John 1:1
Matthew 5:35



 is the negative coordinating conjunction MĒTE, used in conjunction with the previous MĒTE, meaning “neither…nor.”  With this we have the preposition EN plus the instrumental of means from the feminine singular article and noun GĒ, meaning “by the earth.”

“nor by the earth,”
 is the causal use of the conjunction HOTI, meaning “because,” followed by the predicate nominative from the neuter singular noun HUPOPODION, which means “the footstool.”  Then we have the third person singular present active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: it is.”


The present tense is an aoristic present, which views the state of being as a fact.


The active voice indicates that earth produces the state of being the footstool of God.


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

Next we have the genitive of identity from the masculine plural noun POUS plus the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “of His feet.”

“because it is the footstool of His feet,”
 is the negative coordinating conjunction MĒTE, used in conjunction with the previous MĒTE, meaning “neither…nor…nor.  Then we have the preposition EIS plus the accusative of manner, used as a “marker of a guarantee, meaning: by; to swear by something, Mt 5:35.”
  With this we have the neuter plural noun HIEROSOLUMA, meaning “Jerusalem.”
“nor by Jerusalem,”
 is the causal use of the conjunction HOTI, meaning “because,” followed by the predicate nominative from the feminine singular noun POLIS, meaning “the city.”  Then we have the third person singular present active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: it is.”


The present tense is an aoristic present, which views the state of being as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Jerusalem produces the state of being the city of God.


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

Finally, we have the possessive genitive from the masculine singular article and adjective MEGAS plus the noun BASILEUS, meaning “of the Great King.”

“because it is the city of the Great King,”
Mt 5:35 corrected translation
“nor by the earth, because it is the footstool of His feet, nor by Jerusalem, because it is the city of the Great King,”
Explanation:
1.  “nor by the earth, because it is the footstool of His feet,”

a.  This verse is the continuation of the sentence begun in the previous verse.  The entire sentence so far now reads: “However, I say to you to not take an oath at all; neither by heaven, because it is the throne of God, nor by the earth, because it is the footstool of His feet, nor by Jerusalem, because it is the city of the Great King,”


b.  The Lord adds to His previous admonitions that believers are not to guarantee an oath or promise by the earth.  And the reason, like before, is given.  The earth is God’s footstool, which means that it belongs to Him, and thus, He can do with it as He wills.  Being a footstool is a position of subordination.  The earth is subordinate to the Lord.  This is clearly brought out in Rev 6-19, where we see all the plagues that God inflicts on the earth during the Tribulation (water turned to blood; vegetation dying all over the world; mountains falling down; worldwide earthquake; fires, volcanoes, etc.)


c.  Since man has no authority over the earth, to make an oath by the earth is an empty oath/promise.  Man has no ability to make the earth do anything to fulfill the oath or promise.

2.  “nor by Jerusalem, because it is the city of the Great King,”

a.  Our Lord adds another means which is useless to swear by, and that is by the city of Jerusalem.  Cities are incapable of keeping promises or enforcing oaths.  Imagine telling another person that you will pay their loan of money to you, ‘So help you Los Angeles’.  People would laugh in your face for such silliness.


b.  Jesus again gives the reason why no one should swear an oath or make a promise by the city of Jerusalem.  That city belongs to the King of the Jews—the Messiah, the Son of God.  And Jerusalem is no substitute for its King.  The city is incapable of enforcing the fulfillment of an oath or promise, but the Lord Himself can.  However, the scribes and Pharisees were wise enough to not make an oath by the Lord God.  Such an action was considered blasphemy, because no person has the ability to force God to do anything.  To suggest that they can force God to enforce their promise is blasphemy.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The Pharisees used all kinds of tricks to sidestep the truth, and oaths were among them.  They would avoid using the holy name of God, but they would come close by using the city of Jerusalem, heaven, earth, or some part of the body.”


b.  “Swearing ‘by heaven,’ ‘by the earth,’ or ‘by Jerusalem’ is binding, since they are God’s throne … footstool, and city, respectively.”
  If swearing by these things was binding, then why did the scribes and Pharisees use these things as their ‘gimmick’ to get out of having to fulfill their oath, since they didn’t swear by God?

c.  “Jesus goes on to repudiate the use of ‘second-class’ oaths which avoid the name of God (and therefore are not binding).  They do not exclude God, as heaven, earth and Jerusalem are all inseparably linked with God.”


d.  “The situation described is one in which many Jews viewed swearing by ‘heaven,’ ‘earth,’ ‘Jerusalem,’ or ‘one’s head’ as less binding than swearing ‘by God.’ Jesus stresses that each of these items belongs to God in an important way, so that the conventional Jewish distinctions are spurious.”


e.  “Nor should an oath be sworn by the earth.  It seems a curious form of oath, but it is perhaps meant as a contrast to the preceding reference to heaven.  Since the name of God was not used, many Jews cheerfully swore ‘by earth’ (an oath ‘by heaven and by earth’ is regarded as not binding).  Swearing by the earth does not avoid the link with God, for the earth is the footstool of his feet.  At one and the same time the footstool brings out subjection and nearness.   Nor should an oath be sworn by Jerusalem.  The city is linked with God as being the city of the great king (Ps 48:1–2).  The point of all this is that by their hair-splitting differences the Jews could not escape between this form of oath or vow and that.  God is present in all His creation.  The important thing, Jesus is saying, is to tell the truth and keep one’s pledges without insisting that a certain form of words must be used if it is to be binding.  No oath is necessary for the truthful person.”


f.  “Jesus declared that all the minor oaths, which the Jews used with the understanding that they were not binding, are also true oaths.  For though God is not directly mentioned in each oath, He is most certainly involved.”
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