Chapter 22 is separated into 2 sections: Protection of Property and Social Responsibility.  The first section covers matters mostly related to theft.  Verses 1 and 4 can be taken together since they are both about the theft of livestock.  A distinction is made between a theft where the animal was recovered alive or not.  If the animal was found alive, the thief had to repay double, if not restitution was very costly, up to 5 times the amount stolen.  As we discussed last week, slavery was a punishment for thieves who could not pay restitution.  Verses 2 and 3 address breaking and entering.  In the US, most states have “castle doctrine” laws.  As the name implies, these laws support the premise that a man’s home is his castle and defending it generally affords legal protection and immunity from prosecution.  Often the castle doctrine extends to one’s car and this aspect has achieved much notoriety recently as street protests and carjackings have become more prevalent.  Many of these laws contain a “duty to retreat” clause which requires the owner to avoid bloodshed if possible.  That would be consistent with God’s requirement that the defense of one’s home would be treated differently in daylight vs. darkness.  Clearly God values life over property.

Verses 5 and 6 address the rights of property owners regarding fields.

Verses 7 through 14 cover laws governing property or animals which the owner either loaned out or turned over to a neighbor for safekeeping.  It would be easy for the neighbor to say that the property had been stolen and hard to prove otherwise.  Disputes in such matters were to be brought before judges.  Caring for another man’s property carried the risk of paying back double and an owner falsely accusing his neighbor could end up without his original property plus an additional double the original value.  Verses 10 and 12 must be read carefully since they appear initially to be contradictory.  The key words are “taken away while no one is looking” vs. “stolen from the neighbor”.  That appears to describe a true theft vs. the neighbor facilitating a theft.  All of the above situations would have been challenging for judges to decide.  Often there were no witnesses so they had to rely on the testimony of only one person (the neighbor who would not be considered impartial).  There was a prevailing belief that false testimony would be revealed by a later judgement imposed by God (see Acts 28:3-6).  

Verses 14 and 15 dictate what was to be done in the event of injury or death of a borrowed animal with the presence or absence of the owner being the deciding factor.  I think the most important point here is that not only are we to love our neighbor as ourselves, but we should treat their property as our own.  When we borrow something, we should return it promptly in as good or better condition as when we borrowed it rather than treating it like a rented mule (see 2nd Kings 6:5).  As we discussed last week, God’s laws regarding these types of transactions were designed to be equitable to both parties.

The remainder of the chapter is a collection of various laws.  First was a law requiring marriage or compensation for virgins who were seduced thus providing protection for vulnerable women and discouraging premarital sex.  The next 3 verses required people guilty of sorcery, bestiality or idol worship to be put to death.  God could not allow such practices to go unpunished which would risk having them spread.

Verses 21-27 are about having compassion for those who are less fortunate.  God reminded the Israelites of their treatment at the hands of the Egyptians to reinforce how they should treat aliens.  Widows and orphans were perhaps the most vulnerable and God made clear the consequences for mistreating them.  There are numerous other scriptures regarding this (e.g. James 1:27, Isa. 1:17, Deut. 27:19).  Verse 25 is a prohibition against charging interest to a fellow Israelite (some believe this referred to compound interest and that simple interest was allowed).  A person’s cloak which was his only protection against the cold could not be held as collateral.  In many areas today household goods cannot be used as collateral for a loan.

The remaining verses in the chapter are about worship of God, primarily covering offerings.  God required offerings from farming and required the sacrifice of firstborn animals.  The chapter ends with the statement that the Israelites were to be God’s holy people.  As I said last week, I think we have an internal moral code telling us what is right and wrong but that does not always prevent us from doing what is wrong.  I think part of God’s purpose for His laws was to codify expected behavior which would discourage crossing a line. 
