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Context
	We are looking at yet another of Jesus’ parables as we consider Jesus as a teacher.  For today’s parable, it is particularly important that we look at its place in Scripture, that is, its context.  If you look back to the end of Chapter 19, beginning at verse 28, you will see there the Triumphal Entry followed by the clearing of the Temple. [pics]  Remember, the Triumphal Entry was when Jesus entered Jerusalem riding on a donkey, the people laid their coats down in front of him, waving palm branches cheering, “Hosanna! Hosanna!” This was most definitely a declaration on Jesus’ part that he was the promised Messiah.
	Shortly after his arrival, Jesus went to the Temple. There he saw that the court yard designated for Gentiles to come and worship God, was being used as a sort of outside bazaar in which people were selling animals to be used as sacrifices and exchanging currencies for people to be able to make donations in the “right” form of money.  Jesus is angered by this because it means the Gentiles who fear God have no place to worship!  As a result, he twists some cords together to form a whip and drives them all out of the temple! He and his followers then take over the entire courtyard for the rest of the day, not letting anybody walk through (Mark 11:16). This would have interfered with worship for the rest of the day and prevented the afternoon sacrifice! (Kenneth Bailey, Jesus Through Middle Eastern Eyes, p. 411) No wonder the temple officials were so mad at him!
	This leads us to chapter 20 and the first 8 verses in which representatives of the entire Jewish ruling council ask Jesus by what authority he is doing these things.  Jesus responds to their question by asking them where John the Baptist got his authority. You see, John declared that Jesus was the one to come after him who was to be greater than him.  If the Jewish religious leaders say that John had no authority, the people would know they were corrupt because the people knew John the Baptist was a prophet.  If, however, they admit that John’s authority came from God, then clearly Jesus’ authority came from God too because John said Jesus was even greater than he!  The leaders don’t answer Jesus, so he tells them this parable.  That means this parable is an answer to the question of where Jesus’ authority comes from in order to claim to be the Messiah and to clear the temple.
	So that tells us Jesus’ purpose in telling the parable. But what about the parable itself?  The parable is about a vineyard owner and his rebellious tenant farmers.  It was common in Jesus’ day that rich land owners may not live near all of their farmland.  They may, in fact, have several estates in different locations, or choose to live in a city.  This meant that it was common for absentee landlords to leave the care of their farms and vineyards to hired men.  These tenant farmers would be expected to farm the land and give either a percentage of the crop to the owner or give a monetary rent. If you were here last week, you’ll remember we talked about the shrewd manager and how his master’s debtors didn’t owe money but oil or wheat.
	But there is even more significance to the fact that the parable is about a vineyard.  In Isaiah 5 Israel is called God’s vineyard.  There the prophet speaks of his loved one who had a vineyard on a fertile hillside. He tended the vineyard, built a wall and a watchtower around it and took good care of it. But when he harvested the grapes they were all bad.  The vineyard owner then speaks, asking Israel and Judah to judge between him and his vineyard.  He says that he will tear down the wall and watchtower and make the vineyard into a wasteland because it only yielded bad fruit.  At the end, in verse 7, Isaiah identifies the vineyard that only produces bad fruit as Israel and Judah. He says that when God looked to them for justice he only found bloodshed and when he looked for righteousness he only heard cries of distress from the people. The implication is that God, who has looked after Israel and Judah so well, will tear down their walls and turn them into a wasteland because they have not responded to God’s provision by producing good fruit like justice and righteousness.
	Israel and Judah, the divided kingdoms of God’s people, were supposed to be God’s representatives to the other nations.  God had promised Abraham that through him all the nations of the world would be blessed.  So Israel has a dual role.  Israel is both God’s people but also God’s promise to the nations.  By not being faithful to God they fail both as his people and as his promise to the nations.
	Clearly, then, Jesus’ Jewish audience would remember the imagery of Israel as God’s vineyard when they heard his parable about a vineyard.  But not only is Israel identified as God’s vineyard, but in Isaiah the vineyard is corrupt and unfruitful.  The people then had failed as God’s people but had also failed as the promise to the nations.  This is particularly applicable in this context because it was in the court of the Gentiles, those of other nations, that had been filled with sellers and money changers.  Israel was failing in its role as a promise to the nations yet again by preventing God fearing Gentiles from coming and worshipping God in the temple. That is the background that Jesus is drawing from when he tells this parable in response to questions about his authority to clear the court of the Gentiles and return it to a place of prayer as intended.
Observations
	Bearing in mind that Jesus is drawing on this commonly held image of Israel as God’s unfruitful vineyard, consider now the details of the parable.  Let’s make some observations from the text.  As we mentioned before, the vineyard owner is far away and has left tenants to care for the vineyard.  “When Jesus places tenants in the story, he enriches the Old Testament imagery by setting up the role of the nation and its leadership as caretakers of the promise [of God to the nations through Israel].” [Darrell L. Bock, Luke, p. 322]  
	When harvest time came, the owner of the vineyard sent a servant to collect the rent. That would have likely been fruit from the vineyards themselves.  But what did the tenants do?  Did they pay the rent they owed? No. Instead of paying their rent like good tenants, they assaulted the servant and sent him away empty handed.  It is important for us to note that in that culture the messenger represented the one sending the message. This is different than today. Today we say, “Hey, I’m just the messenger!” or “Don’t shoot the messenger.”  But in that culture, as with many cultures throughout history, the messenger not only carried information but represented the one who sent the message.  By assaulting the servant the tenants were insulting the master as well. They were doing to the servant what they wanted to do to the master.
	This is where the parable takes a startling turn.  After having his first servant beaten and sent packing empty handed, the master sends another servant, and another after that!  It was well within the master’s rights to have contacted the authorities and had armed soldiers go arrest the tenants and bring them to trial. [Bailey, p. 416] Some of you here today own houses that you rent out.  Imagine if you sent somebody to one of your houses to collect the rent cheques and the tenants beat the person up and sent them back to you empty handed! What would you do? You’d call 911 immediately and have them arrested for assault!  You’d also contact the housing authority and begin the process of evicting them.
	But that’s not what this land owner did and that is the first twist in the story. That is the first thing that would have caught the people’s attention.  The land owner showed tremendous patience and mercy by sending servant after servant to collect the rent.  But each time he sent another servant the tenants actually escalated the violence against them. The second was beaten and treated shamefully, the third was wounded gravely.
	Finally, at a loss as to what to do, the owner sends his “beloved son” in the hopes that his arrival will shame the tenants into not only paying rent, but being reconciled to the owner.  It is interesting that the Jesus puts the words “my son, whom I love,” in the owner’s mouth.  These words are reminiscent of Jesus’ baptism in Luke 3:22 when the dove descends on him and God says from heaven, “This is my son whom I love.”  Again, in Luke 9:35, on the Mount of Transfiguration, the voice from the cloud says, “This is my son, whom I have chosen.”
	What happens, though, when the tenants see the son coming?  They plot to kill him in order to take ownership of the vineyard for themselves!  In those days, land ownership was frequently difficult to establish.  If someone worked a plot of land for three years it was assumed they then owned the land unless another put in a claim on it. [Leon Morris, Luke, p. 312] In the event that a land owner died without an heir, the land usually went to those who had been working it. [Bock, p. 322]  So when they tenants say, “We can kill the heir and the land will be ours,” they were right!  Likely they would have been able to keep the land for themselves if they got away with the murder.
	The tenants drag the son out of the vineyard and kill him.  Why did they drag him outside?  Because if they killed him in the vineyard it would have defiled the vineyard and the produce would have been worthless. [Bailey, p. 420] Now they expected to be left to care for the vineyard on their own and to take ownership of it as soon as the owner died or, having lost his son, perhaps the owner would not even contest their taking possession of the land in three years.   
	At this point, Jesus addresses his listeners.  They have heard about the three servants who were each beaten and sent back empty handed.   They have been surprised at the leniency and patience of the vineyard owner with his rebellious tenants.  Now they have seen the escalating violence culminating in the murder of the owner’s son!  What would be the owner’s response now?  Jesus tells them, “He will come and kill those tenants and give the vineyard to others.” Here, at the end of the parable, the tenants of the vineyard meet with the same fate as the vineyard itself in Isaiah 5- death and destruction!
	The people are horrified at the parable, “May this never be!”  There is likely a mixture of reasons for their horror. In the first place, they would be horrified at the thought of the tenants killing the owner’s son. But, realizing that the vineyard represents Israel, they are horrified at the thought of their leaders, their tenants, being destroyed and replaced.  Perhaps they are thinking back to Isaiah’s prophecy about the whole nation facing God’s wrath.  Certainly the group of Jewish leaders who had come to Jesus with their questions of his authority would have known they were the tenants.  They would object to the implication that God was going to remove them and replace them with others.  But finally, remember that Israel also served as God’s promise to the nations. They had a place of privilege. One of the implications of Jesus’ parable is that the promise itself may be given away to others.  We have the privileged position of hindsight and see that this is exactly what happened.  The role of being God’s promise to the nations was taken from Israel and given to the Gentiles.  Now a majority of God’s people in the world are Gentile Christians. The promise to bless the nations is now being carried out through God’s Gentile people more so than through Israel.
	Jesus turns to the people and asked, “Then what is the meaning of that which is written: ‘The stone the builders rejected has become the capstone.’? [Psalm 118:22] Everyone who falls on that stone will be broken to pieces, but he on whom it falls will be crushed.”
	This quotation of Jesus is taken from Psalm 118:22.  This verse became a favourite of the early church after the resurrection.  It is cited in Acts, Romans and 1 Peter.  In its original place in Psalm 118 it is used as a great work of God that he has used the rejected stone to be the most important stone in a building.  It is a sign of God’s power.  A few verses later, in verse 26, it says, “Blessed is he who comes in the name of the Lord.”  Just a few days earlier, during the triumphal entry, the people had been calling this out as well. [Luke 19:38] So Psalm 118 was an important Psalm in those few days between the triumphal entry and the crucifixion.  
	Jesus goes on to say, “Woe to him who falls on that stone and those upon whom the stone falls.”  There was a Jewish proverb, “If the stone falls on the pot, alas for the pot; if the pot falls on the stone, alas for the pot!”  Sometimes it doesn’t matter which is falling on which, one side is going to lose. This is the idea Jesus was drawing on here, putting himself in the place of the rejected stone that became the cornerstone through God’s power and then becoming a stumbling block.  This image was also taken up by the early church as Jesus being a stumbling block- a rock of offense.  Remember our series from last summer on the Bait of Satan and the idea of offense being a stumbling block.  Jesus is referred to as a stumbling block in Romans, 1 Corinthians and 1 Peter. “People may reject and oppose Jesus but it is they, not he, who will suffer.” [Morris, p. 312]
	The leaders, the chief priests, teachers of the law and elders, who were listening to Jesus had no doubt he was talking about them and it made them livid!  They wanted to arrest him immediately, but knew he was popular with the people, so they couldn’t arrest him without risking a riot.  This is why later, when they arrest him in the garden, it is at night. His trial is also at night in order to avoid the crowds.
Interpretation
	We’ve looked at this parable in some depth now.  We’ve seen the historical and cultural context in which Jesus told it and how his listeners would have heard it. But what are we supposed to do with it today?  How are we to interpret this parable?
	I want to tackle our interpretation today in two parts. First I want to look at the tenants and what their behaviour tells us and what their ultimate end teaches us.  Second, I want to look at the vineyard owner himself.  His actions are almost as shocking as those of the tenants!  I want to explore what his actions tell us about God.
	So, to begin with, let’s consider the tenants.  The tenants, as we mentioned, represent Israel’s leadership. Over the years, God had sent prophets or messengers to Israel repeatedly, calling them his “servants.”  Israel repeatedly rejected God’s prophets.  In the same way, the tenants repeatedly rejected the owner’s servants.  Nehemiah and Jeremiah both talk of Israel rejecting the prophets in the OT and Matthew, Acts and Hebrews speak of it in the NT.  The prophets were sent in order to turn the people back to God, to call them to repentance and to reconcile them to God.  But Israel repeatedly rejected the prophets, treated them harshly and remained hard hearted.  This is one of the things that brought judgement on Israel. Not only did they wander from God, but when he sent servants to bring them back they rejected them too.  It’s one thing to stray off the path, it’s another to then reject those trying to direct you back to the path!
	In the parable, “the renters forgot that they were renters and began to assume they were owners!” [Bailey, p. 420] Eventually, they even plotted a way to become the actual owners.  In Israel, the leaders had forgotten they were caretakers of God’s people and his promise.  They had begun to assume that they were the owners of the promise.  In telling the parable, Jesus is voicing his criticism of the temple leaders and highlighting the conflict between himself and them. [Bailey, p. 420] Remember, he had just cleared the temple announcing that his “Father’s house” had become a “den of thieves!”  The temple belonged to Jesus as the Son of God. It was his temple.  The priests and leaders thought they owned the temple, but they were just renting it or tending it for the true owner- Jesus. That was the authority by which Jesus cleared the temple and took over for the day. So he announced that the chief priests and teachers of the law were the leaders of a band of thieves,  then he told a parable in which the tenants set about to steal the vineyard from its owner!
	Today we can face the same problem. Sometimes church people begin to think they own the church. They think the church is for them.  But we don’t own the church. We are just caretakers. We are just tenants who are given the task of tending the church for it’s true owner- Jesus.  When we get caught up in church stuff and church business and worship wars and making the church about “doing it our way” or the “right way” we are becoming like the tenants in the parable and like the Jewish leaders whom Jesus was criticising.
	The tenants illustrate a number of truths about humanity, including God’s people.  The tenants illustrate human privilege.  The tenants did not make the vineyard, the owner did.  But, he did not “stand over them with a whip” either.  The tenants had responsibility for something made by another. [Barclay, p. 291]  We are given responsibility as human beings.  We are caretakers for God’s earth.  We are given responsibility as free-willed creatures.  We have a responsibility to God and to one another.  But we did not make the world, or ourselves or one another.  
	The tenants illustrate human sin.  They refused to give the owner his due. “Sin consists in the failure to give God his proper place and usurping the power which should be his.” [Barclay, p. 291] They rebel against their proper master time and time again.  In spite of whether or not they were good as farmers, their rebellion meant that they deserved punishment.  That they rebelled so many times, and with increasing boldness, means they deserved severe punishment indeed!  This is the human condition. As much as we may think we’re good people, as much as we may protest, “We’ve not killed anybody,” we have rebelled against God repeatedly and with increasing boldness.  Although we have been created in God’s image, we have used our responsibility to earn ourselves judgement and destruction.
	The tenants illustrate human accountability.  As we talked about last week with the shrewd manager, there will be a day of judgment.  God will hold us accountable for our rebellion and sin.  That God is patient with us now does not mean there will be no accounting. That we have gotten away with our rebellion to this point does not mean there will never be an accounting.  Some ask why Christ has not returned yet, why God is waiting so long. It is precisely for this reason- to give us further chances to repent before the day of judgment.  His patience, his delay, is not because he cannot do anything in the face of sin, but because what he can do is so terrible that he holds off to give us further opportunity to repent.
	The tenants even illustrate our response to Jesus, to the owner’s son.  That is the most terrible injustice of all- we killed God’s boy!  When confronted with God’s son, whom he loves, who came to reconcile us to the master, we rejected him and plotted to kill him in order to take power for ourselves!  It is assumed throughout the parable that each time the vineyard owner sends another messenger that if the tenants repent and give the owner what he is due, then the previous visits will be forgiven. [Bailey, p. 419] Each messenger represents the opportunity for reconciliation with the owner. This is especially true of the son in the parable.  He is going to see if he, himself, the owner’s son, cannot bring the tenants to their senses.  He is going in the hopes that his appearance will shame them and bring them back into a right relationship with the owner.  And yet, so deep is their sin and rebellion, that not only do they refuse reconciliation, but they kill one offering it.
	This parable truly illustrates human depravity, the depth of human sin.  This is one reason why the Jewish leaders were so angry. They did not want to be told they were sinful. They thought God was pleased with them. They thought they were righteous. But here is Jesus telling them that like the tenants they were in rebellion and destined for destruction.
	This is where the connection comes in with the stone that was rejected becoming the cornerstone and people being broken on and crushed by the stone.  Jesus is an offense to many. Jesus’ arrival declares our need for reconciliation. That is, Jesus’ arrival declares our sinfulness. The message of the gospel is offensive to many. Paul says it is “foolishness to the Greeks and an offense to the Jews.”  The gospel tells us first that we are sinful, a message many don’t want to hear, and second that we are powerless to do anything about it ourselves.  The gospel tells us we are neither good enough nor powerful enough to be reconciled to God.  That is a tough pill to swallow for many people, especially religious people.  And so it is especially the religious who stumble over Christ.  Jesus presents each of us with a challenge.  Are we willing to accept his message that we are not good enough to please God?  If we are willing, then the second part of the message is amazing: through him we can not only be reconciled to God but adopted into his family!  But in order to get to the second part, you have to accept the first part.
	I said that I wanted to approach the interpretation in two parts. We’ve talked about the tenants.  But what about the vineyard owner?  What does the parable tell us about God?  The first thing I want to point out is that Jesus deliberately associated himself with the son in the parable. He is claiming sonship here.  Remember, he is answering the question, “By whose authority are you doing these things?”  He is saying that his authority is the authority of the son.  Jesus not only knows who he is as the son, but also his fate in the hands of the “tenants.” [Barclay, p. 292]
	This parable also illustrates God’s patience. I touched on this a moment ago. God delays judgement for the sake of reconciliation. [Thomas Watson, Body of Divinity, p. 89ff.] He is so eager to offer forgiveness that he is slow to anger and slow to enact judgement. Sometimes we get frustrated when we see injustice in the world. Often people ask, “If God is good, why is there so much evil in the world?”  The assumption is that if God is good he would prevent the evil from happening or at least punish it immediately.  But when we ask this question, we forget that by God’s standards we are all evil! Each one of us!  If God acted consistently with the swiftness we sometimes desire from him, we would each feel the hammer of his judgment immediately.  The delay in God’s justice is for the sake of mercy, that those who are to be judged might repent and be reconciled and forgiven.
	This is at the heart of sending the son, both in the real world and in the parable.  Many have wondered about this parable. “If the tenants had beaten three messengers in a row, why send the son?  Isn’t that kind of dumb?”  But this, in many way, is the heart of the parable.  The vineyard owner is merciful. He is also self-emptying and compassionate.  He is willing to take risks in order to win back the tenants.
	As I was researching this passage, this is what truly surprised me.  One author in particular, Kenneth Bailey, spoke about this parable from a Middle Eastern perspective. In his mind, the focus of the parable is not on the wickedness of the tenants, but on the mercy of the vineyard owner.  In fact, there is a repeated theme in Jesus’ parables: the character in power repeatedly acts in a surprising way- with patience, mercy and forgiveness.  “The owner’s unbelievable decision is truly earth shaking.” [Bailey, p. 419] Similarly, the father in the prodigal son is shocking in his acceptance of his returning boy. The owner in the parable of the shrewd manager is shockingly merciful in merely firing the manager and it is that goodness that the manager counts on when he hatches his scheme.  Time and time again, Jesus tells parables in which the figure representing God acts in a surprising manner. Each time he shows more grace, mercy and forgiveness than anybody listening to the story expected.
	There is a nobility to the vineyard owner. It takes the form of patience, long-suffering, risk-taking, compassion and self-emptying. He literally “puts his anger far away.”  This is “the virtue of David standing over the sleeping body of King Saul” in 1 Sam 26.  He had the power and the authority with which to exact vengeance, but chose not to. This is why David is called a “man after God’s own heart.”  God demonstrates this same characteristic. [Bailey, p. 410]
	The vineyard owner had the right to contact the authorities and have the tenants rounded up and put on trial.  But he chose not to exercise that authority. Instead, he chose the path of vulnerability.  That was the word that really caught my attention in Bailey’s work, “vulnerability.” 
	Bailey shares a fascinating, inspiring example from recent history.  King Hussein of Jordan, [pic] about whom many stories have circulated in the Middle East, was informed that a number of military officers were plotting a coup. They were plotting to overthrow his government and take over the country.  Hussein’s closest advisors urged him to flee to safety, but he refused. Instead, he got into his helicopter alone and told the pilot to fly him to the military barracks where these men were plotting. He landed on the roof and, unarmed, he went down into the barracks to confront these rebellious men.  He tells them that a military coup would destroy the country. Thousands would die and the nation would be torn to pieces.  Instead, he says, “Here I am, just kill me so that only one man will die and save tens of thousands of lives.”
	As one, the mutinous officers rushed to kiss him and swear loyalty to him again. “King Hussein opted for total vulnerability.  He acted nobly and by so doing he fanned into flame the dying embers of the rebel’s sense of honor.” [Bailey, p. 418]
	The vineyard owner in the parable takes a risk.  He makes himself vulnerable for the sake of the tenants.  He risks boldly in the hopes that his vulnerability in sending his son will, “awaken a long-forgotten sense of honour in the hearts of the violent men who are waiting in the vineyard.”
	In the same way, God took a risk.  God made himself vulnerable in sending his beloved Son in the hopes that his appearance would once again awaken his people’s sense of honour and loyalty.  God risked boldly.  That is why he sent his Son, alone and unarmed, self-emptied of his divine glory and power.  The Son willingly took on the form of a slave in order to reconcile the rebellious slaves back to the master.  This is a mind-boggling risk, a mind-boggling act of vulnerability.  It was a mind-boggling act of courage and love. “The parable exposes God’s willingness to give himself through his son, in total vulnerability, in order to win his people back to himself.” [Bailey, p. 425]
Now Apply It
	Now let’s apply this sermon to ourselves.  Let’s apply this to our thinking, but also to our being.  Let’s start with this concept of vulnerability.
	This realization that the vineyard owner, and by extension God, demonstrated vulnerability and that such vulnerability is a powerful act of risky love reminded me of a fascinating lecture on vulnerability I heard online recently.  I want to diverge for a few moments to talk about vulnerability.  In an act of personal vulnerability, I want to admit that it has always been important to me that my preaching is Biblical.  I don’t ever want to be guilty of reading things into the text that are not there. I want to always be modelling for you how to read Scripture and understand it.  So it is with some trepidation that I want to diverge from our text a bit to talk about vulnerability, but this connection was so powerful and meaningful to me that I can’t help but want to share it with all of you today.
	Some of you may be familiar with TED talks. It is a series of conferences about innovations in Technology, Entertainment and Discovery.  The lectures are video taped and placed online for free.  They range in all sorts of topics.  One in particular has been viewed several million times. The speaker is a woman named Brené Brown, [pic] a trained therapist who primarily does research on shame.  In her research, she made an amazing discovery that radically changed her life.  In researching shame, she realized she needed to research vulnerability as well.  It was he work in the area of vulnerability that changed her life.  In her words it lead to a breakdown. In the words of her therapist it was a “spiritual awakening.”  After the dramatic response to her first TED talk in 2010, she did a follow up in 2012.  
	The shocking discovery that Brown has made is that while it is true that “vulnerability is the core of shame, fear and a struggle for worthiness, ... it appears it is also the birthplace of joy, creativity, belonging and love.” [Brené Brown, “The Power of Vulnerability,” 2010] It consists of emotional risk, exposure, uncertainty.  It fills our daily lives.  It is our most accurate measurement of courage.” [“Listening to Shame,” 2012] To be vulnerable is to be seen deeply and to be honest.
	In our culture, we are desperately trying to avoid feelings of grief, shame, fear and disappointment. This is why this is the “most in debt, obese, addicted and medicated adult cohort in [North American] history.” [“Power of Vulnerability”] We our desperate to numb these feelings, which is why we spend what we do not have to obtain what we do not need.  It is why, when we feel inadequate, we eat more, use more, shop more, drink more, smoke more and pop more pills.
	But here’s the rub.  You cannot selectively numb emotions.  We spend all this time numbing ourselves to negative emotions and in the process we numb ourselves from the positive ones too.  This means we numb joy, gratitude and happiness.  We wind up miserable, looking for purpose and meaning, which makes us feel vulnerable, so we numb ourselves some more. [Brown, 2010]
	It is not just in addictive behaviours that we numb ourselves. We also try to turn the uncertain into certainty. We try to control outcomes.  Brené Brown points out that we’ve done this to religion.  Religion used to be about faith and divine mystery. Now it’s about, “I’m right. You’re wrong. Shut up.”  We’ve done this to politics too. We no longer have political discourse. [Brown, 2010]  Politics is now about assigning blame and trying to make your opponents look bad so people will vote for you as the least objectionable option.  Instead, we just have lower and lower voter turn out and lower and lower approval ratings for our political leaders.
	All of this comes from a fear of vulnerability.  But it is only through vulnerability that we can know others and be known ourselves. It is only through vulnerability that we can love other and be loved ourselves.  17 years ago I read a book on small groups.  (That I remember it 17 years later tells you how profound I found it!)  In that book the authors start with the premise that people join small groups of all kinds, Bible studies, choirs, sports teams, book clubs, etc., in order to “know and be known, to love and be love.” [Small Group Leadership, by a Small Group] I think they’re right. The human drive is a God-given desire to know and be known, to love and be loved.  But love is a risk. Relationship is a risk.  We see vulnerability as a weakness.  We think of a vulnerable person as a weak person.  We don’t want to risk until we are perfect and bullet proof.  But it’s a myth. We will never get there.  And so we miss out on being known. We miss out on loving and being loved.
	And this is the profound connection with our parable.  God is willing to be vulnerable for our sake.  Jesus was perfect, but he was in no way bullet proof.  God sets the example of risk taking. He sets the example of putting himself out there for the sake of relationship.  God risked rejection in Jesus.  Jesus knew his fate even before he came to earth!  God risked for the sake of pursuing us in order to establish a relationship with us.  He made himself vulnerable to us and to our rejection, to our humiliation and insult and eventually even to death on the cross in order to establish a connection with us that will last through eternity. 
	Forgiveness requires vulnerability.  Forgiveness means giving up your right to retribution. That means that when we forgive, there is a chance that we will not see justice, we will not be able to “get the other person back” or to be repaid.  Forgiveness requires risk which means it requires vulnerability. Reconciliation requires risk. In reconciliation we run the risk of being hurt again. We expose ourselves to further hurt from a person who has hurt us before.  This means that reconciliation requires vulnerability too.	Love requires vulnerability. Love involves putting ourselves out there for another, with the risk of being rejected.  That is vulnerability!  And all of these risks require courage. It takes courage to forgive. It takes courage to be reconciled.  It takes courage to known. It takes courage to love.  Vulnerability is not weakness, it is courage.
	I realized this about forgiveness and reconciliation this week.  A very long time ago I had a falling out with a good friend.  We both moved on to different cities and lost touch over the years. For the last two years it has really been on my heart that I need to ask him for forgiveness. I really regretted the loss of our relationship. Wouldn’t you know it, but I found out he was coming to Guelph this past week for work. We got together for coffee and I knew I had to confess to him my rude behaviour and ask for his forgiveness. I wanted reconciliation. I wanted to have his friendship back.  But I will tell you that I was terrified as I waited for him at the coffee shop!  We talked a lot about what’s happened in our lives over the past 7 or 8 years and I thought about leaving the old conflict alone. I didn’t want to be vulnerable. I didn’t want to risk rejection or more conflict. I didn’t want to admit my wrongs.  But I sucked it up and told him, “I need to apologize to you.”  We talked some more and it was tremendous!  He totally forgave me, called it water under the bridge, and apologized back for leaving things the way they were for so long.  Vulnerability requires risk. Vulnerability is scary!
	Think about God, then. God is the God who is patient. He is the God who forgives. He is the God who reconciles. He is the God who loves. He is the God whose greatest desire is to be known by his children, all of which involve risk which means all of which require vulnerability.  Think of Jesus at the last supper, which we just re-enacted in communion.  Put yourself in Jesus’ sandals for a moment and imagine the vulnerability and risk of inviting his disciples into his final hours of pain and suffering, of inviting all of us to join with him in the forgiveness that he offers through is own pain, suffering and death.  That is not weakness!  That is courage!
	This is what rocked my world this week. I have never, ever thought of God as being vulnerable. I have never thought of God being weak, so I never thought of him being vulnerable. But reading about the vulnerability of the vineyard owner and connecting that with the idea that vulnerability is not weakness but courage changed how I think about God.
	God demonstrated his love for us in that he made himself vulnerable for our sake.  And God has called each of us to be like him.  We are to be image bearers of Christ.  We are to reflect Jesus’ character in our own. The consequences of that are profound- it means that to be Christlike means to be willing to be vulnerable. It means taking risk, being exposed, being uncertain. It means being vulnerable in order to be seen deeply by others, to be honest, to love and to be loved in return.
	I had a whole other page of notes on application about God’s judgement and his mercy and how they interact, but I have already gone long.  I want to leave you, though, with what I hope is a profound and inspiring notion.  Vulnerability is not weakness, it is courage and our God has demonstrated such vulnerability for our sake in sending his Son in order risk offering us forgiveness, reconciliation and love. That is the very nature of God- to love others in a self-giving way. That means the very nature of our God is to risk and be vulnerable, opening himself up to rejection and hurt with no guarantee of love returned. This is our God and this is what our God calls us to be. This is the goal of the Holy Spirit at work within us- to make us like Christ.  Wow. Amen.

It is not the critic who counts; not the man who points out how the strong man stumbles, or where the doer of deeds could have done them better. The credit belongs to the man who is actually in the arena, whose face is marred by dust and sweat and blood; who strives valiantly; who errs, who comes short again and again, because there is no effort without error and shortcoming; but who does actually strive to do the deeds; who knows great enthusiasms, the great devotions; who spends himself in a worthy cause; who at the best knows in the end the triumph of high achievement, and who at the worst, if he fails, at least fails while daring greatly, so that his place shall never be with those cold and timid souls who neither know victory nor defeat.  – Teddy Roosevelt, “The Man in the Arena”

Brené Brown’s two lectures can be seen online: 
"The Power of Vulnerability" http://www.ted.com/talks/brene_brown_on_vulnerability.html
"Listening to Shame." http://www.ted.com/talks/brene_brown_listening_to_shame.html

Communion:	[1 Cor 11:23-26]
23For I received from the Lord what I also passed on to you: The Lord Jesus, on the night he was betrayed, took bread, 24and when he had given thanks, he broke it and said, "This is my body, which is for you; do this in remembrance of me." 

25In the same way, after supper he took the cup, saying, "This cup is the new covenant in my blood; do this, whenever you drink it, in remembrance of me." 26For whenever you eat this bread and drink this cup, you proclaim the Lord's death until he comes. 
