John 1:1
Matthew 5:40



 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by the dative of reference from the masculine singular articular present active participle of the verb THELW, which means “to wish, will, or want.”


The article functions as a relative pronoun, translated “with reference to the one who.”


The present tense is a customary present for what typically happens.


The active voice indicates that another person produces the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

Next we have the instrumental of association from the second person singular personal pronoun SU, meaning “with you.”  This is followed by the aorist passive infinitive of the verb KRINW, which means “to go to law; to go to court.”


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


The passive voice indicates other person receives the desire to go to law/court with you.


The infinitive is a complementary infinitive, completing the action of the main verb.

“And with reference to the one who wants to go to court with you”
 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the accusative direct object from the masculine singular article and noun CHIWN with the possessive genitive from the second person singular personal pronoun SU, meaning “your shirt.”   Next we have the aorist active infinitive of the verb LAMBANW, which means “to take.”


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


The active voice indicates that the other person wishing to go to court with you produces the action.


The infinitive is a complementary infinitive.

“and take your shirt,”
 is the second person singular aorist active imperative of the verb APHIĒMI, which means “to let have.”


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


The active voice indicates that the believer is expected to produce the action.


The imperative mood is a command.

Then we have the dative direct object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “him.”  Next we have the adverbial use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “also.”  Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular article, used as a possessive pronoun and the noun HIMATION, which means “your coat.”

“let him have your coat also.”
Mt 5:40 corrected translation
“And with reference to the one who wants to go to court with you and to take your shirt, let him have your coat also.”
Explanation:
1.  “And with reference to the one who wants to go to court with you”

a.  The Lord continues with another example of what He expects from believers as a part of His spiritual kingdom rather than an eye for an eye and tooth for a tooth.


b.  In this situation we have a person (more likely an unbeliever than a believer), who wants to take the believer to court and sue them for a great deal of money.  The actual wrong is not described, and it may be a real wrong done by the believer, who is being sued, or it may be a false accusation in order to make money off of someone else.


c.  The probable scenario here is that an unbeliever is taking the believer to court to defraud him of his wealth.  His wealth is described in terms of the man’s clothing.

2.  “and take your shirt,”

a.  The noun CHIWN refers to the clothing worn next to the skin.  We call it a T-shirt.  In the Roman Empire they called it a tunic.  We can simply refer to it as a shirt in contrast to the next garment, which is clearly the overcoat, or jacket, or outer coat worn over the top of the shirt.


b.  The cost of making clothes in the ancient world was enormous.  We see this in the Roman soldiers at the Cross gambling for Jesus’ expensive robe (remember that that robe was an expensive robe owned by Herod Antipas and put on Jesus to mock Him, when He was sent back to Pilate).  That outer robe cost a great deal of money, but so did the shirt being described here.


c.  As a hypothetical example, the plaintiff here is suing for a $500 shirt.

3.  “let him have your coat also.”

a.  The Lord’s instruction is not just to let the man have the expensive shirt, but give him the even more expensive ($1000) overcoat.  Why?  The purpose is to show the unbeliever that there is something far more valuable in the world than wealth, riches, fine clothes, etc.  The mental attitude of the believer demonstrates the unconditional love and contentment of soul that only a relationship with God through Christ can provide.  This act of generosity is an act of evangelization of the unbeliever, which is far more valuable to Jesus than any shirt or coat or both.


b.  An even higher standard applies to members of the royal family of God under the Church Age doctrine found in 1 Cor 6:6-7, “But brother goes to court with a fellow-believer, and this thing before unbelievers?  Therefore it is really indeed completely a defeat for you, because you continue to have lawsuits against one another.  Why not instead be treated unjustly?  Why not instead be defrauded?”


c.  Can this principle be applied to the Church Age?  Yes, we can certainly do this with regard to the unbeliever.  However, understand that the prosperity is so great in the millennial kingdom of Christ that the loss of even expensive items is nothing compared to the financial prosperity of the believer on a continuous basis.  It will be easy for the believer to part with expensive things today, since overwhelming prosperity continues tomorrow.  Better to use one’s prosperity to evangelize the unbeliever, than to fight in court to keep everything we own.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Jesus envisages a further indignity and loss, the oppressor who wants to take the disciple’s tunic.  This is not outright robbery, but the process whereby the enemy adopts legal means of depriving the follower of Jesus of part of his clothing.  Jesus envisages a situation in which someone adopts legal measures to deprive the disciple of his tunic.  The proper response is not to fight back, but to be ready to let him have the outer garment as well, a more expensive garment and one that even the poorest had the right to keep.  A person had an inalienable right to his cloak; it could not be taken away from him permanently.  Its voluntary surrender is thus significant.”


b.  “This instruction is a metaphor which simply teaches that believers should not be over concerned with ‘rights,’ particularly ‘material rights.’  The cloak and tunic motif was another entrenched legal right (Dt 24:12–13), the abandonment of which Jesus called for.”


c.  “In contrast with the eager litigation of his opponent, the disciple should not only willingly be deprived of his coat (the undergarment), but should add his cloak (the more valuable upper garment) as a bonus, despite the fact that the law (Ex 22:25–27) forbade its confiscation on humanitarian grounds.  The principle here is not primarily the avoidance of lawsuits (as in 1 Cor. 6:1–8, where verse 7 is probably based on this passage), but a radically unselfish attitude to one’s rights and property.”


d.  “Verse 40 is clearly limited to a legal context.  One must be willing to give as collateral an outer garment—more than what the law could require, which was merely an inner garment.”
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