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Academic Exegesis of the Epistle of James 
The Cognitive-Rhetorical Architecture of James: 

Discourse Analysis, Conceptual Schemas, and Structural Mechanics in David Kam’s 10-Part Concentric Model 

 

1. Introduction & Methodological Framework 

1.1 Beyond Historical-Critical Atomism 

For over a century, historical-critical methodology, tracing back to Martin Dibelius’s landmark work Der Brief des 

Jakobus (1921), has characterized the Epistle of James as an atomistic, disorganized collection of traditional Jewish 

wisdom material (parenesis). Under this traditional paradigm, individual units are held together only by loose, linear 

catch-word associations (Stichwort). 

This historical-critical bottleneck stems from a post-Enlightenment, print-culture bias: the insistence that structural 

intentionality requires exact dictionary-level word matches (lemmas) across every linked textual segment. When 

exact Greek roots are absent, critical scholarship frequently defaults to declaring the discourse fragmented. 

1.2 Cognitive Linguistics and Oral Performance 

In 1st-century Greco-Roman and Jewish-Hellenistic oral environments, texts were composed primarily for auditory 

delivery and mental tracking. Cognitive linguistics demonstrates that auditory audiences process discourse through 

semantic frames and conceptual schemas rather than verbatim dictionary indexes. Listeners track thematic arcs, 

moral polarities, and conceptual transformations across a speech. 

David Kam’s Epistle of Straw | Structure of James provides a macro-discourse model that reconciles ancient 

auditory reception with formal structural symmetry. By recognizing both strict lexical lemma matches and 

systematic semantic/conceptual pairings, Kam demonstrates that James is a masterfully engineered 10-part 

concentric chiasm (𝐴 → 𝐸 → 𝐴′) centered on the soteriological apex of active faith (𝐸 ↔ 𝐸′). 

 

 

2. The Comprehensive 10-Part Macro-Architecture (𝑨 → 𝑬 → 𝑨′) 

The macro-structure maps the entire text across five descending diagnostic loops (𝐴, 𝐵, 𝐶, 𝐷, 𝐸) and five ascending 

transformative loops (𝐸′, 𝐷′, 𝐶′, 𝐵′, 𝐴′): 

Loop 𝐴 Jas 1:2–8 ⟷ Jas 5:13–20 Loop 𝐴′

Loop 𝐵 Jas 1:9–11 ⟷ Jas 4:6–5:12 Loop 𝐵′

Loop 𝐶 Jas 1:12–15 ⟷ Jas 4:1–5 Loop 𝐶′

Loop 𝐷 Jas 1:16–2:13 ⟷ Jas 3:1–18 Loop 𝐷′

Loop 𝐸 Jas 2:14–22 ⟷ Jas 2:23–26 Loop 𝐸′ [Concentric Apex]

 

[A] Faith & wisdom from above in daily lives   ──► [A'] Faith & help from above in daily lives 

  [B] Humility of faith & the rich      ──►   [B'] Humility of faith in daily lives & the proud 

    [C] Perseverance (with crown of life     ──►     [C']  Worldly Passions (in hostility towards God) 

  from God) & Lust in daily lives    & Pleasure in daily lives  

      [D] Good things, Doers of the Word     ──►       [D'] Good behaviour, Wisdom from above 

  & Favouritism in daily lives    & Restless Tongue in daily lives 

        [E] Faith without works      ──►         [E'] Faith without works 

  vs Abraham’s faith     vs Abraham and Rahab’s faith 

     [E-E’: Structural Center] 

 

 

3. Sub-Grid Structural Mechanics & Mathematical Rules 

Kam’s model governs the inner mechanics of each loop pair using precise, shifting sub-structural rules based on 

rhetorical function. 
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3.1 The Sequential Epistolary Frame (𝑨 ↔ 𝑨′) 

As the outer boundary (introduction and conclusion) of the epistle, 𝐴 and 𝐴′ utilize a sequential triadic sub-grid 

(𝑎--𝑏--𝑐 ↔ 𝑎′--𝑏′--𝑐′) to establish and resolve baseline themes. 

3.2 The Inverted Chiasm Body (𝑩 ↔ 𝑩′, 𝑪 ↔ 𝑪′, 𝑬 ↔ 𝑬′) 

The internal discourse loops shift to an inverted mirror sub-grid (𝑝--𝑞 ↔ 𝑝′--𝑞′) to build rhetorical tension toward 

the center pivot: 

Opening Sub-Section X (𝑝--𝑞) ⟶ Closing Sub-Section 𝑋′(𝑝′--𝑞′)

𝑝 ⟷ 𝑞′

𝑞 ⟷ 𝑝′ 𝑤ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑒 𝑠𝑢𝑏𝑠𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑋 𝑟𝑒𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑠 𝐵, 𝐶, 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝐷

 

3.3 The Tri-Tiered Ethical Sub-Grid (𝑫 ↔ 𝑫′) 

Loop 𝐷 ↔ 𝐷′ spans 43 verses (the longest pair in the letter) and employs a specialized Three-Tier Ethical Grid 

contrasting "Good" (Heavenly Source / Pure Religion / Wisdom) with "Bad" (Unbridled Speech / Worldly 

Favoritism / Bitter Jealousy): 

• Tier 1 (Good / Origin): Heavenly Source (𝛼𝜈𝜔𝜃𝜖𝜈) 

• Tier 2 (Bad / Manifestation): Unbridled Tongue & world trait 

• Tier 3 (Good / Fruit): Pure Religion (𝜅𝛼𝜃𝛼𝜌𝛼) & Pure Wisdom (𝛼𝛾𝜈𝜂) 

 

 

4. Comprehensive Exegetical Matrix across All 10 Loops 

 

Loop Pair & 

Sub-Grid 

Verse 

Range 
Textual Units & Structural Functions 

Strict Lemma Matches vs. Semantic 

Pairings 

Loop 𝐴 ↔ 𝐴′ 

 

Sequential 

 𝑎--𝑏--𝑐 ↔

 𝑎′--𝑏′--𝑐′ 

Jas 1:2–8 

↔ 

Jas 5:13–20 

• 𝑎 ↔ 𝑎′: Jas 1:2–4 (Testing of faith 

with joy) ↔ Jas 5:13 (Sing praise in 

suffering). 

 

• 𝑏 ↔ 𝑏′: Jas 1:5 (Asking God for 

wisdom in faith) ↔ Jas 5:14–18 (Prayer 

for sickness in faith). 

 

• 𝑐 ↔ 𝑐′: Jas 1:6–8 (Double-minded 

wavering) ↔ Jas 5:19–20 (Wandering 

from truth). 

• 𝑎 ↔ 𝑎′: Direct thematic inclusion 

(𝜋𝜄𝜎𝜏𝜄𝜍). 

• 𝑏 ↔ 𝑏′: Verbatim, EXACT LEMMA 

πίστις (pistis / faith) and functional 

thematic parallel (asking (αἰτέω) with 

praying (προσεύχομαι).). 

• 𝑐 ↔ 𝑐′: Semantic Pairing: 

𝛿𝜄𝛼𝜅𝜌𝜄𝜈ó𝜇𝜖𝜈o𝜍 (doubting) ↔ 

𝜋𝜆𝛼𝜈𝜂𝜃𝜂̃ (wandering/straying). 

Internal cognitive instability mapped to 

external moral defection. 

Loop 𝐵 ↔ 𝐵′ 

 

Inverted 

𝑝--𝑞 ↔ 𝑞′--p′ 

Jas 1:9–11 

↔ 

Jas 4:6–5:12 

• 𝐵𝑝 ↔ 𝐵′𝑞′: Lowly brother exalted 

(1:9) ↔ Grace to humble / Patient 

endurance (4:6b–5:12). 

• 𝐵𝑞 ↔ 𝐵′𝑝′: Rich man fading away in 

pursuits (1:10–11) ↔ God opposes 

proud (4:6a). 

• 𝐵𝑝 ↔ 𝐵′𝑞′: STRICT LEMMA MATCH: 

𝜏𝛼𝜋𝜖𝜄𝜈ó𝜍 (1:9) ↔ 𝜏𝛼𝜋𝜖𝜄𝜈o𝜄𝜍 (4:6b). 

 

• 𝐵𝑞 ↔ 𝐵′𝑝′: Semantic Pairing: 

𝜋𝜆o𝜐́𝜎𝜄o𝜍 (rich) ↔ υ̇𝜋𝜖𝜌𝜂𝜙ά𝜈o𝜄𝜍 

(proud). Wealth conceptually equated 

with socio-spiritual pride. 

Loop 𝐶 ↔ 𝐶′ 

 

Inverted 

𝑝--𝑞 ↔ 𝑞′--𝑝′ 

Jas 1:12–15 

↔ 

Jas 4:1–5 

• 𝐶𝑝 ↔ 𝐶′𝑞′: Blessed patient man 

loving God receives crown of life (1:12–

15) ↔ Friendship with world is hostility 

to God (4:4–5). 

• 𝐶𝑞 ↔ 𝐶′𝑝′: Enticed by own desire/ 

lust (1:13–15) ↔ Wars/fights stem 

from worldly desires/lusts (4:1–3). 

• 𝐶𝑝 ↔ 𝐶′𝑞′: Semantic Antonymic 

Pairing: Loving God 

(𝜏o𝜄𝜍 α̇𝛾𝛼𝜋𝜔̃𝜎𝜄𝜈 𝛼υ̇𝜏ó𝜈) 

  ↔ Worldly Adultery 

(𝜙𝜄𝜆ί𝛼 𝜏o𝜐̃ 𝜅ó𝜎𝜇o𝜐 ϵ̇𝜒𝜃𝜌𝛼 𝜏o𝜐̃ Θ𝜖o𝜐̃). 

 

• 𝐶𝑞 ↔ 𝐶′𝑝′: STRICT LEMMA MATCH: 

𝜖𝜋𝜄𝜃𝜐𝜇𝜄𝛼́ (1:14) ↔ 𝜖𝜋𝜄𝜃𝜐𝜇𝜖𝜄𝜏𝜖 (4:2). 
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Loop Pair & 

Sub-Grid 

Verse 

Range 
Textual Units & Structural Functions 

Strict Lemma Matches vs. Semantic 

Pairings 

Loop 𝐷 ↔ 𝐷′ 

43 Verses 
Covering daily 
lIves  

Inverted 
𝑝--𝑞 ↔ 𝑞′--𝑝′ 

(Three-Tier in 

Dp ↔ D’q’) 

Jas 1:16–

2:13 

↔ 

Jas 3:1–18 

• 𝐷𝑝 ↔ 𝐷′𝑞′: Doers of Word & Pure 

Religion vs unbridled tongue (1:16-27) 

↔ Good behaviours & Wisdom from 

above vs Demonic jealousy (3:13-18) 

 

• 𝐷𝑞 ↔ 𝐷′𝑝′: No partiality & Royal Law 

of Mercy (2:1-13) ↔ Unbridled tongue 

(3:1-12) 

 

Dp ↔ D’q’ 

• Tier 1 (Good): STRICT LEMMA 

MATCH: α̇𝜈𝜔𝜃𝜖𝜈 (1:17) ↔ α̇𝜈𝜔𝜃𝜖𝜈 

(3:17). 

 

• Tier 2 (Bad): Conceptual Link: 

Worthless religion characterised by 

unbridled tongue (1:26) ↔ Demonic 

world trait (3:14). 

• Tier 3 (Good): Semantic Synonym: 

Pure religion (𝜅𝛼𝜃𝛼𝜌𝛼́ in 1:27) ↔ Pure 

wisdom (α̇𝛾𝜈𝜂́ in 3:17). 

Loop 𝐸 ↔ 𝐸′ 

 

Concentric Apex 

Jas 2:14–22 

↔ 

Jas 2:23–26 

• 𝐸𝑝 ↔ 𝐸′𝑞′: Faith without works is 

useless (2:14-20) /dead (2:26). 

 

• 𝐸𝑞 ↔ 𝐸′𝑝′: Justification by works - 

Abraham & Rahab (2:21-22) / (2:23-

25). 

• 𝐸𝑝 ↔ 𝐸𝑞: Dense Lexical 

Concentration & Structural Frame: 

𝜋𝜄𝜎́𝜏𝜄𝜍 (11x) and ϵ̌𝜌𝛾𝛼 (12x). Framed 

symmetrically by 2:20 

(𝜋𝜄𝜎́𝜏𝜄𝜍 𝜒𝜔𝜌𝜄𝜍̀ 𝜏𝜔̃𝜈 ϵ̌𝜌𝛾𝜔𝜈 α̇𝜌𝛾𝜂́ ϵ̇𝜎𝜏𝜄𝜈) 

and 2:26 

(𝜋𝜄𝜎́𝜏𝜄𝜍 𝜒𝜔𝜌𝜄𝜍̀ ϵ̌𝜌𝛾𝜔𝜈 𝜈𝜖𝜅𝜌𝛼́ ϵ̇𝜎𝜏𝜄𝜈). 

 

 

5. Exegetical Analysis of the Diatribe Flow at Jas 2:13–14 

A primary historical-critical objection is that dividing James at Jas 2:13–14 (between Dq–Ep) breaks natural Koine 

Greek continuity. Jas 2:14 opens with a classic Greco-Roman diatribe question: T𝜄 ́𝜏𝜊̀ 𝜊̈𝜙𝜖𝜆o𝜍,  𝛼𝛿𝜖𝜆𝜙o𝜄 𝜇o𝜐 … 

("What good is it, my brothers..."). 

   [Greco-Roman Diatribe Hinge] 

Jas 2:13 (End of Loop D / Dq) 

"Mercy triumphs over judgment" 

[Diagnostic of Favoritism] 

→ 
 

2:14 (Start of Loop E / Ep) 

"What good is it if someone HAS faith but does NOT HAVE works?" 

[Soteriological Apex] 

5.1 The Diatribe as a Rhetorical Hinge 

In Greco-Roman diatribe rhetoric, an abrupt question does not introduce a foreign topic; it functions as an unbroken 

discourse hinge. Jas 2:13 concludes Loop 𝐷𝑞 by warning against partiality and declaring that mercy triumphs over 

judgment. Jas 2:14 immediately operationalizes mercy: "What good is it if someone claims to have faith but shows no 

works of mercy?" 

5.2 Convergence onto the Soteriological Apex 

The diatribe question smoothly transitions the listener from the diagnostic of cold favoritism (𝐷𝑞) directly into the 

engine of active faith (𝐸𝑝). Rather than creating an artificial boundary, the diatribe is the precise vehicle designed to 

slide the audience into the structural centerpiece: Faith without works is dead (𝜋𝜄𝜎𝜏𝜄𝜍 𝜒𝜔𝜌𝜄𝜍 𝜖𝜌𝛾𝜔𝜈 𝜈𝜖𝜅𝜌𝛼 𝜖𝜎𝜏𝜄𝜈). 

 

 

6. Conclusion 

Faith is in daily lives for salvation is God’s reconciliation to have relationship of love with us (versus Him) in our 

daily lives when we draw near Him starting even from today by grace through our faith. Redemption is incidental and 

soteriology ia ancillary to reconcilialogy.  

Faith is expressed in humility before God and perseverance in trials and against pleasure and lust in daily lives and 

being a doer of His Word showing works. Be patient and seek help from above for the coming of the Lord is near. 

 

 

Summarized by Gemini under the guidance of and edited and concluded by David KAM. (October 2026) 

Academic paper and further information: Epistle of Straw | Gospel of Reconciliation   

https://www.epistleofstraw.co.uk/
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  E ↔ E ′


  𝑨 → 𝑬 → 𝑨 ′


  A , B , C , D , E


  E ′ , D ′ , C ′ , B ′ , A ′
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  ↔
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  b ↔ b ′


  ↔


  c ↔ c ′


  ↔


  a ↔ a ′
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  b ↔ b ′


  c ↔ c ′


  𝛿 𝜄 𝛼 𝜅 𝜌 𝜄 𝜈  o ´ 𝜇 𝜖 𝜈 o 𝜍


  ↔


  𝜋 𝜆 𝛼 𝜈 𝜂 𝜃   𝜂 ˜


  B ↔ B ′
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  ↔
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  ↔
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  ↔
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  ↔
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  𝜙 𝜄 𝜆  ι ´ 𝛼   𝜏 o   𝜐 ˜   𝜅  o ´ 𝜎 𝜇 o 𝜐    ϵ . 𝜒 𝜃 𝜌 𝛼   𝜏 o   𝜐 ˜   Θ 𝜖 o   𝜐 ˜
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  ↔


  𝜖 𝜋 𝜄 𝜃 𝜐 𝜇 𝜖   𝜄 ˜ 𝜏 𝜖


  D ↔ D ′


  p -- q ↔ q ′ -- p ′


  ↔
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  D q ↔ D ′ p ′


   α . 𝜈 𝜔 𝜃 𝜖 𝜈


  ↔
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  E q ↔ E ′ p ′
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