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STORI ES THAT PACK A PUNCH 
 

St udy 7 
 

A Long- Ter m I nvest ment  
(Luke 16:1-13) 

 
Her eÕs a par able t hat  has wor r ied many people.  I t  has also f allen vict im t o some r at her  
f ar -f et ched int er pr et at ions.  That Õs lar gely because we r ight ly believe t hat  t he Lor d would 
never  commend dishonest y.  Some t her ef or e r esor t  t o int er pr et ive gymnast ics in an 
at t empt  t o avoid any such inf er ence.  The acr obat ics ar e act ually t ot ally unnecessar y if  we 
r ealize t hat  t his is a par able and conf ine it s t eaching t o t he point s J esus act ually makes.   
 
I nt er est ingly, t her e ar e t wo par ables in Luke 16.  The f ir st  is about  a shr ewd manager  who 
is gener ous wit h his mast er Õs money and t he second is about  a wealt hy landowner  who is 
t ight -f ist ed wit h his own money.  Nowadays we ar e r et icent  t o speak about  f inance in 
chur ch.  This, as Cr aig Blomber g r emar ks, is lar gely because Òso many Chr ist ian leader s 
who t alk about  money simply har angue t heir  list ener s f or  mor e, abuse t he Scr ipt ur esÕ 
t eaching on t he subj ect , or  (pr ecisely because of  ot her sÕ abuse) t hink t hat  f inances ar e 
not  a t opic t o be discussed in public at  all.Ó1   But  he quickly r eminds us t hat  Òappr oximat ely 
one-f if t h of  all (J esusÕ) t eaching was about  money mat t er s.Ó   
 
WHAT? 
 

1. The Set t ing 
 

J esus was speaking pr imar ily t o his disciples (pr obably t he wider  cir cle of  disciples 
and not  j ust  t he t welve; see Luke 6:13; 10:1), but  t he Phar isees ar e assumed by Luke 
t o be included among t he list ener s (16:14).  The Ôplayer sÕ in t he par able ar e t he 
owner  of  a landed est at e, his est at e manager  and a number  of  t enant s who paid 
t heir  r ent  by giving t he owner  a f ixed amount  of  t heir  year ly pr oduce. 
 
 
 

                                                
1 Cr aig L. Blomber g, Pr eaching t he Par ables: Fr om Responsible I nt er pr et at ion t o Power f ul Pr oclamat ion 

(Gr and Rapids: Baker  Academic, 2004), 83. 
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2. The Par able     
 
Ever yt hing indicat es t hat  Òt he r ich manÓ in t he par able (t he owner  of  t he lar ge 
est at e) is an honour able man.  But  it  comes t o his not ice t hat  his business manager  
is doing a r eally poor  j ob (Òwast ing his possessionsÓ).  We ar e not  t old t hat  t he 
manager  was guilt y of  embezzlement  or  f r aud and we ought  not  t o say any mor e 
t han t he par able does.  The owner  summons t he manager  and calls him t o account .  
The manager  knows t hat  t he char ges ar e valid and is int elligent  enough t o r emain 
silent .  Kennet h Bailey ar gues t hat  Òt his si lence is supr emely signif icant  in t he 
Or ient al cont ex t .Ó2  The hear er  would have expect ed him t o pr ot est  his innocence, 
but  he does no such t hing.    He is dismissed on t he spot  (ÒYou cannot  be manager  
any longer Ó).  His aut hor it y is t er minat ed immediat ely.  But , in a sense, his dismissal 
is in pr ocess.  He st ill has t o t ur n in t he books and t he wor d of  his dismissal is not  
yet  out  in t he communit y.  He has t ime t o manoeuvr e, and manoeuvr e he does! 
 
En r out e t o collect  t he account s, t he quick- t hinking manager  set t les on a cour se of  
act ion.  He r ealizes he is in ser ious t r ouble.  He is out  of  wor k.  Manual labour  and 
begging ar e out  of  t he quest ion.  But  he has a small window of  oppor t unit y.  This 
man was not  only shr ewd but  also cr ooked!  He was t aking somet hing of  a r isk.  His 
mast er  could possibly have j ailed him if , in t he f ir st  place, his dealings had been 
dishonest .  And when he pulls his nex t  t r ick, t he wealt hy landowner  can declar e t he 
t r ansact ions null and void on account  of  t he f act  t hat  t he manager  is no longer  in 
his employ and is t her ef or e not  ent i t led t o t r ansact  business on his behalf .  He can 
also t ake punit ive act ion against  him.   But  he knows his mast er  well enough t o t hink 
t hat  t he r isk is wor t h t aking.  
  
The t enant s do not  know t hat  he has been f ir ed.  As f ar  as t hey ar e concer ned, he 
st ill speaks f or  his mast er .  The amount s t hat  t hey owe ar e not  due unt il t he 
har vest , but  t hey wer e owing f r om t he moment  t he agr eement  was signed.  He has 
t o act  quickly.  He calls in each one of  his mast er Õs debt or s and asks him how much 
he owes.  He t hen signif icant ly r educes t he bi lls (t wo examples ar e given: 16:5-7).  
ÒReducing such account  f igur es--somet imes because of  unf avour able weat her  
condit ions af f ect ing t he cr ops--was not  all t hat  unusual.Ó3 
 
The t enant s under st andably assume t hat  he has f ull aut hor it y t o do so, and possibly 
t hat  he has pr evailed upon his mast er  t o show t his lenience.  His mot ivat ion f or  t his 
is clear .  I n a societ y wher e one good t ur n deser ves anot her , t hey will be kindly 
disposed t o him when t hey know he is out  of  wor k.  He was in t he business of  making 

                                                
2 Kennet h E. Bailey, Poet  and Peasant  and Thr ough Peasant  Eyes: A Lit er ar y-Cult ur al Appr oach t o t he 

Par ables in Luke, Combined Ed. (Gr and Rapids: Will iam B. Eer dmans, 1976 and 1980), 97. 
3 Will iam Hendr iksen, The Gospel of  Luke (Edinbur gh: Banner  of  Tr ut h Tr ust , 1979), 769.  
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f r iends.  I f  he had abused his posit ion of  t r ust  bef or e his dismissal, he was now 
r esor t ing t o deceit .  So he was bad; t her eÕs no doubt  about  t hat . 
 
Ther e ar e ot her  angles on t he par able t hat  make it  except ionally r ich.  For  example, 
in t aking a calculat ed r isk, t he manager  was placing his mast er  in an awkwar d 
posit ion.  Good news like t his t r avels.  The communal nat ur e of  Middle East er n 
societ y is such t hat  a r ound of  celebr at ion would alr eady have st ar t ed in t he village 
by t he t ime t he mast er  discover ed what  had happened.  The wealt hy landowner  
would have been lauded in t he dist r ict  f or  his amazing gener osit y (t he assumpt ion 
being t hat  he had aut hor ised t he r educt ions).  I magine how st ingy he would appear  
if  he had declar ed t he t r ansact ions null and void on t he basis t hat  t he manager  had 
been dismissed.  So he let s mat t er s st and, cut s his losses, and accept s t he goodwill 
of  his debt or s as well as t heir  f amily and f r iends--as his unscr upulous manager  
expect ed he might . 
 

3. The Pr oblem 
 

The pr oblem ar ises in ver se 8: ÒThe mast er  commended t he dishonest  manager  
because he had act ed shr ewdly.Ó   Would t he Lor d commend dishonest y of  t his 
kind?  Well, f ir st  of  all, it  is not  t he Lor d who commends t his man; it  is his mast er  
who does so.  Secondly, his mast er  does not  commend him f or  his dishonest y, but  
canÕt  help but  admir e his shr ewdness.  The man was r esour cef ul.  Thir dly, in t he 
par ables, t he Lor d does somet imes use examples of  bad behaviour  t o make a point  
wit hout  condoning t he bad behaviour  it self  (e.g. t he neighbour  who was r eluct ant  t o 
help a f r iend in need [Luke 11:5-8] ; t he j udge who administ er ed j ust ice only because 
he was sick and t ir ed of  t he per sist ence of  a widow [Luke 18:1-8] ).  Our  et hical 
nor ms ar e det er mined by t he t eaching of  Scr ipt ur e as a whole, which is quit e clear  
on t he mat t er  of  honest y.  Remember  also t hat  t he Lor d f r equent ly uses Ôshock 
t act icsÕ in his par ables.  He t ells st or ies t hat  ar e dr awn f r om t he wor ld wit h which 
t he hear er  is f amiliar , but  Òbut  pr ef er ence and wit h gr eat  ar t , J esusÕ par ables t ell 
j ust  such st or ies, which ar e not  by any means a r egular  f eat ur e of  daily lif e.Ó4  The 
point (s) J esus was making would come home wit h ex t r a f or ce pr ecisely because he 
used such a shocking example. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                
4 GŸnt her  Bor nkamm, J esus of  Nazar et h (London: Hodder  and St ought on, 1973), 70. 
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4. The I nt er pr et at ion 
 
The int er pr et at ion of  t he par able is complicat ed by t he f act  t hat  t her e ar e t hr ee 
point s r elat ed t o wealt h in ver ses 8-13.5  Let Õs t ake t hem one at  a t ime.  The main 
point  of  t he par able is cont ained in ver ses 8 and 9.  
 

For  t he people of  t his wor ld ar e mor e shr ewd in dealing wit h t heir  
own kind t han t he people of  t he light .  I  t ell you, use wor ldly wealt h t o 
gain f r iends f or  your selves, so t hat  when it  is gone, you will be 
welcomed int o et er nal dwellings. 
 

Cr aig Blomber g suggest s t hat  Mat t hew 10:16 may, in f act , be t he best  one-sent ence 
comment ar y on J esusÕ par able f ound anywher e.  Ther e, J esus commanded his 
f ollower s t o be Ôas shr ewd as snakesÕ but  Ôas innocent  as doves.ÕÓ6  (Someone has 
comment ed t hat  he does not  t ell us t o be as wicked as ser pent s and as dumb as 
doves).  The Lor d is, of  cour se, saying mor e t han, ÒSmar t en up!Ó  That  is cer t ainly 
included in t he point  he is making.  I f  we ar e t o be good st ewar ds of  t he r esour ces 
he ent r ust s t o us, we need t o administ er  t hem wisely.  That  is t he r esponsible t hing 
t o do.  I t  is t he mor al t hing t o do.  I ndeed it  is t he loving t hing t o do.   
 
But  t her eÕs mor e t o his st at ement  t han t hat .  The r ef er ence t o Òet er nal dwellingsÓ 
is signif icant .  The dishonest  manager  r ealised t hat  he had a f ai ling r esour ce.  
Wit hin hour s he would be in no posit ion t o use t he wealt h at  his disposal f or  his own 
benef it .  So he seized t he oppor t unit y and made t he (cont r ol he had over  t he) 
money wor k f or  him.  J esus t ells us t o use what ever  wor ldly wealt h we have as wise 
st ewar ds.  But  not ice t he cont r ast s.  He would never  advocat e dishonest y!  The 
dishonest  manager  f eat her ed his own nest .  His mot ive was self ish.  I n t he shor t -
t er m f ut ur e, he want ed t o be invit ed int o t he houses of  t he Òf r iendsÓ he had made 
by dubious means.  We should seek, wit h pur e mot ives, t o make Òf r iendsÒ who will 
welcome us int o et er nal dwellings.   
 
Our  int er pr et at ion is Òcont r olledÓ by sever al f act or s.  We know t hat  t he Lor d would 
never  advocat e dishonest y.  We know t hat  our  mot ivat ion should be love.  So we do 
not  use our  r esour ces simply t o get  a war m welcome int o our  et er nal home.  I f  we 
wer e doing no mor e t han making a smar t  per sonal invest ment , we wouldnÕt  be much 
bet t er  t han t he dishonest  st ewar d.  Ther e ar e impor t ant  hint s in t he passage.  Look 
at  t he cont r ast  bet ween Òt he people of  t he wor ldÓ and Òt he people of  t he light Ó in 

                                                
5 Some hold that the parable and its interpretation end in verse 8 and that verses 9-13 contain a three stanza 

poem about money.  From a compositional point of view there may be something to this suggestion, but verse 9 is 
well integrated into verse 8 and flows from it.  It certainly seems like part of the application of the parable.  

6 Blomberg, Parables, 84. 
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ver se 8.  We t oo have wor ldly wealt h, but  i t  is t o be invest ed in people (f or  t he 
r ight  r easons of  cour se) so t hat  i t  will pay et er nal dividends. 
 
The applicat ion of  t he par able may have ended r ight  t her e.  But  J esus made t wo 
r elat ed st at ement s about  our  at t it ude t owar d money t hat  ar e per t inent .   
 

¥ Be a t r ust wor t hy st ewar d. 
I n ver ses 10 t o 12, he ur ges us t o be f ait hf ul in our  administ r at ion of  wor ldly 
wealt h.  God ent r ust s us all wit h wealt h.  I t  r eally belongs t o him.  We ar e 
st ewar ds.  Our  use of  our  wealt h (gr eat  or  small) is a sur e indicat or  of  our  
t r ust wor t hiness.  Sober ing t hought !  Your  cheque or  cr edit  car d st at ement  
is an indicat ion of  your  pr ior it ies.  Again, t he cont r ast s in t he passage ar e 
signif icant :  
 

Òt r ust edÓ Ð Òdishonest Ó 
Òver y lit t leÓ Ð ÒmuchÓ 
Òwor ldly wealt hÓ Ð Òt r ue r ichesÓ 
Òsomeone elseÕs pr oper t yÓ Ð Òpr oper t y of  your  ownÓ 
 

I  donÕt  t hink we need t o at t empt  t o r elat e t his st at ement  dir ect ly t o t he 
dishonest  st ewar d by asking, ÒI s he now being cr it icised?Ó  What  we have in 
t hese ver ses (10-12) is a gener al st at ement  about  good st ewar dship! 
 

¥ Get  your  per spect ive r ight . 
Whi le on t he subj ect  of  money, it  is clear  t hat  i f  our  supr eme allegiance is t o 
God, we use money and ever yt hing else in lif e in his ser vice.  I f , however , 
money has mast er y over  us, we cannot  r eally be ser ving God.  No one can 
ser ve t wo mast er s.  This st at ement  is, of  cour se, shor t hand f or  somet hing 
else.  None of  us ar r anges our  money on t he living r oom f loor  and bows down 
t o i t .  I n r eali t y, t o Òser ve moneyÓ is t o be self -absor bed and t o have 
incor r ect  pr ior it ies.  Not hing st if les spir i t ual gr owt h mor e t han a 
pr eoccupat ion wit h money and not hing liber at es us f r om gr eed mor e t han 
allegiance t o God.  The st at ement  in ver se 13 is as t r ue t oday as when J esus 
f ir st  spoke t he wor ds. 
 
I nt er est ingly, t her e wer e some highly r eligious people in t he audience.  Luke 
comment s: ÒThe Phar isees, who loved money, hear d all t his and wer e sneer ing 
at  J esusÓ (16:14).  Along t hese lines, I  know of  no bet t er  passage t han 
1Timot hy 6:6-10, 17-19.  I snÕt  it  wonder f ul how one passage of  Scr ipt ur e 
cor r obor at es anot her ?  
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To sum up: 
I f  we t ake t he t eaching of  t he passage in r ever se or der  (j ust  t o come at  it  f r om a 
dif f er ent  angle), her eÕs what  it  says: You need t o under st and t hat  it  is impossible t o 
ser ve God and money.  Money is not  t he most  impor t ant  kind of  wealt h t hat  t her e 
is.  But  God ent r ust s us wit h it  so t hat  we can administ er  it  t o his glor y.  I f  we canÕt  
even do t hat , how can we expect  God t o ent r ust  us wit h Òt r ue r ichesÓ?  So, our  use 
of  money is an index  t o our  gener al t r ust wor t hiness.  I f  we have any sense, we will 
Ôinvest Õ our  money so t hat  i t  ear ns et er nal dividends.  I n f act , even a r ogue of  a man 
had enough sense t o use a r esour ce he could not  keep in an ent er pr ising way.  I f  he, 
as Òa per son of  t his wor ld,Ó did so f or  self ish ends, we, as Òpeople of  t he light ,Ó 
should do so f or  alt r uist ic ends. 

 
SO WHAT? 
 

1. What  is t he main t eaching of  t his par able and how does i t  apply t o us t oday? 
 

2. So, should we t alk about  money in t he chur ch?  Why (not )? 
 
NOW WHAT? 

 
1. Have you looked at  your  cheque or  cr edit  car d st at ement  lat ely and asked whet her  

t he pr ior i t ies r ef lect ed t her e ar e likely t o Òmake f r iendsÓ who will welcome you int o 
Òet er nal dwellings?Ó 

 
2. Have you hear d of  t he Ògr aduat ed t it heÓ by means of  which you give an incr easing 

pr opor t ion of  your  income (as you become mor e Ôpr osper ousÕ) t o t he advancement  of  
t he kingdom, including t he needy?  What  do you t hink about  it ? 
 

3. I f  you use 1Tim 6:6-10, 17-19 as a Òcomment ar yÓ on J esusÕ t eaching in t his passage, 
how pr act ically could we implement  it s main point s?  (Òcont ent ment ,Ó Òsimple 
lif est yle,Ó Òhumilit y,Ó Òt r ust ing God,Ó Òenj oying our  Ôpossessions,ÕÓ Ògener osit y.Ó) 

 
4. So, what  if  you ar e wealt hy (in global t er ms, most  of  us ar e except ionally wealt hy)?  

Should you seek t o become poor  so t hat  you can ser ve God bet t er ? 
 

5. Somebody said, r at her  simplist ically, ÒI t Õs all r ight  t o have t hings, so long as t hings 
donÕt  have you.Ó  Think about  t he valid point  t hat  is made.  I s t her e a convenient  
ÔloopholeÕ in a st at ement  like t his one? 


