Preparation Guide 14:  The Rescue
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Genesis 14:1—Genesis 14:24
See also: 
· Read Patriarchs and Prophets, Chapter 12: “Abraham in Canaan”  
Characters and Motivations:               References:                                                  
ABRAM:
· Wanted to protect Lot and his family (v. 14)
· Wanted to be a good citizen/neighbor (v. 13, 24)
· Wanted to give tithe, recognizing God’s role in the victory (v. 20)
· Wanted to give the glory to God (v. 22-23)
Examine verses 1-11.  What happened here?  Who is attacking whom and why?  Who won?  Use the map to trace the movement of the various groups.  
Chedorlaomer and his allies attacked the kings of Sodom and Gomorrah and a number of other city-states, and made them pay tribute for 12 years, at which time these nations revolted, refusing to pay further tribute.  In the 14th year, Chedorlaomer and his allies mounted an expedition to put down this revolt, intending to force Sodom and Gomorrah and the rest to continue paying tribute.  They re-conquered several of the rebelling powers, including the Repaims, the Zuzims, the Emims, and the Horites.  Then they attacked the Amalekites and Amorites, who lived to the southwest of the Dead Sea.  Then the kings of Sodom, Gomorrah, Adma, Zeboiim and Bela allied together to fight the northern invaders in a valley just to the south of the Dead Sea, but they were completely defeated, with survivors fleeing into the mountains.  Chedorlaomer and his allies raided the area, taking captives and presumably all the food and valuables they could carry.  
How did Lot get involved in all this?  Why does he get taken?
Lot lived sufficiently close to the cities that he was caught up in the net when Chedorlaomer and his allies were taking captives and valuables.  These are the unfortunate results of his greedy choices.  
Abram responds to the news of Lot’s capture by going immediately to rescue him.  Who goes with Abram on this rescue mission?  Why?  
Mamre, Eschcol, and Aner, three Amorite brothers, had a treaty of mutual assistance with Abram, and helped him on his raid to rescue Lot.  As Amorites, they were probably motivated to fight with the northern invaders to protect themselves as well as to aid Abram.  
Consider the scene in verses 18-20.  We don't know how Melchizedek came to know the true God, but we see him here acting as a true high priest.  This is also the first mention of tithing, apparently a divine institution since the earliest times.  Compare Hebrews 7:1-5.  What can we learn from this scene?  
It’s clear that Abram was a tithepayer, from the verses in Hebrews.  This obviously suggests that the institution of tithing was not a later, temporary expedient intended to provide for the sacrificial services, but a divinely instituted practice from the earliest times.  By returning to God one tenth of his income the believer recognizes God’s ownership over all his property.  As a faithful man, Abram performed all of his religious duties conscientiously, including tithing.  If this recognition of the source of all blessings, including income, was important for Abram, living as a shepherd in a relatively simple society, how much more important is it for us, in our wealth-obsessed commercial environment!  
The king of Sodom offered Abram all of the spoils of his victory, as was traditional.  How does Abram respond?  Why?  
Abram absolutely declines the spoils, pointing to God as the true victor.  Though not averse to accepting presents from heathen monarchs, like Pharaoh, the patriarch could not, in contrast with Lot, consent to share in the wealth of the wicked and worldly people of Sodom.  He makes no attempt to limit the gains of his allies, however, insisting only that he personally could not take the spoils of victory.  
Observations:                                         References:
· The five local kings, including those of Sodom and Gomorrah, apparently chose the battlefield.  It was “full of slimepits,” so they probably hoped to use their knowledge of local geography in the fight.  Open asphalt wells are characteristic of the area, and knowledge of these certainly would have been important in battle.  Unfortunately, this trickery was not sufficient for them to win.  
· In verse 13 we see mention of the term “Hebrew” for the first time.  This term identifies Abram as a descendant of Eber.  Eber’s descendants were to be found all over the ancient Orient in the second millennium BC, and were called Habiru in cuneiform inscriptions and ‘Apiru in Egyptian texts.  As a descendant of Eber, Abram may have been known to the Amorites and Canaanites of Palestine as “the Hebrew.”  
· Abram mounted a force of 318 “trained servants” to rescue Lot.  His force was augmented, of course, by his allies, but this still seems like a very small number of warriors to fight an invading army.  But ancient armies were very small by modern standards, and history records many examples of great armies being defeated by smaller forces.  At the battle at Megidd in the 15th century, for instance, Thutmose III killed 83 enemies and took 340 captives, and considered this a great victory.  Ancient records speak of armed forces of 40 or 50 men, sometimes only 10 or 20, with which Palestinian kings successfully defended their cities.  Abram apparently attacked at night, when the invaders had relaxed their vigilance, apparently secure in their victory.  Abram’s raid caused such confusion that the army fled, leaving behind the captives and spoils as Abram’s forces pursued them for some distance.   
We know that “All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness:  That the man of God may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto all good works.”  2 Timothy 3:16-17.  How does this apply to these verses?  Why is this information recorded?  What are we meant to draw from it?  Why has God provided us with these specific words?  
[bookmark: _GoBack]This chapter provides a wonderful example of a man of faith who is very much in the world but not of it.  Abram is an active citizen and family man, not a monk or hermit.  He provides us with an example of living one’s faith in the middle of a real life, not compartmentalizing.    
