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
 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And” plus the third class conditional particle EAN, meaning “if” and it may or may not be true.  Then we have the nominative subject from the feminine singular noun BASILEIA, meaning “a kingdom.”  This is followed by the preposition EPI plus the accusative of opposition from the third person feminine singular reflexive pronoun HEAUTOU, meaning “against itself.”  Then we have the third person singular aorist passive subjunctive from the verb MERIZW, which means “to be divided.”

The aorist tense is a constative aorist, which views the action in its entirety as a hypothetical fact.


The passive voice indicates that the kingdom receive the action of being divided.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

“And if a kingdom is divided against itself,”
 is the negative OU, meaning “not” plus the third person singular present deponent middle/passive indicative from the verb DUNAMAI, which means “to be able.”

The present tense is gnomic present, which describes the action as a universal truth or something that is always true.


The deponent middle/passive voice is middle/passive in form, but active in meaning with the subject (the kingdom) producing the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact and reality.

Then we have the aorist passive infinitive from the verb HISTĒMI, which means “to stand” in the sense of ‘survive’.  Finally, we have the nominative subject from the feminine singular article and noun BASILEIA with the adjectival use of the demonstrative pronoun EKEINOS, meaning “that kingdom.”

“that kingdom is not able to stand.”
Mk 3:24 corrected translation
“And if a kingdom is divided against itself, that kingdom is not able to stand.”
Explanation:
1.  “And if a kingdom is divided against itself,”

a.  The Lord adds a second logical argument to His refutation of the scribes insult and blasphemy that He is in league with the devil; that is, functioning under the direction and power of Satan.  This argument deals with the politics of the situation.  Satan has a kingdom.  His kingdom is this world.  He is the prince of the power of the air. He is the prince of this world.
b.  “The NT enlarges upon the intertestamental literature’s understanding of Satan as ruling over a kingdom of demons.  Jesus pictures Satan as a heavily armed prince dwelling with his demonic subjects in a fortified palace (Mt 12:25–29).  Satan, along with his demons, exercises so much power over the nations that he is termed the ‘ruler of this world’ (Jn 12:31; 14:30; 16:11; Rev 12:9; 20:3, 7f; Lk 4:5f).  It is striking that the terms in Rom 13:1, 3 for the governmental rulers instituted by God for the good of society (árchōn and exousía) are used in Eph 6:12 for the satanic powers against which the Christian must wage spiritual warfare.  Satan rules in the hearts of all those who are not ‘born of God’ (1 Jn 3:8f); they are called the ‘children of the devil’ (v 10; cf. Jn 8:44).  Prior to regeneration all were energized and motivated by the spirit of Satan (Eph. 2:2; cf. Acts 26:18).  For the time being God has granted Satan a limited power over death, and Satan uses the fear of death to keep people in bondage to him (Heb 2:14f).  He does this by contrasting the anxiety and despair associated with death with the immediate, albeit temporary, gratification that can be obtained by following his ways rather than God’s.”


c.  The Lord assumes for the sake of argument that Satan’s kingdom is divided against itself, which means that one part of the kingdom is fighting against the other part of the kingdom.  This would be true, if Jesus were a part of Satan’s kingdom and forcing demons to leave people alone, so that Satan’s objectives in indwelling people were not accomplished.  For example, David’s kingdom could not stand as long as his son Absalom was in revolt against his father.  The kingdom was thrown into chaos.
2.  “that kingdom is not able to stand.”

a.  The result of the Lord’s hypothesis is that the divided kingdom is not able to stand, survive, continue, etc.

b.  Revolution destroys the nation-state while the revolution continues.  If half of the fallen angels were in rebellion against Satan and the other half of the fallen angels, then Satan’s kingdom would be destroyed.  It would not be able to continue.

c.  The scribes insinuate that Jesus is under the authority of Satan and doing what Satan wants by making Satan’s demons powerless to affect the lives of people.  The two ideas are contradictory with each other.  Either Jesus is fighting against Satan and the fallen angels by performing exorcisms and healings or He is supporting Satan and the fallen angels by doing these things.  The former makes sense, the latter does not.  Satan was not using Jesus to destroy his own power over mankind.

d.  Satan’s kingdom will not stand.  It will fall strategically at the Cross and tactically at the Second Advent.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Jesus dealt with the second accusation first (vv. 23-26) by showing the absurdity of their underlying assumption that Satan acts against himself.  He used two illustrations to make the self-evident point that if a kingdom or a house (household) is divided against itself in purpose and goals, it cannot stand.  The same applies to Satan if it is assumed that Satan opposes himself and his realm is divided.”


b.  “Neither was it possible to believe that Satan would rise up against himself and seek to destroy his own kingdom.  To do so would mean an end of his power over mankind.”


c.  “The exorcisms show that Satan’s kingdom is in fact under attack: if this is not from the inside, then he is facing an external enemy, and the successes of that enemy point to his downfall, not through civil strife but through conquest by a stronger power.  …As proclaimer of the kingdom of God Jesus is necessarily engaged in the destruction of the kingdom of Satan.  It is from that quarter, not from within, that Satan’s end is coming.”


d.  The hypothetical assertion of Jesus is that “Satan is helping to drive out his own demon subjects from their possessions (unbelievers).  If Satan keeps that up, his kingdom will certainly go to ruin.”


e.  “Jesus’ argument is cumulative in its force: If what you [the scribes] say is true there exists the impossible circumstance that Satan is destroying his own realm.  For it is self-evident that a kingdom divided against itself will fall.  If your accusation is factual [that Jesus is working for Satan], then Satan has become divided in his allegiance.  This should mean that he has become powerless.  Yet this is clearly not so.  Satan remains strong, and this fact exposes the fallacy of your charge.”
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