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Hannah's Bible Outline - Note Especially the Three Attempts to Trap Jesus
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The public ministry of the Son of Man concluded (Lk 20:1-21:38)
1) The opposition of the priests (Lk 20:1-26)
a) Over authority (Lk 20:1-19)
i). The question of authority (Lk 20:1-2)
ii). Jesus' reply: a silencing question (Lk 20:3-8)
iii). The parable of His rejection and the promise of His triumph (Lk 20:9-19)
b) Over tribute (Lk 20:20-26)
i) The question of taxes (Lk 20:20-22)
ii) Jesus' reply (Lk 20:23-26)
2) The opposition of the Sadducees (Lk 20:27-38)
a) The question (Lk 20:27-33)
b) The reply (Lk 20:34-38)
3) The opposition of the Scribes (Lk 20:39-21:4)
a) Their statement (Lk 20:39-40)
b) Jesus' question (Lk 20:41-44)
c) Jesus' condemnation of the Scribes (Lk 20:45-47)

d) The widow's contrast to the Scribes (Lk 21:1-4)

Click to Enlarge Summary of Passion Week

(Source: NIV Study Bible)

Luke 20:1 On one of the days while He was teaching the people in the Temple and preaching the gospel, the chief priests
and the scribes with the elders confronted Him,

Luke 20:1KJV And it came to pass, that on one of those days, as he taught the people in the temple, and
preached the gospel, the chief priests and the scribes came upon him with the elders,

=« On one of the days while He was teaching the people in the templeLk 19:47,48; Mark 11:27; John 18:20
= the chief priests and the scribes with the elders confronted Him,1 Chronicles 24:1-31
= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

= Luke 19:45-20:8 By What Authority? - Steven Cole
= Luke 20:1-8 Rejecting the King's Authority - John MacArthur
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Herod’s Temple

King Herod the Great began renovations on the Second Temple approximately 20-19 BC
The entire temple wasn't completed until approximately 62-64 AD, only o be destroyed
by the Romans in 70 AD.
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Compare parallels in Matt. 21:23-27; Mark 11:27-33.

The chief priests and the experts in the law with the elders came up. The description is similar to Luke 19:47. The leaders are really
watching Jesus at this point.

Steven Cole has an interesting introduction to this section on authority imagining himself as a reporter in Jerusalem interviewing a
member of the Jewish Sanhedrin.

On one of the days while He was teaching (didasko in present tense - continually) the people in the Temple(hieros) and
preaching the gospel (euaggelizo) - When is one of the days? Most say this is probably Tuesday morning, but MacArthur thinks it
is Wednesday (because he feels that "Palm Sunday" really occurred on Monday! See his logic here) Where in the Temple? We don't
know for certain, but the biggest space would have been the Court of the Gentiles (about 10 football fields in size - see diagram
above) which had just been purged of the perversion being practiced.

That Jesus was teaching is only fitting for that is how He began His "3 Year Race" - "And He began teaching in their synagogues
and was praised by all." (Lk. 4:15+) So He began in a synagogue and ended in the Temple. What an example for every pastor and
teacher all across the world (1Peter 2:21+, 1 dn 2:6+)! And remember that the Jewish crowd acknowledged that Jesus' teaching was

different "for He was teaching them as one having authority (exousia), and not as their scribes.Matthew recording." (Matthew
7:29+)

Mark's version gives more background of what Jesus did each day (Note MacArthur's scene would advance each day, so Sunday is
really Monday, etc) -

=« Sunday PM - Mk 11:11;

= Monday AM - Mk 11:12-18 (Fig tree cursing not in Luke),
« Monday PM - Mk 11:19

= Tuesday AM - Mk 11:20-26 (Not found in Luke)

It is notable that in Jesus' final days of life He madeteaching and preaching in the Temple the focal point of His last days ministry.
It is not surprising that these same two verbs (teaching and preaching) were used to describe His followers who walked in His
steps (Acts 5:42; 15:35, cf 1 Pe 2:21-note). We do well to follow their example!

Teaching (cf Lk 19:47+)(1321)(didasko) indicates that Jesus was the passing on information focused on content, with the purpose
of discovering the truth Synagogue teaching, as illustrated by that of Jesus, was basically expository. The root meaning
of didasko carries with it the idea of systematic teaching or systematic training. It is the word that is used to refer to a choir director
who trains a choir over a long period of rehearsals until they are able to perform. In Scripture to teach means to pass on the truth
about the Word of God, the God of the Word and the faith of the saints, with the goal of influencing the understanding and
stimulating obedience to the truth taught and resultant Spirit energized transformation and Christ-likeness. The essence of a disciple
in fact is that he or she is a learner. The teacher teaches and the disciple hears and processes what is heard so that this truth affects
his or her innermost being. Ultimately the purpose of didasko is to shape the will of the one taught. And this is what Jesus was trying
to do in these last of His last days!
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Luke's uses of didasko - Lk. 4:15; Lk. 4:31; Lk. 5:3; Lk. 5:17; Lk. 6:6; Lk. 11:1; Lk. 12:12; Lk. 13:10; Lk. 13:22;
Lk. 13:26; Lk. 19:47; Lk. 20:1; Lk. 20:21; Lk. 21:37; Lk. 23:5; Acts 4:2; Acts 4:18; Acts 5:21; Acts 5:25; Acts
5:28; Acts 5:42; Acts 11:26; Acts 15:1; Acts 15:35; Acts 18:11; Acts 18:25; Acts 20:20; Acts 21:21; Acts 21:28;
Acts 28:31

Preaching the gospel (good news)(present tense - continually) (2097)(euaggelizo/euangelizo from eu = good, well + aggéllo =
proclaim, tell; English = evangelize) means to announce good news concerning something. Euaggelizo was often used in
the Septuagint for preaching a glad or joyful message (cf. 1Sam. 31:9; 2 Sa 1:20; 4:10). Euaggelizo/euangelizo in its original sense
could be used to refer to an announcement or declaration of any kind of good news, but in the NT it refers especially to the glad
tidings of salvation obtained through Jesus Christ's death, burial and resurrection. One wonders if this was what He was preaching
even as the day of His death came ever closer.

Luke's uses of euaggelizo - Lk. 1:19; Lk. 2:10; Lk. 3:18; Lk. 4:18; Lk. 4:43; Lk. 7:22; Lk. 8:1; Lk. 9:6; Lk.
16:16; Lk. 20:1; Acts 5:42; Acts 8:4; Acts 8:12; Acts 8:25; Acts 8:35; Acts 8:40; Acts 10:36; Acts 11:20; Acts
13:32; Acts 14:7; Acts 14:15; Acts 14:21; Acts 15:35; Acts 16:10; Acts 17:18

Matthew adds that Jesus also continued to perform miraculous healing recording "And the blind and the lame came to Himin the
temple, and He healed them. But when the chief priests and the scribes saw the wonderful things that He had done, and the children
who were shouting in the temple, “Hosanna ("Save now") to the Son of David (recognized Messianic title),” they became indignant
(aganakteo)." (Mt 21:14-15) The religious leaders saw the miracles, but still refused to acknowledge Jesus as Messiah. As noted,
they never refuted the miracles per se, just the Miracle Worker! Point - Miracles per se don't save anyone! The Gospel has the
inherent power (dunamis) to save everyone who believes (Ro 1:16+). What is the message - Preach the Gospel in season and out
of season (2Ti 4:2+)!

Three groups of the most important religious leaders in Israel confront the authority of Jesus. The fact that all three conspire together
is indicative of the great alarm Jesus had created among the religious crowd. And keep in mind that these three groups had Jewish
sects that were not usually congenial (e.g., Sadducees were often in priesthood, Pharisees would be among the Scribes). This
unlikely amalgamation was an example of the ancient proverb "The enemy of my enemy is my friend!" Of course Jesus was the
common "enemy" of all three groups leading to their alliance. These three groups comprised the Sanhedrin, which was in effect the
"Supreme Court" of Israel which was composed of 70 members with the head of the group being the Jewish high priest.

We see this religious triad mentioned by Jesus in a prophecy in Lk 9:22+ declaring that

“The Son of Man must suffer many things and be rejected by the elders and chief priests and scribes, and
be killed and be raised up on the third day.”

Comment: Note that this evil triad of Jewish leaders was instrumental in bringing His crucifixion to
fruition. Of course the reader also knows that they were but instruments in God’s sovereign plan. And the
Romans carried out the actual crucifixion.

And then we see them at Jesus' mock trial Luke recording "

When it was day, the Council of elders (probably a reference to the Jewish Sanhedrin, the council of seventy
leaders.) of the people assembled, both chief priests and scribes, and they led Him away to their council
chamber." 67 “If You are the Christ, tell us.” But He said to them, “If | tell you, you will not believe; (Lk 22:66-67,
cf Lk 23:10)

We see a similar "unholy triad" confront Jesus' Peter and the disciples with him in Acts 4:1-2,

As they were speaking to the people, the priests and the captain of the temple guard and the Sadducees came
up to them, being greatly disturbed because they were teaching the people and proclaiming in Jesus the
resurrection from the dead. And they laid hands on them and put them in jail until the next day, for it was
already evening.

The treatment of the disciples in the early Church recalls Jesus' words of warning in His final time intimate teaching time with His 11
disciples just before His Sacrificial Death on the Cross...

"Remember the word that | said to you, 'A slave is not greater than his master.' If they persecuted Me, they will
also persecute you; if they kept My word, they will keep yours also. (John 15:20, cf 2 Ti 3:12+)

Comment: Notice that this is a Prophetic Promise, but you won't find this one in most book collections of
"God's Promises!" As one of my mentors used to say "Preach the Word and duck!" And if you have
preached or taught the pure milk of the Word for any length of time, undoubtedly you have had to "duck!"
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All of the men in these three groups should have been the wisest men in Israel and yet they prove themselves to be the most
foolish. They all undoubtedly had great knowledge of the Law of Moses and the traditions, but their eyes were blinded to the deeper
heart meaning of God's Word. Over and over in His Sermon on the Mount Jesus says "you have heard the ancients were told..."
(e.g. do not commit murder) following up with "but | say to you.." as He proceeded to unfold the true meaning of God's Holy Law.
(eg, Mt 5:21, 22, Mt 5:27, 28, etc). Their legalistic hearts were hardened to the truth of God's Word.

Wuest - As He walked along He was teaching the people (Matthew). Then, representatives of three orders approach Him, the chief
priests, the scribes, and the elders. The definite article is used in each case, which fact indicates that those who came, represented
their own group. This united action was probably agreed upon during the night. Their questions were in themselves reasonable ones
from their point of view. They were the custodians of the Temple. Our Lord, by forcibly ejecting those who were engaged in business
in the Temple, was claiming a superior jurisdiction. They ask Him in public now to produce His credentials, first, to state the nature of
His authority, and second, to name the person from whom He had received it.

Priests (749) (archiereus from arche = leader idea of rank + hiereus = priest) refers to the priests that were chief over other
priests. In the plural as in this verse archiereus refers to all the ruling priests, the members of the high-priestly families as a group,
the upper echelons of the priestly class, especially those who served on the Sanhedrin, the Jewish high court (Lk 9:22, Mk
8:31) There were 24 courses of priests who took turns serving in the Temple. At Passover, ALL of the priests were in attendance,
and without doubt the upper echelon from among the priests would be in this delegation.

Scribes (1122)(grammateus from grapho = to write) were recognized experts in the law of Moses and in traditional laws and
regulations. (Mt 2.4). Most sources consider the lawyers (nomikos - meaning one skilled in the Mosaic law) to be scribes
specialized in the jurisprudence of the Law of Moses. The traditional rendering as "scribes" does not communicate much to the
modern English reader, for whom the term might mean professional copyist, if it means anything at all so a rendering such as
"experts in the law" comes closer to the actual meaning.

Elders (4245)(presbuteros the comparative form of présbus = an old man or an ambassador) referred to men who were older or
more senior and deserving of a sense of venerability. Presbuteros is transliterated into English as “presbyter” (a leader in one of
the Jewish communities--especially a member of the Sanhedrin--or of the early Christian churches) and from which the word “priest”
(from Late Latin presbyter) was derived.

Elders in the The Intertestamental Period . The office of elder survived the Babylonian exile, but not without
change. As previously, elders were in positions of leadership both in the homeland (Ezra 10:14 ) and Babylon
(Jeremiah 29:1 ; Ezekiel 8:1 ; 14:1 ; 20:1,3 ). With the disintegration of the tribal unit, influential families came
to fill the void of authority left by the breakdown of the clan. Whereas the elders' authority once derived from
their position within the tribe, real authority now became based on the prominence of a particular family and an
aristocratic ruling class emerged. By the second century b.c., we read of a council comprised of aristocratic
elders (cf. 1 Maccabees 12:6 ; 14:20 ; Josephus, Antiquities, 12.3.3 ), which by the first century was known as
the Sanhedrin (Josephus, Antiquities, 14.9.3-5). Although elders were historically the oldest members, in later
times they became less important compared to the priests and scribes and the term "elders" came to signify
lay members. This is the situation encountered in the New Testament, where the triad of chief priests,
scribes, and elders is often referred to as the Sanhedrin (Mark 11:27 ; 14:43 ; also cf. Matthew

16:21 ; Mark 15:1 ) (Baker's Evangelical Dictionary)

Confronted (stand over)(2186)(ephistemi) literally means to stand near (it makes me think these evil religious leaders were "in His
face" so to speak). Many times this verb is used of someone coming suddenly upon an individual, which may have been the case
with the religious leaders. One can see then coming on the scene and interrupting His proclamation of good news! This is an
interesting verb to use here for it is the same verb used by Paul in one of his last exhortations to "preach the word, be ready
(ephistemi) in season and out of season" (2 Ti 4:2) which is what the religious leaders should have been doing instead of
confronting Jesus! The English word confront means to oppose, as in hostility or a competition (and in a sense both of these
nuances would aptly describe the jealous religious leaders).

Luke 2:4+ gives us a sense of whatephistemi pictures in the present confrontation, for in that passage
Luke describes "an angel of the Lord suddenly stood before them." (cf uses of ephistemi in Lk 2:38+, Lk
21:34+, Lk 24:4+. And picture Martha coming up to Jesus in Lk 10:40+!) So one gets the picture that suddenly
the religious leaders stood in front of Jesus. (This is not a fair fight but they don't know it yet!)

John Stevenson gives an interesting [llESEF@LIGNA introducing his message on Luke 20 - His name was Irwin Rommel. He was to be
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known as the Desert Fox. But before leading the Axis army in North Africa, Rommel was a commander in the German army as they
invaded France in 1940. It was during that invasion that Rommel tells of having taken a ride in his command car to reconnoiter the
front. He was driving through the Belgium hills when he rounded a turn and came face to face with a truck filled with enemy soldiers.
Without missing a beat, Rommel was out of his command car and calling loudly to the soldiers, "You are all now prisoners of the
German army. Just drive your truck in that direction and you will be processed accordingly." The soldiers in the truck nodded their
agreement and moved to comply. The truck behind them followed suit. As did the truck behind that one. In amazement, Rommel
watched while 20 truckloads of soldiers meekly surrendered, all because one man had spoken with authority.

One of the distinctive things about Jesus was that He spoke with a calm but unshakable authority. This set him apart from the
rabbinical teachers of that day who were always having to quote the opinion of some earlier rabbi or expert. Jesus spoke from God.
He was able to say, "Thus saith the Lord." And He even went further to say, "Thus saith ME."

He did not only speak with authority; He also ACTED with authority. He acted with authority when He commanded demons to leave
those whom they had possessed. He acted with authority when He told a storm to be silent. He acted with authority when He told a
lame man to walk, when He rebuked disease and it departed, and when He commanded a dead girl to get up. And He acted with
authority when He came in and cleansed the Temple, driving out those who had come to make a profit instead of to listen to the
Prophet.

Imagine what would be the reaction if an out-of-town carpenter showed up this Sunday in your church and began overturning pews
and tossing around the offering plates. What would be your reaction? It would probably be the same as was seen by the Temple
leaders: "What gives you the right to do these things? Just who do you think you are?" (The Authority of the King - Luke 20:1-47)

Luke 20:2 and they spoke, saying to Him, "Tell us by what authority You are doing these things, or who is the one who
gave You this authority?"

Luke 20:2KJV And spake unto him, saying, Tell us, by what authority doest thou these things? or who is he
that gave thee this authority?

« Tell us by what authority You are doing these things, Lk 19:35-40,45,46; Mt 21:23-27; Mark 11:28-33
=« who is the one who gave You this authority Exodus 2:14; John 2:18; 5:22-27; Acts 4:7-10; 7:27,35-39,51
= The Question of Christ's Authority - Alfred Edersheim

= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

= Luke 19:45-20:8 By What Authority? - Steven Cole
= Luke 20:1-8 Rejecting the King's Authority - John MacArthur

Parallel Passage:

Mark 11:28-33+ and began saying to Him, “By what authority are You doing these things, or who gave You
this authority to do these things?” 29 And Jesus said to them, “I will ask you one question, and you answer Me,
and then | will tell you by what authority | do these things. 30 “Was the baptism of John from heaven, or from
men? Answer Me.” 31 They began reasoning among themselves, saying, “If we say, ‘From heaven,” He will
say, ‘Then why did you not believe him?’ 32 “But shall we say, ‘From men’?"—they were afraid of the people, for
everyone considered John to have been a real prophet. 33 Answering Jesus, they *said, “We do not know.”
And Jesus *said to them, “Nor will | tell you by what authority | do these things.”

James Tissot: Jesus' Authority Questioned

A QUESTION OF
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AUTHORITY

The leadership is looking back to acts like the temple cleansing (Luke 19:45-48). How could a Galilean preacher do these things?

Tell us (command in the aorist imperative - Do this now! Don't delay!) by what authority (exousia) You are doing these things -
This entire chapter is about authority (exousia). And notice who raises the question - those who were assigned "authority" over the
Temple complex. To what do these things refer? Most agree that from the immediate context (Lk 19:45-48+) these things refer to
His cleansing of the Temple and expulsion of the corrupt merchants which would have significantly impacted the income of the

religious leaders who were skimming off the top. These things (note it is plural supporting more than just the Temple cleansing)
would also obviously refer to the enthusiastic reception of Jesus' triumphal entry and the crowd acknowledging Him as Messiah and
King (Lk 19:38+). What is sad is that Jesus had in effect told them by what authority He had cleansed the Temple and His authority
was the Word of God quoting Isaiah 56:7 and Jeremiah 7:11 in Luke 19:46+! Perhaps these religious leaders did not hear Him state
His basis for the cleansing. More likely is they did not want to hear it for although they pontificated and spoke the Scriptures, they
did not live the Scriptures, once again showing that they were hypocrites of the highest order! This was about their pocket book not
their "hymn book" (so to speak)!

The reaction of the religious leaders to their loss of revenue stream reminds me of Paul in Philippi when he cast out a "spirit of
divination" of a slave girl who was bringing her masters much profit by fortunetelling (Acts 16:16+). This act incited the ire of her
masters and the pagan crowd who beat Paul and Silas and had them thrown in prison (Acts 16:19-24+).

Stevenson comments "Jesus has not been ordained by any reputable denomination. He has no seminary degrees hanging on His
wall. He goes by not title such as "reverend" or "rabbi." So what gives Him the right to overturn money changers’ tables or to drive
out animals being bought and sold? What gives Him the right to stop the "business as usual" within the Temple?"

Notice that this is the first of a series of questions calculated to trip up Jesus. In this case, if Jesus stated that He was teaching and
preaching based on His own authority, these evil men could say He was in effect out of His mind, acting like a meglomaniac! On the
other hand if Jesus said He was acting on the authority of God, they would accuse Him of blaspheming God. So it looks good for
these tricksters who now think they have Jesus boxed into a corner!

English definition of authority - the power or right to give orders or make decisions; the power or right to control, judge, or prohibit
the actions of others; power to influence or command thought, opinion, or behavior; the power or right to give orders, make
decisions, and enforce obedience; the moral or legal right or ability to control.

Authority (1849)(exousia from éxesti = it is permitted, it is lawful) means the power to do something and was
a technical term used in the law courts, of a legal right. "Authority or right is the dominant meaning (of exousia)
in the New Testament." (Vincent) Exousia refers to delegated authority and combines the idea of the "right
and the might", these attributes having been granted to someone. Exousia is an important term in the Gospels
because as in our present verse, many conflicts in Jesus' ministry turn on debates about authority or the idea
that Jesus taught with an unparalleled authority (Mt 7:29; 8:9; 9:6, 8; 21:23-27; 28:18; Mk
1:22, 27; 2:10; 3:15; 11:28-33; Lk 4:32, 36; 5:24; 7:8; 20:2-8).

Power and authority (right and might, power and privilege) are a recurrent theme in Matthew (see Mt
8:9; 9:6, 8; 10:1; 21:23, 24, 27). In fact Matthew 28:18 sums it up very well "And Jesus came up and spoke to
them, saying, “All authority (exousia) has been given to Me in heaven and on earth." That settles any
quibbling over authority, for He is sovereign over all the Creation (which He created)!

Luke's uses of exousia - Lk. 4:6; Lk. 4:32; Lk. 4:36; Lk. 5:24; Lk. 7:8; Lk. 9:1; Lk. 10:19; Lk. 12:5; Lk.
12:11; Lk. 19:17; Lk. 20:2; Lk. 20:8; Lk. 20:20; Lk. 22:53; Lk. 23:7; Acts 1:7; Acts 5:4; Acts 8:19; Acts 9:14;
Acts 26:10; Acts 26:12; Acts 26:18

The New Testament affirms that even Jesus' speaking conveyed a clear sense of Hisauthority as Mark records

They went into Capernaum; and immediately on the Sabbath He entered the synagogue and began to teach.
They were amazed at His teaching; for He was teaching them as one having authority (exousia), and not as
the scribes. (Mark 1:21-22+)

Lane comments that Mark's "primary emphasis is on the authority of Jesus’ teaching and the response
of the people, whose astonishment conveys the impression of real alarm. Jesus’ word, presented with a
sovereign authority which permitted neither debate nor theoretical reflection, confronted the congregation
with the absolute claim of God upon their whole person. Jesus’ teaching recalled the categorical demand
of the prophets rather than scribal tradition....In the presence of Jesus men are disturbed, and this
disturbance is the precise act of fishing to which Jesus had called the four fishermen." (NICNT-Mark)
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Comment - Jesus' teaching differed from the "scribes" for many of them limited their teaching to the
authorities they cited, and a great part of their training centered on memorizing the received traditions.
They spoke by the authority of others, whereas Jesus spoke with His own authority. As explained
above, authority (exousia), speaks of the fact that Jesus possessed both the power and the privilege, and
in the NT His authority served to prove His sovereignty. Whereas the scribes quoted other human sources
to lend a sense of authority to their proclamations, Jesus quoted God's Word, the finalauthority.

Exousia is used for the power that proves and reflects the sovereignty of Jesus. Jesus declaration with
power was in marked contrast to the scribes who quoted others to lend authority to their teachings. Jesus
quoted only God’s Word and spoke as the final authority on truth. He spoke eternal truth simply, directly,
with love (in contrast to the bitter hatred of the Pharisees), and without hesitation or consultation. That
astounded the crowd.

Matthew records a similar reaction from the Jewish audience at the end of the Sermon on the Mount

When Jesus had finished these words, the crowds were amazed at His teaching; for He was teaching them as
one having authority, (exousia) and not as their scribes. (Matthew 7:28-29+)

A. T. Pierson observed that Christ taught the Scriptures to the people as if He were its Author (cp Heb 1:1, 2note) rather than its
commentator. How incredible, Pierson added, that He "comes forth from the carpenter’'s shop, where like all other well-trained
Hebrew youth, He had learned His father’s trade, and His first public utterance (referring to Sermon on the Mount) is the most
original and revolutionary address on practical morals which the world has ever heard."

Wiersbe notes that "there was more to this series of questions than mere guile. The word translated "rejected" in Luke 9:22 (and
also Luke 20:17) means "to reject after investigation." It was required that the Jews carefully examine the Passover lambs from the
tenth day to the fourteenth day to make sure they had no blemishes (Ex. 12:1-6). Jesus Christ, the Lamb of God (John 1:29), was
watched and tested by His enemies during that final week; and yet in spite of what they saw and learned, they rejected Him.
However, Jesus was also examining them! (Borrow Be courageous Luke 14-24)

Steven Cole has a practical, personal application regarding Jesus'authority - The problem that those Jewish religious leaders
faced is the same problem that every person who comes into contact with Jesus faces: His authority confronts my authority. At
first, maybe it's just an irritating sermon that makes you a bit uncomfortable. You don't like it, but you brush it aside and continue on
with your agenda for your life. Then, perhaps you have another encounter with Jesus: a passage in the Bible steps on your toes.
Your level of discomfort goes up a notch. You realize that if He takes over your life, there are going to be some radical changes, and
you’re not sure that you want to give up control. So you scramble to dodge the implications of who Jesus is. You raise all sorts of
intellectual questions so that you don’t have to face the fact that He is Lord. But, He keeps coming to town and confronting your
authority to run your own life. Sooner or later, you come to a crisis point where you have to deal with the question that these Jewish
religious leaders asked: “By what authority does Jesus say and do these things?' The bottom line for them is the same for us
today: If Jesus is acting by God’s authority, then we had better submit to Him. Authority is a fundamental question of life: Who has
the right to govern?

J C Ryle - The spirit which prompted this demand is too evident to be mistaken. These men hated and envied Christ. They saw His
influence increasing. They saw their own power waning. They resolved, if possible, to stop the progress of this new teacher; and the
point on which they made their assault was His authority. His mighty works they ought to have examined. His teaching they ought, in
all fairness, to have compared with their own Scriptures. But they refused to take either one course or the other. They preferred to
call in question His commission.

Every true-hearted Christian who tries to do good in the world, must make up his mind to be treated like his Master. He must never
be surprised to find, that the self-righteous and the worldly-minded dislike His ways. The lawfulness of his proceedings will be
constantly called in question. He will be regarded as meddlesome, disorderly, and self-conceited, a pestilent fellow, and a troubler of
Israel. (Acts 24:5; 1 Kings 18:17.) Scripture-readers, district-visitors, lay-agents, and un-ordained missionaries, are specially liable to
meet with such treatment. And worst of all they will often meet with enemies, where they ought to find friends.

Let all who are attacked by the world for trying to do good, take comfort in the thought that they are only drinking of the cup which
Christ drank. Their Master in heaven sympathizes with them. Let them work on patiently, and believe that, if they are faithful, their
work will speak for itself. The world’s opposition is sure to attend every really good work. If the servants of Christ are to cease from
every movement which the world calls in question, they will soon come to an entire standstill. If we are to wait till the world approves
our plans, and is satisfied with the propriety of our efforts, we shall never do anything on earth. (Luke 20)

THOUGHT on the authority of Jesus - Has the Lord Jesus upended any tables in your selfish life? Has He
stopped you in your tracks in a way that shocked and upset you? Maybe, like those moneychangers, you
weren’t doing anything illegal. You were just going about your business, making a living, providing for your
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family. You attended church regularly. You weren’t doing anything immoral or flagrantly sinful. Then one day
Jesus stepped up to your life, took hold of it, and with a sudden jerk, everything was upended. His authority
suddenly confronted the self-oriented direction of your life. Perhaps, like these religious men, your immediate
reaction was, “Who do You think You are, to upset my life like this? By what authority do You do this to me?”
(From Steven Cole)

Luke 20:3 Jesus answered and said to them, "l will also ask you a question, and you tell Me:

Luke 20:3KJV And he answered and said unto them, | will also ask you one thing; and answer me:

« | will also ask you a question Lk 22:68; Mt 15:2,3; Colossians 4:6
= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

« Luke 19:45-20:8 By What Authority? - Steven Cole

= Luke 20:1-8 Rejecting the King's Authority - John MacArthur

JESUS'
COUNTER-QUESTION

Jesus answered and said to them, "l will also ask you a question(literally "a word"), and you tell Me - Answering a question by
asking another question was a common rabbinic practice, especially in the context of debate. This method was used to force the
questioner (the one who asked the first question) to consider the issue at a deeper level. And so we see that Jesus commonly
responded to questions, with a question of His own, to force them to consider the matter in question in greater depth. For example,
in Mark 10:2-3 we read "Some Pharisees came up to Jesus, testing Him, and began to question Him whether it was lawful for a man
to divorce a wife. And He answered and said to them, “What did Moses command you?™ (cf Mt 19:16, 17, Mark 10:17, 18)

Wuest - Our Lord meets their questions with another question. He says that He has one question to ask them. The one question is
not contrasted to the two questions asked Him, but points to the simplicity of the issue. The answer to our Lord’s one question
should clear the air. He refers to John the Baptist. The latter had testified to the divine source of His mission. The question of the
Sanhedrin resolved itself into a question as to the source of the Baptist's teaching. In demanding an answer from them, our Lord
was claiming an answer as from authorized teachers who were acquainted with the facts. In twentieth century language, He put
them on the spot. (Wuest Word Studies - Eerdman Publishing Company Volume 1, Volume 2, Volume 3 - used by permission)

In Matthew Jesus added “| will also ask you one thing, which if you tell Me, | will also tell you by what authority | do these
things." (Mt 21:24) Mark is similar - "And Jesus said to them, “I will ask you one question,and you answer Me, and then | will tell
you by what authority | do these things." (Mk 11:29)

Hendriksen summarizes Jesus' answers to His opponents' attacks...(Borrow Exposition of the Gospel According to Luke)

The opponents’ attack Jesus' answer
Luke 5:21 Luke 5:22-24
Luke 5:33 Luke 5:34-39
Luke 6:2 Luke 6:3-5
Luke 11:15 Luke 11:17-22

Luke 20:34-38
(for the question see Mark 12:24)

Luke 20:1,2 Luke 20:3-8

Luke 20:27-33

Luke 20:4 "Was the baptism of John from heaven or from men?"

Luke 20:4KJV The baptism of John, was it from heaven, or of men?

=« Was the baptism of John from heaven Lk 7:28-35; Mt 11:7-19; 17:11,12; 21:25-32; John 1:6,19-28
=« From men Lk 15:18; Daniel 4:25,26
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= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

= Luke 19:45-20:8 By What Authority? - Steven Cole
= Luke 20:1-8 Rejecting the King's Authority - John MacArthur

Related Passages:
John 1:6 (SOURCE OF JOHN'S BAPTISM) There came a man sent from God, whose name was John.

Luke 7:30 But the Pharisees and the lawyers rejected God’s purpose for themselves, not having been
baptized by John.

THE AUTHORITY FOR THE
BAPTISMS PERFORMED BY JOHN

Was the baptism of John from heaven or from men?- Jesus is implying clearly that there are only two sources of authority - from
Heaven (God) and from man. Note that from heaven is a Jewish way of saying "from God." In Mark 11:30 Jesus adds this
command - "Answer (aorist imperative) Me." If the Jewish leaders had been under God's (Heaven's) authority, they would have
followed John the Baptist whose baptism was one of repentance, and ultimately pointed to Jesus.

Steven Cole Jesus doesn’t dodge their question. He says, in effect, that if they will answer His question rightly, they will have the
answer to their question. If John was God’s prophet and he pointed to Jesus as Messiah, then Jesus was acting under God’s
authority....Even so, their question, turned back against them, is a basic question in life that we all must answer: Who or what is
the final authority in life? Who determines what is right or wrong? Who said that you could act as you do?....'By what authority” is
a fundamental question of life each of us must answer. Will you live your life under God’s authority or under some human authority,
be it yourself or someone else?

What the Bible teaches - The Lord knew that His questioners were acting a part. They neither wanted to hear about His schools of
learning nor the authority of His acts, but they did want to discredit Him in the eyes of the people who were listening so attentively to
Him. Knowing their hearts He asked them a question that was also of great importance in the court of public opinion. Was John
commissioned by God or was he only a messenger from men? (What the Bible Teaches — Luke)

It is notable that Jesus did not ask about John's ministry in general or about John's character but specifically about thebaptism
which John performed. Why did Jesus focus on the baptism of John? To understand what Jesus was doing, one needs to know
that the baptism of John was a type of baptism that had never been practiced in Israel prior to John's ministry. Yes, theJews had
practiced ritual baptism (notice in this article there is NO mention of John's baptism!) for centuries, for Jewish laws (man made)
required every Jew to immerse themselves in water (called tevillah or tvilah) in order to enter the precincts of the Sanctuary. The
Jews used an immersion pool called the mikveh (See picture), and immersion in the mikveh (or in "living water" = springs, etc) was
a major requirement for a Gentile who sought to convert to Judaism. "There are many ancient mikva’ot (plural of mikveh) to be seen
in Jerusalem, and it is clear to see the two sets of steps for each one — a set of steps going down to the mikveh in an impure
(tamay) state on one side, and on the other side, steps where the pilgrim will emerge fresh and ritually clean (tahor)." (Ref)

Jewish baptisms practiced before John were ritualisitc, symbolic, external and not associated with genuine repentance and a radical
change of one's heart. In marked contrast, the Baptism of John called for confession of sins (Mt 3:6+) and repentance shown to be
genuine by the spiritual "fruit" that subsequent "grew forth" in one's life. In other words, no spiritual fruit would demonstrate that
one's repentance had been intellectual without true change of one's heart.

Luke helps us understand the true spiritual nature of the Baptism of John writing in Acts 19:4

Paul said, “John baptized with the baptism of repentance (Mt 3:1, 11+, Mk 1:7-8+, Lk 3:16-17+, Jn 1:26+),
telling the people to believe in Him who was coming after him, that is, in Jesus”

In fact even before John the Baptist was born these prophetic words spoke of the radical nature of the baptism of John and also of
the divine authority bestowed on John...

And you, child (JOHN THE BAPTIZER), will be called the prophet of the Most High; for you will go on
BEFORE THE LORD TO PREPARE HIS WAYS; To give to His people the knowledge of salvation by the
forgiveness (aphesis) of their sins (WHICH IS THE FOUNDATION OF SALVATION - cf Luke 24:47+), (Lk
1:76-77+)

The New Living Translation of Luke 3:3 says it this way...
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Then John went from place to place on both sides of the Jordan River, preaching that people should be
baptized to show that they had turned to God to receive forgiveness (aphesis) for their sins. (Luke 3:3NLT+)

So let's summarize - What is the essence ofthe baptism of John? It is not the physical act of immersion in water, but it is what this
act symbolized which was belief in the coming Messiah, confession of sins, repentance and forgiveness of sins resulting in genuine
salvation. In short, those whose lives subsequently demonstrated supernatural "fruit in keeping with repentance," were saved. The
diagram below helps us understand how they were saved as they looked forward to the atoning death of Messiah (from the article
What is Progressive Revelation as It Relates to Salvation?).

Thus it is fitting that Jesus would zero in on the unique aspect of John's ministry which the Jewish religious leaders had rejected. We
see this rejection by the religious leaders demonstrated in their reaction to John's baptism in the Gospel of Matthew

Then Jerusalem was going out to him, and all Judea and all the district around the Jordan; 6 and they were
being baptized by him in the Jordan River, as they confessed their sins. 7 But when he saw many of the
Pharisees and Sadducees coming for baptism, he said to them, “You brood of vipers, who warned you to
flee from the wrath to come? 8 “Therefore bear (aorist imperative) fruit in keeping with repentance (metanoia);
9 and do not suppose that you can say to yourselves, ‘We have Abraham for our father’ (see Ryrie's note
below) ; for | say to you that from these stones God is able to raise up children to Abraham. (Mt 3:5-9)

Comment - Repentance is not just words or intellectual belief, but is a supernatural "transaction” in one's
heart which is enabled by the Spirit of God, as a gift from the Father (Acts 5:31, Acts 11:18, Ro 2:4-note, 2
Ti 2:25-note). How sad to see many in modern evangelicalism "jettison" the need for repentance in
salvation.

Charles Ryrie - The common teaching of that day said that the Jews participated in the merits of
Abraham, which made their prayers acceptable, helped in war, expiated sins, appeased the wrath of God,
and assured a share in God's eternal kingdom. Consequently, the people were startled when John and
Jesus preached the necessity of personal repentance. (Borrow Ryrie Study Bible Expanded Edition)

Henry Morris - John's baptism was conditioned on repentance--that is, a genuine change of mind and
attitude toward God. It symbolized a washing away of fleshly sins, as well as a new life following death to
the old life. Peter's exhortation after Pentecost was very similar (Acts 2:38). In both cases, true
repentance, as well as faith in God and His promises, are assumed as conditions for forgiveness of sins.
Without these, baptism is meaningless. (Borrow The Defender's Study Bible)

Luke adds this "commentary" on the reaction of the religious leaders to the baptism of John...

(Jesus declared) “I say to you, among those born of women there is no one greater than John; yet he who is
least in the kingdom of God is greater than he.” 29 When all the people and the (DESPISED) tax collectors
heard this, they acknowledged God'’s justice (NLT = " agreed that God's way was right." -- NOTICE WHO
ACKNOWLEDGES IN EFFECT THAT JOHN HAD AUTHORITY TO PERFORM A BAPTISM CALLING FOR
CONFESSION OF SINS AND GENUINE REPENTANCE), having been baptized with the baptism of John. 30
But the Pharisees and the lawyers rejected (atheteo = declared invalid, annulled!) God’s purpose for
themselves, not having been baptized by John. (Luke 7:28-30+)

Comment - So when they rejected God's purpose for themselves, they were rejecting the baptism of
John and by default were rejecting the One to Whom the baptism of John was pointing. In other words
these leaders were in effect rejecting the Messiah!

The decision of the religious leaders regarding John's baptism would in effect determine their decision about Jesus and about His
authority. Stated another way what Jesus is doing is in a sense staking the authenticity of His authority on the authority of John
the Baptist to carry out a this new baptism calling for repentance and associated with forgiveness of sins. The way Jesus phrases
the question leaves these cowardly hypocrits with only two possible conclusions, either John's authority and Jesus' authority was
from God or it was from men. In effect, Jesus' implication is clear - while He does not directly state it, the nature of His question
clearly implies that His authority, like that of the baptism of John, is commissioned by God.. God is the Source of John's authority
(John 1:33 = "I did not recognize Him, but He Who [REFERRING TO GOD] sent me to baptize in water said to me...") and God is
the Source of Jesus' authority.

In John's Gospel we see Jesus repeatedly attest the fact that the Source of Hisauthority is God the Father...

Therefore Jesus answered and was saying to them, “Truly, truly, | say to you, the Son can do nothing of
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Himself, unless it is something He sees the Father doing; for whatever the Father does, these things
the Son also does in like manner. 20 “For the Father loves the Son, and shows Him all things that He
Himself is doing; and the Father will show Him greater works than these, so that you will marvel. 21“For just as
the Father raises the dead and gives them life, even so the Son also gives life to whom He wishes. 22 “For not
even the Father judges anyone, but He has given all judgment to the Son, 23 so that all will honor the Son
even as they honor the Father. He who does not honor the Son does not honor the Father who sent Him.
(John 5:19-23)

(Jesus declared) “I can do nothing on My own initiative. As | hear, | judge; and My judgment is just, because
| do not seek My own will, but the will of Him who sent Me. (John 5:30)

"So Jesus said, “When you lift up the Son of Man, then you will know that | am He, andl do nothing on My
own initiative, but | speak these things as the Father taught Me. (John 8:28)

“For | did not speak on My own initiative, but the Father Himself who sent Me has given Me a
commandment as to what to say and what to speak. 50 “| know that His commandment is eternal life;
therefore the things | speak, | speak just as the Father has told Me” (John 12:49-50)

Henry Morris - Jesus responded to the challenge of these religious leaders by reminding them of how they had ignored the
teaching of John the Baptist. John had clearly, in the hearing of their delegates, stressed that the authority of Jesus had come from
God (John 1:19, 29-34). (Borrow The Defender's Study Bible)

Mattoon - He turned the tables by putting these leaders on the defensive by asking them about the ministry of John the Baptist. Was
John's ministry of men or of God? What was the authority behind the baptism of John? Why would the Lord ask about this? The
point is that their answer to Jesus' question would answer their own question. First of all, John pointed men to the Lord Jesus. He
told the Jewish people that Jesus was the Lamb of God that would take away the sins of the world. John proclaimed Jesus as his
superior. John 1:26-27... "John answered them saying, “| baptize in water, but among you stands One whom you do not know. 27°It
is He who comes after me, the thong of whose sandal | am not worthy to untie." If these men rejected John, they would be rejecting
Jesus, too. If they were unwilling to accept the truth of John's message, then they would not benefit from the truth that Jesus was
sharing with them. If they accepted John's message as from God, then they would need to accept Jesus who was the focus of
John's ministry. In essence, they would be answering their own question by answering the question of Jesus. Thus, they are careful
to answer the Lord's question. Notice verse Lk 20:5.

John, like Jesus, was not a part of the official rabbinic order. So the question “John’s baptism—was it from heaven or from men?”
draws an analogy between John the Baptist and Jesus. See Luke 3:1-20; 7:24-27. The phrase John’s baptism refers to the baptism
practiced by John.

The question is whether John’s ministry was of divine or human origin.

Baptism (908)(baptisma from bapto = dip as in dye to color - see study of verbbaptizo) is the result of the act of dipping, plunging,
immersing, washing. something or someone. The verb baptizo pictures the introduction or placing of a person into a new
environment or into union with something else so as to alter its condition or its relationship to its previous environment or condition.

Stevenson explains - The baptism of John was something new and different in the religious life of Israel. They were used to
ceremonial washings. At several of the main entrances of the Temple there were large pools dedicated to ceremonial washings. The
priests were constantly having to wash themselves before serving in the Temple. But John’s baptism was different. It was in rivers
and streams. And it was part of a call to repentance. And it was accompanied by the promise of One who was to come to establish
a Kingdom.

Hendriksen - Now by means of the counter-question—"The baptism of John, was it from heaven or from men?"—Jesus was by no
means evading the question that had been asked him, for an honest and correct answer to his question would unmistakably have
pointed to himself as the Greater One whom John had proclaimed, and would therefore have meant that Jesus' right or authority to
do these things had come from God. It was by God that Jesus had been commissioned (Luke 9:48; cf. Matt. 10:40; Mark 9:37). It
was while John was baptizing that he had proclaimed Jesus as being his superior (Luke 3:16 f.; cf. John 1:26, 27), and it was soon
after the Lord's baptism by John that the latter had described Jesus as "the Lamb of God who is taking away the sin of the world"

(John 1:29). (Borrow Exposition of the Gospel According to Luke)

Steven Cole - Their question, turned back against them, is a basic question in life that we all must answer:Who or what is the final
authority in life? Who determines what is right or wrong? Who said that you could act as you do? Have you answered it for your life?
Who is your final authority? You say, “I let my conscience be my guide.” What informs your conscience? You say, “l just feel inside
what is right.” Really? I've read of hired killers who could shoot a man in the face without a twinge of conscience! Perhaps you say,
“| obey the laws of the land.” What about when those laws say that it's okay to kill babies or gas the Jews? Does that make it right?
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Do you obey the state when you don't like its laws or just when they agree with you? Maybe you obey reason? Whose reason?
There are proponents on both sides of most moral questions. By what authority do you live your life? Our society generally used to
agree that the Judeo-Christian standards of the Bible were moral absolutes. But now that we have rejected that moral base, our
judicial system is in crisis. You often hear, “You can't legislate morality.” Really? Aren’t rape, murder, molesting children, and racial
discrimination moral issues? The crucial question is, how do we determine whose morals we are going to legislate and uphold in our
courts? If we throw out God’s moral standards in the Bible, we have no basis for determining right and wrong, other than majority
opinion. “By what authority” is a fundamental question of life each of us must answer. Will you live your life under God’s authority or
under some human authority, be it yourself or someone else? By What Authority?

IEEUSTRATIONI- The late Bill Klem was one of major league baseball’'s best-known and powerful umpires. When he was behind the
plate, he made it clear that he was completely in charge of everything that mattered. In one important game, it was the ninth inning.
The batter hit the ball to left field. The runner on third ran for home with the potential winning run. The catcher crouched to make the
tag. The runner, the catcher, and the umpire all collided and were laid out in the dirt. From one dugout, the players were screaming,
“He’s safe! He’s safe!” In the other dugout, they were shouting, “He’s out! He’s out!” The fans in the stands were going wild. In the
midst of all the confusion and noise, Bill Klem stood up, looked directly into the stands, raised his fist and exclaimed, “He ain’t nothin’
till P've called it!” Bill Klem made it clear that everyone had to submit to his authority.

Gotquestions on Baptism of John:

Question: "What was the meaning and importance of the baptism of John the Baptist?"

Answer: Though today the word baptism generally evokes thoughts of identifying with Christ’s death, burial, and resurrection (cf Ro
6:2-3-note, Col 2:9-12-note), baptism did not begin with Christians. For years before Christ, the Jews had used baptism in ritual
cleansing ceremonies of Gentile proselytes. John the Baptist took baptism and applied it to the Jews themselves—it wasn’t just the
Gentiles who needed cleansing. Many believed John’s message and were baptized by him (Matthew 3:5-6). The baptisms John
performed had a specific purpose.

In Matthew 3:11, John the Baptist mentions the purpose of his baptisms: “I baptize you with water for repentance.” Paul affirms this
in Acts 19:4: “John’s baptism was a baptism of repentance. He told the people to believe in the one coming after him, that is, in
Jesus.” John’s baptism had to do with repentance—it was a symbolic representation of changing one’s mind and going a new
direction. “Confessing their sins, they were baptized by him in the Jordan River” (Matthew 3:6). Being baptized by John
demonstrated a recognition of one’s sin, a desire for spiritual cleansing, and a commitment to follow God’s law in anticipation of the
Messiah’s arrival.

There were some, like the Pharisees, who came to the Jordan to observe John’s ministry but who had no desire to step into the
water themselves. John rebuked them sternly: “When he saw many of the Pharisees and Sadducees coming to where he was
baptizing, he said to them: ‘You brood of vipers! Who warned you to flee from the coming wrath? Produce fruit in keeping with
repentance” (Matthew 3:7-8). Even the religious leaders needed to repent of their sin, although they saw no need of it.

Christian baptism today also symbolizes repentance, cleansing, and commitment, but Jesus has given it a different emphasis.
Christian baptism is a mark of one’s identification with the death, burial, and resurrection of Christ. It is representative of a cleansing
that is complete and a commitment that is the natural response of one who has been made new. Jesus’ sacrifice on the cross
completely washes away our sins, and we are raised to new life empowered by the Holy Spirit (2 Corinthians 5:17-21; Romans 6:1—
11). With John’s baptism, a person repented of sin and was therefore ready to place his faith in Jesus Christ. John’s baptism
foreshadowed what Jesus would accomplish, much as the Old Testament sacrificial system did.

John prepared the way for Christ by calling people to acknowledge their sin and their need for salvation. His baptism was a
purification ceremony meant to ready the peoples’ hearts to receive their Savior. (Gotquestions.org - this site is highly
recommended)

Related Resources:

= What is the baptism of/by/with fire?

= |s baptism necessary for salvation?

= In what way was John the Baptist the greatest (Matthew 11:11)?
« What is the symbolism of water baptism?

= What is the origin of baptism?
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Luke 20:5 They reasoned among themselves, saying, "lf we say, 'From heaven,' He will say, 'Why did you not believe
him?'

Luke 20:5KJV And they reasoned with themselves, saying, If we shall say, From heaven; he will say, Why then
believed ye him not?

= Why did you not believe him John 1:15-18,30,34; 3:26,36; 3:26,36; 5:33-35; Acts 13:25
= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries
= Luke 19:45-20:8 By What Authority? - Steven Cole

= Luke 20:1-8 Rejecting the King's Authority - John MacArthur

REASONING OF THE
RELIGIOUS LEADERS

They reasoned among (sullogizomai) themselves, saying, "If we say, 'From heaven,' He will say, 'Why did you not believe
(pisteuo) him?' - The religious leaders are at least smart enough to know they are 'In a pickle."(in a quandary or some other difficult
position.) (see interesting origin of phrase). From heaven means from God. In other words, the authority of John's baptism was
from God, and they did not believe or receive John's baptism, so they rejected God's authority over their lives and religious service.

Wuest on reasoned among themselves - Conference in groups was scarcely possibly at this time. The same thought flashed
through their minds. If they would accept the divine mission of the Baptist, they would charge themselves as a class with having
rejected his baptism. This would give our Lord an advantage which He would not be slow to use. If they said that John’s baptism
was of purely human origin, they would place themselves in a dangerous position with regard to the crowds, even to the place of
being stoned. The people might look upon their attribution to man’s words, that which they held to be of God. Furthermore, John’s
martyrdom had deepened the regard with which he was held by the people. (Wuest Word Studies - Eerdman Publishing

Company Volume 1, Volume 2, Volume 3 - used by permission -- or Borrow Mark in the Greek New Testament for the English
reader )

Reasoned among (4817)(sullogizomai from sun = with, speaks of intimacy +logizomai= to reason,
calculate) describes thinking and talking over something with someone else. Liddell-Scott - "-to collect and
bring at once before the mind, to compute fully, sum up." The idea is to ponder or discuss various possibilities
relating to a matter, in this case Jesus' question. This is the only use in the NT. There are 5 uses in the
Septuagint - Lev. 25:27; Lev. 25:50; Lev. 25:52; Num. 23:9; Isa. 43:18.

Matthew 21:25 has dialogizomai which means to ponder, to inwardly think about thoroughly. Robertson comments that Matthew
uses the "Picturesque imperfect tense (over and over, again and again) describing their hopeless quandary."

Why did you not believe him - Especially what he said about Jesus. As explained above tobelieve the baptism of John would
have meant that the religious leaders in effect believed in the coming Messiah Who instead they rejected (Lk 7:30-note).

Believe (4100)(pisteuo) means to consider something to be true and thus worthy of one’s trust. Luke 7:30
says "the Pharisees and the lawyers rejected God's purpose for themselves, not having been baptized by
John." So the true message of John the Bapitist ("Baptism of John") was a call to confess their sins and repent
and turn in faith to Messiah (Yeshua). So when these "righteous" ones rejected John's baptism, they rejected
not only John the Baptist, but the Messiah (2 Ti 2:12 Mt 10:33; Mk 8:38, Lu 12:9, 2 Jn 1:9), their only hope for
deliverance from sins and imputation of God's righteousness in place of their legalistic righteousness.

MacArthur - John had clearly testified that Jesus was the Messiah. If John was a prophet whose words were true, they ought to
believe his testimony about Christ. (Borrow The MacArthur study Bible)

What the Bible teaches - If they admitted, as the people believed, that John was a prophet from God, then their rejection of him
was rank unbelief against the messenger of God. (What the Bible Teaches — Luke)

Stevenson writes "l enjoy playing chess. There sometimes comes a point in a chess game where, no matter what you do, you are
going to lose a piece. That is what happened here. They pondered their possible range of answers and came to the conclusion that,
no matter what they said, it would be wrong. Notice that they are more interested in fighting Jesus and in holding onto their
popularity than they are in learning the truth. The one thing that they do not do is to ask, "l wonder if John and Jesus are right in
what they are saying?" Why? Why don’t they see their need for the truth? It is because they have a vested interest in continuing in
their unbelief. And so, they refuse to answer the question."
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Luke 20:6 "But if we say, 'From men,’ all the people will stone us to death, for they are convinced that John was a
prophet.”

Luke 20:6KJV But and if we say, Of men; all the people will stone us: for they be persuaded that John was a
prophet.

= all the people will stone us to death Mt 21:26,46; 26:5; Mark 12:12; Acts 5:26
= for they are convinced that John was a prophetLk 1:76; 7:26-29; Mt 14:5; 21:26; John 10:41
= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

= Luke 19:45-20:8 By What Authority? - Steven Cole
= Luke 20:1-8 Rejecting the King's Authority - John MacArthur

FEAR OF MEN
NOT OF GOD

But (term of contrast - the other horn of their dilemma) if we say, 'From men,' all the people will stone s to death (katalithazo) for
they are convinced that John was a prophet.- Luke alone mentions the possibility of stoning. Why would they stone them?
Because if they rejected God’s prophet they would in effect be rejecting and blaspheming God Himself and this was considered a
crime punishable by death by stoning. See Stoning in Judaism. For (gar) is a term of explanation (see my youtube video). What is
Luke explaining? This one is easy -- he is explaining why the Jews would stone their leaders if they denied John B was sent by God.
The answer is that the people WERE CONVINCED (peitho) John B was from God!

Norman Crawford on stone us to death - It expresses the potential violence of the crowd, for these religious leaders genuinely
feared the people who had been "very attentive to hear" Christ (Luke 19:48) and a large company waited to hear their answer.
(What the Bible Teaches — Luke)

Robert Stein on stone us to death - This threat of being stoned is unique to Luke. This probably should not be interpreted as an
example of hyperbole, for the volatility of the people made something like this quite possible (cf Acts 5:26; Acts 7:54—60; Acts 14:19;
John 10:31-33.). Another possible interpretation is that by claiming John the Baptist was not a true prophet, the Jewish leadership
would have been liable to the penalty for false prophesy—-stoning” (Dt 13:1—11). On the other hand the implication might be that by
claiming John the Baptist was not a true prophet, the Jewish leadership would be guilty of false witness and liable to that punishment
the falsely accused would have received—in this case stoning as a false prophet. The latter two suggestions probably would have
been too subtle for Luke’s readers. (See Luke: An Exegetical and Theological Exposition)

Grotius has an interesting remark - They had themselves accustomed the people to this violence. When they could not legally
convict their enemies, they incited the people to stone them. It was called the judgment of zeal. (This reminds one of the zeal of

Phinehas in Nu 25:6-8). (See Expository thoughts on the Gospels)

Adam Clarke adds "the judgment of zeal" was "when the mob took the execution of the laws into their own hands, and massacred
those whom they pretended to be blasphemers of God."

Stone (2642)(katalithazo from kata = down or used to intensify meaning +lithazo = to stone) is literally
to "stone down" which means to stone to death by hurling stones and is used only here. To overwhelm with
stones. (cf. Ex. 17:4; Nu 14:10).

For they are convinced that John was a prophet- Mark 11:32 adds "a real prophet." The consensus was that John was a true
prophet from God.

Convinced (3982)(peitho) means they were persuaded that John was a true prophet. Theperfect tense
indicates this was their settled state of persuasion.

MacArthur - It would have been political folly for the Pharisees to attack the legitimacy of John the Baptist or deny hisauthority as
a prophet of God. John was enormously popular with the people, and a martyr at the hands of the despised Herod. For the
Pharisees to question John’s authority was to attack a national hero, and they knew better than that. So they pleaded ignorance
(Luke 20:7). (Borrow The MacArthur study Bible)

Luke 20:7 So they answered that they did not know where it came from.
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Luke 20:7KJV And they answered, that they could not tell whence it was.

= that they did not know where it came fromlsaiah 6:9,10; 26:11; 29:9-12,14; 41:28; 42:19,20; 44:18; Jer 8:7-9; Zechariah
11:15,17; Malachi 2:7-9; John 3:19,20; 9:39; 2 Th 2:10-12; 2 Ti 3:8,9; 2 Peter 3:3

= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

= Luke 19:45-20:8 By What Authority? - Steven Cole

= Luke 20:1-8 Rejecting the King's Authority- John MacArthur

ON THE HORNS
OF A DILEMMA

The idiomatic phrase that is apropos regarding the response of the religious leaders is that they were 'on the horns of a dilemma"
which is defined as having to choose between two things, both of which are unpleasant or difficult. In short they were between "a
between a rock and a hard place" if they said ANYTHING and they knew it, so they said NOTHING!

So - | would say about them what my wife used to say about my children when she knew they were guilty of lying - "Liar, liar, pants
on fire!" "The Jewish leaders saved themselves from this dilemma by professing ignorance. (Wuest)

They answered that they did not know where it came from- Notice that their statement was dishonest because they do not say,
"We don't want to answer Your question." That would have been a cowardly but honest answer. But to say "We do not know" was a
lie. Stein adds "it was not ignorance but insincerity and hypocrisy that shaped their answer."

Very few questions could have so completely revealed the wicked intentions of the religious leaders. Jesus’ question revealed the
motivation of the religious leaders and exposed them for what they really were—hypocrites. They indicted themselves when they
cited only two options and chose neither of them. The point of Luke 20:1-8 is that no matter what Jesus said in response to their
question they were not going to believe it and would in the end use it against him.

John MacArthur - After three years of teaching and performing miracles, Jesus had given them sufficient proof that He was the
Messiah. No more information would be forthcoming. There was no point in continuing to cast pearls before swine. The Jewish
leaders had willfully rejected all the light they had seen; there was no reason to give them more. This was a pronouncement of
judgment on the leadership of Israel. At His mock trial two days later, these men demanded of Jesus, “If You are the Christ, tell us.’
But He said to them, ‘If | tell you, you will not believe; and if | ask a question, you will not answer. But from now on the Son of Man
will be seated at the right hand of the power of God™ (Luke 22:67-69). There was nothing left for them but judgment, and He would
sit on that judgment seat to render sentence on them. There is a limit to God’s patience. Those who hard-heartedly reject the light
will eventually be abandoned to judicial darkness. (See Luke Commentary)

R C Foster summarizes this section - "The baptism of John, whence was it? from heaven or from men?" Two questions are
matched against the two which they have asked. Baptism was such a concrete, vivid, impressive act they could not avoid His
question about John by asking "What teaching?" and then beclouding the issue with fine distinctions. Moreover, the baptism of John
had been an innovation. Since nothing like it had been commanded in the law, the same acute issue was faced: Did John have the
right to set up an institution for the forgiveness of sins when the Old Testament plainly declared the sacrifices in the temple were to
be offered for that purpose? Only on the ground that John was a prophet directly inspired to speak for God, as had been the case
with Moses when he gave the law, was John justified in doing this. Whether their decision as to a reply resulted from an immediate,
covert, desperate exchange of ideas by looks and whispers or by withdrawal and lengthy consideration, their public reply which was
awaited by Jesus and the multitude left them utterly discomfited. They refused to answer the question as to whether the authority of
John's baptism was from heaven or merely from men, but their refusal constituted the most humiliating kind of confession. And in
thus admitting that they dared not answer the dilemma (their hypocritical statement, "we know not," was too thin to deceive any one),
they showed that the nation knew, and they did not dare deny, that John had been sent with a message from heaven. (Studies in the
Life of Christ)

Luke 20:8 And Jesus said to them, "Nor will | tell you by what authority | do these things."

Luke 20:8KJV And Jesus said unto them, Neither tell | you by what authority | do these things.

s Lk 22:68; Job 5:12,13; Pr 26:4,5; Mt 15:14; 16:4; 21:27; Mark 11:33
= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries
= Luke 19:45-20:8 By What Authority? - Steven Cole
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= Luke 20:1-8 Rejecting the King's Authority- John MacArthur

NO ANSWER FROM JEWS
RECEIVES NO ANSWER FROM JESUS

And Jesus said to them, "Nor will | tell you by what authority (exousia) | do these things - Though Jesus gave no answer, the

analogy he used to their own question makes His view clear. His authority came from heaven. He did not say that he had no
authority. Jesus refused to give them more light for they refused to accept the light that He had been clearly presented. (cf John 7:17
- "If (CONDITIONAL PROMISE) anyone is willing to do His will, [NB: NOT JUST HEAR HIS WILL IN HIS WORD BUT DO IT] he
will know of the teaching, whether it is of God or whether | speak from Myself.").

Stevenson - There is a lesson here. It is that when you refuse to believe the teachings of Jesus, then no further teachings are
given. The criteria for receiving further spiritual truth is receiving and believing that which you have been given.

William Hendriksen adds - An important practical lesson is taught here. Christ's opponents failed to see the truth because they
hardened themselves against it. The reason why many people know so little about Jesus and about the joy of living the Christian life
is that they refuse to submit themselves to his will. The prayer of everyone should be: "Teach me to do thy will, for thou art my God"

(Ps. 143:10). (Borrow Exposition of the Gospel According to Luke)

R Kent Hughes - To these craven “leaders” Jesus said, “Neither will | tell you by what authority | am doing these things” (v. 8). This
was another authoritative slam dunk by “gentle Jesus, meek and mild"—and in one of the temple courts! (See Luke: That You May
Know the Truth)

Robert Stein - Discussion with such biased and hostile people was worthless, so Jesus ended the conversation. Compare...

Luke 22:67-68 “If You are the Christ, tell us.” But He said to them, “If | tell you, you will not believe; 68 and if |
ask a question, you will not answer.

Proverbs 9:7-8 He who corrects a scoffer gets dishonor for himself, And he who reproves a wicked man gets
insults for himself. 8 Do not reprove a scoffer, or he will hate you, Reprove a wise man and he will love you.

R C Foster - Jesus had answered their question with a question because He had already made repeated and explicit declarations
covering the ground of their question as to His deity and authority. They were not willing to be convinced and hence did not deserve
further assurance. By a question which was much more effective than a mere affirmative reply, Jesus really answered their question
and at the same time revealed to the multitude the revolting hypocrisy of the Pharisees John's main thesis was that all should heed
the Christ. The whole force of his ministry and testimony was to direct the nation to Jesus as the Christ. Thus the proof of the
Pharisees' rejection of God in the person of His Son was made plain to all in a manner that the leaders did not dare to deny. The
manner of Jesus' reply made very pointed reference to their hypocrisy. They had said: "We know not"; Jesus now replied: "Neither
tell I you." This means: "Yes, you do know, but you are too cowardly and corrupt to tell the truth you know. | simply refuse to answer
because it is unnecessary. You have already answered your own question.”

William Lane comments (on parallel passages in Mark) that "The implied judgment upon the chief priests and elders in Mark 11:27—
33 is sustained in the parable of the vineyard which immediately follows (Mark 12:1-11). The climax of that section serves both as
the application of the parable and as the reproach of the authorities, who have rejected both John and Jesus. The leading idea of
the whole section is that the leaders of the Jewish people have rejected the will of God." (NICNT)

Walter Kaiser - Lk 20:8 Neither Will | Tell You?
Why did Jesus refuse to give a straight answer to those who asked him why he acted as he did?

It was during Holy Week, while he was walking in the temple precincts in Jerusalem, that some representatives of the Sanhedrin,
Israel’s supreme court (comprising chief priests, scribes, or teachers of the law, and elders, as we are told in Mk 11:27), came to
Jesus and asked him, “By what authority are you doing these things? Who gave you this authority?” By “these things” they meant
not so much his teaching in the outer court but his cleansing of the temple, which had taken place the previous day. What right had
he to put a stop to buying and selling within the bounds of the temple, or to forbid anyone to carry anything through the temple—to
use the outer court as a short cut on their business errands? Many religious people might have agreed with him that the sacred area
should not be turned into a bazaar, but a temple police force was stationed to protect its sanctity. Who authorized Jesus to act as he
did?

His cleansing of the temple was what would have been recognized in Old Testament times as a prophetic action—the kind of action
by which a prophet would occasionally confirm his spoken message and bring it home to the people around him. Jesus protested
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that the temple was being prevented from fulfilling its purpose as “a house of prayer for all nations” (see Is 56:7). Gentiles were not
allowed to enter the inner courts, but in the outer court they might draw near to the true and living God and worship him, like those
“Greeks” who, according to John 12:20, went up to worship at Passover. Because of this the outer court was sometimes called “the
court of the Gentiles.” But Gentiles were hindered in using it for its proper purpose if space within it was taken up by market stalls
and the like. One of the latest Old Testament prophets had foretold how, when representatives of all the nations were to go up to
Jerusalem to worship, “there shall no longer be a trader in the house of the Lord of hosts on that day” (Zech 14:21 RSV). Jesus’
prophetic action was designed to enforce this lesson.

But by what authority did he perform such a prophetic action? By what authority did any of the ancient prophets perform prophetic
actions? By the authority of God, in whose name they spoke to the people. So, when Jesus was asked, “Who gave you this
authority?” the true answer was “God.” Why then did he not say so? Because his questioners would not have believed him. He
tested them first with another question, to see if they were capable of recognizing divine authority when they saw it. Reminding them
of John the Baptist’s ministry, he asked them whether John’s authority was derived “from heaven [that is, from God] or from men.”
This put them on the spot: they argued with one another, “If we say, ‘From heaven, he will ask, ‘Why didn’t you believe him?’ But if
we say, ‘From men? all the people will stone us, because they are persuaded that John was a prophet” (Lk 20:6). Could they
recognize divine authority when it was expressed in the actions and teaching of John? If so, they might be expected to recognize it
when it was manifested in the deeds and words of Jesus. But they professed themselves unable to say what the source of John’s
authority was. So Jesus said to them in effect, “If you cannot recognize divine authority when you see it in action, no amount of
argument will convince you of its presence. If you cannot tell me by what authority John baptized, | will not tell you by what authority |
do these things.” There are some people who will demand authority for truth itself, forgetting that truth is the highest authority. (Go to

page 451 of Hard Sayings)

Luke 20:9 And He began to tell the people this parable: "A man planted a vineyard and rented it out to vine-growers, and
went on a journey for a long time.

Luke 20:9KJV Then began he to speak to the people this parable; A certain man planted a vineyard, and let it
forth to husbandmen, and went into a far country for a long time.

= this parable Mt 21:33-46; Mark 12:1-12

=« A man planted a vineyard Ps 80:8-14; Isaiah 5:1-7; Jer 2:21; John 15:1-8; 1 Cor 3:6-9
= rented it out Song of Solomon 8:11,12

= to vine-growers Deuteronomy 1:15-18; 16:18; 17:8-15

= went on a journey for a long time Lk 19:12

= Parallel parable passages - Mt. 21:33-46; Mk 12:1-12

= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

= Luke 20:9-19 Who Owns the Vineyard? - Steven Cole

= Luke 20:9-18 The Murder of God's Son - A Prophetic Parable-Part 1- John MacArthur
= Luke 20:9-18 The Murder of God's Son - A Prophetic Parable-Part 2- John MacArthur

Parallel Passages:

Matthew 21:33-46 ‘“Listen to another parable. There was a landowner whoPLANTED A VINEYARD AND
PUT A WALL AROUND IT AND DUG A WINE PRESS IN IT, AND BUILT A TOWER, and rented it out to
vine-growers and went on a journey. 34 “When the harvest time approached, he sent his slaves to the vine-
growers to receive his produce. 35 “The vine-growers took his slaves and beat one, and killed another, and
stoned a third. 36 “Again he sent another group of slaves larger than the first; and they did the same thing to
them. 37 “But afterward he sent his son to them, saying, ‘They will respect my son. 38 “But when the vine-
growers saw the son, they said among themselves, ‘This is the heir; come, let us kill him and seize his
inheritance. 39 “They took him, and threw him out of the vineyard (cf JESUS "SUFFERED OUTSIDE THE
GATE" - Heb 13:12) and killed him. 40 “Therefore when the owner of the vineyard comes, what will he do to
those vine-growers?” 41 They *said to Him, “He will bring those wretches to a wretched end, and will rent
out the vineyard to other vine-growers who will pay him the proceeds at the proper seasons.” 42 Jesus *said
to them, “Did you never read in the Scriptures, ‘THE STONE WHICH THE BUILDERS REJECTED, THIS
BECAME THE CHIEF CORNER stone; THIS CAME ABOUT FROM THE LORD, AND IT IS MARVELOUS IN
OUR EYES'? 43 “Therefore | say to you, the kingdom of God will be taken away from you and given to a
people, producing the fruit of it. 44 “And he who falls on this stone will be broken to pieces; but on whomever it
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falls, it will scatter him like dust” 45 When the chief priests and the Pharisees heard His parables, they
understood that He was speaking about them. 46 When they sought to seize Him, they feared the people,
because they considered Him to be a prophet.

Mark 12:1-12+ And He began to speak to them in parables: “A man PLANTED A VINEYARD AND PUT A
WALL AROUND IT, AND DUG A VAT UNDER THE WINE PRESS AND BUILT A TOWER, and rented it out to
vine-growers and went on a journey. 2 “At the harvest time he sent a slave to the vine-growers, in order to
receive some of the produce of the vineyard from the vine-growers. 3 “They took him, and beat him and sent
him away empty-handed. 4“Again he sent them another slave, and they wounded him in the head, and treated
him shamefully. 5 “And he sent another, and that one they killed; and so with many others, beating some and
killing others. 6 “He had one more to send, a beloved son; he sent him last of all to them, saying, ‘They will
respect my son.” 7 “But those vine-growers said to one another, ‘This is the heir; come, let us kill him, and the
inheritance will be ours!" 8 “They took him, and killed him and threw him out of the vineyard. 9 “What will the
owner of the vineyard do? He will come and destroy the vine-growers, and will give the vineyard to others.
10 “Have you not even read this Scripture: ‘THE STONE WHICH THE BUILDERS REJECTED, THIS
BECAME THE CHIEF CORNER stone; 11 THIS CAME ABOUT FROM THE LORD, AND IT IS MARVELOUS
IN OUR EYES'?” 12 And they were seeking to seize Him, and yet they feared the people, for they understood
that He spoke the parable against them. And so they left Him and went away.

Watchtower in the Vineyard

(Bible-history.com)

A PROPHETIC PARABLE:
THE WICKED TENANTS

Parallel parables are found in Matthew 21:33-46; Mark 12:1-12 (see above). The fact that this parable is recorded three times makes
it one of the most important in the NT. The only other parables in all 3 synoptic gospels are the parable of the mustard seed and the
parable of the soils.

It is interesting that some have referred to this day (most take it as Tuesday, but as noted MacArthur thinks it is Wednesday) as "the
Day of Antagonism.”

Matthew tells another parable before the parable of the wicked tenants - Mt 21:28-32 (See the Parable of the Two Sons)

Jesus often told parables to hide truth, but not in this case. The players in Jesus' parable can be readily discerned:

=« The Owner of the Vineyard = God the Father

« The Vineyard = The nation of Israel

= Vine-growers = The religious rulers of Israel entrusted with leading Israel - chief priests, scribes and Pharisees, and the
elders.

= Slaves = The prophets of God that were persecuted and killed.

= Son = The Lord Jesus

It should not surprise us to hear that liberal theologians deny that this passage was spoken by Jesus, claiming it was added by the
early church. Why would they do this? Simply because while it is a story, it is also an incredibly accurate prophecy by Jesus not only
of His death, but also of the destruction of Jerusalem. Liberals don't like predictive prophecy that comes true (as it always does!)
because they know to accept it as literal truth means that there is a "Literal God" to Whom they will one day have to give an account!
Amen!

Mattoon says this parable "was designed to force His foes to face their terrible and chronic unbelief. Jesus told this parable that (1)
indirectly answered the religious leaders' question about His authority, (2) showed them that He knew about their plan to kill Him,
and (3) revealed the judgment that awaited them for rejecting their Messiah."

R Alan Cole introduces this parable with these comments - The parable of the wicked tenant farmers follows very naturally upon the
final refusal by the Pharisees to consider seriously the source of the authority of Jesus. In so doing, they refused to admit the
obvious fact that they knew its source already. This next parable is, in consequence, a parable of judgment. It is more properly the
parable of the rejection of the landlord’s son, than the parable of the wicked tenant farmers, although his rejection is at once the
logical result and the supreme proof of their wickedness. (See The Gospel According to Mark)

Kenneth Wuest - Our Lord’s teaching changed its manner of presentation to that of parables....Our Lord was accusing the spiritual
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leaders of Israel of being the future murderers of the Messiah, and this in the presence of the crowd. His purpose was to expose the
true character of the hostility of the Sanhedrin. The vineyard was a recognized symbol of Israel itself as the covenant people, and
both the members of the Sanhedrin and the better-taught among the crowd, could not but understand the symbolism. (Wuest Word
Studies - Eerdman Publishing Company Volume 1, Volume 2, Volume 3 - used by permission -- or Borrow Mark in the Greek New
Testament for the English reader )

Steven Cole - A few years ago, a family living in a beautiful home in West Palm Beach, Florida, told a film crew that it was okay to
use the front lawn as a set for filming an episode of a TV show. They knew that cars would be crashing violently in front of the
house. While the front yard was being destroyed, the owner of the home was tipped off and called from New York, demanding to
know what was happening to his house. It seems that the people living in the house were only tenants who had no right to allow the
property to be destroyed while the cameras rolled. Some awful mistakes can happen when those who are tenants begin acting as if
they were owners. The more valuable the property they occupy, the more responsibility they have to treat it carefully. Can you
imagine tenants in a beautiful mansion who refuse to pay rent and who threaten or beat up those whom the owner sends to collect
rent? They argue, “We live here; it's our house now.” No one making that claim would stand a chance in a court of law. The owner
has the right to receive rent and to have his property treated rightly. To follow up the challenge of the Jewish leaders to Jesus
about the source of His authority, He tells a parable about some wicked tenants of a vineyard, who had wrongfully
assumed ownership of that which was not their own. It is one of only three parables that occur in all three synoptic
gospels (the sower and the mustard seed are the other two). The parable answers the question that the leaders had just
asked Jesus: “By what authority are you doing these things?” If God owns the vineyard and Jesus is the Son and rightful
heir to it, then He is acting under God’s authority. The Jewish leaders have wrongfully usurped the authority of God, the rightful
owner. Thus the fundamental question that not only these Jewish leaders, but also all who hear the parable, need to answer is,
“Who owns the vineyard?” Keeping in mind the answer to that question will determine how we live. Who Owns the Vineyard? )

And - Notice this connecting copulative, which clearly links the following parable with the prior confrontation regarding Jesus'
authority.

He began to tell the people this parable (parable) - (Mt 21:33 begins "Listen - aorist imperative = listen so as to heed) This
parable is a story about Israel and her Messiah, looking back through Israel's history and forward to Messiah's crucifixion and then to
the future history of the nation of Israel (this latter may surprise you). The people are the huge crowd of Jews (recall it is Passover
and Jerusalem could have swollen to as many as 2 million people) who had exuberantly celebrated what they interpreted as the
coming of their King, their Messiah, to overthrow Rome. Presumably this story is told in the largest Temple venue, the Court of the
Gentiles (up to 10 football fields in size) as Lk 20:1 says Jesus was teaching and preaching during the day. In addition to the Jewish
laity, undoubtedly the chief priests and the scribes with the elders were also in the crowd. And indeed this story is about the religious
leaders of Israel, so it is a story they needed to hear!

The ESV Study Bible note makes a good point that "This parable, while spoken to the people (Lk 20:1, 9, cf Mk 12:1, 12), is
directed to Jesus’ opponents (Lk 19:47; 20:1, 19) and is intended as an analogy (with many referents) to show that God (the “owner,”
Lk 20:13) is taking away the kingdom from Israel (see note on Mark 12:1-12)....The story draws on everyday life. Disputes between
absentee landlords, their representatives (in this case, a servant), and tenants were common." (ESV_Study Bible - this resource can
be borrowed)

Parable (3850)(parabole from para = beside, near +ballo = throw, cast; English "parable") is literally a
throwing beside or placing of one thing by the side of another (juxtaposition as of ships in battle in classic
Greek). A parable is an illustration thrown in alongside of a truth to make the latter easier to understand the
truth. In this case Jesus chose to illustrate His truth with a vineyard, an agrarian or agricultural metaphor which
would be familial to all Jews.

A man ("landowner" oikodespotes - head of house - Mt 21:33) planted a vineyard (ampelon) - Israel is hilly and vineyards were
planted on the hillsides which were terraced. They would surround the vineyard with a hedge or wall for protection. The vineyard
would usually have a winepress (picture and description of ancient wine press) as well as a tower for protection. As an aside there
are only 4 uses of the Greek word (lenos) for wine press, a literal use in Matthew's parallel parable (Mt 21:33) and three uses in the
Revelation all speaking of God's righteous wrath using the metaphor of a wine press. (Rev. 14:19-20+; Rev. 19:15+).

Wiersbe on planted a vineyard - This parable is based on Isaiah 5:1-7, and in it Jesus reminded the Jews of God's goodness to
them as a nation. God delivered them from Egypt and planted them in a rich land of milk and honey. He gave them material and
spiritual blessings and asked only that they bear fruit for His glory. (Borrow Be courageous Luke 14-24)

God is the "landowner" (Mt 21:33) who planted the "vineyard" of Israel, even as in the story in Isa 5:7 "For the vineyard of the
LORD of hosts is the house of Israel and the men of Judah His delightful plant. Thus He looked for justice, but behold, bloodshed;
For righteousness, but behold, a cry of distress." Israel is God's chosen people formed out of the loins of Abraham, this
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lineage carried through the patriarchs Isaac and Jacob, with the 12 tribes flourishing into a full nation and being redeemed from
slavery in Egypt. When one redeems a slave, that slave belongs to the one who provided the redemption price. In this case God
provided the redemption price (blemish-free lamb Ex 12:5) and thus the nation belonged to Him not only by His planting (Isaiah 5:1-
7+) but even by His redemption provided by the blood of the lamb (pointing of course to the Lamb of God Jn 1:29, 36, to Christ our
Passover 1 Cor 5:7+).

Isaiah 5:1-7+ summarizes God's planting, provision and protection to maximize production...

Let me sing now for mywell-beloved (Lxx =agapao in perfect tense = speaks of Jehovah's enduring

unconditional love in spite of Israel's unfaithful, rebellious hearts! Woe!) a song of my beloved concerning His
vineyard (Lxx =ampelon). My well-beloved had avineyard on a fertile hill (THE PROMISED LAND OF
CANAAN - A FERTILE LAND OF "MILK AND HONEY"!). 2 He dug it all around, removed its stones, and
planted it with the choicest vine. And He built a tower in the middle of it and also hewed out a wine vat in it;
Then He expected it to produce good grapes, But it produced only worthless ones (beushim = stinking,
derived from beosh = stench as from corpses in Amos 4:10!). 3 “And now, O inhabitants of Jerusalem and men
of Judah, Judge between Me and My vineyard. 4 “What more was there to do for My vineyard that | have
not done in it? Why, when | expected it to produce good grapes did it produceworthless ones (beushim =
stinking)? 5 “So now let Me tell you what | am going to do to My vineyard: | will (THIS IS GOD'S JUDICIAL
DECREE) remove its hedge and it will be consumed. | will (GOD INITIATES THIS!) break down its wall and it
will become trampled ground. 6 “I will lay it waste (FULFILLED IN 586 BC WHEN NEBUCHADNEZZAR
RAZED JERUSALEM); It will not be pruned or hoed, but briars and thorns will come up. | will also charge the
clouds to rain no rain on it.” 7 For the vineyard of the LORD of hosts is the house of Israel And the men of
Judah His delightful plant. Thus He looked for justice, but behold, bloodshed; For righteousness, but behold,
a cry of distress.

Comment: Matthew and Mark's versions of this parable begin with a direct quote from the Septuagint (not
the Hebrew) of Isaiah 5:2. Notice the words in ALL CAPS in Mark 12:1 "And He began to speak to them in
parables: “A man PLANTED A VINEYARD AND PUT A WALL AROUND IT, AND DUG A VAT UNDER
THE WINE PRESS AND BUILT A TOWER, and rented it out to vine-growers and went on a journey." The
NASB is one of the few translations that puts direct OT quotes in ALL CAPS which is very helpful in
identifying these references from the OT. Sadly other modern versions lack this helpful feature. Another
feature absent in most modern versions but found in the NAS is that it ITALICIZES words that have been
added to the English translation but are not in the original Greek or Hebrew text. E.g., compare Mark
12:10NASB with the popular version Mark 12:10ESV and note that "stone" is in italics in the NAS but not
in the ESV. "Stone" is not present in the Greek text in this verse.

We see a another description of Israel depicted as aVINE in Psalm 80...

You removed a VINE from Egypt; You drove out the nations and planted it. 9 You cleared the ground before it,
And it took deep root and filled the land. 10 The mountains were covered with its shadow, And the cedars of
God with its boughs. 11 It was sending out its branches to the sea And its shoots to the River. 12 Why have
You broken down its hedges, So that all who pass that way pick its fruit? 13 A boar from the forest eats it
away And whatever moves in the field feeds on it. 14 O God of hosts, turn again now, we beseech You; Look
down from heaven and see, and take care of this vine (THIS PRAYER WILL BE ANSWERED IN THE END
TIMES - Zech 12:10-note, Zech 13:1-note, Zech 13:8-9-note, Ro 11:26-27-note), 15 Even the shoot which
Your right hand has planted, And on the son whom You have strengthened for Yourself. 16 It is burned with
fire, it is cut down; They perish at the rebuke of Your countenance. (Ps 80:8-16)

In Jeremiah we read another description of Israel as aVINE...

“Yet | planted you a choice vine, A completely faithful seed. How then have you turned yourself before Me Into
the degenerate shoots of a foreign vine? (Jer 2:21)

In Ezekiel we see a description of Judah (southern kingdom) as aVINE

“Your mother was like a vine in your vineyard, Planted by the waters; It was fruitful and full of branches
Because of abundant waters. 11 ‘And it had strong branches fit for scepters of rulers, And its height was raised
above the clouds So that it was seen in its height with the mass of its branches. 12 ‘But it was plucked up in
fury; It was cast down to the ground; And the east wind dried up its fruit. Its strong branch was torn off So that
it withered; The fire consumed it. 13 ‘And now it is planted in the wilderness, In a dry and thirsty land. 14°And
fire has gone out from its branch; It has consumed its shoots and fruit, So that there is not in it a strong branch,
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A scepter to rule.” This is a lamentation, and has become a lamentation. (Ezekiel 19:10-14)

MacArthur adds that Isaiah 5 describes "God’s planting of Israel in detail &ee verse by verse commentary). God planted them “on a
fertile hill,” the wonderful land of Canaan. God planted “a choice vine,” that is to say the genetics of Jews is among the noblest of all
humanity. God hedged them, protected them, put a moat around them, a hedge around them, built a wine-press, (this could be the
symbol of the sacrificial system), and a tower of protection. God did everything He could do and had every right to expect good
grapes, Isaiah writes. But He received beushim, sour berries....(THIS PRESENT PARABLE IS) very reminiscent of Isaiah 5, and
Jesus is saying, “Nothing has changed.”

Vineyard (290)(ampelon) was a plot of land where grapes were grown on grapevines. Used
figuratively Figuratively in Matt. 21:28, 33, 39-41; Mark 12:1, 2, 9; Luke 13:6; 20:9, 10, 13, 15, 16.

Ampelon - 23x in 21v - Matt. 20:1; Matt. 20:2; Matt. 20:4; Matt. 20:7; Matt. 20:8; Matt. 21:28; Matt. 21:33;
Matt. 21:39; Matt. 21:40; Matt. 21:41; Mk. 12:1; Mk. 12:2; Mk. 12:8; Mk. 12:9; Lk. 13:6; Lk. 20:9; Lk. 20:10;
Lk. 20:13; Lk. 20:15; Lk. 20:16; 1 Co. 9:7

Ampelon - 101x in 90v - Gen. 9:20; Exod. 22:5; Exod. 23:11; Lev. 19:10; Lev. 19:19; Num. 16:14; Num.
20:17; Num. 21:22; Deut. 6:11; Deut. 20:6; Deut. 22:9; Deut. 23:24; Deut. 24:21; Deut. 28:30; Deut. 28:39;
Jos. 24:13; Jdg. 9:27; Jdg. 11:33; Jdg. 14:5; Jdg. 15:5; Jdg. 21:20; Jdg. 21:21; 1 Sam. 8:14; 1 Sam. 8:15; 1
Sam. 15:9; 1 Sam. 22:7; 1 Ki. 21:1; 1 Ki. 21:2; 1 Ki. 21:6; 1 Ki. 21:7; 1 Ki. 21:15; 1 Ki. 21:16; 1 Ki. 21:18; 2
Ki. 5:26; 2 Ki. 18:32; 2 Ki. 19:29; Neh. 5:3; Neh. 5:4; Neh. 5:5; Neh. 5:11; Neh. 9:25; Job 24:6; Ps. 107:37;
Prov. 9:12; Prov. 24:30; Eccl. 2:4; Cant. 1:6; Cant. 1:14; Cant. 2:15; Cant. 7:12; Cant. 8:11; Cant. 8:12; Isa.
1:8; Isa. 3:14; Isa. 5:1; Isa. 5:3; Isa. 5:4; Isa. 5:5; Isa. 5:6; Isa. 5:7; Isa. 16:10; Isa. 27:2; Isa. 36:17; Isa.
37:30; Isa. 65:21; Jer. 5:17; Jer. 12:10; Jer. 31:5; Jer. 32:15; Jer. 35:7; Jer. 35:9; Ezek. 28:26; Amos 4:9;
Amos 5:11; Amos 9:14; Mic. 1:6; Zeph. 1:13;

Vine-grower (1092) georgos from ge = the earth + ergo = to work) describes one who tills or works the soil or
the ground. A husbandman (one that plows and cultivates land).

Matthew 21:33 adds that the landowner "PLANTED A VINEYARD AND PUT A WALL AROUND IT AND DUG A WINE PRESS IN IT
a trough into which the juice ran after having been crushed from the grapes), AND BUILT A TOWER." Matthew speaking to Jewish
readers (Luke more to Gentile readers) includes a quote from the parabolic story in Isaiah 5:1-2-note, adding the details of a wall
around the vineyard, a wine press and a tower.

Brooks rightly emphasizes that "No attempt should be made, however, to identify the wall, the pit, or the tower as the law, the altar,
and the temple, respectively, as did the medieval church in its excessive allegorical interpretations....In Isaiah the problem is a
fruitless vineyard, i.e., a nation that failed to produce the fruits of righteousness. In the present parable the emphasis is on the
wickedness (greed, dishonesty, violence, murder) of the tenants, who seem to represent the leaders of the nation." (Ibid)

Lenski - A vineyard is naturally planted for the sake of the fruit it will yield. But this parable does not center our attention on the
productivity or unproductivity of the vineyard or of its vines as does the parable recorded in Isa. 5 but on the vicious actions of these
vine-growers, to whom the vineyard had been leased, and who were now to meet the terms of the lease.

And rented it out to vine-growers - In other words the vineyard was rented out by the "absentee landlord," the owner who was not
present. The ones who cultivated the vineyards were in effect tenant farmers who rented the owner's land, produced a crop and
gave the owner his share of the proceeds when the crop was sold. A vine-grower was a "contract laborer" who was given the benefit
of working the owner's land, which was a wonderful opportunity for those to poor to own their own land.

Who are the vine-growers? These are the religious leaders (cf "the chief priests and the scribes with the elders" who confronted
Jesus in Lk 20:1+) These mean are those who God had puts in charge of caring for His vineyard, the nation of Israel, especially
providing for their spiritual nourishment, in the true way of God. Notice that these leaders are never called "owners" but serve only
as stewards (including all their previous leaders - kings, priests and prophets) who were given responsibility for the spiritual welfare
of the people of Israel.

And went on a journey for a long time - This would have been true in ancient times as without cars, trains or planes every journey
of any distance would have been a "long" journey. And this was not uncommon in Palestine, for the owner of the land to live at a
considerable distance, sometimes even in another country. But in the context of the meaning of the parable to what does a long
time refer? The "vine-growers" were in a lineage that went back some 2000 years (from Jesus' day) to the loins of Abraham. So for
2000 years (a long time) God was looking for a "bumper (spiritual) crop” from His vineyard, Israel. Long is actually hikanos which
means sufficient, adequate - they had plenty of time to bring forth (spiritual) fruit. And so what Jesus' phrase a long time
summarizes is the entire Old Testament history of Israel from Genesis 12:1 through Malachi 4:6 (including the intervening 400 silent
inter-testament years and including the ministry of John the Baptist)!
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Steven Cole - These things apply not only to ancient Israel, but also to us, whom God has graciously grafted into His vine (see
Rom. 11:17 24).

Spurgeon - It is a long time since Jesus left us, and he has not yet returned. Many say that he is coming back very soon; others
say, “The Lord delayeth his coming.”

James Smith - Handfuls of Purpose - RENT DEFAULTERS LUKE 20:9-18

Before the Great War we frequently heard of “moonlight flitters"—families so deeply in debt, and so hopeless so far as payment of
debts was concerned, that some night they removed their goods, quietly and secretively, to another town or entirely strange
neighbourhood, beginning life afresh. So scarce have houses been since the war, that insolvent householders have had to resort to
other stratagems. In Luke 20:9 to 18, we have rent defaulters, who resorted to murder as a way out of debt.

The householder in the parable was more than owner of this vineyard, for he had planted it, and thus stood in a close and personal
association to it. In the East there is no property so valuable, nor which yields returns so large, as vineyards. This man planted the
vineyard, protected it by a wall, ornamented it by a tower, then let it out to husbandmen on the understanding that part of its
proceeds would be handed over as rent.

For three years the fruit was, according to ancient custom, ungathered; in the fourth year it was all holy unto the Lord; in the fifth year
the tenants and owners could eat and begin to benefit by its growth (Lev. 19:23 to 25).

During that long period the husbandmen contrived to forget that they were tenants and not owners. And when the owner sent his
servants for his just due, ill-treated them, driving them empty away. The patience of the owner is wonderful—a representation of the
wonderful and infinite patience and longsuffering of God. At last we have his dilemma, enshrined in those four simple words, “What
shall | do?” But even his beloved son was rejected, and his murder decided upon.

The history of Israel is summed up in this dark picture. The One who planted the vineyard was God; the vineyard, the land of Israel;
the husbandmen, Israel, particularly the leaders of the nations; the servants, the prophets; the son, the Lord Jesus Christ.

THOUGHT - But there is an application of this parable to you and me. What we have belongs to God—our
very life, possessions, time, friends, all. There is no time when God does not demand of us His rightful dues.
He sends us His servants—more, His Son, the Lord Jesus, and the Holy Spirit. Have we sent them empty
away? Be warned, there is a limit to His patience, when judgment will fall.

James Smith - PARABLE OF THE HUSBANDMEN Luke 20:9-19

“Dare | trust my heart and voice against the voice of the whole? Yet should the roar of the crowd ever drown
the true voice of the soul?”—W. SMITH.

It is not only Scotch-like, but it may at times be Christ-like, to answer one question by asking another. The chief priests and scribes
asked, “Who gave Thee this authority?” Jesus answered by asking, “The baptism of John, was it from Heaven or of men?” They
“could not tell,” or rather, they would not say, lest they should commit themselves. Neither would He tell them. It is so still. Those
who refuse to accept the testimony of His servants shall not know the secret of Christ’s authority and power. There must be faith in
His Word if we would have revelations of Himself. This parable, like that of the “pounds,” has a decided dispensational character.

I. The Vineyard. “A certain man planted a vineyard” (v. 9). This nameless man is intended to represent Jehovah, the Eternal One; the
vineyard is the whole house of Israel, whom He hath redeemed for Himself (Jer. 2:21); the planting refers to their settlement in the
land of promise, where they were carefully nurtured and guarded by the presence of God.

Il. The Faithless Husbandmen. These were the proud rulers of the people, who “entreated shamefully” those sent by God to assert
His claims upon them as His professing people. They persecuted and slew those servants of God who testified against them (Neh.
9:26). Did not the Spirit-filled Stephen fling the same charge in their teeth when he said, “Which of the prophets have not your
fathers persecuted?” These wicked husbandmen, like many in our own day, were willing to take all they could get from God that
would enrich themselves, but refused to give Him anything in return.

lll. The Divine Dilemma. “What shall | do?” (v. 13). His thankless people have transgressed and rebelled; His warnings and
entreaties, through His servants, have been neglected and despised. “What shall | do?” Something new must be done if the Lord of
the vineyard is to maintain His rights to the fruits thereof. Shall it be vengeance or mercy? Shall it be instant judgment or a further
manifestation of His infinite grace? Shall it be the sacrifice of man for his sins, or a sacrifice from God for the sins of man? “Deliver
from going down to the pit, for | have found a ransom.”



IV. The Gracious Purpose. “I will send My beloved Son” (v. 13). It may be that when they see Him they will turn away their faces from
shame, and confess their sins (v. 13). Instead of opening the flood-gates of wrath against those offenders, He opens the treasures of
His heart, and sends forth His only Son. “Herein is love, not that we loved God, but that He loved us” (1 John 4:10).

V. The Fond Expectation. “It may be they will reverence Him when they see Him” (v. 13). What did they see when they saw HIM?
They saw the invisible yet frequently insulted God, manifest in mortal flesh, as a loving, sin-forgiving Saviour, the wisdom and the
power of God. Surely when they behold such an exhibition of His condescension and forbearance they will feel rebuked for their
pride and arrogance. It would seem as if the Lord of the vineyard hoped to kill their enmity with His kindness. The mission of the Son
of the Highest was to save us from our sins, and to reconcile us to God. “He that honoureth the Son honoureth the Father.” To refuse
Him reverence is to dishonour the Father who sent Him.

VI. The Deliberate Refusal. “They cast Him out of the vineyard and killed Him” (v. 14, 15). They would not have this Man to reign
over them. Although they knew him to be “the Heir,” yet, in the pride of their hearts, they refused to submit to Him. What better are
we than they, in acknowledging Christ to be the Son of God, if we have not yielded ourselves unto Him? Is our guilt not greater in
that we are casting Him out of our hearts and homes; out of our businesses and pleasures daily. To cast Him out of our lives is to
cast our lives into eternal bankruptcy and ruin (v. 18).

VII. The Terrible Results. The husbandmen shall be destroyed, and the vineyard given to others (v. 16). Neglected opportunities will
bring corresponding judgments. The Word of God was first spoken to the Jews as His people, but they put it far from them, and now
the vineyard is given to the Gentiles (Acts 13:46). The blessed privileges offered us now will soon have gone to others. Are we
laying hold of them for our eternal profit, or shall they pass, leaving us in the deeper condemnation through our pride and unbelief?
“When they heard it they said, “God forbid.” But all such “God forbids” from the lips of self-righteous rebels will never in any degree
avert the just judgments of an insulted God.

QUESTION - What is the meaning of the Parable of the Vineyard?

ANSWER - The Parable of the Vineyard appears in three of the gospels (Matthew 21:33-46; Mark 12:1-12; Luke 20:9-19), with
Matthew’s account being the most complete. However, there are additions in the others; hence, it is wise to study all three accounts
so0 as to achieve the greatest understanding. To get the context of what is happening, we need to look at Matthew 21:18. Early in the
morning, Jesus goes to the temple courts to teach (21:23). While He is teaching, the chief priest and elders confront Him, wanting to
know by what authority He is teaching. Not allowing them to control the conversation, Jesus answers the question by first asking a
question (21:24-26). They do not like His question nor His response to their answer; essentially, He has told them that they can’t
save face from their obvious attempt to cajole Him and, therefore, He is not obligated to answer their question (21:27). What Jesus
told them is that John the Baptist and He received their authority from the same source. This exchange causes the leaders to
become angry and puts them in opposition to Jesus. Jesus then further frustrates the priests by telling two parables: the first one is
the Parable of the Two Sons, and the second is the Parable of the Vineyard, sometimes called the Parable of the Wicked Tenants.

The first parable Jesus teaches tells the priests that they have claimed to accept the message from God but they have failed to live
up to it by being obedient. Outwardly, they are pious and appear to be people of God, but God knows the heart, and there they have
failed miserably. The next parable (the Parable of the Vineyard) is like pouring salt on a wound. Just in case they didn’t fully
understand (which they did), Jesus gives a much clearer picture of what He means. Obviously, this further infuriates the priests, but
it also gives the others who were present an opportunity to hear Jesus fully explain the implications of the disobedience of the
Jewish people throughout the ages.

Background: There are 6 main characters in this parable: 1) the landowner—God, 2) the vineyard—Israel, 3) the tenants/farmers—
the Jewish religious leadership, 4) the landowner’s servants—the prophets who remained obedient and preached God’s word to the
people of Israel, 5) the son—Jesus, and 6) the other tenants—the Gentiles. The imagery used is similar to Isaiah’s parable of the
vineyard (it would be prudent to study this also) found in Isaiah chapter 5. The watchtower and the wall mentioned in verse 33 are
means of protecting the vineyard and the ripened grapes. The winepress is obviously for stamping out the juice of the grapes to
make the wine. The farmer was apparently away at the time of harvest and had rented the vineyard to the tenants. This was
customary of the times, and he could expect as much as half of the grapes as payment by the tenants for use of his land.

Explanation: Verses 34-36 tell us the landowner sent his servants to collect his portion of the harvest and how they were cruelly
rejected by the tenants; some were beaten, stoned, and even killed. Then he sent even more the second time and they received the
same treatment. The servants sent represent the prophets that God had sent to His people/lsrael and then were rejected and killed
by the very people who were claiming to be of God and obedient to Him. Jeremiah was beaten (Jeremiah 26:7-11; 38:1-28), John
the Baptist was killed (Matthew 14:1-12), and others were stoned (2 Chronicles 24:21). In this parable Jesus is not only reminding
the religious establishment what they were like, but He was putting in their minds a question: how could they claim obedience as
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God’s people and still reject His messengers? We don’t know how many servants the owner sent, but that is not what is important;
the theme is God’s repeated appeal through His prophets to an unrepentant people. In the next verses (37-39), the situation
becomes even more critical. The landowner sends his own son, believing that they will surely respect him. But the tenants see an
opportunity here; they believe that if they kill the son they will then receive his inheritance. The law at the time provided that if there
were no heirs then the property would pass to those in possession (possession is nine tenths of the law). This amounts to
conspiracy to commit murder by the Jewish leadership, and it is prophetic in the sense that Jesus is now telling them what they are
going to do to Him (see Psalm 118:22; Isaiah 28:16). After Jesus’ death, Peter would make the same charges against the religious
establishment (Acts 4:8-12). The tenants probably thought that the fight for the property was over, but it wasn’t; the owner would now
appear on the scene.

Jesus now (vs.40-41) asks the question, what will the owner do to the evil tenants? What He is doing is forcing the religious
leaders/priests to declare their own miserable fate: condemnation for their blatant disobedience. This is similar to the question that
Nathan put to David (2 Samuel 12:1-7). Up to this point, Jesus has been dealing with the immediate situation of Israel and its past
disobedience; now Jesus leaves open the question of what Israel’'s leadership is going to do with the Messiah, the Son of God,
whom He refers to as the “chief cornerstone” (vs 42). Cornerstones and capstones are used symbolically in Scripture and picture
Christ as the main piece of the foundation of the church and the head of the church, respectively. Jesus is the beginning of and is
foundational to the church, and He now stands over the church in His rightful position of honor, guiding the church to fulfill its divine
destiny. This verse makes clear prophetically how Jesus will be rejected by the religious establishment and ultimately be crucified
(see Psalm 118:22-23).

The key to understanding this parable and what it says about the religious leaders is found inMt 21:43, where Jesus makes
their lack of obedience personal. Jesus tells the leaders that because of their disobedience they will be left out of the kingdom of
heaven (individually and as a people); that they have let their opportunity for the time being slip away to be given to the Gentiles
(see Mt 21:41, “other tenants”). This will be more than they can tolerate, as we will see in Mt 21:45, 46. He is saying that there will be
a new people of God made up of all peoples who will temporarily replace the Jews so that Jesus can establish His church. This will
change the way God deals with man, from the old dispensation of the law to a new dispensation of God’s grace. It will usher in a
period of time where man will no longer understand forgiveness of sins as man’s work through what he does or doesn’t do or by the
sacrifices of animals on the altar, but by the work of Christ on the cross. It will be a time where each individual can have a personal
and saving relationship with the One and only God of the universe. The exciting part of the verse is the phrase “who will produce
fruit”; this gives authority to the church to share the gospel of Christ to the lost of the world. Up to this time, the Jews felt that they
had automatic membership in God’s kingdom because of their relationship to Abraham; this is why they put so much emphasis on
genealogies. But the new people of God would truly have what God wanted for Israel all along: a personal and holy relationship that
would be honored through the spreading of God’s word to all peoples (see Exodus 19:5-6).

Jesus continues the stone metaphor in verse 44 to show how a stone can be used to build something beautiful, such as His church,
or it can be used to crush and destroy, depending on the situation. This could be likened to God’s word: to some it is salvation,
peace and comfort. To others it is foolish and disconcerting because of its ability to convict man of his sins (2 Timothy 3:16).

Verses 45 and 46 give us three insights into the psyche of the chief priest of the religious establishment. 1) They are jealous and
envious of Jesus’ popularity with the common people. This encroaches on their authority and power to govern. 2) They have come
to the realization that Jesus is talking about them. This hurts their pride and embarrasses them in front of the people. 3) They
understood the analogy of the son and that Jesus was referring to Himself. This would be blasphemous to them, and they would now
seek to kill Jesus. From here the leaders would meet in secrecy to plot how they would get rid of Jesus. Why all the secrecy? The
people thought of Jesus as a prophet from God; arresting Him could cause an uprising. An uprising would jeopardize the leaders’
relationship with the Roman authorities, something that the Jews did not want at any cost.

Application: We apply this parable to our lives by asking two questions; first, have you come to know Christ as your Lord and Savior,
or have you rejected Him like the Jewish leadership did? The process is simple, as long as you are sincere in seeking a relationship
with Christ. You need to recognize your sins, and then accept Christ as the only One who can save you from the penalty of your
sins. Second, if you are a believer, what have you done with Jesus? Are you like the bad tenants, rejecting His Word and living a life
of disobedience? If you are, you need to study God’s Word and pray for guidance, seeking His will for your life and living out that will
as best as you can, moment by moment, day by day.GotQuestions.org

Luke 20:10 "At the harvest time he sent a slave to the vine-growers, so that they would give him some of the produce of
the vineyard; but the vine-growers beat him and sent him away empty-handed.

Luke 20:10KJV And at the season he sent a servant to the husbandmen, that they should give him of the fruit
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of the vineyard: but the husbandmen beat him, and sent him away empty.

= At the harvest time Ps 1:3; Jer 5:24; Mt 21:34-36; Mark 12:2-5

= he sent a slave to the vine-growersJudges 6:8-10; 2 Kings 17:13; 2 Chronicles 36:15,16; Nehemiah 9:30; Jer 25:3-7; 26:2-
6; Jer 35:15; 44:4,5; Hosea 6:4-6; Zechariah 1:3-6; 7:9-13; John 15:16; Ro 7:4

= the vine-growers beat him and sent him away empty-handed Lk 11:47-50; 13:34; 1 Kings 22:24; 2 Chronicles 16:10;
24:19-21; Nehemiah 9:26; Jer 2:30; Jer 20:2; 26:20-24; 29:26,27; 37:15,16; 38:4-6

= Parallel parable passages - Mt. 21:33-46; Mk 12:1-12

= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

= Luke 20:9-19 Who Owns the Vineyard? - Steven Cole

= Luke 20:9-18 The Murder of God's Son - A Prophetic Parable-Part 1- John MacArthur

= Luke 20:9-18 The Murder of God's Son - A Prophetic Parable-Part 2- John MacArthur

At the harvesttime (kairos - at the prescribed time, at the appropriate time, at the opportune time)- "Harvest" is added in the
translation for clarity. ESV has "When the time came." Time is the great Greek word kairos meaning season or opportunity. When
the opportunity passes, it is too late. So if harvest was not done at the opportune time, the crop would be ruined and lost.

THOUGHT - Kairos is the same word Paul uses in Ephesians 5:16 calling on all of us "vine-growers" to
Redeem the Time (see youtube video).

James A Brooks notes that "Absentee landlords of huge estates and landless tenant farmers were quite common in Galilee in
Jesus’ day. The tenants usually were required to turn over between one-fourth and one-half of the produce to the owner’s agents. As
a result they were barely able to survive—a situation that produced much discontent." (New American Commentary — Volume 23:
Mark)

Time (2540) (kairos) means a point of time or period of time, time, period, frequently with the implication of
being especially fit for something and without emphasis on precise chronology. It means a moment or period
as especially appropriate the right, proper, favorable time (at the right time). A season. Kairos describes
something that lasts only for a season, for a specific period of time.

Kairos in Luke and Acts- Lk. 1:20; Lk. 4:13; Lk. 8:13; Lk. 12:42; Lk. 12:56; Lk. 13:1; Lk. 18:30; Lk.
19:44; Lk. 20:10; Lk. 21:8; Lk. 21:24; Lk. 21:36; Acts 1:7; Acts 3:19; Acts 7:20; Acts 12:1; Acts 13:11; Acts
14:17; Acts 17:26; Acts 19:23; Acts 24:25

He sent a slave (doulos) to the vine-growers so that they would give him some of the produce of the vineyard- The slave
was the land owner's representative who came with the owner's full authority and in his place. He comes to receive the owner's
share of the crop. Matthew adds the phrase "to receive his produce (karpos)." (Mt 21:34) It belonged to the landowner not the vine-
growers! This recalls the words of the two productive slaves in the Parable of the Minas who used the mina to gain "fruit" but still
emphasized that they were but stewards describing it as "your (the master's) mina" (Lk 19:16, 18-note)

Who do the slaves (doulos) represent? These slaves are the true Old Testament prophets who were often referred to as God’s
servants in the Old Testament (Jer 7:25; Ezek 38:17; Da 9:6, 10; Amos 3:7; Zech 1:6). God sent these men in His great
lovingkindness to the nation of Israel to warn the Jews people to return to God’s Law, to obedience and to true righteousness. The
prophet Micah gives us a memorable summary of the objective sought by God in sending the prophets

Does the LORD take delight in thousands of rams, In ten thousand rivers of oil? Shall | present my firstborn for
my rebellious acts, The fruit of my body for the sin of my soul? 8 He has told you, O man, what is good; And
what does the LORD require of you But to do justice, to love kindness, And to walk humbly with your God?
(Micah 6:7-8-note)

The prophets came to call the nation to repent from their sin, to turn to the true and living God and to produce spiritual fruit in
keeping with repentance, supernatural fruit that would bring honor and glory to God in Heaven.

The slaves who were sent on this mission are the prophets, and Mark and Luke indicate the intervals at which God sent them to the
leaders of Israel. When God sent them he expected fruit, contrition, faith, true obedience. Sadly, their rejection, abuse, and even
murder was so common as to be proverbial. (cf Mt 23:29-32). "Every generation can always see the spiritual blindness of its
forebears, but never its own." (Cole)

Slave (1401)(doulos from deo = to bind) was an individual bound to another in servitude conveying the idea
of the slave's close ties with his master, belonging to him, obligated to and desiring to do his will and in a
permanent relation of servitude. In sum, the will of the doulos is consumed in the will of the master.
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Doulos in Luke - Lk. 1:38; Lk. 1:48; Lk. 2:29; Lk. 7:2; Lk. 7:3; Lk. 7:8; Lk. 7:10; Lk. 12:37; Lk. 12:43; Lk.
12:45; Lk. 12:46; Lk. 12:47; Lk. 14:17; Lk. 14:21; Lk. 14:22; Lk. 14:23; Lk. 15:22; Lk. 17:7; Lk. 17:9; Lk.
17:10; Lk. 19:13; Lk. 19:15; Lk. 19:17; Lk. 19:22; Lk. 20:10; Lk. 20:11; Lk. 22:50

Produce (2590)(karpos) is used literally here of the fruit of the vineyard, but is used many times in the NT as
a metaphor describing spiritual fruit. In Matthew 7:20+ Jesus used karpos figuratively stating "You will know
them by their fruits. Grapes are not gathered from thorn bushes nor figs from thistles, are they?" How apropos
is that to these tenants of the landowner's vines!

Karpos - 56v - benefit(2), crop(5), crops(2), descendants*(1), fruit(43), fruitful(1), fruits(4), grain(1),
harvest(1), proceeds(1), produce(4), profit(1). Matt. 3:8; Matt. 3:10; Matt. 7:16; Matt. 7:17; Matt. 7:18;
Matt. 7:19; Matt. 7:20; Matt. 12:33; Matt. 13:8; Matt. 13:26; Matt. 21:19; Matt. 21:34; Matt. 21:41; Matt.
21:43; Mk. 4:7; Mk. 4:8; Mk. 4:29; Mk. 11:14; Mk. 12:2; Lk. 1:42; Lk. 3:8; Lk. 3:9; Lk. 6:43; Lk. 6:44; Lk.
8:8; Lk. 12:17; Lk. 13:6; Lk. 13:7; Lk. 13:9; Lk. 20:10; Jn. 4:36; Jn. 12:24; Jn. 15:2; dn. 15:4; Jn. 15:5; Jn.
15:8; dn. 15:16; Acts 2:30; Rom. 1:13; Rom. 6:21; Rom. 6:22; Rom. 15:28; 1 Co. 9:7; Gal. 5:22; Eph. 5:9;
Phil. 1:11; Phil. 1:22; Phil. 4:17; 2 Tim. 2:6; Heb. 12:11; Heb. 13:15; Jas. 3:17; Jas. 3:18; Jas. 5:7; Jas.
5:18; Rev. 22:2

Bruce - The husbandmen treat the messengers in the most barbarous and truculent manner: beating, killing, stoning to death; highly
improbable in the natural sphere, but another instance in which parables have to violate the natural probability in order to describe
truly men’s conduct in the spiritual sphere.

The vine-growers (georgos) beat (dero) him and sent him away empty-handed (kenos) - The verb Jesus uses means they flay
him or "beat him bloody." This is not just a kick in the pants but descriptive of a vicious lashing or flogging, reflecting the depth of the
depravity of the hearts of the vine-growers. This would have been shocking to the ears of all those in the crowd. Such treatment
would be viewed as outrageous, shameful, even criminal. They added insult (not paying) to injury (beating)!

Alfred Plummer - The uniform hostility” of kings, priests, and people to the Prophets is one of the most remarkable features in
history of the Jews. The amount of hostility varied, and it expressed itself in different ways, on the whole increasing in intensity; but it
was always there. Deeply as the Jews lamented the cessation of Prophets after the death of Malachi, they generally opposed them,
as long as they were granted to them. Till the gift was withdrawn, they seemed to have had little pride in this exceptional grace
shown to the nation, and little appreciation of it or thankfulness for it. (Scroll down to page 297 - An Exegetical Commentary on the
Gospel According to St Matthew)

Here is a representative sample of warnings to Judah from the prophet Jeremiah

But this is what | commanded them, saying, ‘Obey My voice, and | will be your God, and you will be My people;
and you will walk in all the way which | command you, that it may be well with you.....25 “Since the day that
your fathers came out of the land of Egypt until this day, | have sent you all My servants the prophets, daily
rising early and sending them. ....25:4 “And the LORD has sent to you all His servants (Lxx = doulos = SAME
WORD JESUS USES IN THIS PARABLE) the prophets again and again, but you have not listened (Hebrew
= shama as in Dt 6:4; Lxx = eisakouo = literally listen to = listen attentively to - also used inLxx of Dt 1:43, Dt
9:23) nor inclined your ear to hear,. 5 saying, ‘Turn now everyone from his evil way and from the evil of your
deeds, and dwell on the land which the LORD has given to you and your forefathers forever and ever; 6 and
do not go after other gods to serve them and to worship them, and do not provoke Me to anger with the work
of your hands, and | will do you no harm.” 7 “Yet you have not listened (Hebrew = shama as in Dt 6:4; Lxx =
akouo - not just "listened" but with a view to obeying!) to Me,” declares the LORD, “in order that you might
provoke Me to anger with the work of your hands to your own harm. 8 “Therefore thus says the LORD of
hosts, ‘Because you have not obeyed My words, 9 behold, | will send and take all the families of the north,
declares the LORD, ‘and | will send to Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon, My servant, and will bring them
against this land and against its inhabitants and against all these nations round about; and | will utterly destroy
them and make them a horror and a hissing, and an everlasting desolation. 10 ‘Moreover, | will take from them
the voice of joy and the voice of gladness, the voice of the bridegroom and the voice of the bride, the sound of
the millstones and the light of the lamp. 11 ‘This whole land will be a desolation and a horror, and these
nations will serve the king of Babylon seventy years. (Jer 7:23, 25, Jer 25:4-11)

Beat (flogged, gave lashes) (1194)(dero) literally meant to remove the skin (flay = strip off skin) and in the NT
is used to depict the action of whipping, beating, thrashing or scourging in a manner calculated to take off the
skin (Mt. 21:35; Mk 12:3, 5; Lk 20:10, 11; Ac 16:37; 22:19). Dero is used with its literal meaning once in the
Septuagint (2 Chr 29:34). Wuest adds that dero meant "originally “to flay,” but in the NT, “to beat severely, to
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scourge.”

Matthew 21:35 adds that "The vine-growers took his slaves andbeat (dero) one, and killed another, and
stoned a third."

Empty-handed (2756)(kenos) means literally to be without something material and thus means empty or
without content. It is used here with it's literal meaning (as in Mk 12:3). More often kenos is used figuratively
referring to things that lack effectiveness. In Luke's first use he says “HE HAS FILLED THE HUNGRY WITH
GOOD THINGS; And sent away the rich empty-handed." (Lk 1:53-note)

Wuest - The failure to receive fruit points to the failure of Israel to heed the preaching of the prophets.
The image of the tenants beating up the owner’s slave pictures the nation’s rejection of the prophets and their message.

Lenski - The imagery is astounding. No man ever did what the owner of this vineyard did. After his first messenger had received
such treatment and came back bloody and empty-handed, any other owner would forthwith have called in the police, ousted those
vicious vine-growers, and brought them to justice. The hearers might well exclaim: “Why, we never heard of such an owner who
would send slave after slave to have these atrocities repeated, and finally send his own son to be killed!” They had, of course, never
heard of anything like this. But that is the very point Jesus wants to make. It takes unheard-of imagery to picture the unheard-of
wickedness of these Jewish leaders, who murdered not only the prophets whom God sent them but were now about to murder also
God’s own Son. It is disappointing to observe that the commentators fail to note these features of the parable and other similar
features in other parables. Read Mt. 23:34; Acts 7:52; Heb. 11:37, 38. According to tradition Jeremiah was stoned in exile in Egypt,
and Isaiah was sawed asunder by King Manasseh (cf Hebrews 11:37+). (See The Interpretation of St. Luke's Gospel)

THOUGHT - Steve Cole applies this parable to the Christian life noting that we as believers like Israel have been given a great
privilege and position and God expects production - We are greatly privileged in that God has given us His Word and has supplied
us with everything pertaining to life and godliness (2 Pet. 1:3+). He wants us to bear the fruit of Christ-like lives (cf Jn 15:8) so that
the hungry people who do not know Him will taste and see that the Lord is good (Ps 34:8). We who live in America are perhaps the
most spiritually privileged people in all of history. We have God’s Word in our language. We have an almost endless supply of
helpful, readily available spiritual resources. We have more leisure time than any other nation in history to pursue spiritual things. We
are blessed with adequate financial resources to support God’s work here and around the world. With these great privileges comes
the responsibility of bearing fruit for the owner of the vineyard (Jn 15:16, cf Lk 8:15+). All of us are either living for ourselves and our
own gratification or we are living to bear fruit for the Lord Jesus Christ. We're either laboring for what we can get out of the vineyard
or for what we can produce for the owner. Clearly, these wicked tenant farmers in the parable were not working for the owner, but for
themselves. The irony is, we always find the most pleasure when we live to bear fruit for Christ, not when we live for ourselves.
(IEEUSTRATION) | read of a young man who always found excuses to turn down his pastor's request that he teach a class of
teenage boys. Finally, he admitted that he was afraid that it would cut into his time on the golf course. He realized how self-centered
that was and agreed to take the class. He worked hard at it and within a few months, he had led six young men to Christ. On the
Sunday that the sixth boy professed his faith in Christ, the pastor asked the teacher, “Has giving up golf on Sunday been worth it?”
With tears in his eyes, the young man said, “My only regret is that I've waited so long to put others ahead of myself.” The joy that he
found in teaching that class of 13 boys, six of whom he had personally led to Christ, far exceeded any pleasure that he had
experienced on the golf course (in “Our Daily Bread,” Nov., 1983). God, the owner of the vineyard, expects fruit from His

people. Who Owns the Vineyard?

Luke 20:11 "And he proceeded to send another slave; and they beat him also and treated him shamefully and sent him
away empty-handed

Luke 20:11KJV And again he sent another servant: and they beat him also, and entreated him shamefully, and
sent him away empty.

= treated him shamefully Mt 23:30-37; Acts 7:52; 1 Th 2:2; Heb 11:36,37

= treated him shamefully and sent him away empty-handed Hosea 10:1

= Parallel parable passages - Mt. 21:33-46; Mk 12:1-12

= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

= Luke 20:9-19 Who Owns the Vineyard? - Steven Cole

= Luke 20:9-18 The Murder of God's Son - A Prophetic Parable-Part 1- John MacArthur
= Luke 20:9-18 The Murder of God's Son - A Prophetic Parable-Part 2- John MacArthur


http://www.preceptaustin.org/1_corinthians_926_commentary#beat
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https://books.google.com/books?id=NXGqzjLNH5cC&pg=PA978&lpg=PA978&dq=%2522The+imagery+is+astounding.+No+man+ever+did+what+the+owner+of+this+vineyard+did.%2522&source=bl&ots=AQWeuQp5-y&sig=ACfU3U1FTGuJXG5xbRhCnS_ls4_5rlZ5XA&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwiF1tvT3Nv6AhUwkmoFHQjlACcQ6AF6BAgNEAM
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http://www.gty.org/library/sermons-library/42-245/The-Murder-of-Gods-Son-A-Prophetic-Parable-Part-1
https://www.gty.org/library/sermons-library/42-246/the-murder-of-gods-son-a-prophetic-parable-part-2

A SECOND SLAVE
MISERABLY MISTREATED

And he proceeded (prostithemi) to send another slave (doulos) - Proceeded means "added" so to the previous slave, the owner
"added" another! This is a manifestation of the owner's mercy considering what happened to his first slave! Another (heteros) means
a different one, even a different kind. The other Gospel versions state that some of the slaves were not just beaten but were actually
killed by the vine-growers! At this point, the parable is not at all like real life. This is a story and Jesus is using it to dramatically make
a point about the tenants of His "vineyard."

Matthew adds that “Again he sentanother group of slaves larger than the first; and they did the same thing
to them." (Mt 21:36)

Mark adds "Again he sent them another slave, and theywounded him in the head, and treated him
shamefully. And he sent another, and that one they killed; and so with many others, beating some and
killing others." (Mark 12:4-5)

Jesus comments on the killing of God's prophets in Mt 23:29-30, 33-37 - Woe to you, scribes and
Pharisees, hypocrites! For you build the tombs of the prophets and adorn the monuments of the righteous
(PURE HYPOCRISY TO PRETEND TO REVERE THE OT PROPHETS!),and say, ‘If we had been living
in the days of our fathers, we would not have been partners with them in shedding the blood of the
prophets (LIAR, LIAR, PANTS ON FIRE!)....33 (JESUS CONFRONTS THEIR BLATANT LYING AND
HYPOCRISY DECLARING) “You serpents, you brood of vipers, how will you escape the sentence of
hell? 34 “Therefore, behold, | am sending you prophets and wise men and scribes (SPEAKING OF THE
APOSTLES WHO WOULD SOON GO OUT AND PREACH THE GOSPEL) some of them you will kill
and crucify, and some of them you will scourge in your synagogues, and persecute from city to
city, 35 so that upon you may fall the guilt of all the righteous blood shed on earth, from the blood of
righteous Abel to the blood of Zechariah, the son of Berechiah, whom you murdered between the temple
and the altar. 36 “Truly | say to you, all these things will come upon this generation. 37 “Jerusalem,
Jerusalem, who kills the prophets and stones those who are sent to her! How often | wanted to gather
your children together, the way a hen gathers her chicks under her wings, and you were unwilling.

Earlier in his Gospel Luke had encouraged us to take heart when we are persecuted for the Gospel...

“Blessed are you when men hate you, and ostracize you, and insult you, and scorn your name as evil, for the
sake of the Son of Man. “Be glad in that day and leap for joy, for behold, your reward is great in heaven. For in
the same way their fathers used to treat the prophets. (Luke 6:22-23+)

Jesus described the lot of prophets and apostles who would spread the Gospel after His ascension

Woe to you! For you build the tombs of the prophets, and it was your fathers who killed them. 48 “So you are
witnesses and approve the deeds of your fathers; because it was they who killed them, and you build their
tombs. For this reason also the wisdom of God said, ‘I will send to them prophets and apostles, andsome of
them they will kill and some they will persecute (Luke 11:47-49+)

And in Luke 13 Jesus lamented

“O Jerusalem, Jerusalem, the city that kills the prophets and stones those sent to her How often | wanted
to gather your children together, just as a hen gathers her brood under her wings, and you would not have it!
(Luke 13:34+)

And they beat (dero) him also treated him shamefully (atimazo) and sent him away empty-handed (kenos) - In addition to
beating (dero), now they add shameful treatment. Another reason they may have been sent away empty-handed is that they
vineyard produced no fruit.

Spurgeon - They grow bolder, and more wicked, you see; first beating, and then adding shameful treatment to their former cruelty.
Men do not come to ridicule religion, and persecute its advocates, all at once; this is an art which Satan teaches by degrees.

Lenski - Another feature should not be overlooked: as Jesus recites these points in the parable he is looking these very
vine-growers squarely in the eye, and they know that Jesus has them in mind. The situation is dramatic in the extreme. The fact
that no human lessor of a vineyard ever did a thing such as that which is depicted here brings out the full enormity of the reality of
which these Sanhedrists were guilty. The patience of God toward Israel’s rulers is without parallel in all human history—an
illustration must be invented to picture it, and that illustration must be unreal. The second slave is treated worse than the first; insults
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are added to the blows. (See The Interpretation of St. Luke's Gospel)

Proceeded (4369)(prostithemi from from prés = to or besides +tithémi= to put) means to set, add, put, lay unto or with
something. It involves increasing the substance rather than adding a new substance.

Treated shamefully (818)(atimazo from a = without + time = honor) means to be treated with indignity or to cause to be disgraced
or degraded. This verb describes what God judicially allows to occur to the bodies of those who reject His revelation (Ro 1:24).

Luke 20:12 "And he proceeded to send a third; and this one also they wounded and cast out.

=« Parallel parable passages - Mt. 21:33-46; Mk 12:1-12
= Luke 20 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

= Luke 20:9-19 Who Owns the Vineyard? - Steven Cole
= Luke 20:9-18 The Murder of God's Son - A Prophetic Parable-Part 1- John MacArthur

= Luke 20:9-18 The Murder of God's Son - A Prophetic Parable-Part 2- John MacArthur

A THIRD SLAVE
WOUNDED

And he proceeded to send a third- (Literally "he added to send a third" - see Lenski's note below) This reflects the owner's
continued "over the top" mercy. But not only is he merciful, he is also patient! He would have been entirely justified to being
righteous retribution on the vine growers.

And this one also they wounded and cast out - The vine growers reject another opportunity by the owner.

Cast out (1544)(ekballo from ek = out + ballo = to cast, throw, drive) means to cast, throw out often with the
idea of force (Mt. 8:12; 15:17; 25:30; Acts 16:37, 27:38; Lxx - Lev. 14:40). Ekballo is the verb used to describe
casting out demons (Mt 7:22-note)

Spurgeon - They are more violent this time; it comes to actual wounding, and to casting out the servant.

Lenski - The third is treated still worse. He is thrown out, covered with bleeding wounds. “He added to send” is a Hebraism (R.
1078) which uses the verb instead of an adverb: “he sent again.” Luke mentions only three slaves, Matthew and Mark speak of
many and record stoning and actual killing. The way in which Jesus spoke the parable included all these features, the evangelists
abbreviated, and each did so in his own way.

As Steven Cole says "Any sensible businessman immediately would have thrown these bums out, prosecuted them legally for their
negligence and abuse, and replaced them with tenants who would be more faithful in managing his vineyard. But I'm glad to say that
this owner, who represents God, was not acting like a "good businessman." (but like a kind, merciful, benevolent, forgiving
Father). Jes