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BROTHERS AND SISTERS OF JESUS
PREFACE

Jesus' brothers and sisters

The Gospel of Mark (6:3)
and

the Gospel of Matthew (13:55–56)
mention

James, Joseph/Joses, Judas/Jude and Simon
as brothers of Jesus.

The same verses also mention
unnamed number of sisters of Jesus.

Matthew 12:46-48 46 While Jesus was still talking to the crowd, his mother and brothers stood
outside, wanting to speak to him. 47 Someone told him, “Your mother and brothers are standing
outside, wanting to speak to you.” 48 He replied to him, “Who is my mother, and who are my
brothers?”
Mark 3:31-32 Then Jesus’ mother and brothers arrived. Standing outside, they sent someone in to
call him. 32 A crowd was sitting around him, and they told him, “Your mother and brothers are
outside looking for you.”
Matthew 13:55-56 “Isn’t this the carpenter’s son? Isn’t his mother’s name Mary, and aren’t his
brothers James, Joseph, Simon and Judas? 56 Aren’t all his sisters with us? Where then did this
man get all these things?”
Mark 6:3 Isn’t this the carpenter? Isn’t this Mary’s son and the brother of James, Joseph, Judas
and Simon? Aren’t his sisters here with us?” And they took offense at him.
John 2:12 After this he went down to Capernaum with his mother and brothers and his disciples.
There they stayed for a few days.
John 7:3 Jesus’ brothers said to him, “Leave Galilee and go to Judea, so that your disciples there
may see the works you do.
John 7:5 For even his own brothers did not believe in him.
John 7:10 However, after his brothers had left for the festival, he went also, not publicly, but in
secret.
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Acts 1:14 They all joined together constantly in prayer, along with the women and Mary the
mother of Jesus, and with his brothers.
Gal. 1 19 I saw none of the other apostles—only James, the Lord’s brother. 20 I assure you before
God that what I am writing you is no lie.
Epistle to the Galatians 1:18-19
Paul Preaches
18Only after three years did I go up to Jerusalem to confer with Cephas, and I stayed with him
fifteen days. 19But I saw none of the other apostles except James, the Lord’s brother. .

The "brothers of the Lord" are also mentioned, alongside (but separate from) Cephas and the
apostles in 1 Corinthians (9:5), in which it is mentioned they had wives.
1 Corinthians 9:5 Don’t we have the right to take a believing wife along with us, as do the other
apostles and the Lord’s brothers and Cephas?
The New Testament describes James, Joseph (Joses), Judas (Jude), and Simon as brothers of

Jesus (Greek: ἀδελφοὶ, romanized: adelphoi, lit. 'brothers'). Also mentioned, but not named, are

sisters of Jesus. Some scholars argue these brothers, especially James held positions of special

honor in the early Christian church.

But there are difference of opinion about how they are related to Jesus in various churches.

Historically we have three interpretations apart from other recent attempts to explain them. We

will deal with the three first.
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I

THE HELVIDIAN VIEW
ONE FAMILY OF JOSEPH AND MARY WITH MANY CHILDREN FORMING A JEWISH FAMILY

The Helvidian interpretation of the family of Jesus and his relation to James, Joses, Simon, Jude
and the two sisters is based on the literal interpretaion of the scripture.

HERMENEUTICS:
The Science of Interpreting the Scriptures

Study earnestly to present yourself approved to God, a workman that does not need to be
ashamed, rightly dividing (Strong's: dissecting correctly) the Word of Truth.- 2Timothy2:15

The Golden Rule of Interpretation of Scripture:

Helvidian interpretation follows the above rule.
New Testment was written in Greek and we look into the Bible regarding the meaning of the
relationship terms used especially the terms for brother, sister, cousin, relations etc.

The literal translation of the words "brother" and "sister" is an objective problem because there are
words that exactly defines “direct brothers and sisters”; “cousins”, “biological reations” in Greek,
which is the language in which the New Testament Gospels were considered to be written.
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Brothers, were called as adelphos,
sisters as adelphe and
brothers and sisters together as Adelphoi (brothers and sisters).
These come from the root: delphys which means 'womb'
a-delphys would mean “of the same womb”.

Greek term for cousins anepsios
Biological relatives from the Greek Desposyni, plural of Desposynos
Greek term for relatives suggenes

Adelfos = Of One Womb
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Ancient Greek
Alternative forms
ἀδελφεός (adelpheós), ἀδελφειός (adelpheiós) – Epic, Ionic, Lyric

ἀδελφιός (adelphiós) – Boeotian

ἀδελφιός (adelphiós), ἀδευφιός (adeuphiós) – Cretan

Etymology

From Proto-Indo-European *sm̥-gʷelbʰ- (“one/same womb”), from *gʷelbʰ- (“womb”), equivalent to

ἁ- (ha-, copulative prefix) + δελφύς (delphús, “womb”). The initial /h/ is lost due to Grassmann's

Law. Cognate to Sanskrit ságarbhya,= same womb “brother”).

https://en.wiktionary.org/wiki/

https://www.biblestudytools.com/lexicons/greek/nas/adelphos.html

Adelphos indicates a wider implication to imply originated from,
One Parent,
One Ancestor,
One Creator.
One Job,
Born of Same Spirit etc

https://en.wiktionary.org/wiki/
https://www.biblestudytools.com/lexicons/greek/nas/adelphos.html
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It then essentially depends upon how wide you want to include. This exactly is the problem here.

After all, all creation emerged out of One Essence - Ein Sof - God. And even here Jesus was born

of the Spirit of God. So all those of the Spirit of God are brothers and Sisters of Jesus. In fact

Jesus insisted on that later during his active ministry period. Matthew 12:47

The word “cousin” (anepsios), is not used, not only Matthew 13:55, but also in John 2:12; John

7:5; Acts 1:14; and Galatians 1:19, all of which mention one or more of Jesus’ brothers instead the

word Adelphos and Adelphe is used which means co-uterine brothers

Colossians 4:10 . . . gives us an example of the apostle Paul making reference to “Mark, the

cousin of Barnabas,” showing us that in the New Testament a distinction between brothers and

cousins was clearly made.
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Is not this the carpenter, the son of Mary and brother [adelphos] of James and Joses and Judas

and Simon? And are not his sisters [adelphai] here with us?- Mark 6:3 (also Matthew 13:55)

So his brothers said to him, "Leave here and go to Judea, that your disciples also may see the

works you are doing. For no one works in secret if he seeks to be known openly. If you do these

things, show yourself to the world." For not even his brothers [adelphoi] believed in him.

- John 7:3-5

All these with one accord were devoting themselves to prayer, together with the women and Mary

the mother of Jesus, and his brothers [adelphois].- Acts 1:14

Do we not have the right to take along a believing wife, as do the other apostles and the brothers

[adelphoi] of the Lord and Cephas?- 1 Corinthians 9:5

But I saw none of the other apostles except James the Lord's brother [adelphon].- Galatians 1:19

In Luke 1:36 describing the relation between Mary and Elizabeth’s the word for cousin anepsios is
used properly
Greek words for "sister" (adelphe) and "brother" (adelphos) share the same root: delphys 'womb'.

Thus these adelp terms means “is born to the same mother”. The plural, adelphoi, means

"brothers" or "brothers and sisters," according to context, and usually includes all the offspring in a

family, male and female, of whatever age. If you prefer a single, inclusive English word for the

phrase “sisters and brothers,” the only one that I’ve found so far is sibling.

Answers in Genesis states,”Some have suggested these brothers and sisters were cousins or

more distant relations. If true, why didn’t the writers use the Greek term for cousins (anepsios)?

The Greek word did exist and was used in Scripture in Colossians 4:10. (Colossians 4:10, NLT:
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"Aristarchus, who is in prison with me, sends you his greetings, and so does Mark, Barnabas's

cousin.) If they were more distant relatives, then why not use a Greek word that meant relatives

(suggenes), such as the one describing Mary and Elizabeth’s relational status in Luke 1:36? (Luke

1: 36Look, even Elizabeth your relative has conceived a son in her old age, and she who was

called barren is in her sixth month) Why did Matthew and Mark use the words most commonly

translated as brothers (adelphos) and sisters (adelphe)?” It may be noticed that nowhere in

the New Testament is “adelphos” used to mean anything other than “brother” [Source: Reza Aslan,

Washington Post, September 26, 2013]

If we want to denote the same origin of Jesus and the “Brothers of Jesus” outside of Mary and if

we assume that they were children of Joseph and not of Mary where will that go? Tracing back to

the genealogy of Mary connecting with Joseph will probably take us to Zerubabel if we compare

the two genealogies given to us by Matthew and Luke. If we take the origin to the Father of Jesus

as God it will go all the way to God. It has to go all the way to God and not to any human level.

That would imply that we have to call all mankind or even all the cosmic beings as brothers of

Jesus and it will not certainly define James, Joses etc as in any special way related to Jesus other

than as a part of mankind.

In actual reality, Jesus is related to man only through Mary (leaving out Jesus as the creator) and

the statement brothers of Jesus would make no particular relation other than referring to mankind

or even all creation unless these brothers came out of the womb of Mary.

In extreme extension we can say all believers born of the Spirit are brothers of Jesus since he

himself was born again at the age of 30 by the spirit at the time of baptism as the Second Adam.

Jesus indeed defined it as such very clearly. Other than that I see no way we can define ”brothers

of Jesus” to include cousins or even relations. Even if they are co-uterine brothers, they are really

step brothers only since the fathers were different.

Matthew 12:47 “Someone told Him, “Look, Your mother and brothers are standing outside,

wanting to speak to You.” 48But Jesus replied, “Who is My mother, and who are My brothers?
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49Pointing to His disciples, He said, “Here are My mother and My brothers.50For whoever does

the will of My Father in heaven is My brother and sister and mother.”

At the time he made the statement, apparently it did not include his mother, nor James, Joses etc

since they were not believers. They came to take Jesus by force because he was going mad

according to them and must be placed in a madhouse for safety.

Thus any reference to”Brothers of Jesus” has to be understood strictly as those born of Mary’s

womb unless we understand it as those who are born of God. Unless of course Mathew and Mark

wrote it thus by mistake without really understanding that Jesus was originated direct from God

through Mary and not through human agency. Which will imply that we cannot trust the scriptures.

They simply wrote it in human terms.

https://www.biblicalcyclopedia.com/H/helvidius.html

HELVIDIUS
Helvidius was a 4th century layman who opposed the growing superstitions of the Church,

especially the nascent worship of the Virgin Mary. Sometime around 383 after having read a

pamphlet distributed by a monk named Carterius, Helvidius wrote a work, which promoted the idea

that Mary led a traditional normal Jewish married life following the birth of Jesus and went on to

have several other children with Joseph. Helvidius’ treatise on the perpetual virginity of Mary is no

longer extant, so we have only the reports and retorts from his opponent Jerome. Helvidius was a

pupil of Auxentius, bishop of Milan, and the precursor of Jovinian.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++>>

JOVINIAN

https://www.biblicalcyclopedia.com/H/helvidius.html
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Jovinian (Latin: Jovinianus; died c. 405), was a monk at one time in his life, but subsequently

turned against monastic asceticism-and became an opponent of Christian asceticism in the 4th

century. He was condemned as a heretic at synods convened in Rome under Pope Siricius and in

Milan by St Ambrose in 393. Our information about him is derived principally from the work of St.

Jerome in two books, Adversus Jovinianum. Jerome referred to him as the "Epicurus of

Christianity". He was a native of Corduene. John Henry Newman called Aerius of Sebaste,

Jovinian and Vigilantius the forerunners of Protestantism, likening them to the "Luther, Calvin, and

Zwingli of the fourth century".

Jovinianus, published a Latin treatise outlining several opinions:

1.That a virgin is no better, as such, than a wife in the sight of God.

2.Abstinence from food is no better than a thankful partaking of food.

3.A person baptized with the Spirit as well as with water cannot sin.

4.All sins are equal.

5.There is but one grade of punishment and one of reward in the future state.

In addition to this, he held the birth of Jesus Christ to have been by a "true parturition," and was

thus refuting the orthodoxy of the time, according to which, the infant Jesus passed through the

walls of the womb as his Resurrection body afterwards did, out of the tomb or through closed

doors.

Jerome was at the time preaching the "gospel of celibacy," and Helvidius opposed this tendency

also.

He maintained that Mary had other children besides Jesus, and supported his opinion by the New

Testament, and by the authority of Tertullian (AD 155-240)and Saint Victorinus of Pettau (AD 270).

"He affirmed also that by this opinion he in nowise infringed on the honor of Mary.

He attacked also the exaggerated under valuation of married life. He quoted the examples of the

patriarchs, who had maintained a pious life in wedlock; while, on the other hand, he referred to the

examples of such virgins as had by no means lived up to their calling.

Helvidius maintained that the biblical mention of "sisters" and "brothers" of the Lord constitutes

solid evidence that Mary had normal marital relations with Joseph and additional children after the

miraculous conception and birth of Jesus. He supported his opinion by the writings of Tertullian

and Victorinus.

In summary:
The Gospels of Matthew and Luke say that Jesus was miraculously conceived and born of
his mother Mary while she was still a virgin (Matthew 1:18–23, Luke 1:30–37)
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and that Mary and Joseph "did not consummate their marriage until she gave birth" to
Jesus (Matthew 1:25);
and Jesus is referred to as the "first-born son" of Mary (Luke 2:7).
So James and the other "brothers" of Jesus are considered to be Jesus's younger half-
brothers, born of Mary and Joseph.

In addition, Mary, Joseph, and Jesus's brothers or siblings are often described together, without

reference to any other relatives (Matthew 12:46–49, Mark 3:31–34, 6:3, Luke 8:19–21, John

2:12, Acts 1:14),

and Jesus's brothers are described without allusion to others (John 7:2–5, 1 Corinthians 9:5). For

example, Matthew 13:55–56 says, "Isn't this the carpenter's son? Isn't his mother's name Mary,

and aren't his brothers James, Joseph, Simon, and Jude? Aren't all his sisters with us?" and John

7:5 says, "Even his own brothers did not believe in him."

Clement of Alexandria (c. 150-c. 215), Tertullian (c. 160 -c. 220), and Helvidius (c. 380)
were among the theologians who thought that Mary had children other than Jesus.

Helvidius accused Jerome even of translating the Vulgate from corrupt Greek manuscripts to

support his thesis. All the works of Helvidius are lost; we know about his stand only through his

opponents.

<<==================================

Here is the Helvidian stand:

If we extrapolate with the later history some has developed the following relations.
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In the New Testament, adelphos is used 343 times and is used to refer to spiritual brothers and

blood brothers. The most natural reading of these verses would be to read them as blood brothers

as well.

An exact greek word for cousins exists (anepsios). This word is used only 1 time in the New

Testament - but it was not used here. (Colossians)

Likewise, a word for kinsman/relative exists (suggenes). This word is used 12 times in the New

Testament, but is not used here. (Luke, Acts, Romans, and once in Mark and John)

If we believe in the inerrancy of the scriptures we have to stand by that using the plain direct

meaning. While the historical documentation of the bible is to be treated in the cultural and

When the relationship is explained they are usually explicitly explained in ancient Greek.

Examples are Act 23:16 "the son of Paul's sister" or Col 4:10 "Marcus, sister's son to

Barnabas"In Luke 21:16, the Greek words syg-ge-non' (denotes relatives, such as cousins)

and a-del-phon' (brothers) both occur, showing that the terms are not used loosely or

indiscriminately in the Greek.

historical context, it is not amenable to reinterpretation based on doctrines and in no way lead to

misunderstanding. In fact doctrines are developed based on the scriptures and not the other way

round. But if the scripture itself is interpreted and defined by the Church, it can mean anything

according to the Church and we can reject the scripture as a whole and should rewrite them.
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James the Just, Joses, Simon, and Jude are presented as the brothers ( adelphoi) of Jesus born

from the same womb or originated from the same source along with other sisters according to

Mark 6:, Matthew 13:55; John 7:3; Acts 1:14; and 1 Corinthians 9:5

Second-century Christian writer Hegesippus distinguishes between those who were anepsioi of

Jesus and his adelphoi. However Jesus and his disciples’ native language was Aramaic (as

in Matthew 27:46; Mark 5:41), which could not distinguish between a blood brother(or sister) and a

cousin. Aramaic, like Biblical Hebrew, does not contain a word for “cousin”. If the gospels were

written in Hebrew or Aramaic then we could rethink these relations. These Gospels were written

down in Greek and it is in that terms alone we can understand them.

 Notice:that they are always called brothers and sisters, not cousins or kinsmen even though

the language in which it was written had specific words for them;

 that their relationship is always defined with reference to Jesus, not to Joseph or to Mary;

 they are always called brothers and sisters of Jesus, not sons and daughters of Mary;

 that they always appear in connection with Mary (except in John 7:3) as if her children,

members of her household, and under her control.

https://www.christianity.com/jesus/life-of-jesus/youth-and-baptism/how-many-brothers-and-sisters-did-
jesus-have.html
http://bib.irr.org/was-jesus-married

Family Members of Jesus Mentioned in the NT

Name Relation References

Joseph father (adoptive) Matt. 1:16-24; 2:13, 19; Luke 1:27; 2:4, 16;
3:23; John 1:45; 6:42

Mary mother Matt. 1:16-24; 2:11; 13:55; Mark 6:3; Luke
1:27-56; 2:5, 16, 19, 34; Acts 1:14

James brother Matt. 13:55; Mark 6:3; Acts 15:13; 21:18; 1
Cor. 15:7; Gal. 1:19; 2:9, 12; James 1:1; Jude
1:1

Joses/Joseph brother Matt. 13:55; Mark 6:3

Judas/Jude brother Matt. 13:55; Mark 6:3; Jude 1:1

https://www.christianity.com/jesus/life-of-jesus/youth-and-baptism/how-many-brothers-and-sisters-did-
http://bib.irr.org/was-jesus-married
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Simon brother Matt. 13:55; Mark 6:3

--- sisters Matt. 13:56; Mark 6:3

John (the Baptist) relative Luke 1:13, 36; many references (esp. Matt. 3–
4, 10–11, 14; Mark 1, 6; Luke 3, 7, 9; John 1,
3; Acts 1:5, 22; 10:37; 11:16; 13:24-25; 18:25;
19:3-4)

Elizabeth relative Luke 1:36

Zacharias relative Luke 1:5

Clopas/Cleopas uncle Luke 24:18; John 19:25

Mary (wife) of Clopas aunt John 19:25

Outside of the Scriptures
In the 3rd century, biological relatives with a connection to the nuclear family of Jesus, without

explicit reference to brothers or sisters, were called the desposyni, from the Greek δεσπόσυνοι,

plural of δεσπόσυνος. Julius Africanus, a writer of the early third century, refers to alleged blood

relatives of Jesus who were then alive. Outside of the scriptures there are occurences where

these words are used in wider sense, especially within the church context to imply brotherhood of

man since mankind was born from God and Mother Earth through the Holy Spirit.

Gen 2:7 Then the LORD God formed a man from the dust of the ground and breathed into his
nostrils the breath of life, and the man became a living being

Thus the words we have been talking about have different meanings in the family of Semitic

languages. New Testament is written in Koine Greek and the meaning of the words are more

clearly defined. It is usually found that in a culture where relationships are more closer, each

category is more well defined. For example the word “uncle” could mean father’s brother or

mother’s brother in English. But they are clearly distinguished in cultures where where families

are more closer. (Cultural Anthropology)

The other supporting language use include;
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Use of “First born” (prototokos Πρωτότοκον) and “untill” (heos)

The use of “first-born” is often taken to imply that there were other children after the first. Here in

our case both Matthew and Luke refers to Jesus as Mary’s first born in the Greek original.

Mat 1:25 And knew her not till she had brought forth her firstborn son: and he called his name

JESUS.

Luke 2:7 And she brought forth her firstborn son, and wrapped him in swaddling clothes, and

laid him in a manger; because there was no room for them in the inn.

One counter-argument is contextual that the term "'first-born” is a legal term which Jews used

even if that child was the only-child of a mother".

Protolos πρωτότοκος among the Jews was a technical term, meaning ‘that which openeth the

womb’ (Exodus 34:19 ff.), and does not imply the birth of other offspring. Indeed, the redemption-

price of a first-born son, required by the Mosaic law, was due at the end of a month (Numbers 8:15

ff.), before it could be known whether there was any likelihood of further offspring. Dr. Mayor

objects that in a purely historical passage, like Luke 2:7, this technical meaning is not to be

thought of; but the subsequent statement ‘they brought him up to Jerusalem to present him to the

Lord, as it is written in the law of the Lord, Every male that openeth the womb shall be called holy

to the Lord’ (Luke 2:22-23), renders it certain that it was precisely this which was in the

Evangelist’s mind when he called Jesus πρωτότοκον ( Jerome, l.c. x.).

Archealogy supports this: In a Jewish cemetery in Alexandria, Egypt, a 1st century grave stone

was found in which a certain Jewish girl named Arsinoe was buried soon after she had given birth

to "her first-born son".
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The problem really arose when in due course when Mary’s status in the Christianity came to be

involved. During later period of development of Christianity The dogma that Mary was a perpetual

virgin, that she never had children other than Jesus and never had sexual relations with any man,

lies at the heart of the issue.

Antidicomarianites (Greek ἀντιδικοµαριανῖται, literally "opponents of Mary", from ἀντίδικ-

ος ″adversary" + Μαρία ″Mary″) was a term applied to Christians who believed that the brothers

and sisters of Jesus referred to in the New Testament were the younger children of Joseph and

Mary together after the birth of Jesus. They were led by Epiphanius in the fourth century. This is

based on the verse.

Matthew 1:24 When Joseph woke up, he did as the angel of the Lord had commanded him, and

embraced Mary as his wife. 25But he had no union with her until she gave birth to her first born
Son. (καὶ οὐκ ἐγίνωσκεν αὐτὴν ἕως οὗ ἔτεκεν υἱόν), And he gave Him the name Jesus.

This verse seems to indicate that Joseph took Mary as his wife and had union with her after the

birth of Jesus the first born. If this is what is implied most probably they had children younger than

Jesus. The connotations of the English “until” are the exactly the same as the Greek ἕως (heōs).

In English, saying that something didn’t happen “until X” generally means that it happened after X.

Some will say yes, but others do deny that. This was the question. If Joseph was told by the

Angel to took Mary as his wife, it is to be expected. Otherwise Joseph did not take Mary as his

wife, but only as a ward. Was that not a violation of the order?

“Matthew 1: 8 This is how the birth of Jesus the Messiah came about: His mother Mary was

pledged to be married to Joseph, but before they came together, she was found to be pregnant

through the Holy Spirit. 19 Because Joseph her husband was faithful to the law, and yet did not

want to expose her to public disgrace, he had in mind to divorce her quietly.

20 But after he had considered this, an angel of the Lord appeared to him in a dream and said,

“Joseph son of David, do not be afraid to take Mary home as your wife, because what is

conceived in her is from the Holy Spirit. 21 She will give birth to a son, and you are to give him the

name Jesus, because he will save his people from their sins.”
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22 All this took place to fulfill what the Lord had said through the prophet: 23 “The virgin will

conceive and give birth to a son, and they will call him Immanuel” (which means “God with us”).

24 When Joseph woke up, he did what the angel of the Lord had commanded him and took
Mary home as his wife. 25 But he did not consummate their marriage until she gave birth to

a son. And he gave him the name Jesus”

I am sure the Angel would have made it clear to Joseph that he is no more her husband but by the

order YHVH he is only her ward and that he better take good care of her if that is what YHVH

intended.

Here is a list of the term “heos'” usage throughout the NT on the internet Biblehub.

(http:// biblehub.com/greek/eo_s_2193.htm) where it shows 146 occurences

Until - ἕως (heōs) — 146 Occurrences
Every time the word is rendered until, due to context, it is obvious that when the time of the event

is passed, that a change occurs sometime afterwards, not necessarily immediately but after that

some time. For example:

Now when they had gone, behold, an angel of the Lord *appeared to Joseph in a dream and said,

“Get up! Take the Child and His mother and flee to Egypt, and remain there until I tell you; for

Herod is going to search for the Child to destroy Him.” (Matt 2:13–Obviously, Joseph and

company left Egypt.)

But I will remain in Ephesus until Pentecost (1 Cor 16:8–Obviously, Paul left after Pentecost,

though not necessarily the same day.)

Matthew 1:18, ‘before they came together’ (πρὶν ἢ συνελθεῖν), implies that the connubial relations

of Joseph and Mary were of the ordinary kind and in accordance with the order of YHVH which

Joseph received through the angel.

On the other hand Matthew 28:20, ‘Lo, I am with you alway, even unto the end of the world,’ and

2 Samuel 6:23, ‘Michael the daughter of Saul had no child until the day of her death,’ as a proof

that ‘until’ does not fix a limit or suggest a subsequent change. In the first case Jesus is with his

believers always also but with greater personal and direct experiential way. In the second case

there cannot be a child evidently after death.

It is quite true that in such passages as those quoted, where the circumstances of the ease

preclude the idea of change, ‘until’ does not imply change. But ‘until’ does imply change when it

introduces a state of things in which change is naturally to be expected.

http://
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συνελθεῖν need not mean more than living together in the same house is the standard answer

given. Is that all what it means?

In the case of Joseph and Mary, it may be fairly argued that inasmuch as connubial intercourse is

the natural accompaniment of marriage, (since Joseph and Mary were clearly betrothed) the

Evangelist in asserting that it did not take place until a certain date, affirms that it took place

afterwards. If the intention was to state that Joseph and Mary refrained from sexual relation, it

could well have been stated clearly without the “until” clause.

The commandment of the Lord to Joseph was clearly to embrace Mary as his wife. Living

together is not embracing as his wife. This indeed is a strong argument for considering the

brothers and sisters as possible co-uterine.

Analysis of the Gospel Families of Jesus

https://jamestabor.com/sorting-out-the-jesus-family-mother-fathers-brothers-and-sisters/

If we take the scripture as it is written Jesus had four brothers and at least two sisters as

“given” in Mark, our earliest gospel record. Mark names the brothers of Jesus as:

James, Joses, Judas, and Simon and says that there were sisters

Mark 6:3, "Is not this the carpenter, the son of Mary, the brother of James, and Joses, and of Juda,

and Simon? and are not his sisters here with us? ."

Matthew 13: 55 “Isn’t this the carpenter’s son? Isn’t his mother’s name Mary, and aren’t his

brothers James, Joseph, Simon and Judas? 56 Aren’t all his sisters with us? Where then did this

man get all these things?”

The sons name are clearly stated: James, Joses (Joseph), Juda (Judas), and Simon (Simeon)

The plural word sisters indicates that there are at least two. It could be more. If we take literally

the scripture we now have this pedigree.

This is called the Helvidian view named after Helvidius, a 4th century Christian writer whom

Jerome seeks to refute. Eusebius, the early 4th century church historian regularly quotes early

sources and refers himself to the brothers of Jesus “after the flesh,” surely understanding them as

children of Mary and Joseph (see Eusebius, Church History 2. 23; 3. 19.

So according to Helvidian view Jesus had four brothers and at least two (if not more) sisters “after

the flesh”

During the period of the ministry of Jesus we see the brothren continually together with Mary. The

fact that the brethren not only lived in the same house with Mary, but continually accompanied her

https://jamestabor.com/sorting-out-the-jesus-family-mother-fathers-brothers-and-sisters/
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wherever she went, is an indication that they were her children as well as Joseph’s.

The Helvidian understanding has become the position of almost all Protestant

churches. It is the plain meaning of the scripture requiring no further explanation.

They were brothers and sisters of Jesus.
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When God sent His Son into the world, He placed Him into a human family with a father, a mother,

and with brothers and sisters. He made the whole mankind his family. He was proud to say he

was indeed the Son of Man.

As may be seen, this was the time when worship of Mary and considering married sexual relation

as worldly and sin began to develop. (as against Genesis 1:28 And God blessed them. And God

said to them, “Be fruitful and multiply and fill the earth and subdue it and have dominion over the

fish of the sea and over the birds of the heavens and over every living thing that moves on the

earth.”) Thus celebacy was exalted and monasteries and convents were on the rise. From this

arose the concept of ordained priests of the church should not marry.

Their view has also been supported in the academic realm, at least from the mid-1850's through

the present.

Joseph was not a blood-relation of Jesus, and yet he was called Father of Jesus, a lie, not only by

friends and acquaintances (Matthew 13:55 = Mark 6:3, cf. also John 1:46; John 6:42), but also by

the Virgin herself (Luke 2:48), and by an Evangelist who lays great stress upon the supernatural

birth (Luke 2:41), the father of Jesus. Since, therefore, even in the Holy Family, Joseph was called

the father of Jesus, it is certain that if he had other sons, they would have been called the brethren

of Jesus..

++++++++++++++++++++++>>

Other known relatives of Jesus include Simeon, the second bishop of Jerusalem, who was the son

of Joseph's brother Clopas (mentioned by Eusebius, H.E. 3.11,32), and three Nestorian bishops of

Seleucia on the Tigris in the 3rd century according to the 13th-century Syrian historian, Gregory

Barhebraeus.
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The earliest evidence for the teaching that Mary was a perpetual virgin occurs in the writings of the

early church father Jerome who was born in A.D. 347 and died about A.D. 419. Prior to Jerome

there is no evidence that the early church taught anything other than the scriptural record – that

Jesus had siblings: flesh and blood brothers and sisters. Some have claimed that Origen was the

first early father who wrote that Mary was a perpetual virgin, but a close examination of his

statement reveals that is not true.

His statement was simply that Jesus’ mother was a virgin, and not that she was a perpetual virgin.

Other early church fathers taught that Mary was a perpetual virgin also. At first this might appear

impressive and decisive, but a closer examination reveals that the early church writers who held

this viewpoint wrote after A.D. 300 and not during the first, second, or even the third centuries.

This is important since the Roman Catholic church began to emerge as an organization sometime

around A.D. 300. This strongly implies that the teaching of Mary’s perpetual virginity started with

the Roman Catholic Church.

Bonosus was a Bishop of Sardica in the latter part of the fourth century, who taught against the

doctrine of the perpetual virginity of Mary. His followers were later labelled "Bonosians" and

considered heretical. Bonosus taught that Mary had several other children after Jesus, which was

countered to the prevalent teaching of the Church in the 4th Century. The Council of Capua in

391, before which the matter was brought, but did not pass any judgment on it, but referred it to

the Metropolitan Anysius of Thessalonica and the other bishops of Illyria. They condemned

Bonosus and tried to exclude him from his church. In a letter to the same bishops Pope

Siricius approved the condemnation.

It is also important to notice that Luther, Calvin, and Wesley came out of the Roman Catholic

Church and, consequently, some of their theology had Roman Catholic leanings. This could

explain why Luther , Calvin , Zwingli and John Wesley believed in Mary’s perpetual virginity.

However when the reformation started even the famous reformers were all for the eternal virginity

of Mary.

Calvin, Luther, Zwingli, and Wesley were all for Eternal Virginity of Mary and were simply maintaining

the long-standing traditional belief on the matter. They came out of the Catholic Church and were still

determining where they stand on each issue.
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Martin Luther wrote:

"When Matthew says that Joseph did not know Mary carnally until she had brought forth her son, it
does not follow that he knew her subsequently; on the contrary, it means that he never did know
her . . . This babble . . . is without justification . . . he has neither noticed nor paid any attention to
either Scripture or the common idiom." (That Jesus was Born a Jew)

"Christ, our Savior, was the real and natural fruit of Mary's virginal womb . . . This was without the
cooperation of a man, and she remained a virgin after that. […] Christ . . . was the only Son of Mary,
and the Virgin Mary bore no children besides Him . . . I am inclined to agree with those who declare
that 'brothers' really mean 'cousins' here, for Holy Writ and the Jews always call cousins brothers."
(Sermons on John)

John Calvin: (Sermon on Matthew 1:22-25, published 1562)

“there have been certain folk who have wished to suggest from this passage (Mt 1:25) that the
Virgin Mary had other children than the Son of God, and that Joseph had then dwelt with her
later; but what folly this is! For the gospel writer did not wish to record what happened
afterwards; he simply wished to make clear Joseph’s obedience and to show also that Joseph
had been well and truly assured that it was God who had sent His angel to Mary. He had
therefore never dwelt with her nor had he shared her company…And besides this our Lord
Jesus Christ is called the firstborn. This is not because there was a second or third, but
because the gospel writer is paying regard to the precedence. Scripture speaks thus of
naming the first-born whether or no there was any question of the second.”

Huldrych Zwingli wrote:

"I firmly believe that Mary, according to the words of the gospel as a pure Virgin brought forth for us
the Son of God and in childbirth and after childbirth forever remained a pure, intact Virgin." (Zwingli
Opera, Corpus Reformatorum, Berlin, 1905, v. 1, p. 424)
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John Wesley, in 1749, wrote:

"I believe that He [Jesus] was made man, joining the human nature with the divine in one person;
being conceived by the singular operation of the Holy Ghost, and born of the blessed Virgin Mary, who,
as well after as before she brought Him forth, continued a pure and unspotted virgin." (Letter to a
Roman Catholic)

St Gregory of Nyssa, On the Holy Generation of Christ, 5 (4th century):

"For if Joseph had taken her to be his wife, for the purpose of having children, why would she have
wondered at the announcement of maternity, since she herself would have accepted becoming a
mother according to the law of nature?"

St Augustine, Sermons 186.1 (early 5th century):

“It was not the visible sun, but its invisible Creator who consecrated this day for us, when the Virgin
Mother, fertile of womb and integral in her virginity, brought him forth, made visible for us, by whom,
when he was invisible, she too was created. A Virgin conceiving, a Virgin bearing, a Virgin pregnant, a
Virgin bringing forth, a Virgin perpetual. Why do you wonder at this, O man?”

St Thomas Aquinas, Summa Theologica, III.28.3 (13th century):

"Without any hesitation we must abhor the error of Helvidius, who dared to assert that Christ's Mother,
after His Birth, was carnally known by Joseph, and bore other children.
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For, in the first place, this is derogatory to Christ's perfection: for as He is in His Godhead the Only-
Begotten of the Father, being thus His Son in every respect perfect, so it was becoming that He should
be the Only-begotten son of His Mother, as being her perfect offspring.

“Secondly, this error is an insult to the Holy Ghost, whose "shrine" was the virginal womb, wherein He
had formed the flesh of Christ: wherefore it was unbecoming that it should be desecrated by
intercourse with man.

“Thirdly, this is derogatory to the dignity and holiness of God's Mother: for thus she would seem to be
most ungrateful, were she not content with such a Son; and were she, of her own accord, by carnal
intercourse to forfeit that virginity which had been miraculously preserved in her.

“Fourthly, it would be tantamount to an imputation of extreme presumption in Joseph, to assume that
he attempted to violate her whom by the angel's revelation he knew to have conceived by the Holy
Ghost.

“We must therefore simply assert that the Mother of God, as she was a virgin in conceiving Him and a
virgin in giving Him birth, did she remain a virgin ever afterwards."

It was only much later the protestants began to re-asses these statements on the basis of the

developed Hermeneutics.

In the 18th and 19th centuries various groups of Protestants began to use the term Mariolatry to

refer to the Catholic, Lutheran, Anglo-Catholic, and Eastern Orthodox practices of Marian

veneration and devotion. In their view, the attention paid to Mary is extreme, and may not only

distract from the worship of God, but actually border on idolatry

https://aleteia.org/2013/10/10/a-protestant-defense-of-marys-perpetual-virginity/

<<==================================

Jesus' "brothers" and "sisters", were

 the sons and daughters of Ptolas and Escha [according to the Catholics],

 Joseph and Escha [According to the Orthodox Church],

 Joseph and "The Virgin Mary" [Acccording to the Protestant groups].

The names of the four "brothers" are given as

James, Jose[ph] , Simon, and Jude "of Galilee";

while the names of His "sisters" are not given in scripture they are found in apocryphal literature,

where they are given as Mary [Miriam], Salome, and Anne [Hannah].

The names of two of Jesus’ sisters are called Miriam (Mary) and Salome by Epiphanus (Pan

78:8;1; the order is revered in 78:9:6); the text of "Ancoratus" (60:1) gives the names Anne and

Salome.

https://aleteia.org/2013/10/10/a-protestant-defense-of-marys-perpetual-virginity/
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Sophronius of Jerusalem, who knew of Jesus' three "sisters", harmonized the texts and gave

Jesus the sisters, Mary, Salome, and Anne (Blinzler, 1976, pp 36-8).

There are references made to Jesus' "brothers" and "sisters" (so-called) by the early Byzantine

writers: Sophronius of Jerusalem; Anastasius of Sinai; Theophylact, Euthymius Zibagenus; and,

by Nicephorus Callistus.

The Coptic "History of Joseph" gives his "daughters" the names: Lydia, Assia, and Lysia; who

appear elsewhere as his "nieces", as the daughters of Joseph’s older half-sister, Miriam (Mary).

The misidentification with Joseph’s sister "Mary" and his wife "The Virgin" Mary; made them the

daughters of Joseph’s wife in the Coptic gospels. This raises the questions: was Mary, ever virgin?;

and, if so, who are the identities of these (so-called) "brothers" and "sisters" of Jesus, "The Christ"

Soon after the perpectual virginity of the Mary as “the Mother of God” and all those who stood

against it as heretics kept any further support to the Helvidian theory. Even early reformers of

Protestant denominations were reluctant to consider that position as valid.
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With the passing of time however things began to change with some even of Roman Catholic

denomination dared to consider the position as probably acceptable.

Rudolf Johannes Pesch (born September 2, 1936 in Bonn, † January 13, 2011 in Rome ) was a

German Catholic theologian ( New Testament scholar ) in his commentary on Mark, 11

supported the Helvidian theory.

https://www.latimes.com/archives/la-xpm-1995-12-20-mn-16025-story.html

The Dominican Francois Refoule (1922-1998), former director of the Ecole Biblique in

Jerusalem, largely agrees with Meier’s conclusions: ‘For the exegete and the historian, the

brothers and sisters of Jesus are in all probability his blood brothers and sisters.’

Prof. John. P. Meier, at the Catholic University of America

“Catholicism has long declared that when the Gospels described Jesus’ siblings, or the apostle

Paul mentioned the “brothers of the Lord,” the words--translated from the Greek--really meant

“cousins” or “relatives.”Then, four years ago, in his presidential address to the Catholic Biblical

Assn., Father John P. Meier told a meeting at Loyola Marymount University that on historical

grounds “the most probable opinion is that the brothers and sisters of Jesus were true siblings.”

https://www.latimes.com/archives/la-xpm-1995-12-20-mn-16025-story.html
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Jerome H. Neyrey, SJ,
Is professor of New Testament at the University of Notre Dame in South Bend, Indiana. He is widely known

for his pioneering work in applying social science criticism to New Testament interpretation

“No linguistic evidence warrants our interpreting Gospel passages about Jesus’ brothers and

sisters as his cousins,” wrote Notre Dame scholar Jerome Neyrey in the new HarperCollins

Encyclopedia of Catholicism. Neyrey said the word used in the original Greek could not be

interpreted as “cousins.”

Pheme Perkins,
a faculty member in the Boston College Theology Department, is the University’s inaugural Joseph

Professor of Catholic Spirituality She was the first woman to serve as president of the Catholic Biblical
Association of America (1985-86) and currently is chair of its executive board. She is an associate editor of
The New Oxford Annotated Bible and a member of the Society of Biblical Literature and the Studiorum Novi

Testamenti Societas.

And Catholic scholar Pheme Perkins of Boston College contends that calling Jesus’ brothers

cousins “is plain ridiculous.”
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II
SCRIPTURE ON MARY

What Does Scripture Tell us About Mary?

Catholic, Assyrian, Eastern Orthodox and Oriental Orthodox believe in the perpetual virginity of

Mary, as did the Protestant leaders Martin Luther, Huldrych Zwingli, John Wesley and their

respective movements. John Calvin believed it was possible Mary remained a virgin, but believed

the scriptural evidence was inconclusive. Those who hold this belief reject the claim Jesus had

biological siblings and maintain these brothers and sisters received this designation because of

their close association with the nuclear family of Jesus, as either children of Joseph from a

previous marriage, or as nephews of either Mary or Joseph.

The Bible does not tell us anything about the details of Mary, before the Annunciation. .

In Gal 4:4, Paul tells us: But when the set time had fully come, God sent his Son, born of a woman,

born under the law

Which indicates that she was of Jewish descent.
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Lk 1 - The next reference tells us that she lived during the time of Herod.

Herod the Great was king of Judaea from 37 BCE to 4 BCE, appointed by the Roman Empire

after its Senate equipped him with an army to fight off a Parthian invasion. Prior to the invasion he

had been governor of Galilee since 47 BCE.

Mary lived in a city in Galilee called Nazareth.

She was a virgin betrothed to Joseph of the house of David, who was the legal heir to the throne

of David. By this means God shall give unto him (her son Jesus) the throne of his legal
father David, and he shall reign over the house of Jacob for ever; and of his kingdom there
shall be no end. Jesus will be the legal heir to the throne of David as Joseph’s eldest legal
son.

Lk 1:5 5 There was in the days of Herod, the king of Judaea
“26 And in the sixth month the angel Gabriel was sent from God unto a city of Galilee, named
Nazareth,27 To a virgin espoused to a man whose name was Joseph, of the house of David;
and the virgin's name was Mary.31 And, behold, thou shalt conceive in thy womb, and bring forth

a son, and shalt call his name JESUS.32 He shall be great, and shall be called the Son of the

Highest: and the Lord God shall give unto him the throne of his father David: 33 And he shall
reign over the house of Jacob for ever; and of his kingdom there shall be no end.

This obviously requires that Jesus has to be the eldest son of Prince Joseph. Which
immediately voids the explanation that the brothers and sisters were the children of Joseph
in a Previous Marriage.
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Mary was also a descendant of King David through his son Nathan and Joseph was the legal heir

to the throne of David through Solomon. Hence Jesus was the legal heir to the throne of David as

King of the Jews. This theme runs through the story and probably led to the crucifixion by King

Herod and the Romans. Jesus never reigned over the “house of Jacob” since they rejected him.

It was the house of Jacob who demanded crucifixion from Pilot. This is the best interpretation of

the lineage though there are others since levirate marriage was lawful. In Luke Heli is said to be

the father of Joseph while in Matthew Jacob is the father of Joseph. This will make Jesus the both

legal heir to the throne descending from Solomon as well as by flesh through Nathan descending

from David. In the above genealogy Heli is the father of Mary and if Heli did not have any male

children, Joseph becomes the legal son of Heli by marrying Mary.

PERPETUAL VIRGINITY OF MARY

The perpetual virginity of Mary is the doctrine that Mary, the mother of Jesus Christ, was

a virgin ante partum, in partu, et post partum - before, during and after the birth of Christ. It is one

of the four Marian dogmas of the Catholic Church, and is held also by the Orthodox churches and

by some Lutherans and Anglicans

Mary's pre-birth virginity is attested in the New Testament, but there is no biblical basis for her

perpetual virginity. It arose at the end of the 2nd century in ascetic circles who believed that sex

and marriage were symptoms of original sin, and was affirmed as orthodoxy during the 4th century

debates between supporters of virginity on the one hand and Christian marriage on the other. The

4th century controversies centred on the question of whether scripture did or did not indicate that

Mary had other children, for the Pauline epistles, the four gospels, and the Acts of the Apostles, all

mention the brothers (adelphoi) of Jesus. There is also no absolute reason why Mary should

remain a virgin all her life.
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The earliest mention is found in the The Protoevangelium of James

Mary's perpetual virginity first appears in a late 2nd century text called the Protoevangelium of

James, which was the ultimate source of almost all later Marian doctrines. It Probably derived from

a sect called the Encratites, whose founder Tatian who taught that sex and marriage were

symptoms of original sin. It tells how the new-born Jesus simply emerged from the womb of Mary

as a blinding light without taking his path from the womb to outside through the birth tube as any

normal baby would emerge breaking through the hymen. This was tested and verified by the

nurse and declared. Mary remained a life-long virgin, Joseph was an old man who was forced to

marry Mary and simply remained as a ward. This is also how Jesus returned back to his heavely

status after his death on the cross and burial, back to his heavenly body without rolling out the

stone that covered the burial cave,

The midwife tests Mary's virginity following the birth of Christ, as recounted in the Protoevangelium of James

Around 380 AD Helvidius objected to the devaluation of marriage inherent in this view and argued

that the two states, of virginity and marriage, were equal; but his contemporary Jerome, that this

would lead to the Mother of God occupying a lower place in heaven than virgins and widows,

defended her perpetual virginity in his immensely influential “Against Helvidius”, issued c.383.

The whole controversy surrounded the attempt to elevate Mary as the Mother of God instead of

presenting Mary as the mother of the Second Adam.
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III

JOSEPH

In the Gospels, Joseph's occupation is mentioned only once. The Gospel of Matthew asks about

Jesus:

Is not this the carpenter's son (ho tou tektōnos huios)?

The Ancient Greek noun tektōn (τέκτων) is a common term for an artisan/craftsman, in particular a

carpenter, wood-worker, mason, builder, teacher, or engineer. The term is frequently contrasted

with an iron-worker, or smith (χαλκεύς) and the stone-worker or mason (λιθολόγος, λαξευτής).But

the specific association with woodworking is a constant in Early Christian tradition; Justin Martyr

(died c. 165) wrote that Jesus made yokes and ploughs, and there are similar early references.

Joseph the Carpenter, by Georges de La Tour, c. 1645 have argued that tekton could equally

mean a highly skilled craftsman in wood or metal, perhaps running a workshop with several

employees.

Géza Vermes, (22 June 1924 – 8 May 2013 a British academic, Biblical scholar, and Judaist of

Hungarian Jewish descent—one who also served as a Catholic priest in his youth— specialized in
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the field of the history of religion, particularly ancient Judaism and early Christianity. He is best

known for his complete translation of the Dead Sea. Scrolls into English) has stated that the terms

'carpenter' and 'son of a carpenter' are used in the Jewish Talmud to signify not excellence is

mechanical technology but implies that Joseph was a very learned man in the Torah.

In the Septuagint the Greek noun tektōn either stands for the generic Hebrew noun kharash ,(חרש)

"craftsman," (as Isaiah 41:7) or tekton xylon (τέκτων ξύλον) as a word-for-word rendering of

kharash-'etsim חָרַׁש) (עֵצִים "craftsman of woods." (as Isaiah 44:13). The term kharash occurs 33

times in the Masoretic Text of the Hebrew Bible.

As an alternative to kharash, some authors have speculated that the Greek term corresponds to

the Aramaic term naggara (Hebrew נגר naggar "craftsman") and in 1983 Geza Vermes (1983)

suggested that given that the use of the term in the Talmud "carpenter" can signify a very learned

man, the New Testament description of Joseph as a carpenter could indicate that he was

considered wise and literate in the Torah. This theory was later popularized by A. N. Wilson to

suggest that Jesus had some sort of elevated status. This is not surprising since he was heir to the

throne of David.

Unfortunate reality is that not much is given in the scripture about Joseph in any of the Four

Gospels other than he took Mary inspite of her getting pregnant outside of the family relation and

he took care of the mother and son.

References of Joseph in the Bible:

Joseph, the carpenter (Matthew 13:55), was a "just man" (Matthew 1:19),

who belonged to Nazareth (Luke 2:4). He was of Davidic descent (Matthew 1:20; Luke 2:4),

the son of Heli (Luke 3:23) or Jacob (Matthew 1:16), the husband of Mary (Matthew 1:16),

and the supposed father of Jesus (Matthew 13:55; Luke 3:23; 4:22; John 1:45; 6:42).
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Presentation at the Temple by Ambrogio Lorenzetti, 1342 (Galleria degli Uffizi, Florence).

He is generally represented as a poor man quoting that 40 days after the birth of Jesus, Mary and

Joseph took the young child to the temple as was required by the Law of Moses. They were to

bring a young lamb as an offering but being poor they were unable and brought two turtle doves
instead. The reason is not really explained thus in the bible. It is stated casually. It may be that

Joseph was reluctant to spend money since Jesus was not his own son from his own seed.

The event is described in the Gospel of Luke, 2:22-40. At this time Simeon and Anna the

Prophetess makes their prophecy about Jesus.

There are a few Apocryphal references. The apocryphal History of Joseph the Carpenter, names

Jesus' eldest brother as Justus and the sisters as Assia and Lydia, but does not name their

mother. Orthodox sources retain the Biblical name of the eldest son and name Joseph's first wife

as Salome, his sisters being another Salome and Esther along with an unnamed third sister. The

History of Joseph the Carpenter, was composed in Egypt between the 6th and 7th centuries,

and the story is given as though Christ himself is telling the story of his step-father, claiming

Joseph was 90 years old when he married Mary and died at 111. It describes the death of Joseph

with Jesus sitting by his side and comforting him.
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All those marked in ellipses are cousins which in Greek is anepsios

The Anxiety of Joseph by James Tissot
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Jewish Stand on Marriage.

The first positive commandment of the Bible, according to rabbinic interpretation (Maimonides,

"Minyan ha-Miẓwot," 212), is that concerning the propagation of the human species (Gen. i. 28). It

is thus considered the duty of every Israelite to marry as early in life as possible. Eighteen years is

the age set by the Rabbis (Ab. v. 24); and any one remaining unmarried after his twentieth year is

said to be cursed by God Himself (Ḳid. 29b). Some urge that children should marry as soon as

they reach the age of puberty, i.e., the fourteenth year (Sanh. 76b); and R. Ḥisda attributed his

mental superiority to the fact that he was married when he was but sixteen years old (Ḳid. l.c.). It

was, however, strictly forbidden for parents to give their children in marriage before they had

reached the age of puberty (Sanh. 76b )

A man who, without any reason, refused to marry after he had passed his twentieth year was

frequently compelled to do so by the court. To be occupied with the study of the Torah was

regarded as a plausible reason for delaying marriage; but only in very rare instances was a man

permitted to remain in celibacy all his life (Yeb. 63b; Maimonides, "Yad," Ishut, xv. 2, 3; Shulḥan

'Aruk, Eben ha-'Ezer, 1, 1-4).the Torah was regarded as a plausible reason for delaying marriage;

but only in very rare instances was a man permitted to remain in celibacy all his life (Yeb. 63b;

Maimonides, "Yad," Ishut, xv. 2, 3; Shulḥan 'Aruk, Eben ha-'Ezer, 1, 1-4)

Mary's conversation with the angel is described in vv. 28-38. Some scholars and theologians see

Mary's question about the predicted birth (v. 34) as indicating her intention to remain a virgin for

life.

A ketannah (literally meaning "little [one]") was any girl between the age of 3 years and that of 12

years plus one day; she was subject to her father's authority, and he could arrange a marriage for

her without her agreement. However, after reaching the age of maturity, 12 years and one day,

she would have to agree to the marriage to be considered as married.

Visit to Elizabeth

Lk 1:39-56 describes a subsequent visit which Mary made to Elizabeth and her husband,

Zechariah. Mary's famous Canticle, the Magnificat (vv. 46-55), occurs during this visit. Mary was a

cousin of Elizabeth who is (Mary’s mothers sister’s daughter) is of the tribe of Aaron - the priestly

tribe
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Birth in Bethlehem
Matthew (2:1) and Luke (2:4) tell us that Mary delivered Jesus in Bethlehem. Luke writesspecifies

the time as "while Quirinius was governor of Syria" (Lk 2:2). which gives the time as 6 A.D. but it

was during the reign of Herod. Herod's reign ended around 4 B.C.. Jesus was probably born

between 6 and 4 B.C. Since Mary was around 13 years old when Jesus was born, she must have

been born around 19-17 BC.

Mary and Joseph
The last we see of Joseph is when Jesus was 12 years old when the went to Jerusalem duing the

feast of Passover. When Jesus started his ministry at the age of 30 Joseph was no more. Hence

he died between the time when Jesus was 12 to 30. However one of the Protoevangelion give

him the age of 111 when he died. Since we have no scriptural basis nor any historical dates for

Joseph we cannot make any definite age for Joseph’s death.



BROTHERS AND SISTERS OF JESUS: PROF. M. M. NINAN
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

40

We can certainly ascertain the age of Mary which at the time of the beginning of Jesus’ ministry

must have been around 44 and at the time of crucifixion of Jesus was around 48 years old.

Based on the historical fact that, Pilate left his post in as Governor of Palestine in 37 A.D. the

crucifixion must have been before this date may be around 28 A.D.

During the period of Jesus’ public ministry we meet Jesus and Mary encounter twice. The first one

was at the wedding of Canaa where Jesus was asked by his Mother Mary to help their relation

when the wine ran out. In this case Jesus distanced himself from the situation

John 2:3 “Woman, what does this have to do with me? My hour has not yet come.”

5 His mother said to the servants, “Do whatever he tells you.”and left it to Jesus.”

He obliged and helped then out by changing water into wine.

The second encounter was when Mary and the brothers of Jesus came to take Jesus by force

because they thought he was going mad. In this case he totally disowned them:

Luke 12: 47 While he was still speaking to the people, behold, his mother and his brothers stood

outside, asking to speak to him. 48 But he replied to the man who told him:“

Who is my mother, and who are my brothers?”

49 And stretching out his hand toward his disciples, he said:

“Here are my mother and my brothers!

50 For whoever does the will of my Father in heaven is my brother and sister and mother.”

At the crucifixion time none of the othe gospels other than John specifically mentions Mary's

presence. It should not surprise us that Jesus who was supposed to take care of his Mother

entrusted her with his beloved disciple a cousin his, rather than unbelieving brothers.
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John 19:26-27 When Jesus saw his mother, and the disciple whom he loved standing near, he

said to his mother, “Woman, behold, your son!” Then he said to the disciple, “Behold, your

mother!” And from that hour the disciple took her to his own home.

Origen takes this to mean that these brothers were not the sons of Mary and to Mary’s lifelong

virginity. The fact may be they were all against him and he took her out of their clutch and gave it

to his cousin brother who was a disciple.

Mary after Jesus' Death and Resurrection
Scripture tells us that Jesus arose from the grave the following Sunday and was seen by many

witnesses over the next forty days. Scripture does not mention his mother as one of these

witnesses. She is seen as part of the church after his ascension along with his brothers.

Initially, it appears that John took care of her in Jerusalem, as it is mentioned in the book of Acts.

Acts 1:12-14“Then they returned to Jerusalem from the mount called Olivet, which is
near Jerusalem, a sabbath day’s journey away; and when they had entered, they went up

to the upper room, where they were staying, Peter and John and James and Andrew, Philip

and Thomas, Bartholomew and Matthew, James the son of Alphaeus and Simon the Zealot

and Judas the son of James. All these with one accord devoted themselves to prayer,

together with the women and Mary the mother of Jesus, and with his brethren.

This was the last reference to Mary in the Bible.

This means that at least following the death, resurrection and ascension of Jesus, Mary lived with
the apostles in Jerusalem. According to one tradition, this is where Mary lived the rest of her life,

walking the “way of the cross” every day, retracing the steps of her son. In this tradition Mary’s

assumption took place in Jerusalem and was witnessed by the apostles There exists a church

built near the Mount of Olives that is said to be place of Mary’s “burial” and is venerated by
the Eastern Orthodox Church.

There is also another location in Jerusalem called the Church of the Dormition, which is

maintained by Benedictine monks. Both sites claim to be the site of Mary’s assumption into

Heaven. “The apocryphal works of the second to the fourth century are all favourable to the

Jerusalem tradition. According to the Acts of St John by Prochurus, written (160-70) by Lencius,

the Evangelist went to Ephesus accompanied by Prochurus alone and at a very advanced age, i.e.

after Mary’s death.
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Another tradition is that since John’s Apostolate was in Ephesus, Mary went along with him.

Based on a vision of one of the Catholic Sisters Blessed Anne Catherine Emmerich in the 19th

century, Virgin Mary lived in Ephesus. A house was further identified by Sister Marie de Mandat-
Grancey in 1891, where Mother Mary lived, along with the ruins of a church built on top of it in the

4th century following another vision..

We are not sure where and when Mother Mary lived nor died.

The perpetual virginity of Mary is the doctrine that Mary, the mother of Jesus Christ, was a

virgin ante partum, in partu, et post partum - before, during and after the birth of Christ. It is one of

the four Marian dogmas of the Catholic Church, and is held also by the Orthodox churches and by

some Lutherans and Anglicans.

Mary's virginity before the birth of Jesus is attested in the New Testament, but there is no biblical

basis for her perpetual virginity. It arose at the end of the 2nd century in ascetic circles who

believed that sex and marriage were symptoms of original sin, and was affirmed as orthodoxy

during the 4th century debates between supporters of virginity on the one hand and Christian

marriage on the other. The 4th century controversies centred on the question of whether scripture

did or did not indicate that Mary had other children, for the Pauline epistles, the four gospels, and

the Acts of the Apostles, all mention the brothers (adelphoi) of Jesus; the scriptural evidence is
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not absolutely conclusive.[9] Thomas Aquinas said that although reason could not prove Mary's

perpetual virginity it must be accepted because it was "fitting",[10] for as Jesus was the only-

begotten son of God, so he should also be the only-begotten son of Mary. The lack of scriptural

support led to it being largely abandoned by most Protestants.

The house where Virgin Mary lived in Ephesus

Dormition of Virgin Mary: Son of God taking Mother of God home.
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IV

FOUR CATHOLIC DOGAMAS ON MARY, MOTHER OF JESUS

https://www.catholicnewsagency.com/resources/mary/general-information/the-four-marian-dogmas

1) Divine Motherhood

Mary's divine motherhood was proclaimed at the Council of Ephesus in 431.

Various names are used to describe Mary's role as mother of Jesus. She is called "Mother of God"

which translates the more accurately stated greek term "Theotokos" or "Birthgiver of God."

The Council of Ephesus (431) attributed to Mary the title, Mother of God. This needs to be read

against the Council's declaration that in Christ there are two natures, one divine and one human,

but only one person. Indeed, according to the Council the holy virgin is the Mother of God since

she begot according to the flesh the Word of God made flesh. This decision was further

explained by the Council of Chalcedon (451) which says with regard to Mary's divine motherhood:

https://www.catholicnewsagency.com/resources/mary/general-information/the-four-marian-dogmas
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"...begotten from the Father before the ages as regards his godhead, and in the last days, the

same, because of us and because of our salvation begotten from the Virgin Mary, the Theotokos,

as regards his manhood; one and the same Christ, Son, Lord, only-begotten..."

Mary's Divine Motherhood was not the object of an independent or exclusive dogmatic declaration.

The statement is embedded in texts defining the person and natures of Jesus Christ. Thus, the

dogma of Divine Motherhood becomes an integral part of the christological dogma. This does not

diminish its definitive and binding character. The dogma of Divine Motherhood is generally

accepted by all Christian denominations.

2) Perpetual Virginity- Mary as Aeiparthenos,

The expression perpetual virginity, ever-virgin, or simply "Mary the Virgin" refers primarily to the

conception and birth of Jesus. From the first formulations of faith, especially in baptismal formulas

or professions of faith, the Church professed that Jesus Christ was conceived without human seed

by the power of the Holy Spirit only. Here lies the decisive meaning of expressions such as

"conceived in the womb of the Virgin Mary," "Mary's virginal conception," or "virgin birth." The early

baptismal formula (since the 3rd century) state Mary's virginity without further explaining it, but

there is no doubt about its physical meaning. Later statements are more explicit. Mary conceived

"without any detriment to her virginity, which remained inviolate even after his birth" (Formulated

by Pope Martin I at the Lateran Synod in 649: Council of the Lateran, 649).

Although never explicated in detail, the Catholic Church holds as dogma that Mary was and is

Virgin before, in and after Christ's birth. It stresses thus the radical novelty of the Incarnation and

Mary's no less radical and exclusive dedication to her mission as mother of her Son, Jesus Christ.

Vatican II reiterated the teaching about Mary, the Ever-Virgin, by stating that Christ's birth did not

diminish Mary's virginal integrity but sanctified it . The Catechism of the Catholic Church ponders

the deeper meaning of the virgin bride and perpetual virginity (499-507). It also maintains that

Jesus Christ was Mary's only child. The so-called "brothers and sisters" are close relations.

3) Immaculate Conception

The solemn definition of Mary's Immaculate Conception is like Divine Motherhood and Perpetual

Virginity part of the christological doctrine, but it was proclaimed as an independent dogma by

Pope Pius IX in his Apostolic Constitution "Ineffabilis Deus" (December 8, 1854). Though

highlighting a privilege of Mary it in fact stresses the dignity and holiness required to become
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"Mother of God." The privilege of the Immaculate Conception is the source and basis for Mary's

all-holiness as Mother of God.

More specifically, the dogma of the Immaculate Conception states "that the most Blessed Virgin

Mary, from the first moment of her conception, by a singular grace and privilege from Almighty

God and in view of the merits of Jesus Christ, was kept free of every stain of original sin."

This dogma has both a "negative" and a "positive" meaning which complement each other. The

"negative" meaning stresses Mary's freedom from original sin thanks to the anticipated or

retroactive (here called preventive) grace of Christ's redemptive act. By the same token, the

dogma suggests Mary's all-holiness. This "positive" meaning is the consequence of the absence of

original sin. Mary's life is permanently and intimately related to God, and thus she is the all-holy.

Although difficult to explain, original sin provokes disorderliness in thought and behavior,

especially with regard to the primacy of God's presence in our life. Consequently, in declaring

Mary immaculately conceived, the Church sees in Mary one who never denied God the least sign

of love. Thus, the dogma declares that from her beginning Mary was exceptionally holy and in

constant union with the sanctifying grace of the Holy Spirit.

3) The Assumption

This marian dogma was proclaimed by Pope Pius XII on November 1, 1950 on his Encyclical

Munificentissimus Deus.
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A distinction needs to be made between Ascension and Assumption. Jesus Christ, Son of God

and Risen Lord, ascended into heaven, a sign of divine power. Mary, on the contrary, was

elevated or assumed into heaven by the power and grace of God.

The dogma states that "Mary, Immaculate Mother of God ever Virgin, after finishing the course of

her life on earth, was taken up in body and soul to heavenly glory." This definition as well as that of

the Immaculate Conception makes not only reference to the universal, certain and firm consent of

the Magisterium but makes allusion to the concordant belief of the faithful. The Assumption had

been a part of the Church's spiritual and doctrinal patrimony for centuries. It had been part of

theological reflection but also of the liturgy and was part of the sense of the faithful.

This dogma has no direct basis in scripture. It was nonetheless declared "divinely revealed,"

meaning that it is contained implicitly in divine Revelation. It may be understood as the logical

conclusion of Mary's vocation on earth, and the way she lived her life in union with God and her

mission. The assumption may be seen as a consequence of Divine Motherhood. Being through,

with, and for her Son on earth, it would seem fitting for Mary to be through, with, and for her Son in

heaven, too. She was on earth the generous associate of her Son. The Assumption tells us that

this association continues in heaven. Mary is indissolubly linked to her Son on earth and in heaven.

In heaven, Mary's active involvement in salvation history continues: "Taken up to heaven, she did

not lay aside her salvific duty... By her maternal love she cares for the brothers and sisters of her

Son who still journey on earth" (LG). Mary is the "eschatological icon of the Church" (CCC 972),

meaning the Church contemplates in Mary her own end of times.

The definition of the dogma does not say how the transition from Mary's earthly state to her

heavenly state happened. Did Mary die? Was she assumed to heaven without prior separation of

soul and body? The question remains open for discussion. However, the opinion that Mary passed

through death as her Son did, has the stronger support in tradition.

Glorified in body and soul, Mary is already in the state that will be ours after the resurrection of the

dead.
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Image of Mary depicting her nursing the Infant Jesus.

3rd century, Catacomb of Priscilla, Rome.

Theotokos ( Θεοτόκος, literally "God-bearer") is a title of Mary, mother of Jesus, as used by

in Eastern Christianity. The title has been in use since the 3rd century, in the Syriac tradition in

the Liturgy of Mari and Addai (3rd century) and the Liturgy of St James (4th century). The Council

of Ephesus in AD 431 decreed that Mary is the Theotokos with two natures (divine and human)

intimately and hypostatically united. However in the Nicene-Costantinopolitan Creed of 381 the

word Mother of God is avoided and it affirmed "one Lord Jesus Christ, the only-begotten Son of

God, begotten of the Father before all worlds (æons)", that "came down from heaven, and was

incarnate by the Holy Ghost and of the Virgin Mary, and was made man".

Queen of Heaven

Coronation of the Virgin, by Diego
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Velázquez

Queen of Heaven, Great Lady, Holy
Queen

Venerated in Catholic Church, Anglican

Communion,

some Lutheran churches,

Eastern Orthodoxy

Feast 22 August (General

Roman Calendar), 31

May (General Roman

Calendar of 1960)

Attributes The Blessed Virgin

Mary crowned by the Holy

Trinity, crown of stars,

flowers

Patronage Heaven, eternal salvation

to humankind, redemption

Father, Son, Holy Spirit and Mother. It will be no more Trinity but Quarteity.

Four Gods One in essence.

Anthropotokos (Greek: ἄνθρωποτόκος) is a title that was ascribed to Mary the Mother of Jesus by

certain Christians around the time of the Nestorian debates. It literally means "the one who gives

birth to a man", the second Adam. The theology of Mary as the Mother of God led eventually

sometime in the 19th and 20th century to the attempt to make Mary as the Queen of the Heaven

since she was the Mother of the Son of God. Every attempt was made to elevate Mary to the

status of the fourth God along with the Holy Trinity. For some reason it failed.

Is not it better to have a mother God who knows the problems of human life?
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There was an ongoing drive to define a new Marian dogma in which Catholics, as a matter of faith,

would be obliged to accept these three doctrines:

(1) Mary participates in redemption with Jesus Christ,

(2) grace is granted by Jesus only through the intercession of Mary, and

(3) all prayers from the faithful must flow through Mary, who brings them to the attention of her

Son.

This movement would, in practice, redefine the Trinity as a kind of Quartet.Pius XII explained on

the theological reasons for her title of Queen in a radio message to Fatima of May 13, 1946,

Bendito seja:

“He, the Son of God, reflects on His heavenly Mother the glory, the majesty and the dominion of

His kingship, for, having been associated to the King of Martyrs in the ... work of human

Redemption as Mother and cooperator, she remains forever associated to Him, with a practically

unlimited power, in the distribution of the graces which flow from the Redemption. Jesus is King

throughout all eternity by nature and by right of conquest: through Him, with Him, and subordinate

to Him, Mary is Queen by grace, by divine relationship, by right of conquest, and by singular

choice [of the Father].”

Nine days after Jesus' Ascension to the Father, we find his followers gathered together in constant

prayer just before the descent of the Holy Spirit on Pentecost. Acts 1:14 tells us that Mary was

among this group. This is the final mention of Mary in the Bible. Apparently she was not involved in

the declaration of the Gospel nor in the church. She was among the group that prayed to God and

not one to whom prayer was addressed as a Mediatrix. All that we know is that she remained

without any direct involvement to the church. She must have been around 48 years old at that time

and disappeared from history.
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V

THE HIERONYMIAN VIEW
ST. JEROME’S ‘COUSINS THEORY’

Hieronymus, in English is the Latin form of the Ancient Greek name Ἱερώνυμος (Hierṓnymos),

meaning "with a sacred name". His full name is Eusebius Sophronius Hieronymus, better known

as Saint Jerome (c. 347 – 420). The first opponent to the Helvidian proposals was from St.Jerome

and is called Hieronymian View.

It held that the “brothers” and“sisters” of Jesus are Jesus’ cousins, children of a sister of

Mary.(developed AD 382)

Mary’s “perpetual virginity” was affirmed at the 2nd Council of Constantinople in 553 AD
and the Lateran Council in 649 AD. Although it is a firmly established part of Catholic
dogma it has nonetheless never been the subject of an infallible declaration by the Roman
Catholic church.
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Origen:

“The Book [the Protoevangelium] of James [records] that the brethren of Jesus were sons of Joseph

by a former wife, whom he married before Mary. Now those who say so wish to preserve the honor of

Mary in virginity to the end, so that body of hers which was appointed to minister to the Word . . .

might not know intercourse with a man after the Holy Spirit came into her and the power from on high

overshadowed her. And I think it in harmony with reason that Jesus was the first fruit among men of

the purity which consists in [perpetual] chastity, and Mary was among women. For it were not pious to

ascribe to any other than to her the first fruit of virginity (Commentary on Matthew 2:17 [A.D. 248]).”

St. Hilary of Poitiers:

“ If they [the brethren of the Lord] had been Mary's sons and not those taken from Joseph's former

marriage, she would never have been given over in the moment of the passion [crucifixion] to the

apostle John as his mother, the Lord saying to each, "Woman, behold your son," and to John,

"Behold your mother" [John 19:26-27], as he bequeathed filial love to a disciple as a consolation to

the one desolate (Commentary on Matthew 1:4 [A.D. 354]).”
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Athanasius

“Let those, therefore, who deny that the Son is by nature from the Father and proper to his

essence deny also that he took true human flesh from the ever-virgin Mary” (Discourses Against

the Arians 2:70 [A.D. 360]).

Epiphanius of Salamis

“We believe in one God, the Father almighty, maker of all things, both visible and invisible; and in

one Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of God . . . who for us men and for our salvation came down and

took flesh, that is, was born perfectly of the holy ever-virgin Mary by the Holy Spirit” (The Man

Well-Anchored 120 [A.D. 374]).

“And to holy Mary, [the title] ‘Virgin’ is invariably added, for that holy woman remains undefiled”

(Medicine Chest Against All Heresies 78:6 [A.D. 375]).

Jerome

“[Helvidius] produces Tertullian as a witness [to his view] and quotes Victorinus, bishop of

Petavium. Of Tertullian, I say no more than that he did not belong to the Church. But as regards

Victorinus, I assert what has already been proven from the gospel—that he [Victorinus] spoke of

the brethren of the Lord not as being sons of Mary but brethren in the sense I have explained, that

is to say, brethren in point of kinship, not by nature. [By discussing such things we] are . . .
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following the tiny streams of opinion. Might I not array against you the whole series of ancient

writers? Ignatius, Polycarp, Irenaeus, Justin Martyr, and many other apostolic and eloquent men,

who against [the heretics] Ebion, Theodotus of Byzantium, and Valentinus, held these same views

and wrote volumes replete with wisdom. If you had ever read what they wrote, you would be a

wiser man” (Against Helvidius: The Perpetual Virginity of Mary 19 [A.D. 383]).

“We believe that God was born of a virgin, because we read it. We do not believe that Mary was

married after she brought forth her Son, because we do not read it. . . . You [Helvidius] say that

Mary did not remain a virgin. As for myself, I claim that Joseph himself was a virgin, through Mary,

so that a virgin Son might be born of a virginal wedlock” (ibid., 21).

“But as regards Victorinus, I assert what has already been proven from the gospel—that he

[Victorinus] spoke of the brethren of the Lord not as being sons of Mary but brethren in the sense I

have explained, that is to say, brethren in point of kinship, not by nature. (Against Helvidius: The

Perpetual Virginity of Mary 19 [A.D. 383]).”

Jerome in 383 AD the following interpretation of the greek word heōs

The word "until" [greek: heōs] does not imply Mary and Joseph had customary marital relations

after the birth of Jesus.

Lo, I am with you always, even unto [heōs] the end of the world. - Matthew 28:20

Will the Lord then after the end of the world has come forsake His disciples?

"For he must reign, till [heōs] he has put all enemies under his feet?" - 1 Corinthians 15:25

Is the Lord to reign only until His enemies begin to be under His feet, and once they are under His

feet will He cease to reign?

Similar nonsense appears in the Septuagint for Isaiah 46:4, Psalm 123:2, 2 Samuel 6:23, Genesis

8:7, and Deuteronomy 34:6.

The inference [Helvidius] drew from it was, that Mary remained a virgin no longer than till her first

birth, and that afterwards she had other children by her husband... No just and well-grounded

inference can be drawn from these words.

- John Calvin, Works, Volume 31, Harmony of the Evangelists #25 (page 107)

The form of expression used by Matthew is the common idiom, as if I were to say, "Pharaoh

believed not Moses, until he was drowned in the Red Sea." Here it does not follow that Pharaoh



BROTHERS AND SISTERS OF JESUS: PROF. M. M. NINAN
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

56

believed later, after he had drowned; on the contrary, it means that he never did believe. Similarly

when Matthew [1:25] says that Joseph did not know Mary carnally until she had brought forth her

son, it does not follow that he knew her subsequently; on the contrary, it means that he never did

know her. - Martin Luther, That Jesus Christ was Born a Jew

Our reply is briefly this,--the words knew and till in the language of Holy Scripture are capable of a

double meaning. As to the former, he himself gave us a dissertation to show that it must be

referred to sexual intercourse, and no one doubts that it is often used of the knowledge of the

understanding, as, for instance, "the boy Jesus tarried behind in Jerusalem, and his parents knew

it not." Now we have to prove that just as in the one case he has followed the usage of Scripture,

so with regard to the word till he is utterly refuted by the authority of the same Scripture, which

often denotes by its use a fixed time (he himself told us so), frequently time without limitation, as

when God by the mouth of the prophet says to certain persons, [Isaiah 46:4] "Even to old age I am

he." Will He cease to be God when they have grown old? And the Saviour in the Gospel tells the

Apostles, [Matthew 28:20] "Lo, I am with you alway, even unto the end of the world." Will the Lord

then after the end of the world has come forsake His disciples, and at the very time when seated

on twelve thrones they are to judge the twelve tribes of Israel will they be bereft of the company of

their Lord? Again Paul the Apostle writing to the Corinthians [1 Corinthians 15:23-25] says, "Christ

the first-fruits, afterward they that are Christ's, at his coming. Then cometh the end, when he shall

have delivered up the kingdom to God, even the Father, when he shall have put down all rule, and

all authority and power. For he must reign, till he hath put all enemies under his feet." Granted that

the passage relates to our Lord's human nature, we do not deny that the words are spoken of Him

who endured the cross and is commanded to sit afterwards on the right hand. What does he mean

then by saying, "for he must reign, till he hath put all enemies under his feet"? Is the Lord to reign

only until His enemies begin to be under His feet, and once they are under His feet will He cease

to reign? Of course His reign will then commence in its fulness when His enemies begin to be

under His feet. David also in the fourth Song of Ascents [Psalm 123:2] speaks thus, "Behold, as

the eyes of servants look unto the hand of their master, as the eyes of a maiden unto the hand of

her mistress, so our eyes look unto the Lord our God, until he have mercy upon us." Will the

prophet, then, look unto the Lord until he obtain mercy, and when mercy is obtained will he turn his

eyes down to the ground? although elsewhere he says, [Psalm 119:123] "Mine eyes fail for thy

salvation, and for the word of thy righteousness." I could accumulate countless instances of this

usage, and cover the verbosity of our assailant with a cloud of proofs; I shall, however, add only a

few, and leave the reader to discover like ones for himself.
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The word of God says in Genesis, [Genesis 35:4, Septuagint] "And they gave unto Jacob all the

strange gods which were in their hand, and the rings which were in their ears; and Jacob hid them

under the oak which was by Shechem, and lost them until this day." Likewise at the end of

Deuteronomy, [Deuteronomy 34:5-6] "So Moses the servant of the Lord died there in the land of

Moab, according to the word of the Lord. And he buried him in the valley, in the land of Moab over

against Beth-peor: but no man knoweth of his sepulchre unto this day." We must certainly

understand by this day the time of the composition of the history, whether you prefer the view that

Moses was the author of the Pentateuch or that Ezra re-edited it. In either case I make no

objection. The question now is whether the words unto this day are to be referred to the time of

publishing or writing the books, and if so it is for him to show, now that so many years have rolled

away since that day, that either the idols hidden beneath the oak have been found, or the grave of

Moses discovered; for he obstinately maintains that what does not happen so long as the point of

time indicated by until and unto has not been attained, begins to be when that point has been

reached. He would do well to pay heed to the idiom of Holy Scripture, and understand with us, (it

was here he stuck in the mud) that some things which might seem ambiguous if not expressed are

plainly intimated, while others are left to the exercise of our intellect. For if, while the event was still

fresh in memory and men were living who had seen Moses, it was possible for his grave to be

unknown, much more may this be the case after the lapse of so many ages. And in the same way

must we interpret what we are told concerning Joseph. The Evangelist pointed out a circumstance

which might have given rise to some scandal, namely, that Mary was not known by her husband

until she was delivered, and he did so that we might be the more certain that she from whom

Joseph refrained while there was room to doubt the import of the vision was not known after her

delivery. - Jerome, The Perpetual Virginity of Blessed Mary: Against Helvidius

Didymus the Blind

“It helps us to understand the terms ‘first-born’ and ‘only-begotten’ when the Evangelist tells that

Mary remained a virgin ‘until she brought forth her first-born son’ [Matt. 1:25]; for neither did Mary,
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who is to be honored and praised above all others, marry anyone else, nor did she ever become

the Mother of anyone else, but even after childbirth she remained always and forever an

immaculate virgin” (The Trinity 3:4 [A.D. 386]).

Ambrose of Milan

“Imitate her [Mary], holy mothers, who in her only dearly beloved Son set forth so great an

example of material virtue; for neither have you sweeter children [than Jesus], nor did the Virgin

seek the consolation of being able to bear another son” (Letters 63:111 [A.D. 388]).

Pope Siricius I

“You had good reason to be horrified at the thought that another birth might issue from the same

virginal womb from which Christ was born according to the flesh. For the Lord Jesus would never

have chosen to be born of a virgin if he had ever judged that she would be so incontinent as to

contaminate with the seed of human intercourse the birthplace of the Lord’s body, that court of the

eternal king” (Letter to Bishop Anysius [A.D. 392]).

Augustine
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“In being born of a Virgin who chose to remain a Virgin even before she knew who was to be born

of her, Christ wanted to approve virginity rather than to impose it. And he wanted virginity to be of

free choice even in that woman in whom he took upon himself the form of a slave” (Holy

Virginity 4:4 [A.D. 401]).

“It was not the visible sun, but its invisible Creator who consecrated this day for us, when the

Virgin Mother, fertile of womb and integral in her virginity, brought him forth, made visible for us, by

whom, when he was invisible, she too was created. A Virgin conceiving, a Virgin bearing, a Virgin

pregnant, a Virgin bringing forth, a Virgin perpetual. Why do you wonder at this, O man?”

(Sermons 186:1 [A.D. 411]).

“Heretics called Antidicomarites are those who contradict the perpetual virginity of Mary and affirm

that after Christ was born she was joined as one with her husband” (Heresies 56 [A.D. 428]).

Leporius of Gaul
Embraced the monastic life, under the auspices of Cassianus, in the early part of the fifth century,

at Marseilles, where he enjoyed a high reputation for purity and holiness. He became the

advocate of the theology that man did not stand in need of Divine grace, and that Christ was born

with a human nature only. On this he was excommunicate. He went to Africa, where he became

familiar with Aurelius and St. Augustine andd later recantaed his stand which he addressed to

Proculus, bishop of Marseilles, and Cyllinnius, bishop of Aix,

“We confess, therefore, that our Lord and God, Jesus Christ, the only Son of God, born of the

Father before the ages, and in times most recent, made man of the Holy Spirit and the ever-virgin

Mary” (Document of Amendment 3 [A.D. 426]).

Cyril of Alexandria

“[T]he Word himself, coming into the Blessed Virgin herself, assumed for himself his own temple

from the substance of the Virgin and came forth from her a man in all that could be externally

discerned, while interiorly he was true God. Therefore he kept his Mother a virgin even after her
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childbearing” (Against Those Who Do Not Wish to Confess That the Holy Virgin is the Mother of

God 4 [A.D. 430]).

Pope Leo I

“His [Christ’s] origin is different, but his [human] nature is the same. Human usage and custom

were lacking, but by divine power a Virgin conceived, a Virgin bore, and Virgin she remained”

(Sermons 22:2 [A.D. 450]).

<<======================================

The Hieronymian View
as presentedd in the treatise ‘adversus Helvidium’, involves the following positions:—

In his tract Against Helvidius Jerome argues that the “brothers of the Lord” were actually his first

cousins based on the following positions:

(a) That James the Lord’s brother was an Apostle, being identical with James the Less, the
son of Alphaeus.(Gal 1:19) According to Jerome the word "apostle" can be used only of the

Twelve He cannot be James, the brother of John and the son of Zebedee since he was martyred

before Gal. 1:19, as Acts 12:2 points out. The only other James among the Twelve is James the

son of Alphaeus, so this is the Lord's brother.

(b) That the mother of James and of the other ‘brethren’ was ‘Mary of Clopas’ (John 19:25).

Jerome identifies James the Less of Mk. 15:40 with James, the Lord's brother of Mk. 6:3, Hence

James the brother of the Lord, James the son of Alphaeus, and James the Less are one and the

same person.

(c) That this “Other Mary” was the Virgin Mary’s sister. The lists of the women at the crucifixion

of the Lord as mentioned
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in Mark 15:40 are Mary Magdalene, Mary the mother of James and Joses, and Salome.

in Matthew 27:56 are Mary Magdalene, Mary the mother of James the Less and of Joses, the

mother of Zebedee's children.

in John 19:25 are Jesus' mother, His mother's sister, Mary the wife of Cleopas, and Mary
Magdalene.

Mary Magdalene is common in all the three. Salome is the mother of Zebedees. The third person

other than Virgin Mary is Mary mother of James the Less and of Joses(Matthew 27:56) which will

then equate wih “his mother’s sister”(Mark 15:40) and also with “Mary the wife of Cleophas”

This identifies the “Other Mary” as the mother of James the Less and Joses was the sister of

Virgin Mary. The identity of the name Mary is explained in the Apocryphal Infancy Gospels. When

the parents of Virgin Mary prayed and received Mary as their child she was dedicated to the

temple and was placed as one of the virgins of the temple at the age of 3. The next child also was

a girl and they named her also Mary to comfort themselves.

d) The apostles Simon the Zealot and Judas (“not Iscariot”) were brothers of Jesus; and

e) Clopas ( Κλωπᾶς) is a figure of early Christianity. The name appears in the New Testament,

specifically in John 19:25. Catholic and Orthodox traditions believe that Clopas is a brother of

Saint Joseph, and that he is the same person with Cleopas. It was this Cleophas and his wife

Mary whom Jesus met on their way to Emaus and was made known to them in the breaking of the

bread together in their home. This Clopas is identical with Alphaeus and is the husband of “Mary

of Clopas” (John 19:25) = “Mary the mother of James and Joses” (Matthew 27:56) = “Mary the

mother of James ‘the little’ and Joses” (Mark 15:40) = “Mary the mother of James” (Luke 24:10).

Around 100 AD, we see the Fragments of Papias, which give similar testimony - calling the man

"Cleophas or Alphaeus", and saying "Whom John names of Cleophas, either from her father, or

from the family of the clan, or for some other reason":

Note that the Fragments of Papias (~100 AD) also identify the children of Mary of Clopas as

"James the bishop and apostle, and of Simon and Thaddeus, and of one Joseph". A little bit

later it again lists them as "James and Judas and Joseph". Judas is thus also called Thaddeus,

and is a brother of James and cousin of Christ. Mary the wife of Cleophas or Alphaeus, who was

the mother of James the bishop and apostle, and of Simon and Thaddeus, and of one Joseph; [...]

James and Judas and Joseph were sons of an aunt of the Lord's.- Fragments of Papias, Section X

[~ 100 AD]
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We see a similar pattern in scripture. In the list of apostles in Mark 3:16-19, we see "Thaddaeus".

In Luke 6:13-16, Thaddaeus is instead called "Judas of James". (A brief note: the Greek here

explicitly says "Judas of James". The KJV translation interprets it as "Judas brother of James",

while the ESV interprets it as "Judas the son of James". The family relationship is not explicit, and

could easily be brother).

And when day came, he called his disciples and chose from them twelve, whom he named

apostles: Simon, whom he named Peter, and Andrew his brother, and James and John, and Philip,

and Bartholomew, and Matthew, and Thomas, and James of Alphaeus, and Simon who was called

the Zealot, and Judas of James, and Judas Iscariot, who became a traitor.- Luke 6:13-16

He appointed the twelve: Simon (to whom he gave the name Peter); James the son of Zebedee

and John the brother of James (to whom he gave the name Boanerges, that is, Sons of Thunder);

Andrew, and Philip, and Bartholomew, and Matthew, and Thomas, and James of Alphaeus, and

Thaddaeus, and Simon the Zealot, and Judas Iscariot, who betrayed him.- Mark 3:16-19

In the introduction to the book of Jude, we see a Jude (Judas) who identifies himself in relationship

to his brother James:

Jude, the servant of Jesus Christ, and brother of James- Jude 1:1

From the above, we then conclude that Judas (also called Jude or Thaddaeus), identified himself

in relationship to his brother James, was a cousin of Christ, child of Mary of Clopas, author of the

book of Jude, and one of the Apostles.

One of the arguments is that during the Temple incident at the age of 12 of Jesus we do not meet

any of his brothers if there were any. The fact is that Jewish boys first goes to the temple only

when they are ready to enter the Bar-mitzvah which is at the time of puberty. The others must

have been less that that age and must be left behind with the family.

These arguments and identifications leads to:

 Jesus’ “brothers” [adelphos] were his cousins (Matthew 13:55)

 At least two of them, James the less and Jude (also called Thaddaeus) were apostles

(Mark 3:16-19)

 The apostle Jude, and cousin of Jesus, wrote the book of Jude (Jude 1:1)

 Paul met James (the Lord’s cousin and apostle) in Jerusalem (Galatians 1:19)

Near the cross of Jesus stood his mother, his mother's sister, Mary the wife of Clopas, and Mary

Magdalene.
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They are often identified with another figure of a similar name, Cleophas (Κλεοπᾶς), one of the

two disciples who met Christ during the road to Emmaus appearance (Luke 24:13–27).

Luke 24:18 Then one of them, named Cleopas, answered him, “Are you the only visitor to

Jerusalem...

There is some variation of the Greek manuscripts of both John 19:25 and Luke 24 as to the

spelling Κλ[ε]οπᾶς, and the John "Clopas" is rendered "Cleophas" in the KJV . Alphaeus and

Clopas represented two possible Greek translations of the original Aramaic Kbalpbai. Hegesippus

records that Clopas was a brother of Joseph.- Eusebius (323 AD) in his Church History (Book III),

Chapter 11

As developed by subsequent writers, the Hieronymian theory affirms in addition—

(d) That Simon the Zealot and Judas ‘not Iscariot’ were also brethren of the Lord.

(e) That Clopas is identical with Alphaeus,was the brother of Joseph and that consequently ‘Mary

of Clopas’ is not to be understood as wife of Clopas . This means that James is the son of Mary's

sister and is therefore Jesus' cousin.

Jerome’s treatise converted Augustine, who originally held the Epiphanian view. Together Jerome

and Augustine was able to make Hieronymian view to prevail exclusively in the West. It is this view

which is implied in the Liturgy, which, both in its Roman and in its Anglican form, regards James

the Less, Simon Zelotes, and Judas not Iscariot as brethren of Jesus

The beauty of this is that these brothers and sisters were not just ordinary cousins. They were

double cousins since Clopas was brother of Joseph and Other Mary was the sister of Virgin Mary.

Recenlty there was a proposal that Apostle Thomas was also one of the double cousins who was

a replica of Jesus himself.

As regards to the assumption that some of the Apostles and disciples were his own brothers

(either of Mary or of Mary of Cleophas) is that they go against the scripture which says that his

own brothers and even his own mother did not believe him and throught he was going mad. Thus

this assumption is clearly against the clear statement of the Scripture.

Here is what we have according to the Hieronymian view.
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The Problem

Here not only Mary but Joseph as well were ever virgin!
And he is the father who took care of Jesus and his mother in this world probably as much as

twenty years working hard as a carpenter.

”If we assume that the three Marys, where Mary Theotokos, Mary of Clopas, and Salome are all

daughters of Anne through three different husbands (Joachim, Clopas, and Salome's dad, called

Solomas).” we can probably solve it as suggested by an anonymous critic (Untangling Jesus'

nuclear family, and the question of the women at the crucifixion). This makes the option that since

Joseph was only a ward of Virgin Mary taken an oath of eternal virginity, Joseph really married

Mary the daughter of Clopas from whom he had children. These are the brothers and sisters of

Mary. This suggestion has the advantage that Joseph was not forced into a ever virgin role for

himself and the the heir to the throne of David to Jesus is not infringed. Since his brothers were

non-believers Jesus wanted his mother to be taken care of by his favorite disciple John.
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The Perpetual Virginity of Blessed Mary

https://www.newadvent.org/fathers/3007.htm

Against Helvidius.

This tract appeared about a.d. 383. The question which gave occasion to it was whether the

Mother of our Lord remained a Virgin after His birth. Helvidius maintained that the mention in

the Gospels of the sisters and brethren of our Lord was proof that the Blessed Virgin had

subsequent issue, and he supported his opinion by the writings of Tertullian and Victorinus. The

outcome of his views was that virginity was ranked below matrimony. Jerome vigorously takes the

other side, and tries to prove that the sisters and brethren spoken of, were either children of

Joseph by a former marriage, or first cousins, children of the sister of the Virgin. A detailed

account of the controversy will be found in Farrar's Early Days of Christianity, pp. 124 sq. When

Jerome wrote this treatise both he and Helvidius were at Rome, and Damasus was Pope. The

only contemporary notice preserved of Helvidius is that by Jerome in the following pages.

Jerome maintains against Helvidius three propositions:—

1st. That Joseph was only putatively, not really, the husband of Mary.

2d. That the brethren of the Lord were his cousins, not his own brethren.

3d. That virginity is better than the married state.

1. The first of these occupies ch. 3-8. It turns upon the record in Matt. i. 18-25, and especially on

the words, Before they came together (c. 4), knew her not till, etc. (5-8).

2. The second (c. 9-17) turns upon the words first-born son (9, 10), which, Jerome argues, are

applicable not only to the eldest of several, but also to an only son: and the mention of brothers

and sisters, whom Jerome asserts to have been children of Mary the wife of Cleophas or Clopas

(11-16); he appeals to many Church writers in support of this view (17).

3. In support of his preference of virginity to marriage, Jerome argues that not only Mary but

Joseph also remained in the virgin state (19); that, though marriage may sometimes be

a holy estate, it presents great hindrances to prayer (20), and the teaching of Scripture is that the

states of virginity and continency are more accordant with God's will than that of marriage (21, 22).

https://www.newadvent.org/fathers/3007.htm


BROTHERS AND SISTERS OF JESUS: PROF. M. M. NINAN
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

67

1. I was requested by certain of the brethren not long ago to reply to a pamphlet written by one

Helvidius. I have deferred doing so, not because it is a difficult matter to maintain the truth and

refute an ignorant boor who has scarce known the first glimmer of learning, but because I was

afraid my reply might make him appear worth defeating. There was the further consideration that a

turbulent fellow, the only individual in the world who thinks himself both priest and layman, one

who, as has been said, thinks that eloquence consists in loquacity and considers speaking ill of

anyone to be the witness of a good conscience, would begin to blaspheme worse than ever if

opportunity of discussion were afforded him. He would stand as it were on a pedestal, and would

publish his views far and wide. There was reason also to fear that when truth failed him he would

assail his opponents with the weapon of abuse. But all these motives for silence, though just, have

more justly ceased to influence me, because of the scandal caused to the brethren who were disgusted at

his ravings. The axe of the Gospel must therefore be now laid to the root of the barren tree, and both it and

its fruitless foliage cast into the fire, so that Helvidius who has never learned to speak, may at length learn

to hold his tongue.

2. I must call upon the Holy Spirit to express His meaning by my mouth and defend the virginity of the

Blessed Mary. I must call upon the Lord Jesus to guard the sacred lodging of the womb in which He abode

for ten months from all suspicion of sexual intercourse. And I must also entreat God the Father to show that

the mother of His Son, who was a mother before she was a bride, continued a Virgin after her son was born.

We have no desire to career over the fields of eloquence, we do not resort to the snares of the logicians or

the thickets of Aristotle. We shall adduce the actual words of Scripture. Let him be refuted by the

same proofs which he employed against us, so that he may see that it was possible for him to read what is

written, and yet to be unable to discern the established conclusion of a sound faith.

3. His first statement was: Matthew says, Now the birth of Jesus Christ was on this wise: When his mother

Mary had been betrothed to Joseph, before they came together she was found with child of the Holy Ghost.

And Joseph her husband, being a righteous man, and not willing to make her a public example, was

minded to put her away privately. But when he thought on these things, behold, an angel of the Lord

appeared unto him in a dream, saying, Joseph, thou son of David, fear not to take unto you Mary your wife:

for that which is conceived in her is of the Holy Ghost. Notice, he says, that the word used is betrothed,

not entrusted as you say, and of course the only reason why she was betrothed was that she might one

day be married. And the Evangelist would not have said before they came together if they were not to come

together, for no one would use the phrase before he dined of a man who was not going to dine. Then,

again, the angel calls her wife and speaks of her as united to Joseph. We are next invited to listen to the

declaration of Scripture: Matthew 1:24-25 And Joseph arose from his sleep, and did as the angel of the

Lord commanded him, and took unto him his wife; and knew her not till she had brought forth her son.
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4. Let us take the points one by one, and follow the tracks of this impiety that we may show that he has

contradicted himself. He admits that she was betrothed, and in the next breath will have her to be a man's

wife whom he has admitted to be his betrothed. Again, he calls her wife, and then says the only reason why

she was betrothed was that she might one day be married. And, for fear we might not think that

enough, the word used, he says, is betrothed and not entrusted, that is to say, not yet a wife, not yet united

by the bond of wedlock. But when he continues, the Evangelist would never have applied the words, before

they came together to persons who were not to come together, any more than one says, before he dined,

when the man is not going to dine, I know not whether to grieve or laugh. Shall I convict him of ignorance,

or accuse him of rashness? Just as if, supposing a person to say, Before dining in harbour I sailed to

Africa, his words could not hold good unless he were compelled some day to dine in harbour. If I choose to
say, the apostle Paul before he went to Spain was put in fetters at Rome, or (as I certainly might) Helvidius,

before he repented, was cut off by death, must Paul on being released at once go to Spain, or must

Helvidius repent after death, although the Scripture says In sheol who shall give you thanks? Must we not

rather understand that the preposition before, although it frequently denotes order in time, yet sometimes

refers only to order in thought? So that there is no necessity, if sufficient cause intervened to prevent it, for

our thoughts to be realized. When, then, the Evangelist says before they came together, he indicates the

time immediately preceding marriage, and shows that matters were so far advanced that she who had

been betrothed was on the point of becoming a wife. As though he said, before they kissed and embraced,

before the consummation of marriage, she was found to be with child. And she was found to be so by none

other than Joseph, who watched the swelling womb of his betrothed with the anxious glances, and, at this

time, almost the privilege, of a husband. Yet it does not follow, as the previous examples showed, that he

had intercourse with Mary after her delivery, when his desires had been quenched by the fact that she had

already conceived. And although we find it said to Joseph in a dream, Fear not to take Mary your wife; and

again, Joseph arose from his sleep, and did as the angel of the Lord commanded him, and took unto him

his wife, no one ought to be disturbed by this, as though, inasmuch as she is called wife, she ceases to

be betrothed, for we know it is usual in Scripture to give the title to those who are betrothed. The following

evidence from Deuteronomy establishes the point. Deuteronomy 22:24-25 If the man, says the writer, find

the damsel that is betrothed in the field, and the man force her, and lie with her, he shall surely die,

because he has humbled his neighbour's wife. And in another place, Deuteronomy 22:23-24 If there be a

damsel that is a virgin betrothed unto an husband, and a man find her in the city, and lie with her; then you

shall bring them both out unto the gate of that city, and you shall stone them with stones that they die; the

damsel, because she cried not, being in the city; and the man, because he has humbled his neighbour's

wife: so you shall put away the evil from the midst of you. Elsewhere also, Deuteronomy 20:7 And what

man is there that has betrothed a wife, and has not taken her? Let him go and return unto his house, lest

he die in the battle, and another man take her. But if anyone feels a doubt as to why the Virgin conceived

after she was betrothed rather than when she had no one betrothed to her, or, to use the Scripture phrase,

no husband, let me explain that there were three reasons. First, that by the genealogy of Joseph, whose

kinswoman Mary was, Mary's origin might also be shown. Secondly, that she might not in accordance with
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the law of Moses be stoned as an adulteress. Thirdly, that in her flight to Egypt she might have some

solace, though it was that of a guardian rather than a husband. For who at that time would

have believed the Virgin's word that she had conceived of the Holy Ghost, and that the angel Gabriel had

come and announced the purpose of God? And would not all have given their opinion against her as an

adulteress, like Susanna? For at the present day, now that the whole world has embraced the faith,

the Jews argue that when Isaiah says, Behold, a virgin shall conceive and bear a son, the Hebrew word

denotes a young woman, not a virgin, that is to say, the word is Almah, not Bethulah, a position which,

farther on, we shall dispute more in detail. Lastly, excepting Joseph, and Elizabeth, and Mary herself, and

some few others who, we may suppose, heard the truth from them, all considered Jesus to be the son of

Joseph. And so far was this the case that even the Evangelists, expressing the prevailing opinion, which is
the correct rule for a historian, call him the father of the Saviour, as, for instance, Luke 2:27 And he (that is,

Simeon) came in the Spirit into the temple: and when the parents brought in the child Jesus, that they might

do concerning him after the custom of the law; and elsewhere, Luke 2:41 And his parents went every year

to Jerusalem at the feast of the passover. And afterwards, And when they had fulfilled the days, as they

were returning, the boy Jesus tarried behind in Jerusalem; and his parents knew not of it. Observe also

what Mary herself, who had replied to Gabriel with the words, How shall this be, seeing I know not a

man? says concerning Joseph, Luke 2:48 Son, why have you thus dealt with us? Behold, your father and I

sought you sorrowing. We have not here, as many maintain, the utterance of Jews or of mockers. The

Evangelists call Joseph father: Mary confesses he was father. Not (as I said before) that Joseph was really

the father of the Saviour: but that, to preserve the reputation of Mary, he was regarded by all as his father,

although, before he heard the admonition of the angel, Matthew 1:20 Joseph, thou son of David, fear not to

take unto you Mary your wife: for that which is conceived in her is of the Holy Ghost, he had thoughts of

putting her away privily; which shows that he well knew that the child conceived was not his. But we have

said enough, more with the aim of imparting instruction than of answering an opponent, to show why

Joseph is called the father of our Lord, and why Mary is called Joseph's wife. This also at once answers the

question why certain persons are called his brethren.

5. This, however, is a point which will find its proper place further on. We must now hasten to other matters.

The passage for discussion now is, And Joseph arose from his sleep, and did as the angel of the Lord

commanded him, and took unto him his wife and knew her not till she had brought forth a son, and he

called his name Jesus. Here, first of all, it is quite needless for our opponent to show so elaborately that the

word know has reference to coition, rather than to intellectual apprehension: as though anyone denied it, or

any person in his senses could ever imagine the folly which Helvidius takes pains to refute. Then he would

teach us that the adverb till implies a fixed and definite time, and when that is fulfilled, he says the event

takes place which previously did not take place, as in the case before us, and knew her not till she had

brought forth a son. It is clear, says he, that she was known after she brought forth, and that

that knowledge was only delayed by her engendering a son. To defend his position he piles up text upon

text, waves his sword like a blind-folded gladiator, rattles his noisy tongue, and ends with wounding no one
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but himself.

6. Our reply is briefly this — the words knew and till in the language of Holy Scripture are capable of a

double meaning. As to the former, he himself gave us a dissertation to show that it must be referred to

sexual intercourse, and no one doubts that it is often used of the knowledge of the understanding, as, for

instance, the boy Jesus tarried behind in Jerusalem, and his parents knew it not. Now we have to prove

that just as in the one case he has followed the usage of Scripture, so with regard to the word till he is

utterly refuted by the authority of the same Scripture, which often denotes by its use a fixed time (he himself

told us so), frequently time without limitation, as when God by the mouth of the prophet says to

certain persons, Isaiah 46:4 Even to old age I am he. Will He cease to be God when they have grown old?
And the Saviour in the Gospel tells the Apostles, Matthew 28:20 Lo, I am with you always, even unto the

end of the world. Will the Lord then after the end of the world has come forsake His disciples, and at the

very time when seated on twelve thrones they are to judge the twelve tribes of Israel will they be bereft of

the company of their Lord? Again Paul the Apostle writing to the Corinthians says, Christ the first-fruits,

afterward they that are Christ's, at his coming. Then comes the end, when he shall have delivered up the

kingdom to God, even the Father, when he shall have put down all rule, and all authority and power. For he

must reign, till he has put all enemies under his feet. Granted that the passage relates to our

Lord's human nature, we do not deny that the words are spoken of Him who endured the cross and is

commanded to sit afterwards on the right hand. What does he mean then by saying, for he must reign, till

he has put all enemies under his feet? Is the Lord to reign only until His enemies begin to be under His feet,

and once they are under His feet will He cease to reign? Of course His reign will then commence in its

fullness when His enemies begin to be under His feet. David also in the fourth Song of Ascents speaks

thus, Behold, as the eyes of servants look unto the hand of their master, as the eyes of a maiden unto the

hand of her mistress, so our eyes look unto the Lord our God, until he have mercy upon us. Will the prophet,

then, look unto the Lord until he obtain mercy, and when mercy is obtained will he turn his eyes down to the

ground? Although elsewhere he says, My eyes fail for your salvation, and for the word of your

righteousness. I could accumulate countless instances of this usage, and cover the verbosity of our

assailant with a cloud of proofs; I shall, however, add only a few, and leave the reader to discover like ones

for himself.

7. The word of God says in Genesis, And they gave unto Jacob all the strange gods which were in their

hand, and the rings which were in their ears; and Jacob hid them under the oak which was by Shechem,

and lost them until this day. Likewise at the end of Deuteronomy, Deuteronomy 34:5-6 So Moses the

servant of the Lord died there in the land of Moab, according to the word of the Lord. And he buried him in

the valley, in the land of Moab over against Beth-peor: but no man knows of his sepulchre unto this

day. We must certainly understand by this day the time of the composition of the history, whether you

prefer the view that Moses was the author of the Pentateuch or that Ezra re-edited it. In either case I make

no objection. The question now is whether the words unto this day are to be referred to the time of
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publishing or writing the books, and if so it is for him to show, now that so many years have rolled away

since that day, that either the idols hidden beneath the oak have been found, or the grave

of Moses discovered; for he obstinately maintains that what does not happen so long as the point of time

indicated by until and unto has not been attained, begins to be when that point has been reached. He

would do well to pay heed to the idiom of Holy Scripture, and understand with us, (it was here he stuck in

the mud) that some things which might seem ambiguous if not expressed are plainly intimated, while others

are left to the exercise of our intellect. For if, while the event was still fresh in memory and men were living

who had seen Moses, it was possible for his grave to be unknown, much more may this be the case after

the lapse of so many ages. And in the same way must we interpret what we are told concerning Joseph.

The Evangelist pointed out a circumstance which might have given rise to some scandal, namely, that Mary
was not known by her husband until she was delivered, and he did so that we might be the more certain

that she from whom Joseph refrained while there was room to doubt the import of the vision was

not known after her delivery.

8. In short, what I want to know is why Joseph refrained until the day of her delivery? Helvidius will of

course reply, because he heard the angel say, Matthew 1:20 that which is conceived in her is of the Holy

Ghost. And in turn we rejoin that he had certainly heard him say, Matthew 1:20 Joseph, thou son of

David, fear not to take unto you Mary your wife. The reason why he was forbidden to forsake his wife was

that he might not think her an adulteress. Is it true then, that he was ordered not to have intercourse with

his wife? Is it not plain that the warning was given him that he might not be separated from her? And could

the just man dare, he says, to think of approaching her, when he heard that the Son of God was in her

womb? Excellent! We are to believe then that the same man who gave so much credit to a dream that he

did not dare to touch his wife, yet afterwards, when he had learned from the shepherds that the angel of the

Lord had come from heaven and said to them, Be not afraid: for behold I bring you good tidings of

great joy which shall be to all people, for there is born to you this day in the city of David a Saviour, which is

Christ the Lord; and when the heavenly host had joined with him in the chorus Luke 2:14 Glory to God in

the highest, and on earth peace among men of good will; and when he had seen just Simeon embrace the

infant and exclaim, Now let your servant depart, O Lord, according to your word in peace: for my eyes have

seen your salvation; and when he had seen Anna the prophetess, the Magi, the Star, Herod, the angels;

Helvidius, I say, would have us believe that Joseph, though well acquainted with such surprising wonders,

dared to touch the temple of God, the abode of the Holy Ghost, the mother of his Lord? Mary at all

events kept all these sayings in her heart. You cannot for shame say Joseph did not know of them, for Luke

tells us, Luke 2:33 His father and mother were marvelling at the things which were spoken concerning

Him. And yet you with marvellous effrontery contend that the reading of the Greek manuscripts is corrupt,

although it is that which nearly all the Greek writers have left us in their books, and not only so, but several

of the Latin writers have taken the words the same way. Nor need we now consider the variations in the

copies, since the whole record both of the Old and New Testament has since that time been translated into
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Latin, and we must believe that the water of the fountain flows purer than that of the stream.

9. Helvidius will answer, What you say, is in my opinion mere trifling. Your arguments are so much waste of

time, and the discussion shows more subtlety than truth. Why could not Scripture say, as it said of Thamar

and Judah, Genesis 38:26 'And he took his wife, and knew her again no more'? Could not Matthew find

words to express his meaning? 'He knew her not,' he says, 'until she brought forth a son.' He did then, after

her delivery, know her, whom he had refrained from knowing until she was delivered.

10. If you are so contentious, your own thoughts shall now prove your master. You must not allow any time

to intervene between delivery and intercourse. You must not say, If a woman conceive seed and bear a
man child, then she shall be unclean seven days; as in the days of the separation of her sickness shall she

be unclean. And in the eighth day the flesh of his foreskin shall be circumcised. And she shall continue in

the blood of her purifying three and thirty days. She shall touch no hallowed thing, and so forth. On your

showing, Joseph must at once approach, her, and be subject to Jeremiah's Jeremiah 5:8 reproof, They

were as mad horses in respect of women: every one neighed after his neighbour's wife. Otherwise, how

can the words stand good, he knew her not, till she had brought forth a son, if he waits after the time of

another purifying has expired, if his lust must brook another long delay of forty days? The mother must go

unpurged from her child-bed taint, and the wailing infant be attended to by the midwives, while the husband

clasps his exhausted wife. Thus forsooth must their married life begin so that the Evangelist may not be

convicted of falsehood. But God forbid that we should think thus of the Saviour's mother and of a just man.

No midwife assisted at His birth; no women's officiousness intervened. With her own hands she wrapped

Him in the swaddling clothes, herself both mother and midwife, Luke 2:7 and laid Him, we are told, in

a manger, because there was no room for them in the inn; a statement which, on the one hand, refutes the

ravings of the apocryphal accounts, for Mary herself wrapped Him in the swaddling clothes, and on the

other makes the voluptuous notion of Helvidius impossible, since there was no place suitable for married

intercourse in the inn.

11. An ample reply has now been given to what he advanced respecting the words before they came

together, and he knew her not till she had brought forth a son. I must now proceed, if my reply is to follow

the order of his argument, to the third point. He will have it that Mary bore other sons, and he quotes the

passage, And Joseph also went up to the city of David to enroll himself with Mary, who was betrothed to

him, being great with child. And it came to pass, while they were there, the days were fulfilled that she

should be delivered, and she brought forth her first-born son. From this he endeavours to show that the

term first-born is inapplicable except to a person who has brothers, just as he is called only begotten who is

the only son of his parents.

12. Our position is this: Every only begotten son is a first-born son, but not every first-born is an only

begotten. By first-born we understand not only one who is succeeded by others, but one who has had no
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predecessor. Numbers 18:15 Everything, says the Lord to Aaron, that opens the womb of all flesh which

they offer unto the Lord, both of man and beast, shall be yours: nevertheless the first born of man shall you

surely redeem, and the firstling of unclean beasts shall you redeem. The word of God defines first-born as

everything that opens the womb. Otherwise, if the title belongs to such only as have younger brothers,

the priests cannot claim the firstlings until their successors have been begotten, lest, perchance, in case

there were no subsequent delivery it should prove to be the first-born but not merely the only

begotten. Numbers 18:16 And those that are to be redeemed of them from a month old shall you redeem,

according to your estimation for the money of five shekels, after the shekel of the sanctuary (the same is

twenty gerahs). But the firstling of an ox, or the firstling of a sheep, or the firstling of a goat, you shall not

redeem; they are holy. The word of God compels me to dedicate to God everything that opens the womb if
it be the firstling of clean beasts: if of unclean beasts, I must redeem it, and give the value to the priest. I

might reply and say, Why do you tie me down to the short space of a month? Why do you speak of the first-

born, when I cannot tell whether there are brothers to follow? Wait until the second is born. I owe nothing to

the priest, unless the birth of a second should make the one I previously had the first-born. Will not the very

points of the letters cry out against me and convict me of my folly, and declare that first-born is a title of him

who opens the womb, and is not to be restricted to him who has brothers? And, then, to take the case of

John: we are agreed that he was an only begotten son: I want to know if he was not also a first-born son,

and whether he was not absolutely amenable to the law. There can be no doubt in the matter. At all events

Scripture thus speaks of the Saviour, And when the days of her purification according to the law of

Moses were fulfilled, they brought him up to Jerusalem, to present him to the Lord (as it is written in the law

of the Lord, every male that opens the womb shall be called holy to the Lord) and to offer

a sacrifice according to that which is said in the law of the Lord, a pair of turtle-doves, or two young

pigeons. If this law relates only to the first-born, and there can be no first-born unless there are successors,

no one ought to be bound by the law of the first-born who cannot tell whether there will be successors. But

inasmuch as he who has no younger brothers is bound by the law of the first-born, we gather that he is

called the first-born who opens the womb and who has been preceded by none, not he whose birth is

followed by that of a younger brother. Moses writes in Exodus, Exodus 12:29 And it came to pass at

midnight, that the Lord smote all the first-born in the land of Egypt, from the first-born of Pharaoh that sat on

his throne unto the first-born of the captive that was in the dungeon: And all the first-born of cattle. Tell me,

were they who then perished by the destroyer, only your first-born, or, something more, did they include the

only begotten? If only they who have brothers are called first-born, the only begotten were saved from

death. And if it be the fact that the only begotten were slain, it was contrary to the sentence pronounced, for

the only begotten to die as well as the first-born. You must either release the only begotten from the penalty,

and in that case you become ridiculous: or, if you allow that they were slain, we gain our point, though we

have not to thank you for it, that only begotten sons also are called first-born.

13. The last proposition of Helvidius was this, and it is what he wished to show when he treated of the first-

born, that brethren of the Lord are mentioned in the Gospels. For example, Matthew 12:46 Behold, his
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mother and his brethren stood without, seeking to speak to him. And elsewhere, John 2:12 After this he

went down to Capernaum, he, and his mother, and his brethren. And again, John 7:3-4 His brethren

therefore said to him, Depart hence, and go into Judæa, that your disciples also may behold the works

which you do. For no man does anything in secret, and himself seeks to be known openly. If you do these

things, manifest yourself to the world. And John adds, John 7:5 For even his brethren did not believe in

him. Mark also and Matthew, And coming into his own country he taught them in their synagogues,

insomuch that they were astonished, and said, Whence has this man this wisdom, and mighty works? Is

not this the carpenter's son? Is not his mother called Mary? And his brethren James, and Joseph, and

Simon, and Judas? And his sisters, are they not all with us? Luke also in the Acts of the Apostles

relates, Acts 1:14 These all with one accord continued steadfastly in prayer, with the women and Mary the
mother of Jesus, and with his brethren. Paul the Apostle also is at one with them, and witnesses to their

historical accuracy, And I went up by revelation, but other of the apostles saw I none, save Peter and

James the Lord's brother. And again in another place, 1 Corinthians 9:4-5 Have we no right to eat and drink?

Have we no right to lead about wives even as the rest of the Apostles, and the brethren of the Lord, and

Cephas? And for fear any one should not allow the evidence of the Jews, since it was they from whose

mouth we hear the name of His brothers, but should maintain that His countrymen were deceived by the

same error in respect of the brothers into which they fell in their belief about the father, Helvidius utters a

sharp note of warning and cries, The same names are repeated by the Evangelists in another place, and

the same persons are there brethren of the Lord and sons of Mary. Matthew says, And many women were

there (doubtless at the Lord's cross) beholding from afar, which had followed Jesus from Galilee,

ministering unto him: among whom was Mary Magdalene, and Mary the mother of James and Joses, and

the mother of the sons of Zebedee. Mark also, And there were also women beholding from afar, among

whom were both Mary Magdalene, and Mary the mother of James the Less and of Joses, and Salome; and

in the same place shortly after, And many other women which came up with him unto Jerusalem. Luke

too, Luke 24:10 Now there were Mary Magdalene, and Joanna, and Mary the mother of James, and the

other women with them.

14. My reason for repeating the same thing again and again is to prevent him from raising a false issue and

crying out that I have withheld such passages as make for him, and that his view has been torn to shreds

not by evidence of Scripture, but by evasive arguments. Observe, he says, James and Joses are sons

of Mary, and the same persons who were called brethren by the Jews. Observe, Mary is the mother

of James the Less and of Joses. And James is called the less to distinguish him from James the greater,

who was the son of Zebedee, as Mark elsewhere states, And Mary Magdalene and Mary the mother of

Joses beheld where he was laid. And when the sabbath was past, they bought spices, that they might

come and anoint him. And, as might be expected, he says: What a poor and impious view we take of Mary,

if we hold that when other women were concerned about the burial of Jesus, she His mother was absent; or

if we invent some kind of a second Mary; and all the more because the Gospel of S. John testifies that she

was there present, when the Lord upon the cross commended her, as His mother and now a widow, to the
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care of John. Or must we suppose that the Evangelists were so far mistaken and so far mislead us as to

call Mary the mother of those who were known to the Jews as brethren of Jesus?

15. What darkness, what raging madness rushing to its own destruction! You say that the mother of the

Lord was present at the cross, you say that she was entrusted to the disciple John on account of her

widowhood and solitary condition: as if upon your own showing, she had not four sons, and numerous

daughters, with whose solace she might comfort herself? You also apply to her the name of widow which is

not found in Scripture. And although you quote all instances in the Gospels, the words of John alone

displease you. You say in passing that she was present at the cross, that you may not appear to have

omitted it on purpose, and yet not a word about the women who were with her. I could pardon you if you
were ignorant, but I see you have a reason for your silence. Let me point out then what John

says, John 19:25 But there were standing by the cross of Jesus his mother, and his mother's sister, Mary

the wife of Clopas, and Mary Magdalene. No one doubts that there were two apostles called by the name

James, James the son of Zebedee, and James the son of Alphæus. Do you intend the comparatively

unknown James the Less, who is called in Scripture the son of Mary, not however of Mary the mother of

our Lord, to be an apostle, or not? If he is an apostle, he must be the son of Alphæus and a believer in

Jesus, For neither did his brethren believe in him. If he is not an apostle, but a third James (who he can be I

cannot tell), how can he be regarded as the Lord's brother, and how, being a third, can he be called less to

distinguish him from greater, when greater and less are used to denote the relations existing, not between

three, but between two? Notice, moreover, that the Lord's brother is an apostle,since Paul says:

Galatians 1:18-19 Then after three years I went up to Jerusalem to visit Cephas, and tarried with him

fifteen days. But other of the Apostles saw I none, save James the Lord's brother. And in the same

Epistle, Galatians 2:9 And when they perceived the grace that was given unto me, James and Cephas and

John, who were reputed to be pillars, etc. And that you may not suppose this James to be the son of

Zebedee, you have only to read the Acts of the Apostles, and you will find that the latter had already been

slain by Herod. The only conclusion is that the Mary who is described as the mother of James the Less was

the wife of Alphæus and sister of Mary the Lord's mother, the one who is called by John the

Evangelist Mary of Clopas, whether after her father, or kindred, or for some other reason. But if you think

they are two persons because elsewhere we read, Mary the mother of James the Less, and here, Mary of

Clopas, you have still to learn that it is customary in Scripture for the same individual to bear different

names. Raguel, Moses' father-in-law, is also called Jethro. Gedeon, without any apparent reason for the

change, all at once becomes Jerubbaal. Ozias, king of Judah, has an alternative, Azarias. Mount Tabor is

called Itabyrium. Again Hermon is called by the Phenicians Sanior, and by the Amorites Sanir. The same

tract of country is known by three names, Negebh, Teman, and Darom in Ezekiel. Peter is also called

Simon and Cephas. Judas the zealot in another Gospel is called Thaddaeus. And there are numerous

other examples which the reader will be able to collect for himself from every part of Scripture.
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16. Now here we have the explanation of what I am endeavouring to show, how it is that the sons of Mary,

the sister of our Lord's mother, who though not formerly believers afterwards did believe, can be called

brethren of the Lord. Possibly the case might be that one of the brethren believed immediately while the

others did not believe until long after, and that one Mary was the mother of James and Joses, namely, Mary

of Clopas, who is the same as the wife of Alphæus, the other, the mother of James the Less. In any case, if

she (the latter) had been the Lord's mother S. John would have allowed her the title, as everywhere else,

and would not by calling her the mother of other sons have given a wrong impression. But at this stage I do

not wish to argue for or against the supposition that Mary the wife of Clopas and Mary the mother of James

and Joses were different women, provided it is clearly understood that Mary the mother of James and

Joses was not the same person as the Lord's mother. How then, says Helvidius, do you make out that they
were called the Lord's brethren who were not his brethren? I will show how that is. In Holy Scripture there

are four kinds of brethren — by nature, race, kindred, love. Instances of brethren by nature are Esau and

Jacob, the twelve patriarchs, Andrew and Peter, James and John. As to race, all Jews are called brethren

of one another, as in Deuteronomy, Deuteronomy 15:12 If your brother, an Hebrew man, or an

Hebrew woman, be sold unto you, and serve you six years; then in the seventh year you shall let him go

free from you. And in the same book, Deuteronomy 17:15 You shall in anywise set him king over you,

whom the Lord your God shall choose: one from among your brethren shall you set king over you; you may

not put a foreigner over you, which is not your brother. And again, Deuteronomy 22:1 You shall not see

your brother's ox or his sheep go astray, and hide yourself from them: you shall surely bring them again

unto your brother. And if your brother be not near unto you, or if you know him not, then you shall bring it

home to your house, and it shall be with you until your brother seek after it, and you shall restore it to him

again. And the Apostle Paul says, Romans 9:3-4 I could wish that I myself were anathema from Christ for

my brethren's sake, my kinsmen according to the flesh: who are Israelites. Moreover they are called

brethren by kindred who are of one family, that is πατρία, which corresponds to the Latin paternitas,

because from a single root a numerous progeny proceeds. In Genesis Genesis 13:8, 11 we read, And

Abram said to Lot, Let there be no strife, I pray you, between me and you, and between my herdmen and

your herdmen; for we are brethren. And again, So Lot chose him all the plain of Jordan, and Lot journeyed

east: and they separated each from his brother. Certainly Lot was not Abraham's brother, but the son

of Abraham's brother Aram. For Terah begot Abraham and Nahor and Aram: and Aram begot Lot. Again

we read, Genesis 12:4 And Abram was seventy and five years old when he departed out of Haran. And

Abram took Sarai his wife, and Lot his brother's son. But if you still doubt whether a nephew can be called a

son, let me give you an instance. Genesis 14:14 And when Abram heard that his brother was taken captive,

he led forth his trained men, born in his house, three hundred and eighteen. And after describing the night

attack and the slaughter, he adds, And he brought back all the goods, and also brought again his

brother Lot. Let this suffice by way of proof of my assertion. But for fear you may make some cavilling

objection, and wriggle out of your difficulty like a snake, I must bind you fast with the bonds of proof to stop

your hissing and complaining, for I know you would like to say you have been overcome not so much by

Scripture truth as by intricate arguments. Jacob, the son of Isaac and Rebecca, when in fear of his brother's
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treachery he had gone to Mesopotamia, drew near and rolled away the stone from the mouth of the well,

and watered the flocks of Laban, his mother's brother. Genesis 29:11 And Jacob kissed Rachel, and lifted

up his voice, and wept. And Jacob told Rachel that he was her father's brother, and that he was Rebekah's

son. Here is an example of the rule already referred to, by which a nephew is called a brother. And

again, Genesis 29:15 Laban said to Jacob. Because you are my brother, should you therefore serve me for

nought? Tell me what shall your wages be. And so, when, at the end of twenty years, without

the knowledge of his father-in-law and accompanied by his wives and sons he was returning to his country,

on Laban overtaking him in the mountain of Gilead and failing to find the idols which Rachel hid among the

baggage, Jacob answered and said to Laban, Genesis 31:36-37 What is my trespass? What is my sin, that

you have so hotly pursued after me? Whereas you have felt all about my stuff, what have you found of all
your household stuff? Set it here before my brethren and your brethren, that they may judge between us

two. Tell me who are those brothers of Jacob and Laban who were present there? Esau, Jacob's brother,

was certainly not there, and Laban, the son of Bethuel, had no brothers although he had a sister Rebecca.

17. Innumerable instances of the same kind are to be found in the sacred books. But, to be brief, I will

return to the last of the four classes of brethren, those, namely, who are brethren by affection, and these

again fall into two divisions, those of the spiritual and those of the general relationship. I

say spiritual because all of us Christians are called brethren, as in the verse, Behold, how good and how

pleasant it is for brethren to dwell together in unity. And in another psalm the Saviour says, I will declare

your name unto my brethren. And elsewhere, John 20:17 Go unto my brethren and say to them. I say

also general, because we are all children of one Father, there is a like bond of brotherhood between us

all. Isaiah 66:5 Tell these who hate you, says the prophet, you are our brethren. And the Apostle writing to

the Corinthians: 1 Corinthians 5:11 If any man that is named brother be a fornicator, or covetous, or an

idolater, or a reviler, or a drunkard, or an extortioner: with such a one no, not to eat. I now ask to which

class you consider the Lord's brethren in the Gospel must be assigned. They are brethren by nature, you

say. But Scripture does not say so; it calls them neither sons of Mary, nor of Joseph. Shall we say they are

brethren by race? But it is absurd to suppose that a few Jews were called His brethren when all Jews of the

time might upon this principle have borne the title. Were they brethren by virtue of close intimacy and the

union of heart and mind? If that were so, who were more truly His brethren than the apostles who received

His private instruction and were called by Him His mother and His brethren? Again, if all men, as such,

were His brethren, it would have been foolish to deliver a special message, Behold, your brethren seek

you, for all men alike were entitled to the name. The only alternative is to adopt the previous explanation

and understand them to be called brethren in virtue of the bond of kindred, not of love and sympathy, nor

by prerogative of race, nor yet by nature. Just as Lot was called Abraham's brother, and Jacob Laban's,

just as the daughters of Zelophehad received a lot among their brethren, just as Abraham himself had to

wife Sarah his sister, for he says, Genesis 20:11 She is indeed my sister, on the father's side, not on the

mother's, that is to say, she was the daughter of his brother, not of his sister. Otherwise, what are we to say

of Abraham, a just man, taking to wife the daughter of his own father? Scripture, in relating the history of
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the men of early times, does not outrage our ears by speaking of the enormity in express terms, but prefers

to leave it to be inferred by the reader: and God afterwards gives to the prohibition the sanction of the law,

and threatens, Leviticus 18:9 He who takes his sister, born of his father, or of his mother, and beholds her

nakedness, has commited abomination, he shall be utterly destroyed. He has uncovered his sister's

nakedness, he shall bear his sin.

18. There are things which, in your extreme ignorance, you had never read, and therefore you neglected

the whole range of Scripture and employed your madness in outraging the Virgin, like the man in the story

who being unknown to everybody and finding that he could devise no good deed by which to gain renown,

burned the temple of Diana: and when no one revealed the sacrilegious act, it is said that he himself went
up and down proclaiming that he was the man who had applied the fire. The rulers of Ephesus were

curious to know what made him do this thing, whereupon he replied that if he could not have fame for

good deeds, all men should give him credit for bad ones. Grecian history relates the incident. But you do

worse. You have set on fire the temple of the Lord's body, you have defiled the sanctuary of the Holy

Spirit from which you are determined to make a team of four brethren and a heap of sisters come forth. In a

word, joining in the chorus of the Jews, you say, Is not this the carpenter's son? Is not his mother called

Mary? And his brethren James, and Joseph, and Simon, and Judas? And his sisters, are they not all with

us? The word all would not be used if there were not a crowd of them. Pray tell me, who, before you

appeared, was acquainted with this blasphemy? Who thought the theory worth two-pence? You have

gained your desire, and have become notorious by crime. For myself who am your opponent, although we

live in the same city, I don't know, as the saying is, whether you are white or black. I pass over faults of

diction which abound in every book you write. I say not a word about your absurd introduction. Good

heavens! I do not ask for eloquence, since, having none yourself, you applied for a supply of it to your

brother Craterius. I do not ask for grace of style, I look for purity of soul: for with Christians it is the greatest

of solecisms and of vices of style to introduce anything base either in word or action. I have come to the

conclusion of my argument. I will deal with you as though I had as yet prevailed nothing; and you will find

yourself on the horns of a dilemma. It is clear that our Lord's brethren bore the name in the same way that

Joseph was called his father: Luke 1:18 I and your father sought you sorrowing. It was His mother who said

this, not the Jews. The Evangelist himself relates that His father and His mother were marvelling at the

things which were spoken concerning Him, and there are similar passages which we have already quoted

in which Joseph and Mary are called his parents. Seeing that you have been foolish enough to persuade

yourself that the Greek manuscripts are corrupt, you will perhaps plead the diversity of readings. I therefore

come to the Gospel of John, and there it is plainly written, John 1:45 Philip finds Nathanael, and says unto

him, We have found him of whom Moses in the law, and the prophets did write, Jesus of Nazareth, the son

of Joseph. You will certainly find this in your manuscript. Now tell me, how is Jesus the son of Joseph when

it is clear that He was begotten of the Holy Ghost? Was Joseph His true father? Dull as you are, you will

not venture to say that. Was he His reputed father? If so, let the same rule be applied to them when they
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are called brethren, that you apply to Joseph when he is called father.

19. Now that I have cleared the rocks and shoals I must spread sail and make all speed to reach his

epilogue. Feeling himself to be a smatterer, he there produces Tertullian as a witness and quotes the words

of Victorinus bishop of Petavium. Of Tertullian I say no more than that he did not belong to the Church. But

as regards Victorinus, I assert what has already been proved from the Gospel— that he spoke of the

brethren of the Lord not as being sons of Mary, but brethren in the sense I have explained, that is to say,

brethren in point of kinship not by nature. We are, however, spending our strength on trifles, and, leaving

the fountain of truth, are following the tiny streams of opinion. Might I not array against you the whole series

of ancient writers? Ignatius, Polycarp, Irenæus, Justin Martyr, and many other apostolic and eloquent men,
who against Ebion, Theodotus of Byzantium, and Valentinus, held these same views, and wrote volumes

replete with wisdom. If you had ever read what they wrote, you would be a wiser man. But I think it better to

reply briefly to each point than to linger any longer and extend my book to an undue length.

20. I now direct the attack against the passage in which, wishing to show your cleverness, you institute a

comparison between virginity and marriage. I could not forbear smiling, and I thought of the proverb, did

you ever see a camel dance? Are virgins better, you ask, than Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, who were

married men? Are not infants daily fashioned by the hands of God in the wombs of their mothers? And if so,

are we bound to blush at the thought of Mary having a husband after she was delivered? If they find any

disgrace in this, they ought not consistently even to believe that God was born of the Virgin by natural

delivery. For according to them there is more dishonour in a virgin giving birth to God by the organs of

generation, than in a virgin being joined to her own husband after she has been delivered. Add, if you like,

Helvidius, the other humiliations of nature, the womb for nine months growing larger, the sickness, the

delivery, the blood, the swaddling-clothes. Picture to yourself the infant in the enveloping membranes.

Introduce into your picture the hard manger, the wailing of the infant, the circumcision on the eighth day,

the time of purification, so that he may be proved to be unclean. We do not blush, we are not put to silence.

The greater the humiliations He endured for me, the more I owe Him. And when you have given every

detail, you will be able to produce nothing more shameful than the cross, which we confess, in which

we believe, and by which we triumph over our enemies.

21. But as we do not deny what is written, so we do reject what is not written. We believe that God was

born of the Virgin, because we read it. That Mary was married after she brought forth, we do not believe,

because we do not read it. Nor do we say this to condemn marriage, for virginity itself is the fruit of

marriage; but because when we are dealing with saints we must not judge rashly. If we adopt possibility as

the standard of judgment, we might maintain that Joseph had several wives because Abraham had, and so

had Jacob, and that the Lord's brethren were the issue of those wives, an invention which some hold with a

rashness which springs from audacity not from piety. You say that Mary did not continue a virgin: I claim

still more, that Joseph himself on account of Mary was a virgin, so that from a virgin wedlock a virgin son
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was born. For if as a holy man he does not come under the imputation of fornication, and it is nowhere

written that he had another wife, but was the guardian of Mary whom he was supposed to have to wife

rather than her husband, the conclusion is that he who was thought worthy to be called father of the Lord,

remained a virgin.

22. And now that I am about to institute a comparison between virginity and marriage, I beseech my

readers not to suppose that in praising virginity I have in the least disparaged marriage, and separated

the saints of the Old Testament from those of the New, that is to say, those who had wives and those who

altogether refrained from the embraces of women: I rather think that in accordance with the difference in

time and circumstance one rule applied to the former, another to us upon whom the ends of the world have
come. So long as that law remained, Genesis 1:28 Be fruitful, and multiply and replenish the earth;

and Cursed is the barren woman that bears not seed in Israel, they all married and were given in marriage,

left father and mother, and became one flesh. But once in tones of thunder the words were

heard, 1 Corinthians 7:29 The time is shortened, that henceforth those that have wives may be as though

they had none: cleaving to the Lord, we are made one spirit with Him. And why? Because He that is

unmarried is careful for the things of the Lord, how he may please the Lord: but he that is married is careful

for the things of the world, how he may please his wife. And there is a difference also between the wife and

the virgin. She that is unmarried is careful for the things of the Lord, that she may be holy both in body and

in spirit: but she that is married is careful for the things of the world, how she may please her husband. Why

do you cavil? Why do you resist? The vessel of election says this; he tells us that there is a difference

between the wife and the virgin. Observe what the happiness of that state must be in which even the

distinction of sex is lost. The virgin is no longer called a woman. 1 Corinthians 7:34 She that is unmarried is

careful for the things of the Lord, that she may be holy both in body and in spirit. A virgin is defined as she

that is holy in body and in spirit, for it is no good to have virgin flesh if a woman be married in mind.

But she that is married is careful for the things of the world, how she may please her husband. Do you think

there is no difference between one who spends her time in prayer and fasting, and one who must, at her

husband's approach, make up her countenance, walk with mincing gait, and feign a show of endearment?

The virgin's aim is to appear less comely; she will wrong herself so as to hide her natural attractions. The

married woman has the paint laid on before her mirror, and, to the insult of her Maker, strives to acquire

something more than her natural beauty. Then come the prattling of infants, the noisy household, children

watching for her word and waiting for her kiss, the reckoning up of expenses, the preparation to meet the

outlay. On one side you will see a company of cooks, girded for the onslaught and attacking the meat: there

you may hear the hum of a multitude of weavers. Meanwhile a message is delivered that the husband and

his friends have arrived. The wife, like a swallow, flies all over the house. She has to see to everything. Is

the sofa smooth? Is the pavement swept? Are the flowers in the cups? Is dinner ready? Tell me, pray,

where amid all this is there room for the thought of God? Are these happy homes? Where there is the

beating of drums, the noise and clatter of pipe and lute, the clanging of cymbals, can any fear of God be

found? The parasite is snubbed and feels proud of the honour. Enter next the half-naked victims of
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the passions, a mark for every lustful eye. The unhappy wife must either take pleasure in them, and perish,

or be displeased, and provoke her husband. Hence arises discord, the seed-plot of divorce. Or suppose

you find me a house where these things are unknown, which is a rara avis indeed! Yet even there the very

management of the household, the education of the children, the wants of the husband, the correction of

the servants, cannot fail to call away the mind from the thought of God. Genesis 18:11 It had ceased to be

with Sarah after the manner of women: so the Scripture says, and afterwards Abraham received the

command, Genesis 21:12 In all that Sarah says unto you, hearken unto her voice. She who is not subject to

the anxiety and pain of child-bearing and having passed the change of life has ceased to perform the

functions of a woman, is freed from the curse of God: nor is her desire to her husband, but on the contrary

her husband becomes subject to her, and the voice of the Lord commands him, In all that Sarah says unto
you, hearken unto her voice. Thus they begin to have time for prayer. For so long as the debt of marriage is

paid, earnest prayer is neglected.

23. I do not deny that holy women are found both among widows and those who have husbands; but they

are such as have ceased to be wives, or such as, even in the close bond of marriage, imitate virgin chastity.

The Apostle, Christ speaking in him, briefly bore witness to this when he said, 1 Corinthians 7:34 She that

is unmarried is careful for the things of the Lord, how she may please the Lord: but she that is married is

careful for the things of the world, how she may please her husband. He leaves us the free exercise of our

reason in the matter. He lays no necessity upon anyone nor leads anyone into a snare: he only persuades

to that which is proper when he wishes all men to be as himself. He had not, it is true, a commandment

from the Lord respecting virginity, for that grace surpasses the unassisted power of man, and it would have

worn an air of immodesty to force men to fly in the face of nature, and to say in other words, I want you to

be what the angels are. It is this angelic purity which secures to virginity its highest reward, and the Apostle

might have seemed to despise a course of life which involves no guilt. Nevertheless in the immediate

context he adds, 1 Corinthians 7:25 But I give my judgment, as one that has obtained mercy of the Lord to

be faithful. I think therefore that this is good by reason of the present distress, namely, that it is good for a

man to be as he is. What is meant by present distress? Woe unto them that are with child and to them that

give suck in those days! The reason why the wood grows up is that it may be cut down. The field is sown

that it may be reaped. The world is already full, and the population is too large for the soil. Every day we

are being cut down by war, snatched away by disease, swallowed up by shipwreck, although we go to law

with one another about the fences of our property. It is only one addition to the general rule which is made

by those who follow the Lamb, and who have not defiled their garments, for they have continued in their

virgin state. Notice the meaning of defiling. I shall not venture to explain it, for fear Helvidius may be

abusive. I agree with you, when you say, that some virgins are nothing but tavern women; I say still more,

that even adulteresses may be found among them, and, you will no doubt be still more surprised to hear,

that some of the clergy are inn-keepers and some monks unchaste. Who does not at once understand that

a tavern woman cannot be a virgin, nor an adulterer a monk, nor a clergy-man a tavern-keeper? Are we to

blame virginity if its counterfeit is at fault? For my part, to pass over other persons and come to the virgin, I
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maintain that she who is engaged in huckstering, though for anything I know she may be a virgin in body, is

no longer one in spirit.

24. I have become rhetorical, and have disported myself a little like a platform orator. You compelled me,

Helvidius; for, brightly as the Gospel shines at the present day, you will have it that equal glory attaches

to virginity and to the marriage state. And because I think that, finding the truth too strong for you, you will

turn to disparaging my life and abusing my character (it is the way of weak women to talk tittle-tattle in

corners when they have been put down by their masters), I shall anticipate you. I assure you that I shall

regard your railing as a high distinction, since the same lips that assail me have disparaged Mary, and I, a

servant of the Lord, am favoured with the same barking eloquence as His mother.

One of the basic conflict was about the assertion that James the brother of Jesus was one of the

twelve Apostles. But we are clearly told that during the public ministry of Jesus not only his family

did not believe in him (John 7: 5For even His own brothers did not believe in Him.) but considered

him out of his mind and even tried to take him forcefully and put him away.( Mark 3: 21–35 :21

When His family heard about this, they went out to take custody of Him, saying, “He is out of His

mind; Matthew 12:46–50; Luke 8:19–21)

They became believers only after the resurrection. Jesus in fact appeared specially to James his

brother.

James the Lord’s brother exercised great authority among, and even over Apostles. Thus at the

Council of Jerusalem he presided and pronounced the decision, although St. Peter himself was

present (Acts 15:13). St. Paul names him before St. Peter as one of the chief pillars of the Church

(Galatians 2:9). The Galatian heretics appealed to his authority as superior to that of St. Paul

(Galatians 2:12), and his importance is further shewn by such passages as Acts 12:17; Acts 21:18.

It is thus very evident that the three Apostles James, Simon and Jude were not brethren of Jesus.

The coincidence of three such common names as James, Simon, and Jude in the list of brethren

and in the list of Apostles needs no painful explanation since they were common Jewish names. It

is so common that they are duplicated even in the Apostolic list itself.

Jerome’s assumption that ‘Mary the mother of James and Joses’ (Mt., Mk.) is identical with ‘Mary

of Clopas’ is probably, correct. But there is no ground for supposing, as Jerome’s supporters do,

that this Mary was the wife of Clopas brother of Joseph. It is maintained, indeed, that since she

was the mother of James the Little (who was an Apostle), her husband must have been Alphaeus,

i.e. Clopas. But it is doubtful if James the Little really was an Apostle, and it is still more doubtful if

Alphaeus is the same person as Clopas. Κλωπᾶς, The names are linguistically distinct.
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Part of the defense of this view depends on the relationships between the followers of Jesus

present at the crucifixion, identifying a "Mary" there as mother of James and Joses,

common names which recur in the list of Jesus' brothers. This Mary is then identified as the wife of

one Cleopas deemed to be the same as Alpheus, two Greek names which purportedly arise from

the same Aramaic original name. Recent scholarship has found a different Aramaic name which is

the more likely root word from which Cleopas is derived, casting doubt on the identification of

these two names referring to the same person.

There are a number of factors behind this problem. First is the development of the Christian

dogma that Mary was a perpetual virgin, that she never had children other than Jesus and never

had sexual relations with any man, lies at the heart of the issue. Unless we assume that Joseph

was an old man and a widow, (which is the assertion of the Apocryphal infancy gospels) apart

from the eternal virginity of Mother Mary we are also insisting on the eternal virginity of Father

Joseph a concept which is totally considered as an act of sin in the Jewish context and that

without his consent.

https://www.myjewishlearning.com/article/celibacy/ says :

In post-biblical literature Jewish opinion stands out clear and simple:

Marriage is a duty, and celibacy a sin.

“The world was created to produce life; He created it not a waste, He formed it to be inhabited”

(Isaiah 45:18) and “Be fruitful, and multiply” (Genesis 1: 28) are taken as commands. Marriage

with a view to that end is a duty incumbent upon every male adult, several Jewish texts say.

In fact, the Talmud stipulates that a husband’s abstention from sexual relations may be taken by

the wife as ground for a divorce (Ketubot 6:7), and the Shulchan Aruch says that a single man who

is past 20 can be compelled by a rabbinic court to marry (though it makes exceptions for

students).The first commandment in the Bible (Gen. 1:28 "Be fruitful and multiply") has prevented

the unmarried status from becoming an ideal in Judaism.

https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/celibacy

The deliberate renunciation of marriage is all but completely alien to Judaism. Scarcely any

references to celibates are to be found in the Bible or in the Talmud, and no medieval rabbi is

known to have lived as a celibate (see L. Loew , Gesammelte Schriften, 2 (1890), 112; 3 (1893),

29ff.). The demands of celibacy were included neither among the acts of self-denial imposed upon

the Nazirite (Num. 6:1–21), nor among the special restrictions incumbent upon the priesthood (Lev.

https://www.myjewishlearning.com/article/celibacy/
https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/celibacy
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21:1–15). Celibacy among Jews was a strictly sectarian practice; Josephus ascribes it to some of

the Essenes (Wars 2:120–21). Equally exceptional is the one solitary case of the talmudist Simeon

ben Azzai עזאי) בן who( שמעון explained his celibacy with the words: "My soul is fond of the Law;

the world will be perpetuated by others" (Yevamot 63b).

The norm of Jewish law, thought, and life is represented rather by the opening clause in the

matrimonial code of the Shulḥan Arukh: "Every man is obliged to marry in order to fulfill the duty of

procreation, and whoever is not engaged in propagating the race is as if he shed blood,

diminishing the Divine image and causing His Presence to depart from Israel" (Sh. Ar., EH

1:1). The law even provides for the courts to compel a man to marry if he is still single after

passing the age of 20 (ibid., 1:3). Since the late Middle Ages, however, such authority has not

been exercised (Isserles, ad loc.). Only if a person "cleaves to the study of the Torah like Simeon

b. Azzai" can his refusal to marry be condoned, provided he can control his sexual lust (ibid. 4).

The Jewish opposition to celibacy

first on the positive precept to "be fruitful and multiply" as a cardinal duty to perpetuate life, a duty

which also underlies the attitude of Judaism toward birth control.

Second, celibacy is incompatible with the Jewish scheme of creation in which a man is regarded

as half a human being unless he be married, and in which "he who is without a wife lives without

joy, without blessing,… without peace" (Yev. 62b, based on Gen. 5:2).

Third, far from regarding celibacy as a means to the attainment of holiness, Judaism views it as an

impediment to personal sanctification. This is strikingly illustrated by the rabbinic use of the term

kiddushin ("sanctification") for marriage and by the insistence that the high priest be married (Lev.

21:13), especially at the time when he officiates in the Holy of Holies on the holiest day of the year

(Yoma 1:1, based on Lev. 16:6, 11, and 17). For similar reasons, unmarried people are also

debarred from holding certain public and religious offices, notably as judges in capital cases (Sanh.

36b) and as synagogue readers (Sof. 14:17; cf. OḤ 53:9). Jewish moralists in all ages have

advocated severe self-control and occasionally even a measure of asceticism, but they did not

encourage celibacy or any form of monasticism (although exceptionally there was a note of

sympathy, cf. Baḥya's Ḥovot ha-Levavot 193, Abraham b. Ḥiyya's Meditation of the Sad Soul 133,

and Abraham Maimonides' Highways of Perfection 249, 265, 279). Their writings and teachings
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reveal no trace of the condemnation of marriage as a compromise with evil, a concept already

found in the New Testament (Mat. 19:12; I Cor. 7:9; Luke 20:27–36). The notion that there was

something immoral in marriage was refuted in a special tract by *Naḥmanides as early as the 13th

century (Graetz, Gesch, 7 (19083), 41).

Even in the Protoevanelism of James and others, though Mary went in the temple at the age of 3,

as soon as she reached the puberty was given in marriage to Joseph and divine selection. She

was not given as a ward but as a wife. It is said that Joseph went away on his work and was away

for nine months and on returned found Mary pregnant. According to the Protoevangel story, she

and Joseph were asked to go through the test to assert that Joseph did not have intercourse with

Mary and Mary did no go into adultery. The celibacy found in the Essene, Catholic and other

religions was always mocked and ridiculed by Judaism as if inferring that a perfect God “made a

mistake” when He created the exceptional attraction between men and women!

No one in the early church even imagined such an idea, since the family of Jesus played such a

visible and pivotal role in his life and that of his early followers. It all has to do with Mary being

totally removed from her 1st century Jewish culture and context in the interest of an emerging view

of the time that human sexuality was degraded and unholy at worst, and a necessary evil to

somehow be struggled against at best.

This evidently developed as the result of the growth of Gnosticism essentially as a movement from

Greek influence. The material world, and thus anything to do with the body, was seen as lower

and of less value than the heavenly spiritual world. Scholars refer to this view, quite common in

Greco-Roman culture, as ascetic dualism. Humans were trapped in two worlds—the material and

the spiritual, with two modes of being—that of the body and the spirit (dualism). Those who denied

the body and lived a celibate life, placing emphasis on the higher spiritual things “above,” were

viewed as holy and free from the taint of the lower material world (asceticism). Generally this

outlook has not found a comfortable home within Judaism because of the emphasis in the Bible

upon the goodness of God’s material creation (Genesis 1). We know for certain that Jesus did not

teach that though he himself did not take a wife since he knew he was the lamb to be slain and his

means of creation was through his words. His bride is getting ready and he stilll has to fulfil his

mission on earth to be the Son of Man turned Son of God.

Torah does not obligate women to marry and have children

Meshech Chochma explains the reasons:

a)Just as the Torah doesn’t command breathing or eating, because it’s an inborn necessity and



BROTHERS AND SISTERS OF JESUS: PROF. M. M. NINAN
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

86

desire, so too, there’s no need to explicitly or externally “command” women to do something they

so naturally desire (the Torah always prefers us to act idealistic out of internal identification and

not external coercion). Men, on the other hand, might suffice with having intimate relations, without

having children, so they need the command.

b.) The Torah is pleasant and enjoyable, and doesn’t obligate women to do something which is

painful like childbirth unless they chose it by themselves.

But there are exceptions. Philo, the 1st century BC Jewish philosopher, honors Plato, the great

advocate of ascetic dualism, next to Moses himself. Philo’s influence, not to mention Plato’s, was

enormous on both Jewish and Christian thinkers. The apostle Paul, as we will see, built his

theology around an essentially dualistic view of the cosmos in which the earthly was denigrated in

favor of the heavenly. He advocated celibacy as a higher spiritual way, though he did not

absolutely forbid sex. According to Paul marriage was an antidote for the spiritually weak who

might be tempted toward sexual immorality. It is easy to see how these tendencies to equate the

spiritual life with the non-sexual life were transferred to Mary and her family.

Once one insists that “the blessed Virgin Mary” was “ever-virgin,” with no sexual experience even

though there is nothing in the bible to come to that conclusion whatsoever, then the brothers and

sisters have to be explained away. It is not an impossibility, but I would expect it stated in positive

terms if the gospel writers knew it. The teaching of the “perpetual virginity” is simply not found in

the New Testament and it is not part of the earliest Christian creeds. The first official mention of

the idea does not come until 374 AD from a Christian theologian named Epiphanius. Most of our

early Christian writings before the later 4th century AD take for granted that the brothers and

sisters of Jesus were the natural born children of Joseph and Mary.

Thomas Aquinas’ Arguments for Mary’s Perpectual Virginity
Summa Theologica, III.28.3,

“Without any hesitation we must abhor the error of Helvidius, who dared to assert that Christ’s

Mother, after His Birth, was carnally known by Joseph, and bore other children.

For, in the first place, this is derogatory to Christ’s perfection: for as He is in His Godhead

the Only-Begotten of the Father, being thus His Son in every respect perfect, so it was becoming

that He should be the Only-begotten son of His Mother, as being her perfect offspring.
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Secondly, this error is an insult to the Holy Ghost, whose “shrine” was the virginal womb,

wherein He had formed the flesh of Christ: wherefore it was unbecoming that it should be

desecrated by intercourse with man.

Thirdly, this is derogatory to the dignity and holiness of God’s Mother: for thus she would

seem to be most ungrateful, were she not content with such a Son; and were she, of her own

accord, by carnal intercourse to forfeit that virginity which had been miraculously preserved in her.

Fourthly, it would be tantamount to an imputation of extreme presumption in Joseph, to
assume that he attempted to violate her whom by the angel’s revelation he knew to have

conceived by the Holy Ghost. We must therefore simply assert that the Mother of God, as she was

a virgin in conceiving Him and a virgin in giving Him birth, did she remain a virgin ever afterwards.”

Here we have the question of the understanding of the principle of incarnation again.

Jesus was one of the Trinity, First born begotten Son, begotten before all the worlds. Incarnation

as human being is simply a desecration of the status of a God. Incarnation implies within itself the

reality of emptying his status to be born into a man in the semblance of a sinful human being and

show manking what it is to grow into a son of God from a son of Man. This is what Paul talks

about when he speaks of Kenois or emptying. If he had to keep his divinity he cannot become a

human being except as the Gnostic version - an appearance of human. Imagine leaving behind all

the glory and enter womb and forget all else and be an infant. Is that not the worst thing to

imagine. At the same time he came to his own - a family, father, mother, brothers and sisters - is it

a shame or is that what he wanted?

Argument based on the name
Mirum the Hebrew name of Mary mother of Jesus.

The name of Mirium starts with a Hebrew Mim and ends with a Mim. This is shown below. The

word mayim represents the waters. Mim in Hebrew letter thus represents the womb and waters of

the womb. Thus human birth is from the waters of womb. There are two forms of mim - an open

mim when the first letter is a mim and a closed min when it comes anywhere else. Thus the name

Mirium is a special name where she opens with an open womb and and then remain closed

afterwords.. The implication is that after the delivery of Jesus the womb remained closed for the

rest of the life.
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There is prophetic passage from Ezekiel as follows:

Ezek 44:2 Then said the LORD unto me; This gate shall be shut, it shall not be opened, and

no man shall enter in by it; because the LORD, the God of Israel, hath entered in by it,

therefore it shall be shut.

Since the Lord God of Israel had passed through the gates of the womb of Mary, It shall be

shut for ever.

This is an allegorical interpretation. A similar interpretation is given about the Golden Gate

through which Jesus entered Jerusalem on a donkey as the Mesiah, King of the Jews. This

gate has been closed since and no one will enter through it. It has been walled up since

medieval times. , ...

The allegorical interpretations has their own problems

Ezek 44:3 It is for the prince; the prince, he shall sit in it to eat bread before the LORD; he

shall enter by the way of the porch of that gate, and shall go out by the way of the same.
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In the context of the passage, this is even less likely to be speaking of Mary prophetically. Does

Jesus go in an out of Mary's womb? Applying the same hermeneutical precedent to a similar

passage:

Psa 118:20 This gate of the LORD, into which the righteous shall enter.

Joseph was a righteous man. Since Mary was the "Gate of the Lord", Joseph was able to

"enter into" Mary?

The Golden Gate is one of the few sealed gates in Jerusalem's Old City Walls, along with the

Huldah Gates. The Ottoman Turks transformed the walled-up gate into a watchtower
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VI

THE EPIPHANIAN VIEW

Epiphanius ( A.D. 377): The “brothers” and “sisters” are children of Joseph by a previous marriage.

named after the fourth-century Bishop of Salamis, Epiphanius,
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Creed of St. Epiphanius (DS 44): "We believe in one Lord Jesus Christ, who for us men and for

our salvation came down and was made flesh, that is, was born perfectly from holy Mary, the ever

virgin [aeiparthenos]." Same wording is found in the Athanasian Creed: DS 46.

Epiphanius of Salamis (Greek: Ἐπιφάνιος; c. 310–320 – 403) was the bishop of Salamis, Cyprus.

He is considered a saint and a Church Father by both the Orthodox and Roman Catholic

Churches. Bishop of Constantia, Cyprus; born at Bezanduke near Eleutheropolis, Palestine,

between 310 and 320 (according to Bartolocci, in 288); died at sea in 403. Epiphanius is supposed

to have been born of Jewish parents and to have embraced Christianity in his sixteenth year. A

legend asserts that, before his conversion, Epiphanius was adopted by a rich Jew named Tryphon,

who died soon afterward, leaving his fortune to Epiphanius. After passing four years in Egypt in a

monastery, Epiphanius returned to his native village, founding there a monastery of which he

became abbot. In 367 he was elected Bishop of Constantia, in Cyprus, and became a zealous

defender of orthodoxy, attaining celebrity on account of his opposition to Origen, whom he had

condemned before two councils (399 and 401). Epiphanius was a teacher and friend of Jerome.

Suspecting Chrysostom of favoring thefollowers of Origen, he went to Constantinople to denounce

the heretical bishop, and died on his way back to Constantia. He gained a reputation as a strong

defender of orthodoxy. He is best known for composing the Panarion, a very large compendium of

the heresies up to his own time, full of quotations that are often the only surviving fragments of

suppressed texts. According to Ernst Kitzinger, he "seems to have been the first cleric to have

taken up the matter of Christian religious images as a major issue", and there has been much

controversy over how many of the quotations attributed to him by the Byzantine Iconoclasts were

actually by him. Regardless of this he was clearly strongly against some contemporary uses of

images in the church.

The Protevangelium of James (a 2nd century apocryphal gospel also called the Gospel of James

or the Infancy Gospel of James), says that Mary was betrothed to Joseph and that he already had

children. In this case, James was one of Joseph's children from his previous marriage and,

therefore, Jesus' stepbrother.

The bishop of Salamis, Epiphanius, wrote in his work “The Panarion” (AD 374-375) that Joseph

was married before he was betrothed to Mary and had James, Joses, Simeon Judah along with

two sisters. The sisters were named Salome and Mary . The name of Mary is sometimes referred
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to as Anna. . After Joseph's first wife died, many years later when he was eighty, "he took Mary

(mother of Jesus)".as his wife. According to Epiphanius the Scriptures call them "brothers of the

Lord" to confound their opponents.

Eusebius and Epiphanius held these men were Joseph's sons from (an unrecorded) former

marriage. Epiphanius adds Joseph became the father of James and his three brothers (Joses,

Simeon, Judah) and two sisters (a Salome and a Mary or a Salome and an Anna) with James

being the elder sibling. James and his siblings were not children of Mary but were Joseph's
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children from a previous marriage. Joseph's first wife died; many years later, at the age of eighty,

"he took Mary (mother of Jesus)". According to Epiphanius the Scriptures call them "brothers of

the Lord" to confound their opponents. Origen (184–254) also wrote "according to the Gospel of

Peter the brethren of Jesus were sons of Joseph by a former wife, whom he married before Mary"

The apocryphal History of Joseph the Carpenter, written in the 5th century and framed as a

biography of Joseph dictated by Jesus, describes how Joseph had with his first wife four sons and

two daughters. His sons' names were Judas, Justus, James, and Simon, and the names of the two

daughters were Assia and Lydia. Years after his first wife died, he took Mary Therefore, the

brothers of Jesus would be the children of Joseph by his first wife.

The Protoevangelium of James explicitly claims Joseph was a widower, with children, at the time

that Mary is entrusted to his care.

The Catholic Encyclopedia, citing the texts contained in the apocryphal writings, writes that:

When forty years of age, Joseph married a woman called Melcha or Escha by
some, Salome by others; they lived forty-nine years together and had six
children, two daughters and four sons, the youngest of whom was James (the

Less, "the Lord's brother"). A year after his wife's death, as the priests announced

through Judea that they wished to find in the tribe of Juda a respectable man to

espouse Mary, then twelve to fourteen years of age. Joseph, who was at the time

ninety years old, went up to Jerusalem among the candidates; a miracle manifested

the choice God had made of Joseph, and two years later the Annunciation took

place.

The Problem:

The explanation that Joseph had children born in his earlier marriage before he married Mary

comes with a very serious problem in that it will make James the Just as the eldest son of Joseph

and hence he will be the heir to the throne of David and not Jesus. This will make the triumphal

entry of Jesus into Jerusalem and the arrest of Jesus as an attempt to take over the Jewish

kingdom a vain claim. When Pilot asked Jesus, are you the King of the Jews, Jesus said, “you

said so” would make it a lie. Pilot then presents Jesus to the crowd as “Behold your King” on the

basis of that. The Jews were right when they said “Jesus was not their king” and rejecting him

since promise was the rightful king of the lineage of David.



BROTHERS AND SISTERS OF JESUS: PROF. M. M. NINAN
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

94

In some representation Joseph and Alphaeus (Clopas/Cleophas) were brothers and Mary mother

of Jesus and Mary wife of Clopas were sisters. When Mary went into the temple at the age of

three the parents of Mary had a daughter whom they called again as Mary as a comfort. The

couple Alphaeus and Mary were the ones who met Jesus on the way to Emaus after his

resurrection and was made known to them at the breaking of the bread.

It is often claimed that the children of Alphaeus and Mary followed the same name of the children

of Joseph and Mary and kept very close relations. It is also proposed that Judas looked exactly

like Jesus that he was called Thomas meaning Twin later in his life.
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These children who may have born after the birth of Jesus must have been younger than him. We

know that from the scripture Joseph who was probably much older than the 13 year old Mary,

must have died sometime after Jesus reached 12. He was alive when the temple incident took

place – that was when Jesus was around 12 when Jesus had his Bar-mitzvah. So at the cross we

see only a few relatives

John 19:25 Now there stood by the cross of Jesus his mother, and his mother's sister, Mary the

(wife) of Cleophas, and Mary Magdalene.

The use of the conjunction, kai, translated as “and” in the middle of the list lends credibility to the

idea that it refers to three persons, not four. The word wife, is not in the text. Thus, it confirms that

the sister of Mary is also named Mary and is married to Cleophas.

Mark 15:40 There were also women looking on afar off: among whom was Mary Magdalene, and

Mary the mother of James the less and of Joses, and Salome

This verse seems to say that these women that stood at the cross were not near it but were

looking from afar. This is likely. Then these women were

Mary Magdalene (same in both verses)

Mary mother of James the less and of Joses and Salome = Mary of Cleopas

If this is true the first born of Joseph is not Jesus but James. Hence by legal descent the right to
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the heir to the throne of David is for James and not Jesus. Thus the answer to Pilot’s Question

“Are you the King of the Jews? By Jesus was a lie and the title over the cross were wrong.
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VII

LEVIRATE MARRIAGE OF MARY TO CLOPAS

James Tabor
born 1946 in Texas

is a Biblical scholar and Professor of Ancient Judaism and Early Christianity
in the Department of Religious Studies at the University of North Carolina at Charlotte
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There is another recent suggestion that since Joseph died without any children for whatever be

the reason, according to the levirate custom it was the duty of his younger brother to marry Mary

to give children to Jospeh. Thus James D. Tabor (1991 - 2013) suggests that the children of

Clopas and his wife Mary actually refer to Clopas and Mary the Mother of Jesus. Thus James,

Jose, Judas, Simon and the two sisters were actually co-uterine siblings of Jesus through Mary.

Mary of Clopas is Mary the Mother of Jesus herself. Here is the argument:

“When Jesus died he left his brother James in charge of his followers. James was murdered in 62

AD and our earliest records tell us that an aged man known as “Simon son of Clophas” succeeded

him. We are further told that this Clophas was the brother of Joseph, the husband of Mary. If such

were the case it is entirely possible that our mysterious Mary, wife of Clophas, mother of “James

and Joses,” was a sister-in-law of Mary, married to her husband Joseph’s brother. That is the

solution the church has settled on over the centuries. But notice, if such were the case, what we

have is more than a bit strange:

Mary m. Joseph had three sons by name James, Joses,and Simon. Again Mary of Clopas also

has threee sons by the same names in same order and Clopas is the brother of Joseph.

“Is it really likely that two sisters, both named Mary had three sons with the same names born in

the same order: James, Joses, and Simon?” asks Tabor
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What seems more plausible is that Mark’s “Mary mother of James and Joses” was the same Mary

as the mother of Jesus and that the gospel of John (or its later editors) has created a third Mary,

wife of Clophas, who in fact was the same woman—in order to disguise the fact that Jesus’ mother

Mary, after the death of Joseph, married his brother Clophas. A decrypted version of John would

read

“Standing by the cross of Jesus were his mother, Mary wife of Clophas and Mary
Magdalene.”

While Matthew, Mark and Luke mentions three women, John mentions four that is where
“His mother” comes.

This will explain the apparent presence of “his mother” and Mary wife of Clopas in John as though

they were different persons. Omit the assumed and it will correct itself.

The only problem is if this was so what was the point in Jesus asking John to take over his Mum

to cared for?

John 19:25 Near the cross of Jesus stood his mother, his mother’s sister, Mary the wife of
Clopas, and Mary Magdalene. 26 When Jesus saw his mother there, and the disciple whom he

loved standing nearby, he said to her, “Woman, here is your son,” 27 and to the disciple, “Here is

your mother.” From that time on, this disciple took her into his home.

To make this assumption valid we will have to rewrite the above verse to

“ Mary his mother who was the wife of Clopas, and Mary Magdalene…..”

The naming of his mother’s sister in the middle makes this interpretation impossible.

Obviously the brothers of Jesus were still foreign to the faith and Jesus wanted his Mother to be

cared for by his favorite disciple John. This assumes that Clopas was already dead.( According to

tradition the two whom Jesus met on the way to Emmaus after the resurrection were Clopas and

his wife. They are not named in the scripture, so it is possible to make other assumptions.) These

are clearly four different persons
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Matthew (27:55-56) Mark(15:40-44) Luke(24:10) John 19: 25-‐27

Mary Magdalene,

Mary the mother of
James and Joses,

the mother of the Sons
of Zebedee .

Mary
Magdalene

Mary the
mother of
James and
Joses,

Salome

Mary Magdalene,

Mary, the mother of
James

Joanna,

His mother
his mother’s sister,
Mary wife of Clopas,
Mary Magdalene,

Should read:
”His mother Mary, wife of
Clopas,
his mother’s sister,
Mary Magdalene.”
to interpret it as given by Prof.
Tabor

As is given in John 19:25 such an interpretation seems impossible.
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VIII

THE EBIONITES

The earliest cult of the Jesus “Christos” mentioned by early church fathers was the “Ebionites”,

which formed around 30CE. Their name comes from the Hebrew word “ebyonim” meaning “the

poor”. Eusebius, an early Greek historian of Christianity and one of the fathers of the Christian

Church, tells us this group formed in a village called Choba, near Palestine. Formerly known as

“Nazarenes”, this was a group of Jewish Christian Adoptionists. All of the very first Christians,

Nazarenes, Ebionites, and Gnostic groups were adoptionists, believing Jesus to be fully human

and adopted by god as the Son of God at the age of 30 at the time of baptism given by John. Their

first “Gospel of the Nazarenes” was much like what would become Matthew, minus the first two

chapters concerned with the virgin birth. Their second doctrine, “Gospel of the Ebionites” was a

conflation of Matthew, Mark and Luke, with some modifications, like vegetarianism, making it clear

these later documents used the Ebionite doctrine as one of their models. But the Ebionites more

ancient doctrine seems to have originated from “Q” or the “Qumran” sect described in the dead

sea scrolls. The teaching of “The Way” coincides with the teachings of Jewish mysticism taught in

the Kabbalah today.

The Ebionites—the very early Jewish-Christian movement that regarded Jesus as the son of

Joseph and Mary. The Ebionite believed that Jesus was the Jewish Messiah sent from the Jewish

God to the Jewish people in fulfillment of the Jewish Scriptures. Thus to be a follower of the

Mesiah one has to be a follower of the Jewish faith and traditions. . As a result, they insisted on

observing the Sabbath, keeping kosher, and circumcising all males, etc.. Irenaeus, (c. 130 – c.
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202 AD) reports that the Ebionites continued reverence to Jerusalem, evidently by praying in its

direction during their daily acts of worship. Even when Jesus may have been born of Mary through

the Holy Ghost, Joseph and Mary lived together and had many other children. The Ebionites

continued to deny the formula "ever-Virgin Mary", later used in both Greek and Roman liturgies.

The early Ebionite literature is said to have resembled the Gospel According to Matthew, without

the birth narrative. Evidently, they later found this unsatisfactory and developed their own

literature—the Gospel of the Ebionites—although none of this text has survived. .

The Ebionites survived at least into the late 4th century.Arians



BROTHERS AND SISTERS OF JESUS: PROF. M. M. NINAN
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

103

Family trees and pedigrees - Various proposals

Explanations of the true relationship of the "brothers" of Jesus within his immediate nuclear

family fall primarily into several categories. The first, called "the most natural inference from the

New Testament" by the Oxford Dictionary of the Christian Church, is that the brothers of Jesus

may have been sons of Mary and Joseph, born after Christ:[4][61]

Because of the conflict of this reconstruction with the doctrine of the perpetual virginity of Mary,

several alternatives are common.

Epiphanius made them children of Joseph by a former marriage:

Other reconstructions would make them more distant relatives, the children of 'Mary, mother of

James and Joses' by Clophas, though these are linked to Mary and Joseph in different ways. St.

Jerome would have this Mary be a sister of the Virgin Mary:

The brothers of Jesus are children of Mother Mary’s Sister “another May”.

A modern reconstruction would likewise make them cousins, but rather than having the two Marys

be siblings, it would follow Hegesippus in making Clophas brother of Joseph:
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++++++++++++++++++++++>>

The brothers of Jesus are children of the brother of Joseph named Clopas.

It is sometimes coupled together so that Joseph’s brother Clopas was married to Mary’s younger

sister “the other May”.
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IX

DESPOSYNI OF JESUS

A

JAMES THE BROTHER OF JESUS

Neobyzantine icon of James

Apostle and Martyr, Adelphotheos

James Latin: Iacomus from Hebrew: Ya'akovיעקב
Greek: Ἰάκωβος Iákōbos, Anglicized as “Jacob”

Born Early 1st century

Died 69 AD or 62 AD
Jerusalem
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Venerated in All Christian denominations

Canonized Pre-congregation

Feast May 3 (Catholic), May 1 (Anglican), October 23 (Lutheran), (Episcopal Church
(USA)), (Eastern Orthodox), December 26 (Eastern Orthodox)

Attributes Red Martyr, Fuller's club; man holding a book

Controversy There is disagreement about the exact relationship to Jesus. Also, James is
sometimes identified with James, son of Alphaeus and James the Less.

James the Just, was the brother of Jesus, according to the New Testament. As mentioned

earlier, even though the close family of Jesus were doubtful of the genuineness of Jesus’ claims,

they became staunch followers and witnesses after the resurrection of Jesus. We are particularly

told that Jesus appeared to James and confirmed his resurrection. He was the first leader of the

Jerusalem Church of the Apostolic Age. He died as a martyr in AD 62 or 69.

Catholics and Eastern Orthodox, as well as some Anglicans and Lutherans, teach that James,

along with others named in the New Testament as "brothers" of Jesus, were not the biological

children of Mary, but were possibly cousins of Jesus, or half-brothers from a previous marriage

of Joseph (as related in the Gospel of James)

Roman tradition holds that this James is to be identified with James, son of Alphaeus, and James

the Less. It is agreed by most that he should not be confused with James, son of Zebedee.
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Eusebius records that Clement of Alexandria related:

"This James, whom the people of old called the Just because of his outstanding virtue, was the

first, as the record tells us, to be elected to the episcopal throne of the Jerusalem church."

Other epithets are "James the brother of the Lord, surnamed the Just," and "James the

Righteous".

He is sometimes referred to in Eastern Christianity as "James Adelphotheos" ( Ἰάκωβος ὁ

Ἀδελφόθεος), James the Brother of God. The oldest surviving Christian liturgy, the Liturgy of St

James, uses this epithet.

“When Joseph was dying, he shared out his properties among his sons and wanted to leave a

share to the Lord Jesus along with other children, but his sons opposed this, not reckoning Jesus

to be a brother of theirs. James, loved Jesus greatly and announced that he would include Him in

his share, counting himself to be indeed brother to the Lord.”

Apparently Jesus himself chose James as his choice for the chief of the Church according to the

Gospel of Thomas Saying 12 - GospelThomas.com

www.earlychristianwritings.com thomas › gospelthom...

http://www.earlychristianwritings.com
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(12) The disciples said to Jesus: We know that you will depart from us; who is it who will

be great over us?

Jesus said to them: Wherever you have come, you will go to James the Just, for whose sake

heaven and earth came into being. ... And that heaven and earth were in fact created for

the sake of each of us individually.

Leader of the Jerusalem Church

James the brother of Jesus
Bishop of Bishops
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First bishop of Jerusalem
Venetian Icon, 1683

James was Bishop of Jerusalem for thirty years
The Jerusalem Church

The Jerusalem Church was probably the first Christian community in the world, located in

Jerusalem, of which James and Peter were leaders. Paul was affiliated with this community and

got his support from them authenticating his gospel, as described in 1 Corinthians 15 According

to Eusebius, the Jerusalem church escaped to Pella during the siege of Jerusalem by the

future Emperor Titus in 70 and afterwards returned, having a further series of Jewish bishops until

the Bar Kokhba revolt in 130. Following the second destruction of Jerusalem and the rebuilding of

the city as Aelia Capitolina, subsequent bishops were Greeks.

http://www.earlychristianwritings.com/text/hegesippus.html

James the Just was "from an early date, with Peter, a leader of the Church at Jerusalem and from

the time when Peter left Jerusalem after Herod Agrippa's attempt to kill him, James appears as the

principal authority who presided at the Council of Jerusalem."

The Pauline epistles and the later chapters of the Acts of the Apostles portray James as an

important figure in the Christian community of Jerusalem. When Paul arrived in Jerusalem to

deliver the money he raised for the faithful there, itwas to James that he spoke, and it was James

who insisted that Paul ritually cleanse himself at Herod's Temple to prove his faith and deny

rumors of teaching rebellion against the Torah (Acts 21:18ff). In Paul's account of his visit to

Jerusalem in Galatians 1:18-19, he states that he stayed with Cephas (better known as Peter) and

James, the brother of the Lord, was the only other apostle he met. Paul describes James as being

one of the persons to whom the risen Christ showed himself, and in Galatians 2:9, Paul mentions

James with Cephas and John the Apostle as the three "pillars" of the Church.

Paul describes these Pillars as the ones who will minister to the "circumcised" (in

general Jews and Jewish Proselytes) in Jerusalem, while Paul and his fellows will minister to the

"uncircumcised" (in general Gentiles) (2:12), after a debate in response to concerns of the

Christians of Antioch. The Antioch community was concerned over whether Gentile Christians

need be circumcised to be saved, and sent Paul and Barnabas to confer with the Jerusalem

church. James played a prominent role in the formulation of the council's decision. James was the

last named figure to speak, after Peter, Paul, and Barnabas; he delivered what he called his

"decision" (Acts 15:13-21 NRSV) – the original sense is closer to "opinion". He supported them all

in being against the requirement (Peter had cited his earlier revelation from God regarding

http://www.earlychristianwritings.com/text/hegesippus.html
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Gentiles) and suggested prohibitions about eating blood as well as meat sacrificed

to idols and fornication. This became the ruling of the Council, agreed upon by all the apostles and

elders and sent to the other churches by letter..

The Encyclopædia Britannica relates that "James the Lord's brother was a Christian apostle,

according to St. Paul, although not one of the original Twelve Apostles." According to protestant

theologian Philip Schaff, James seems to have taken the place of James the son of Zebedee, after

his martyrdom, around 44 AD.

Epistle of James

The Epistle of James has been traditionally attributed to James the Just since 253, but, according

to Dan McCartney, it is now common for scholars to disagree on its authorship

Pauline epistles

Paul mentions meeting James "the Lord's brother" (τὸν ἀδελφὸν τοῦ κυρίου) and later calls him

one of the pillars (στύλοι) in the Epistle to the Galatians[29] Galatians 1:18-2:10:

Then after three years I went up to Jerusalem to visit Cephas and remained with him

fifteen days. But I saw none of the other apostles except James the Lord's brother.

(In what I am writing to you, before God, I do not lie!) Then I went into the regions of

Syria and Cilicia. ...Then after fourteen years I went up again to Jerusalem with

Barnabas, taking Titus along with me. ...Yet because of false brothers secretly

brought in—who slipped in to spy out our freedom that we have in Christ Jesus, so

that they might bring us into slavery—to them we did not yield in submission even for

a moment, so that the truth of the gospel might be preserved for you. And from those

who seemed to be influential (what they were makes no difference to me; God

shows no partiality)—those, I say, who seemed influential added nothing to me. On

the contrary, when they saw that I had been entrusted with the gospel to the

uncircumcised, just as Peter had been entrusted with the gospel to the circumcised

(for he who worked through Peter for his apostolic ministry to the circumcised

worked also through me for mine to the Gentiles), and when James and Cephas and

John, who seemed to be pillars, perceived the grace that was given to me, they gave

the right hand of fellowship to Barnabas and me, that we should go to the Gentiles

and they to the circumcised. Only, they asked us to remember the poor, the very

thing I was eager to do.

James the Ascetic
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According to the tradition of Hegesippus:

the leadership of the Church passed together with the apostles, to the brother of the Lord

James, whom every one from the Lord’s time until our own has named the Just, for there

were many Jameses, but this one was holy from his mother's womb, drank neither wine

nor intoxicating drink and ate no animal food. No razor came upon his head, he did not

anoint himself with oil, and he did not use the bath. He alone was permitted to enter the

holy place, for his garments were not of wool but of linen. He used to enter the temple alone,

and was often found on his knees beseeching forgiveness for the people, so that his knees

became hard like those of a camel from his constantly bending them in his worship of God,

and beseeching forgiveness for the people. Because of his unsurpassable righteousness

he was called the Just, and Oblias—in Greek ‘Bulwark of the people and Righteousness’—

in accordance with what the prophets declare concerning him

(Eusebius, Eccl. hist. 2.23.4-7).

Acts of the Apostles

There is a James mentioned in Acts, which the Catholic Encyclopedia identifies with James, the

brother of Jesus: "but he [Peter], beckoning unto them with the hand to hold their peace, declared

unto them how the Lord had brought him out of the prison. And he said, Go show these things

unto James, and to the brethren. And he departed, and went into another place. (Acts 12:17)

When Peter, having miraculously escaped from prison, must flee Jerusalem due to Herod

Agrippa's persecution, he asks that James be informed (Acts 12:17).
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James is presented a principal author of the Apostolic Decree of Acts 15.

James Liturgy
James the Apostle is the original author of the divine liturgy, of the sacrament of the Holy

Communion. He received the mystery of the divine Eucharist orally from Christ, he delivered it in

writing to be celebrated with leavened bread and wine. To save time St. Basil the Great shortened

the Liturgy of St. James; and St. Chrysostom shortened that of St. Basil to that which Orthodox

Christians have kept to this very day. Almost all Eastern Churches including the reformed

Churches follow this liturgy
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The Martyrdom of James,
who was Called the Brother of the Lord.

Church History Eusebius Pamphilius
https://biblehub.com/library/pamphilius/church_history/chapter_xxiii_the_martyrdom_of_james.htm

Here is the story of the Martyrdom of James as given by Eusebius

1. But after Paul, in consequence of his appeal to Cæsar, had been sent to Rome by Festus, the

Jews, being frustrated in their hope of entrapping him by the snares which they had laid for him,

turned against James, the brother of the Lord, to whom the episcopal seat at Jerusalem had

been entrusted by the apostles. The following daring measures were undertaken by them against

him.

2. Leading him into their midst they demanded of him that he should renounce faith in Christ in the

presence of all the people. But, contrary to the opinion of all, with a clear voice, and with greater

boldness than they had anticipated, he spoke out before the whole multitude and confessed that

our Saviour and Lord Jesus is the Son of God. But they were unable to bear longer the testimony

of the man who, on account of the excellence of ascetic virtue and of piety which he exhibited in

https://biblehub.com/library/pamphilius/church_history/chapter_xxiii_the_martyrdom_of_james.htm
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his life, was esteemed by all as the most just of men, and consequently they slew him. Opportunity

for this deed of violence was furnished by the prevailing anarchy, which was caused by the fact

that Festus had died just at this time in Judea, and that the province was thus without a governor

and head.

3. The manner of James' death has been already indicated by the above-quoted words of Clement,

who records that he was thrown from the pinnacle of the temple, and was beaten to death with a

club. But Hegesippus, who lived immediately after the apostles, gives the most accurate

account in the fifth book of his Memoirs. He writes as follows:

4. "James, the brother of the Lord, succeeded to the government of the Church in conjunction with

the apostles. He has been called the Just by all from the time of our Saviour to the present day;

for there were many that bore the name of James.

5. He was holy from his mother's womb; and he drank no wine nor strong drink, nor did he eat

flesh. No razor came upon his head; he did not anoint himself with oil, and he did not use the bath.

6. He alone was permitted to enter into the holy place; for he wore not woolen but linen garments.

And he was in the habit of entering alone into the temple, and was frequently found upon his

knees begging forgiveness for the people, so that his knees became hard like those of a camel, in

consequence of his constantly bending them in his worship of God, and asking forgiveness for the

people.

7. Because of his exceeding great justice he was called the Just, and Oblias, which signifies in

Greek, Bulwark of the people' and Justice,' in accordance with what the prophets declare

concerning him.

8. Now some of the seven sects, which existed among the people and which have been

mentioned by me in the Memoirs, asked him, What is the gate of Jesus?' and he replied that he

was the Saviour.

9. On account of these words some believed that Jesus is the Christ. But the sects mentioned

above did not believe either in a resurrection or in one's coming to give to every man according to

his works. But as many as believed did so on account of James.

10. Therefore when many even of the rulers believed, there was a commotion among the Jews

and Scribes and Pharisees, who said that there was danger that the whole people would be

looking for Jesus as the Christ. Coming therefore in a body to James they said, We entreat thee,

restrain the people; for they are gone astray in regard to Jesus, as if he were the Christ. We

entreat thee to persuade all that have come to the feast of the Passover concerning Jesus; for we

all have confidence in thee. For we bear thee witness, as do all the people, that thou art just, and

dost not respect persons.
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11. Do thou therefore persuade the multitude not to be led astray concerning Jesus. For the whole

people, and all of us also, have confidence in thee. Stand therefore upon the pinnacle of the

temple, that from that high position thou mayest be clearly seen, and that thy words may be

readily heard by all the people. For all the tribes, with the Gentiles also, are come together on

account of the Passover.'

12. The aforesaid Scribes and Pharisees therefore placed James upon the pinnacle of the temple,

and cried out to him and said: Thou just one, in whom we ought all to have confidence, forasmuch

as the people are led astray after Jesus, the crucified one, declare to us, what is the gate of

Jesus.'

13. And he answered with a loud voice, Why do ye ask me concerning Jesus, the Son of Man? He

himself sitteth in heaven at the right hand of the great Power, and is about to come upon the

clouds of heaven.'

14. And when many were fully convinced and gloried in the testimony of James, and said,

Hosanna to the Son of David,' these same Scribes and Pharisees said again to one another, We

have done badly in supplying such testimony to Jesus. But let us go up and throw him down, in

order that they may be afraid to believe him.'

15. And they cried out, saying, Oh! oh! the just man is also in error.' And they fulfilled the Scripture

written in Isaiah, Let us take away the just man, because he is troublesome to us: therefore they

shall eat the fruit of their doings.'

16. So they went up and threw down the just man, and said to each other, Let us stone James the

Just.' And they began to stone him, for he was not killed by the fall; but he turned and knelt down

and said, I entreat thee, Lord God our Father, forgive them, for they know not what they do.' [508]

17. And while they were thus stoning him one of the priests of the sons of Rechab, the son of the

Rechabites, [509] who are mentioned by Jeremiah the prophet, cried out, saying, Cease, what do

ye? The just one prayeth for you.'

18. And one of them, who was a fuller, took the club with which he beat out clothes and struck the

just man on the head. And thus he suffered martyrdom. And they buried him on the spot, by the

temple, and his monument still remains by the temple. He became a true witness, both to Jews

and Greeks, that Jesus is the Christ. And immediately Vespasian besieged them."

19. These things are related at length by Hegesippus, who is in agreement with

Clement. [515] James was so admirable a man and so celebrated among all for his justice, that

the more sensible even of the Jews were of the opinion that this was the cause of the siege of

Jerusalem, which happened to them immediately after his martyrdom for no other reason than

their daring act against him.
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20. Josephus, at least, has not hesitated to testify this in his writings, where he says, "These

things happened to the Jews to avenge James the Just, who was a brother of Jesus, that is called

the Christ. For the Jews slew him, although he was a most just man."

21. And the same writer records his death also in the twentieth book of his Antiquities in the

following words: "But the emperor, when he learned of the death of Festus, sent Albinus to be

procurator of Judea. But the younger Ananus, who, as we have already said, had obtained the

high priesthood, was of an exceedingly bold and reckless disposition. He belonged, moreover, to

the sect of the Sadducees, who are the most cruel of all the Jews in the execution of judgment, as

we have already shown.

22. Ananus, therefore, being of this character, and supposing that he had a favorable opportunity

on account of the fact that Festus was dead, and Albinus was still on the way, called together the

Sanhedrim, and brought before them the brother of Jesus, the so-called Christ, James by name,

together with some others, and accused them of violating the law, and condemned them to be

stoned.

23. But those in the city who seemed most moderate and skilled in the law were very angry at this,

and sent secretly to the king, requesting him to order Ananus to cease such proceedings. For he

had not done right even this first time. And certain of them also went to meet Albinus, who was

journeying from Alexandria, and reminded him that it was not lawful for Ananus to summon the

Sanhedrim without his knowledge.

24. And Albinus, being persuaded by their representations, wrote in anger to Ananus, threatening

him with punishment. And the king, Agrippa, in consequence, deprived him of the high

priesthood, which he had held three months, and appointed Jesus, the son of Damnæus."

25. These things are recorded in regard to James, who is said to be the author of the first of the

so-called catholic epistles. But it is to be observed that it is disputed; at least, not many of the

ancients have mentioned it, as is the case likewise with the epistle that bears the name of

Jude, which is also one of the seven so-called catholic epistles. Nevertheless we know that these

also, with the rest, have been read publicly in very many churches.



BROTHERS AND SISTERS OF JESUS: PROF. M. M. NINAN
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

117

A thirteenth-century mosaic depicting the martyrdom of James.

https://www.touchstonemag.com/archives/article.php?id=01-01-005-f

Eusebius in his Canon reckons all episcopal succession as ultimately going back to James the

Just. In the problematic Pseudo-Clementine literature (second century?), James is called a

“bishop of bishops.”

https://www.touchstonemag.com/archives/article.php?id=01-01-005-f
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Biblical Archaeology Review, Nov/Dec 2002 reported a 2,000-year-old limestone box offered

potentially the first direct evidence to Jesus: the James ossuary.

https://www.ancient-origins.net/artifacts-other-artifacts/ossuary-james-0012181

https://www.wsj.com/articles/biblical-conspiracies-jesus-family-tomb-review-controversial-crypt-

1492120789

During the period of Jesus the burial followed a process. As soon as a person is dead his body

would be wrapped and entombed for a time. I would mostly be a chamber whose door is covered

with a rolling stone.

https://www.ancient-origins.net/artifacts-other-artifacts/ossuary-james-0012181
https://www.wsj.com/articles/biblical-conspiracies-jesus-family-tomb-review-controversial-crypt-
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Once the body decayed, usually after a year or so, the bones would be gathered and placed into a

stone ossuary, or bone box, and then warehoused in a family tomb. Jews only used this method of

burial between 30 and 70 AD. So there is no doubt about the validity the ossury box itself.

Prior to 2002, probably the most famous ossuary belonged to the high priest Caiaphas.

The existence of the ossuary of the first century containing the box of bones with an Aramaic

inscription on the box was announced at an October 21, 2002 Washington press conference co-

hosted by the Discovery Channel and the Biblical Archaeology Society. The owner of the ossuary

is Oded Golan, an Israeli engineer and antiquities collector. The initial translation of the inscription

was done by André Lemaire, a Semitic epigrapher, whose article claiming that the ossuary and its

inscription were authentic was published in the November/December 2002 Biblical Archaeology

Review. An Aramaic inscription in the Hebrew alphabet which says "James, son of Joseph,

brother of Jesus" is cut into one side of the box. The inscription is considered significant because,

if genuine, it might provide archaeological evidence for Jesus of Nazareth. However, while the

ossuary itself is accepted as authentic to the time period, the inscription itself has been the subject

of several debates and court cases.

By the fall of 2003, the Israeli Antiquities Authority (IAA) cast doubt on the authenticity of the

ossuary (see Biblical Archaeology Review, Nov/Dec 2003), proclaiming it to be a modern forgery.
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Then in late 2004, Oded Golan, the owner of the James ossuary, and three others were indicted

for running a forgery ring. They denied all charges.

No one disputed that this is a first century Jewish ossuary. No one even disputed the inscription,

“James, the son of Joseph.” The crux of the debate revolved around whether the patina over the

second half of the inscription (“…he is the brother of Jesus”) is authentic. If the patina covering this

part of the inscription is authentic, then the inscription itself is, too. (A patina is a tarnish that forms

over an object’s surface through age and exposure.)

If the ossuary is indeed the container of the apostle James’ bones, one of Jesus’ brothers, this

undermines the Catholic dogma of Maria sempre vergine (the ever virgin Mary ), and would have

renewed interest in the figure of the master of Nazareth, something that Judaism and Islam would

prefer avoided, and as some specialists told me, there were other political and ideological

reasons.The implication is that a discovery so theologically consequential would upset relations

between the government and the Vatican.

One of the key experts recently summarized the critical moment in the case: “The Forgery Case

Will Be Dropped.”

The entire forgery case revolved around the last part of the inscription, “achuyi

d’Yeshua,” which syntactically is “brother (of him) of Yeshua.” The question was

whether this was forged, and a fake “shake and bake” patina placed over it. I have

some competence as a paleographer and contended the entire inscription was

incised by one scribe. In 2002, I claimed that IF there was ancient patina in the

second part of the inscription (achuyi d’Yeshua), the entire ossuary and all of the

inscription was genuine. I was severely criticized by some “pro-forgery” scholars. I

have stuck to my guns. For the last 6 years I have claimed the ossuary inscription is

genuine. In the trial Yuval Goren admitted that microscopic analysis confirms ancient

patina in “Yeshua.” That shattered the forgery claim and the entire case. On that

basis, the judge has advised the IAA to drop the forgery case. The James ossuary
inscription is genuine.
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Close-up of the Aramaic inscription: "Ya'akov bar Yosef akhui di Yeshua" ("James, son of Joseph,

brother of Jesus")

An expert Shimron tested the soil and materials from the James Ossuary against soil and

materials found in the East Jerusalem tomb, once lost and now known as Talpiot Tomb. Shimron
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found the same chemical signature in soil from the tomb and in scrapings from the box with the

Jesus inscription, leading him to conclude that the box came from the tomb.

In the twelve years of the trial, the media, both on TV, press and on the web, disseminated

incorrect information explaining how the ossuary had now been unmasked as a well-made forgery

and the counterfeiters now close to conviction.

Yet, more and more scholars over the years, and these are the best specialists in the world,

following tests and scientific investigations, have been convinced that the prosecution had no

basis to support the thesis of the well-made forgery.

Professor Lemaire, wrote : "(...) the ossuary is absolutely authentic but there are political and

religious forces interested in making the find disappear.” A cover-up of unprecedented proportions,

whose drama took place right before our eyes.

At the end of the trial the suspects of the Oded Golan group were acquitted, the court dropped one

charge after another as more and more clarifying evidence emerged.
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B
JOSES

Saint Joses (or Joseph) is the supposed second of the brothers of Jesus appearing in the New

Testament.

Joses is first mentioned in Mark 6:3, which related people talking about Jesus:

"Is he not the carpenter, the son of Mary, and the brother of James and Joses and Judas and

Simon? And are not his sisters here with us? And they took offense at him."

A Joses also appears in Mark 15:40, which mentions among the women present at Jesus'

crucifixion a "Mary, the mother of James the Less and Joses".

The Gospel of Matthew closely mirrors these two passages in Matthew 13:55-57 and Matthew

27:56 and, depending on the Greek textual tradition, reads Joseph (Alexandrian, Western) or

Joses (Byzantine).

Since Joses is an uncommon variant of Joseph and appears in no other place in the book or the

entire New Testament, it is likely that both verses refer to the same person.

In the medieveal Legenda Aurea, Joses is also identified with Joseph Barsabbas, also called

Justus, who in the Acts of the Apostles 1:23 is mentioned as a candidate to fill the vacancy

created by the death of Judas Iscariot. Justus is listed third in the hereditary line of succession of

the Desposyni after James the Just and Simeon of Jerusalem as Bishops of Jerusalem.

Referenced in the Bible:

Matthew 13:55

Matthew 27:56

Mark 6:3

Mark 15:40

Mark 15:47

Luke 3:29

Acts 1:23

Acts 4:36

Bishops of Jerusalem:

A “Joses” appears in the bishop lists of Epiphanius (“Josis”) and Eusebius (“Joseph”) of the early

bishops of Jerusalem.
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Church History , book 3: paragraphs 11 through 12, Eusebius says this:
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“The same writer says that other grandsons of one of the so-called brothers of the Savior, named

Judas, survived the martyrdoms that were taking place, to the same reign, after they given in the

time of Domitian, and the testimony was already recorded on them in behalf of the faith in

Christ. They came therefore he writes: “and presided over every church as witnesses belonging to

the Lords family.”

Eusebius's Church History, book 4: paragraph 22,
After James the just had suffered martyrdom, for the same reason as the Lord, Simeon, his

cousin [meaning the Lords cousin], the son of Clopas, was appointed Bishop. Whom they all

propose because he was another cousin of the Lord.

The Jewish Christians were often ruled by descendants of David though they were not yet called

bishops. Hence all of the above list may represent people of Davidic line.
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C

SIMON, BROTHER OF JESUS

Simon is said to have been the brother of Jesus. He is only mentioned in passing in the Bible

(Matthew 13:55, Mark 6:3), but he is sometimes identified with Simeon of Jerusalem and Simon
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the Zealot.Simon's other siblings included James the Just and Joses. Simon was allegedly seen

as the "third in line" to lead the church, after his brothers Jesus and James.

Civil war broke out in the year 66 and the Christians, believed to have been forewarned by our

Lord (Mt 24:16), fled from Jerusalem. Most went with Simon to the other side of the Jordan and

settled in a small city called Pella. Later, after Jerusalem had been burned, the Christians returned

and dwelt among the ruins until Emperor Hadrian completely razed the city. According to the

writings of Eusebius, the Church historian, there were great miracles being performed by the

saints during this time and many Jews were converting to Christianity because of these miracles.

The Church was flourishing amidst the persecutions.

Simon was able to avoid being arrested when the Roman rulers and persecutors, Vespasian and

Domitian, ordered the destruction of all who were of the race of David. However, when Trajan later

gave a similar injunction, Simon was not only denounced as being one of David’s descendants,

but also a Christian. He was brought to the Roman Governor, Atticus, and sentenced to death. At

this time, Simon was extremely old, having lived to be 120 years old. Even though he was so

elderly, the persecutors still tortured him before crucifying him.
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↑

https://www1.cbn.com/700club/family-jesus

The Family of Jesus
Gordon Robertson - President and CEO, CBN

Jesus of Nazareth
In first century Jerusalem, Jesus of Nazareth was crucified as a heretic.

He had no wife and no children, but he did leave behind a family – one that can be traced for more

than a century after his death.

“It's possible to actually do something of a primitive family tree of Jesus,” says Dr. Paul Maier, the

author of The Constantine Codex. “[Many of his family members] became known as leaders of the

church, no question about that.”

During Jesus' ministry in Galilee, both Jews and Gentiles accepted him as the Jewish Messiah,

but some of the hardest people to convince were his own brothers.

“Now imagine one day, your older brother comes home and says, ‘Family, I've got some wonderful

news,’” says Maier. “’I'm the Christ, the Son of the living God.’ What would you do? Reach for the

phone book under ‘P’ for psychiatrist, right? He's deluded, unless he dies and then he comes back

to life as he said he would three days later. Then you put the phone directory away and you

believe, and this is exactly what happened to the brothers.”

James the Just,” brother of Jesus
Maier believes that one of the greatest proofs of the resurrection of Jesus is the conversion of his

brother James.

“James, of course, did not believe his sibling during his lifetime, but hold it -- after the resurrection,

Jesus appears to him, that’s the end of any doubts, he becomes a leader in the church, and writes

one of the books in the New Testament.”

James was a devout man who was well known in the Jewish temple.

https://www1.cbn.com/700club/family-jesus
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“As a matter of fact, he was called James the Just,” says Maier. “He was a beautiful bridge

between Judaism and Christianity, and he was known as ‘old camel knees,’ because he knelt so

much that his knees became gnarled like those of a camel.”

After Jesus' death, the disciples appointed James the first bishop of Jerusalem. He led the first

church council in history, where he made the historic decision that gentile Christians should not be

forced to convert to Judaism.

“If that council had not made the decision that it did, says Maier, “I'm not sure the Christian church

would have survived.”

The church in Jerusalem survived, but James, like his brother before him, died a violent death.

“Because James had entre with the priests as well as the Christians, they thought they could use

him to discredit Christianity,” says Maier. “And so they brought him to the temple, and they asked

him to denounce Jesus. Instead, he defended Jesus and looked forward to his coming spiritual

rule. So they threw him down off the temple mount, but he was still alive, and it was a laundryman

came along, and he had a club they used for beating laundry, and he clubbed [James] over the

head, and that's what finally killed him.”

When James fell to his death, he left the church in Jerusalem without a leader. The local believers

got together to elect a new bishop and once again, they decided to keep it in the family.

Simeon, Jesus' first cousin
“The second bishop of the church was Simeon, who was Jesus' first cousin,” says Maier. “Let

me explain that. Joseph (Jesus’ earthly father) had a brother named Clopas. Clopas had a son

named Simeon, and so this was Jesus’ first cousin and the second bishop of the church.”

In Luke's gospel, Clopas is named as one of the disciples who walked with Jesus on the road to

Emmaus after his resurrection. Early church writers say this man was the brother of Joseph the

carpenter, which means that he was also Jesus’ uncle.

Clopas’ son Simeon became the bishop of Jerusalem at a dangerous time. In A.D. 66, the Jewish

War with Rome had just begun, and the city was under siege, just as Jesus had prophesied three

decades earlier:

"When you see Jerusalem surrounded by armies, then you will know that the time of its destruction

has arrived.

Then those in Judea must flee to the hills.

Let those in Jerusalem escape." (Luke 21:20-21)

Simeon remembered the words of his cousin and waited for the right moment to leave the city.

In November, the Roman army inexplicably retreated from Jerusalem for a few weeks, a military

blunder historians would later call “disastrous.” But to Simeon, this so-called “blunder” was a



BROTHERS AND SISTERS OF JESUS: PROF. M. M. NINAN
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

131

miracle. He persuaded his congregation to flee Jerusalem, and they escaped with just the clothes

on their backs. Simeon led them to safety in a gentile city called Pella in the hills of modern-day

Jordan.

“We don't know why Pella specifically was chosen, except for the fact that it's across the Jordan

River,” says Maier. “It was primarily peopled by gentiles in the area, and therefore it was quite a

logical place of refuge if you want to get away from anything controlled by Jerusalem.”

Simeon and his congregation spent the next four years safely in Pella, while back in Jerusalem,

the Romans murdered more than a million Jews and took another 97 thousand as slaves.

When the war was over, many of the believers returned to Jerusalem and settled on Mount Zion,

near the upper room where they had first received the Holy Spirit and where Jesus had celebrated

the Last Supper with his disciples. They built a new Judeo-Christian synagogue on the site where

the upper room had once stood.

Simeon served as the bishop of Jerusalem until A.D. 106, when he was arrested and tortured

by the Romans. Then, like his cousin, Simeon was crucified. He was 120 years old.

A few decades earlier, two more of Jesus’ relatives had caught the attention of the Roman

emperor Domitian, who carried out one of the greatest Christian persecutions in history.

“The last record we have of any of Jesus' family would, I think, be the grandsons of Jude,” says

Maier. “Now Jude had a son, and we don't know his name, and he had sons-- Jesus' grand

nephews. The grandsons of Jude were arrested and brought before the emperor Domitian in

Rome because they were of the house of David, therefore the royal dynasty, therefore they might

be pretenders to the Jewish throne.”

Decades earlier, Jesus had predicted the persecution of his followers.

"You will be accused before governors and kings.

This will be your opportunity to tell them about me." (Luke 21:12-13 NLT)

With this prophecy in mind, the grand nephews of Jesus went boldly to Rome.

They were taken to the palace of Domitian, where the emperor asked them a series of questions.

First, he asked them about the kingdom of Jesus and when it would be established. They replied

that it was a heavenly kingdom, not an earthly one.

“When the brothers appeared before Domitian, he asked them about their background,” says

Maier. “They were rustic sorts who were used to agricultural toil, and they had only about 80 acres

between them, and they showed him their hands, which were gnarled from farm labor. Domitian

decided these don't look like royal types to me, and so at that point, he let them go, and he

stopped the persecution of the church. They returned then to the Holy Land, and they were

tremendously appreciated for the public testimony they had made before the emperor of Rome.
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The family of Jesus became known as the desposyni, which means “Belonging to the Lord” in

Greek. These people were very big in the church after that.”

Several years later, the two brothers were martyred under a different Roman emperor, Trajan.

For the next few decades, members of Jesus' family continued to lead the church in Jerusalem.

Nothing is known of them, except their names, which were preserved in early church records.

The last known relative of Jesus was Judah Kyriakos, a Greek name that means "Judah of the

Christ."

He was the great grandson of Jesus' brother Jude, and the last Jewish bishop of Jerusalem.

In A.D. 130, the Roman emperor Hadrian leveled the city of Jerusalem. On its ruins, he built a new

city dedicated to the Roman god Jupiter. The records of Jesus' family disappeared, along with the

old city of Jerusalem.

“After that, we lose track,” says Maier. “Not that there might not have been generations that were

related to Jesus, more of the desposyni, the famous family members of Jesus. We have no more

record of them.”

The legacy of Jesus' family lives on today.

Two of his brothers wrote books of the Bible, and at least five of his relatives were martyred. They

served as the first Christian bishops in history and kept the early church alive in Jerusalem. From

there, the message of Jesus- their brother, cousin, and uncle- spread to the ends of the earth.

“We have 2,250,000,000 Christians in the world today,” says Maier. “It’s the largest and most

successful single phenomenon that has ever hit this planet.”

D
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GRANDSONS OF JUDE, DESPOSYNI OF JESUS

The four brothers of Jesus are named in the Gospels (Mt. 13:55; Mk. 6:3). We can be sure that

James was the eldest of the four, and Joses the next in age, but since Matthew and Mark differ in

the order in which they list Simon and Judas, we cannot be sure who was the youngest. The name

Joses, which Mark gives to the second brother, was a common abbreviated form of Joseph (the

form Matthew uses). No doubt Joses was commonly known by this short form in order to

distinguish him from his father Joseph. Matthew refers to 'all his sisters', we cannot tell whether

there were more than two, since Greek can use 'all' for only two even. Tradition gives the names

Mary and Salome to sisters of Jesus. From what we can gather the family heritage was cherished

by the jewish culture that these royalty were treated with utmost respect even when they were not

aristocrats or wealthy.

1 Cor. 9:5 Seems to indicates the brothers of Jesus were travelling missionaries who went from

village to village accompanied by their wives, in accordance with the specific teachings of Jesus

staying in one house.
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There is an eternal “covenant.” In the book of Jeremiah which asserts that the descendants of

David will sit on the throne of David eternally.
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This then was a universal Law. This is exactly what the angels told Mary and the this alone

explains the behaviour and growth of the Church of Jesus Christ. Hence the family of Jesus went

round preaching the Kingdom. This is what we see in the initial history of the Church also.

Apparently they all started from two closeby villages of Nazareth and Kokhaba . It was a spiritual

as well as a political approach. This made the political powers like Herod and Rome afraid of the

growth of the faith in Jesus the Christ, the Messiah. So the family of Jesus travelled around

explaining their claim to the Christ who is to return. The name. Nazareth is connected to the

messianic Branch (neser) from the roots of Jesse (Is. 11:1), and Kokhaba, means 'star', the

messianic Star from Jacob (Nu. 24:17).

https://jamestabor.com/a-historical-look-at-the-birth-of-jesus-part-3/

https://jamestabor.com/a-historical-look-at-the-birth-of-jesus-part-3/
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http://www.thenazareneway.com/desposyni.htm
THE MISSING FAMILY OF JESUS: An Inconvenient Truth – How the Church erased Jesus’s brothers and

sisters from history by Tobias Churton, published by Watkins Publishing

http://www.thenazareneway.com/desposyni.htm
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Hegesippus (c.110-c.180) wrote five books of Commentaries on the Acts of the Church. They are
now lost, but a few fragments are quoted by Eusebius in Historia Ecclesiae, 3.20. Among
them is the following relation, ascribed to the reign of Domitian (81-96):

"...There still survived of the kindred of the Lord the grandsons of Judas, (See diagram below:

These may be James and Zoker) and who according to the flesh was called his brother.

These were informed against, as belonging to the family of David, and Evocatus brought them

before Domitian Caesar: for that emperor dreaded the advent of Christ, as Herod had done."

So he asked them whether they were of the family of David; and they confessed they were.

Next he asked them what property they had, or how much money they possessed. They both

replied that they had only 9000 denaria between them, each of them owning half that sum; but

even this they said they did not possess in cash, but as the estimated value of some land,

consisting of thirty-nine plethra only, out of which they had to pay the dues, and that they

supported themselves by their own labour. And then they began to hold out their hands,

exhibiting, as proof of their manual labour, the roughness of their skin, and the corns raised on

their hands by constant work."

Being then asked concerning Christ and His kingdom, what was its nature, and when and

where it was to appear, they returned answer that it was not of this world, nor of the earth, but

belonging to the sphere of heaven and angels, and would make its appearance at the end of

time, when He shall come in glory, and judge living and dead, and render to every one

according to the course of his life."

Thereupon Domitian passed no condemnation upon them, but treated them with contempt, as

too mean for notice, and let them go free. At the same time he issued a command, and put a

stop to the persecution against the Church."
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When they were released they became leaders of the churches, as was natural in the case of

those who were at once martyrs and of the kindred of the Lord. And, after the establishment of

peace to the Church, their lives were prolonged to the reign of Trajan."

“These things are related by Hegesippus” in Eusebius, Church History, Book III, ch. 19–20
https://earlychurchhistory.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/JosephMary-Geneology.jpg
https://thetemplarknight.com/2011/03/06/desposyni-roman/

In "The Ecclesiastical History", Eusebius records an account by Julianus Africanus recorded the
following concerning the family:

"...For the relatives of our Lord according to the flesh, whether with the desire of boasting or

simply wishing to state the fact, in either case truly, have banded down the following

account...But as there had been kept in the archives up to that time the genealogies of the

Hebrews as well as of those who traced their lineage back to proselytes, such as Achior the

Ammonite and Ruth the Moabitess, and to those who were mingled with the Israelites and

came out of Egypt with them, Herod, inasmuch as the lineage of the Israelites contributed

nothing to his advantage, and since he was goaded with the consciousness of his own ignoble

extraction, burned all the genealogical records, thinking that he might appear of noble origin if

no one else were able, from the public registers, to trace back his lineage to the patriarchs or

proselytes and to those mingled with them, who were called Georae."

"...A few of the careful, however, having obtained private records of their own, either by

remembering the names or by getting them in some other way from the registers, pride

themselves on preserving the memory of their noble extraction. Among these are those

already mentioned, called Desposyni, on account of their connection with the family of the

https://earlychurchhistory.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/JosephMary-Geneology.jpg
https://thetemplarknight.com/2011/03/06/desposyni-roman/
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Saviour.

Coming from Nazara and Cochaba, villages of Judea, into other parts of the world, they drew

the aforesaid genealogy from memory and from the book of daily records as faithfully as

possible. [Eusebius, History Section 1, Chapter 7]

The Desposyni and the Pope

Sylvester I (also Silvester, died 31 December 335) was the bishop of Rome from 314 until
his death. He was the 33rd Pope of the Catholic Church

The controversial Irish priest Malachi Martin noted in "The Decline and Fall of the Roman
Church" that:

"...A meeting between Sylvester (Pope Silvester I) and the Jewish Christian leaders took place

in 318....The vital interview was not, as far as we know, recorded, but the issues were very

well known, and it is probable the Joses, the oldest of the Christian Jews, spoke on behalf of

the desposyni and the rest."

"...That most hallowed name, desposyni, had been respected by all believers in the first
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century and a half of Christian history. The word literally meant, in Greek, "belonging to the

Lord." It was reserved uniquely for Jesus' blood relatives. Every part of the ancient Jewish

Christian church had always been governed by a desposynos, and each of them carried one

of the names traditional in Jesus' family---Zachary, Joseph, John, James, Joses, Simeon,

Matthias, and so on. But no one was ever called Jesus.

Neither Sylvester nor any of the thirty-two popes before him, nor those succeeding him, ever

emphasized that there were at least three well-known and authentic lines of legitimate blood

descent from Jesus' own family..."

"...The Desposyni demanded that Sylvester, who now had Roman patronage, revoke his

confirmation of the authority of the Greek Christian bishops at Jerusalem, in Antioch, in

Ephesus, and in Alexandria, and to name desposynos bishops to take their place. They asked

that the practice of sending cash to Jerusalem as the mother church be resumed...

These blood relatives of Christ demanded the reintroduction of the Law, which included the

Sabbath and the Holy Day system of Feasts and New Moons of the Bible. Sylvester dismissed

their claims and said that, from now on, the mother church was in Rome and he insisted they

accept the Greek bishops to lead them."

"...This was the last known dialogue with the Sabbath-keeping church in the east led by the

disciples who were descended from blood relatives of Jesus the Messiah."

Extended Family

Other known relatives of Jesus include Simeon, the second bishop of Jerusalem, who was the

son of Joseph's brother Clopas (mentioned by Eusebius, H.E. 3.11,32), and three
Nestorian bishops of Seleucia on the Tigris in the 3rd century according to the

13th-century Syrian historian, Gregory Barhebraeus.

Legendary bishops tracing their roots to Royal Family of Jesus
The early bishops of Ctesiphon-Seleucia on the Tigris, in central Mesopotamia. The three names

following Mari, the late first century founder of the church, are Abris, Abraham and Ya'qub (James).

Abris is said to have been 'of the family and race of Joseph' the husband of Mary, while Abraham

was 'of the kin of James called the brother of the Lord' and Ya'qub was Abraham's son
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1 Mar Aggai (c.66–81). First successor to the Apostleship of his spiritual director the Apostle Saint

Thaddeus, one of the Seventy disciples. He in turn was the spiritual director of Mar Mari.

2 Palut of Edessa (c.81–87) renamed Mar Mari (c.87 – c.121) Second successor to the

Apostleship of Mar Addai of the Seventy disciples. During his days a bishopric was formally

established at Seleucia-Ctesiphon.

3 Abris (Abres or Ahrasius) (121–148 AD) Judah Kyriakos relocates Jerusalem Church to
Edessa in 136 AD. Reputedly a relative of Joseph
4 Abraham (Abraham I of Kashker) (148–171 AD) Reputedly a relative of James the Just son
of Joseph
5 Yaʿqob I (Mar Yacob I) (c. 172–190 AD) son of his predecessor Abraham and therefore a
relative of Joseph



BROTHERS AND SISTERS OF JESUS: PROF. M. M. NINAN
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

142

James, "the Lord's brother", presided over the Jerusalem church after the apostles dispersed and

other kinsmen probably exercised some leadership among the Christians in the area until the

emperor Hadrian built Aelia Capitolina on the ruins of Jerusalem and banished all Jews from there

(c. 135), after which point the Jerusalem Christians were entirely of Gentile origin.
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Traditionally it is believed the Jerusalem Christians waited out the Jewish–Roman wars (66–135

AD) in Pella in the Decapolis. The Jerusalem Sanhedrin relocated to Jamnia sometime c. 70.AD

According to The Oxford Dictionary of the Christian Church, when Peter the Apostle left Jerusalem,

it was James who became leader of the church in Jerusalem and was held in high regard by

the Jewish Christians. Hegesippus reports he was executed by the Sanhedrin in 62. AD.

Judah Kyriakos, also known popularly as Judas of Jerusalem, was the great-

grandson of Jude, brother of Jesus, and the last Jewish Bishop of Jerusalem,

according to Epiphanius of Salamis and Eusebius of Caesarea. He is sometimes

regarded as the great grand-nephew of Jesus.

Though the start of his period as bishop of Jerusalem is not known, Judas is said to

have lived beyond the Bar Kokhba's revolt (132-136), up to about the eleventh year

of Antoninus Pius (c. AD 148) though Marcus was appointed bishop of Aelia

Capitolina in 135 by the Metropolitan of Caesarea.

He is also mentioned in the apocryphal Letter of James to Quadratus

“After Zoker, James and Simeon the son of Clopas the family of Jesus disappears into the

obscurity that envelops the subsequent history of Jewish Christianity in Palestine. Only one more

member of the family may be identifiable. During the persecution of Christians in 250-251 CE,

under the emperor Decius, a certain Conon, a gardener on the imperial estate, was martyred at

Magydos in Pamphylia in Asia Minor. According to the acts of his martyrdom, when questioned in

court as to his place of origin and his ancestry, he replied: 'I am of the city of Nazareth in Galilee, I

am of the family of Christ, whose worship I have inherited from my ancestors.'[19] Perhaps this is

a metaphorical reference to his spiritual origins as a Christian, but it seems more plausible to read

it as a literal claim to natural family relationship with Jesus. If so, there may be an indirect link with

archaeological evidence from Nazareth. At the entrance to one of the caves below the church of

the Annunciation, a fourth-century mosaic bears the inscription: 'Gift of Conon deacon of

Jerusalem'. Perhaps, as the Franciscan excavators thought, the cave was dedicated to the cult of

Conon the martyr from Nazareth, and the later Gentile Christian from Jerusalem dedicated the

mosaic out of reverence for his famous namesake who was commemorated there.”

Richard Bauckham is Professor of New Testament Studies at the University of St. Andrews. His more detailed
treatments on this theme (for which, see notes) include Jude and the Relatives of Jesus in the Early
Church (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1990)



BROTHERS AND SISTERS OF JESUS: PROF. M. M. NINAN
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

144


