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ABSTRACT

Faith is the main theme in James chapter two. Again, James has his exhortation and reason (purpose) to back up his
exhortation. In this chapter, however, James uses a personal (2:4, 6), theological (2:5, 7, 19-20), and scriptural reflection
(2:8-11, 21, 23, 25) in his reason (purpose). These reflections reveal that James exhorts his readers that are familiar with
a Jewish background and his exhortation is personal. Interestingly, James provides his commentaries on Biblical
quotations (2:22, 24, 26).
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INTRODUCTION

The noun ‘faith’ appears 11 times in this topic (2:14[2x], 17, 18[3x], 20, 22[2x], 24, 26). The verb ‘to believe’
occurs three times (2:19[2], 23). Without works appears 4 times (2:18, 20, 26[2x]). The noun ‘work’ appears 12 times
(2:14, 17, 18[3x], 20, 21, 22[2x], 24, 25, 26).

How does James discuss this topic?
1) Conditional sentence / éav (14, 15, 16, 17). Verse 14 starts Ti 10 @elog with and verse 16 ends with it

as well. llustration: Social community (15-16)

2) Imperative / request (18)

3) Illustration-Question: Demons (19) and Question (20)

4) [llustration (Question)-Statement-Argument: Abraham (21), Statement (22), argument (23).
5) Statement-Illustration (Question): Statement (24), Rahab (25).

6) [llustration: Body and Spirit (26).
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RESEARCH METHOD

This article uses syntactical analysis as its research method. A syntactical analysis is a method that seeks out
the relationship between a word with the other words. In other words, this article analyzes the function of nominative
such as either a nominative subject or predicate nominate. Nominative itself is a form and it needs to be exegeted its
function.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Verse 1
Text

Adehdol pou, pur év mpoowrnoAnuialg €xete v miotv tod Kupiou UGV INcod Xplotod T 66EnG.
Analysis
AdeAdol pou] ‘my brothers’. Simple address of vocative.
pr . . . €xete] ‘do not hold’. Command.
év npoownoAnuiaig] ‘with partiality’. Manner.
v ntiotw] ‘(your) faith’. Accusative of direct object of pun . . . €xete.
1ol kupiou] ‘in the Lord’. Objective genitive.
nUav] ‘our’. Relationship genitive.
Incod Xplotod] ‘Jesus Christ’. Genitive of apposition.

tiig 66¢ng] ‘the glorious’. Attributive genitive.

Verse 2
Text
£€av yap eloéNOn ic cuvaywynv VUGV AvAp XPUCOSOKTUALOG €V £00fTL Aaunpd, elo€ABn &€ kal MTwyog év

punapd €06fTL,
Analysis

€Qv . . . €eloghBn] ‘if (a man) goes into’. Third class condition: uncertain of fulfill-ment, but still likely (Wallace,
696).
vap] ‘because’. Causal.
elg ouvaywynv] ‘into the assembly’. Location.
Op@v] ‘of you’. Possessive genitive.
avnp xpuoodaktuAloc] ‘a man with a gold ring’. Nominative subject of elcéABn. Gold ring appears once in the NT. Hapax
legomenon.
év €00ttt Aaunpd] ‘with a bright clothes. Instrumental.
€lo€ABn] ‘(if a poor man) goes into’. Third class condition: uncertain of fulfill-ment, but still likely (Wallace, 696).
6¢] ‘and’. Connective.
kai] ‘also’. Connective.
ntwxog] ‘a poor man’. Nominative subject of elo€AOn.

év puntapd éo6fit] ‘with filthy clothes’. Instrumental.
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Verse 3
Text

EruBAEPNTE 6¢ €mi 1OV dopolvta trv €60fita TV Aapmpdy Kal einnte: oU KABou woe KAADG, Kal TG TTWX®

glnnte: oU otiOL fj KABou kel UMO TO UMOTOSLOV pov,

Analysis
James repeats the word ‘bright’ from verse 2 and 3.
éruBAédnTe] ‘you pay close attention’. BDAG also interprets it as show special respect for. This subjunctive is still in
third class condition: uncertain of fulfill-ment, but still likely.
6¢] ‘but’. Adversative from the previous clause.
émi tov popolvta] ‘to the one who wears’. This preposition with accusative case indicates spatial.
v €o0fjta v Aapnpav] ‘the bright clothes’. Accusative of direct object of Tov dpopoivra.
kal elnnte] ‘and you say’. The conjunction connects two subjunctives. The subjective is in the third-class condition.
ou] ‘you’. Nominative subject of kaBou.
kaBou] ‘sit’. Imperfective aspect.
Q&g kaAig] “(in) good place’. Location.
kai] ‘but’. Adversative to contrast the response.
™® twyx®] ‘to the poor’. Dative of indirect object.
glnnte] ‘you say’. The subjective is in the third-class condition.
oU] ‘you’. Nominative subject of otiioL.
otii8(] ‘stand’. Perfective aspect.
] ‘or’. Alternative conjunction.
kdBou] ‘sit’. Imperfective aspect.
ékel] ‘there’. Location.

UTo 10 UMondSLOV pou] ‘under my footstool’. This preposition with accusative case indicates location.

Verse 4
Text

Kol oU SLekpiBnTe €v €auTolc Kal £yéveoBe kpital SlaAoylopu®v tovnpiv;
Analysis
Verse 4-7 have questions.
kai] ‘both’. Correlative conjunction.
o0 SLekpiBnte] ‘you made distinctions’. Perfective aspect. Accomplishment or achievement. What is the function of

this aorist? Culminative aorist. The occurrence o0 in question of indicates the answer yes.

év gautolg] ‘among yourselves’. Preposition év plus dative case indicates location.
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Kal éyéveobe] ‘and you become’. Perfective aspect. Accomplishment or achievement. What is the function of this
aorist? Culminative aorist.

kpttai] ‘judges’. Predicate nominative.

Swadoyiop@v] ‘of reasonings’. Genitive of means.

novnp@v] ‘evil’. Attributive genitive.

Verse 5
Text
akouvoate, adeAdol pou dyamntoi- o0x 6 Bed¢ €€eAé€ato ToUC MTwyoUG TG KOGUW MAOUGLOUG £V TILOTEL Kal
KAnPovOpoUC thic Baotheiag A émnyyeilato Tolc dyandow avtov;

Analysis
James provides a reason through a question (repeat the question).

akouoarte] ‘listen’. Perfective aspect.
adeldol pou ayanntol] ‘my beloved brother’. Simple address of vocative.

oUy] ‘did not’. The appearance of x due to the vowel and the rough breathing afterwards. The occurrence ouy in
question of indicates the answer yes.

0 6e06¢] ‘God’. Nominative subject of éeAe€aro.

g&elé€aro] (God) chose’. Perfective aspect and achievement. Constative aorist.
ToUGg tw)xoug] ‘the poor men’. Double accusative of object-complement. Object.
™ koouw] ‘to the world’. Dative of reference or dative of rule.

m\oucioug] ‘to be rich’. Double accusative of object-complement. Complement.
év niiotel] ‘in faith’. A few possibilities: spatial, reference, or dative of rule.

kal kKAnpovopoug] ‘and heirs’. The conjunction connects two complements. Double accusative of object-complement.
Complement.

g Baoheiag] ‘of the kingdom’. Genitive of subordination.
Ac] ‘which’. Relative pronoun serves as a genitive of direct object of énnyyeiAaro.

Tolg yan®owv] ‘to those who love’. Dative of indirect object.

autov] ‘Him’. Accusative of direct object of dyandouv.

Verse 6
Text
UUETG 8¢ ATIHAoATE TOV MTWXOV. oUY ol mAoualol kataduvaotelouaoty VU@V Kal adtol EAkouotlv UUAG i¢ KpLThpLa;

Analysis
Uuelg] ‘you’. Nominative subject of Atyudoate. Emphasis function.

6¢] ‘but’. Adversative.
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Atpaocate] ‘you dishonored’. Constative aorist. Perfective aspect.
tov mtwyov] ‘the poor’. Accusative of direct object of ATiudocate.
oUx] ‘Is it not’. A rhetorical question.
oi mAovuotol] ‘the rich men’. Nominative subject of kataduvaotelouotv.
kataduvaotevouowv] ‘(the rich men) oppress’. Habitual present. Imperfective aspect and accomplishment.
Op®v] ‘you’. Genitive of direct object.
kat] ‘and’. Connects the verbs.
avtoi] ‘they’. Nominative subject of €Akouaotv.
€\kouotv] ‘(the rich men) pull’. Habitual present. Imperfective aspect and accomplishment.
Updc] ‘you’. Accusative of direct object of €Akouotv.
eig kputripla] ‘to the lawcourt’. This preposition with an accusative case indicates a location.

Verse 7
Text
oUk avtol BAaopnuololv 1o Kahov dvopa T EMmKANOEY £d° UUAEG;
Analysis

oUk] ‘do not’. The appearance of k due to the vowel and the rough breathing afterwards. The occurrence ouk in
question of indicates the answer yes.

avtoli] ‘they’. Nominative subject of BAacdnuolov.

BAaodnuolow] ‘(they) blaspheme’. Habitual present. Imperfective aspect and activity.

10 KaAOV Ovopa] ‘the good name’. Accusative of direct object of BAacdnpolov.

TO émikAnBev éd’ Updg] ‘which has been called upon you’. This construction is a accusative of apposition.
Verse 8

Text
El pévtol vopov telelte BaotAtkov Kot THV ypadnv: dyamnrnoelg tov mAnolov oou wg oeautov, KaA®G MoLETTE:

Analysis
Verse 8 and 9 use an if clause.

EL. .. teketlte] ‘if you fulfill’. This construction indicates the first-class condition: the assumption of truth for the sake of
argument (Wallace 690).

pévtot] ‘really’. Emphatic.
vouov . . . Baohkov] ‘law of king’. Accusative of direct object of teAelte.
katd v ypadnv-] ‘according to the writing’. Standard.

ayamnoelg] ‘you shall love’. Predictive future.
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tov mAnotov] ‘neighbor’. Accusative of direct object of ayanroeLg.
oou] ‘of you’. Genitive of relationship.
wg] ‘like’. Comparative.
oeautov] ‘yourself’. Accusative of direct object of dyamnoeLg.
kaA®g] ‘well’. Degree.
nolelte] “you are doing’. Descriptive present.
Verse 9
Text
el 8¢ mpoowmnoAnumnteite, apoptiav épyalecbe éleyxduevol UTIO Tol VOUOU W¢ tapaBdral.
Analysis

el. .. npoowrnoAnurteite] ‘if you show partiality’. Hapax legomenon. This construction indicates the first-class
condition: the assumption of truth for the sake of argument (Wallace 690).

6€] ‘but’. Adversative with the previous verse.

apaptiav] ‘sin’. Accusative of direct object of épydlecbe.
é\eyxopevol] ‘with the result of convicted’. Result participle.
Umo tol vopou] by law’. Agency.

wg] ‘like’. Comparative.

napafdrat] ‘violators’. Predicate nominative.

Verse 10
Text
00TLG yap OAOV TOV VOOV Tnpnon, itaion &€ €v £vi, yéyovev maviwyv €voxog.

Analysis
Verse 10-11 have because or for.

60115 . . . tnprion] ‘whoever’. Nominative subject of dotig. Third class condition: uncertain of fulfill-ment, but still
likely (Wallace, 696).

vap] ‘for’. Causal.

OMov tov vopov] ‘the whole law’. Accusative of direct object of tnprion.

nitaion] ‘(whoever) stumbles’. Third class condition: uncertain of fulfill-ment, but still likely (Wallace, 696).
6¢] ‘but’. Adversative.

v €vi] ‘in one (point)’. Location.

véyovev]| ‘he has become’. Gnomic perfect.
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évoxog] ‘guilty’. Predicate nominative.

navtwv] ‘of all’. Wholative genitive.

Verse 11
Text 5
0 yap elmwv- PN powxeviong, ey kai- un povelione: €i 6& ol polxelelg, dovelelg &€, yéyovag mapaBdtng vouou.
Analysis
0 ...elnwv] ‘he who said’. Substantival participle.
vap] ‘for’. Causal.
pn poxevong] ‘do not commit adultery’. Prohibitive subjunctive.
ginev] ‘he said’. Constative aorist. Perfective aspect. Semelfactive.
kat] ‘also’. Ascensive.

un dovevong] ‘do not murder’. Prohibitive subjunctive.

gl...oU poevelg] ‘if you do not commit adultery’. This construction indicates the first-class condition: the
assumption of truth for the sake of argument (Wallace 690).

6¢] ‘now’. Transitional.

dovelelg] ‘you murder’. This construction indicates the first-class condition: the assumption of truth for the sake of
argument (Wallace 690).

6¢] ‘but’. Adversative.
véyovag] ‘you have become’. Stative aspect.

napaBatng vopou] “violator (transgressor) of law. Predicate nominative.

Verse 12
Text
OUtw¢ AaAette kal o0Twg MoLeTte wg dLd vopou éAeuBepiag péAovieg kpiveaBal.

Analysis
OUtwg] ‘therefore’. Inferential.

AaAette] “speak’. Command.
kai] ‘and’. Connective.
OUtwg] ‘therefore’. Inferential.
notelte] ‘do’. Command.

wg] ‘as’. Comparative.

51 vépou] ‘by the law’. Means.

Copyright © 2024 e-ISSN 2622-1039, p-ISSN 2621-8038

40



Theological Journal Kerugma Vol 7, No. 1, April 2024

é\evBeplag] ‘of liberty’. Descriptive genitive. Cf 1:25.
péMovteg] ‘those who will be’. Substantival participle.
kpiveoBat] ‘to be judged’. Complementary infinitive.

Verse 13
Text
1 yap Kpilolg AvEAEOG T® I TtotoavtL EAe0g- Katakauxatol EAE0g KpLOEwWS.
Analysis
N ... kplo] ‘judgment’. Nominative subject.
vap] ‘for’. Causal.
avéleog] ‘merciless’. Predicate nominative.
T™Q pn mowoavty] ‘to the one who does not do’. Dative of indirect object.
€\eog] ‘mercy’. Accusative of direct object of t@ ur mowjoavrt.
katakavydrtal] ‘(mercy) triumphs over’. Gnomic present.
é\eog] ‘mercy’. Nominative subject of katakauydtadt.
kploewg] ‘judgment’. Genitive of subordination.

Verse 14
Text
Ti 10 0dehog, adeAdol pou, €av mioTtv Aéyn TIg EXeLY, Epya 6 un €xn; un duvatal ) moTig cWoal avuTtov;
Analysis
Ti] ‘what (is)’. Predicate nominative.
10 6delog] ‘the good / profit’. Nominative subject.
adehdot pou] ‘my brothers’. Simple address of vocative.
€av...Aéyn] ‘if . .. he says’. Third class condition: uncertain of fulfill-ment, but still likely (Wallace, 696).
niiotw] ‘faith’. Accusative of direct object of £€xev.
1G] ‘someone’. Nominative subject of Agyn.
€xew] ‘to have’. Indirect discourse.
épya] ‘works’. Accusative of direct object of &€xn.
6¢] ‘but’. Adversative.
un €xn] ‘he does not have’. Third class condition: uncertain of fulfill-ment, but still likely (Wallace, 696).

pn duvaratl] ‘is (the faith) able’. This construction expects the answer ‘no’.
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f niotig] ‘the faith’. Nominative subject of pry SUvatad.
o®oal] ‘to save’. Complementary infinitive.

autov] ‘him’. Accusative of direct object of o®oau.

Verse 15
Text B
€av adeldog i abeddn yupvol Umapxwolv Kal Aetmopevol wov th¢ Eédnuépou Tpodiig,
Analysis
éav ... unapxwouv] ‘if . . . existed’. Third class condition: uncertain of fulfill-ment, but still likely (Wallace, 696).
adeldag] ‘a brother’. Nominative subject of Unmapywotv.
] ‘or’. Alternative.
adeldn] “a sister’. Nominative subject of Untdpxwotv.
yupvol] ‘naked ones’. Predicate nominative.
kai] ‘and’. Connective.
Aeunopevol Gowv] “were lacking’. Periphrastic participle.
TG épnuépou tpodiic] ‘daily food’. Genitive of direct object.
Verse 16
Text
€lnn 6€ T alTolg £€ LUWV- LTIAyeTe €v elprvn, BeppaivecBde kal xoptaleobe, un SWte 6€ aUTOLC TA €mutrdela tod
owparog, Tt 10 6¢delog;
Analysis
ginn] ‘(one of you) says’. Third class condition: uncertain of fulfill-ment, but still likely (Wallace, 696).
6¢] ‘and’. Transitional.
Tig] ‘one’. Nominative subject of elmn.
autoig] ‘them’. Dative of indirect object.
€€ Uu@V] ‘of you’. Partitive.
Undyete] ‘go’. Command.
év elprivn] ‘in peace’. Manner.
Beppaiveobe] ‘be warmed’. Command.

kal xoptaleoBe] ‘and be filled’. Command.

pr dwte] ‘do not give’. Third class condition: uncertain of fulfill-ment, but still likely (Wallace, 696).
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6¢] ‘but’. Adversative.
avtoig] ‘them’. Dative of indirect object.
ta érutridela] ‘the necessary things’. Accusative of direct object of S@te.
100 owpoatog] ‘the body’. Subjective genitive.
t] ‘what (is)’. Predicate nominative.
10 6delog] ‘the good / profit’. Nominative subject.

Verse 17
Text
oUTwG Kai N miotig, €av ur €xn €pya, vekpd €0TLv KaB' €aUTAv.
Analysis
oUtwc] ‘so’. Inferential.
kai] ‘also’. Connective.
f miotig] ‘the faith’. Nominative subject of éotwv.
€av un €xn] ‘if (it) does not have’. Third class condition: uncertain of fulfill-ment, but still likely (Wallace, 696).
épya] ‘works’. Accusative of direct object of &€xn.
vekpa] ‘dead’. Predicate nominative.
éotw] ‘is’. Impersonal verb. State.

kaB’ eautnv] ‘by itself’. BDAG states that isolation or separateness.

Verse 18
Text
AN\ £pel TG oU TtioTy €XELg, Kayw Epya EXw. SETEOV oL TAV TLoTLV 6o Xwpig TV Epywy, Kayw ool Seifw &k TV
£pPYWV OV TNV MioTLv.
Analysis
AaAAG] ‘but’. Adversative.
épel] ‘(he) will say’. Predictive future.
Tig] ‘someone’. Nominative subject of épel.
oU] ‘you’. Emphasis. Nominative subject of €xeLg.
niiotwv] ‘faith’. Accusative of direct object of €xeL.
€xelc] ‘you have’. General present.

kayw] ‘and I’. Emphasis. Nominative subject of &éxw.

épya] ‘works’. Accusative of direct object of €xw.
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6€t§ov] ‘show’. Command. Perfective aspect. Achievement.
pot] ‘me’. Dative of indirect object.

v riotw] “faith’. Accusative of direct object of the imperative.
oou] ‘of you’. Subjective genitive.

XwpLg TV Epywv] ‘without works’. Separation.

kayw] ‘and I’. Emphasis. Nominative subject of dei§w.

ool] ‘you’. Dative of indirect object.

6etéw] ‘I will show’. Predictive future.

€k TV €pywv] ‘by my works’. Means.

pou] ‘of me’. Subjective genitive.

v niotw] ‘faith’. Accusative of direct object.

Verse 19

Text
oU TILOTEVELG OTL E1G £0TLV 0 B£0C¢, KAARDC TIOLETG: Kal T Sapodvia motevouoLy Kai ppicoouaty.

Analysis

oU] ‘you’. Emphasis. Nominative subject of mioteveLc.

ruotevelg] ‘you believe’. General present. Imperfective perfect. State.
ot] ‘that’. Indirect discourse.

gic] ‘one’. Predicate nominative.

éotw] ‘is’. Impersonal verb. State.

0 Be6¢] ‘God’. Nominative subject.

kKaA®g] ‘well’. Manner.

nolelg] ‘you do’. General present. Imperfective perfect.

kai] ‘also’. Connective.

ta Saipovia] ‘the demons’. Nominative subject.

ruotebouowv] ‘believe’. General present. Imperfective perfect. State.
kai] ‘and’. Connective.

¢dpiooouaotv] ‘shudder’. General present. Imperfective perfect. State. Hapax legomenon.
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Verse 20
Text B
O¢AeLg &€ yvival, w avBpwre KeVE, OTL N TOTLG XWPLG TWV Epywv Apyr) €0TLY;
Analysis
@éAeig] ‘Are you willing’. Descriptive present. Imperfective aspect and state.
6¢] ‘but’. Adversative.
yv@va] ‘to recognize’. Complementary infinitive.
0 &vBpwre kevé] ‘oh empty man’. Simple address of vocative.
ot] ‘that’. Indirect discourse.
f miotig] “faith’. Nominative subject.
XwpLg TV Epywv] ‘without works’. Separation.

apyn] ‘useless (worthless)’. Predicate nominative.

éotwv] ‘is’. Impersonal verb. State.

Verse 21
Text
ABpadp 6 matnp AUV oUK &€ Epywv €8IkalwOn Avevéykag loadk Tov uiov altol &nl 1o Buclaotrploy;
Analysis
ABpadu] ‘Abraham’. Nominative subject of €6wkawon.

o matnp AU®V] ‘our father’. Nominative of apposition and genitive of relationship.

oUK . .. édlkouwBn] ‘was not . . . justified’. This construction expects the answer yes. Constative aorist. Perfective
aspect and state.

€€ Epywv] ‘by works’. Means.

avevéykag] ‘when offering’. Temporal participle.

loadk] ‘Isaac’. Accusative of direct object of dvevéykag.

TOV ULOV aUTtol] ‘his son’. Accusative of apposition and genitive of relationship.

émi 16 Buotaotrplov] ‘on the altar’. This preposition with an accusative case indicates location.

Verse 22

Text
BAEmeLg OTL N mioTIG cuvnpyEeL TOIG Epyolg alTol Kal €K TWV EPYwWV I TLOTLC ETEAELWON,

Analysis
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BAemelg] ‘you see’. Present in indirect discourse. Imperfective aspect and achievement.
oti] ‘that’. Indirect discourse.
n niotig] “faith’. Nominative subject.
ouvnpyet] ‘was works together’. Descriptive imperfect. Imperfective aspect and accomplishment.
1ol €pyolcg] ‘with (his) works’. Dative of means.
avutod] ‘his’. Subjective genitive.
kai] ‘and’. Connective.
€K TV €pywv] ‘by works’. Means.
f miotig] “faith’. Nominative subject.
ételewwdn] ‘was perfected’. Notice that ‘perfect’ has occurred twice in 1:4. Cf mature or complete. Constative aorist.

Perfective aspect and achievement.

Verse 23
Text
Kal EmAnpwOn ) ypadn r Aéyovaoa- éniotevoev 6& ABpadu @ Be®, kai EAoyioBn alt® £ig Sikatoolvny kal dilog
Be00 €kAnON.
Analysis
kai] ‘and’. Connective.
énAnpwOn] ‘was fulfilled’. Constative aorist. Perfective aspect and achievement.
n ypadn] ‘the writing’. Nominative subject.
] ‘which’. Relative pronoun function.
Aéyouoa] ‘saying’. Participle of manner.
éniotevoev] ‘(Abraham) believed’. Constative aorist. Perfective aspect and state.
6¢] ‘now’. Transitional.
ABpadp] ‘Abraham’. Nominative subject.
™ Be®] ‘God’. Dative of direct object.
kai] ‘and’. Connective.
£MoyioBn] ‘it was considered’. Constative aorist. Perfective aspect and achievement.
elg Sikaoovvnv] ‘as righteousness’. Result.
kai] ‘and’. Connective.

dilog] ‘the friend’. Nominative subject of £kAn6n.

Beol] ‘God’. Genitive of relationship.
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£KAROnN] ‘(the friend of God) was called’. Constative aorist. Perfective aspect.

Verse 24
Text
opdte Ot €€ £pywv Skatoltal GvBpwmog kat oUK €K TioTew  pudvov.
Analysis
opdte] ‘you see’. Present in indirect discourse. Imperfective aspect and achievement. Cf 2:22.
ot] ‘that’. Indirect discourse.
¢ Epywv] ‘by works’. Means.
SwaroUtat] ‘(the man) is justified. Gnomic present. Imperfective aspect and state.
avBpwrog] ‘a man’. Nominative subject.

kai] ‘and’. Connective.

oUK &k TioTewg povov] ‘not by faith alone’. Means.

Verse 25

Text
opoiwg 8¢ katPaap ) mopvn oUk &€ Epywv £8kalwOn Umodeapévn Toug AyyEloug Kal £Tépa 686G ékBaiolioa;

Analysis

opoiwg] ‘similarly’. Comparison.

6¢] ‘and’. Connective.

kai] ‘also’. Additional idea.

‘PaaP] ‘Rahab’. Nominative subject of €6tkatwon.

r opvn] ‘the harlot’. Nominative in simple apposition.

oUk &€ €pywv] ‘was not by works’. This construction expects the answer yes. Means.
€6kawwBn] ‘justified’. Constative aorist. Perfective aspect and state.
Unode§apévn] ‘when welcoming (receiving)’. Temporal.

ToUG dyyéloug] ‘messengers’. Accusative of direct object of Umode€apévn.
kai] ‘and’. Connective.

€tépq 06 ‘by different road’. Dative of means.

ékBatoloa] ‘sending’. Temporal.
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Verse 26
Text
WoTEP yap TO CWHUA XWPLE TIVEUATOG VEKPOV €0TLV, oUTWG Kal f ToTL xwplg Epywv VEKPA €OTLY.

Analysis
worep] ‘just as’. Comparative. Cf 2:25 uses a different word but the same meaning.

vap] ‘because’. Causal.
10 owpa] ‘the body’. Nominative subject.
Xwplg mvevpartog] ‘without spirit’. Separation.
vekpov] ‘dead’. Predicate nominative.
éotwv] ‘is’. Impersonal verb. State.
oUtwg] ‘thus’. Inferential.
kai] ‘also’. Additional idea.
n niotig] “faith’. Nominative subject.
Xwplg €pywv] ‘without works’. Separation.
vekpd] ‘dead’. Predicate nominative.
éotw] ‘is’. Impersonal verb. State.
CONCLUSION

Chapter one demonstrates that the real problem is not our external, but the problem of the heart. James continues

this concept to chapter two. Partiality occurs due to the problem of the heart (faith). Our words become the problem due
to the problem of the heart. Believers who do not match their faith with their works have the heart problem.
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