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'Give to the Financial Market the things that are the Financial Market's and to God the things that are God's.'
How disconcerting does it sound? Jesus answer also sounded disturbing, but given the circumstances, it was
the only possible answer he could have given.

The question asked of Jesus was: "Is it lawful to pay tax to the emperor or not?" There are four different
words used in the NT for taxes. The word in our text kensos is borrowed from Latin ("census") which was a
tax paid by each person to the government. Men from age fourteen and women from age twelve to age
sixty-five had levied on them at least one denarius (about a day's wage) per year. The "census tax" was
instituted in 6 BC when Judea became a Roman province and it seems that it triggered the nationalism that
finally became the Zealot movement, a religious-political movement of resistance against the Roman Empire.

The question was posed by the Pharisees in the presence of the Herodians. Herodians were people belonging
to Herod's party, people supporting the Emperor. The Pharisees hated the taxes while Herodians supported it.
You see, for the people of Jesus' day, religion and politics were not distinct institutions. To pay taxes to the
Roman emperor was to acknowledge the existence and validity of Roman religion and confess the Emperor as
the son of a god. So, the intention of the question was to place Jesus in a dilemma. If he denounced the tax, he
would get into trouble with the civil authorities. If he would pronounce in favor of the tax, he would make
himself unpopular with his own people.

I believe that paying taxes to a foreign invasive power wouldn't be Jesus option. But Jesus knew that a public
statement against the payment of taxes could ultimately take him to death. And that was not the reason Jesus
would die for. So, he asked for a coin, which he didn't have on him, and showing the print on it asked:
"Whose head is this and whose title?" I believe Jesus was as sarcastic in his answer as they were in their
question.

Then he continued, "Give to the emperor the things that are the emperor's and to God the things that are
God's." The word "give" in Jesus' answer can mean "give back". The word carries the sense of giving (back)
that which already belongs to the other person. So, give back the things that belong to Caesar or to God. How
do we know what things belong to Caesar? They have his image on them! How do we know what things
belong to God? They have God's image on them!

What are we to give to God? The things stamped with God's image -- us! We are to give God ourselves -- our
whole selves -- not just some part.

Jesus answer intends to place God in the center of our lives. It wants to affirm that everything that exists and
every one of us is a print of God himself. No other power has a claim on us! No head of any state, no husband
or wife, no financial market, nothing.

I started this sermon paraphrasing the Gospel story by saying: 'Give to the Financial Market the things that are
the Financial Market's and to God the things that are God's.'

Is there any similarity between the Roman Empire of Jesus time and the Financial Market of nowadays?
Considering the ugly face of the Financial Market revealed by the Bank's behavior, I can imagine a few. The
Empire collected taxes which were not invested back for the benefit of the people who paid it. The taxes were
used to support the growing of the Empire and its luxury. Isn't the money of investors used to increase the
wealth of those who are already rich and support their greed? The exorbitant sums that instead of being
re-invested in development to benefit the whole society, are kept to enrich a few? What about having a foreign
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currency dictating the value of other currencies or even more crucial, the value of people's work?
I am not sure if in the Roman Empire there was something like 'artificial value' for housing, but I know it can
be as un-empowering as some strategies used to prevent people from achieving freedom.

I do not believe the financial market is all corrupt. But it has to have regulations in order to serve the purpose
of improving life conditions for all; of developing society as a whole; of strengthening companies and
institutions whose growth benefit all workers equally; of giving real value to products and work; of making
sure that the result of collaboration (as opposed to competition) is lower prices, not the contrary. And lower
prices not as a result of workers being exploited, but of the capacity of the market regulating itself.

Jesus was trapped in a difficult situation when he answered the question posed by the Pharisees and
Herodians. A wrong answer could have cost his life. We are freer then that. Therefore, we have even greater
responsibility to find ways to respond to the powers controlling our world and our lives. To give to the
Financial Market the things that belong to it has to be re-shaped by an ethics that places love in the center.
And we, God's own print in this world, give back to God what belongs to her: ourselves.
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