Studies in the book of James

Lesson 6— The Sin of Partiality  (2:1-13)

   It seems quite clear that the Jewish Christians to whom James wrote  were in need of strong admonition on several fronts. The letter strongly implies that many of them did not  truly grasp what “pure and undefiled religion” was supposed to really look like (cf. 1:26,27).   They may have considered themselves able students of God’s word (for they were seemingly familiar with it) but James admonishes that it is only those who are faithfully doing the word who will be blessed by God (cf. 1:22-25).
  In chapter 2 the inspired writer gives attention to a “sinful” practice which makes his treatise fairly unique to sacred writings. The Scriptures have much to say about the vice of mistreating the unfortunate by depriving them of the necessities of life, stealing away what little they possess or depriving them of justice against opponents, however, James (like Jesus in the Sermon on the mount, gets to the true heart of the matter. The act of showing “partiality” (personal favoritism) was not registering on their spiritual radar as it should have and James lets them know, without doubt, that stumbling in even one minor area of God’s law was sufficient to condemn them.
Questions:
1. What statement/description in 2:1 clearly reflects the central framework upon which all N.T. teaching must revolve?   Do you suppose that many follow a religion built more on following a check list which elevates one’s own righteous efforts rather than seeing them as connected to our allegiance to Christ?  Why are some attracted to the former?
2. What illustration does he use of how they might show “partiality”?  Do you suppose that it was only in this setting where some were guilty of this wrong or would such an attitude likely manifest itself in other places (and at other times) as well?

3. What were they in fact guilty of by such actions (2:4)?  In what sense were they becoming “judges” do you think?   How is verse 5 then meant to correct their skewed thinking?   Is verse 5 expressed as an unvarying “truth” or as a “truism”?  (What’s the difference?)   

4. What was generally true in regard to so many of the rich?   Why were  they often this way?  (What Jewish superstitions or prejudices did they often fall back on to explain man’s good fortune or bad fortune? (notice John 9:1-2; and recall the basic reasoning of Job’s friends).
5. What was the “royal law” which they were to observe?  Why does James use such a description in regard to this law?   In this instance, what was one way in which one became guilty of violating this important law?

6. Why is it that a sin like “partiality” can be considered as serious as committing “murder” or “adultery”?     What does that say about little sins which we may not be inclined to feel too guilty about and how we are apt to judge others who do things we would never think of doing? 
7. Notice that James mentions their speech as being part of the basis upon which God will judge men? What is obviously reflected by the way we speak?  

8. Do you think there is a connection between James 2:13 and Matthew 9:9-13?  Keep in mind the thought expressed in question 4.

