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Text 
Jesus entered the temple courts, and, while he was teaching, the chief priests and the elders of the people 

came to him. "By what authority are you doing these things?" they asked. "And who gave you this 

authority?" 24 Jesus replied, "I will also ask you one question. If you answer me, I will tell you by what 

authority I am doing these things. 25 John's baptism-- where did it come from? Was it from heaven, or from 

men?" They discussed it among themselves and said, "If we say, 'From heaven,' he will ask, 'Then why 

didn't you believe him?' 26 But if we say, 'From men'-- we are afraid of the people, for they all hold that 

John was a prophet." 27 So they answered Jesus, "We don't know." Then he said, "Neither will I tell you by 

what authority I am doing these things. 28 "What do you think? There was a man who had two sons. He 

went to the first and said, 'Son, go and work today in the vineyard.' 29 "'I will not,' he answered, but later 

he changed his mind and went. 30 "Then the father went to the other son and said the same thing. He 

answered, 'I will, sir,' but he did not go. 31 "Which of the two did what his father wanted?" "The first," they 

answered. Jesus said to them, "I tell you the truth, the tax collectors and the prostitutes are entering the 

kingdom of God ahead of you. 32 For John came to you to show you the way of righteousness, and you did 

not believe him, but the tax collectors and the prostitutes did. And even after you saw this, you did not 

repent and believe him. 33 "Listen to another parable: There was a landowner who planted a vineyard. He 

put a wall around it, dug a winepress in it and built a watchtower. Then he rented the vineyard to some 

farmers and went away on a journey. 34 When the harvest time approached, he sent his servants to the 

tenants to collect his fruit. 35 "The tenants seized his servants; they beat one, killed another, and stoned a 

third. 36 Then he sent other servants to them, more than the first time, and the tenants treated them the 

same way. 37 Last of all, he sent his son to them. 'They will respect my son,' he said. 38 "But when the 

tenants saw the son, they said to each other, 'This is the heir. Come, let's kill him and take his inheritance.' 

39 So they took him and threw him out of the vineyard and killed him. 40 "Therefore, when the owner of the 

vineyard comes, what will he do to those tenants?" 41 "He will bring those wretches to a wretched end," 

they replied, "and he will rent the vineyard to other tenants, who will give him his share of the crop at 

harvest time." 42 Jesus said to them, "Have you never read in the Scriptures: "'The stone the builders 

rejected has become the capstone; the Lord has done this, and it is marvelous in our eyes'? 43 "Therefore I 

tell you that the kingdom of God will be taken away from you and given to a people who will produce its 

fruit. 44 He who falls on this stone will be broken to pieces, but he on whom it falls will be crushed." 45 

When the chief priests and the Pharisees heard Jesus' parables, they knew he was talking about them. 46 

They looked for a way to arrest him, but they were afraid of the crowd because the people held that he was 

a prophet. 

 

Introduction 
 What does the word ‘authority’ do to you?  What connotations does it have in 

your mind?  What memories does it conjure up?  Is it positive or negative? 

 I think for most people it’s negative.  It makes us uncomfortable.  You’ve 

probably seen the bumper sticker – “Question Authority.”  It could very well be the motto 

of our day. 
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Without a doubt authority has been misused and abused.  A suspicion of authority 

is understandable and can be healthy.  Power corrupts, and absolute power corrupts 

absolutely, as the saying goes. 

But what does that mean for a God who claims to be omnipotent – all powerful?  

How do you respond to a God who is sovereign – totally in charge?  How do you feel 

about a God who has revealed himself and his will authoritatively in the Bible… and who 

there threatens terrible punishment for those who “despise authority” (2Pe. 2:10) or 

“reject authority” (Jud. 1:8)?  That is the claim of Christianity, and we don’t have the 

authority to revise it. 

I want to explore this idea… no, that sounds too soft… I want to confront you 

with this God today, as we go through this text in Matthew – 21:23-46.  There are three 

sections and we will see there three points: 

 

(1) God – and Jesus by right of being God – has unrivaled, unquestionable, authority. 

(2) Just believing in his authority is not enough, there must be actual submission. 

(3) Everyone by nature is opposed to God’s authority. 

 

I believe those points come out of this text and I am obligated to say them.  But 

there’s also something else to see here, a twist, and I encourage you to hang on long 

enough to see it.  In short, what we need to hear today is just this: Jesus’ authority is 

unique.  

 

Let’s pray… 
 

The Question 

 Last week we saw Jesus arrive at Jerusalem and perform two audacious symbolic 

acts of judgment – he turned over the tables of the money changers and sellers in the 

Temple because the whole enterprise had become a show; and he cursed the fig tree as an 

indication of Israel’s lack of genuine spiritual fruit.  He was going after the establishment. 

 Well in the next passage, which we’re looking at today, we see the establishment 

is not happy about this.  Throughout this week Jesus is staying out in suburbs and coming 

in to the city during the day.  We read, “Jesus entered the temple courts, and, while he 

was teaching, the chief priests and the elders of the people came to him [with their beef, 

obviously chaffed].  ‘By what authority are you doing these things?’ they asked.  ‘And 

who gave you this authority?’” (v. 23). 

This is about the question of authority.  The chief priests and elders were the 

leaders of the religious establishment and they believed that they carried the authority 

around here, at least in the Temple.  Who was this guy?  They had not authorized him.  

Where does he get off indicting the temple, accepting praise from people, teaching the 

things he was teaching?  He’s like Harold Hill from The Music Man or Leonardo 

DiCaprio’s character in Catch Me If You Can.  He has no credentials.  So they think… 

 But “Jesus replied, ‘I will also ask you one question.’”  Who does that?  I guess it 

was a common debating format at the time, but it still seems a bit pretentious to me to 

answer a question with a question.  Yet Jesus turns around and tells his inquisitors, “If 

you answer me, I will tell you by what authority I am doing these things.  John’s baptism 

– where did it come from?  Was it from heaven, or from men?” (vv. 24-25a).  John the 
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Baptist was a martyred figure who likewise didn’t have schooling or go through the 

proper channels, yet nevertheless was widely recognized as a prophet sent from God and 

people flocked to him in the wilderness to hear his message of repentance. 

 “[The chief priests and elders] discussed it among themselves and said, ‘If we say, 

“From heaven,” he will ask, “Then why didn’t you believe him?”  But if we say, “From 

men” – we are afraid of the people, for they all hold that John was a prophet’” (vv. 25b-

26).  If they acknowledge that John had an authority given directly from heaven, not only 

would they concede that this is possible even in Jesus’ case but they also have to deal 

with the fact that John endorsed Jesus as the one coming after him whose sandals he was 

not fit to carry (3:11).  But if they say John was really a fake, they commit political 

suicide.  They absolutely couldn’t stand Jesus’ assertion of authority, yet they found 

themselves in a dilemma.  “So they answered Jesus, ‘We don’t know’” (v. 27a).  Seeking 

to be your own authority and refusing to submit to authority makes you stupid. 

 “Then [Jesus] said, ‘Neither will I tell you by what authority I am doing these 

things” (v. 27b).  Is he just being cheeky here?  A bit obstinate himself?  No.  He’s just 

not going to defend himself.  He’s not going to stoop to argue with someone who is not 

open to the truth.  And what’s more, he doesn’t have to provide a proof of his authority to 

his opponents’ liking.  He doesn’t have to comply with their demands, submit to their 

inspection, to earn legitimacy.  Why?  Because he’s God! 

 God does not have to prove himself.  God does not have to earn a hearing in his 

world.  When Moses was called by God to lead the people of Israel out of Egypt and was 

afraid of his credentials being questioned he asked God who he shall say sent him.  And 

the response was, “I AM WHO I AM” (Ex. 3:14).  God just is.  His existence and 

inherent authority doesn’t have to be inspected and ratified by any human court.  He 

stands above it all.  “Does the ax raise itself above him who swings it, or the saw boast 

against him who uses it?  As if a rod were to wield him who lifts it up, or a club brandish 

him who is not wood!” (Is. 10:15).  God does not have to answer to skeptical humans.  

He doesn’t have to get accredited.  God has supreme, unquestionable authority.  It’s just 

the way it is.  He just is.  What he says goes.  He cannot be put on trial. 

 D. Martyn Lloyd-Jones was a powerful preacher in London in the mid-twentieth 

century and he was asked once to be a part of a public debate with a well-known atheist.  

He declined the invitation.  Now we don’t have to entirely agree with his application of 

his convictions but what drove him was certainly correct.  He said: 

 

God is not to be discussed or debated.  God is not a subject for debate, 

because He is Who He is and What He is….  We cannot in any 

circumstance allow Him to become a subject for discussion or of debate or 

investigation….  God… is not a kind of philosophic X or a concept.  We 

believe in the almighty, the glorious, the living God….  We must never 

put ourselves, or allow ourselves to be put, into a position in which we are 

debating about God as if He were but a philosophical proposition.
1
 

 

God is.  He is not to be discussed; he is to be declared.  No other authority stands 

above him and validates him.  “Will the one who contends with the Almighty correct 

him?  Let him who accuses God answer him!” (Job. 40:2).  God sits in the place of 

judgment.  “Who are you, O man, to talk back to God?  ‘Shall what is formed say to him 
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who formed it, [“Who gave you this authority?”]’” (Rom. 9:20).  That is who we are 

dealing with today. 

And Jesus is God.  He claimed to be one with God (cf. Jn. 5:18).  He equated 

himself with the great I AM (cf. Jn. 8:58).  And what have we seen already in Matthew?  

7:29 – “He taught as one who had authority, and not as their teachers of the law.”  9:6 – 

He demonstrated by his miracles that “the Son of Man has authority on earth to forgive 

sins….;” a divine prerogative.  And if you know how Matthew’s Gospel ends Jesus says, 

“All authority in heaven and on earth has been given to me” (28:18).  So he doesn’t have 

to give an answer to these religious leaders.  He is the Lord.  And so he doesn’t. 

So first point: God – and Jesus by right of being God – has unrivaled, 

unquestionable, authority.  Jesus’ authority is unique in that he alone actually has it.  

Every other authority is derived and imperfect.  There is “only [one] true God, and Jesus 

Christ whom [he has] sent” (Jn. 17:3) 

 

The Parable of the Two Sons 

Now we look at this next parable that Jesus told and we see that just believing in 

God’s authority is not enough.  One can’t just give assent to his authority, hold the Bible 

in high regard, pay lip service to God, but in reality still be an authority unto oneself.  

There must be actual submission.  See, a many of you probably, in theory, agree with 

what I just said, but that’s not enough. 

 Here Jesus goes on the offensive.  He asks, “What do you think?”  And then he 

puts before them a hypothetical scenario – “There was a man who had two sons.  He went 

to the first and said, ‘Son, go and work today in the vineyard.’  ‘I will not,’ he answered, 

but later he changed his mind and went.  Then the father went to the other son and said 

the same thing.  He answered, ‘I will, sir,’ but he did not go.  Which of the two did what 

his father wanted?” (vv. 28-31a). 

Loosely the father here is an analog to God.  God has the authority to say, “Do 

this,” or “Don’t do that.”  The sons represent people and their response to God’s 

authority.  There is one type of person who gives the impression that he defers to God.  

He says, “I will,” but the fact is that really he continues to maintain his own self-

autonomy.  There is another type of person who initially blows off God and seeks to live 

for himself, but then changes his mind and ends up obeying from the heart.  Which if the 

two really did what the father wanted?  “The one who said no initially, but then came 

around by the end,” the chief priests and elders are forced to say.  And that is right. 

Here’s the thing: there are a lot of religious people who hold staunchly to the 

notion that the Bible is the inerrant, infallible, authoritative Word of God, but don’t do 

what it says.  There are traditionalists who like to think of themselves as upholding 

authority structures, but who don’t really submit to God.  And conversely there are many 

people who are wild and licentious and whose pasts are checkered with libertine living, 

but who genuinely change.  So just saying you believe, theologically, that God is 

sovereign and has absolute authority is not enough, there must be a genuine bowing of 

the heart to God. 

And what does that mean?  Well a genuine bowing of the heart is not just 

superficial obedience, reforming your way of life and trying to conform to externals.  

That’s not what Christianity is.  It is at base a willingness to repent, to submit to the 

indictment that you’re a sinner, to not challenge the authoritative judgment on you that 
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you are sinful and impotent to save yourself.  That is where submission starts.  Not just 

acquiescing to give up your Sunday mornings, or adopt a certain sexual ethic against your 

deepest desires, or agree to give a certain percentage of your money to the church or the 

poor.  That’s not the submission we’re talking about.  We’re talking about a submission 

that starts with owning the fact that you are a prideful, arrogant, insufferable, pathetic 

worm with scoliosis of the soul and you desperately need to be saved otherwise there’s 

no hope for you, only the just wrath and condemnation of God poured out on you for 

eternity.  How does that sit with you?  Do you bristle at that?  Want to nuance and 

massage it with your sophisticated glosses? 

This is no doubt the meaning of Jesus bringing back up John the Baptist again 

here in v. 32.  John the Baptist’s ministry was all about a pointed preaching of the Law in 

order to get people to repent, in order to prepare them for Christ.  Real sinners heard 

John’s preaching – tax collectors and prostitutes – and repented and believed his message 

about Jesus and found entrance into the kingdom of God.  But the religious leaders just 

observed smugly from a distance.  They thought they were above that.  They thought they 

were fine.  They did not believe him, take him seriously (see 3:7ff).  And here still they 

are getting annoyed with Jesus, these people who claimed, on the surface, to be all about 

honoring God. 

They couldn’t admit they were wrong.  Submitting to this kind of authority is so 

hard, is it not?  To say you’re wrong is to submit to an authority outside yourself.  I’ve 

been noticing that my kids don’t want to admit they are wrong.  They want to be an 

authority, even while I – the God appointed authority in their lives – am trying to explain 

to them what they did that was wrong.  There are all kinds of excuses.  And when I try to 

have them apologize to their sister they can’t even say it.  “Say you’re sorry.”  “Saw.”  

“No, say you’re sorry.”  “I’m sar.”  They can’t say, “S-O-R-R-Y.”  Can you say sorry?  

When is the last time you’ve done it?  Been totally convicted that you were in the wrong 

and owned up to it without any excuses?  Don’t just tell me you’re a five point Calvinist 

and believe it’s all about God’s glory.  Can you repent?  Just believing in his authority is 

not enough; there must be actual submission, evidenced first and foremost in an ability to 

repent. 

 

The Parable of the Tenants 
 The point of this next parable is to illustrate the radical reluctance we humans 

naturally have to repent, even the most spiritually privileged.  Everyone by nature is 

opposed to God’s authority.  “Listen to another parable,” Jesus says: “There was a 

landowner who planted a vineyard.  He put a wall around it, dug a winepress in it and 

built a watchtower.  Then he rented the vineyard to some farmers and went away on a 

journey” (v. 33).  This is clearly hearkening back to a similar parable from the OT – Is. 

5:1-7.  The landowner is God.  The vineyard is his people, Israel. 

 The servants in this parable represent prophets, like Isaiah, like John the Baptist, 

and all the others.  “When the harvest time approached, [the landowner] sent his servants 

to the tenants to collect his fruit” (v. 34).  In a similar real-life scenario this would be the 

rent, but in a spiritual sense it stands for the fruit of righteousness that was expected of 

God’s people; what we looked at last week.  But instead of demonstrating repentance, 

“the tenants seized his servants; they beat one, killed another, and stoned a third.  Then he 

sent other servants to them, more than the first time, and the tenants treated them the 
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same way” (vv. 35-36).  Recalcitrance, isn’t it?  It seems outrageous, but this is how it 

went, in Israel’s history.  God sent messenger after messenger and the general response 

was rejection. 

“Last of all, he sent his son to them.  ‘They will respect my son,’ he said.  But 

when the tenants saw the son, they said to each other, ‘This is the heir.  Come, let’s kill 

him and take his inheritance.’  So they took him and threw him out of the vineyard and 

killed him” (vv. 37-39).  The son is Jesus (cf. 3:17).  The book of Hebrews opens up – 

“In the past God spoke to our forefathers through the prophets at many times and in 

various ways, but in these last days he has spoken to us by his Son, whom he appointed 

heir of all things, and through whom he made the universe.” (Heb. 1:1-2). 

But what happened to the son?  This is a graphic prediction of the extent that 

people’s rejection of God’s authority will go to.  They lash out at God’s prophets and 

they even kill the Son of God – Jesus – when he comes.  In a few short days this very 

depiction will come true.  He will be taken outside the city and crucified.  People hated 

God so much that they killed him!  That’s what the cross represents! 

Well, the people listening at this point were caught up in the story.  Jesus asked, 

“Therefore, when the owner of the vineyard comes, what will he do to those tenants?” (v. 

40).  They reply with their innate sense of justice – “He will bring those wretches to a 

wretched end… and he will rent the vineyard to other tenants, who will give him his 

share of the crop at harvest time” (v. 41).  Remember: they were the people who liked to 

think of themselves as upholders of the moral fabric, defenders of authority.  And they 

were right.  We all have this sense that grievous evil must be punished.  Think of the 

outrage over Jerry Sandusky.  Think of the amazement people have expressed this week 

that Norwegian mass killer Anders Behring Breivik could be freed after only 21 years in 

jail. 

But what most people fail to understand is that they have killed the Son of God.  

The sentiment displayed in the parable and acted out by the Jewish leaders of the first 

century is representative of the whole human race.  We are enemies of God (Rom. 5:10) 

and deserve to be destroyed.  Romans 8:7 puts it this way – “the sinful mind is hostile to 

God.”  By nature, we resent God’s authority.  We hate him.  Jonathan Edwards 

explained: 

 

This is exercised in dreadful heart-risings, inward wranglings and 

quarrellings, and blasphemous thoughts, wherein the heart is like a viper, 

hissing and spitting poison at God.  And however free from it the heart 

may seem to be, when let alone and secure, yet a very little thing will set it 

in a rage.  Temptations will show what is in the heart.  The alteration of a 

man’s circumstances will often discover the heart.
2
 

 

 Jesus quotes Psalm 118:22-23 at them, saying that he is that stone the builders 

rejected, but he is the capstone.  They – the religious leaders – are the people in the 

parable who will have the kingdom taken away from them and given to another.  They 

fall on this stone, they stumble on Jesus because they cannot submit to him, and it is their 

downfall, it spells their destruction. 

“When the chief priests and the Pharisees heard Jesus’ parables, they knew he was 

talking about them” (v. 45).  But they still refused to repent.  “They looked for a way to 
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arrest him, but they were afraid of the crowd because the people held that he was a 

prophet” (v. 46).  What a vivid picture is displayed in this parable and in these leaders of 

the reality of human depravity.  It is the same with us.  We are by nature God-haters.  We 

know he’s there.  We don’t have to have him proven to us.  Everybody knows him.  Yet 

we all try to usurp his throne and stand over him, we “suppress the truth in 

unrighteousness” (Rom. 1:18; NASB).  We just can’t let God be God.  And even our 

being good and upright can be attempts to stick it to God – “See, I can do this pretty well 

on my own.”… 

 

Submitting to the Cross 

 This is the fact of the matter.  Can you accept it?  “Yes,” you say??  “But is there 

any hope?” you say?  YES!  “We preach Christ crucified: a stumbling block to Jews and 

foolishness to Gentiles, but to those whom God has called, both Jews and Greeks, Christ 

the power of God and the wisdom of God” (1Cor. 1:23-24).  God is calling you right now 

through the preaching of Christ crucified. 

 Listen: we’ve established that Jesus has ultimate authority, but what is truly 

unique about this authority is that he didn’t just use it to wipe us out.  He used it to save.  

The cross shows our utter sinfulness in killing “the author of life” (Acts 3:15), but from 

another angle Jesus says of his life, “No one takes it from me, but I lay it down of my 

own accord.  I have authority to lay it down and authority to take it up again.  This 

command I received from my Father” (Jn. 10:18).  Jesus went to the cross on purpose. 

So then Christianity’s not just about asserting God’s absolute authority and our 

need for submission.  That’s Allah and Islam (‘Islam’ means ‘submission’).  It’s also 

about the authoritative God’s love – “God so loved the world that he gave his one and 

only Son, that whoever believes in him shall not perish but have eternal life.  For God did 

not send his Son into the world to condemn the world, but to save the world through him” 

(Jn. 3:16-17).  This is a unique authority indeed. 

Go back to the parable of the tenants real fast.  Did you catch it?  The owner of 

the vineyard sends his own son!  That’s crazy!  One person comments, “In real life, of 

course, this is unlikely.  The owner would have had the law on his side, and he would 

have taken strong action to eject his defaulting tenants.  But Jesus is telling a story that 

would illustrate the way a compassionate and loving God acts toward sinners, not the 

way a businessman would act to protect his investment.”
3
  William Hendricksen said this 

about that parable – “It is a parable depicting sin most unreasonable and love 

incomprehensible!”
4
  What a unique brand of authority!  You find it nowhere else.  

And it’s this love alone that can melt our hard hearts into glad submission. 

We are all at enmity with God.  And it doesn’t help that our sinfulness causes our 

usage of authority to be warped.  All we’ve ever seen of authority has been abusive and 

tainted and we just can’t believe that Jesus’ would be unique.  We rebel against it. 

Walter Wangerin has a novel that will sound a bit silly and strange when I first 

tell you about it, but it’s really quite good.  It’s about a noble rooster named Chauntecleer 

who is the strong ruler of a particular coop and barnyard.  So talking chickens and dogs 

and ants and weasels and all that.  And there’s this other animal civilization far upriver in 

the mountains that Chauntecleer’s world knows nothing of.  And it has been ruled by a 

heirless rooster named Senex.  But the evil subterranean Wyrm in an attempt to take over 

the world mates with Senex and the offspring is a reptilic rooster named Cockatrice that 
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brutally kills Senex and begins a reign of terror over his hens, preparing for world 

domination.  One of those hens – Pertelote – manages to escape far down the river but 

has almost lost her sanity.  Meanwhile Chauntecleer, who has been sensing something 

foreboding, was walking alone along the river and spotted Pertelote strung out on the 

beach.  I can’t tell you the whole story, but one detail you need to know for this is that 

Chauntecleer has been previously wounded and he covered his open sores with mud that 

must have made him look half rooster, half scaly snake.  He’s struck with pity for 

Pertelote and eventually is able to wake her, but upon seeing Chauntecleer she flips out.  

She thinks it is Cockatrice again come to torment her and she goes berzerk.  Let me read 

you this portion from there: 

 

[Chauntecleer] caught up with the Hen.  With his beak he grabbed 

the back of her neck, and he wrapped his wings around her.  She fought 

him wildly, flailing her wings and beating him on the sides of his head; 

but he didn’t fight back.  He just held her as tightly as he could.  And 

together they began to slip into the river. 

 She turned her head.  With a ghastly determination the Hen tried to 

pierce the Rooster’s eyes with her beak.  But Chauntecleer put down his 

head, letting her cut his neck…. 

 Then, as they churned in the water, Chauntecleer’s cast of mud 

began to melt and to break up.  Chunks of it floated off, or sank; and his 

wound opened again and began to bleed.  His blood colored the water. 

 It was the blood which made the Hen gutter in her throat and 

finally stop her screaming: for in a moment she was staring at her own 

feathers, where it stained her.  Then she searched the Rooster before her, 

gazed at his chest and stomach, where there was no longer the grey mud 

but golden feathers and a bleeding wound.  She closed her mouth and 

looked stricken in her soul.  “You’re hurt,” she said strangely.  “You can 

be hurt.  Oh, look how badly you are hurt.” 

 Chauntecleer was able to pull her to shore, still holding her tight, 

tighter than ever.  And the two of them lay down in the rain for a while.  

Both of them were trembling violently.  Both of them were crying.
5
 

 

 You’ll have to read the story yourself to see how it all ends.  Pertelote goes and 

becomes Chauntecleer’s wife.  But that scene struck me.  It was the blood which made 

the Hen recognize a peculiar kind of authority she had never seen before.  It is the blood 

of Jesus that disarms us and changes us, that makes us see his authority in a whole new 

light, and cease to hate him and repent in dust and ashes and come to love him.  It is the 

blood… 

 

The Lord’s Table 

As we come to the Lord’s Table now, let the blood of Christ dissolve your hard 

heart and melt away your insubordination. 
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Benediction 
“To him who is able to keep you from falling and to present you before his glorious 

presence without fault and with great joy – to the only God our Savior be glory, majesty, 

power and authority, through Jesus Christ our Lord, before all ages, now and 

forevermore!  Amen” (Jude 1:24-25). 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This sermon was addressed originally to the people at Immanuel Baptist Church, Chicago, Illinois, by 

Pastor Nathan Carter on Sunday morning, September 2, 2012.  It is not meant to be a polished essay, but 

was written to be delivered orally.  The mission of Immanuel is to be a multiplying community that enjoys 

and proclaims the Good News of Christ in the great city of Chicago. 
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