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Opposition Intensifies 

Jesus’ prominence and integrity began to attract opposition. At this stage in His ministry, anything that 

Jesus said or did was rejected by His opponents. 

In John 12:1 it says that six days before the Passover Jesus came to Bethany. This means that Matthew 

21:1-11 occurred on Sunday during the Passover week, five days before He was crucified.  

Jesus was traveling on the Roman military road from Jericho to Jerusalem which passed near the village 

of Bethphage (which means house of figs, reminding the reader of the many figs in the area and setting 

the stage for 21:18, 19). The village stood on the southeastern slope of the Mount of Olives, so Jesus’ 

route took Him over the mountain’s brow and down the west slope. His dissent afforded a spectacular 

view of the city, and enabled the watchers in the city to detect His approach (Carson, God With Us, 128). 

The roads would be filled with pilgrims making their way to Jerusalem to celebrate the Passover. 

Jesus had arranged for a colt to ride upon. Horses were often associated in the Old Testament with war, 

but donkeys were sometimes ridden by rulers in times of peace.  The imagery of the messianic king 

riding a colt is found in Zechariah 9:9: “Rejoice greatly, O daughter of Zion! Shout in triumph, O daughter 

of Jerusalem! Behold, your king is coming to you; He is just and endowed with salvation, humble, and 

mounted on a donkey, even on a colt, the foal of a donkey.” Matthew 21:4 makes a direct connection 

between the event and Zechariah 9:9. Riding a donkey signaled that the promised King was coming in 

peace and gentleness, rather than with the severe justice and vengeance that many Jews expected from 

the Messiah. 

When the crowds heard that Jesus was coming to Jerusalem, they took the branches of the palm trees 

and went out to meet Him, and began to shout, “Hosanna! Blessed is He who comes in the name of the 

Lord, even the King of Israel” (Jn. 12:12, 13). 

Matthew 21:9 records them shouting, 

‘Hosanna to the Son of David; 

Blessed is He who comes in the name of the Lord; 

Hosanna in the highest!’” 

Son of David was a messianic title. Hosanna is a plea for salvation. Most scholars believe ὡσαννά 

(hosanna) is the transliteration of two Hebrew words- ע  which means “to save or deliver” and (yasha) ָישַׁ

 ,which is an interjection meaning “please, I beseech.” These words are found in Psalm 118:25 (anna) ָאָנָּ֣א

which says, “O LORD, we beseech you (anna), Save us (yasha)!” Paraphrased, hosanna might mean 

something like, “We beg you, deliver us!” 

The next recorded action in Matthew 21 was the cleansing of the temple (21:12, 13). In that day the only 

money that was accepted by the temple was temple coinage. This meant that any other currency had to 

be exchanged to purchase anything there. Furthermore, people traveled from long distances – as far as 

Rome, Ephesus, Alexandria – and many preferred to purchase animals for sacrifice once they reached 

Jerusalem instead of taking them with them for such a long trip. Therefore, money changing and 

sacrificial animals for sale were needed services. However, instead of providing these services discreetly, 

the temple took on the atmosphere of a bazaar more than a house of prayer. Jesus could not endure 
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this, and so He began to overturn the money changer’s tables saying, “It is written, ‘My house shall be 

called a house of prayer’; but you are making it a robbers’ den” (Matt. 21:13). 

Children then began shouting in the temple, “Hosanna to the Son of David”. The leaders became even 

more incensed and wanted to shame Jesus into silence. “Do You hear what these children are saying?”, 

they asked. Jesus replied, “Yes; have you never read, ‘Out of the mouth of infants and nursing babies 

You have prepared praise for Yourself?” (21:16; Psa. 8:2). By quoting this Psalm He not only provided a 

biblical basis to justify not silencing the children, but subtly placed Himself in the position of God (the 

Psalm is directed toward God; Jesus applied it to Himself). 

Following this, in Matthew 21:18–22 is the cursing of the fig tree which occurred on either Monday or 

Tuesday. There are a number of lessons in the story, but there is a connection with the cleansing of the 

temple. It is primarily an acted parable against religious hypocrisy. Fig trees sprout green figs and green 

leaves at about the same time. In other words, the tree advertises that it has figs by having leaves. Of 

course, figs aren’t normally eaten until June, but a tree sheltered and on a southerly exposure might 

have fruit a couple months earlier. Attracted to the leaves, Jesus approached the tree but found only 

foliage. The fig tree was guilty for false advertising. Seizing the opportunity to make a point, Jesus cursed 

the tree and it withered. The fig tree pictured the hypocritical religious leaders who made a show of 

piety but were spiritually barren.   

21:23 When He entered the temple, the chief priests and the elders of the people came to Him 

while He was teaching, and said, “By what authority are You doing these things, and who gave 

You this authority?”  

21:24 Jesus said to them, “I will also ask you one thing, which if you tell Me, I will also tell you 

by what authority I do these things.  

21:25 The baptism of John was from what source, from heaven or from men?” And they began 

reasoning among themselves, saying, “If we say, ‘From heaven,’ He will say to us, ‘Then why 

did you not believe him?’  

21:26 But if we say, ‘From men,’ we fear the people; for they all regard John as a prophet.”  

21:27 And answering Jesus, they said, “We do not know.” He also said to them, “Neither will I 

tell you by what authority I do these things. 

Indignant and angry, the chief priests and elders wanted to know by what authority Jesus did all these 

things (21:23). Jesus said He would tell them if they first told Him what they believed about John’s 

baptism (21:24). The question put the leaders in a quandary. If they said from heaven, Jesus would ask 

them why they didn’t listen to him. If they said from men, they would be going against popular opinion, 

and they feared the crowds (21:25-26). So, they answered, “We do not know” (21:27).  

Their refusal to answer revealed their moral and spiritual incompetency to judge “authority.” Their 

inability to discern John’s authority and understand the revelation provided by him prevented them 

from discerning Jesus’ authority. Therefore, Jesus refused to answer them.  

Parable of Two Sons 

21:28 “But what do you think? A man had two sons, and he came to the first and said, ‘Son, go 

work today in the vineyard.’  

21:29 And he answered, ‘I will not’; but afterward he regretted it and went.  
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21:30 The man came to the second and said the same thing; and he answered, ‘I will, sir’; but 

he did not go.  

21:31 Which of the two did the will of his father?” They *said, “The first.” Jesus *said to them, 

“Truly I say to you that the tax collectors and prostitutes will get into the kingdom of God 

before you.  

21:32 For John came to you in the way of righteousness and you did not believe him; but the 

tax collectors and prostitutes did believe him; and you, seeing this, did not even feel remorse 

afterward so as to believe him. 

Jesus is continuing to speak to the Jewish leaders who had questioned His authority and refused to 

commit to any specific opinion about John the Baptist and his message. Their disbelief in John’s message 

and their refusal to repent becomes the basis for them being denied entrance into the kingdom. The 

parable points this out.  

This parable, together with the two that follow (21:33-22:14), forms a trio of parables voicing God's 

judgment against Israel - especially her leaders - for their rejection of Jesus. The Parable of the Two Sons 

is framed in two questions: “What do you think?” and “Which of the two did the will of his father?”  

The story is pretty straightforward. In the parable, two sons are asked by their father to go into the 

vineyard to work. The first said he would not go but then repented and obeyed the will of his father. The 

second son said he would go but then didn’t, disobeying his father’s will. Then Jesus asked, “Which of 

the two did the will of his father?” The leaders answered correctly, saying, “The first.”  

Jesus then applied the parable to them. Verses 31 and 32 must be read together: “Truly I say to you 

that the tax collectors and prostitutes will get into the kingdom of God before you. For John came to 

you in the way of righteousness and you did not believe him; but the tax collectors and prostitutes did 

believe him; and you, seeing this, did not even feel remorse afterward so as to believe him.” John the 

Baptist came as God’s spokesman, Messiah’s herald. He had preached ethical reform (the way of 

righteousness), but more importantly he pointed to Jesus and the coming kingdom. Yet the leaders 

rejected John’s message. As a result, they were like the second son – they said one thing (they professed 

to follow God’s will) but did not do the Father’s will (they did not repent or heed John’s message); they, 

therefore, would not enter the kingdom.  

 

Ironically, those who were listening to the Father and repenting were those considered to be the vilest 

in society. Tax collectors and prostitutes were people who the religious elite saw as the scum of the 

earth (Lk. 18:11). They had no place in society, much less in the kingdom of God.  Yet they were the ones 

who had repented and ended up doing the Father’s will. Thus, Jesus said, “the tax collectors and 

prostitutes will get into the kingdom of God before you.”  

THE PARABLE’S MEANING 

The parable distinguishes between true and superficial faith. Pledging to do the Father’s will and actually 

doing it are two different things. In Matthew 7:21 Jesus said, “Not everyone who says to Me, ‘Lord, 

Lord,’ will enter the kingdom of heaven, but he who does the will of My Father who is in heaven will 

enter” (Also Matt. 12:50).   Note that the one who does the will of the Father is the one who enters the 

kingdom of heaven. I John 2:3, 4 says, “By this we know that we have come to know Him, if we keep His 
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commandments. The one who says, “I have come to know Him,” and does not keep His commandments, 

is a liar, and the truth is not in him.” 

In our present context, obeying the Father’s voice is believing John the Baptist’s message, repenting, and 

turning to Christ, but this was the very thing that the leaders would not do. By application, anyone who 

professes to know God but does not do His will by believing in Christ will not enter the kingdom. Jesus 

said, “For this is the will of My Father, that everyone who beholds the Son and believes in Him will have 

eternal life” (Jn. 6:40). God’s will is to give eternal life to those who believe in the Son.  

Parable of the Landowner 

21:33 “Listen to another parable. There was a landowner who planted 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.  

21:34 When the harvest time approached, he sent his slaves to the vine-growers to receive his 

produce.  

The opening appeal, "Listen to another parable," shows that the audience remains the same. This is the 

second of three parables in which Jesus rebukes the religious leaders (21:28-32, 33-46; 22:1-14). It is 

also the third parable with a vineyard theme (see also 20:1-16 and 21:28-32).  

The care that the landowner had for his vineyard is expressed in verse 33. He built a wall around it to 

protect it from animals, a watchtower to guard against thieves and fire, and dug a winepress so the 

grapes could be squeezed on site. He was confident that the vineyard would produce fruit.  

The situation of verse 33 was real to life. Rich landowners owed vineyards that were leased and tended 

by others. Once the vines produced fruit a portion of the crop was given to the landowner and the rest 

was kept by the workers to support themselves.  

The tenants cared for the vineyard and when the harvest came the owner sent his servants to receive 

the benefits of his investment. This is where the story takes an unexpected twist.  

21:35 The vine-growers took his slaves and beat one, and killed another, and stoned a third.  

21:36 Again he sent another group of slaves larger than the first; and they did the same thing 

to them.  

21:37 But afterward he sent his son to them, saying, ‘They will respect my son.’  

21:38 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.’  

21:39 They took him, and threw him out of the vineyard and killed him.  

Instead of the tenants paying the owner his portion, they beat, killed, and stoned the owner’s servants. 

The landowner shows extreme forbearance and sends another group of servants, but they were treated 

the same way. Finally, he sends his son, thinking that they would respect him. Instead, they kill him 

assuming that they could then claim the vineyard for themselves.  

21:40 Therefore when the owner of the vineyard comes, what will he do to those vine-

growers?”  

21:41 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.” 
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The leaders knew what needed to be done. Anyone who treated the owner’s servants so badly and even 

killed his son deserved to be brought to an end (killed/judged) and the vineyard should be given to those 

who would give to the owner what was rightfully his. What they didn’t know was that they were the evil 

tenants.  

Jesus agreed with their conclusion and then applied it to them in verse 43: “Therefore I say to you, the 

kingdom of God will be taken away from you and given to a people, producing the fruit of it”. Because 

the leaders had failed so badly in overseeing Israel and had even rejected God’s Son, their responsibility 

would be given to others.  

However, before stating this He quotes Psalm 118:22-23 – a prophecy that predicts the rejection of “the 

stone” that becomes the chief corner stone.  

21:42 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’? 

The prophecy provides Jesus’ own comment on the parable. He agrees that the tenants need to be 

removed and the vineyard given to another (21:43). But verse 42 explains how that will take place. After 

the tenants’ rejection of the son in the parable, the builders’ rejection of the stone is easy to 

understand. If the rejected son becomes the cornerstone, then He is the one who will replace the Jewish 

leaders (the evil tenants).    

“God in the Scripture foretells this very event; and these men, prompted by hatred, rush to bring it to 

pass” (Carson, 454). The “stone” symbolism was important in helping the early church understand why 

Jesus was rejected by His own people. He then tells them how they would stumble over Him and reject 

Him but they would be crushed by Him. 

21:43 “Therefore I say to you, the kingdom of God will be taken away from you and given to a 

people, producing the fruit of it” 

21:44 And he who falls on this stone will be broken to pieces; but on whomever it falls, it will 

scatter him like dust.” 

21:45 When the chief priests and the Pharisees heard His parables, they understood that He 

was speaking about them.  

21:46 When they sought to seize Him, they feared the people, because they considered Him to 

be a prophet. 

 

THE PARABLE’S MEANING 

The Parable of the Landowner echoes Isaiah 5:1-2 that speaks of God as the landowner and Israel as His 

vineyard that disappointed Him by producing worthless fruit.  

Isaiah 5:1-7 reads: 
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1 Let me sing now for my well-beloved 

A song of my beloved concerning His vineyard. 

My well-beloved had a vineyard on a fertile hill. 
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. 

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 I have not done in it? 

Why, when I expected it to produce good grapes did it produce worthless ones? 
5 “So now let Me tell you what I am going to do to My vineyard: 

I will remove its hedge and it will be consumed; 

I will break down its wall and it will become trampled ground. 
6 “I will lay it waste; 

It will not be pruned or hoed, 

But briars and thorns will come up. 

I 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. 

There are some differences between Isaiah and Matthew. In Isaiah the fruit itself fails; in Matthew the 

tenants fail. In Isaiah the vineyard is destroyed leaving no hope for it; in Matthew it is given to new 

tenants leaving room for hope. But the similarities are clear: Israel had failed to produce the fruit that 

God had desired. Jesus and Isaiah were dealing with the same issue though hundreds of years separated 

them. 

The parable’s meaning is obvious: The vineyard owner is God, the vineyard is Israel, the tenants are the 

Jewish leadership, and the servants are the OT prophets. The son and heir represents, of course, Jesus, 

the Son of God - who, as the anointed Messiah, inherits and rules over the Kingdom of God. 

Thus, verses 35-39 are a symbolic account of the history of Israel whose leaders had rejected God’s 

prophets in the past and will reject and kill the Owner’s Son (Jesus). They highlight the patience of God 

and the wickedness of the people and set the stage for their judgment. They reveal a continuity 

between the people of the past and those to whom Jesus was addressing. In Matthew 23:29-36 Jesus 

said, 

 29 “Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! For you build the tombs of the prophets and 

adorn the monuments of the righteous, 30 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 



7 
Ted Kirnbauer Matthew 21:28-22:14 10/17/2021 

prophets.’ 31 So you testify against yourselves, that you are sons of those who murdered the 

prophets. 32 Fill up, then, the measure of the guilt of your fathers. 33 You serpents, you brood of 

vipers, how will you escape the sentence of hell? 

34 “Therefore, behold, I am sending you prophets and wise men and scribes; 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 I say to you, all these things will come 

upon this generation. 

The Jews had historically rejected the prophets. But Israel’s evil rebellion against God is taken to a new 

height –they kill God’s Son! This is their culminating act of rebellion. 

The story is powerful and prophetic. For six months Jesus had been telling the disciples that He would be 

killed; here He tells the leaders that they will kill Him, albeit in a parabolic form. Then He says that He 

will crush them.  

Instead of heeding His warning and repenting, they sought to seize Him. The only thing that stopped 

them was their fear of the crowd who believed Jesus was a prophet.  

Parable of the Marriage Feast 

22:1 Jesus spoke to them again in parables, saying,  

22:2 “The kingdom of heaven may be compared to a king who gave a wedding feast for his 

son.  

22:3 And he sent out his slaves to call those who had been invited to the wedding feast, and 

they were unwilling to come.  

22:4 Again he sent out other slaves saying, ‘Tell those who have been invited, “Behold, I have 

prepared my dinner; my oxen and my fattened livestock are all butchered and everything is 

ready; come to the wedding feast.”’  

22:5 But they paid no attention and went their way, one to his own farm, another to his 

business,  

22:6 and the rest seized his slaves and mistreated them and killed them.  

22:7 But the king was enraged, and he sent his armies and destroyed those murderers and set 

their city on fire.  

22:8 Then he *said to his slaves, ‘The wedding is ready, but those who were invited were not 

worthy.  

22:9 Go therefore to the main highways, and as many as you find there, invite to the wedding 

feast.’  

22:10 Those slaves went out into the streets and gathered together all they found, both evil 

and good; and the wedding hall was filled with dinner guests. 

22:11 “But when the king came in to look over the dinner guests, he saw a man there who was 

not dressed in wedding clothes,  

22:12 and he *said to him, ‘Friend, how did you come in here without wedding clothes?’ And 

the man was speechless.  



8 
Ted Kirnbauer Matthew 21:28-22:14 10/17/2021 

22:13 Then the king said to the servants, ‘Bind him hand and foot, and throw him into the 

outer darkness; in that place there will be weeping and gnashing of teeth.’  

22:14 For many are called, but few are chosen.” 

“Jesus spoke to them again in parables”: This is the third parable directed toward the religious leaders 

picturing the dangers that they had placed themselves in. It is very similar to the parable in Luke 14:16-

24, but the parable in Luke has distinct differences, is used in a different context, and makes a different 

point. It is not unreasonable to assume that Jesus used the same parable on different occasions and 

applied it in different ways (Morris, 547).  Anyone who has taught for any length of time sees the value 

in using a good story to illustrate. 

The kingdom of heaven had already dawned; invitations to the banquet had gone out but were being 

refused. The son’s wedding banquet doubtless hints of the messianic banquet (Carson, 456, contra 

Morris, 548); but this must not be pressed too hard.  

The king’s son is clearly the Messiah who is represented as the bridegroom.  

An invitation to a royal wedding would be a significant occasion, especially since the son would be heir 

of the kingdom someday.  

The king’s invitation was both an honor and a command, and the marriage of his son was a time for 

special joy. It would be a great honor to be invited and typically people would be overwhelmed with 

gratitude. However, though the guests were invited in advance they persistently refused to come 

(imperfect tense; Carson, 456). This was completely unnatural. 

In verses 4 and 5 the king not only graciously repeats his invitation but describes the feast’s greatness in 

order to provide an incentive to attend: “I have prepared my dinner; my oxen and my fattened livestock 

are all butchered and everything is ready.” (22:4) 

The word translated as “dinner” in 22:4 properly means “breakfast”. It refers to the first two meals of 

the day, usually taken about mid-morning. But large wedding feasts went on for days in the ancient 

world so this meal is simply the beginning of a prolonged festivity. By verse 13 the celebration is 

continuing at night.  

In verses 6 and 7 the story turns violent. Some who were invited to the feast mistreated the king’s 

messengers and killed some of them. But the king, though gracious and kind would not put up with such 

rebellion. Enraged, the king sent his army and destroyed them and burned down their city.  

The situation had gone far beyond normal wedding banquets, but there are still shocking developments 

to follow. The king then sent his servants to the street corners (the places where roads intersected) to 

find people to attend the wedding (22:8-10). Both the evil and the good were invited (22:10). And with 

that the king’s purposes came to pass – the wedding hall was full. 

Even though the invitation was open to all it was never proper to wear the wrong attire at a wedding, so 

when a man was seen who was dressed inappropriately, he was then thrown into the darkness where 

final judgment awaited him (22:13).  
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Considering that the evil and the good were invited, it seems doubtful that the wedding clothes 

symbolized righteousness. It is probably best to leave it vague and say no more than that the man 

invited did not prepare acceptably for the feast.  

In sum, many are invited to the kingdom of God, but many refuse to come, and others who do come 

refuse to submit to the norms of the kingdom. They are therefore rejected. Those who remain are called 

“chosen”. In the end God had chosen them. 

It’s clear from all three of these parables that it is not the beginning but the end is crucial. 

 

 


