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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 OIKIA, meaning “a house.”  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 house is divided against itself,”
 is the negative OU, meaning “not” plus the third person singular future deponent middle 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 voice is middle in form, but active in meaning with the subject (the house) 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 OIKIA with the adjectival use of the demonstrative pronoun EKEINOS, meaning “that house.”

“that house will not be able to stand.”
Mk 3:25 corrected translation
“And if a house is divided against itself, that house will not be able to stand.”
Explanation:
1.  “And if a house is divided against itself,”

a.  This argument by the Lord is almost identical to the previous argument.  The same logic applies.  The only difference is that instead of a kingdom we have a house.

b.  The word ‘house’ is used for the kingdom of a king as a metaphor in Scripture; for example, the phrase “the house of David” or “the house of Solomon.”  1 Sam 20:16; 2 Sam 3:1.

c.  The word ‘house’ can refer to the kingdom, the family and/or the relatives of a person.  Since the word kingdom was used in the previous argument, the word ‘house’ here more likely refers to the members of Satan’s household.  In other words, if the demons of Satan are working against the demons of Satan, then the entire organization and ‘family’ of Satan is not able to stand.  If a family is feuding within itself, it is no longer a ‘family’.

2.  “that house will not be able to stand.”

a.  The house, family, kingdom, or organization that works against itself will not continue as kingdom, a family or an organization.  Satan’s kingdom or house cannot continue, if Jesus is a part of that kingdom and destroying the works of the devil.

b.  If Jesus really has a demon inside him or is Satan possessed and undoing the works of Satan through His exorcisms, healings, and teachings, then Satan is self-destructing.  And it is painfully obvious to Jesus and the rest of the people that Satan is not self-destructing.  The argument of the scribes is ludicrous to say the least, and the ultimate in blasphemy to say the most.
3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Jesus refuted the scribes with pure reasoned logic—if Satan was opposing himself he had committed suicide (vv. 25–26).”


b.  “Jesus replied to the charge by saying that a kingdom or household divided against itself soon comes to nothing: how, then could Satan promote civil war in his own kingdom?”


c.  “The logic he used against these accusers is unanswerable: If it is agreed that demons are Satan’s servants, then it is illogical to assert that he is casting out his own servants.”


d.  “The generalization must go much farther [than a kingdom].  That is the force of the second illustration about a divided house, which means those who form a family and live together.  The point in adding this second illustration is not so much to apply ‘house’ to Satan’s household, but to open the vista to all the other illustrations that might be used, for any organization or organism that wars with itself destroys itself.”


e.  “The point is made hypothetically: if Satan acted in this way, it would be suicidal; therefore it may be concluded that he is not doing so, and that his kingdom will not thus be destroyed by civil war.  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.”
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