
MANAGE MONEY WELL 
Luke 16:13-31 

 
 The world thinks Money is Power.  It is not unusual for most of us who have to make 
decisions about a variety of alternatives to wind up looking at the “bottom line.”  Many decisions 
that we make come down to which makes the most sense economically.  If you are buying a car 
you want to know what it costs initially, how much will it cost to operate it, how long might it 
last, how safe is it (which is also an economic issue), what will be the resale value, and other 
such related issues.  Even in church related questions about the direction the church’s ministry 
should go, significant attention is given to what the various alternatives cost.  Even in 
discussions of ways a church can grow its ministry and impact more people, questions of being a 
good steward come up.  The stewardship concerns usually center around whether we are getting 
the most impact for the costs of the various alternatives.  It is difficult to not think in such terms.   
 
What Do You Think of Money?  16:13-15 
13 “No servant can serve two masters; for either he will hate the one and love the other, or else he will be devoted to 
one and despise the other. You cannot serve God and wealth.” 14 Now the Pharisees, who were lovers of money, 
were listening to all these things and were scoffing at Him. 15 And He said to them, “You are those who justify 
yourselves in the sight of men, but God knows your hearts; for that which is highly esteemed among men is 
detestable in the sight of God.  Luke 16:13-15 (NASB95) 
 If we think in such terms, does this mean that money is our master?  Even if we 
considered money to be our servant (or a means to an end), then would we not want to be a good 
steward in the use of whatever resources that have been entrusted to us?  You can recall that 
Jesus asked (in Luke 14:28) if it were not reasonable to count the cost of a project before starting 
on it.  Being careful with our finances does not imply a lack of faith or an absence of spirituality.   
 Where does “being a good steward” end and “letting money (or whatever our resources 
might be) be our master” begin?  Luke inserted an observation of what was going on with part of 
the crowd as Jesus taught.  He pointed out that a particular group in the crowd (the Pharisees) 
scoffed or was making critical comments about what Jesus was teaching about money and man’s 
inability to serve two masters.  The reason for their criticism was that they did not agree with the 
point Jesus was making because they were very fond of accumulating and having money.  In 
fact, the conventional wisdom of many Jews was that having great wealth was evidence that God 
was pleased with them and that wealth was a blessing that came from obedience.   
 What was the teaching of Christ which they were holding in derision?  Jesus had given a 
parable about a steward who was looked out for his own interest rather than the interest of the 
person for whom he was working.  He was considered to be shrewd (street smart) but was not a 
person of integrity.  This attitude of looking out for yourself rather than what is best for your 
employer is typical of most people today in private business or even in the area of government 
and sometimes by those who are employed by the church.  The point of Jesus’ story was that the 
unfaithful steward would not be given any additional or more significant trusts or responsibilities 
since he did not show the proper faithfulness or loyalty to his employer with what had originally 
been entrusted to him.   
 This parable concluded that if a person is not faithful in his stewardship of physical 
things, then that person would not be entrusted with spiritual responsibilities (true riches).  This 
“moral” of the parable was extended to also conclude that a person who is not faithful in a 
stewardship role will not be given ownership responsibilities.  The point of the story and the 
conclusion was directed to the Jewish people in general and to the religious leaders in particular.  



They had been entrusted with God’s plan of salvation for the world and had been blessed by God 
by being given the Scriptures.  They had failed in this stewardship and had been more interested 
in twisting the word of God in ways that would personally benefit themselves financially.  They 
then justified what they did by pointing out that the financial gain was proof that God was 
pleased with them, therefore, it was the “righteous” thing to operate as they did.  Jesus rejected 
their actions as being admirable by those with worldly values but detestable in God’s sight.   
 Can we think of anything that is happening in today’s world that is similar?  What about 
a politician who is supposed to be looking out for the interest of those whom he represents but 
lets campaign contributions influence the laws for which he votes?  What about a business or 
government executive who takes lavish trips for himself and his family under the pretense that he 
is conducting company or governmental business?  What about a preacher who is supposed to be 
looking out for the interests of the Kingdom of God and the members of the church and does 
business with local companies who will provide him with free services for his home or spends 
his time going to conventions and conferences to the neglect of being a pastor or giving attention 
to the business of the church?   
 One might legitimately ask how this parable fits in the overall scheme of the ministry of 
Jesus Who came to declare the Kingdom of God.   
 
The Kingdom of God and the Law of God  – 16:16-18 
16 “The Law and the Prophets were proclaimed until John; since that time the gospel of the kingdom of God has 
been preached, and everyone is forcing his way into it. 17 “But it is easier for heaven and earth to pass away than for 
one stroke of a letter of the Law to fail. 18 “Everyone who divorces his wife and marries another commits adultery, 
and he who marries one who is divorced from a husband commits adultery.  Luke 16:16-18 (NASB95) 
 The coming of the Kingdom of God was something that the Jews wanted to be a part of.  
The religious leaders, in particular, saw themselves as having a significant role in whatever was 
going to happen since they thought they were so highly favor by God.  As Jesus declared the 
coming of the Kingdom of God, people saw themselves as having some role in the kingdom and 
they (in their own thinking) found a place for themselves or could “imagine” what it would be 
like when they were part of this kingdom.  There was likely a failure to realize that in placing 
themselves in the Kingdom of God was akin to fitting a square peg into a round hole.  Their self-
righteousness (by which they justified themselves) was not the righteousness of God that was 
required for entering the Kingdom.   
 Their self-righteousness caused them to reinterpret the laws God had given them through 
Moses so that they could do what they wanted to do without regard for what God had in mind in 
giving the law in the first place.  This twisting of the law to suit their own wants was, in fact, 
unrighteousness since God had not changed any of His laws and had no intention of doing so.  
Jesus then gave an example of how the Pharisees had manipulated the laws of divorce to suit 
their own ideas.   
 Jesus then shared with the people an account involving a rich man and a poor man to 
illustrate how obviously faulty was the thinking that having wealth was an indication that a 
person was pleasing to God and would result in having a good situation in the afterlife.    
 
How Do You Use Your Money?  – 16:19-21 
19 “Now there was a rich man, and he habitually dressed in purple and fine linen, joyously living in splendor every 
day. 20 “And a poor man named Lazarus was laid at his gate, covered with sores, 21 and longing to be fed with the 
crumbs which were falling from the rich man’s table; besides, even the dogs were coming and licking his sores.  
Luke 16:19-21 (NASB95) 
 Many people will argue as to whether or not this story was a “parable” or was a “real-life 



event.”  The basis for the argument of this being real-life is that Jesus gave the poor man a name.  
No other recorded parable had a name associated with it.  The Hebrew form of the name literally 
means “he whom God helps.”  As with so many such arguments, what really matters “is do we 
understand the point of the story?”  Here we have (almost in hyperbolic terms) descriptions of 
the opulent rich person and the miserably poor person.  The rich person enjoyed the very best of 
everything that anyone could imagine having, and the poor person suffered the most disgusting 
of circumstances that everyone would like to avoid.  Some commentators have said that the dogs 
showed more compassion than the rich man showed.  It is likely that the inclusion of the actions 
of the dogs (considered to be unclean animals) was simply to emphasize the level of the 
disgusting circumstances that the poor man endured.   
 Is there any evidence in the description of the two men that either one was righteous or 
unrighteous?  There is nothing at this point that is definitive as to what was the spiritual 
condition of either person.  One was rich and one was poor are ALL we know.  The Pharisees 
may have had an opinion of the situation since they thought that financial success was a reward 
for obedience of God’s commandments and may have thought that the poor man’s condition was 
a result to some sin in his life or that of his parents.  If you wanted to use your imagination, you 
might think that the reason that the poor man was brought to the gate of the rich man was that he 
was being helped with the leftovers from the rich man’s table.  This is the problem with making 
judgments about any situation without having all the facts.  We let our “prejudices” influence the 
conclusions we develop.  What we need to know is the “rest of the story.”   
 Are there general principles that come to mind with regard to any implied responsibilities 
of the two men in the story?  Let’s assume that the Pharisees were correct and that the riches of 
the successful man were a blessing from God.  What are the responsibilities that come with such 
blessings?  One thing that comes to mind is the lesson from the parable of the talents.  If you 
have been entrusted with wealth will you bury it or invest it?  Exorbitant spending that goes 
beyond meeting needs but simply leads to a prideful attitude is like burying the wealth entrusted 
to us.  Using the resources we have to do what we know is important to the One who entrusted 
the wealth to us is an example of making good investments.  The poor man at the gate was an 
opportunity to invest what God had entrusted to the rich man.  There are other principles that we 
could mention that should have given direction and opportunities for the rich man.  Such a list 
might include: 
Unto whom much is given, much is required.  
As ye sow, so shall ye reap.   
Give and it shall be given unto you.  
 There are other scriptural investment plans.  There is one suited for our resources and our 
needs.  
 
Do You Know the Consequences?  – 16:22-26 
22 “Now the poor man died and was carried away by the angels to Abraham’s bosom; and the rich man also died and 
was buried. 23 “In Hades he lifted up his eyes, being in torment, and saw Abraham far away and Lazarus in his 
bosom. 24 “And he cried out and said, ‘Father Abraham, have mercy on me, and send Lazarus so that he may dip the 
tip of his finger in water and cool off my tongue, for I am in agony in this flame.’ 25 “But Abraham said, ‘Child, 
remember that during your life you received your good things, and likewise Lazarus bad things; but now he is being 
comforted here, and you are in agony. 26 ‘And besides all this, between us and you there is a great chasm fixed, so 



that those who wish to come over from here to you will not be able, and that none may cross over from there to us.’  
Luke 16:22-26 (NASB95) 
 The story of the rich man and Lazarus is one of many sidelights on the hereafter to be 
found in Jesus’ teachings.  Some of the things we learn from the parable: 
1.  Angels accompany us as we transition from this life to the next. 
2.  Death is not a respecter of rich or poor for all die.   
3.  The lost are in torment in a place called Hades.   
4.  Beyond this life there is communication and there is memory. 
5. The gulf between Paradise and Hades is impassable — when our life ends, the opportunity of 
salvation ends, also. 
6.  The standards of this world do not apply in the after world. 
 Verse 25 could be interpreted to support the Toa philosophy of the yin and the yang.  In 
Taoism, life is represented by a circle which has equal portions of black and white or evil and 
good.  Simplistically, the idea is that the good that we experience is balanced out by a 
corresponding amount of evil that happens to us.  The Scriptures do not teach this anywhere else 
and certainly not here.  What we can learn is that those who are wicked (not aligned with God’s 
will) can experience good things only in the present world but not in the afterlife.  Those who are 
good (aligned with God’s will) can experience bad things only in the present world but not in the 
afterlife.   
 
Do You Need to Repent?  – 16:27-31 
27 “And he said, ‘Then I beg you, father, that you send him to my father’s house— 28 for I have five brothers—in 
order that he may warn them, so that they will not also come to this place of torment.’ 29 “But Abraham said, ‘They 
have Moses and the Prophets; let them hear them.’ 30 “But he said, ‘No, father Abraham, but if someone goes to 
them from the dead, they will repent!’ 31 “But he said to him, ‘If they do not listen to Moses and the Prophets, they 
will not be persuaded even if someone rises from the dead.’ ”  Luke 16:27-31 (NASB95) 
 One of the reasons some contend that this is more than a parable is that most parables 
involved physical world stories to illustrate spiritual world principles and ideas.  This story is 
directly related to the spiritual world and is certainly different in that respect.   
 My tendency is to try to picture this exchange in terms of some physical form of a place 
of torment and a place of bliss separated by a great chasm.  It is hard to imagine the kind of 
conversation going on in such a physical setting.  Without getting distracted by the setting, let’s 
try to discover the message or lessons we can learn from what Jesus taught.   
 The most obvious truth is that the Holy Scriptures are sufficient to persuade people to 
turn to God.  A second truth found in that Jesus had Abraham say that the people would not be 
persuaded if one arose from the dead.  Combine this with the situation that this parable is the 
only one in which a character is given a name and then compare that to what happened in 
Bethany just two months after He told this parable.  You recall that Jesus called Lazarus back 
from death.  Earlier Jesus had raised a widow’s son from death.  Were the people really 
persuaded by these two people rising from death?  
 How do you suppose the story would have worked out if the rich man had received 
Lazarus into his home and cared for him?  We must ask ourselves the question:  Do our 
possessions allow us to help the helpless or do they prevent us from helping?  In other words, “Is 
our money a barrier or a bridge?” 


