& SEIFTSE CHOICE
Genesis 13:1-13

God spoke to Abraham saying, "Oet thee out of thy country, and from thy kindred,”
Instead of obeying God, Abraham teook his mnephew Iot with him. Iot'’s father, Haran,
died when his son was a youth of tender years, Ilot wes then taken into the family of
hig Uncle Abraham, who seems to have acted toward him as an affectionate father. To-
pether they left thelr native hills, beeame companions in wandering and weni down into
Egypt. They went to Egypt because Abrabsm did not trust God for the necessities of
life.

While they were in Egypt, both Abraham and ot acoulred great wealth, Materislly,
Abreham wag far richer because of his sojourn in Egypt, but, spiritually, he was
poorer,. There is no mention of Abrsham being rich before he went down inbe Egypi.

le and Iot got vich down in Egypt eutside the will of God, It is worthy of note

that this is the first time that riches are mentioned in the Bible. Abrahem had
become a very rich man, and Iot bad shered in his prosperity. BHers for the first
time, though not the last one, wealth rroved a seurce of trouble among relatives,
Wealth is almost universally considered as a source of happiness, and for that reason
it is most esgerly desired. Bubt, it is much mere often a source of trouble and vexa~
tion than of satisfaction and comfert., Comntertions have arisen in many families over
the subject of wealth., Many families hove spent years in love and harmony until they
were called to share the property that had been bequeathed to them. Not for the first
time in human experience, nor the last ome, was it found more diffiemlt o bear presver-
ity than adversity. : '

What is the teaching of the Bible aboub wealth as possessed by a child of God? The
Bible teaches that there is no sin in being wealthy provided the riches have been ob-
tained honorably, sre regarded as belonging to God and are bezng constantly nsed as
in the sight of God, 41 the same time wealth very serlously inereases the responsi-
. bility ef a believer, and his riches will soor become a sir if they are not used
properly and with a sense of stewardship rather then ownershlnq

After their return from Egypt into Cansan, there toock place an incident vhieh made it
necessary for Iot to meke a choice. The remainder of his career was greatly affected
by this cholee. They brought back with them some cattle in addition to the Tlocks of
sheep, This is the first mention of cattle arong the possessions of Abraham. Before
he had gone into Egypt, he was a shepherd, bubt, when he returned, he was a cattleman,
and these catile became the occasion for the sad story of the strlfe betweern him and
Iot. HNotice that the strife was net between their shepherdse Twice we are reminded
that it was strife between the herdmen or cattlemen of Abraham znd Iot,

Sheep can graze and forage vhere cattle would starve to death. Sheep crop the grass;
cattle graze. Sheep have teeth in both the vpper and the lower jaws: cattle have
teeth only in the lower jaw, the front upper jaws being toothless. As a result,
sheep can crop the grass right down to the ground, but ecattle can only graze where
the grass 1s long enough for them to grasp it with thelr ltongues and to cut it off
by holding it against their lower jaws and moving their heads uwpward, Hence, land
that was sble to support meny cheep wes unable to support the same mumber of cattle,

Yo sooner had they become stationary until they discovered that the land was not able
to furnish their herds with sufficlient pasture and water, ¥When the herds were driven
to the wells in the evenings, there were clashings, bickerings and guarrels belween
the herdsmen. Consequently, it seemed wise to divide the lamd. Abraham saw that this
guarreling must not be permitted to go en. He was too wise, statesmaniike and God-

. 1like to tolerate it.
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So A&braham took Ioi oubt om a hilltop from whence they could get a wide view of the
surrounding country and vhere they could talk the matter over. He suggested to ITot
that in the interest of peasce they should sepasrate, each to his own domain. He lmew
that the existing state of affairs was untimely, unseemly, unwise, wmrichiteous and
unnecessary. Abrahem's conduct on this occasion was sueh as became his exalted
cheracler. Tt was conciliatory. He well kmew the value and blessedness of peace.

He refused to participate in contention because he Imew that no man could tell whenm
or how 1% would terminate, EHence he was desirous of promoting peace. Fow much better
it is te prevent contention than it is to caumse it or to be a parity to it!l

His conduet was condescending. As standing in the superior relation of an wecle,
while Iot was only a nephew and an atbendant, Abrsham might well have claimed the
deference and submission that were due to him. Bubt, instesd of asserting his owm
rights, he was ready to act the part of an inferior; rightly judging that condesw
cension is the truest homor. Accordingly the proposal came from him that, since
cireumstances demanded a separation, they should separate in a mammer that became
their holy profeasion. FHe saild, "let there be no strife, I pray thee, belween me
and thee, and between my herdmen and thy herdmen; for we be brethren.,™ His proposal
was exceedingly gracious and beautiful, FHe was the senler, and the ome to whom God
had promised to give the lamnd, yebt, he generously waived his righits. There was no
insistence on any rights for himself, He wes enbtirely free from any spirit of strife.

His proposal was very gepercus. Common justice reguired that in the division of the
land Abrshem should have equal advantages with Iot. But Abrsham waived his righta,
and cheerfully conceded to lot whatever portion he chose to take. He wanted Iot to
oceupy whichever he preferred, and to leave the other to him. With a magnanimity that
is very capbivating, Abrsham left the whole decision with Iet. He said, "Is not the
whole land before thee? Separate thyself, I pray thee, from me: if thou wilt take:
the left hand, then I will go to the right, or if thom depart to the right hand, then
I will go to the left.” With all that nobility of character which characterized him
always, Abraham said, in substance, "Iot, take your choice, and I will %gke what is
left." "Iou choose the part of the counbry that you wanit and I'11 take the rest.®
There was not & tralt of selfishmess showrn in his conduct. Most peoprle insist on
having their rights but Abraham was willing to give up his rights for the sake of
peace.,

I wish you would motice another significant statement which he mede, namely, "And

the Camsanite and the Perizzite dwelled then in the land." He mentioned thet fact

in order to emphasize the seriousness of sirife in the presence of such lockers-om.
Those people took great pleasure in the gusrrels of the herdsmen, just like the world
and its newspapers now are secretly delighlted at any dissensions among God's professing
people. Inemies are always looking on and noting what happens among those who profess
to be believers., It is certainly a poor testimony if there is strife between pro-
fessed Christians. There is nothing which hurts the cause of Jesus Christ as much as
strife between those who call themselves Christians., The FHoly Spirit ie grieved when
the people of God cannet get along.

Admirable as was the example of Abrzham, we observe a perfect comtrast im the choice
of lot., 1In this great crucial test of lot's charscter he, as no doubt he often did
before, met Abraham's generosity with selfishness. Iot might have ssid, "It is net
for me te choose, You itake vour choice and give me what is right,” Bul the world
had takem possession of him. ¥e was glad for an opportunity to take advanizge of

the privilege of incressing his wealth. The umselfish offer of Abraham ought to

have called forth a similer expression from Iet bul the guality was net there. The
selfish men will take advantage of the generows man, but alweys to his own hurt. In-
- stead of refusing to choose, insisting that his uncle should have the best, he greedily
took the best. His soul had been taken captive by the desire to be rich. Worldly
advantage was the first element in his cholice.
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When Iot looked upon the magnificent well-watered Jordan Valley and the fine pasture.
lands adjacent to Sodom, with its business apd social opportunities, he thought of
the advantages he would have there and how he covld inerease his fortune there. Seo
he decided to pitch his tent toward Sodem. Worldlimess and covetousness were the
governing principles of his heart. His selfishenss was deeply reprehensible, His
conduct argued too little regard for the interests of his soul. As he left Abraham
without regret, so he went to dwell in Sodom without fear, and kmowlng full well
the eharac‘%:er of the peovle there. What benefits he was losing, and what dangers
he was about to rush imto, he little thought of; his earthly prosperity was all that
occupied his mind; the welfare of his soul was not considered. This conduct every-
one must blame: yet how many there are vho pursue the same heedless and pernicious
course, let us pusrd agsinst the love of this world., Iove of this werld genmerates
ushapyy dispesitions and produces unworthy condmet,

Iotts motive in meking his choice was to advance his worldly interests. It was a
selfish choice, He took inte account his owr worldly circumstances, the suitability
of the Jordan Valley to advance them, his ambition to become much richer, and his
desire to excel Abrasham in worldly 20048 .

What were some of the results of hls living in Sodom?

1. 4 deep marest.
Unrest of sowd is slways the regult of z lack of submission to the will of God.
When a man sets himself up against the will of God he always finds wmrest of
soul, regardless of hew prosperous he may be.,

2. His children were ruined,
He was quite proud of them but they were ruined because he moved m‘t.a Sodene
What a price to pay for his business prosperity ! ¥What a price to pay for any
kind of a life, however great amd glorious and splendid, that would ruirn his
children! Iot never was able to get those children back te the place where they
were when they moved inte the city.

3. Fe never made anybody any bebter.
This is true because his motive was bad, so how counld his influence have been
good? The underlying motive of 1ife has a great deal to do with a man's influence.

When Iot pitched his tent toward Sodom, he faced in the wrong direction. The outcome-
of amy 1life is & matter of the direetion in which it faces., Any cheices that itake

in nothing but the seen snd temporal are foolish and fatal. Tt is always disastrous
to neglect or ignore God. What we admire in another, let us cultivale in ocurselves.



