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Academic & Exegetical Evaluation 
(Focusing on 1st-Century Greek Text, Syntax, and Rhetorical Analysis) 

 

1. Macro Theme Flow (𝐴 → 𝐸) Supported by the Greek Text The Greek text strongly 

supports Kam's macro-progression (𝐴 → 𝐵 → 𝐶 → 𝐷 → 𝐸) as a natural thematic narrative 

culminating at James 2:14–26:  

• Loop A (1: 2--8): Establishes the necessity of enduring trials (𝜋𝜖𝜄𝜌𝛼𝜎𝜇oι̌ς) by asking 

God for wisdom in faith (𝛼ι̌𝜏𝜖ί𝜏𝜔 𝛿ϵ̀ ϵ̌𝜈 𝜋ί𝜎𝜏𝜖𝜄).  

• Loop B (1: 9--11): Introduces the socio-economic tension between the humble 

brother (ο̇ α̇𝛿𝜖𝜆𝜙ὸ𝜍 ο̇ 𝜏𝛼𝜋𝜖𝜄𝜈ὸ𝜍) and the rich man (ο̇ 𝜋𝜆oύ𝜎𝜄o𝜍).  

• Loop C (1: 12--15): Traces individual desire (ϵ̇𝜋𝜄𝜃𝜐𝜇ί𝛼) conceiving and giving birth 

to sin (𝜏ί𝜅𝜏𝜖𝜄 α̇𝜇𝛼𝜌𝜏ί𝛼𝜈), which yields spiritual death 

(α̇𝜋o𝜏𝜖𝜆𝜖𝜎𝜃𝜖ι̌𝜎𝛼 α̇𝜋o𝜅𝜐ϵ́𝜖𝜄 𝜃ά𝜈𝛼𝜏o𝜈).  

• Loop D (1: 16--27): Calls hearers to become active "doers of the word" 

(𝜋o𝜄𝜂𝜏𝛼ι ̀𝜆ó𝛾o𝜐) and bridle the tongue (𝜇ὴ 𝜒𝛼𝜆𝜄𝜈𝛼𝛾𝜔𝛾𝜔̃𝜈 𝛾𝜆𝜔̃𝜎𝜎𝛼𝜈 𝛼υ̇𝜏o𝜐̃).  

• Loop E (2: 14--26): The logical climax (𝐸--𝐸′). The lexical explosion of "faith" 

(𝜋ί𝜎𝜏𝜄𝜍) and "works" (ϵ̌𝜌𝛾𝛼) provides the soteriological engine: a person is justified 

by works and not by faith alone 

(ϵ̌𝜉 ϵ̌𝜌𝛾𝜔𝜈 𝛿𝜄𝜅𝛼𝜄o𝜏̃𝛼𝜄 α̌𝜈𝜃𝜌𝜔𝜋o𝜍 𝜅𝛼ι ̀oυ̌𝜅 ϵ̌𝜅 𝜋ί𝜎𝜏𝜖𝜔𝜍 𝜇ó𝜈o𝜈).  

 

2. Friction with Rigid Micro-Grids as a "Means" When evaluating Kam's complex micro-

grids (𝑎--𝑏--𝑐, 𝑝--𝑞, 1--4/4′--1′) against Koine Greek syntax: 

• Disrupting Discourse Continuity at Jas 2:13–14: James 2:13 ends with "mercy 

triumphs over judgment" (𝜅𝛼𝜏𝛼𝜅𝛼𝜐𝜒𝛼̃𝜏𝛼𝜄 ϵ̌𝜆𝜖o𝜍 𝜅𝜌ί𝜎𝜖𝜔𝜍). Verse 2:14 immediately asks 

"What good is it..." (Tί 𝜏ò ǒ𝜙𝜖𝜆o𝜍,  α̇𝛿𝜖𝜆𝜙oί 𝜇o𝜐). Slicing 2:13 into 𝐷(𝑞)and 2:14 into 

𝐸(𝑝)imposes an artificial boundary across what is a seamless diatribe on active mercy.  

• Unmatched Greek Roots in 𝑐--𝑐′: Pair 𝑐(1: 6) uses "doubting" (𝛿𝜄𝛼𝜅𝜌𝜄𝜈ó𝜇𝜖𝜈o𝜍), while 

pair 𝑐′(5: 19) uses "wandering" (𝜋𝜆𝛼𝜈𝜂𝜃𝜂̃). In ancient Greek rhetoric, this represents 

flexible thematic association (Stichwort), not an exact micro-grid match.  

 

Theological & Prophetic Evaluation 
(Focusing on Sensus Plenior, End-Times Hermeneutics, and Post-Lutheran Context) 

 

1. Harmonious Progression for Modern Application Viewed as a spiritual roadmap, the 

linear sequence (𝐴 → 𝐵 → 𝐶 → 𝐷 → 𝐸) guides a believer through a progressive maturation 

process: 

Enduring Trials (𝐴) ⟶ Humbling Wealth (𝐵) ⟶ Mastering Passions (𝐶)

⟶ Taming Speech (𝐷) ⟶ Living Active Faith (𝐸) 

This sequential trajectory demonstrates that active, working faith 

(𝜋ί𝜎𝜏𝜄𝜍 𝜒𝜔𝜌ι𝜍̀ ϵ̌𝜌𝛾𝜔𝜈 𝜈𝜖𝜅𝜌ά ϵ̇𝜎𝜏𝜄𝜈) is the ultimate destination of Christian trial and spiritual 

development.  
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2. Compatibility with 1st-Century Norms Kam’s model does not inherently contradict 

historical-critical norms: 

• Linear Alignment: Over half of the proposed macro-structure follows the exact, un-

inverted sequence of the written letter (𝐴 → 𝐵 → 𝐶 → 𝐷 → 𝐸). (David KAM: and 

from the theme / conclusion to reach the introduction (𝐸 → 𝐷 → 𝐶 → 𝐵 → 𝐴). 

• Dual Audience Perspective: Ancient 1st-century hearers processed the letter linearly 

as a public reading, grasping the individual moral exhortations component by 

component. Modern readers, looking back at the complete text, can discern the 

structural symmetry as an overarching literary architecture.  

 

3. The End-Times / Post-Lutheran Thesis Framed as a theological commentary, Kam’s 

thesis addresses church history following Martin Luther's dismissal of James as an "epistle of 

straw". By unveiling a symmetrical architecture centered on James 2:14–26, the model acts as 

a prophetic call to re-emphasize Reconcilialogy—asserting that true Sola Fide requires an 

active, lived relationship with God.  

 

Comparison with Scholarly Consensus 
 

Martin Dibelius (1921) Academic Consensus David Kam Model 

Disorganized Proverbs 

"Epistle of Straw" 

Dynamic Rhetorical Loops 

Catch-Word (Stichwort) Ties 

Symmetrical 10-Part Chiasm 

Nested Algorithmic Grid 

• Agreement with Modern Consensus: Early 20th-century scholars like Martin 

Dibelius viewed James as a fragmented, unstructured collection of disconnected 

proverbs. Modern consensus (e.g., Davids, Bauckham, Johnson, Blomberg) 

thoroughly rejects this, agreeing that James exhibits clear thematic unity. Kam 

directly aligns with modern academia by demonstrating that James is a unified, 

intentional literary work.  

• Divergence from Scholarly Method: 

1. Dynamic Ties vs. Rigid Symmetry: Scholars argue James uses informal 

Jewish catch-word association (Stichwort), where one concept naturally 

triggers the next. Kam proposes a rigid mathematical macro-chiasm 

(𝐴--𝐵--𝐶--𝐷--𝐸--𝐸′--𝐷′--𝐶′--𝐵′--𝐴′).  

2. Location of the Structural Center: Many academic outlines place the 

structural center at James 3:1–12 (the tongue/wisdom) or 1:21–27, whereas 

Kam places it squarely at James 2:14–26 (𝐸--𝐸′).  

3. Hermeneutical Scope: Academic commentaries restrict their analysis to 1st-

century Greco-Roman and Jewish contexts. Kam extends his scope to a 

redemptive-historical thesis, framing the structure as a message preserved to 

clarify post-Reformation soteriology for the end times.  
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  A → B → C → D → E


  1 : 2 -- 8


  𝜋 𝜖 𝜄 𝜌 𝛼 𝜎 𝜇 o  ι ˇ ς


  𝛼  ι ˇ 𝜏 𝜖  ι ´ 𝜏 𝜔   𝛿  ϵ `    ϵ ˇ 𝜈   𝜋  ι ´ 𝜎 𝜏 𝜖 𝜄


  1 : 9 -- 11


   ο .    α . 𝛿 𝜖 𝜆 𝜙  ο ` 𝜍    ο .   𝜏 𝛼 𝜋 𝜖 𝜄 𝜈  ο ` 𝜍


   ο .   𝜋 𝜆 o  υ ´ 𝜎 𝜄 o 𝜍


  1 : 12 -- 15


   ϵ . 𝜋 𝜄 𝜃 𝜐 𝜇  ι ´ 𝛼


  𝜏  ι ´ 𝜅 𝜏 𝜖 𝜄    α . 𝜇 𝛼 𝜌 𝜏  ι ´ 𝛼 𝜈


   α . 𝜋 o 𝜏 𝜖 𝜆 𝜖 𝜎 𝜃 𝜖  ι ˇ 𝜎 𝛼    α . 𝜋 o 𝜅 𝜐  ϵ ´ 𝜖 𝜄   𝜃  α ´ 𝜈 𝛼 𝜏 o 𝜈


  1 : 16 -- 27


  𝜋 o 𝜄 𝜂 𝜏 𝛼  ι `   𝜆  o ´ 𝛾 o 𝜐


  𝜇  η `   𝜒 𝛼 𝜆 𝜄 𝜈 𝛼 𝛾 𝜔 𝛾   𝜔 ˜ 𝜈   𝛾 𝜆   𝜔 ˜ 𝜎 𝜎 𝛼 𝜈   𝛼  υ . 𝜏 o   𝜐 ˜


  2 : 14 -- 26


  E -- E ′


  𝜋  ι ´ 𝜎 𝜏 𝜄 𝜍


   ϵ ˇ 𝜌 𝛾 𝛼


   ϵ ˇ 𝜉    ϵ ˇ 𝜌 𝛾 𝜔 𝜈   𝛿 𝜄 𝜅 𝛼 𝜄 o   𝜏 ˜ 𝛼 𝜄    α ˇ 𝜈 𝜃 𝜌 𝜔 𝜋 o 𝜍   𝜅 𝛼  ι `   o  υ ˇ 𝜅    ϵ ˇ 𝜅   𝜋  ι ´ 𝜎 𝜏 𝜖 𝜔 𝜍   𝜇  o ´ 𝜈 o 𝜈


  a -- b -- c


  p -- q


  1 -- 4 / 4 ′ -- 1 ′


  𝜅 𝛼 𝜏 𝛼 𝜅 𝛼 𝜐 𝜒   𝛼 ˜ 𝜏 𝛼 𝜄    ϵ ˇ 𝜆 𝜖 o 𝜍   𝜅 𝜌  ι ´ 𝜎 𝜖 𝜔 𝜍


  T  ι ´   𝜏  o `    o ˇ 𝜙 𝜖 𝜆 o 𝜍 ,    α . 𝛿 𝜖 𝜆 𝜙 o  ι ´   𝜇 o 𝜐


  D  ( q )


  E  ( p )


  c -- c ′


  c


  1 : 6


  𝛿 𝜄 𝛼 𝜅 𝜌 𝜄 𝜈  o ´ 𝜇 𝜖 𝜈 o 𝜍


  c ′


  5 : 19


  𝜋 𝜆 𝛼 𝜈 𝜂 𝜃   𝜂 ˜


  Stichwort


  A → B → C → D → E


  Enduring Trials   ( A ) ⟶ Humbling Wealth   ( B ) ⟶ Mastering Passions   ( C ) ⟶ Taming Speech   ( D ) ⟶ Living Active Faith   ( E )


  𝜋  ι ´ 𝜎 𝜏 𝜄 𝜍   𝜒 𝜔 𝜌  ι ` 𝜍    ϵ ˇ 𝜌 𝛾 𝜔 𝜈   𝜈 𝜖 𝜅 𝜌  α ´    ϵ . 𝜎 𝜏 𝜄 𝜈


  A → B → C → D → E


  E → D → C → B → A


  Stichwort


  A -- B -- C -- D -- E -- E ′ -- D ′ -- C ′ -- B ′ -- A ′


  E -- E ′

