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 In God’s dealing with humanity, there have been and are various covenant relationships 
with people.  The basic agreement with mankind is stated in at least five places in the Old 
Testament and simply says, "Obey Me, and I will be your God and you will be My people."  
Accountability comes into the picture when we fail to obey.  The consequence of failure is 
summed up in the statement, “The wages of sin is death.”  That is a real problem for everyone 
since all have failed to obey.  The Plan of Salvation is essentially the action of Jesus (God 
incarnate) making intercession for us.  He interposed Himself between the wrath of God and us.  
“Therefore, He is able to save completely those who come to God through Him, because He 
always lives to intercede for them.”   Hebrews 7:25 (NIV)   
 God’s Plan of Salvation has been entrusted to various people throughout the history of 
humanity.  This trusteeship was at various times with the “patriarchs” (Adam through Noah); 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob; the nation of Israel, the early church, and (now) the present-day 
church.  Accountability accompanied this trusteeship.  It was this accountability of the nation of 
Israel to which Jesus referred in His criticism of the Jewish religious leaders that was the core 
message in the Parable of the Vineyard.   
 Having to answer or account for what we do is part of the responsibility of being human 
or being created in the image of God.  Some of the liability we bear is a natural consequence of 
cause and effect.  If we are careless, then we are liable to have an accident.  If we neglect our 
health, we are liable to get sick.  If we don’t perform on the job, then we are liable to be fired.  If 
we enter into some sort of contractual relationship and do not fulfill our part of the contract, then 
we forego the benefits of the contract and may have to pay a penalty.  We understand the concept 
of accountability. 
 In matters of law, accountability varies with maturity.  We do not hold a two-year-old 
child to the same level of accountability as we do a 22-year-old person.  Mental capability is also 
a factor:  those deemed to be insane are treated differently than those who are sane.  Interestingly 
enough, ignorance of the law is not a good excuse for avoiding accountability.  It is our 
responsibility is to know what our responsibilities are. 
 
The Servants – 20:9-12 
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. 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. 11 “And 
he proceeded to send another slave; and they beat him also and treated him shamefully and sent him away empty-
handed. 12 “And he proceeded to send a third; and this one also they wounded and cast out.  Luke 20:9–12 
(NASB95) 
 Jesus told this parable immediately after He had driven the money changers from the 
Temple in Jerusalem.  He had "cleaned house" by overturning their tables and chasing them out.  
In the process, He told them that His house was to be a house of prayer, but they had made it a 
den of thieves.  The religious leaders challenged Jesus by asking Him “by whose authority” He 
did what He did.   
 The Old Testament writers had referred to the nation of Israel as a vine that God had 
brought out of Egypt and planted in the land.  (This is clearly stated in Isaiah 5:1,7.)  The parable 
He told was not so obscure in its meaning that its message was lost.  Just as a person who would 
plant a vineyard would have a lot of resources invested in it, God had much invested in the 



nation of Israel.  The responsibility for caring for this investment and providing a return on it 
(fruit) belonged to the tenants (leaders of the nation).   
 The implication of the owner going on a journey for a long time is that God had given the 
leaders freedom to make decisions and they had been entrusted to lead the people so they could 
fulfill the rudimentary covenant that God had with all people – “Obey Me, and I will be your 
God and you will be My people.”  They had obviously failed in that responsibility and had not 
even led by example.  They had certainly failed to lead the nation in the more specific trust of 
taking the Plan of Salvation to all the peoples of the earth.  Included in this indictment of the 
leaders could also be an indictment of the people who went along with the mismanagement of 
the leaders.  While the nation was pictured as a vineyard which cannot resist the actions of the 
vine dressers, the people of the nation were sentient beings and as such could be responsive to or 
conscious of what their leaders were doing or not doing.   In past times, there were protests from 
the people when they did not like what was happening but during this time, they became 
essentially silent when the rulers were doing things that were clearly contrary to Godly precepts.  
Simply stated, they did not bear fruit.   
 In the parable, the owner sent his servants to collect what was his from the harvest.  In the 
history of Israel, God had sent His prophets to call for the nation to bear acceptable fruit for God.  
The leaders of the nation rejected the prophets and their messages.  We see that Jesus’ parable 
showed an increasing cruelty in the tenant’s treatment of the servants sent by the owner.  It 
started out with beating the servant.  Next, they not only beat the servant they did things to 
humiliate the servant and finally they added wounding to their treatment of the third servant.  
Just as the tenants in the parable abused and cast out the servants of the landowner, the prophets 
had been beaten, shamefully treated, wounded and cast out.   
 We have been seeing such increasing, open ferocity and abuse of the church during the 
past several decades.  With each passing generation, a nation that continues to reject the 
warnings and convictions that God sends to them becomes hardened and withdraws from and 
eventually abandons even the pretense of following godliness in their collective behavior.  The 
latest published poll numbers show that the percentage of people polled who admitted to “no 
religious influence” in their lives went from 1 percent in 1951 to 20 percent in 2020.  The 
percentage of people who stated that “religion was very important in their lives” was at 48 
percent in 2020.  The percentage of people who said they were members of a church or 
synagogue fell from 70 percent in 1992 to 47 percent in 2020.  Along with this decline in 
advocacy of “Godliness” we see an increasing hostility to the church and especially to any 
Christian influence in our national persona.  We, at this very time, are experiencing the 
phenomenon Jesus described in the parable in our own nation. 
 
The Son – 20:13-16a 
13 “The owner of the vineyard said, ‘What shall I do? I will send my beloved son; perhaps they will respect him.’ 14 
“But when the vine-growers saw him, they reasoned with one another, saying, ‘This is the heir; let us kill him so that 
the inheritance will be ours.’ 15 “So they threw him out of the vineyard and killed him. What, then, will the owner of 
the vineyard do to them? 16 “He will come and destroy these vine-growers and will give the vineyard to others.”  
Luke 20:13–16a (NASB95) 
 At this point in the parable, Jesus shifted from a historical perspective to a prophetic one.  
The parable had now taken on a current and future view.  The high priest and religious leaders 
were, at that very moment, experiencing the parable that Jesus was telling.  Standing there, 
before them, was the Son.  They, at that very moment, were plotting how they might kill Jesus 
because He was causing so much disruption.   



 The underlying motive of the resistance and opposition to Jesus is found in the words of 
the vine-growers.  They wanted to be in control and did not want to have to be bothered with 
concerns about what God expected and required of them.  That attitude is still “alive and well” 
even today.  We may religiously quote and even intellectually embrace the idea expressed in 
Psalm 24:1 (“The earth is the Lord’s and the fullness thereof, the world and they that dwell 
therein”).  However, this verse is more admired than we allow it to actually influence what we 
do.    
 With great accuracy, Jesus predicted that the tenants would kill the son “out (side) of the 
vineyard.”  In the situation that followed the arrest of Jesus, He was crucified outside of the city 
wall of Jerusalem.  
 The first impression we might have regarding the reasoning of the tenants is that they had 
to be “mentally challenged” to think that by killing the heir they could then own the vineyard.  
The implication of such a presumptuous idea might be that they had to conclude that the owner 
had died while on his long journey and that was the reason that the son came to deal with them.  
Warren Wiersbe’s commentary on this points out that under Jewish law anyone could lay claim 
to ownerless property.  So, if the owner was out of the picture (had died) and if they killed the 
heir, then they could become the owners of the vineyard.  Presumptions and bad assumptions 
lead to more trouble that we can handle.     
 Jesus raised a question that was on the mind of those listening to the story.  “What would 
the owner do to the tenants or husbandmen?”  According to Mark’s and Luke’s account, Jesus 
didn’t wait for an answer, but provided the obvious answer.  The owner’s patience would be 
exhausted and destruction would come to the tenants.  In their place, others would be given the 
trust of caring for his vineyard.  In Matthew’s account, the same answer to the question is found 
but was attributed to either the common people in the crowd or was said by the Jewish leaders.  
In other words, the situation described in the parable demanded justice and the penalty was the 
obvious just punishment for their terrible deeds.  
 What would have led the Jewish leaders to think that God would not care if Jesus was 
eliminated?  Several possibilities may come to mind: There had not been a prophet in Israel for 
400 years and the nation had been controlled by various Gentile nations since before the Exile.  
Perhaps they were reasoning that “maybe God had lost interest in them and would not be 
concerned.”  However, they knew that the Romans would take aggressive and deadly action 
against them if the “Jesus movement” got out of control.  Conclusion: “They feared Rome more 
than they feared God.”  Another possibility is that, as far as they were concerned, God was dead.  
A third explanation was that they dismissed any notion that Jesus of Nazareth was the Messiah 
and, therefore, it did not matter what they did to Him.  
 In AD 34 or 35, the Apostle Peter was shown a vision of clean and unclean animals 
which the Lord commanded him to rise, slay and eat.  He was then sent to Cornelius to tell him 
God’s way of salvation.  About that same time, Saul of Tarsus was called and commissioned by 
Jesus to take the Plan of Salvation to the Gentiles.  These were the initial steps involved in 
transferred the stewardship of the Plan of Salvation to others.  In about AD 70, Rome destroyed 
Jerusalem which is seen by some Bible scholars as the final accomplishment of the judgment on 
the tenants.     
 
The Stone – 20:16b-19 
16b When they heard it, they said, “May it never be!” 17 But Jesus looked at them and said, “What then is this that is 
written: ‘THE STONE WHICH THE BUILDERS REJECTED, THIS BECAME THE CHIEF CORNER stone’? 18 “Everyone who 
falls on that stone will be broken to pieces; but on whomever it falls, it will scatter him like dust.” 19 The scribes and 



the chief priests tried to lay hands on Him that very hour, and they feared the people; for they understood that He 
spoke this parable against them.  Luke 20:16b–19 (NASB95) 
 The reaction of the religious leaders to the prophecy of Jesus was one of horror.  They 
knew what He meant and they knew He was referring to them.  However, rather than repent and 
correct their actions, they hoped that the consequences of their actions would not come to pass.  
They said, “God forbid” meaning “may it never be” which might be the opposite of saying 
“Amen.”   But saying it or even praying it will not change the accountability they had and it will 
not change the accountability we have as trustees of God’s salvation through Jesus Christ.  They 
had already rejected Jesus in their hearts and Jesus warned them of the consequences of 
rejection. 
 The responsibility and privilege of being God’s chosen people were being shifted from 
the nation of Israel to the Church.  The fact that they were unfaithful in the execution of their 
responsibility brought rejection.  Remember the universal covenant: “Obey Me and I will be 
your God and you will be My people.”  Because they rejected God, He rejected them.  Jesus 
quoted from the Old Testament to make His point.  “The stone which the builders rejected, the 
same is become the head of the corner.”  Jesus is that cornerstone. 
 It seems that we have but two choices in the matter.  We can fall upon Him and be broken 
as in having a “broken and contrite heart.”  In such humility, God accepts us and we are built 
upon the foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Himself being the chief cornerstone.  The 
other choice is to have the Stone fall upon us in judgement and destruction.  The nation of Israel 
chose the second of the two and destruction came (a similar situation to the days of Noah).  
 The chief priests and scribes knew what Jesus meant and they still refused to believe He 
was right and they were wrong.  
 So many times, we hear God’s message to us – a passage of Scripture or a sermon – and 
we know that it is really what we should do; however, it is inconvenient or it will cost us 
something or we may have to admit we were wrong and we then reject God’s way in favor of our 
own way.  We need to be watchful that such patterns of behavior do not become our way of life.  
We are to walk after the Spirit and not after the flesh. 
 
 


