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 Paul’s position Men from James?  Judaizers The Circumcision Party 

Gentile 

Christians who 

thought the 

Law had no 

claim on their 

lives 

whatsoever. 

Cf. Rom. 6:1, 

15 

Jewish and 

Gentile believers 

who thought that 

Christians are 

not free from 

God’s demands, 

but they are not 

under the law 

covenant (1 Cor. 

9:19-23). 

Christian Jews 

who chose, at 

least most of the 

time, to be 

observant Jews. 

They didn’t see 

circumcision or 

kosher food laws 

as necessary for 

salvation, and they 

didn’t want that 

imposed on 

Gentile believers. 

Christian Jews 

who thought 

Jewish Christians 

should observe the 

Mosaic code, even 

if it was 

acceptable for 

Gentile believers 

not to see 

themselves as 

under its 

stipulations. 

 

Christian Jews who thought 

Jewish Christians should 

observe the Mosaic code, and 

that Gentile believers could 

come to Christ through faith 

alone, but the really spiritual 

should want to obey the 

Mosaic code (even if it wasn’t 

strictly necessary for 

salvation). cf. the “false 

apostles” of 2 Cor 10-13 

Jews who professed Christ 

and believed that the new 

covenant was a renewal of 

the old covenant; Jesus is the 

Messiah, and his life, death, 

and resurrection restored 

God’s people to faithfulness 

to the Mosaic covenant. 

Therefore, if Gentiles want 

to come to the Messiah, they 

must first become Jews (and 

be circumcised, observe 

kosher and Sabbath laws, 

etc.) Cf. Acts 15:1. 

Non-Christian Jews who 

rejected Jesus as the 

Messiah and opposed the 

opening of Jewish 

boundaries to the Gentiles. 

Cf. Acts 21:27–23:11. 

 



Flow of Thought from Galatians 2:12–21 
 

Gal. 2:12a Gal. 2:12b Gal. 2:12c Gal. 2:14 Gal. 2:15–21 

Peter’s original 

actions 

Message to Peter from “Men from James” Peter’s response Paul’s critique of Peter Paul’s argument 

Enjoys table-

fellowship with 

the Gentiles 

“Peter, you know that Paul and I agree on the 

heart of the gospel. Nevertheless, you ought to 

be aware that the religious and political 

situation in Jerusalem is becoming increasingly 

dangerous. Word keeps arriving in Jerusalem 

that you habitually enjoy table-fellowship with 

Gentiles. Primarily, I’m worried about the 

rising hostility of the unconverted Jewish 

authorities. Persecution keeps breaking out. 

Almost as troubling is the fact that some of the 

more conservative of the Christians here in 

Jerusalem, egged on by the rising pressure 

from the Zealots, are beginning to stress the 

importance of the law. You may have won 

them over temporarily when you gave your 

magnificent address on the conversion of 

Cornelius and his family, but under these 

pressures some are wondering if you were 

drawing the right theological inferences. And 

now their fears are being inflamed by these 

reports from Antioch. So in addition to the 

pressure from the surrounding culture and the 

ubiquitous authorities, it is not impossible that 

these developments could split the church. At 

the very least, Peter, please be careful, and 

understand that what you do, granted your high 

profile, affects a lot of your brothers and sisters 

in Christ here at home.” 

Peter’s response to the 

message of James was fear—

not regarding damage to his 

personal reputation, but that 

(1) reports of his conduct may 

result in fellow believers back 

in Jerusalem facing harsh 

persecution, perhaps even 

death; and that (2) these same 

pressures will drive the more 

law-oriented believers in the 

Jerusalem church to precipitate 

a schism. Since the Jerusalem 

Three were primarily 

responsible for ministering to 

the Jews (Gal. 2:9), Paul 

agrees to accept some 

restrictions on his lifestyle in 

Antioch in order to preserve 

and further his own sphere of 

ministry to the Jews, especially 

those in Jerusalem. The rest of 

the Jews and Barnabbas follow 

Peter’s lead. 

Peter is play-acting, guilty of 

hypocrisy. He is pretending to 

follow one course of action when 

in reality he is following another. 

The moral influence of his 

example is precipitating a crisis in 

Antioch, splitting the church into 

a Jewish Christian church and a 

Gentile Christian church. His 

conduct is also encouraging 

Gentile believers to think that 

becoming an observant Jew is the 

high road. Paul fears that if this 

hypocrisy continues, eventually 

Christianity would be come to be 

seen as a subset of Judaism and 

Christ’s exclusivity and 

sufficiency would be challenged. 

We Jewish Christians know that 

justification comes through faith 

in Christ and not law 

observance. But if the law-

covenant is still in force, then 

that means that Jewish Christians 

who abandoned it to turn to 

Christ have become 

transgressors. Then if they try to 

reinstate the law covenant in 

Christ’s place after they become 

a believer, then they become a 

sinner all over again. The gospel 

does not mean that Christ 

promotes sin or that Christians 

have become lawbreakers (vv. 

17–18), for far from being a 

lawbreaker, Paul died in relation 

to the law-covenant (v. 19). 

Christ died and bore the penalty 

so that I no longer have to bear 

it. Christ’s death is Paul’s death; 

Christ’s life is Paul’s life. 



 


