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author oi' this Bpistio. That suoll a vie,: ia woll-taken becomes 

evident as one sees how the Epistle reflocts all that~~ knov1 

or this pex•son f'rolll othor sources. It is ofte11 dif'ticul t to 

get o. co1uplate pioture of even ··ome o:f.' the outstunclint< Apostles 

because the reforenoes to them 1n the Gospels and Epistles 

are so fra(9nentary. Yet ther.0 is mu.oh in both the i•!e\'1 Tostmnent 

and in tradition on ,·,hich ,.-;a oan base a quite olear judgment 

of the oharucter, personality, and training or ·this man. 

r!hat sort of training did J(unes raooiv.e? Assuming ha 

grew up in the same houHeholcl ·with Jesus,7 his training was 

natm"ally the smn.o as that which our Lord received. Thus ha 

lived in a piouu ha:10 i1-i which he shai"od with our Lord that 

t horough t1•ai11i1~ in the Scriptures whicb, showed itself' so 

plainly in t he teachings or both or them. For that 1•aason 

t he title which Uatthew gives to Joseph (IJatt. 1:19), because 

or his relieious training and p~actice, was later also applied. 

to his son whom he ha.d trained so \7811 that ho should like,dse 

be called James "the just.118 Furthermore, as Plummer points out, 

7 .• T'ais assumption allows 1"01" both the 11liolv1dian11 and the 
11Ep1ph:mian11 theory of the relationship batwoan Jesus and Je.11ies. 
Whether he was a so11 of both Joseph and iaary and t..rius a y-olll.'lger 
brother of Josus (the 11IIolv1d1an11 theory) or a son- of Joseph 
from~ former rllal'riage and tln1s an older lialf-brother or Jesus 
(the 11Ep1phania1111 thool"Y') does not enter i11to this discussion, 
since in both oases hi!; training \'IOUld be the same as the.t of 
Jesus. Thu~.; could a.lso bo the oase 111 the somet;hat 1'ail61f'ul 
thooey of JarOllle which malms the 1brethre11 o1' the Lord' adopted 
11ephaws of Joseph and thuu a.ctually oousinu or Jesus. 

a. Plummer (Op. cit., p. 33) comments t·1us: 11To a Jew the ,,ord 
implied not merely being impnrtinl o.nd upright, but also having 
p studied m1d even scrupulm1s reverence for evaeything prescribed 



25 

11It •,, ould be pal't of h i s strict Jewis.11. trainil1r, that he should 

pay the prescribed visit to Jerusalem at the feast (John 7:10); 

and he woulcl t here bocoine trunilinr with the liU!.gnifioent liturgy 

or the Ter.1ple, and '\7ould lay the foundation for t hat love o:t 

public nnd private prayer ,-:=1:tnin its precincts ,•,hich TI"as one 

of his best-known cho.ractcn~istics in lo.toI" life. 119 

Such ·a training would mold tho ch.aractei"' or James along 

definitely religious linc,s. To hlm the Lo.w of God together 

with. the ceremonies of t he Jawish relirdon would men11 ave'Z'7-

t h i11g and be, placed foremos t 111 his life. 'l'he many a poceyphal 

stories ancl logemlslO with theix- fictitious add.itioru: to t he 

ker1ml o1' truth around ,1h ioh they are built are unani.'ltOUB in 

picturing Jmne the Lord's brother in jufl t this ,1ay. Randall 

has s unl!!1ed up all thi e1 1na.terial Vel'V vrell in t..11.e f ollonin6 de­

scription 01• J on1es: 111Iis unshorn loclca • his sparse attire• 

his U?ll'Omitting disciplines oi' public prayor. r.1ade him a notable 

and picturesque figure nt the central shrineJ none could ques-

by tho La\':. The Sabb11th • the oynnr~ogue ,-:ol'ship• the :roasts 
and f'aatri • puril'ioa.tion. tithes , all the D1or2.l and cei-er11onial 
ordina..'l'lces of the l,aw of the Lord--those were the things on 
which a jus t· m..'Ul 'bestowed a loving care·•· and in t1hich he pre­
terrecl to do more than was required• r ather than the b::tl'f> 
11linimum insisted on by the Rabbis. It was in a home in ,1hioh 
righteousness of t h i s lcind wao a characteristic th2.t st. Jmnea 
was ranred• o.nd 111 which he become :Imbued \'!1th tht1.t reverent 
love fol' t he Lo.w which 111altes hi!"!., even more t han St. Paui. to 
be tho idea1 'llebrew of Rabre,1s. 111 

9. Ibid. 
10. A good collection of ~~is material on Jmaes nns been 

nat hered by Ropes. op. cit., pp. 641'f. 
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tion hiu consistency of life, his devoutneHs in observance, 

hin fidelity to the traditions or Israol, his passionate 

des ire for rali · iot1s unity nnd peaoe. 1111 

i'h.is picture ·or the oher actor 01' James fits ver,r,J \'1811 

with ,·:hat we lmo\'I ot h im from the l!Je,v TesteJjUJnt. In the Gospels 

James i s mentioned by name only in Liatt. 13:55 and i.at. 6:3, 

hut it is f'air to assmne that t he brethren of Jesus referred 

"Go in othei ... passages i11clude J omos. Thus he would have gone 

along v:1th Jesus, His mother o.nd His disciples in t h e beg inning 

of' Chl .. iot I s public ministry fr01n r azax•eth to Capernat11I1 (Jn. 

2:17). l!e ,·,o.a no doubt included in that s ad pronouncement 

which Jesus made after His ra.joction in Uaznreth: 11A prophet 

i s not without honoi'", but in his O\'ln country, and among his 

o,·111 kin, a.nd in his o,, n house" (lik. 6:4). rm was also no doubt 

amo1~ t h e b·rot 1ren when t hey Ul:""'ged Jesus to attend tho Feast 

or Tabernacles a.11d heard !'ram Jiim those words or rebulce (Jn. 

7:21'1'.). In thifi account the Apostle John signif'ioe.ntly adds, 

"For neither did his brethren believe in him. 11 

Thia last statement of Jolm, tragic and sad as it uas, 

is nevertheleos just wh :it 11e would expect 0£ one reared as 

James had boon. To his mind it was impossible for the :aun--.isees 

to be \'ll'ong. Parbs.po at first he was s imply beviildered at the 

·opposition of his brother .to these religious lendera nnd at 

WlllY of the strange new teachingn Vlhich he had heard from II1s 

11. G.R. Rendall, ~ ~pistlo s£, §.:t. Jamea ,!!!g_ Judaic 
Christia11i;t,(, p. 28 . 
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lips. Jiow could t h i s b1•otheJ:1 be 11hnt IIo claimed to be in view 

or !!is attitude to,·:or<l the established J:1eli3ion!l It is there­

foJ:10 not uimc.tlll'al to 1'i11d Ja1i1es refusing to believe 1n Jesus or 

eve11 t aldng :.i deoidod posi tioi-1 against II:tm.12 

This unbelief' on the pal't of Jalllas and of' the other brothers 

of Jesus also explainH the words of Jesur.; to II1s mother. while 

He hllDL~ on the cross. It has often been aslted ,·hcy'" Jesuc did 

not give II1s mothor ove:r into the lceepiJla of her o,m ohildl-en 

(or adopted 011es) rathei .. t han to Jolm. 'l'hero 1s no ditticulty 

here. h o,:ever. ir ,:-e J:1eraari1ber the unbelief' . of the:ie bl'others. 

Even as Jesus ho.cl once renmrked that !Iis brethren wre those 

who henrd the \"Jord of God (Luke 8:21) • co Ile non gave over Iris 

1uother to the lceepilig of !!is beloved disciple •13 

Soon o.rter the Asotmsion. howeve1•• the bJ:10tr.ren of Jesus 

12. I.lark 3:21 is anothei .. pass age te.lcen by 1uany- to re.fer to 
the attitude of t h e brothers o~ Jesus to IIim (!Ci'. Gould' s com­
ments on t he mea11ing of ,tl ]:"Pc "'i,ro1i, as used here by i.!ark, 
in The Intol"'llational Critico. or:tmant~. Re 1ua1nta1n~ th..~t 
the ref'orenoo to 11h1s .mother and iils rothers , 11 v. 31• is merely 
a resumption of' the thought of v. 21.). If this passaga does 
roi'er to tho members of' liis i'amily• it 1s added proof of the 
negative attitude ,·,hioh they tool< to,·:ard Jesus and II1s teaching. 

Rendo.ll•s corm~ nt on thi<' pass age is nl.so worthy of note. 
I!e !lays: 11Autol'l8 t he figures of' t he Apos tolic age. Jame8 1s the 
most tenaciously conservativo; and t1han at the outset of' H1a 
ministz•y Jesus bl'"oke with the orthodox tradition. challenged 
the enactments of tho Law. consorted with publicann and sinners. 
declared t he Son or !Jan lord a1so of the Sabbath . and proclaimed 
t he c01ll1ng of the l{ingd01u in tex'lDS of ca.tastrophic change. 
Jo.men could put no other intorpreta.tion on his conduct than 
1:Eio is boside hilnsel1'111 (Op. cit.• p. 18.). 

is. This is the vie\/ of' several cam?10ntn.tors on this app~ent 
clifi'ioulty. Cf'.• e• :.,• • PlUDDlW:I"• op. cit., p. 35. 
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8.l'e mentioned especially with tl1e diociples (Acts 1:13f.). 

,,11y tho sudden change in their o.ttitude? i?o doubt the fa.ct 

of the rauUl'l"ection, that occ'lllTOnce wh ich had changed the 

1'enrful disciples into fetll'les s 1nissionm:-1es \7ho could speak 

out boldly to t he Jeuish leaders of' Jesus as tho Christ, also 

had its effect on t11e brethren or Jesus. In the case 01' James 

1nan.v conwentators point to P. special reason. They find the 

clue to this oha..11.go in Po.ul I s gl'eo.t resurrection chapter (I (for. 

15), whore, in lioting t ho appe~.ra.noes of the risen Lord, he 

say s , "At'ta1' that he was ooen of Ja.rnes" (v. 7) .14 

l!oth i ng elf-:e dei'inite is known or tllis a3>pea.rance.l5 
. 

but t he results D.l"o \'lell-lmo,m. This o.p})earance is all the 

1no111e si311if'icant because Paul 1ne11tions it. Christ had appeared 

to l:wn personally on th.a road to Damascus and hncl Cl1Bl'J6ed him 

from a zealous persecutor into a fenrless preacher of the 

resurrection. To Paul therefore t his appaoreµce to James of 

t lie risen Lord nas vel"'\J sianifioant. To a largo extent his 

life and t hat or Ja111os h ad run parallel. Each could truly 

14. "Tha t t h i s Jmnos Jll&ans the Lord' s brother, and head of 
t he Church nt Jerusalem, is cleer, because, ,-..i1an the Epi~tle 
was written t.~o son of Zebedee was dead, end the son of Alpha.eus 
vras unlmovm to Qentile Christiana. They knew or but one James. 
the ono \ihose authority- was so hi~l:y venerated, and t.1i.e only 
one v1hou1 St. Paul mentions by name 11 (Farrar, op. cit. , pp. 2901". ) • 

15. The apocryphal Gos~l of the Hebrews has the following 
account: 111fow tlle Lo1"d, vii.an71a7iiid given the cloth (sindgn) 
to tlJ.EJ DOX'Vant or the priest, uan~ to James and appe:wea to 
h.irlil, and s a i d after a while,· 'Bring !lither a table and bread; 1 

and !le toolc bread. and blessed it, and brake it, o.nd gave it 
to Joxri.es the Just, and said to 11:lm, 'UJ" brothor, e at t hy braad 
now, 1'0-,;- the Son ot mm hath riGen i'rom ti!mOIJ8 t lio::le that s leep' 11 

(Quoted ill Farrar, op. cit., p. 291.). 
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say that he v;a o 11a Ileb:re,1 ot llobro,10," trained 1n tho religion 

oi" t he Pha1'isees and detel"lnined to defend it. Both had lool::ed 

with disfavor upon th.a apparent brealc which Jesuf! had r.tada . 
with ,·,hat t he~, considered tlw pl'"evo.ili?l6 conserv, tive religious 

thought. But t h is very Jesuo had a place for both or t hem 1n 

th.a buildin.., of l!is k i11gd01u. Fol' t h o fiery Paul lay the task 

01· br:!.1'181.ng the Gospel to the Ge11tile:: ; for the pietis tic J 2J.ies, 

l'ooted as he ,·;as in the Old Testame1'lt religion and cuotoms, 

tha t o:r bridgill[~ the gap bet ween the Old and t he l:e'\7 Covenant. 

Thus, as God had changed the unwilliruJ ~oses and tho timid 

Jeremiah into two or His greates t leaders i1'l Ol'der that they 

l?li(') 1t c o.?TY out the spec11'1c t asks in their respective egos, 

oo Ohri• t appeared to His brother and thl'oug..lJ. that appe~.l'ance 

chan r.-ed him. Ho longe1 .. 1, he among the opponents or Ohristi­

anit-y but inotead m~ong its strongest supporters. In fact, 

in a var,,, short tn1ile h e assunwa a leo.di?!B role in bu ild1ng 

th.a Church. Thus Peter report~ to h~n a!'tor t he angel had freed 

h im 1'l-Oll1 prison (Acts 12:17). Late~ he presides over the 

Council or Jerusulem (Acts l5:15ff.), and suggests a solution 

of the problem to those who were present (v. 19). Again at 

Paul's last visit to Jerusalem he ~ports espaoial1J to James 

(Acts 21:18). Paul also mentions lWi1 in Galatians as the only 
I 

Apostle exoapt Peter '\"i'hom he had visited, who11 he W"S in Je1"ll-

sa1em tl11"Bo yoars after his conversion (Cliap. 1:19, classes 

him with Peter and Johll -as one of tho pillars of the Church 
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(Oha.p. 2:9)16 and mentions hir.1 onco 1;1oro in co:rmectio:t1 \'Jith 

Petar•~; \':avering in his Christian lilJe:rty (Chap. 2:llf1'.). 

Theso references clearl~r show t hat he quickly nssumed a 

position of leo.dc,.1rship i11 JoI"l.lsa.10111 u.s t ho head or t h o Church 

the1"e m1tl t hus ?,@."oe with the traditions wh:toh had grown up 

aroui1d hm a s b ish.o}l _or J er :i.salen1. They also 5ive u~ a <idod 

cluos to his c·1111"a cter., clues ,.i.1ich are vc.luablo in determining 

t he .authorsh ip of the Bpistle or J ames.17 T:1us at t he Council 

16. ConcernillB this passage Ronclall remarks: "The yer rs 
con1'irmed his spiritual title., a11d wi.1011 A.D. 46 Paul went up 
n:tth !3nrnabu.s f'l."0111 Antioch to receive their commission to the 
'e11tiles ("al. 2:9), ha a ctually gave fil'!Jt placo or the three 

ch ief' 1p1lla.rs 1 01· ~che Church--Jm es., Peter and John.,--to the 
name J nmes" (Op. cit • ., p. 19). 

17. '.L1hero ur•a also valuable clues 1'r0?:l. the point or view of 
l ant;uago . .'J. l!. Oootorley (in The ..:.:,mositor I a Greelc Testament., 
r1. ohe1"tson l:f:tcoll, ocl., Vol. IV; p. 392) ha , drnr,n up n veey 
intoro:-.::ting conipurison betmion this l~pistle and the woi"ds of 
James at t he Council of Jeru sale1:1. He lists t he follov,ins 
points of contuot: , 

11
( 1) The m .. lutation , :XcA.•PE/ v , Acts 15:23• Jas. 1:1; this 

f orM is found aleewhe1"e in t90 How Testament only in Aot::: 23:26. 
(2) 'l'he v1orcls1 To tc.d..1'.}w bvSJ::ld..T~ i7T<K"-"'19~v ict1• 1'-,cts, in 

Jas. 2: 7., which can only be ,po.rnllel:ed, 111t:he lfcw, Tes t rment, 
hy t ho:;e in Acts 15:17: l~ oSs lll"tKEK)."'lnA.l re\ ch-of:W: .uov err > , ~--- - ~-
d.VTO'IIS • al • 

( 3) Tho occ\.trl"ence of the ,1ord o vo.,c.t1, in a special presna,nt 
sense, Jas 2:7, 5:10,14 antl Acts 15:14,26: this is not u sed 
elsewhere in the lfow Testmne11t in quite the sarile sense. 

(4) The pointed allusions to t.."18 Old Te stament, w:hich are 
characteristic 01· st. J auias I spt>eoh., viz., Acts 15:14, 16-18, 
21, ~lso play an i mportant part in the :}pistle, or a t least 
in ce~tain pnrts of it. , , 

(5) 1'he af'i'ectionate term t1..6e.>..tpos, uhich occurr. so oi'ten 
in t he Epistle (1:2,9,16,19; 2:5.15; S:l; 4:11; 5:7,9,10,12., 
19), i s al~o found 1n Acts 15:lS, 23; especially notioa7blo is 
tlie verbal identity betwee11 Jas, 2:5, i.ttowcl.Te; ~or).foc pov• · 
and Acts '15:-13, ~v6PES' ld't1'..fo1 d.l<ovcr11.:n .>eou. , 

(6) Other verbal ooinoidencef; nre: liriiK£71'T~"9t1..l, Jas. 1: 
27. Act;: 15:14; ,1.'tv and o,tA.,Et"v, Jas. i:2•1., Acts 15:29 ; 
hr10"'7P&fe.tv. Jes: :19.80, Acts 5:19; lr~1AJTM. J as. 1:16,19; 
2:5. Acts 15:25." 
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of Jerusalem he spealcs as one nho is used to l'1aving bis ,1orda 

· liste·ned to (Acts 15:lS.19). IIe sho,1s his lmo\1ledr~ of and 

love for tho Scritli.-ures by his quotation of Amos 9:11. He 

appeals to SoriptUl'es us the basis for the sugges tion he is 

about to mu.ko. Thou.Bl1 he waa steeped in tho Old Testament. 

ha sees that Chrir.r t has 1"rood ·men fro,.n the ceremonial Law. 

Por tha.t ranson ho \7!11 not require the Gentiles to be circum­

cised.18 Hovrover. ha does lay down, certain principles ,-:hioh 

he considers necessary mid binding (Aots 15:20). His actions 

at t.liis Council show that he undaratood wtJJ.l that Obrist had 

turned tho Lavi into a. 11law of' liberty" (Jo.s. 1:.25). 

On tho other hand• James ,1as still tied to t..lie old customs, 

a a v;e1"e many or tho early Obristio.ns. Thus ai; Paul's last 

visit to Jorus alom (Acts 2i) he advise3 him to peri'ol'lll certain 

ceremonies in order to placate the Jo\1ish-Chl-ietians. This 

same attitude also shows itself' in the reteronoo Paul makes 

to those 'lilh o claimed t hey had OOlil& from Jamos in Jerusalem 

to Poter in Antioch (Gal. 2:llf'f.). Perhaps they \°Jere e.xagger-

18. Randall's remarks about this decision are once more ve17 
well taken. Me &ays: "James. secondi?J6 the appoal of' Peter 
(A. 15:lStf'.). thltew the full v;eigllt of his ini'luonce upon 
tl1e side of' C-entilo immunities from the yoke of' rigorism. not 
exQeptitlB the rite or circumcision itself. As at their first 
start. •rema~er the poor• (Gal. 2:10) bad been his parting 
benediction. so no\"1 to him the criterion of conduct. of spiri­
tual fruits. of Christian beha.viour and fello,·,ship. \-:ere su1'­
i'ioient to weigh do,·m t..lie scale. Apart from moral detel"lninanta 
he was rea~ to accept sucll cor.ipromisas . ceremonial• institu­
tional or disciplinary-. as :ierved best to meet or rolieve the 
si tnation" (Ibid.• P• 191".). 



ati~ tho pos ition of James19 1n their statements to Peter, 

but their presence and the oft'oct oi' their \'1ords show never­

theless that James still cons1deNd tho Jev;s to be 11 s pecial 

class separate from the Gentiles. Thi~ is also borne out by' 

tl'a..e apocryphal accounts nhich picture him as es teemed by Phari­

sees as ·well as by Christian Jews 1'0 1? his pious lif'e. 

There r8li18.1n t wo important points to consider in dis cum­

s illf~ the author of thiR Epistle: one is the approxirr.ate date 

at which it uaa writte1'i by him; the other, t h e wo.:y 1n which 

thin li!piatlo rei'lects all thH.t \'18 lmow about James t ho brother 

of' the Lord in such n t:uy that it i c t h e 1uos t po't7erful. prooi' 

of' the authorship o.nd authenticity of this lotter. In cons id­

er ing tho last of' these tl7o points , the simple superscription, 

11Jamcrn, a serve.nt of God m'ld o!' the Lord Jesus Olll'ist, to the 

t,,elvo tribes \'lhich are sc::Lttered abi'ond, greeting, 11 is of 

groa t importance. On the suri'a ce tl1ene \7ords seem to claim 

no more authorit'Y for their author :than he mi@lt have as 11a 

servant of God and or the Lord Jesus Christ." There is no 
• 9 

mention of Apostleship, ns 1n so many of the othe?' Ii:pistles ... O 

Just the \7ord 1J:nuos1 is all that i s ~iven to identify' its 

author in the mi11d:1 of thot:1e Jevdsh-Ohristians to whom the 

19. Re.~ll seems to feel tha.t these 1:10n were honestly 
representi..YJ.g tho position or James at this tilne (Ibid,, p. 19.). 
Pl'UllEier also admits tlds possibility, op. cit., p. 36. er • .. 
also Zahn• ~ view, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 104. 

20. er •• a.g,:,~ ... nom. 1:1; I Cor. l,:1; Gal. 1:1; Eph! l.::l.; 
Col. 1:1; I Tim, l:·l; 8 Tim. 1:1; Tit. 1:1; 1 Fat. 1:1; II 
Pet. 1:1. 
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letter uns addressed. Yet this name was oonsidored sut'rioient 

by the T1l'iter to 81ve authority to the I:pistle. \'Jho eloe could 

t h is be b\1.t JOliles. the brotho1'" ot tho LOl'd and \1ell-lmo'\"Jll bead 

of the Jorusalem Chlll'oh?21 l!iru:1y of these Jewish-Oln•istians-­

though thoy vrere sontte~ed throughout the ne16hboring countries-­

no doubt still made their· pilr,;rimsges to Jerusalem fo1 .. t.~e 

feasts o.nd there oard8 under tl1e influence or the quiet, unas­

smd.118• yet po,.eri'ul porsonali ty of this great ilUlil. To them 

his nm:-ie without any special claims to position ,1ould be suf­

ficient to give t he Epistle autl101"ity. Tl.ms t!1is simple ~uper­

scriptio11 definitely reflects the authority and position of 

J2m0s the bishop and Jerusalem. and tostif'ies to his authorship. 

21. Rendall says: 11Fron1 tl'le form or salutation one inference 
a}.one oeen1s possible, thnt the Epistle purports to be the trork 
or Jrunes. brother of the Lord, who after the ~ithdrnual or Peter 
succeeded to tho headship of tb.e Clll'iotian believero in Jeru­
sale1n: • • • !Jone other could be noted by tho simple authori­
tative 1 James. 1 ••• Apart ~om Paul and Peter. no figure in 
the Cln2l'ch or the ti~st days plays a more sub2tnntial part 
upon the historic and legendaey s_~ttfle than James• first I Bishop 1 

or Jol'US::tl8Iil. · That tlle Epistl.e clairas to proceed .frO!:l him 
seenis certain--ai.1d that claim won its ·way to gradual acceptnnce 
in the Weut as well as i11 the East. anc:l v,as probt.1.bly a deter­
l'ilinil'ig factor in securi11.3 canonicity-11 (Op. cit., pp. llf'.). 

This is also tha ganeril.l v:i.ou oi' several other nwn. 
•:eiss says, "In calling l'limsel.t simply J t~s and d.as c1,ibing 
himself only as a servant ot God and of the Lord Jesus Christ 
(1: 1) • his s·o1t-desi3nation ,,ould only be intelligible to· the 
readers on the supposition that he l"1'tS the Lord1s brother, 
~no by his authoritative position at tl1e head ot the CllUl'oh in 
Jorunalem pos sessed such pre-eminence- that it t1as not necessary 
tQ distinguish hb1solf .tram others or the smn.e name" (Op. cit., 
. Vpl.. I, P• 112.) • ijvan Enslil'l, t'thile denyiDg that the book 
,1as',1ritten in Apoatol:to times, has to admit that its "author 
intended for it the authority of' this grant man of the peat," 
tor 1111' \'J'ritten· a.ftel'" the first JJ{U"iod of Christianity r.as over, 
the 1~1ontion or James \'11th no 1'1rther qualifications ,1ould 
n..ttturally- h.<1.VG suggested but ona figure" (Op. cit., p. S33.) • 



Secondly, the !!.):,istle is nl.eo ,vb.at ,10 \"IOUld expect fltam 

the pon or u mo.n with tho traininc;. cho.racte:r and personality 

,;1hich Jmoo:. ho.d. To my mind no one has pointed thit: ou.t n10re 

cleuly and ooncisoly than Rendall. T:lor tho.t reason I 0111 taking 

the libei .. ty to quota him sordewhn.t e:::ci;enaively 011 this subject 

in the follo\'1ing pages. Co11carnin5 the positions taken by 

Jm:1es at the Council of Jo1'"l.lsnle1n and again at Paul I s last 

visit to that city. Rendall sayo: 11The incidents . though dis­

c01mocted, yield a consintant v1hole, and reveal a temper and 

pEu•aonality with which the rllain tenor or tho Epistle• alike in 

its 1.1.tte1"ances and it~ reticence:~, 1'alli1 into natural accord. 

It has bean impu&ned as religiou.s opportuniom. But tlw spirit 

of Christian toleranco. ono may almost say o:r statesmanship, 

lies ali;ays 01:>en to t h i s charge; and it wnu the essence of 

Juda ic CJ:1..riot1mi1 ty. 1122 

IIo also discusses the tone or the 1!."pistle, especially 

the fact that a.t times it io dii'i"icult to tell whether he is 

addressing Jews or Jov,ish-Chris tinns,. He says: 

In t ho Epistle it is oi'ton hard to say Tlhethor 
the 1.iriter is addressing llin1Self to Christians or 
to Jews; t11e lrmguo.ga and thought accanodate them­
selves to both, because to the author each God.­
tearing Jen was a potential or 0.11 aotua1 Chl'istian. 
In thin natural blond of Jouish piet-y and Christian 
consecration lay tl1e qual1tioatio11s for leadership, 
whioh enabled him tor tv,onty yeD.l"s• A. D .. 42-62• to 
praoide over tho Church at Jerusalem, and to command 
the reverence of all JeVlish Chriatie.ns or Chrintian 
Joti·s tiho flocked thither 1n attend:mce at the ammal 

22. na11dall., op. oit., p. 20. 


