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THE PRESEliJT-DAY IvLlTEHIALIS'riC STANDARD OF VALUE 
IH THE LIGHT OF TEE TEAC:-IING OF .TESUS 

ACCORDING TO THE GOSPEL BY i\Jiii.TTHE~v 

INTRODUCTION 

A. The Problem 

1. Statement of the Problem. 

This thesis vvill be ::m investigation of the 

Gospel of 1'-latthevr 1vi th special em~!hasis upon those 11ortions 

c ontainine; the ore.l teaching of Jesus in regard to values 

with the purpose of evalue.ting the materialistic standard 

of value in the light of Jesus' teachings. 

2. The Problem Delimited. 

The treatment of this problem 't!ill not be from 

the philosophical vie~<1point, but rather from the experien-

tal or pre.ctical. Hoviever, some consideration vlill be 

given to axiology as is needed for an 1.mders tanding of 

values e.nd valv.e judgments and their importance in daily 

li vine;. Therefore, m2"terialism as a philosophic2.1 system 

vrill not be considered. 

An overall study of the Gospel by Iv1atthe1v will 

be m2cde, but only to gain perspective for an e"ccurate 

study, :~n their contexts, of those portions 1:rhich are 

related to the field of values. These then will 

provide the me.in body of material from Matthevl. 

-vi-
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For the most part, the proolem will be vievied 

as it applies to adults, although in the field of education 

it must be vievfed as applying also to youth, for they are 

the major reci::s;ients of formal educe,tion. 

B. Significance and Justification 
of the Problem 

Concerning the problem of values, Harold H. ~ri tus 

has \"lri tten, "To ignore t!:".:.is important field is to produce 
1 

a very distorted or one-sided vie\'i of man and his world. tt 

Life forces all persons to me"ke choices each day, and each 

choice involves rating some things as better or vrorse than 

others. Thus, a sense of values is experienced by all 

persons and each mu:::t have a scale, or standard, of value. 

The cmestion is not ',"lhether or not one vlill he.ve such a 

standard, but rather "~'That kind of a standard he vTill hcwe 
2 

and ':That the basis v.rill be. 

The typs of society whic'h exists in America 

adds to the importance of the pro1Jlem of values in relation 

to the individual, since the democratic social framevrork 

distributes the pcn,rers of decision among all the people. 

In respect to this, L. 'rf. Harding wrote, 

1 .. 
2. 

For this reason it is imperative that, in our system, 
all individuals develop sounG. powers of choice and 

. . . . . . 
H2.rold H. Titus: Livinr.:t Issues in Philosophy, p. 294. 
Ibid., pp. 293-294. ~· 
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re<wh decisions based on vlholesome points of viel'f 
and integrated value patterns.l 

Any casual observer can see that there is much 

that is wrong in society today, for examnle, crime, war, 

class struggle, and other conflicts in economics, politics, 

and education. Conflicts in actions and in ideas indicate 

that there are more basic conflicts in the rea.lm of values, 

and, if values are in conflict, either bet;,·reen individuals 

or betvreen groups, then some scEtles of value E!.re in error. 

Obsession vri th materievl goods is also apparent in society, 

lvhich \·muld indicate thevt there is a materialistic standard 

of value being held by some people. 

Jesus taught extensively in the field of values, 

and, although He tauc;ht nearly tvw thousand yee.rs ago, His 

teachings are still commanding attention. Therefore, it 

is relevant to vie•~'r the present-day materialistic standard 

of value in the light of the standc;,rd of value taught by 

Jesus. Since large portions of the Gospel by l\IattheH are 

records of the oral teachin.e; of Jesus, much of vrhi ch is 

concerned. 'di th the problems of goals ano values, this book 

vrill be used as t~'le source for His teaching, 

C. Procedure 

In the first chapter of this thesis the present-

day materialistic s tande.rd of valv.e Ifill be consi6.ered, 

• • • • • 0 

1 .. Harding, L. ·.1.: "Building Va.lues in a Problem-Centered 
Curriculum." ::·rosressive Education, October, 1948, p. 19. 
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and the secono. chapter viill i:nvestisate the teachin·: of 

Jesus concerni113 values as found in the Gospel by Hatthevr. 

The third cha:pteJ' then ill be an evc:~luE;tion of the present-

day materialistic standard in lie;ht of the value standard 

tauc:ht by Jesus. 

D. Sources of Data 

The prime~ry source for this study Hill be the 

Gospel by Matthew. Books and articles in recent periodicals 

-~~'ertainj_nr:; to ethics, to value, and, r:ctore specifically, 

to }]ractical m.aterialism vrill provide further sources. 
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CHAPTER I 

THE PRESEfiT-DAY MATERIALISTIC STA~TDARD OF VALUE 

A. Introduction 

In considering the present-day materialistic stand-

ard of value, the first step ;.dll be to investigate the 

theory of value in general and the importance of value stand­

ards in daily living., From this the subject vlill be narro1ved 

as the materialistic stru1.dard of value is defined. 

The value standards of individuals are revealed by 

their conduct, and so a survey 't-J'ill be made of conduct in 

various areas of present-day society to discover the \.·rays in 

ivhich a materialistic value standard is evident. The areas 

to be covered are education, politics, economics, social 

problems, and the church. 

B •. Definition and Importru:lCe of Standards of Value 

1. Definition of Standard of Value. 

Axiology is the "study of the general theory of 

value, including the origin, the nature, the classification, 
1 

and the place of values in the world.u Special fields 

vli thin the larger conception of value are ·ethics, the study 

• • • • • • 

1. Titus, op. cit., p. 29~. 
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of values, in human conduct, and aesthetics, the study of 

values in the realms of beauty and art. Only the former 

field, ethics, is pertinent to this study. 

According to Titus, professor of philosophy at 

Denison University, 

The term value has been variously defined as. "that which 
satisfies a human need" or a human desire and as 11the 
quality of things" \vhich evoke some nappreciative re­
sponse.n The term expresses 8..J: element of desirability 
in ru1 experience or ru1 object. 

An object possesses value in much the same -vray that it pos~ 

se:sses other qualities, such as ;.·reight, but the a1·rareness of 

its value involves a different psychological response than 

does the a~·rareness of its 1.veight, for the process of valua­

tion requires the functioning of emotions. "An object is 

said to possess value vrhen 1ve add to the ordinary qualities 

kno"tm in cognition other qualities apprehended in apprecia-
2 

tion.n Comparison of the types: of judgement made by per-

sons is a further aid to understanding the meaning of this 

elusive term. Factual judgements enumerate certain observ-

able characteristics of a thing, whereas value judgements 

appraise the 1vorth of objects.. Ho-vrever, this does: not mean 

that facts and values are not interdependent, for there is 

interaction bet1-reen facts and values in that the changing of 

facts alters evaluations. 

. . .. . . . 
1. Ibid., p •. 295. 
2. Walter S. Gamertsfelder and D. Luther Evans: Fundamen­

tals. of Philosophy, p. 583. 
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One of the main questions of controversy in the 

field of values has to do with the relationship of values 

to the mind ·which does the evaluating. The subjectivist 

takes the position that values exist only in the mind of the 

person, that is: an object possesses: value only because it 

is desired by a person.. According to the objectivist, values 

are recognized and appreciated because they are out there in 

the vrorld to be discovered and are independent of the indi~ 

vidual. However, neither of these extreme positions is ten-

able. In regard to this matter, Titus states:, 

Value is neither subjective in the sense that it is· 
merely in the mind nor objective in the sense that it is 
entirely in the object. Value is the product of tw:o or 
more variables; v.rhich are in interaction. There are 
qualities or environmental situations which arouse in 
sentient organisiDf the peculiar responses that 'tfe; call 
value judgements •. 

To deny the objectivism of values is to be in danger of ab­

sorbing either of two attitudes:prevalent today. The one 

moves,· from the subjectivfuty of value to relativity in morals 

and thence to amorality. The other accepts: the subjectivity 

of value judgement but debunks sentiment in making value 

judgements_. C. s. Levlis refers to those 1vho hold this posi-
2. 

tion as; tt:Hen vrithout Chests.n In defense of the necessity 

of sentiment, Lewis viTi tes·, 

itli thout the aid of trained emotions the intellect is 

• • • • • • 

1.. Titus, op. cit., p. 303. 
2. c. S.. Lev.ris: The Abolition of Han, Chapter 1. 
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powerless against the animal organism. • • It may even 
be said that it is by this middle element that man is 
man: for by his inte!lect he is mere spirit and by his 
appetite mere ru1imal. 

The position of Le1..ris is further substantiated by Gamerts­

felder and Evans, '\·rho say that the process of valuation re-

quires more than apprehending objects as they are but also 

considering them as they enter into the meanings and conduct 
2 

of life. 

Since values are in part subjective, they are to 

a great extent determined by the individual himself. Ac-

cording to Davies, "Values emerge involuntarily fron1 the 

assent that engages the 1vhole being of man. They are pre-
I 

determined for us by that to \·Thich ~{re say our yea or nay 
3 

with our entire self. 11 Yet, in Religious Edl!_~tion Linde-

mru1 writes, 

that no matter i:That the source of values the final test 
of their validity is, not their genesis but, rather their 
ability to get themselves incorporated in our habits and 
in our culture ••• Those whic4 survive the test of exper­
ience carry their m·m '\varrant. 

This does not necessarily mean that the values of a society 

are revealed. by the actions of the individual or the society. 

It must be remembered that ~:'rithout the living experience 

there can be no adequate understanding of values. Hords and 

• • • • • • 

1. Ibid., p. 16. 
2. Gamertsfelder and Evans, op. cit. , p. 5"8~. 
3. D. R. Davies: The Sin of Our Age, p. 12~. 
4. Eduard c. Lindeman: 11 Sources of Value for J:1odern Han, n 

Religious Education, September-October, 19L~7, P• 290. 
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definitions carmot be substituted for experience, although 

definitions do focusattention on the connnon elements in the 
1 

living experiences: and serve as. aids: in discussing them. 

In making a value judgement, as individual is 

shovnng that he considers one value as: being higher than 

another, or that he has' a. scale or standard of value. This 

sta-Yldard is the individual's ra.n.lcing of his values: according 

to his. preference for them vTith that vrhich he considers the 

hi:ghest good or most. to be desired at the top. Regardles'S 

of \.J"hat is the actual situation in life, the follm·r.ing 

principles; for formulating a standard of value are generally 
2 

accepted in philosophical discussions: 

1.. Intrinsic values: are to be preferred to those 
which are extrinsic •. 

2. The values which are productive and relatively 
permanent are to be preferred to those ·which 
are less productive and less permanent. 

3. As persons \ve ought to select the values of 
life on the basis of self-chosen ends or ideals. 

4-. Of two values, the greater ought to be selected. 

2. Importar'lce of Standards of Value. 

In a society vrhere there are right and -vrrong ways 

of doing things, everyone is constantly being called upon 

to make decisions vrl1ich determine his conduct. The mature 

person, -vrhen confronted -vrith a moral problem, ".\Till consider 

• • • • • • 

1. Titus, op. cit., p. 295. 
2. Ibid., pp. 297-298. 
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all the various possible lines of action and the relevant 

factors and after comparing the values involved, ~nll mru{e 

his choice. "Reflective morality," vJTites Titus, nconsists: 

not only in forming judgements but in setting forth the 
1 

reasons for one's moral judgements." Such reasons are 

c1.ependen:t u_pon the inc1i vidual's standard of value, and so 

his moral behavior is determined by ~:.is val<J_e stcu:..6.c:.rci. 

c. Definition of a Haterialistic Standard of Value 

Webster's Collegiate D~ctiQg?~X defines material­

ism as follovrs: 

Any theory vrt~ich considers the facts of the universe to 
be sufficiently explained by the existence e~ld nature of 
matter. The ethical doctrine that consideration of mat­
erial vrell-being, especially of the individual himself, 
should rule in the determination of conduct. The ten2 dency to give undue importance to material interests. 

Davies states that materialism is comprised of 

two elements: "First, it sees the supreme values of life in 

terms of material accumulation and use; and second, confi­

dence in the POiver of collective man to ensure such accu-
3 

mulation.n 

From these concepts of materialism, a materialis~ 

tic standard of values is defined: a standard of value 

which holds supreme the material '-rell-being of the individual 

• • • • • • 

1. Ibid., p. 3~2. 
2. Webster's Collegiate Dictionary, Fifth Edition. 
3. Davies,-op. cit., p. 82. 



and the resulting accurn.ulation and use of material goods. 

D. Evidences of a Haterialistic Standard of Value 
in Present-Day Society 

According to Davies, tt}faterial interests already 
1 

dominate our urban masses." Even if such interests were 

confined to our urban population, this 'l.vould be indicative 

of the philosophical attitude of our society, for in 194o 

the urbat."l population in the United States -v.ras almost 601~ of 
2 

the total and the percentage is probably even higher today. 

ttThe extent to vrhich the concern ,,ri th physical necessities: 

and 'I.•Tealth has determined human thought and institutions is: 
3 

obvious to any thoughtful observer." A specific illustra,.. 

tion of this is found in the characteristic architecture of 

today. Even a casual glance around any city reveals that 

most of the buildings are devoted to the economic activities 

of men; bat.~{s, for instance, nearly always occupy the best 
4 

sites. 

1. Evidences in Education. 

In regard to the attempt to resolve the difficul-

ties of the present times, Taylor writes, 

1. 
2. 

3. 

4-. 

We have tried, and are continuing even now to try, the 

• • • • • • 

Ibid., p. Bl. 
John F. Cuber and Robert A. Ha:rper: Problems of Ameri-· 
can Society: Values· in Conflict, p. 13. 
J. Richard Sparu1, editor: The Christiru1 Faith and Secu­
larism, p. 21. 
Davies, op. cit., p. 21. 
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materialistic solution to our pressing problem. The evi­
dence is accumulating -- some of us believe that it is 
already over·whelming -- that vrhile it has. vrorked thus far 
for science it provides no solution for the ills that 
beset man today. Should anyone doubt this, it is perti­
nent to recall that throughout one sixth of the \vorld to­
day, in the schools,_ the colleges, and the universities 
of those lands, human values. are being syste:eatically 
defined in terms of dialectical materialism. 

Harding defines another aspect of the problem in education: 

More serious than complaints about problem-solving, spell­
ing, grammar and Hord-usage, or l.etter -vrri ting are the 
short-sighted actions, the bigotry and prejudice, the 
narro-vr, biased points of vie1·1, and ~e negative, selfish, 
anti-social. values being developed. 

The charge is also made that our schools are failing to teach 

any values.: at all, as. Benne ,,Trites; in Progressiv_~ Edl!Q?.tion, 

The schools in our country have tended to adopt a position 
of "neutrality'' ·ln:th respect to the cul ti vat ion o-f values 
in -students, particularly 1vi th respect to values involved 
in contemporary choices ••• Others in our schools defend 
the generally amoral and informative emphasis of our 
schools on the basis that the schoQl's basic responsibility 
is intellectual rather than moral.5 ~ 

Therefore, the need for education in values is obvious, 

\·rhether to correct the value content of the existing currie-

ula or to provide the missing emphasis on values. Ho1vever, 

the solutions being presented by educators are no improve­

ment upon the prevailing conditions. In the proposals for 

value education, the emphasis is on material things; even 

the end, as well as the means, is for the satisfaction of 

1. 

2. 
3. 

• • • • • • 

HughS. Taylor: ttScience, Education, and Human Values," 
Association of .American Colleges Bulletin, Harch, 194-9,. 
p. 30., 
Harding, op. cit., p. 20. 
Kenneth D. Be1me: ttEducating for vlisdom in Value Judg­
ments," Progressive Education, April, 1950, p. 183. 
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1 
material human wants. Further, it is recommended that 

middle-class values be taught, even though this may produce 

a conflict in the child or youth because of his baclcground. 

The advocates of this proposal claim that the goals on which 

the middle-class values are based are the same as those for 

the lo"tver class and that it is only the means "t..rhich differ. 

Even so, the goals are social acceptance (by the middle 

class!), the satisfying of personal desires, and the attain-
2 

ment of material success. 

2. Evidences in Science. 

The very real possibility of a 1:rar that -vrould 

annihilate humanity is certain indication that something iS' 

wrong vnth or missing from the fields of modern science and 

technology. The intellect of modern man has devised the 

means by which the very existence of civilization is jeop-

ardized, but has failed to provide the control \vhich ivould 

prevent the annihilation or the scale of value i:thich ivould 

channel the results of science and technology into useful 
3 

areas. Taylor's explanation is that: 

The intensity of the effort and the riches of the yield 
that have come from the scientist's exploration of the 
areas: where matter and energy are dominaDt have tended to 
blunt his perception of the importance of values, to 

. . . . . .• 
1. R. Bruce Raup: HFrontiers of Human Values," Progressive 

Education, October, 1948, pp. 1-7. 
2. Celia Burns Stendler: 11Class Biases in the Teaching of 

Values, u Progressive Education, February, 1950, pp. 123-
126. 

3. Arnold J. Toynbee: Civilization on Trial, pp. 24-28. 
Davies, op. cit., pp. 36-~0. 
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identify him vnth purely materialistic, seculfrized atti­
tudes tm,rards life and its manifold problems. 

3. Evidences in Politics. 

Probably the most 1.v:i.dely admitted problem in A.mer-

ican politics today is the conflict vrith Comnmnism, the dan-

ger of vlhich, according to J. Edgar Hoover, 11 lies not in the· 

fact that it is a political philosophy but in the a-vresome 
2 

fact that it is a materialistic religion.u Lack of atvare-

ness of this real dru1ger of Communism has already lured many 

into its rruL~s. ~he American people are rendered even more 

susceptible to the dfu~ger by the prevailing materialism in 

their society, including the realm of politics. James E. 

vJard partially explains this condition: 

In our politics i•Te "render therefore unto Caesar the 
things ivhich be Caesar r s, and unto God the things vlhich 
be God's." The only t:rouble is that Caesar's domain is 
so large and the things of God are so fe;,r ru1d insignifi­
cru1t in comparison.3 

Not only the politiciru1s are to blame either, for it is the 

individual citizen, too, ivho clamors for the nvJelfare state,n 
Lf. 

demanding that the state serve his material needs. The 

lobby system in Washington, and in the state capitals as 

\·Tell, furnishes further evidence of the materialistic goals 

in politics, as pressure groups strive for governmental 

po\·Ter to serve their 01:m end·s, for the acquisition of vTealth, 

. . . . . ..) 

1. Taylor, op. ci:b. , p. 28. 
2. SpruL~, op. cit., p. 187. 
3 • Ibid. , P • 9 5 • 
4. Ibid. 
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1 
and for further povrer to gain more wealth. 

~. Evidences in Economics. 

In the economic realm a problem vThich looms large 

in many minds is that of nsocial security." Hm.;ever, the 

problem is not really \.·That it seems to be, not the avoidance, 

of actual poverty, but the satisfaction of persistently in-

creasing ~·rants. According to Davies, 

Haterial needs have been endov;ed, as they have never been 
before, vTi th _s !§his~. inf_:i.:_:q!.t.Y.:, by the values which our 
society considers to be the supreme values. • • By mlli~ing 
the good life dependent on material consumption, moder2 
man has made his material needs artificially infinite. 

This term 11 social security" then conceals a confusion of 

values and a problem that is not prima~ily economic, for no 

abund&~ce of material goods can meet the demands of an ex-

panding material appetite and the failure to do so results 
3 

in an inner sense of psychic and spiritual insecurity. 

A 1ddely-used college textbook in social problems 

lists nrncome and Its Distribution" as; one of the major pro­

blems of American society, and the chapter dealing with this 

problem is opened "~:lith the statement, "Securing adequate 

income from one's labor cru1 easily be conceived as the ele-
4 

mental problem of living.n Evidence of -v.ridespread agreement 

v.ri th this statement is found in the labor unions, vThose 

• • • • • • 

1. Ibid., p. 98. 
2. Davies, op. cit., p. ~7. 
3. Ibid., p. ~9. 
~. Cuber and Harper, op. cit., p. 60. 
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members include some fourteen million 111age earners in the 

Unj_ ted States, and in their persistent demands .for higher 
1 

and higher \vages. Even so, the fault lies not entirely 

"'<lith the '\·rorkers, for the employers are equally guilty of 

materialistic goals. Ordinarily they are interested in only 

the amount and quality of the goods -vrhich the \rrorker is able 
2 

to produce. ttin capitalist civilization the chief non-

human objective is private profit, which is the acid test of 
3 

all economic undertakings." A socialistic economy w·ould 

be no improvement either, for as Davies 1-JTites, 

A post-capitalist generation in Europe, at any rate, has 
come to maturity -vrhich has been moulded by ideas and val­
ues lvholly consonant vr.i th a one-dimension order of life 
and the predominantly materialist character of the human 
being.4 

5. Evidences in Social Problems. 

a. Crime. 

CUber and Harper state, "Crime is probably the 
5 

most universally recognized social problem," but admit that 

criminologists are baffled vJ'hen they attempt to ascertain 
6 

the causes of crime. Hm·rever, J. Edgar Hoover indirectly 

suggests the cause: 

Proof that large numbers of our people have turned a·vmy 
from God can be found in the sordid record of crime and 
in the 1n·edominance of a materialistic -vray of life -vrhich 

• • • • • • 

l. Sparu~, op. cit., pp. 146-151. 
2. Ibid., P• 152. 
3. Davies, op. cit., p. 109. 
4. Ibid., p. 113. 
5. ~riber and Harper, op. cit., p. 156 • 

. 6. Ibid., P• 164-165. 



-14-

has steadily be1ome more evident each year since the turn 
of the century; 

and more directly: 

Secularism, I have never doubted, is the basic cause of 
crime, and crime is a manifestation of secularism. The 
secular notion that whatever gets results is good, the 
secular preoccupation vnth goods and gadgets, and the 
secular indifference to -vrhat Paul calls ttthe unsearch-· 
able riches of Christtt -- these ultimately find expres­
sion in the man who takes a short cut across all the moral 
and legal codes of humanity and grabs what h~ vrants by 
force. The diffefence betvreen this man and the man;t:lho, 
by devious practices, spends his life accumulating 
wealth, totally indifferent to the moral chaos around 
him, is merely a difference in technique. They b~th itCh 
with the same greed, and both have the same goal. 

b. Race. 

From a strictly scientific point of view there 
3 

seems to be only one human race. However, even though 

ttracen doesn't appear to be a scientific reality from a 

physical anthropological standpoint, the concept is of so-

cial significance, for many people act as if it v.rere a reality. 

If there is no scientific basis for the concept, then the 

real basis and the cause of the related problem of racial 

prejudice must lme in other areas. One argument often ad­

vanced is that of the ttsuperiority of white civilization,n 

but according to Cuber and Harper, "if v.re take almost any 

other criterion than sheer bulk of material 'progress', v.re 

can find other cultures v.rlth more convincing achievements 

• • • • • • 

1. Spann, op. cit., p. 180. 
2. Ibid., P• 1$2. 
3~ Cuber and Harper, op. cit., p. 217. 
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1 
than that of ltlestern civilization. 11 The attitudes-and ac-.. 

tions of the 1'illlerican people, in the North as; vJ"ell as; in the 

South, indicate 1vhat is probably the basic cause of racial 

prejudiqe, and this cause is materialistic in nature. 

The extreme lengths to vrhich some 1>1hite members o_f our 
society 1vill go, often at great inconvenience to them­
selves, to ttkeep the Hegro in his place" indicate that 
~ P.rejudic~ m£§~ serve ~~ QUr~os~ for the nrej~diced • 
• • The primary motive seems to be an economic one. 

In other 1vords_, the race problem in the United States is 

another example in a long history of the erploitation of 

minority groups for the fruits; of their labor. 

c. Social Class. 

In spite of the often expressed claim that Ameri-

can society is classless, 11 class differences are one of the 
3 

most omnipresent facts of .American social life." For the 

most part, class distinctions are made on the basis of 

materialistic standards: present income, accumulated wealth, 

type and location of dwelling, &~d position in the industria~ 

business, or professional -vmrld. The efforts of people to 

maintain their 11 station in life" or to rise into a higher 

social class also substantiate this, itlhich is further 

described by Don D. Lescohier: 

V.Te think '"e need neckties, bobby pins, personalized 
clothing, furniture that has beauty as well as utility, 
and many other things that are conventional necessities 

• • • • • • 

1. Cuber and Harper, op. cit., p. 221. 
2. Ibid., p. 225. 
3. Ibid., p. 192. 
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in our stations in life. • • Each person ~~d family feels 
the necessity of upholding certain conventional standards, 
and often they sacrifice on necessities to b~y the things 
which they think people expect them to have. 

d. Recreation. 

Cuber ru1d Harper consider the use of leisure time 

as a major social problem in America because people are not 

using it vrisely. These vrriters state, 

For the most part people do -vrhat is easiest to do in 
their leisure, and the most universally accessible form 
of recreation for Americans of all ages is the commer­
cially provided variety. The leading .American tramuse­
ments11 are movies, "beer joints,n night clubs, reading, 
sports, ru~d radio, both from the.standpoint of amount of 
time spent and from th~ stru1dpoint of the percentage of 
persons participating. 

Movies. can be considered as a representative 

example of this commercial recreation, especially since it 

is probably the most ·v1idely patronized.. Although one must 

admit that some films are masterful productions ru1d do help 

to fulfill man's aesthetic needs, in many other instances, 

nthe screen enshrines false gods, gods 1vhich are dearest to 
3 

the A.rnerican heart -- money, gla..'I'Jlour, and success. rr These 

movies.not only influence but also reflect the American 

thought, ideals, and ,,~my of life. n\·le do judge success in 

terms of money, pOi·rer, and fame. Our standards of living, 

our cars, bathtubs, and be~tiful clothes:~ the things 

·which Americans hold dear." 

• • • • • • 

1. Sp~~1, op. cit., pp. 147-148. 
2. Cuber ax1d Harper, op. cit., p •. 265. 
3. Spann, op. cit., p. 65. 
4. Ibid., p. 73. 
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6. Evidences in the Church. 

In discussing the nature of secularism, which is 

the larger concept of practical atheism and of which prac-

tical materialism is a part, Leroy E. Loeml~er states: that 

naside from merely external habits· of behavior, secularism 

"ttrithin the church is scarcely to be distinguished from that 
1 

'~:Ti thou t. 11 Davies. concurs in this opinion: nchurch members 

are only a degree less secularized in their consciousness 
2 

than the public that is completely divorced from the Church.u 

Concern "tvi th material goods does have a place in 

the Church, for such are necessary in the maintenance of the 

Church, but the handling of financial matters does not have 

to be from a materialistic standpoint, as is often the case, 

The same is often true in regard to employment practices. 

The churches have been charged v.rith the operation of profit-

and-loss systems similar to those of any business concern, 

except that "surplusn and "deficit" are more frequently used 

than nprofi tn and n1oss 11 , and 1.vi th often treating their 

employees: less considerately, sometimes even less honestly, 

than do the secular employers in order to keep their finan-
3 

cial balances in favor of the 11 surplusn side. 

Further evidence of a materialistic standard in 

the Church is the evaluation of loual churches in terms of 

• • • • • • 

1.. Ibid., p. 12. 
2. Davies, op. cit., p. 61. 
3. Spaw~, op. cit., p. 161. 
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the physical property -- the spacious accommodations, the 

lavish decorations, sometimes;even the S\<Tim.ming pool and 

other recreational facilities -- and in terms of the size 

of the budget instead of in terms of the accomplishments 

of a spiritual ministry. 

Even the message of the Church, as it is often 

given, bears a materialistic note, especially as ministers 

attempt to motivate their congregations. The emphasis in 

such motivation is often upon material success and.physical 

well-being as the results of a godly life. Neither are 

such emphases limited to the sermons pertaining to the 

life-to-come. In these latter, peop+e are urged to repent 

and turn to God in order to escape an eternity of physical 

torment and to gain an everlasting life in 1vhich there 

1·rill be no sufferitl.g;or other physical discomfort. Also, 

ministers often stress the setting of this future life in 

terms of the "streets of goldn and the "pearly gatesn 

rather than the blesseru1ess of being forever in the 

presence of a holy, loving God. 

E. Summary 

Value is that quality of an object or experience 

vrhich is apprehended in appreciation ru!d vJhich makes the 

experience or object desirable. It is both objective and 

subjective, for the object or experience possesses qualities 
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which arouse in human beings responses that are called 

value judgments. In making such a value judgment, an indivi­

dual shows that he considers one value as being higher than 

another, or that he has a standard of value -vlith that v1hich 

to him is most desirable at the top of his standard. Value 

standards are important because they determine the moral 

behavior of individuals. 

A materialistic standard of value is one which 

holds as supreme the mr:1.terial 1-rell-being of the· individual 

and the resulting accumulation and use of material goods. 

That a materialistic stru~dard of value is preva­

lent today in American society is apparent to even the 

casual observer. A closer study of the fields of education, 

science, politics, economics, and the major social problems 

reveals the more specific evidences of the concern ~dth 

material goods. The church itself has also been infected 

by the materialistic attitude and reflects it even in its 

message. 
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CHAPTER II 

THE ST.4.NDARD OF VALtlE TAUGHT BY JESUS, 
AS RECORDED BY :MATTHEW 

A. Introduction 

In order to ascertain the general context of the 

specific teaching of Jesus concerning values in the 

Gospel by :Matthew, one must first have an overall per-

specti ve of the book. This view of the book as a vlhole 

is necessary also in establishine; the identity of t~1e 

teacher, and since the major part of Jesus ' teaching vTas 

intended for members or prospective members of the l{ingdom 

of heaven, it vvill include a summary of His teaching about 

the kingdom. 

After the general survey of the book, a more 

detailed study viill be made of -vrhat Jesus taught about 

values, specifically, the Father as a value, Jesus as a 

value, the kingdom of heaven as a value and value standards 

';li thin the kingdom, man as a value, and material goods as 

values. 

In making more practical application of the 

study, a present&tion will be made of the expected evidences 

in present-day society of the standard of value taught by 

Jesus. 

-21-
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B. ~1 Overall Perspective of the 
Gospel by Matthevf 

1. The :J:VIain Message of the Book. 

The Gospel by Matthevr is the story of the life 

of Jesus of Nazareth from His birth to His death and 

resurrection. Hovrever, in scope the book both antedates 

and postdates the earthly life of Jesus, for it looks 
1 

back to David ano_ Abraham and forvmrd to the close of 
2 

this age. 

The first major movement of the book is con-
3 

cerned vri th the identity of Jesus of Nazareth. In the 

first t•.'felve chapters, MatthevT constantly refers to Old 

Testament prophecies regardine; the promised ?iessiah, and 

successfully demonstrates the.t this Jesus is the fulfill-

ment of those prophecies. Although the Jevls v1ere expect-

ing the Messiah to iJe an earthly ldng and to establish 

an earthly kingdom, Jesus almost vfi thout fail referred to 

His l~ingdom as the "kingdom of heaven. 11 His identity vms 

revealed by who He was, as vms evidenced by His de,scent 

from Da -,.rid and the testimony of the voice at His baptism, 

but even more by -,.;hat He did. The miracles that He 
4 

performed proved His authority, and the authoritative 

• • • • • • 

1. Matt. 1:1. 
2. Matt. 28:19-20. 
3. Matt. 1:1-16:20. 
4. Hatt. 4:24, 8:17, 9:2-8, and 11:4-6. 
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quality of His teaching was acknowledged by the people. 

In Peter's confession, "You are the Christ, the Son of the 
1 

livinP~ God, 11 the first movement of the boolc reaches its 

climax. 

As soon as Jesus vms definitely identified as 

the expected IviessiBJ1, He revealed the implications of His 

identity as He sho•.-fed His disciples the purpose of His 

life: that He must go to Jerusalem, suffer at the hands 

of the religious leaders, be killed, and be raised the 
2 

third day. Thus is begun the second major ;novernent of 
3 

the book, in vrhich Jesus concentrated on the training of 

the tvrelve disciples, from the transfigurs-tion on to the 

cross and the resurrection and culminat1ne; in the great 

commission. 

In chapters 21 to 28, and. especially in chapters 

26 to 28, the :;:;res entation of the narre.ti ve is much more 

detailed than in the rest of the book, vt1.ic£:;.. ind.ica tes 

climax in the crucifixion and the resurrection; the 

preceding portions of the book are the preparation for 

t~"lis. Although it vms only after Peter's confession that 

Jesus began to teach His disciples about the cross, it is 

evident that from the time of His temptation in the 

vrilderness Jesus hc;,d His face set towa.l"d Jerusalem and 

1 . lvia t t • 16: 16. 
2 • j:VIa t t. 16: 21. 

. . . . . . 

3. lvJ:att. 16:21 through chapter 28. 
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the fulfillment of the purpose of His earthly life, that 

He should be the Saviour of the 'ilOrld. 

'r.aerefore, the purpose of the bool{ is to shol'l 

that this Jesus of l'Jazareth is the promised Messiah, King 

e.nd Redeemer, the initiator of the kingdom of heaven, and 

that the most important part of His earthly ministry vias 

His death and resurrection. 

2. A Summary of Jesus' Teaching about the Kingdom of 
Heaven. 

Among the Je;.fs in the period just preceding the 

time of Jesus, there were various conceptions of the 

expected kingdom of God. Many of them 'rleX'e materialistic, 

and probably the majority of the JevlS 'lfere anticipe..tin.g 
' 

milltary conquest by Israel and the ezaltation of Israel 

to a posltion of political povv3r among the nstions. 

Hovrever, there 1vere others vlho thought more of -oeace and 
- 1 

the ascendency of righteousness, mercy, and truth. Out 

of this latter group came the nucleus of the followers of 

Jesus, for He taught that the kingdom \vas to be one in 

i'rhich peace, righteousness, mercy, and truth ~vould prevail: 

the 11klngdom of heaven 11
, not an earthly kingdom. As the 

name lmplies, the kingdom of heaven is a spiritual order, 

existing for a time in this present \vorld but unlimited 

by time and space, and under the dominion of the heavenly 

• • • • • • 

1. Andrevv R. Osbor-n: Christian L!:thics, p. 98. 
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1 
Fe.ther. Admittance into the :Y:ine;dom is granted only to 

those 'tl~1o B.cknovrledge the supremacy of tc1e Father and, 

as evidence of sv.ch e.ckno\·rledgement, desire and do His 
2 

vri 11. 

The constituency of the kingdom is to be lirni ted, 
3 

t)ecaus e not everyone vri 11 find the vm.y. Hei ther 'dil1 

everyone receive the :1or•cl of t}le kingdom in the same 

::-ne.nner or vri th t:1e same results, for, c.ccorc"i.il1.5 to tl1e 

lJCtra1Jle of tl1e soils, the reception of the measa~e is 4 ~ 

dependent upon the conc1i tion of the hearer. 

of th::: distinctlon betueen those in the kingdom E.nd those 

outs icle the kin:z;dom, e.ll \•rill live toe;et'her in this 1.·rox·lcl 

until the separation in the "harvest" e.t the close of this 

age, a .. t. 1/ll1icl1 time tl1e su1)jects o:~ the l:ingd.om vrill 
5 

fully inherit the l\:ine;dom. The srm·rth of the kingdom 

is to be phenomenal even though its beginning vras 
6 

small, and, although consti tut.:l.ng only a small part 

of mankind, it is to permeate and to influence all of 
7 

The responsibility for the extension of the 

ldne.;dom 1vas to lie vri th the disciples of Jesus, but only 

• • • • • 

1. Matt. 5:34-35· 
2. Matt. 7:21 and 12:50. 
3· I-:Tatt. 7:13. 
4. Matt. 13:3-8, 13:18-23. 
5· Hatt. 13:24-30, 13:36-43, 13:1.q-5o, 25:34. 
6. Matt. 13:31-32. 
7 • lei at t • 13 : 3 3 • 



-26-

1 
as they are identified with and empm1ered by Jesus. 

A discussion of the kingdom as a value and of 

the value standards within the kingdom will be presented 
2 

in a later division of this chapter. 

C. The Teaching of Jesus Concerning Values 

1. The Father as a Value. 

According to Jesus in the Sermon on the Iviount, 

God the Father is the supreme authority in the universe 
3 

for He has dominion over both heaven and earth. Since 

this is His dominion, then He must be greater than the 

vlhole of the universe and greater than any part of it, 

and so He is the highest value in the universe. This fact 

is either assumed or explicitly stated in all of Jesus' 

teaching. For example, when He told the crO\vds and the 

disciples the_t they had only one Father vfho is in heaven, 

He vias saying that there \vas only One in authority above 
4 

them. As He exhorted them to love their enemies, He 

held up God as the standard of perfection for man's 
5 

behavior, rihich He could do only because the Father is 

perfect and higher than man. Also because of the supremacy 

• • • • 0 • 

1. Iviatt. 10:5-42 and 28:18-20. 
2. Post, pp. 34-39· 
3. Iviatt. 5:34. 
4 • l'-'Ia t t . 2 3 : 9 • 
5 • Matt • 5 : 4-8 • 
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of the Father, He could say that the comn1andment of God 
1 . 

is superior to the tradition of men, the superiority of. 

the commandment being derived from its superior source. 

Since God is the supreme authority in the 

universe and thereby in control of all of it, man is 

extremely unwise if he 6hooses to disobey God. However, 

this does not imply that God is ruthless in asserting His 

authority, for the terminology most often used by Jesus 

in referring to God vvas "your heavenly Father" or "your 

Father 'rlho is in heaven. 11 lhe term "father" connotes not 

only authority but also loving concern and care. Thus, 

the heavenly Father is concerned about the v.relfare of His 

children and, more than that, is able because of His 

dominion to provide for them as Jesus assured them that 
2 

He vfould. The logical response of man to this concern 

and care is complete devotion to the Father, vlhich Jesus 
3 

taught as the first .smd greatest command..rnent. Of course, 

this is also evidence of the supremacy of the Father: 

that He is vlorth loving with all one's heart, soul,. and 

mind. FU_rther evidence is one of Jesus' answers to Satan 

in the temptation in the vvilderness which implied that it 

is more vmrthvfhile to vlOrship and serve God than to gain 

• • • • • • 

1. Matt. 15:1-9. 
2. Matt. 6:25-33· 
3. Matt. 22:34-38. 
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1 
all the kingdoms of t'r.1e ·,wrld • 

.Since God is e.bove all of creation e.nd man is 

only e. part of cree.tion, m:;;,n is oi:)lie;ated to acknoHledge 

God as the supreme value Emd to live accordingly ':lith 

his goe.ls centered in the Fe.ther. This ':las the teaching 

of Jesus 1ilhen He urged the disciples to hc:we as their 

primc:H"Y goal the Father's kingdom and Hi3 righteousness, 
2 

not the satisfaction of their me.terie.l needs. In 

tee-chine; them the model prayer, vrhich he-s come to be l<:nmrn 

as the Lord's ?rayel", 

for their interests: 

H .. , d 1 " . -· J ~ ill na a reaay lndlcaGea -chis order 

the things of the Fa.ther are first 

and t!:1e petitions for man's needs, both spiritual and 
3 

material, are second. Goals determine behavior, and so 

it >,vas that Jesus taue:;ht that man's actions are to be 

motivated by a desire to please the Father .smd not by the 

desire to receive praise and acknovTledgment from other 
4 

men. To please the Father is to do His vri 11. Jesus 

emphasized the importance of this ->trhen, in denoting 

kinship to Himself, He indicated that doing the will of 

the Father is a more determinB.ti ve factor thc:m blood 
5 

relationship. Jesus Himself vras the example of complete 

obedience to the '.·rill of the Fe.ther, as He taught in 

• • 

1. Ivia tt. 4:8-10. 
2. lvfe. tt. 6:33· 
3. J'•Ia tt. 6t9-13. 
4. Matt. 6:1-6 and 6:16-18. 
5· Ivla tt. 12:46-50. 
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reference to the crucifixion: in the first foretelling 

of the eros s, in His prayer in Gethsemane, and at the time 

of the betrayal in indicating His preference for the way 
1 

of the cross in order to fulfill the plan of God. In 

adcti tion to the desirability of pleasing God by doing His 

will is the realization the.t His \·iill is superior to th.s"t 

of any other being bece.use of its source·, and, in fact, 

it is perfect in keeping Vii th the perfection of His 

character. Ivian's obligation to do the Viill of the Father 

also attests the s1,rperior value of the Father, for he vlho 

sub~iects himself, or is subject, to the vlill of another 

thereby shovlS that he considers the other as being superior 

to him. In this me.nner Jesus taught that He Himself vias 

a lovier value tht=m the Father. Hoviever, this vias true 

only cturing Jesus' earthly life in which He was the 

incarnation of the Father. 

2.. Jesus as a Value. 
2 

In giving His life 11as a ransom for many, 11 

Jesus gave the ultimate proof of His superior ·\·rorth in 

relation to me.nkind. No man can possibly buy even his ovm 
3 

life, and yet Jesus \vas able to purchase eternal llfe 

for all men. The value of this eternal life is derived 

• • • • • 0 

1. Iviatt. 16:21-23, 26:36-44, and 26:53-54. 
2. Iviatt. 20:28. 
3. ~'-la t t. · 16: 26 • 



-30-

from the valu:e of the Father, since the possession of 

eternal life includes the privilege of being forever in 

the presence of the Father, the supreme value in the 

universe. As previously mentioned, Jesus in His atonement 

\vas acting in obecience to the Father, and so His action 

takes on added meaning slnce it \vas conceived in the -vrill 

of tl.J.e Father. Even the ability of Jesus to take the role 

of Redeemer is dependent upon the Father in that it 

resulted from His identity vlith the Father, vlhich He 

explicitly taught vlhen He said, 11All things have been 

delivered to me by my Father; and no one knows the Son 

except the Father, and no one knows the Father except the 
1 

Son and any one to ;,vhom the .Son chooses to reveal him." 

He also implied this identity in referring to Himself as 

the Christ, such as in acknoviledging Feter's confession 
2 

of Him as "the Christ, the Son of the living God," and 

in the Olivet Discourse in His vJarnings against the 

. t b 1 ~ . T-. . II I th lmpos ors vi _o wou a c orne ln nls name, s aylng, am e 
3 

Christ." The significance of the term "Christ" is 

as :-:u_mea~ l. ,- 1 -'- ' • _ n ~esus ~eac~lng, as recorded by Iv:Iatthe•t'T, for 

Iviatthew \'ras vTri ting to the JevlS who were very familiar 

vTi th the concept of "the Christ" the "anointed, 11 the one 

chosen of God, the lVIessiah~ All these terms denote the 

• • • • • • 

1. Matt. 11:27. 
2. :Matt. 16:13-17. 
3. Hatt. 24:4-5 and 24:23-27. 
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same close relationship of Jesus with the Father. 

A few days before the crucifixion, Jesus told 

the crmvds and His disciples, "you have one teacher 
1 

you have one master, the Christ." i'Iuch earlier in His 

ministry, vrhen He sent forth the t\·lel ve disciples, He had 

said, 11A disciple is not above his teacher, nor a servant 
2 

ab::-;ve his rnaster. 11 Thus, J·esus as teacher and master 

ranked eJ)oVe those vlho follmved Him, and He i•ras alone in 

that position. The value of His teaching also attests 

His 1vorth. In the parable of the t·vio foundations, He 

shm'fed that acting upon and obeying His teaching is 
3 

analagous to building a house u.pon a rock. In the con-

struction of any building~ rock is the best possible 

foundation because it is durable and stable. Like'<vise, the 

teaching of Jesus is a stable, durable f01.mdation on vrhich 

to base one's actions. His teaching is value.ble also 

because of its eternality, vvhich He stated vrhen He said, 

11 Heaven and earth 1;vill pas2 av·:ray, but my vwrds viill not 
4 

pass avmy. 11 Such teaching gives meaning to life because 

it is dependable and vlill not change 1vi th the passing of 

time; it is absolute ancL basic. The teaching possesses 

value because of the value of the Teacher; it is stable, 

dependable, and eternal because the Tee.cher is stable, 

• • • • • • 

1. :Matt. 23:8-10. 
2. Matt. 10:24. 
3· IvJ:att. 7:24-27. 
4. r'Ia tt. 24:35· 
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dependable, and eternal. 

Very striking evidence of the value of Jesus is 

found in the cost of discipleship. vfuen a scribe came to 

Jesus expre:Jsing vrillingness· to folloH Him, Jesus ans\vered, 

II- h ' l .t<oxes .~. eNe .o.o_es, and 1Jircls of the air have nests; 
1 

the Son of man has novrhere to lay his head, 11 thus 

but 

indicating that He Himself did not have the security of a 

home and implying that neither would His disciples. 

Harder to bear than the surrender of home is the loss of 

reputation, and Jesus told His disciples that this latter 

vrould also be their lot as He spoke of the certainty of 

hatred from all, defamation, and slander. In f~:~ct, He 

v-rarned that the opposition '.vhich v1ould arise against them 

because of their identification vri th Him -,wuld reach such 

intensity that they \10uld be physically persecuted and 
2 

some even put to death. Nevertheless, He never once 

hinted the.t even the grec:.test of these persecutions vwuld 

be sufficient reason for turning aside from following and 

serving Him. 

ffi1other requirement for discipleship is complete 

devotion to Jesus and His cause. As He sent f'orth His 

tv1elve disciples, He vmrned, 

. . . . . . 
1. Matt. 8:18-20. 
2. Matt. 10:17-25. 
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He vrho loves fa th: r or mother more than me is not 
>Iorthy of me; and he 1·1ho loves son or ds.ughter more 
than me is not worthy of me; and he who does not 
tal-::e his cross and follovr me is not .rortlly of me. 
He '.tho finds h:l s life vli ll lose . it e.nd he vrho loses 
his life for my sake will find it.i 

l~ot even the dearest member of one 1 s family may rate 

higher devotion than Jesus. Such s. high standard of 

devotion is demanded so the,t the disciple in serving .Jesus 

vlill not r::e distracted by a greater love and concern for 

e.nother person. VJillingness to su_ffer for the sc-~ke of 

Jesus is also a test of devotion to Him. Probably this 

test and the test of self-denial are even more difficult 

to face th:~n the denic:.l of f&.mily. Immediately after 

Peter's confession e.nd His first foretelling of the cross, 

Jesus again mentioned the necessity of the disciple's cross 
2 

e.nd self-denial. ;ilhen spea:dng of the man vrho 11 loses his 

life for my se.lce, 11 Jes11s didn 1 t mean merely the loss of 

physical l i f\-:J ................. '-", even though suc:1 loss for His sa~e would 

result in t~1e gaining of eterne.l life. Rather, He vms 

saying that any disciple of His must completely discard all 

personal interests and des ires and be vrholeheartedly 

devoted to ~-Iis ce.us e. The result of such gi vins of one 1 s 

life is the gaining of life -- obviously a higher life, 

but t~1is gain :.m2t not be the prlmary motive/cion for such 

surre,~der. The disciple mu.:;t be compelled by love for 

• • • • • • 

1. Matt. 10:37-39· 
2. :rratt. 16:24-25. 
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Jesus to c1o it for His sake. Jesus has the ri0_~ht to make 

these demands because of His superior worth as the 

Redee'!'ner, the chosen of the Father. Concern 'dit~1. the cause 

of Jesus is concern vri th the greatest cause in the universe, 

because it is the •·rill of the Fe.ther, the supreme value in 

the universe. 

The personal return of Jesus at the consUin:nation 

of this age also attests the value of Jesus, partly because 

of the inporte.nce of the event itself vfhich vfill mark the 

end of time. ~l'ihen He returns, He \'fill be enthroned and 
1 

vlill judge the nations; the pouer and the ability to judge 

are further evidence of His supremacy over men. Antici-

pe.ting the personal return of Jesus adds mee.ning to life 

for His follm,rers, for His coming 1vill mean the end of 

tribulation for them and at that time they \vill fully 
2 

inherit the kingdom of heaven. 

3. The Kingdom of Heaven as a Value and Value Standards 
1.'fi thin the Kine;dom. 

a. The Kingdom of Heaven as a Value. 

i'1Iany prophets and righteous men of old longed 

to hear the message of the kingdom of heaven anci to see 

its coming, but did not; and so, .in this respect, the 

disciples of Jesus were more privileged than they, for 

• • • • • • 

1. }1att. 25:31-46. 
2. Matt. 24:3-14 and 25:34. 
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they not only hee.rd its rnessae;e but also Jesus promised 
1 

the,t s orne of them VIould see its coming. From this 

unflJ.lfilled e.nticipation of the men of old, one mo,y con-

2. greater value than 

the order established by the old covena2t, or else the 

IH'o;;hets and the others vwu.ld hs,ve been contsnt \·Ii t~::. the 

previous order. Further svic~sncs of the supremacy of the 

1<.:ingdom of heaven over the earlier order is Je3us 1 state-

ment about J'ohn the Baptist: 

there has risen no one greater 

11 among those born of vromen 

• yet he •tJho is least 
2 

in the 1:-;:ingdom of heaven :Ls grsater than he" 11 3ince even 

the '~,reo.test :oerson uno.er the old covene,nt if;; less than 

the least in the kingdom of he<'~ven, the le.tter order nrust 

be superior to the former. Also, as Jesus sent forth the 

t<:relve disciples, He told them that those people vrho 

rejected the message of the kingdom ivould receive e;reater 

judgment than Sodom snd Gomorrah, vrhich cities had been 
3 

judged according to the standards of the old covenant. 

The value of the kj_ngdom i'i"E'"s ex;,lici tly taught 

by J·esus in the pare.ble of the treasure in the field and 

in the parable of the pearl of great value: the l:ingdom 
4 

is ~rrorth ezchanging all one 1 s possessions for it. The 

• • • • • 

1. I\fa tt. 13:16-17 and 16:28. 
2. Ivia tt. 11:11. 
3· Matt. 10:14-15. 
4. Matt. l3:l.J.4-45. 
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great desirabl..li ty of entrance into the kingdom t:ras 

assumed in rm.wh of His teaching, as He described the ':lay-

of entry and. 1:rarned of its difficulty. An example of 

this was His discussion with the disciples following His 

advice to the rich young man, viho he,o_ turned a'llay rather 

than sell his possessions • At this time He told tl-:em 

that it 'tlould be h:::rd fo.i." a rich man to enter the kingdom, 

and, in fact, it vrould be impossible. To their astonished 

query, "~lho then can be saved? 11
, He replied that it vrould 

1 
be possible only ':Ji th God. Earlier, in the '3ermon on the 

1Yiount, He had taught that the -,'lay into the l:j_ngdom is 

narrovl an<i hard and only a fei'l find it, bu.t vrarned that 
2 

the alternative leads to destruction. 

According to the Bea ti tuc.es, the kingdom of 

heaven is the source 'f supreme happiness for man, or 

the v.ltimate in spiritue.l •t~ell-being, anc. so it is that 
3 

'lllJ.ich makes life meaningful. The kingdom can be this 

source only because it is under the dominion of the 

Father, vihich dominion has been allocated to the Son, the 
4 

King. The kingdom has value only because the King is 

also the Redeemer, and citizenship in the ldngdom is 

valuable only because of the superior vrorth of the King. 

. . . . . . 
1. Matt. 19:23-26. 
2. Hatt. 7:13-14. 
3· Natt. 5:3-12. 
4. Matt. 11:25-27. 



-37-

b. Value Standards ,.,rithin the Kingdom. 

Although all members of the kingdom are valuable, 

there are degrees of value among the members. The least 

in the kingdom is he vJho relaxes even the least of the com-

mandments of the lav-T and teaches others to do likewise. In 

contrast, the greatest is he who keeps the commandments and 
1 

teaches them. This is the distinction to be expected, be-

cause the commandments are from G9d and he who does not 

respect the commandment of God is showing lack of respect 

for God Himself'. Another indication of greatness among 

those in the kingdom is humility. In fact, Jesus taught 

that only those wl1o came 'ivith childlike humility could enter 
2 

the kingdom. Humility should manifest itself in a l'l'illing-

ness to serve, and he 1.1ho would be first in the kingdom must 
3 

be a slave to others. The example of servitude was Jesus 

Himself '.>lho 11 came not to be served but to serve, and to give 
,4 

His life as a ransom for many. 11 

The members of the kingdom are to desire to be 

righteous, or sinless, for it is better to lose a part of 

oneself than to be sinful or to cause another person to 
5 

sin. In being righteous, purity of heart is more impor-

tant than out1vard cleanliness, for any external show of 

1 . Hat t . 5 : 19-20 . 
. 2. lciiatt. 18:1-4. 
3. Matt. 20:26-27 and 23:11~12. 
4. lvia t t . 20: 28. 
5 . :Matt . 18: 5-9. 
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righteousness is 1.-vorthless vlithout the internal cleanliness 
1 

from which true righteousness stems. More specifically in 

regard to true righteousness in religious observance, Jesus 

denounced the scribes and Pharisees for neglecting the 

"weightier matters of the lai>T, justice and mercy and faith, 11 

but, of course, He said that the material tithes were also 
2 

necessary, even though of lesser importance. 

The absolute standard for attitudes and behavior 

is the Father, as Jesus told the disciples, 11You, therefore, 
3 

must be perfect, as your heavenly Father is perfect." Be-

cause He is the supreme value, the character of all other 

beings must be judged in the light of His perfection, and 

all others should have as their goal the attainment of like 

perfection. 

In keeping 'I.•Tith Jesus 1 teaching about true right-

eousness was His warning to the disciples against the teach­

ing of the Pharisees and Sadducees, which implied that such 
4 

teaching had a negative value. Yet, when addressing the 

crovTds as vvell as the disciples, He advised them to observe 

and practice vvhatever the scribes and Pharisees taught. 

This seeming discrepancy is explained by the reason given 

for the observance in the second case: becaus~ they 11 sit 

on J.vloses 1 seat. 11 In this capacity the scribes and Pharisees 

1. lJla tt. 15:10-20 and 23: 25-28. 
2 . lvla t t • 23 : 23 . 
3. Matt. 5:48. 
4. V~tt. 16:5-12. 



-39-

were instructors in the lal'f of Moses, ·which was to be 

obeyed by the people because it vias the command of God, 

whereas the earlier \varning of Jesus was directed against 

their general teaching. Also, Jesus' advice in the second 

case included the admonition not to do as the scribes and 
1 

Pharisees do, for they preached vJithout practicing. 

4. !4an as a Value. 

Jesus clearly taught that man is the highest 

value in creation. For example, in the Sermon on the lviount, 

He said that man is more valuable than the birds of the air 
2 

and the grass of the field, and, in His charge to the 

twelve disciples, that man is more valuable than many spar-
3 

rovTs. Also, as He answered the Pharisees just before 

healing the man with a withered hand on the Sabbath, He 

stated that man is of much greater value than a sheep. This 

latter statement was made in His process of shmving the 

Pharisees that caring for the needs of man is more imnortant 
4 -

than the observance of the Sabbath. He had also taught 

this precedence of the vTelfare of man over the institution 

of the Sabbath in the immediately preceding incident of the 
5 

disciples picking and eating grain on the sabbath. 

However, not all men are of equal value, because 

1. ~mtt. 23:1-7. 
2. Matt. 6:26-30. 
3. Matt. 10:29-31. 
4. ~~tt. 12:9-13. 
5. ~futt. 12:1-8. 
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the members of the kingdom have greater value than those 

people outside the kingdom. Jesus called the former group 

"the salt of the earth" and "the light of the world. 11 Salt 

preserves, seasons, and heightens the flavor of food, and 

in like manner the members of the kingdom are to keep so­

ciety from 11 spoiling 11 and to give meaning and 11 flavor 11 to 

it. As lights, they are to dispel the darkness of ignorance 

and unbelief and to serve as guides to other people. Hoiv-

ever, this superior -vrorth also entails a higher responsi­

bility, as indicated by the statement of Jesus that the 

purpose of having the "light of the world 11 to shine is so 
1 

that other men might give glory to the heavenly Father. 

'rhe members of the 1-cingdom possess this superior value only 

because their membership in the kingdom identifies them 

with the Father, from whom their value is derived. All men 

are of equal value in the sense that each is potentially a 

member of the kingdom. However, if a person does not in 

this present life appropriate membership in the kingdom 

through ackno~ledgment of and faith in the Father, at the 

end of this life he loses the potentiality of entering the 

kingdom and thus becomes a disvalue, as Jesus taught that 
2 

the end of such a person is destruction. 

Jesus also taught the value of children in the 

kingdom, as He spoke of the necessity of receiving such 

. . . . . . 
1. Matt. 5:13-16. 
2. Ivlatt. 7:13. 
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children i~ His name and strongly warned that death would 

be a better fate than the results of causing a child who 

believes in Him to sin. Continuing in this same vein in 

the parable of the straying sheep, He stressed the value 

of the return of a \·ray-v;ard child. As the shepherd would 

rejoice more over finding one lost sheep than over ninety­

nine who had never strayed, so is the Father's joy great 

when an erring child is returned to Him. Older persons are 

to recognize this value of children because the Father 
1 

values them. 

vvi thin the make-up of man there are two natures, 

the physical and the spiritual, vrith the spiritual being a 

higher value than the physical. Jesus revealed this in His 

charge to the twelve disciples, as He admonished them not 

to fear those vlho can kill only the body but to fear the 
2 

one 11ho is able to destroy both soul and body. Again, 

immediately after His first foretelling of the crucifixion, 

as He discussed the implications of the cross for disciple-

ship, He spoke of the high value of life. Gaining the 

v1hole 1-rorld would not make the loss of one's life vlorth\'lhile. 
3 

Obviously He \vas here referring to spiritual life. Spir-

itual life is the most important because the kingdom of God 

is a spiritual order, and it is the spirit, not the body, 

1. Matt. 18:5-6 and 18:10-14. 
2. Matt. 10:28. 
3. ¥~tt. 16:24-26. 
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which possesses the possibility of eternal life with the 

Father. 

The most repeated teaching of Jesus was the fore-
1 

telling of His own suffering, death, and resurrection. 

He also taught that this was the will of the Father in 
2 3 

heaven, and that the purpose v1as the redemption of many. 

This is the greatest evidence in His teaching of the value 

of man. Of all of creation only man possesses the possi-

bility of attaining eternal life, and this life is gained 

for man at the expense of the suffering and death of the 

King. 

5. Material Goods as Values. 

\'Then Jesus answered the devil in the vlilderness 

by saying, 11J:Jlan shall not live by bread alone, but by every 

v1ord that proceeds from the mouth of God," He was .rtot:, imply­

ing that man's physical needs are to be ignored, but rather 

was indicating the insufficiency of physical food for life 
4 

and the indispensability of spiritual food. All of God 1 s 

word is included in this spiritual food which is valuable 

because of its source, God Himself. Later in the Lord's 

Prayer, Jesus indirectly indicated the relative importance 

of the physical and the spiritual: one short line regarding 

. . . . . . 
1. Matt. 16:21, 17:22-23, 20:17-19, and 26:1-2. 
2. Matt. 16:21-23, 26:36-44, and 26:53-56. 
3. Matt. 20:28. 
4. Matt. 4:4. 
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the physical need of man and tl'ro longer lines regarding 
l 

the spiritual. 

In the Sermon on the Nount, Jesus urged His 

followers not to accumulate earthly treasures but to con-

centrate on acquiring treasures in heaven, for earthly 

treasures are perishable and there is no surety of keeping 

them even in this life whereas heavenly treasure is imperish-

able and secure. A more important reason, hmvever, is that 

a person's desire and devotion are centered in his treasure, 

and Jesus ivants His followers to have a heavenly goal l'rith 

their devotion centered in the Father. As He continued the 

discourse, He stated the general principle that it is im-

possible to serve two masters, and then made the specific 

application that no one can serve both God and 11 mammon." 

By 11 mammon 11 is meant not merely money but the inordinate 

desire for vJealth. Thus, devotion to God and the desire 

for iveal th are mutually exclusive. Jesus' conclusion was 

His admonition not to worry about food or clothing, vrhich 

He then supported by the illustrations of God's care for 

the birds and the lilies. He assured the disciples that 

God irfas avmre of their need, and that the solution is very 

simple: since man cannot be a slave to both God and the 

accumulation of material goods, he must put the Father and 

His kingdom and His righteousness first in his mind and 

. . . . . . 
1. :vratt. 6:9-13. 
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1 
heart, and then God vvill supply all his material needs. 

Jesus' teaching about material goods and man's 

attitude tmvard them was not that they are valueless or to 

be scorned, because they are valuable in that they satisfy 

the physical needs of man, who is a value in God's sight. 

However, they must be kept in the right place in man's scale 

of values. :f!,Ian must recognize them as instrumental values, 

that is, as means to an end, and not as end values. They 
2 

are a lo"VJer value than the life of rr1an and so, of course, 

are a much 10\ver value than God. lVIan's desire for material 

goods and preoccupation with gaining them are not to sup­

plant his devotion to and service for God. 

D. The Expected Evidences in Present-Day Society 
of the Standard of Value Taught by Jesus 

1. Expected Evidences in Education. 

In regard to the importance of education, J. 

Donald Butler of Princeton has written, 

Among the institutions of society the school is primary 
because it represe:t;ts the deliberate and organized effort 
of society to nurture and guide the development of the 
individuals constituting each oncoming generation.3 

Since education has this important role in life, its pur-

pose, content, and methods must be determined according to 

the value standard taught by Jesus. 

1. Matt. 6:19-33. 
2. l'1att. 6:25. 

-3. J. Donald Butler: Four Philosophies and their Practice 
in Education and Religion. p. 516. 
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In the mind of God, the destiny of man is for him 

to be a child of God, a member of the kingdom of heaven. 

Thus, the objective of education should be to help the stu-

dent to become what God has intended him to be. Morally, 

by nature the student 1 s character lacl\:s much, for he is 

commonly in opposition to God and possesses character traits 

that are contradictions of the righteousness of God. There-

fore, the task of education is to teach the student the 

standard of value taught by Jesus, to sho-vr him what he 

should be according to the will of God, and to lead him 

into the right relationship with God through Jesus Christ 

so that he w~y take his place as a member of the divine 

society, the kingdom of heaven. 

The content of education should of necessity in­

clude training for living in this world. A curriculum can 

include the humanities vrithout being humanistic. The danger 

to avoid is the over-emphasis on social and vocational 

training for the present life to the exclusion of prepara­

tion for eternal life. A further danger is the eleva.tion 

of man as a value without the realization that the value 

of man is derived from a higher value, God Himself. Con­

cerning content, to quote again from Butler, 11 the Bible 

should bzve its place in the midst of this subject matter, 

as the superb and most direct medium of communication of 
1 

the Ultimate. 11 In this respect, the '\<Thole of the Bible 

. . . . . . 
1. Butler, op. cit., p. 519. 



must be used, for, as Gordon H. Clark of Butler University 

has w·ritten, "Unless the ivhole system of Ghristian truth 
' 1 

is taught, it is not a Christian education." 

Because of the nature of the purpose ana_ the 

content of Christian education, those vlho are to do the 

teaching must be members of the kingdom. They must be 

devoted to God and absolutely convinced that the only valid 

standard of value is the one taught by Jesus. In other 

ivoro.s, the prime requirement for each is relationship to 

God through the work of Jesus Christ. Since this is true, 

the public school as it is today is incapable of being the 

agency for education that is truly Christian. Hov1ever, the 

public school can and should make its contribution by pro-

viding the student with a general background that is favor-

able to the Christian position. For instance, the policy 

of the International Council of Religious Education as 

adopted at its 1949 meeting advocates that the public schools 

teach the common religious tradition of 11belief in God as 

the source of all spiritual values and material goods, the 

determiner of the destinies of nations and the loving Father 
2 

of all mankind. 11 The home and the church must take the 

responsibility for the distinctively Cb_ristian aspects of 

education. 

1. Gordon H. Clark: A Christian Philosophy of Education, 
P. 212. 

2. Harold E. Fey: 11Religion in Public Education." Chris­
tian Century, February 23, 1949, pp, 231-233. 
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2. Expected Evidences in Science. 

The standard of value taught by Jesus should 

influence the scientist in his attitude and in his approach 

to his work and especially in the use of his results. Al­

though his immediate concern is with the physical, he must 

avoid the ever-present danger of centering his philosophy 

in material things, and realize that material things have 

value only as they can meet the needs of man. As he ap­

proaches his work, his attitude should be that he is inves­

tigating an area of God's creation and that his findings 

are part of the natural revelation of God. Since his 

primary motivation should be service to his fellow man for 

the glory of God, his results must not be used for any end 

other than the vrelfare of humanity. Thus, none of the 

results of science or technology can be rightly used as 

instruments of destruction. God has placed a value upon 

human life and man is to respect it. Hov.rever, man, not 

even the scientist, is to conclude, since he is able to 

decipher much of the meaning of the physical vrorld and to 

control large parts of it, that he is 11king 11 of the physical 

1-·rorld. Neither should his ego be bolstered by the lmovvledge 

that material goods exist for the fulfillment of his needs. 

God has thus provided for his physical needs because of the 

value of man "~.-lhich is derived from God Himself; and man has 

partial knmvledge and control of the physical world only 

because God has allocated such knowledge and control to him. 
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3. Expected Evidences in Politicz. 

According to the standard of value taught by 

Jesus, the Christian politician '\vould be the servant of 

the people in actuality, not merely in theory, and would be 

aware that his position is dependent upon talents given by 

God. In reference to such talents, Osborn has written, 

\'lhatever the gift may be, it is not to be neglected, but 
it is to be used for the glory of the one who bestowed 
it. In terms of social ethics this means that the ulti­
mate criterion of conduct is the glory of God. In the 
sphere of morals God 1 s glory is His character, and, since 
He is the great giver, those likest Him prove their 
greatness by the way they give their service to their 
fellow men.l 

Such a politician, aware of the source of his ability and 

serving for the glory of God, could not be underhanded in 

his methods or motivated by selfish interests. Neither 

could he resort to exploiting another person or group, for 

men must be regarded as ends, never as means to some other 

end, and no end is so -vvorthy that one can justly choose 
2 

that another person can serve as means to that end. In 

making decisions he would be governed by two factors, Vlhich 

in reality are only one: love for his fellow man and love 

for God. The former is the result of the latter. For spe-

c ific guidance he 1-Tould not depend solely upon human vTisdom 

but vrould seek guidance· from the Father that His i.-rill may 

be done. 

. . . . . . 
1. Osborn, op. cit., p. 130. 
2. Butler, op. cit., p. 515. 
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4. Expected Evidences in Economics. 

Concern about one's 11 social security 11 is incom­

patible vrith holding to the standard of value taught by 

Jesus. He advocated the elimination of all ties that would 

bind to the things of this vwrld, but also gave the strong 

assurance that the Father ".-rould supply all needs. Realiza­

tion of the character of God as the supreme value, the 

cre8~tor and controller of the universe, and His loving 

concern for the welfare of man is sufficient basis for 

laying aside all ivorry about and desire for the accumula­

tion of material wealth. 

In the realm of business and industry, those who 

e.re in control should exercise such control as a trust from 

God. God has supplied the material goods for the use of 

man and has entrusted to man the responsibility for develop­

ing and distributing those material goods. The goods them­

selves are not ends in themselves but are means to an end. 

Those ivho have the responsibility of control must be moti­

vated in their decisions by love for man, because of the 

value God has placed upon man. Thus, there should be no 

exploitation of the people in their employ nor any 11cut­

throat11 practices in their dealings 1vith each otber. 

l,1anagement and labor, all divisions of business and industry, 

should be co-OlJerating tovTard the common end of supplying 

the material needs of mankind. 

In this area of life one must remember that it is 
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the 11orship of money that is condemned, not the possession 

of it. Concerning Jesus' vievl of this, Osborn has 1.-rritten, 

He dre1-1 a clear distinction betvreen the service of the 
Kd;ngdom of God and that of the kingdom of IvJ:ammon. Iviammon 
stood for the empire of trade and the spirit of material­
ism, an empire ·Nhich the prophets had condemned, not 
because tra<1e in itself 1-1as vlrong, but because ft \•Tas 
so closely associated "\vith greed and injustice. 

Thus, the crucial point is not the possession of wealth but 

the attitude o:f the possessor and the use that he makes of 

the l•realth. 

5. Expected Evidences in Social Problems. 

The standard of value taught by Jesus should 

influence both the dia~~osis and the remedy of social prob-

lems. Vfhereas the secular analysis is obsessed lvith the 

exterior social maladjustment, the Christian analysis 

probes deeper into the cause for the maladjustment. Re-

gardless of the specific problem, each time the basic cause 

is found to be the same: the egocentricity of human nature. 

Thus, the remedy is also singular. There was no systematic 

program of social reform in the ministry of Jesus, because 

His taslc was more fundamental; it v.ras that of changing the 

human heart. According to Osborn, 

Of necessity, a political or economic system is limited 
and conditioned by the circumstances of place and time. 
. . • ~Iembership in the kingdom as our Lord established 
it involved a life in communion ;,vith God, and the 

1. Osborn, op. cit., p. 136. 
2. Davies, op. cit., pp. 134-137. 

2 
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possession of those attributes of character '\vhich, like 
the nature of God, never grow old .... The gospel is 
the source of inspiration for and the dynamic motive 
behind reform, for which it supplies standards and 
ideals. 

6. Expected Evidences in the Church. 

The message of the church must be founded upon 

the standard of value i'lhich Jesus taught: God is supreme 

and all other values are derived from Him. The major part 

of this message vlill be concerned i'Tith teaching about God 

and man's relationship to Him, for, according to Butler, 

If all value is ultimate and enduring precisely because 
it is of God, then necessarily the prior value for every 
individual and for all socie~ies is to be related to God 
so as to slw.re His goodness. 

The only valid motivation for causing a person to desire 

this relationship to God is the realization of the character 

and purpose of God. He is perfect in all aspects of His 

being, including knowledge, wisdom, and love, and it is His 

purpose that man should be in fellmmhip '\vith Him in the 

pre sent life and throughout eternity. Sue h fellmvship, 

1o1hich is the essence of membership in the kingdom, is pos-

sible only because Jesus is the Redeemer of mankind. The 

church is to teach its people to have a heavenly perspective 

as well as a heavenly goal. The message is to include in-

struction for living in this present vrorld, but the moral 

value of each act and attitude must be measured in the light 

. . . . . . 
1. Osborn, op. cit., pp. 124-126. 
2. Butler, op. cit., p. 514. 
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of the heavenly standard and with the horizon of eternity. 

Thus, it is apparent that the mission of the 

church is to proclaim this message to the people vrith the 

sole objective of leading them into the right relationship 

'\vith God and instructing them in living in fellm'lship 1.-rith 

Him. Px•imarily, the '..vork of the church is not social but 

individual. HOi•rever, as the individual is changed, societ:{ 

is changed, for a change in fellm·rship and in standards 

results in a change in conduct, as Osborn has written, 

It is the constant reference of conduct to its source in 
the heart ivhich makes the ethics of Jesus significant 
and distinctive. His follOi'lers do good, because they 
live in intimate com1nunion lvith God, the source of all 
good. 1 

In handling the business affairs of the church, 

the same principle applies as vras previously mentioned for 

the realm of economics: such business is to be treated as 

a trust from God. The material possessions of a church are 

merely means to be used in accomplishing a spiritual ministry, 

and certainly are not to be used as an index of the success 

of the church. 

E. Summary 

The Gospel by l"Iatthei'l is the story of the life of 

Jesus of Nazareth from His birth to His death and resurrec-

tion, and the purpose of the book is to shmv that this Jesus 

. . . . . . 
1. Ibid., p. 119. 
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is the promised l~1essiah, King and Redeemer, the initiator 

of the kingdom of heaven. He clearly taught that the king­

dom of heaven is a spiritual order, existing for a time in 

this present world but unlimited by time and space, and 

under the dominion of the heavenly Father. Admittance into 

the kingdom is granted only to those vrho aclmowledge the 

supremacy of the Father and desire to do His will. 

The standard of value taught by Jesus can be 

sum.rnarized as follo-v.rs: 

God the Father 

Jesus, as the Incarnation of the Father 

The Kingdom of Heaven 

lJian ( in the Kingdom) 

Vlan (outside the Kingdom) 

Material Goods 

God the Father is the supreme value and the value from 

v-rhich all other values stem. As the Incarnation of the 

Father, Jesus is a value in that He not only brought the 

message of the Father but also performed the '·rork by which 

man can be related to the Father. The value of the kingdom 

is derived from the value of the King, and is meaningful to 

man because membership in the l-l:.ingdom is synonomous 1-1ith 

being related to the Father, the supreme value. For this 

reason, man in the kingdom is a higher value than man out­

side the kingdom. The latter is a value because God has 

ordained man to be the highest value in creation, but the 
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former is a higher value because his relationship to God 

is not only as man to Creator but also as man to Redeemer 

and higher vlill. ivfa terial goods are valuable only in that 

they supply the physical needs of man, and are not to be 

sought as ends in themselves but are to be used merely as 

means in serving a higher value, man. 

Adherence to the standard of value taught by 

Jesus would have profound effects in various areas of so­

ciety, such as education, science, politics, economics, 

social problems, and the church. The primary goal of all 

areas would be that man be in fellowship with God for His 

glory. The conduct of man in each area vrould be gover-.aed 

by that relationship to the supreme value and would mani­

fest the love of man for man because of man's prior devotion 

to God. 



C I-L?i.PTER III 

Tli""E PRESENT-DAY Hf-..TERIALIST IC STANDARD OF VALl.JE 

IN TI-lE LIGHT OF 

Tt';E STAND..4.RD OF VAUJE TAUG£-IT BY JESUS 



CHAPTER III 

THE PRESENT-DAY 1Yl.4.TERTA.LISTIC STAr-TDARD OF VALUE 
IN THE LIGHT OF 

THE STANDARD OF VALUE TAUGHT BY JESUS 

A. Introduction 

The first step in this portion of the study Hill 

be to evaluate the materialistic standard of value in the 

light of th~ standard of value taught by Jesus, first 

according to bases and then according to the results in 

society. After thus pointing up the differences in the 

tvJO standards, and having already established in Chapter 

I that the materialistic standard is prevalent in present-

day society, the next concern will be to determine the 

basic cause of this prevalency of the materialistic 

standard. The implications of these results for the 

individual Christian vrill then be considered. 

B~ An Evaluation of the Materialistic 
Standard of Value in Light of 

the StaD.dard of Value Taught by Jesus 

1. According to Bases 

According to the me,terialistic standard of value 
1 

as cl.efined in Chapter I, me~n is the supreme value, 

1rhereas according to the standard taught by Jesus, as 

. . . . . . 
1. Ante, P• 7. 

\ 
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established Ln Chapter II, God the Father is the supreme 
1 

value. The differences bet'.veen these two standards are 

more clearly seen as the standards are placed side by 

side as shovm belovv: 

The Stancle.rd Taught by Jesus 
1. God the Father 
2. Jesus, the IncarnB>tion 

of the Father 
3. 'rhe Kingc'Lom of Heaven 
4. Man (in the Kingdom ) 
5. Ivian (outs ide the 

Kingdom) 
6. Material Goods 

The filaterialistic Standard 
1. illan 
2. Iqa terial Goods 

If one begins at the lm·res t va,lue in each standard and 

proceeds to;mrd the hie;hest value, it is apparent that 

the tvro are identical up to a point. Thus, the main 

difference between the two is that the materialistic 

standard 8 tops at man, but the 8 tano.ard taught by Jesus 

goes further Emd includes values higher than man, namely, 

the kingdom of heaven, Jesus, and God the Father. Also, 

the materialistic standard. includes e.ll of !l1cmkinc1 in the 

one category, Vfhereas Jesus distinguished betvmen man in 

the 1 • ' ~angaom and. man outside the kingdom. A further 

distinction lies in the concepts of the nature of man: 

the materialist emphasizes the -:;-::hysical aspect almost to 

the exclusion of the spiritual (mind anc':. emotions), but 

Jesus put much esreater stress on the spiritual side of 

• • • • • • 

1. Ante, pp. 26-29. 
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m&m 's ne?~ture than He did. on the ·qhysical. It is obvious 

that the basic assumption of the m2"terialistic standard 

is that there is no thins bey :;nd this vrorld of time and 

space; therefore, since all values are deterfllined by the 

present life, me~n is the highest value. D. R. Davies 

highlights this basic assunmtion of the prevailing value 

standard: 

Belief in a v-rorld-ordeP beyond dee.th has exactly 
nothing to do 'iii th the hopes and activities and 
enjoyments of the secuLrized man of to-day. 
Heaven and hell hs.ve no bearing vlhatever on a 
life vrhose f11lfilment is thought of in tepms of 
ample materie-l consumption or cultural self­
display: vihen culture he~s become inseparable from 
ex·--<'l-·1Q'l"nrr rc}·-J·orl""'l <::l-~--eti..t..e 1 J:.!~l b ,; CJ~ LJ~ 0. ""_!;; l; lJ • 

In contrast to this position, Jesus taught that the 

present life is only the beginning and that the destiny 

of each per•son in the life-·to-come is dependent upon his 

choices in the present life, specifically his choices 

regardine:; God. This teaching necessitates the horizon of 

etePni ty in establishing a s tandarc1 of val1.1e, and Jesus 

taught this standard v'rhich holds that God is the sv.preme 

value. In its basic assdnption the mr:::~terialistic stanciard 

limits mc:m to physice~l life in this ~Jorld of time and. space, 

vlhereas the bas is of the s tandc:~rd te.ught by Jesus la;rs 

before man the freedom of eternity unlimited by time and 

space. 

• • 0 • • • 

1.. Davies , op. cit . , p. 59. 
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2. According to Results. 

The keynote of the life vic:ich is lived 2.ccordi1Y· 

to the s tandc:.rd of value taught by Jesus is love, prime.rily 

love for G·od c:md secondly love for other men. This vras 

the c:msvmr of Jesus v;hen the Pharisees c~ues ti oned 

to \·rhich is the 2~reat commandment in the la1v: 

You shall love the Lord your God i'li th all your heart, 
and vri th all y ot..u• s ou_l, and -;-ri th all your mind .. 
·This is t'.1.e first and great commandment. And a 
second is lilw it, You shall love your> neighbor as 
yourself. On these tyo c ommanclln1.:m ts clepend all the 
lav; e.nd the r)rophets. 

It is impossible for a;1y person to keep these c om::1andments 

u_nless he is convinced that Gocl is the supreme value and 

realizes the place of mc:m in the resulting value standard. 

Thi3 love •.wuld be the ruling fe.ctor in making decisions 

in all s.reas of life, and man's first thoughts and desires 

vmuld be first for God and then for his fello':r man vii th 

his ovm interests third. IJ.Laterial goods 1-rould h~:we a 

ple.ce in such a life only e.s means to accomplishing the 

end of sustaining ~;)hysice.l life, 1-rhich is necessary e.s 

lone; as man ir:; li vine; in the present Horld. I1an 'iiould 

not be devoting his life to the accumule. tion of me. terial 

goods or to maintaining prestige among his felloNs,,and 

so economic, politic2.1, anci socie.l stpi.fe vrould cease. 

His 2;oal in life, r)oth for himself and for other men, 

0 0 • • • • 

1. Natt. 22:3L~-40. 
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-vrould be fello"·JShip \vi th God. and :rv;;.rtaking in His na tur•e 

through fe.i th in Jes1.1s Christ -- the one goal vrhich is 

God 1 s des tiny for me.n both novr and for eternity. 

The me.terialis tic standard of value qulckly 

degenerates into a 11me first" phllosophy, and man is 

striving viith mc:.n for the :9ossession of m<:.terial goods, 

as these m2.terial goods become ends rather than the 

God-intended mean.;:; to serve a higher value. The value of 

other men is lo.:;t si3l1t of c:mcL the result is m.:m 's 

inhumanity to mail, overvrhelming evidence of ~:rhich has been 

tli'O literally "vmrld 11 vmrs in tvrenty-seven yeal"S. On 

lesser scales the conflict is seen in everyday life in the 

economic and social realms. Titus he,s aptly cl.escribed 

this concH tion in present-day society: 

During recent centuries man has gained great pm1er 
to control the me.terie.l vrorld of "facts. 11 

• • • -,Vi th 
marvelous means for enriching life at our cl.isposal, 
vre have seen unrest, maladju::; tment, anO. much 
barbarism in our vrorld. Many persons live exceedingly 
shallovJ lives vri th fevr interests beyond meals, clothes, 
amours, bridge, and automobile trips. As men of 
affairs, 1.-re have put rTealth, pm·rer, technical efficiency, 
c:md specie.l privilege first.l 

Osborn has vrri tten of the "perverting effect vrhich the 

desire for gain has upon the sense of justice cmcL right, 
2 

1:1hich lies at the very foundc;.tion of righteous conduct, 11 

and su:pports this by the following statements: 

. . . . . . 
1 .. Titus, op. cit., p. 304. 
2. Osbo~n, op. cit., p. 136. 
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Every horrible cTime that the brain of man could 
devise has been perpetrated for the sake of gain, 
and it has even c orne to pass that those ':li:w have 
done these things have tried to represent them as 
vrarranted ex:.d. right .... If it is objected that the 
comme.nds of Jesus are too severe for ordinary life, 
and the.t the thought of modern times is in a differ­
ent directi -:m, it is a sufficient reply to point to 
the chaos in economic and political affairs in the 
>mrld to-da;y-. Beyond question the vrorld is under 
the rule of Mammon, and the result is e. tale of 
horror.l 

These results are to be expected vlhen life is based upon 

a value standard vrhich is not the highest possible. Even 

as the ·chys ice.l nature of m.:m can not remain heal thy vihen 

confined to a space too small to permit normal activity, 

no more can the mind anc_ heart of man be heal thy vrhen 

c :Jnfined to e" •tiorld vrhich does not permit the full exer-

cise of the mind and heart such as God has intended for 

man .. 

Thus, the contrast bet"<tleen the results of the 

tvTO standards of value is tremendous: the two kinds of 

life are direct opposites. The result of the materialistic 

standard is greed, conflict, chaos, and frustration; 

whereas adherence to the standard taught by Jesus results 

in love and peace among men vd th each concerned for the 

physical and spiritual vrelfare of others. Of course, the 

results e,.re more far-reaching than this, for the man v1ho 

in this life puts God first in his life v1ill have eternal 

• • • • • • 

1. Ibid., pp. 136-137. 
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life in fellovrship v,ri th God and the materialist v;ill be 

denied this privilege even as he in this life denies God 

by choosing to serve mammon. 

C. The Basic Cause of the Prevalency 
of the Present-Day Materialistic 

Standard of Value • 

In vie~ti of the preceding evaluation of the 

materialistic standard of value in the light of the value 

standard taught by Jesus, it vrould seem incredible that 

any one could choose to be a materialist. Yet, as vras 

shovm in Chapter I, the materialistic standard prevails 

in society today. 

The most readily given explanation for the pre-

valence of the materialistic stc.mde . .rd is the scientific 

and teci'lnological emphasis of the times. Lindeman, 

professor of Social Philosophy at Columbia University, 

s te.tes, "Science is the foundation upon vihich our vmrld 

rests. • • It is the great transformer, the source of 
1 

social, economic, and political change. 11 1:1i th such an 

attitude tovmrds the place of science in the 'dOrld order 

rampant in colleges and universities, it is small vronder 

that the rest of society has been infected by it. Davies 

pictures the situation thus: 

• • • • • • 

1. Lindeman, op. • .J.. 
Clt..., p. 
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In the motor-car, the inteYDal-combustion engine, 
we have the symbol of the vast teclmological 
revolution of our time, by l'lhich man is ceasing to 
be the chief source of productive energy, v-rith con­
sequences of profound significance to society ••• 
The teclmological revolution of our time has 
invested matter vri th a nevi ve,lue, vrhich is proving 
deadly to the spirit of man. • • In spite of the 
acceleration of the progress of our civilization 
to hell, it still requires an almost superhuman 
courage to challenge the domination of science. 1 

However, the fault lies not in the methods of science nor 

even in the direct results of science, but rather in the 

use made of the results and in the obsession vii th the 

results as ends in themselves. Even so, this false 

philosophy of science is not the basic cause of the pre-

vailing materialistic standard of value. Davies goes 

bacl{ to vvhat he ce,lls the "root sin of HesteYtl. civilization. 

It is ·the enthronement of Man at the centre of life, 
2 

beinh and thought." The production of material goods, 

together vri th the scientific and technological efforts 

to increase the quantity and the quality of those goods, 

is for the sole purpose of satisfying the desires of 

11deified Han. 11 

The Church is not free from blame either, for 

if man has set himself up as the supreme value in the 

universe, it is partially because the Church has failed to 

present God asGod, a vital living Person and the only One 

• • • • • • 

1. Davies, op. cit., pp. 13-lL}. 
2 • Ibid. , p. 23., 
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-vwrthy of being the Supreme Value, and he"s failed to con-

vince the people of the ree.li ty of life beyond this time-

space ,,wrld. One r:1ust agree vri th Loemlrer that 11 the 

achievements of science and technology, of the arts, of 

national po-vrer and vrorld-\fide economic structures, being 

more conspicious than is the experience of God, offer 
1 

themselves as temptj_ng substitutes for him." In the same 

vein, Carl 'dallace I.filler comments: 

The man on the street may not be too much concer-ned 
about the OI'igin of the resources being tapped by 
the scientist, but he is tremendously impressed by 
the benefits ·:rh:Lch a.ccrue to him from these colossal 
discoveries, and he cannot help makine; unfavorable 
comparisons betvreen the claims of the church e.ncl the 
actua.l achievements o:f the secular-minded resecl.l'"'Ch 
;tiorker. 2 

Even a superficie.l evaluation of the program of the church 

reveals that it is not effectively coping with the problem. 

In referring specifically to the role of the church in 

reducing crime, Cuber and Harper state that not only does 

the church fail to reach half of the non-criminal population, 

let alone the criminal and potentially criminal elements, 

but it seems at a loss e.s to methods for increasing its 

appeal and gives no indication of knowing hovr to reach the 
3 

criminal or potential criminal. 

. . . . . . 
1. Spann, op. cit., p. 15. 
2. Ibid. , p. 58. 
3. Cuber and Harper, op. cit., p. 169. 
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D. Implice,tions for the Individual Christian 

Since the differences betv;een the tvm value 

standards are so clear-cut, according to bases and accord­

ing to results, and the materialistic standard is obviously 

inferior, the only reasonable choice for the Christian is 

complete acceptance of the value standard ta1.1ght by Jesus 

and absolute adherence to it in all areas of life. The 

implications of this viay of life can be mentioned here 

only briefly ancl in general because such implications are 

many. The primary goal of t~e individual will be relation­

ship to God through faith in Jesus Christ, and his life 

will be surrendered to the v'lill of God. In his relations 

to other men, his attitude will be that of love and 

selflessness anc!. his actions vfill clearly reveal this e He 

vrill possess material goods as a trust from God and vfill 

use them only e,s means, realizing that their value is 

linli ted to the specific use of meeting the );:;hysical needs 

of man. 

~'lhethex· the individual be a professional 

Christian leader, laborer, business man, scientist, or 

politician, his main concern •:rill be the advancement of 

the ldngdom of God among men. This is true for two reasons: 

first, because it is God's purpose for man that he be a 

member of the divine society and partaJ::e of the nature of 

God, and second, because love for one's neighi:>or must 
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result in the desire for that person to have the best that 

is possible in life, vThich is, of course, fellov/Ship vrith 

God through faith in Jesus Christ. This is summed up in 

Jesus's final and great commission to the disciples: 

Go therefore and make disciples of all nations, 
baptizing them in the name of the Father and of 
the Son and of the Holy Spirit, teachiig them to 
observe all that I have commanded you. 

In carrying out this co~uission, tne individual must pre-

sent God as God, the Supreme Value, but also a vital 

living Person active in the world in general and specifi-

cally in the life of me,n and desiring that man be related 

to Him through faith in the atoning v1ork of Jesus Christ, 

and he must convince others of the reality of life beyond 

this physical world. 

E. Summary 

According to bases, the materialistic standard 

of value is inferior to the value standard taught by 

Jesus for t~vo reasons primarily. The supreme value in the 

former, man, is one of the lovrer values in the latter, 

vlhich holds that God is the supreme value. Also, the 

materialist limits man to physical life in the present 

vrorld of time and space, ;v'fhereas Jesus in His teaching lay 

before man the incomparably broader and higher potentiality 

• • • • • • 

1. I'-iatt. 28:19-20 .. 
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of heavenly life unlimited by time and s:9s,ce. 

The results of the t-vw standards of value further 

prove the inferiority of the mevterialistic standard. In 

the present life, the standard taught by Jesus results in 

love and peace among men, 'ilhereas ac3.herence to the 

materialistic stru~dard results in life of an inferior 

quality marked by greed and conflict. In the life-to-come 

only those viho accept and live by the s tand.e,rd ':.rhich holds 

that God is supreme vlill have eternal felloviShip vli th God, 

and tne materialist 'dill go to destruction. 

The most readily e.;iven expla,nation for the 

pre valency of the inferior me,terialis tic standard of 

value is the scientific anct. tecll..nological emphasis of the 

pr•esent day, but the real ree,son is more basic; than this 

and is traceable to the deificatioil of man for 'iihom, as 

viell as by VIhom, the scientific efforts are me,de. In 

this matter those in the church are as much to blame s~s 

are those outside the church, for if the cht.u'ch vrere 

:_:lreaching a dynamic message of a living God e::.nd the reality 

e.ncl importance of the life after death, man vmuld be less 

liJrely to set himself u-o as the supreme value. 

The only path for the Christian is complete 

acceptance of Goo. s,s the supreme vah1e exLd absolute 

adherence to the standard of value vrhich ·folloVIs .::ts a 

consequence. His ~n·im.:o,ry soal vrill be to be related to 
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God through fc:d th in Jesus Christ ::mel to hcove his life 

conform to the vrill of God. This goal vrill also be his 

highest desire for his fellow ra.:m, first bece:use it, is 

that he be rele,ted to God ancl 

secondly ·because suci1 a desire for his fellm1 man is the 

normal result of love .. 
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CHP..PTER IV 

Sill1lvL.D,.RY AND OOHCLU;SION 

A. Summary 

T'.ais study was an investigation of the Gospel 

of Matthe~v vli th special emphasis upon those portions con­

taining the oral teaching of Jesus in regard to v<:Gues 

•:lith the purpose of evaluc;,ting the materialistic standard 

of value in the light of Jesus' teachine;. 

The first step in approe.ching the problem vras 

to investigate the theory of value e.nd to define the mate-. 

rialistic standard of value, noting especially the evidences 

in present-day _society. 

Value is thcd:. quality of an object or experience 

vrhich is e.pprehended :Ln a~ppreciation anO. vlhich makes the 

experience or object desire,ble. In making a value judgment, 

an individual shovrs that he considers one value as being 

higher than another, or that he has a 11s tande"rd of value 11 

-l'ri th that 1tlhich to him is mo;:;t desirable at the top of 

his standard. Valu.e stan6.ards E.re im-portant because one's 

moral behc:wior is determined by his value standard. 

As defined in Chapter I, the materialistic 

standard of value holds as supreme the materie,l vfell-being 

of the individual and the resultine; accumulation and use 

of material goods. That such a standard of value is 

-70-
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prevalent today in kuerican society is obvious to even the 

casual observer, and more striking evidences of it are 

revealed by a closer study of the fields of education, 

science, politics, economics, and the major social problems. 

Even the c~1urch has been infected by the materialistic 

attitude and reflects it in its message as vrell as in its 

attitude tovfards ancl handling of mE.terial goods. 

Chapter II vras a study of the Gospel by :i:VIatthev-r, 

vr::~ich revealed that Jesus taught the standard of value 

vfhich maintains .that God the Father is the supreme value 

and that other values follovr in the order indicated belo1'r: 

God the Father 

Jesus, as the Incarnation of the Father 

The Kingdom of Hee.ven 

I~Ian (in the Kingdom) 

Man (outside the Kingdom) 

Ii.faterial Goods 

Thus, God, the supreme value, is the value from 1tihich all 

other values ste::o.. Man is a value because he is a potential 

member of the kingdom of heaven, vThich is a value C)-eri ved 

from God and His Son, Jesus Christ, the Kinr:;. Naterial 

goods possess value only in that they supJ.:Jly the ~-::;hysical 

needs of me::.,n, e..nd are not to be sought e..s ends in themselves 

but are to be used merely as means in serving e. higher 

value, me..n. 

Adherence to the standard of value taught by Jesus 
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vrould have far-reachine; eff'ects in all areas of society. 

The primc:.ry goal of man -,rould be to be in fello>fship vri th 

God through faith in Jesus Christ, vlhich is the essence 

of membership in the kine;dom, e.nd his conduct in e£~ch 

area of life -;,;ould 1)e governed by the.t relationship to the 

supreme value and \101}ld manifest the love of man for man 

because of man's prior devotion to God. 

From the evalua t:Lon, in Chapter III, of the 

ma.terialistic standard of value in the light of the 

standard taught by J·esus, both accordin£s to bases and. 

accol"ding to res·ults, it vms evident the.t the materialistic 

standard of value is inferior to the value standard taught 

by Jesus. The former includes only the tvro lovrest values 

of the latter and limits man to physicc:~l life in the 

present 'IJOrld of time and space. In contrast, Jesus 

taught that man has the potentiality of spiritual life 

unlimited by time and spe.ce. In the present life the 

results of the tvro e.re in atriking contre.st: the standard 

taught by Jesus rea ul ts in love e,nd peace among men, but 

the m2.terialistic standard resv.lts in greed e.nd conflict. 

Usually the scientific and technologic.s:.l 

emphasis of the present dEcy is blamed for the prevalency 

of the inferior me.terialistic value standard, but the more 

basic cause is the deification of man for vrhom fU"ld by 

vlhom the scientific efforts e.re ms.de. In this matter the 

church must accept a le"rge share of the blame, for if the 
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church vrere pree.chins a d;y-namic message of a living God 

and the reality and importance of life G.fter death, s.nd 

still making such a message relevant to the present life, 

man -vrould not be so likely to set himself up as the 

supreme value. 

In vie<v of these findings there is only one 

path"\vay open for the Christian: c :Yi1plete acceptance of 

God as the supreme value and absolute adherence to the 

resv_lting value standard. His Pl"ime.ry goal, both for 

~imself and for his fellow man, should be to be related 

to God through faith in the atoning vrork of Jesus Christ. 

B. Conclusion 

The essence of the conclusion of this stuc1y has 

been stated in the previous section of this che.pter and 

more fuj_ly in Chapter III.. In the light of this study 

the Christian cannot but realize the extreme importance 

of living a life of comnlete devotion to God and Jesus 

Christ and striving for the advancement of the kine;dom 

of God among men, vieviing all parts of life vii th a 

hes.venly perspective. 

Further and more thorough study of this problem 

is advisable e.nd v-rolJ_ld be very profitable. A simi la.r 

approach could be -used in o_emonstrating the weaknesses of 

materialism as a philosophical system. 
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