John 1:1
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

 is the inferential use of the postpositive conjunction OUN, meaning “Therefore” plus the temporal conjunction HOTAN, meaning “when.”  This is followed by the third person singular aorist active subjunctive from the verb ERCHOMAI, which means “to come.”


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


The active voice indicates that the master of the vineyard will produce the action.


The subjunctive mood is a potential subjunctive, used to indicate the indefinite time of the coming.

Next we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and noun KURIOS with the possessive genitive from the masculine singular article and noun AMPELWN, meaning “the master/lord of the vineyard.”

“Therefore, when the master of the vineyard comes,”
 is the accusative direct object from the neuter singular interrogative pronoun TIS, meaning “what?”  Then we have the third person singular future active indicative from the verb POIEW, which means “to do: he do.”


The future tense is a predictive future, which affirms what will take place.


The active voice indicates that the master of the vineyard will produce the action.


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

Finally, we have the dative indirect object from the masculine plural article and noun GEWRGOS with the demonstrative pronoun EKEINOS, meaning “to these farmers.”

“what will he do to these farmers?’”
Mt 21:40 corrected translation
“Therefore, when the master of the vineyard comes, what will he do to these farmers?’”
Explanation:
1.  “Therefore, when the master of the vineyard comes,”

a.  The Lord concludes His parable with an inferential question.  The master of the vineyard is the landowner, who created the vineyard at the beginning of the parable.  He is the father of the son, who has now been killed.  He is the one who sent so many of his servants to collect what was due from the tenant farmers.  He is the one with the ultimate authority over the property as the rightful master of his vineyard.


b.  The coming of the master implies that he is coming in force with enough people to overwhelm the tenant-farmers and take possession of what is rightfully his.  He comes in force with violent intent.  He is not coming to negotiate a settlement.  He is coming to kill all those involved without mercy.

2.  “what will he do to these farmers?’”

a.  Jesus asks a rhetorical question, to which all his listeners know the answer.  The master is going to have his forces violently seize the tenant-farmers as they had seized his servants.  He is going to have them tortured, whipped, and killed without mercy and with extreme prejudice.  No one will be left alive among the farmers.  They will pay the punishment for what they did to the master’s son.  The master of the vineyard will extract the vengeance rightfully due him.


b.  The master of the vineyard in this illustration is God the Father.  He exacts the justice required against the evil, murdering leaders of Israel.  This parable is a forewarning to the leaders of the nation of what will happen in the near future (70 A.D. with the fall of Jerusalem to the forces of Rome).  Jesus is once again weaving prophecy into His parable.  This parable is a form of final warning to the murderous leaders of the nation.  God is going to destroy them and all their families with them.  And this will be done without mercy as Josephus so clearly described in his history of the fall of Jerusalem.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Jesus posed a natural question when He asked His listeners what they thought the landowner would do to those unfaithful farmers. Obviously he would not let them continue to operate the vineyard, but he would bring judgment on them.”


b.  “I imagine Jesus paused, looked around at the nation’s leaders, and then made the solemn retort of Lk 20:16 (which should be read as a rhetorical question following on their response).”


c.  “The tenants’ logic turns out to be fatally flawed, as Jesus’ rhetorical question demonstrates.  The owner is still alive and well and eager to avenge his son’s murder.”


d.  “The vine growers had not considered the landowner.  He was not the man to let this final horror go unpunished, a fact that Jesus brings this out with an appeal to His audience. He speaks of the time when the owner of the vineyard comes, which makes it clear that he will come.”


e.  “This lord’s coming in person pictures Gods’ coming on Jerusalem in judgment.”
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