen.
16:4, and Jas, 5:7,8,10 with 2 Clem. 20:2-4, Zahn alsoo adnlts
the possibility of direct dependence of 2 Clement on Jamoes, esp.
2 Glem. Ot = 433 (Op. eit., De 155.).

24, ''oiss, op..cit., I, p. 95

v rwrwm Iy
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be aceidental, Lut it is morc plausible to assume that Irsnaeus

is here quoting Jmnos.gs
The first definite mentlon of the Spistle of James by

namo is found in the writings of Origen (¢, 185-c, 254)., In

gome of theso pasaa&;osas Origen says the quotatione are the

viords of tho Apostle James or of James, the Lord's brother,

as he is called in the Latin translation of Crigen by Rufims.z?

llovover, as Salmon points out, in one of these reforences

(Corment, in Joann, xix. 6) Origon ™uses, too, o formula of

citation, 'the Opistlo curront asz that of James', . . ., which
suggests that he entertained doubts as to the authorship, n28
rom this it would secen that Origon was fully awere ol the
fact that not all in the Church of his day accepted the Epistle
of Jaues as canonlcsl., 'eiss szeoms to feel that it was Origen
more than anyone else vho turned that tide of doubt concerning
James and the other Catholic Epistles so that they wers soon
alfter his day rogarded acs a closed colleciion of canonical

boolis,. 29

25, Ibide,; I, pe 96, Charteris also cites this passage as
a very significant one, Cf, Charteris, op. eit., p. 295 and
also footnote, p. 292, Also ef, Salmon, op. cit., p. 451,

26, Of, Charteris, ope cit., pp. 297f, for these passazes
In the originsl language. 3

27. Concerning thid Labtin translatlion Charteris says: "The
translator had a way of inserting oxpletlves and title=z, The
Groek is explicit as regards the Epistle of James: it is only
in the Latin that we Iind James called the Lord's brother,"
OPe Clt., P 207,

28, Salmon, op. cit.s; P. 449,

29- ‘t‘."B'].BB, O_D. cit-’ I’ p.‘ 119. +
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That the Eplstle of Jamez was a dilspubted book at this

time is also apparent from the writings of Busebius, DBefore
considoring ‘nis oun position; his reference to the attitude
of Cloment of Alexandria toward James should be mentioned.
Busebius says the following concerning Clemont in I,E, VI, 14:
"Po sun up briefly, he has given in the Hypotyposes abridged

accounts of all canonlecal Scripture, not omitting the disputed

books, == I refor to Jude and the othor Catholic Epistles, and

Darnabas, and the so-csllod ipocalypse of Fotor,"S0 Iiis own

view ie found in L, III. 25. There he spezks of the "accepnted

PRSI « (1 | J ]
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writings" and then adds: "Among the disputed writings Cu".vnlgo;um

vhich are neverthieleoss recognized by many, are extant the so-
called epistle of James and . . . " Agein in I.E, II. 23 he
gpeaks of the martyrdom of James the Lord!s brother and then

sayes

These things are recorded in regord to James,
vho 1s said to be the author of the first of the
so=-called catholic epistles, DBut it is to be
observed that it iz disputed; at least not many
of" the ancients have mentioned it, as is the case
likewizse with tho epistle that bears the name Jude,
vhich iz a2lso ono of the seven so-called catholic
opistles, Iilevertheless we lmow that these also,
with the rost, have beon read publicly 1in very
many churches,

In discussing this subject it is importent to note wvhat

Flummer says concerning Susebius! classification of disputed

30, The translation of Busebius are taken from: The liicene

and Post-licene Fathers of the Christian Church, a llew Series,

Vol. I. llenry Wace and Fhilip Sohall, eds.
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and non=-disputed boolks. Ile shows that this classification
camnot be pressed too far in trying to prove that the Lpistle

of Jdames is not worthy of the name canoniecal., Iic says:

Do not let us formet what the epithet 'disputed,!?
applied to those and ono or two other boolzs of the
llow Testanent, rsally means, It doec not mean that
at the Deginning of the Fourth century Husebius

Tound that theso wirltings were wnlversally regarded
with suspicion; that is a gross a::anr'era;l:i?:ﬁgo?—
tho imoort ol he torm, Habhor 1% moans that these
books wero not universally accepted; that although
they were, as a rile, rogarded as canonlcal, and as
part of the contents ol The llew Tostament « « oy

yet in sone quarters their authority was doubted or
denied, And the reasons for these doubts were
naturally not in all cases the same, « « 'ith
repgard to James, Jude, 2 and 3 John the doubt was
rathor as to their Apostolicity. They did not elaim
to bo written by Apostles, Thers was no reason for
doubtinz the antiaquity or the genuiness of these

four bLooks; but granting that they were written by
the persons vhoso nanes they bore, were these persons
Lpostles? Ané if thoy were not, what was the author-
ity of their writings? « . . Susobius says expressly
that all theso 'disputed! bogks wore 'neverthieless
well lmovn to most people,?d

Tron the time of Busebius the missivings concérning these
"adisputed" books, and tiwus also concerning James, fade more
and more invo the backzground, Janes with these othor books
is looked upon as canonical., Almost all the well-known Chris-
tian writers who followed Susebius accepted the Spistle of
Jones as an inspired boolk belonzing to the Yew Testament, Thus,
"Athanasius, weiting a very short time afterwards (A.D. 326),

nakes no distinetion between acknowledged and dispubed books,

51, Alfred Flwmer, "The Ueneral Epistles of St, James and
Ste Jude," in "The Expositor's Bible, pp. 15f.
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but places all seven of the Cathiolic Epistles, as of equal
authority, immediately after the Actz of the .if‘.pn::::‘i:?!.es.3‘2
Cyril of Jerusalem in his Catechetical Lectv_.re::,ss written
before his eplscopate, 6. A.D. 349, doss the same (Iect. IV.

Xe 506) ."54 Other leaders of the Church around this time who

acceptod the Zpistleo of James include such men as Iucian of

Antioch (martyred 312), Dasil the Ureat, bishop of Caesarea
in Cappadoeia (e, 529-379), Grogory of Hazianzus (c. 330 - o,
590), and John of Antioch (Chrysostom).®® James was also
accepted as part of the Canon by the Council of LaodiceaSt

(I;.D.-SEM) ond the Third Council of Carthege (4.D. 3$7) 57

o2, Cfy iAthan, Onp., Tom, II, p. 98, as quoted in Charteris,
op. Cit., Pp. loif. llore he lists what he calls the Canon of
Athanasius,

S3e Ibid,, pe 19. There Chartoris says: "Those C'books]
vhich Suseblus a few years before had describod as Antilegomena
seom in tho interval to have been accepted by all, Cyril
founds his statements on thoe gonoral agreement to which the
Cimarch had come; and appeals from local or individual pecu=-
liarities to that general consent.”

od, l"lmmner, OPe Citay PPe 16T,

g 35, Ienry Clarence Thiesson, Introcuction to the Tew
Lostanent, pp. 15ff.

o6, "Tho fact that the authority of these booliz was some-
times disputed iIn the third century shows that the verdict
formally given and ratified at the Council of Laodicea (c, 364)
was given aftor due examination of the adverse evidence, and
with a conviction that the doubts which had been raised were
not Justified; and the univernal welcome vhich was accorded
throughout Christondom shows that the doubts which had been
raiscd ceased to exist," =~Flunmer, op. cit., p. l4.

o7. Concerning the decision of this Council Chartoeris very
correctly says (op. cit., Pe 20): "So far as we lmow it was
the first council of the Christian Church which emmerated the
Books of the i,T, Scripture, . . The acceptance of the Canon
of’ the il.T, does not reost on the authority of the corporate
Church,. And it is not as to an Iccleslastical authority that
wo lock back to the Council of Carthage, but we find in its
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Finally, there is the Tesbtimony of the Syrian Church,
as found in the Peshitta. This anclent version of the Syrian
Bible, vhile onmitting the dispubed books, includes the Epistle
of James, At ono Time 1t was thought by scholars that this
version came from the third or even tho second r,-en'lz't.l:t':,r."'-"8
However, Burkiti has showm, as Xenyon points out, "that this
bellef was unfounded, and that there is no ovidence of the
use of this version helore the ifth century, to which the
earliest extant i8S, of it belong."®? Tevertheless, tho very
fact that it omits five of the 8ix "antilogomena" shows that
its foundotions ;30 back to a much earlier date,. : tthile it cannot
thorefore be conclusively mainkained that the early Syrian
Church considered the Epistle of James as part of the Canon,
the fuet that 1t is included in the Feshltta does point to
some oxtent in that direction,

There 1s still ono nore important question vhich should
be answeroed in discussing the external evidence for the Lpistle
of James, If This book was known already at an early date,
at least in some sections of the Christian Church, why did 1t
romain unlmovm in others? In fact, we might ask, "Why was it

not cccepted generally even when it did become lmown?" The

decree a statoment of a well-ascortalned fact--the general
agreecment of tho Church ae to the nature and the mmber of
the Canonical Seripture,

38. Of, 0., liclsg, op.-cit., II, p. 412; Flurmer, op.
cite, Pes 213 Charteris, op. cit., p. 2.

39, Frederic Iienyon, Cur Bible and the Ancient iamuseripts,
P. 163«
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Tull answer to those quesztions deponds to some extent on the
internal evidence, the identification of the recipients of

the letter, and the authorship of this book. For that reason
the answers will become clearer in the next zection, but = few
words are in place horo,

In ansvering the latter question wo rmust romomber that
in at least one sense Jemes is differont from any of the other
boolta of the liew Testament. It is ethical throughout, and there
is a marked absonce of doctrinal teachings. That fact =tands
out very clearly e=pecially in a comparison to any of the
Zpistles of 5t, Taul. Another roason vhy the Churech was so
clow Yo accept . it vhon it dld become Imown was the authority
on wiich it restoed, It did not claim to be written by an
Apostle, True, there woere two Apostles wvho bore the name James,
but thore was roason to believe that neither of them was the
author, If it was written by James the Lord's brother, as
some supposed, was thait onough reason to acceprt it as an insplired
book of the Tew Testament?

There still remains the problem that 1t was little kmown,
ezpecially in the Viest and among the Gentile congregations,.
This, however, to a large extent ceases to be a problem when
ve remomber the circumstances of its publication and the limited
number of' Christians to vhon it was originally writien., As
Vleiss points out, "It was addressed to strictly exclusive
Jewish-Christion elrvcles, in vhose possession it remainesd; and

referred to relations that soon cezsed to have any meaning for

e
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tho groat Gemtile Church."Q It is addrossed to those early
Jewlish-Christians ocutside of Jerusalem vho still moved %o a
great extont within the sphere of Judaism and its teachinzs,

Vo et not forget that there were many such Jewish-Christians,
some alroady from the days of the irst Fentecoct, and others
as a result of the persecutions vhich sczttored them over the
Roman vorld, In fact, mmech of Paull!s preaching, at least in
the begimning, was to Jews. As the various Jewish congreszations
zeinod more and more Gentile menbers, some of these distinci;iv;
Jeviish characteristics vhich had been brought over from the

old religion into tho new faded into the baclpground, Thot was
only natural, Yot not all oi these early congregations did
take on such a cosmopolitan atriosphers. Some remained entirely
Jowish, worshipping in their synagopues, This, too, was to

be oxpected., & parallel can perhgps be found in many of the
German~-Intheran congregations In America which cut themselves
off from the soclety in vhich they existod and retained their
German culture patt.ern and characteristics for quite some tinme.
Tt is to suech isolated Christian groups that this Zpistle,
written to a largo extent in tho tone of Judaism, a letter
from a Jow to Jews, was sent., That explains the reason vhy

it was so little kmowvn in the Gentile congrezations, On
account oi' the very nature of the letter 1t was not of much

interest to them., Likewise the Jews to whom it had been

40, Veiss, op. cit., p« 111 (Vol. II).
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addressod would not po out of their way to mele it Imowm to
the Gontile Christians vhom they poerhaps considered too

" iboral” and from vhom thoy quito generally kept aloof.4l |

41, The guthor is indebted to Plunmer!s excellent discus-
sion of this subject (op. cit., ppr. 19f.).




CHAPTER II
THE AUTHOR OF THE BFISTLS OF JALLS

The external evidence presented in the previous chapter
seens to indicate, then, that this Lpistle comes from Apostolic
ti:a:les.l That is especially true if, as seems rrobable, 1t was
referred to already by Clenent of Rone (br. Chap. I, »p. 1ff.).

Yo have also seen that the Lpistle was quoted with authority :

as coming i'rom someone vho was elthor an Apostle or an associate

of an Apo=tle in such a way That his writing would be accepted

as part of the inspired canon. This narrows the field of

possible authors considerably. j
However, the superscription to the Lpisitle ("James, a ’

servant of God and of our Lord Jesus Christ") still leaves

l. Thore aro, of course, those students of tho liew Taestament
vho will not admit this, Thus Goodspeed says 1t 1s the work
of sono Groel: Christian probebly of Antioch and was no doubt
wvritten in the beginning of tho 2nd century (Sdgar J., Goodspeed,
An Introduction to the liow Testament, rp. 293f.). ioffatt taokes
no dofinite stand but simply saye idormas furnishes a torminus
ad quem for the composition of Jomes (Ope Citey Pe 467.).
- Bcott says, "Some date about the yeer 100 A,D. would seem to
answer bast to all the conditions" (Lrmest F, Scott, The Liter-
ature of tho lew Testament, p. 211l.). Znslin is not So definite,
ior he says, "Ihe evidence scarcely warrants a closer doting
than the vears bLotween 70-125 A,D." (ilorton Scott &nslin,

Christian Bezimnings, p. 553.).
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micl: roon for’ debate as to who tho author actually vas, James
( I«kwpos) was a conxion name awmong the Jews of Christ!s day,
for it was tho noneo of their great patriarch Jacob, Thus this
naxe occur: quite frequently in the llew Testament. 0Of the
several persont-nuamed James? three deserve mention.

There is first of all James, the brother of John, and
one of the three disciples in the immer circle of Jesus!? :f.‘z;iands.
Some have argued that a person 80 singularly favored by Christ
cortainly imst have loft some vwriting behind him (the Zpistle
of Jaues). To this Zahn answers, "There is no evidence that

-

his position wans so commnanding as to render unnecessary any

2. liopes :;ivcu the following list in his introduction to
Jones, p. 955, in The International Oritical Commentary:

(1) Janmes son of Zebedee and Salone, (elder?) brother of
John, included in all four lists of the Twelve, and Irequently
referred to in the Gospels., Ile was beheaded b*r Horod Agripra
I in or beforo the year 44 A,D. (Acts 12:2),

(2) James son of Alphaous, one of the Twelve (L, 10:3; i,
u-l-.’r, —ll\-. G 15’ I{Gts 1 10).

(3) Jamoes, the Lord's brother, So deseribed in Gel, 1:19,
and nentioned in 2:9,12; doubtless the person referred to, =s
having secen tho rison I.ord, in I Cor, 15:7,. Svidently the same
as James who apprears as o leading Christian at Jerusalem in
Acts 12:17; 156:19; 21: 13 . Cr. Lk, 6:3 = iit, 13:b65,

(4) James "the 1es.;" ds ). His mothor was llary, and
he hzv)x a brother Joses (L:':. lo; 240 ift. 27:56, 1dt. 16:1 w Lic.

24:10).
(5) James father (or, very improbably, b'notnor) of Judﬂs,
10 latter being one of the Twelve (’Io-u&u.s Tard fov )
G: 16- faci..s 1:13. Instead of this Judas another naue te:.thor
Thaddaous o Lebbacus) appears in the list in Ik, 35:18, copied
in &, 10: e

(6) James, by vhom the Epistle of James elaims to have been
written (Jas., 1:1).

(7) James brother of Judas (Jude ve 1) by vhom the Epistle
of' Jude e¢laims to have been written.




explanation on his part vy he, and not one of thé other apostles,
should wirite his orinions to the entire Cimwreh, In Acts i.-x11,
_only Peter and Johun arc prominasnt. lorsover, vhen this James
is mei‘ﬂ:io:md, he ls always spoken of as one of the sons of
Zebodeo, or as a brother of John."® Also the external evidence
for his authorship of this Epistle ls almost entirely lacking,
The :;'ba'l:e::mn{: of’ the leshitta (itself dating only from the 5th
to the 8th century) that Thia Epistle is from the pen of the
Apostle Jamen does not at all limit it to James the son of
Zobedee, since eithor the son of Alphaeus or even the brother
of the Lord could be meant by this title, 1;1u1np'bre says the
only other early testimony to authorship by the son of Zebedee
is "a Latin 1S. (Codex Corbeientis) of the Wew Testament, giving
e vorsion of the Zpistle prior to that of Jorome," but he adds,
"the HS, iz not assigned to an earlier date than the ninth
contury, and is therefore of little or no weight as an suthor-
ity. "¢ Vet a fow students of the New Testament have tried to
dofend this theory.d

The view that the other Apostle James, James the son of
Alphaeus, is the author of this Zpistle has also been defended,
though not so ruch separately as through an identification of

S, 4ahn, op, cit., p. 102,

4, B, H, Plumptre, "The Gonersl Lpistle of St. James," p. 6f.,
in The Cambridse Eible for Schools and Colleges, J.d.S, ferowns,
ed,

5. Cfey; ©effey the arguments of Hev, I',T. Bassctt and tho
refutation of those argumenta by Flumptre, loc. cit,, or Goti=-
fried Jiger, "Der Verfassor des Jacobusbriefes," in Zeitschrift
flir die gesarmie lutherische Theolosle und Xirche, 1878, pp.
420fT., for the reasons advonced in support ol James the son
of’ Zebedee as author of this Lpistle.

TiNIrym




him with James the Lord's brother.5 While it is possible that
he vrote this Spistle, nothing at all polnts to that fact as
long as ho is not identified with the Lord's brother, (Cf. foot-
note lo. 6 below), Thus we can dismiss him here without further

discussion,

There romains, then, James, the brother of the Lord and
Lirst Lishop of' Jerusalem, as the last of these three men under

consideration, Ilioast commentators talte the vievi that he is the

6. Such an identiflcation by vhich James tho son of Alphaeus
and James the Lord!s brother "were regorded as o single indi-
vidual, vas nade by Jerome toward the end of the fourth century,
and has provalled in the western church and with modern Roman
Catholic scholars" (Ropes, op. cit., pe. 54). This theory has:
also been held by some Frotestant scholars, espcocially in the
Imthioran Churech (Cf., 0.8., the introductory remarks of J.r.
Lange in his commentury on the Epistle Goneral of James.). It
is based primarily on Paul's words, "Lut other oi the apostles
sav I none, save James the Lord'z brother (Gal., 1:19). From
this passapge it is argued that James the Lord!s brother rmust
have been one of the Apostles. Ilowever, this arpument does not
take Intc account the passages in vhich !'apostle! is used simply
in the wider sense of messonger., Cf., ©.%., John 15:163 2 Cor,
8:23; Yhil, 2:25 (of IEpophroditus); Acts 14:14 (of DBarnabas).
Perhaps also, as will be showvm later on in this chapter, James
hed had a special call and therefore had received the title of
Apostle in the same way in vhich Faul had received it. This
passaze, thereiore, caunot bte cited as conclusive evidence that
James the Lord!s brother was one of the Twelve, Furthermore,
while as a thoory it is possible, the argumonts advanced ageinst
it are quite convincinzg, Thus Zahn passes 1t over with only a
Tov words of reforence, not considering it worth discussing
(Op. cites I, Pe 102), Hopes refutes it (Op. cit., pp. 57{f.).
Plwenor (Ope. elt., ppe 27ff.) shows the dirficulties involved
in this theory and maintains that it camot be held, TFluuptre
(Op. cit., pp. 1O0ff) also comes to the same conclusion, Farrar
(The Barly Days of Clwisi:ianij%, Pp. 270ff,) also discusses
this view. lio concludes wit o words, "I hold, then, as certain
that Jamoes the Bishop of Jorusslem, and 'the Lord!s brother,!

¢ 10T the saw rson as_the Apostle, Hhi®-son of Alphaeus.
}i{'ﬁg &'&%ﬁerewga lgngeoi‘othg 'i‘wo'lve]: the former was one of those

who up to & late poriod in the life of Christ 'did not believe

on h.in'.'“ (I‘bidu’ De 3‘71-)-




author of this Bpilstleo. That such a view is well-taken becomes
evident as one sees how the Bplstle reflocts all that ve know
of this person from othor sources, It is often diff'icult to
get a complete pleture of even zome of the outstandinz Apostles
because the refercnces to them in the Gospels and Epistles

are so fragmentary. et there is much in both the New Testoment
and in tradition on which vie can base a quite clear judgment

of the charucter, versonality, and Training of this mnan,

What sort of training did Jumes receive? Assuning he
grew up in the same houschold with Jesus,7 his training was
naturally the same as that vhich our Lord received. Thus he
lived in a pilous homo in vhich he shared with our Lord that
thorough training in the Seriptures which showed itself S0
plainly in tho teachings of both of them, IFor that reason
the title vhich llatthew glves to Joseph (liatt. 1:19), because
of his religious training andé practice, was later also applied
to his son vhom he had tralned so well that he should likewise

be called James "the ju.e.vri:.“B Furthermore, as Flumer points out,

7. This assumption allows for both the "Helwvidian" and the
"Zpiphanian" theory of tho relatlonship between Jesus and Jaues,
Vhether he was a son of both Joseph and liary and thus a younger
brother of Josus (the "Helvidlan" theory) or a son of Joseph
from a former marrlego and thus an older half-brother of Jesus
(the "Epiphenian" theory) does not enter into this discussion,
sinee in both cases his training would be the same as that of
Jesus, Thot could also be the case in the somewhat fandiful
theory of Jorome vhich makes the 'brethron of the Lord! adopted
nephews of Joseph and thus actually cousin: of Jesus.

8, Plurmer (Op. cit., p. ©3) comments thus: "To a Jew the word

implied not merely being impartial and upright, but also having
~ studied and even serupulous reverence for everything rrescribed

1 ekl




"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.).
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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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festivals_or on pilgrimage to the sacred city of
the ]Z.oz-d."zg <5 ; 7

Again, after describingz the mmerousz mei:aphor824 in the
Lpistle vhich sre talten from Palestinian life, Rendall says,
"Thme in its topical aspects and o@rossions the Bpistle
bovwrays the authorship of a Yalestinian Jew, at home in all
parts of the liellenlstic Scriptures, It would be hserd %o
imagine a product more in keepinr with all thet we lmow of
the 'antecedani;ﬂ and career of Janes, brother of the Lond."gs

Finally, he points out that the ethics of the Lpistle
are those of Jamez throughout, Ile says:

The besotiing sins on vhich he fastens are those
of the socioty in wvhich he lived, but the selection
is influenced by hi=z own outlook upon life, In the
demunciations of covetousness (4:2), of the pursuit
of pleasure (4:3; 5:5), of weslth (4:35-16; 5:1-4),
of worldly ends and aims (5:13-17), we hear the
voice of the ascetic; the call to patience and long-
suffering (5:7-11), and the prohibition of all evil-
speaking (4:11-12) come from the pacifist; vhile the
positive injunctions are charactoristically those of
the 'holy man'! and devotee, Life 1s an austere
self=dedication, a constant practlice of presence and

23. Ibid., p. 21,

24, Pluuzer, op. cit., ppr. 86if,, has an excellent discus-
sion of these metaphors of James., lle comparos them to the
metaphors of Paul, taken as they are from scenes of human
activity. In that commection he shows that the mstaphors of
James, lilke those of our Lord Ilimself, are largely talken from
scenes of naturec, Thus he porhaps rightly concludes: "The
love of nature vhich breathes through them was no doubt learned
and cherished in the village home at Illazareth, and it forms
another 1link between St. James and his divine brother" (pp.
86-87)., Therefore also these metaphors in the Epistle point
to James the Lord!'s brother,

25, Rendall, op. cit., pP. 358,

A S e e



36

fear of God, realised above all in prayor and

witness. 'Is any in affliction? lot him pray, Is

any choerful? let him sing proise’ (6:15). In
dally act and exerciso the life of James bore
witness to thg, place of prayer26 in the 1lifo of
consecration,?’

The sotting in vhich the DBpistle was written also reTlects
vory closely the conditions vhich prevailed in Jerusslen and
Yalestine In the“yoars follouing our Lord!s death, There things
went irom bad to worse politically and socially. The Christians,
too, suffored wmder this misrule. "How chronic and severe
tholr sufferings wore may bo inferred from the organized col-
loctions made for !'tho poor saints at Jerusalem! throughout
tho churches of the West; during the two-years (or more) pre-
ceding FYaul's last journey to Jerusalem these were naintoined
assiduously . . « « It wag Tthe Inevitable outcome of misrule
and of the situation reilected in our Epistle."28 In this

connection the second and fourth chapters whic.h speak of the

relation of the rich to the poor are especially worthy of note

2G. Tradition says that James was ono "who was in the habit
of ontering alone into the temple, and was Lrequently found
upon his knees begsing forgivenoss for the people, so that his
Inees became hard like those of a camel, in consequence of his
constantly bending them in his worship of (tod, and asking for-
ziveness for the people" (Eusebius, H.B., II, 23.). In this
connection FPlurmer also mentions the fact that, as he puts it,
"A love of prayer, and a profound belief in its efficacy,
appear agnin and agein in the papges of his Epistle (1:5; 4:2;
5:8; 5:13-18), It was out of a strong rersonal experionce
that the man who knelt in prayer until 'his lmees became hard
like a camelt!s! declared that *'tho supplication of a righteous
man availeth much in its working!" (Op. cite, PPe S5fa).

27. Rendall, OD. citc, Pe 55. '

28, Ibid., p. 113,
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liow these words, incidentally, also fit the character of one
vihio earlier had instructed Paul and Rarnabas: that they "should
renonber the poor"! (Gal, 2:10)

Before discussing the possible dute at vhich this Dpistle
vas written one more feature of 1t must be mentioned. The
languase and style have often been held up as tho surest proof
that the Epistle is tho work of a Ilellenist and not of a simple
Pale:=tinian Jew, Ropes points out that the "vocabulary of
Jomes consists of about 570 vords" and "about 785 of these are
not found elsevhere in the 1?.'.-:'."29 liovever, we mst not forget
that "only 6 word: in the epistle appoar to be found neither
in the il,T. nor in tho Groek 0.7,"™0 Thus the voeabulary is
not greater than we chould expect of one acquainted with the
XX, That Jomes is faniliar with the Septuazint and re-eschoes
its Greck phrases constantly is also nabural, Iany of' the Jews
of the Dispersion and even some of those in Jorusalem were riore
at homne in the Groelr Scriptures than in the licbrew.9t Thus
Faul also ofton quotes from tho LXX, Furthermore, while there

is no denying that the Spistle is written iIn a good =tyle, 1t

29, Ropes, op. cites; P« 25,

30. Ibid.

31, Zahn says: "Assuming that the lotter was written between
44 and 51, the author had been from Iifteen to twenbty Fears
a membor, and for a mmber of years the offlcial head of this
Jorusalem Church, vhich very early in l1is history had more
Hellenists than llebrews in itz membership, As the head of
this Church, James mmust have been familiar with the Greek 0.,T.,
so 'l:h."‘;: he should maoke his quotations from the IXX" (Op. cit.,
Pe 119). ;
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is not the vork of a classical writer.®® It should slso be

added that at tho time of Christ tho Greek langusge was known

and used quite generally in Falestine.®® Thus to claim that

Jame: could not have written such a lettor because of his Gali-

lean backoround is not considering the facts. In regard to

thie objection Rendall significantly seays: "It is time surely

to diccard the figment of Galilean illiteracy. It was based

upon that piecemeal criticism, which builds upon the minor

pedantries and amid the little troes of erudition loses sight

of' the maln wood, Fhilodemus the philosophor, lleleager the

epigraimatist and anthologist, Theodorus the rhetorician, and

one may almost add Joserhus the historisn, were all of Galilee, "%
As to the dote at which this Epintle was written, opinions

vary. Some place it as early as 45 A,D, (or even a few ye:srs

e-;:x'lier);ss othors as lato as the second century. Assunming

that it was written by James tho Lord's brother, we are limited

to a period from 45 A,D. to 65 A,D,, the year in which tradition ;!

savs that James lost his 1ire S50 Cne event of greast importance, i

52, Zalm discusses the style aquite thoroughly in connection
7ith tl):;o charge that it is too good to be that of James (Ibid.,
o 1175
X 53, Zahn (Ibid., pp. S54ff.) has a whole chapter in which

he discusses the use of the Greek language among the Jevis.

34, Rendall, op. cit., P. 59 z

35, Cf., 0.8, the article by A, Iukyn Williams in The Church
Quarterly Review, Vol. 123, Wo. 245 (Oct.-Doc., 1936), pp. 2Vife

6, There are two accounts of the martyrdom of Jomes., Iuse-
bius (H.B, II, 23) has preserved that of liegesiprus (Quoted by
Farrar, ope clt., pp. $03fL; by FPlummer, op. cit., pp. S7Lf; by
Plumptre, op. cite, pP. 26ff.). It is filled with legendary
materials tut agroes to some extent with the apparently more
trustworthy account of Josephus (Ant., XX, ix. 1). It is on the




the Apostolic Couneil (sfcts 15), divides this period into two
separate ones, This Council was no doubt held in A,D, 49 or
50. Vias the Lplstle of James written before or after the Coun=-
cill? Doth views have thelr difficulties. It is, however, quite
certain that it was not vritten immediately before or after the
Council bocause of the entire absence oif references to tlie par-
ticular issues involved,

Thoso vho hold to a late ds.tc-—-;-:erhaps a yoear or two
bofore James' death--usually argue along tho lines of Farrar,
lle soys: .

The conditions and vide dissemination of the
Ciurches to which 1t is addressod; the prsvalence
of the name Christ instead of the title 'the Christ!;
the growth of raospect of porsons as shovn in dis-
tinection of seats; the sense of delzy in the Second
Coming, and other ecircumstonces, make it necessary
to assune that many years had elapsed since the Day
of Pentocost, Furthor, it seons probeble that some
of 5t. Jumes's allusions may find their explanation
in a state of political exeitement, caused by hopes
and fears, wvhich, perhap:s, within a year or two of
the time vhen it was vritten, broke out in the wild
scenes of the Joewish rovolt., Lastly, it seens im-
possible to deny that although St. James may have
writton his srguments about faith and works without
havinz read what had been written on the same subject
Ly St, Paul, and in the Epistle to the liebrows, still
hig language finds. its most reasonable explanation
in the supposition that he ic striving to remove the
dangerous inferences to which S5t, Faul's doctrine of
justification by faith was liable vhon it was vrosted
by the unlesrned and the ignorant.S?

basis of this account of Josophus that the death of James 1is
vlaced at 62=63, llegesippus places it immediately before the
dostruction of Jerusalom, or about 69 A,D,

37. Farrar, op. cit., pp. 3101,
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This argument assumes that James drew from the Hpistles
of Faul, Feter, and perhaps also lobrows.“® As will be shown é
In the next chapter, just the opposite appears to be the case, "
Thiz view also asswaes that the Ipistle was written against a
vrong application of St, Paull's doctrine of justification. :
Rondall feels that this:ﬁmsed on the "mistaken asswiaption :
thet Jamss was coniroverting tho antinomian teachinz of S5t,

{
5 1
w59 1 13 no doubt correct. :

Paul.
The other wview is that the Hpistle was written belfore
the Council of Jerusalen, However, oven if the dste of its
conposition is limited to this period, to determine the exact
vear is Ilmposaible, Thus 'opinions vary from 44-51,40
ilost of tho comuentators vwho placs the Bpistle in this

poriod nalke it tho earliest book of the Ilew Teztament, even

38, Rendall's comuents arc very imich to the point: "Those
who roverso the »elation i.c., make James dependent on these
other Epiutles have to maintain that the author was familiar
wvith and vtilized the writings of both Aposiles, but that he
tacitly dlsclaimed, or at least betrays no consciousness of,
the Christological doctrines by vhich they set most in =tore:
that he was intimate with the words and teachings of Jesus,
but had no acquaintence with the Synoptic record: that of ‘
Johannine thought he shows no trace, and cqually no taint of 1
Gnostic or iSbionite speculstions, Ilow difiicult it is to recon- |
cile such data will be obvious at once" (Cp. cit., p. 108.). 4

39. Ibid., p. 103.

40, A, Imlgyn ¥Williems (Op. cit., p. 28.) goes back as far as
43 A.D, (before the death of James the son of Zebedee) as a
possibility, but seem to profer 45 A,D.; Thiessen (Op. cit.,

P. 278.) decides on 45-48; Plumptre (Op. cit., p. 42.), during
tho time that Paul was on his flrst nissionary journey; Zalm
(Cp. cit., pe 113.), botwoen 44 and 51; Carr and Salmon are
content to place it simply before the Jouncil, Actually the
precise date is so difficult to determine that it is impossible
to do nmch nore.
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earlieor than Faul's first Lpistle, tho letter to the Galatlans,
though it is possible to assume that they werae both written at
the some time, since the porsons addressed in the two letters
are ontirely difforent. PFerhaps the chief armment in favor

of placing tho ILpistle so early is that it reilects a very
rrinitive form of Clristianity. It is a Imowvn fact that in

the early years of Christianity there was no aprarent brealk
botween the Christisns and the Jowsa, Lspecially in Jerusalom
the Christians contimmed to worship in the temple amxi to observe
the various ceremonies, dAlso in other Jewish commnities the
Chriztians worshipped in the synagosue, As the muiber of
Christians grev In any loecality, they no doubt orgsnized their
ovi. synagogue., Thus the reforence of James (Chap. 2:2) to a
synagopue as the place of worship of these Christian Jews is
Just vhat we should expect in a letter coming from such an
early time in the history of the Church, This also explains why
it is so difficult at times to tell vhethor the author is ade-
dressing himself to Jews or to Jewish-Christians, %l

4], Rendall describes these conditions in the early Church
at the time whon this LEpistle was written in the following ways:
"The first hellevers were not conscious of any open or deliberate
breach with Judaismj they disclaimed none of the reguirements
of the liosalec Law or of established custom (A, 10:14): +the Law,
the Prophets, the liessianic hope were part of their spiritual
birthright; adhering to the oxample set by Jesus himself, their
attondaonce at the temple, their observance of feast and sacrifice
were exemplary (A, 2:46; 3:1,11; 5:12,42; 21:20; 22:17); they
aquestioned none of the prerogativez of the ruling hiorareciy,.
e« o« o They did not oven profess or preach a 'pure and reformed!
Judaisnm; they were but one additional 'rersuasion! or 'following,!
vho were content simply to add to ths fundamental belilefs and
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Thore remains yet one real difficulty vhich must be faced,
no natter il we placo thoe HSplotle enrly or late in the life of
Jemes, Uhy is the resurrectlon of Christ never mentioned?
This one fact was really the foundation upon which the early
Church was built. As we have seon, it was no doubt an apprear-
ance of the risen Lord vhich changed James into a dovoted fol-

lover of ilis, The excorpts preserved in the Boolk of Acts from

the proaching of Peter and Faul show without a doubt that this
zreat fact was tho key by which thoy opened the doorz of the
hoarts of men to the mecssage of the Gospol. True, the resur-
rection is assumed in the opening verse and is definitely
alluded to in the phraze, "our Iord Jesus Christ of Glory™
(Chap, 2:1) ,42 but we would expect a nore definite reference.
llowever, an argment from zilenco is alwvays dangerous, and S0
it cannot be used here againat the genuiness of the Zpistle,
though that does not solve the problem,

Hendall pives two possible answer: to the fact that this
teachiing and that doctrine in genecral are lacking. Ie says:

While pleading the paramount claims of' the ethical
teaching of Jesus, (James] had either not yet come

observances of Judaism tho conviction that the expected llossiah
had appoeared in tho person of Jesus, coupled with a pledge of
abidin.;; allezionce to hiis person and his teaching" (Op. cit.,
P 254)0

42, Chapter 1:18 also certainly shows a depth of theolozical
thought and presupposes tho rasurrection of Christ. "Tho word
of truth" is the Gospel message, vihrich speaks of the life,
suffering, death, and resurrection of Jesus, This verse in a
éess devoloped way is parallel Go the thoughts of Faul in Rom,
hﬂpo 8.
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-to attach to the person of 'tho Lord Jesus Clirist!?
as nanifested in tho flech the attributes and
tiwologleal implicatlons, vhich within his owvm
lifetine became intogral parts and verities of
Christian belief, or else that in This Epistle

he deliberately hold them in resorve as of sub-
ordilga'be importance for the purposze vhich he had
in view,

The first of these answers cammot be maintained on the
basis of facts. Vhile 1t is true that there was z gradual
change from Judalsm to Christianity in regard to certain core-
monies, outward forms and ideas, the fundamental teachings of

Christ certainly must have been accepted from the very begimning

by theso early converts, and thus also by James, The preaching

of Peter and raul, meontioned above, permits us to draw no other
conclusion,

The second reason of Rendall no doubt comes closer to
the truth, Perhaps he deliberately held these doctrines in
roserve so that tho letter might be circulsted also among those
Jows who had not yet accepted Christ. At any rate, he vas
interested In writing an othical eplstleo which was to meet
cortain condition: that existed among the early Jewish-Christians,
That was the purpose of the letter. For some reason he did not
considor 1t necessary in keeping with this purpose to lay the
foundation for his appeal in the Epistle itself, Io tales that
foundotion for granted. Thus the Lpistlo resembles very closely
the ethical or practical sections In most of Pault's Epistles,

The only dlfference is that Panl procedes these sestions with

43, Rendall, op, cit., pP. 108,
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a doctrinal {foundation, while James does not. It is this
veculiority vhich makes hirs Hpiztle sound zo rmch like one
of the 0ld Testament prophets in its teachinz,

Thus, i we placo the Lpistle of James in the early vears

of' Chiristianity it occupies mich the same place in Seripture

as Jamnos its auvthor occupied in the early Church, In a ceritain

sense both bolong to the 0ld Dispensation as well as to the Iew.

sveon as Jamoes served as a link in the religion of the Jewish-
Christians, joining together for them the religion of their
fathers with the teachings of Jesus, so this Epistle is one

of' transition from the Cld Covenant to the llew, We should
theroiore not think 1t strange to find such an Epistle as the
Tiret ono of the llew Testument Scriptures. It was a matter of
life and death for the existence of Jowish Christianity, aos
Hendall points out, "to reconcile acceptance of Jesus as Lord
and Christ with unimpaired faith in Jehovah, 144 Thyus Jumes
in a special way through this Epistle "stands for the conbimu-
ity of revelation, yrerheps the most urgent of all issues for
the Jewish Church of the first days."4%® PFor thet roason we
mist Interprot tho contents oif the Lpistle on the basis of

the clearer doctrinal pronouncements of' the other books of

the llew Tesztamont, oven as we intorprot the vhole Cld Testament

in the light of the llew. For that reason, too, the thoological

arpuments advanced ageinst the canoniecity of James by Luther

and others cammot be maintained.

44, Ibid., p. 118.
45, Ibid,
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CHAPTER ITIT

THZ LITERARY RELATICLUSHIP OF JALISS TO Tilii REST OF TiIX CAICH

In the opening chapter the literary relation of the

Spistle of Jamos to zome of the posteApostolic writings was

reforred to and discussed, In this closing chopter the litor-
ﬂ.x";.roln"aion of James to the other books of the Bible (as well
as o some of the apocrypvhal vritinzgs) will be pointed out.
Ineh has bean vwritten on this subject, and varying degrecs of
literary relationship have boen c¢leimed by different authors,
-Lilce the dote at vhich this Lpistle was written, so this sub-
Ject is also one on vihich no definite statements can be made,
especially in regard to several of the writings which are
supposed t0 be related to Jaues. i s

On the basis of vhat we know of the character and train-
ing of James the brother of the Lord, we should expoct that
any vriting of his would lean heavily on the 0ld Testemont.
Actually, however, there are only a fow quotationz from the

0ld Tostment;l but on the other hand, the EZpistle is filled

1, V. &, Oesterley, op. cit., Vol. IV, p. 592, mentions five

direct verbal quotationa: Jas. 1l:1ll from Isa, 40:7; Jas., 2:

i
]
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with echoes of 01ld Tecstament thought and rei‘eré to events and
persbnsz of 0ld Testement times. Thus Oeéterle:r ripghtly says:
The atwmozpliere of the 0.T. iz = conatituent elenent of the
Epistle; for over and avove the C,T, ovents which are mentioned,
there is an sbundance of clear references to it,° vhich chows
that the mind of the writer was saturatoed with the spirit of
the ancient Sgrsr:l.pi-.m:-es."4 This 1s exactly vhat we should expect
in a lettor written by one with the character and training of
Janos,

The Hpistle, therefore, stands in the full stream of
Tlew Testament canonical writings, for the leow Testament is
after all a supplement to tho 0ld Covenant and rests upon the
Scriptures of the 0ld Testament, Thus the entire book of
latthew 1s built around one aspect of this view of the Tew
VYostament, for it shows that Jesus came to fulfill the prophe-
ciles spoken of old, Faul in his iEpistles also often relfers
to the interrolation of the Old and the llew Covenonts. So James

in his Eplatle shows a lmowledge of the vhole of the 0ld Testa-

from Lev. 19:18; Jas. 2:11 from Lxodus 20:153;14; Jaa, 2:23 from
ten. 15:6; and Jas, 4:6 from Prov. 3:354, To those could be
added severazl others, OCf,; ©.8.y the parallel passages in liovum
Testamentum Greece (liestle).

. Jas, 2:20-20 contains references to Abraham, Isaac, and
Rahab; Jas, 5:10 to the propheots as an example of patience
wunder 1ll-treatment; Jas. 5:11 to Jobs and Jas, 5:17ff. to
©lijah.

5. lostle (ilovum Tostamentum Graece) cites more than sixty
parallel passages from the 01ld Testement in the five chapters
of James,

Z, Uesterley, op. cit., Vol., IV,, pp. 3921,
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mont Scriptures, and depends on thom. There are echoo: of
the FPentatouch, the Frophets, and the Vritings in the ZSpistle
of Jomes, To this last group belonss the boclkt cf EZroverbs,
which some commentators believe affords a number of parallels
to the thought and language of James, Of the direct quotations
from the 0ld Testament in the Spistle of James atileast one
is definitely taken from this book (Prov. 5:34 in Jas. £:6),
but outside of this thore are many other passages in which
the thought iz sinilar,5

This apparent fondness of Jamos for Iroverbs is impor-
tant in discussling the relation of the Zpistle of James %o
the Apocrypha, especially to Zcclesiasticus (The Uisdom of

Josus Sirach) and to the Wisdom of Solomon. Eoth of these

Apocryphal books are very much like Proverbs, That there are
many similarities in thought between thesc books and James
carmot be denied, That is particularly true in regard to

jﬂcclesiasticus.ﬁ It does seem as though James Imew this book

5. Ropes (Op. cit., p. 19) lists the following more striking
parallels: "Irov, 11:30 (!'the fruit of rightoousness,! cf, Jas.
3:19), 19:3 (against blaming Cod, cf, Jas. 1:13), 27:1 ('boast
not of tho things of' tomorrow, for thou lmowvest not what the
morrow will bring forth,! cf. Jas., 4:13-16), 17:5, 27:21 (test-
ing human qualities, cf, Jas., 1:3), 29:50 ('a man thet is swift
in his words,! ef, Jas, 1:19),"

6. Farrar (Op, cit., p. 518) lists s=oven perallels. Ilumer
(Op. cite, pp., 72ff,) has very effectively arranged the similar
passages from the two books in parallel colwums, Iie lists the
~ following points of contact: Jas. 1:2-4,12 with Zcclus. 2:1-5;

Jas. 1l:5 with Eeclus. 13263 51:15,223 20:15; 41:22; Jas., 1:6-8
with Boclus, 1:23; 2:12; 7:10; Jas, 1:9=10 with Zcclus, 1:503
5:18; Jas, 1:13 with Zcelus, 15:11,12; Jas, 1:19 with Ecolus,

6:113 Jas, 1:25; 5:3 with Zeclus. 12:11; 12:10; £29:10; Jas. 1:25
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and used it--oilther consciously or unconsciously--vhen he wrote
his Lpistlo, Ilowever, not all commentators are ogreed on this
point. Thus Rope:z says that the parallel thoughts "mey attest
o peneral similarity in the religious and intellectual envi-
romont, rather than a proper literary dependence."’! Yet he
adnits that "the author of James may well have read Hcclesi-

aszticus,"® Parallels betweon the Epistle of James end the

YVisdom of Solomon have alsc boen pointed cu'l:,9 but these are

neither so numerous nor =o striking as those in Ecela-siasticus.
These literary connectlons of James with the (Cld Toatament
and the Apocrypha noelther add to nor subtract from the argu-
ments iIn connectlon with the canonicity and authorship of this
dpistle. They do shed a little more light, however, on the
'i:;-,_mo of man its author was and in that way are indirect testi-
nony to the authorship of James the Lord!s brother, On the
other hand, the relationship of James to the book: of The liew
Testament is much more inportant, for it is powerful prooi' that

the Spistle of James 1Is an early work and that 1t deserves a

place in the canon of the Scriptures.

with Ucclus, 14:23; 21:25; Jas. 2:6 with Beelus, 15:19, Cester-
ley has also prepared an extensive list of sinilarities of James
to both Ececlesiasticus and tho WWisdom of Solomon, Of., op. cit.,
Pr. 405f,

7' ROPG:.‘-, Op. Git., p, 19. bl Tﬂ'@iSS (op. cit.’ VO].. II’ pp.
1147, ) explicitly denies any dependence. Ile says: "It has been
incorrectly held by most that the suthor adhered very closely
to Jesus Sirach, « « « But it mast be distinetly denied that
thcge ig anyvhere an echo of the Book of 'Visdom,"

« Ibid. .

9. For some of these soe Farrar, loc, cit., Oesterley, loc.

cit., Ropes, loe, cit,, and FPlummer, op, cit., ppr. 741,
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In comparing Jamos with the other liow Tostament boolks,
written as they wvero at about the same time and to somo extent
with the =amo roligiouc background behind them, it is diffi-
cult to determine howv many of the similarities are the result
of actual literary dependence, It is almost unthinkable that
one would not find numerousz parallels in the language and
thought of the Ilew Testament books., Thus it would be foolish
to claim that all the similarities are duo to actual literary
dependence. Ilowevor, two boolks In particulor deserve special
troatment. They are the Epistle ito the Romans and the First
Lpistle of Ieter,

Romans and James have been the subject of mch discussion
because some, like ILuther, claim they are doctrinally opposed

%o one another.L®

To a large oextent this argument centers
around the priority of one or the other Eplistle. IT James
wrote after Faul had vritten Romans--or even Gglatians--and
knew wvhat Paul had there written, 1t is difficult to come to
any other conclusion than that James was opposing Paul., Iiow-
over, if the Lpistle of Jomes was written first, many of the
difficulties are removed entirely, and the others can more
easlily be explained,

That there is a literary relationship botween these two

Bpistles it 1s difficult to deny, Zahn points first of all to

10. Farrar (Op. cit., pp. 349ff.) has an excellent chapter
titled: "St. James and St. Paul on Faith and ‘orks."
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the exanple of Abreham in the dizcussion of faith and works
in Jas., 2:14-26 and Hom, 4 as an 'outstanding-; exanple of' this
liternary relationship. Thils is perhaps the best exauple.
sven a couparison of the two passazes in. the Lngllsh will
revoal many parallels. lls alzo points to the discussion on
finding joy in trials (Jas., 1:2-4 and Rom. 5:3-4)11 and on
the Tight of the 0ld and the Hlew llen (Jas. 4:1 and Dom., 7:23f.)
as Iurther oxamples of parallel: vhich point to literary
dependence., ilany othors have also been pointed 'but.la
TImus it is quite certain that there is a definito con-
nection botween the two Bpiutles in that the author of one
imew the other and used it. However, the reslly important
question iz vhich one of theso LSpistles was veitten firet.
In somo cases of literary dep'endancé that queation is very
difficult to ansver. In the compsriszon beifore us that is

not the case, In fact, it is difficult to oxplain the depend-

11. Concerning these passages Zahn sayss ,"E-,ot only is there
exact verbal correspondence betwgen Faulls egidoTes (Jas.
plvdarovres ) 0T A PATYIs vimoMovAy KaTepydJeTal  and Jas. 1:3,
but the passage in iiomans throws light on the meaning of James!
sonmevhat abscure languege” (Op. cit., pe 127).

12, J.B. layor (in "The Epistle of St. James," in The
ictionarr of the Dible, James liastings, ed., Vol, II, p.
6546,) adds the following to those already mentioned: "iom.
2:15. . «; compared with Jas. 1:22 . . » and Jas, 4:11,
moIMTs volov (tho only other place in fhe H.T. where this
rhrase occurs); the phrase Tdpdf '_l_'as voMov, occurrin: only in
Rom, 2:25,27 and Jas, 2:11; . . . Hom, 1434 ., . . compared
with Jas. 4:11 . . " '

Rlendell agrecs on these parallels and adds the following:
Jas, 2:1 with Rom, 2:11; Jas 2:20 with Rom, 2:35; Jas., 2:12
with llom. 2:123 Jas, 5:5,56 with Rom, 23153 Jas. 2:8=11 with
Rom, 13:8=10; and Jas. 4:4 with Rowe 8:7 (Op. cit., pp. 85f.)

e e Sl
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ence in any other wayr than that Paul mow 'i:hc Lplstle of James
and used it, either consciously or unconsciocusly. Rendall's
words on the relation of Rom. 5:4 to Jas, 1l:i3=4 can well be
applied in genersl to all tho parallels, Iie says: "The higher
finish, and the closor analysis of the ethical experiencs, is
vhat we mighit expect from Paul, but this could hardly revort
into the cruder original of' Jamoesj; the cut dimmond does not
relapse into the rawv jewel, "1l Tp all those ecses the words
of Yaul are always the more inished. They are elaborations
and combinations of the thoughts of James., In Tact, Zaim goes
so far as to nmaintain that llom, 4 is o deliberate comentory

on Jas, 2:14-26, lie says:

The statenent in dom., 4:2, that Abrechen weos justi-
vied by works, theroby obtaining something of vhich
he eould boast, is introduced as the opinion of
SOMEeONo Cl3C. » « « LG 1s not one of those apparent
conclusions from ths preceding discussion, wvhich
Paul so ofton introduces to strengthen the position
already developed by refuting supposed inferences

vorr it, Neither 1s it a familiar nentence taken
fron the 0,7., for the stotement is conbtrasted e
phatically with Seripture. « « « raul does not
dispute the application which James makes oi Gen,
15:6, nor does he cuestion directly James! thesis,
Zut from the Seripture passage which James had ured
incidentally, and leit without definite explanation,
he develops his own thesis, namely, that Abrahan's
sismificance for the history of religion rests upon

15, Rendall, op. cit., P. 84, llo goes on to give the fol=-
lowing analysis of this passage: "To Jowiuiov is the LXX term
(Fse 11:6; Irov, 27:21) ubtlliged by Jamos; Toul amends it to
his own more classical doKuum, vhich has no place in tho LXX;
viiile 1 Pot. 1:7 adhered Go %Em James originsl, Under the
pror.;;ptin{; of FPaul, James could hardly have substituted o
Sok(miov Tor the neanter and more antithetical dowkwa{, and a
small point like this goes far to determine priority."

R e tir s
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the fact that in the Genesis account hi: righte-

Sogtion ffajen thoyground tur CATERETA S s

i3 aith,

It might be well to conclude this dlscussion on the
relation of the Epistle to the Rouans to the Lpistle of James
with the words of llayor. Concerning the recemblances which
he lists betwean these Bpistles ho says: "In these and other
cases of resemblance i1t is easisr to suppose that St. Faul
works up a hint re_ceived Trom St, James, than that St. James
ocniits points o interest and wvaluo which he found ready at
hand, "5

The othor book of the lew Testament which shows a defil-
nite literary relationship to James iz the First Dpistle of
Foter, Zahn points out that & striking parallel exists in
1l Fet., 1l:6f, and Jas, 1l:2-4, Rondall goes so far as to say:

""his is a direct quotation of unusual and distinctive phrases,

and 1% is confirmed by mumerous <m:':-espomilm'w.evs:'-6 scattered

throughout the Gpistles."?7 Ferhaps the most convincing

argument for literary dependence is found in the three Cld

14, Zahn, op. cit., I, pp. 1261,

15, iiayor, loc. cit, .

16. Zahn {Op. oits, pp. 155f.) lists and discusses the ;
following parallels: dJas. l:2=-4 with 1 Pet, 1l:6f,; Jas. 1:
18 with 1 Pot., 1:23-25; Jas. 1l:21 with 1 Pat, 2:1; Jas. l:
22.25 with 1 Pet. 2:11ff.; Jas, 1:25 with 1 PYot. 2:16; Jas,.
4311 with 1 Pot. 2:11l3 Jas, 4:6 with 1 Pet. 5:5; Jas. 4:10
with 1 Pet. 5363 Jas., 437 with 1 Fet. 5:8-9. --- Ropes (Cp.
clt., P« 23.) has essentlally the same list, while Hendall
(Op. cit., pp. 96Ff.) on the basis of linyor's study lists
uonsideraﬁl;v MOre

1'7. Randﬂll, Op. cit-, p. 96.

2t
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Tostament quotetions vhich ore common to both Epistles. Is.
40:7 is quoted in Jas., 1l:1ll and 1 Fot., 1l:24; Frov, 3:34 in
Jag, 4:6 and 1 Pet. H5:5; and Frov, 10:12 in Jas, 5:20 and
1 Pot, 4:8, The last two of these quotntions are of special
interest. In the quoting o Frov. 5:34 in both cases é _'9_53_.'1
is substituted for the K'U'ebos of the LXX., In the other pas-
sago from Proverbs, as Rendall points 0111;,18 the phrase quoted
is derived directly from the Iiebrew instead of beingz quoted
froa the LA,

The question of priority in regard to these Eplstles
can best be answered along the same lines as that in connection

with the Zpistle to tho Romans, The phrases of Feter, too,

are more complete and elaborats in comparison to the simple
statements of James, It would also be difficult to imagine
the doetrinal thoughts of Peter reverting back to those ex-
pressed by James without coming to the conclusion that the
latter was attempting to water dovm the teachings of Christi-

anity. Rendall points that out very clearly vhen he says:

Any attempt to reverse the comnexlon entails
objections far groeater than those of literary }
handling., In 1 Pet, 1:3-7 the palmary quotation |
is imbedded in triumphant affirmations of belief
in the victorious and redeening powers of the
reveualed and risen Christ, Isolation from their
context comes nesr to repudiation of its content. {
It is hard to imagine or reconstruct conditions
under which a Christian writer, whoether of the
first or of the second century, could have detached 3

18, Ibid.




and quoted these subordinate words, a.nﬁl_ fallen

back upon tho lower levels of inchoatol® Christ-

ology assoclated with them in our Epistle. In

their own sotting, addressed to readers tried

and sore tested, they malke a fine and forcible

appeal; but as extracts from a far richer envi-

roment of 'living and exalted hgge' they are

robbed of all thelir inspiration.«

On the basis of thece points we can well sny with Zahn:
"It is plain that the author of 1 Peter was well acqueinted
with Jowes, and had read the letter reflectively."®l Thus,
as the Apostle Peter vrote to a different "diaspora™ (the
Christians--mostly of (entile origin--scattered throughout
Asig Ilinor), he recalled the words of his successor in Joru=
salen, workis which had been addressed to "the twelve itribes
vhich ars sccttered abroad" (Jas. 1:1).

We could very well sum up thi:z section on the relation
of Roman: and 1 Peitor to James with the vwords of Rendall:
"Detailed examination has led us to tho conclusion that the
ipistle waos antecedent to the Epistle to the Romans and I

FPeter. Those vho roverse the relation®2 have to maintain

19, It would be better not to speak of an "inchoate Christo-
lozy," as Rendall here does, in discussing the absence of the
doctrine of Christ and IHls worlk in this BEpistle. Such & term
could be taken to suggest an evolutionary development which
is not in keeping with God's plan of revelaticn., The olimi-
nation of this phrase, howvever, does not detract from the
argument that James would hardly omit the Christological thoughts
of Peter, vhich are associated with the parallels to James
in his First Epistle.

20, Rendall, op. cit., P. 29,

2l. Zehn, op. cit.;, p. 1l54.

22, For this viow see Edgar J., Goodspeed, op. cit., p. 292,
Ile says: "It 1z clonr that James is using I Poter."

. T
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that the author was familiar with and utilised the writings
of both Apositles, bubt that he tacldly disclaimed, or at
least Letrays no consciousness of, the Chri:stological
docirines by which thoy set most in Etore.“as

On the literary relationship of" James to tho rest
of the low Testament nothing dei'inits can be said, FYaral-
lels have beon pointed out by a few in some of the other
Yauline lpistles, but there is roally nothing in any of them
to prove literary dopendence.,24 That can also be saild in
general in rogard to the rest of the Iew Testament. The
similarities vhich do exlst are those of common horitage
and eonviroment rather than those of literary dependence,
Thus the many parallel thoughis and oxpressions in the
Epiafle of James and the Sermon on the llount, as recorded
in liatthew, do not necessarily point to literary dependence
of' tho one book on the othor, James might well have heard
the Sormon on the llount, At any rate, he certainly must
have heard ruch about it as part of the oral Gospvel traci-
tions which no doubt existed in the early years of Christi-
lanity. The montion of Rahab the harlot in both James and
llebrews as an example of faith is also perheps no more
than a coincidence, That this one parallel proves literary

dependence cannot be maintained. In the Zplstle to the

25. Rendall, op. cit., P. 108,

24, That is Zahn's view, op, cit., I, p. 128, Cf. also
Rendall, op. cit., pP. 963 Flummor, op. cit., p. 47; and
Salmon, (¢ ]9 19 Oito, Pe 465,

E—
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llebrews Rahab is mentioned as one of the many heroes of
the faith vhich are listed in the well-lmown 1llth chaptor,
That the suthor of James should single out just this parti-
cular person from that list in vhich so many other more
prominent persons are mentioncd scems str:mge.zs It is
theref'ore unlikely that this passage points to any definite
comnection,

The upistle of Jameg, therefore, does not stand iso-
lated from the rozt of Scripture, Its author uses the 0ld
Yostanent--and porhaps parts of the Apocrypha--as the basis
for some of the thoughts ho expreszses, At the same time
his words and thoughts are used by Faul and Peter as they
in turn virite to tho nevly-formed Christian congregations,
In this way also we might say that the Epistle of James

serves as a bridge between the 0ld Testament and the Tew,

25, Of. Salmnon, op. cit., P. 462. There he shows how
difficult it iz to maintain literary relationship on the
basis of this parallel,
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COLCLUSION

In the last enalysis the real decision of canonicity
rests with the individual, Ilo armment, no matter how well-
devoloped it might be, should be the final reason for accept=-

Ing the Bpistle of James--or for that matter, any book of the

1ble=-as the Vord of God, That decision must finally come
on the basls of the meaning of the Hpistle to the individual,
Ir' there are doubts, thorsfora, in the mind of anyone as to
the gemuiness of this Bpistle, no botter advice can be given
then that you read it carefully, prayerfully, and with an
open nind, Road it, remombering the setting in which it was
vritien, and see i you, too, will not have to admit with

Rondall that: "Gthies do not cover the vhole field of relizion
or philosophy=--but the Christian consclousness was rightly
guided, vhen i% finally included in the Canon of the New
Testament an SZpistle, vhich--even if not of' Apostolic author-
ship~-derived from Christian ethos-—-pure and simple--its

varrant of 'God-given inspiration.'"l

1. Rendall, OPe citey Do 152,
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