al

THE BO OK OF RUTH,

GRADUATION THESIS
oF

SEVMOUR G.BOTTIGHEI'ER,

HEBREW UNI1ON COLLEGE, MAY, 1895.

CINCINNATI, OHIO.

. \
ol AU 5/79




TABLE 0P CONTENT S

Preface.,

Chapter 1 Contents of the Book,

Chapter 11 Aim of the Book.

Chapter 111 Authorship and Date.

Chapter IV - Place in Canon.

Chapter V Historical and Literary wOrt.h.E

List of Books used as Reference.




PREFACE

Regarding the following chapters
which 1 have written on the Book of Ruth I wish
to say a few words on the mainer of treatment and
general plan which 1 have endeavored to purdue.

In the I'irst plece, 1 claim no |
originality in the way of research . No attempts
have been made to undertake the work in such a
manner. Lack of time, having so many other duties
and obligzations to peyfprm, has not permitted such
an attempt. Lack of experience in such work would

have proved fatal, had any such attempt heen made.




In lieu of these conditions, I might add, no ori-
ginal wesearch is expected.
One part of the work, however,

I do claim to be my own. The results arrived at

in the investigation of the various data, have been
|
obtained after careful and deliherate examination
of all that was accessible on the diverse subjects,
I have weighed all the argcuments that I could findé
giving each a sufficient amount of consideration
and have compared them all with one another.
The views which were rejected were set aside only
after careful deliberation. I looked into the rea-
sons given for them but could not accept them.

The theories which have been adopted were still more

carefully weighed. The arguments assigned were




investigated and when no objection could be found;

the opinion was accepted. |

Thoronghness is another matter|

i ! |

which 1 do not assert for my work. With what mat-

|

erial 1 had access to however, and the amount of

time I have had to put upon the work I feel satis—}

fied that 1 have done my best to accomplish my pur-
pose.

More labor and -~ime have been
spent on the second and third chapters, than on
any other nortions of the essay, for the reason
that correct conclusions upon these matters were
the chgéef purpose of my undertaking.

Most probably the work here done

1

will never prove of any importence or interest to




any one else,but for myself 1 can say that slight
though it may be, I feel in a measure benefitted
by having ventured into a field which was entirely

new toc me.

%@W

Hebrew Union College

May, I895.
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CHEAPITER I

During the period, when the
dJudges ruled in Israel, the land was once visited
by a famine, and Elimelech who lived with his fami-
ly, of a wife and two sons, in Bethlehem-Judeh, left
the country to sojourn for a while in the country
of Moab. Naomi was Elimelech’s wife. Maﬁlon-and
Chilion were the names of their sons. After they
had been in their new home a short time Elimelech
died. Mahlon and Chilion married Moabitesses, the

former,Puth, and the latter Orpah. ATter they had




lived in.Moab for about ten years, Naomi’s two sons
also died. Her daughters—in-law only were left téﬁ
her. Put now she desired to return to her native
land, Tor she heard that the Lord had visiped her
people, and the land was once more flourishing.
Her daughters-in-law longed
t0o return with her, but she begged them to desist.
‘Then, bidding them go home to their mothers, invo-
king the Divine kindness in their hehalf, to com-
fort them, in return for their goodness to her; she
kissed them good-bye-- they wept, and tp£§d to in-
sist, but Naomi once more bade them return and leave
her, saying that she had no more sons for them to
marry. Orpah yielded, kissed her mother-in-law

and departed. Ruth’s love for Naomi was stronger,




' When Naomi then saw that Ruth was determined, she sa

; When they reached the city, the people scarcely

. knew Naomi. Grief had left its sad traces unon her

i she said: “ Call me not Naonﬂ&, call me Maraf"

she could not be moved from her burpose. When Na-|

|
|
|

omi once more besought her to follow the examwnle of

Orpah, and return, Ruth replied:*“ Entreat meé not 1O

!
.
?

leave thee, and to return from following after thee

for whither thou goest, 1 will go, and where thou

|

lodgest, I will lodge; thy people shall be my peopd
' |

and thy God, my God: where thou diest, will I die, }

and there will I be buried; the Lord do so to me

and more also, if aught but death part thee and me.”]

said no more. S50 they went tozether to Bethlehem.

countenance. When they said,* Is this Naomi? ”
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Tor the Lord had dealt bhitterly with her. |
|
The cruel rearer had visited her during her ab- l
|

sence. They reached Bethlehem, Jjust in time

for the beginning of the barley harvest.




Puth’s love for Yaomi made

her anxious t0 assist her mother-in-law, and

accordingly she received permission to go into

the Tields, and glean ears of corn after anyone
whose kind heart she might move. It happened |
tnat the portion of the field in which she gleaned
belonged to Boaz, a relativerof Elimelech, a

good man and a man of wealth. i

When Boaz had come t0 his

fields and exchanged greetings with his reapers,




he inguired of the reamper in charze, who the
strange young girl was. He was to0ld that it
was the Moabitess who had returned with Naomi,
that she had begged to glean among the sheaves
after the gleaners and furthermore that she hed
continued her work all day with but little in-
terruption. goaz then eaters into conversation
with Buth, tellinZ her not to glean in any field
nor to leave his, but remain with his maidens,
watch them, and follow them. Boaz further bhig
his men not to molest her, at the same time tel
ling her to rest and refresh herself, whenever
she becomes fatigued. Ruth gracefully thanks
Bda.z, and upon asking him the cause of his in-

terest in a stranger, ne tells her that he nas




heard of all that she had done for her mother-
- im-law, leaving her home and country, and com-
ing to live in a strange land, and prays that
she may r~ceive her Jjust reward from heaven.
She again thanks him for the comfort he affor-
ded her. Boaz takes her to the noon-day meal,
When the reapers return to their work, he again
commands his men Lo let her glean, and not dis-
turb her. Not only this, biit they are ziven
orders to drop some of the bunches pearposely
and leave them for her bto glean. S0 Rutﬂ
gleaned in the field until evening, and beat it

out. It was about an ephah of barley.

O %M“W\JM
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She hrought it home to Maomi.
When the latter heard that it was in Boaz’s field
that Ruth had gleaned, she thanked Heaven, and

told Ruth that Boaz was their kinsman. Naomi

rejoiced and was pleased that he had treated
her kindly. In accordance with the reqguests
0of Naomi and Boaz Ruth comtinued to glean in tlee
same fhmeld throughout both the bharley and the

wheat harvests, and she lived with NMaomi.




¢HAPITEER 1II

Naomi, who is nawurally in-
terested in Ruth’s future, tells her to go down
L]
to the threshing floor, at night, when Boaz will
winnow his barley. Ruth consents; refreshes
and anoints herself; puts on her best raiment
and goes, but does not make herself known until

the feasting is over. Then she craves his nre

tection, since he is a 1:=edeemer.’t Boaz blesses

i QMWVMWA&L@WI%
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her, and promises to do his duty toward her,
Tor all know tinat she is a “virtuous’” woman.
It is true, however, that Boaz is a kinsman,
but there is still a nearer relative than he.
After receiving €rom Tipaz a gquantity of barley
for Naomi, she returns to heér mother-in-law,
who Dbids her to rest easy. Boaz will surely

settle the matter that very day.
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CHAPT®ER IV

To fulfill his promise, Boaz
goes 1o the city gate? He is there a short
time when he sees and hails the kinsman of whom
he had spoken to Ruth. 1n the nresence of
some of the elders of the city, he tells him
-that Naomi has_returned, and is about to sell
a piece off land helonging to Elimelech’s eBstate.
He is willing to redeem the land, but when he

ascertains from Boaz that if he do this, he must

hlows MWMMMMM ;
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also huy it of Ruth, so as to perpetuate the

ﬂame of Mahlon upon his inheritence, he refu-
ses oﬁ the grounds of jeopardizing his own inhe~
ritance. Boez, heing the next nearest relative
is asked to assume his right of redemption.
Before the elders as witnesses, Boaz buys from
Naomi all that belonged to Elimelech and his
sons, and also promises to marry Ruth, so that
the name add inheritance of llahlon might sur-
vive.

So Boaz married Ruth, and ske
bore a son. Naomi’s friends rejoice with her,
and pray for the welfare of the dutiful kins-
man, and that he may comfort her in her old

age. Nanmi was the child’s nurse, and he was
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called Obed. His som was Jesse, the father

of David.

The book here closes with

the appended genealogy:

“ Now these are the generations of
Perez; Perez begat Hezron; and {ezron
begat Pam, and Ram »egat Aminadab; and
Aminadab hegat Nashon; and Nashﬁn begat
Salmon; and Salmon hegat Boaz, and Boagz
begat Obed; Obed begat Jesse, and Jesse

begat David.
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CHAPTER Il

THE PIRFOSE OF THE

AUTHOR

By most of the commentators
of the Bible, as well as by most Biblical cri-

tics‘the book of Ruth, in all its phases of

discussion, in analytic as well as in synthe-

—_—

tic eriticism, has been generally treated un-

der that category of books, which are the so-
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called Historical Books of the Bible. This

fact may seem to indicate someiimport. It gives
us a gentle hint which may bprove of some value
t0 us later in the advanced discussion of the

prohlems heréin containsd, some solution of

which, will be the atwempt of the present un—

dertaking.

In considering the aim amd '

purpose of the author in giving forth_to the

.

world of sacred literature, the Book of Ruth,

|
there are some conditions or circumstances re- |

J

|

lating to the work itself, that are not to be

bPassed hy unnoticed, but which on the other ‘

|
[
|
hand must be most carefully looked after. J

There are not a few important questions which




the“aim of the book” suzgests, and which might
he well taken into consideration along with the
special part of the work, namely, the motive
or motives which led the writer to tell his
storu. But were all these side guestions.and
discussions ( comparatively speaking ) to be
investigated aloaz with tiie main subject of
this chapter, we could derive from the labori-
ous work no fixed orrdesired results. There
would he ~ontained im it a huge mess of uiin-
telligible mixture, and a vast confusion and
deluge of minute details, which intermingled
with one another would only have the bad ef-
Ifects of producing carelessness in mingtiae,

(which in whemselves very ofteh are of no slight




significance), and drawing attention away from
the examination of the prime noint at issue.
One of the points of discus-
sion suggested by the topic of the present chap-
ter 1s the question as to0 the historical au-
thenticity of the details of the story which
the author of the Book of Ruth so beautifully
narrated. This question might well have been
discussed here, as introductory to the chapter
under condideration, hut for the reasons as-
signed in the preceding paragraph, 1 have con-

sidered it beter, and nerhaps productive of ®

better results, to consider this perplexing a /

and windecided question as a separate subseguent

chapter, as I consider it of sufficient impor-




tvance to deserve the examination of a chapter

/

for ditself, short though it may be. /
* _\\
As 1In a2ll other literary works
of any note or significance, the story told by
this beautiful and touching episode in the dra-

4

ma of Jewish 1ife must have a prominent design///
and purpose, The author of this carefully \
t0ld and well written narrative surely did not
sit dowm to the performance of such a painsta-
king task, without the accomplishment of some

end in view. There was truly some design in

the writer’s mind, which he desired to trans-

mit to his countrymen, through the means ol an

interesting narrative.

The design could bheé one or
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more of sevi?al things. In the first phace

it could bhe the attemnt to nrove a long stan-—
ding and much disnuted hypothesis. In the
second nlace, it might be in the shape of a pro-
phecy or warning. Thirdly, it might very well
be a telling protest against any of the exis-

ting pracuiceés or unpopular customs of its time.

Further, on the other hand, it might be for the
“_-"‘——a_'———'—'—.——-‘ —

express purpose of emphasizing the importance
and advocating the nerformance of some desirable
conditions of welfare already established.

Again the design may bhe purely didactic of
ethical, with the idea of inculcating a new
moral or religious principle. Lastly the af-

fair at issue may simply be the narration of
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someé semi-obscure historical event which may

have escaned the notice of other writers who

had come befpre, and also the untentative memo-

et e

e ————

ry of the people.

.1 need not consume space
and time upon the discussion of the gquestion
as t0 the importance of devoting time to the

consideration of the aim of any important book j

/

in general. On this score there remains very!
little to he said by me. Nevertheless I Teel
mysell justified in expressing myselfl rather

briefly in regard to this.

\
Tn an essay purporting to |

|
give a critical account of any book of the 0ld

Testameat, to examine the work in all 1ts dif-

A




1/

Terent relations , collecting and considering |

}
what different writers and authorities have had '

to say and dispute, refute and confirm on this
subject, and then endeavorine to draw conclu-
sions by comnaring the results which these dif-
ferent men have attained, it seems to me that
the aim of tiie work is one of tie leading ques-
tioas, if not . he most important, with which we
have to deal. Iﬁ disco¥sering the “why” of the
eéxistenne of any book, I think we are in a cer-
taim measure assisted when we come€ to consider
other important data concerning the work.

As for example when we have once decided upon
the true object of the writer, hié moral and

religious temper are at once revealed to us,




Jid

especially il the book is of a nature similar ©
to ours under discussion. Again when we are
assured of the true Aim, in many cases, we have
at least one settled matter to work upon when
we come 1.0 discuss the authorship and date of
composition, which may be of slome telling va-
lue in our work. This, 1 think, is especial-
ly true of the book wnhich we have uander discus-
sion. For this reason then, have 1, devoted
in the first place, a separate chapter to the
Aim of the Book of Ruth; and secondly made it
the opening chapter of the discussion.

1t, struck me at first as a

most singular fact that, short as it is, consis-

ting only of four short chapters, and besides,




since the story itselfl is so simple, and so

simply, so plainly, with so little ornamentation,

though gracefully told, has ziven room for so
mﬁch discussion as to its proper aim or aims.
But after a somewhat closer study of the con-
tents and circumstances of the book, I readily
saw that there were some conditions contained
in the story which micht eadily afford food for
reflectioﬁ and conjecture upon arguments as to
the true intention of the writer. Nearly all
who have done any work on the book of Ruth have
something to say about its aim. 1t is need-
less to say that there are differences of.opi—
nion. For there would be even 1T there were

absolutely no occasion or provocation Tor them,




For in Biblical criticiam, as in almost every

othr branch of human research, something new,

it seems, must be discovered. To this end,

the capacity of many na genius has freguentlym |
been tested. Almost anythinz in the book is

sacrificed to the discovery of some gew opinion, |

and the results reached, and tne manner in which

|

they are ofteh reached, do not seldom call forth

L

amusement, nay éven mirth, at the hands of un- |

|

appreciative persons. |

|

Let us now proceed to the ;

!
consideration of some opinions regarding the

Aim of the Book as given and argued for by dif-

ferent authorities on the subject. »

In an article on the Book




of Ruth in the Encyclopaedia Britannica W.Ro-
bertson Smith presents an unexpected and fairly
ingenious opinion on the aim of the Book.

Tor various reasons too numerous to mention,

he rejects many views suggested by others and
gives one of his own. He seys that hhe main
interest of the entire book culminates in the
happy marriage of Ruth and Boaz. As a work of
art, which it surely is, he says it 1is not the

fact that hhey were the ancestors of David ,

" though this may lend additional interest.

He also thinks it of great importance that Ruth
and Naomi emerge nicely from their troubles,
by the kind conduct of their faithful kindman,

Boaz. The writer, he thinks, mMEans to give

B e T




a reflection of hils own age, as well as outlin-
ing the past. These are exemplified by the
commendable conduct of Naomi, Ruth, Boaz and

v Boaz’s harvesters, all of whom do as simple,

1 do not think we can agree with Smith in his
solution of the matter, for various reasons,

the most important of which is that the attitude

which he takes is far to0o0 meagre, and of too
little import to do sufficient justice to the
work df.bhe writer. It seems altogether impro-
bahle that this should be the true aim of the
Book. We shall not consider here what Smith
/.’til hut
has to say in regard to the PeNel theory, .

leave it to its proper place.

God-fearing lsraelites should conduct themselves.

‘—-—-..____‘__________ e
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wé shall now €éxamine the view of the matter as
taken by Dr.H.Oort and F.C.Cook, Canon of Exe-
ter. The latter of these gentlemen expresses
himself in the “Bible Commentary”, and the for-
mer in the “Bible for Learners".- Still it may
be well to anticipate the giving of this opi-

nion by saying that Dr.0ort does not regard it
—-/

as the chief object in the writer’s mind.

In the opinion of these gentlemen, the Book
S€ems to make special reference to the domes -
tic lire of the pious Israelites during the

troublesome and warlike times of the Judges,

during which times the events related are sup-

- e must acknow-
Posed to have occurred. For w

icta
ledge above all, that the narrative dep




episodes in domestic 1ife which indicate the
conditions of a simple , contented and hanpy
rustic life, which to say the least i§ not ar-
tistically referred to, and furthermore serves
i i
to show that the writer was a skillful and cle-
ver artist and also a poet Taithful to his task
and true to nature. Dr Oort says of the Book:
“ But whatever may be its historical value,
the picture sketched in the Book of Ruth con-
trasts sweetly with all the rudé scenes of blood~
shed and violence which fill the writings that
treat of the ancient history of Israel. It
shows us that thé eﬁes of the Israelites

ope n to the gentler virtueés of domestic

and to the beautoes of pure affection.




manners to which the work introduceg us are pure;
and even where our sense of pronriety id startled
by a touch which Jjars against our customary no-
tions, yet the laws of morelity are never dis
regarded.” In all probability, the, last
remark is made with reference to Ruth’s evening
visit to Boaz’s threshing floor as related in
Chapter 1II of the EDok.

Cook in addition calls attem
tion to the plausible fact, aside “from the
charming view it gives us of the domestic life
of pious Jews”, that were we tO take our impres-
sion only from the records of crime and violence

il
contained in the Book of the Judges, We would

conclude that all the gentler Virtues had fled

P ——— R
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from the land while the Israelites were fighting
for the sacred causes of life and liberty with
the tribes of Canaan, oOr giving way to the se- I
ductive influence of Canasanitish idolatry.
Further, the Book draws back the curtain which
velled the privacy of domestdic life, disclosing
to the reader most beatiful views ol piety ,
integrity, self-sacrifice, affection, chastity,
gentleness, and charity, manifesting their soo-
thing fragrance amid the rude scenes of war,
discord and strife. All these noble qualities,

as exhibited in the different characters of

the book will be brought out more at length In

s
2 subsequent chapter. But to be briel;

: ing v rett
although this may str-olke us as being VveEry P AP

e
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yet for the sameé reason that we saw fit to re—

ject Mr. Smith’s opinion, 1 think thet the a-
bove may he said not to hold. Still this much
can be said about it, which we could not say
about. Mr.Smith’s; that is, that a description
of quiet domestic 1ife among the lspvaelites,
may have suggested itself to the mind of the
poet, when he set o0 work to the accomplishment
of his object.

The view of Graetz on the
purpose of our bhook is of sufficient worth and
Weight to claim an earnest and careful consi-
deration. He thinks it most probable that
the date of authorship may he assigned somewhere

about the time of the Restoration by Ezra and
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not before. The poet seems to relate his tou-
ching unassuming little story without any defi-
nite purpose in view. Graetz remarks that it
is'quite apparent, but further adds that the
writer at the same time designed hy touches

the “burning quest.ions” of the times. When
Ezra had restored the peopnle to their former
homé he wished to ianstitute a thorough revolu-
tion in domestic as well as in all rgligious
matters. His desire was to“purify”the Israe-
lites. He thought this end could beé most
advantagzously secured by adopting two Very
rigorous, »ut as he thouzht, necessary methods.
The first, of these was that he stricily forbade

all intermarriage with any of the surrounding




nations , and the second was that hs compelled

|
: : _ {
all “who had taken unto themselves foreicn wives’

\

|

to put them aside, and to disclaim any relation_%
whatsoever to them. The entire ninth and tenthl
chanters of the Book of ¥Ezra are devoted Lo ’
accounts of the ways in which Ezra strove to

' suppress these numerous iatermarriazes, aad

there

endeavored to separate all that existed
Thus -we may well regard our story as a picture
of the times, namely, that all did not agreee

with Fzra and Nehemiah in the carrying out of

their rigorous policy. There were some D1lOUS

: i 188
and God-fearine Israelites, who had intermary

who were most

among the heighboring tribes,

2 ; g ives, and
earnest in their devotion Lo ba€lr WAYES:

n_;‘“____ e
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held the sacred ties of wedlock too important
a matter to bhe thus trifled with hy a few men
who perhaps were somewhat in advance of the

people of the times and whose ideas were very
likely regarded as Utopilan. The neople whose

turn of mind was in this direction, were nro-

bably among the simplest aand best people of

the land, and it was some skillful artist who
deemed it incumbent upon himself to champion
their cause and mirror their sentiment an this
all-absorbing topic. Thus, in the likht of

the matter, the Book of Ruth 1is a protest against
the harsh and unsympathetig measures of Ezra

and Nehemiah, expressing the opinion of many of

the peopile. Ruth, as tihe prototype of the

S B




foreizn women, is made a most beautiful charac-
ter, an expression of which we find in the oft
quoted words spoken by her to Naomi, when hegged
0 return to her parents,

“Entreﬁt me not to leave ﬁhee or to return

from following after thee; for whither thou

| goest, I will go; and where thou lodgest, I
will lodge; thy people shall be my people,
and thy God my God; where thou diest will I
I die and there will I be buried: the Lord
do so to me and more also, if aught but death

part thee and me.”
We likewise get an idea of the spirit

of the people , when at the marriage of Ruth

and Boaz they exclaim, * The Lord make the WO-

P e

»




man that is come into thy house like Rachel and
like Leah, which two did build the house of
Israel.”

Graetz thinks that this all-important
question of the day is of too much weight to
be passed by unaoticed. He saus:

W Amrng those unfortunate wives who had been
or were to be repudiated by their husbands,
might there not be somg who resembhled Ruth?
And the children born of foreign women but ha-
ving Judaen fathers,- Were they to be looked
down upon as heathens? If so, hot even then
the house of David, the royal family, whose

belonged t0

ancestor had married a Moabhitess,

the Judaen nation.?”
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The opinion of Graetz is of great weight, and
is a probahle solution, if we can establish that
our book is a product of the time of Ezra and

Nehemia.

Reuss anounces nimself 1o tke Y+

effect that the purpose of the author of our Baok
is merely political; +that is, as I cam understan
him, he means that what the author had in mind-
was to show that the 1s raelites were not a nar-—
row.spirited or narrow-minded, selfish people,
living for themselves and by themselves alone,
but on the contrary that they were anything but

that, they were, as 1is also shown forth in oth-

er Biblical books, a broad-minded, cosmopolitan

and sympathetic people, who were anxious to be

!
f
i
[
|
!
\
[
I
|
i

|
|

i
|

|
|
|
|
|
|
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most tolerant in their wviews of and also in th&if
: |

1
relations to those who were not of their race |

and helief. In this then our hook shows the
traces of remarkable development. For the tribes
of Israel were not always so liberal and Lolerantl
towards outsiders, since there was a time far

bacl in their history, when they were wont to

be unscrupulously revengeful. As an instance X

of this, and one which may be most apt for our

present task , we may cite Deuteronomy (Chap.23
verse 3)
«An Ammonite or a Moabite shall not
enter the assembly of the Lord.*
most probably meaning thereby that no Israelite

is permitted to intermarry with either of them.
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On the other hand, however, the“political” design|
may be for the ehhancement of some intricate po-
litical matters in respect to the royal house
of David. . I cannot, accept either of them as
being the correct view of the matter, as the
latter is not of sufficient importance; and |
the former connects itse’f too closely with a
more definite object which the author had in
mind, and which will be looked at later.

Now we come to the consider-—

ation of a view which is held by not a few com-

mentators. It is that the Book of Ruth has the

tendency to set forth the law of the Levirate.

Not much time will be devoted to the propriety

i

of examining and accepting this theory, for the

%,
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reason, that it seems almost impossible that this
could have been uppermost in the mind of the wri-
ter. ‘ I need not go into the explanation of what
the lLevirate is, any further than saying that it

is the case of a man marrying his brother’s wi-

|
l.
1
dow, if the brother died withoub leaving any issue.

The first-born don of the Levirate marriage is
considered the son off the dead brother, so that
his name shall he retained, and his inheritance
not. The Biblical basis for this practice is
Tound in Deuteronomy (Chapter 25,verses 5 and 6)
where we find,

«17 brethren dwell together and one of them

die, and have no son, GLhe wife of the dead

shall not marry without to & stranger. Her




a

“husband’s brother shall go in unto her, and k
] i

take her to him to wife, and perform the duty

|

i

of a husband’s brother to her. And it shall

be that the Tirst-born which she beareth shall

succeed in the name of his bhrather which is

dead, that his name be not blotted out of

Israel.”

The expression ¢ to perform the duty of a husband’s
t
brother unto her ” indicates that the Levirate
marriaze was a custom which had been in vogue,
and in fact we Tind an example of it in the 38th
chapter of the Book of Genesis, where the son of

Judah dies, leaving his widow childless, and Ju-

dah bids Anan marry the widow Tamar, saying to

him in the identical words used mn Deuteronomy




(Chapter 25, _5%to perform the duty of a husband’s

brother unto her”. This custom was not pecu-
liar to the Israelites, but on the contrary it |
was in use, so 1eliable authorities tell us, a— :

|
mong most Semitic and oriental tfibes and peOplesl

The entire affair is clothed in mystery, and no

one as yet knows it in its entirety. The accoun%s

1

given of it are very obscure, and the details of
the matter are numerous, vague and at times even
contradictdary, that it is most difficult to ob-

tain a definitely correct exposition of the facts

and conditions of the matter. The law admits

of many different interpretations and leaves a

host, of questions unanswered, as can be readily -

perceived from an examination of the detailé.

S e
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ren dwellinz tozether’? The word “brethren’” may
be differently construed, and “dwelling together”

is most indefinite. Berthold and Binary hold

by causing the near kKinsman of Elimelech to draw
off his shoe (1IV,8) when he refuses to redeem the

property of Elimelech and marry Ruth. The book

liza” , as described in Deuteronomy (XXV,7-10),

113
wife, then his brother’s wife shall go up to the
gate unto the elders and say:My husband’s brother

refuseth to raise up unto his brother a name in

itself clearly shows that this custom of the “Cha-

And if the man like not to take his brother’s

that our book is to show that the Levirate marriage

f

was still in vogue at the time when the author livé

Just for example,what are we to understand by “breth-

d.




Israel, he will not perform tje duty of a husbands

breother uhto me. Then the elders of the city

|
shall call him and speak unto him: and if he stand|

and say: I like not to take her; then shall his !
brother’s wife co: e unto him in the presence of
the elders, loose his shoe from off his foot and
spit 1n his face; and she shall answer and say-

so0 shall it be done unto the man that doth not

build ‘up hid brother’s house.”

was not then in common practice, for it is express-
ly stated in the 7th verse of £he 4th chapter of
Ruth, that such a custom held in “former” time in
Israel, concerning redeeming and concerning exchan-
ging ,for to confirm all things. But we can say

against this view that “Levirate” and “redeeming”




are two senarate and distinct institutions, al-
though both do tend to the continuance of the fam

ly and also Lo the inheritance of land. The Le-

USR] 1 e

virate and its conditions cannot he the aim of the
author; for one of the objects of the Levirate ;
|

marriage is to preserve the name of the dead hus—}
\

band upon the inheritance, and therefore the first
|

]
born son of the second marriaze is considered the |

son of .the dead brother. Now even if the deve-
lopment, of the Levirate hafl gone on so far that i
now reached a period when the nearest living rela

tive of the deceased husband, had to marry the wi

N (IS R [ -

dow, and the first born was uO bear the first hus:

FREEEEN

bamd’s name; this could not be the aim of the book

For were it so, we should be confronted by “a




peculiar kind of g paradoz, or ranhér we would have
a couple of irrelevant appendages to account for
at the close of the story. I refer firstly to tke
latter part of the 17th verse, and secondly to ver-—E
ses 18 to 22 of chapter 4. In this case, and
under the conditions of the lLevirate, Obed would
not be regarded the som of Boaz, but rather a son
of Mahlon, and then we could not make Jesse and
David the descendants of Boaz. Then again, under
those conditions above mentioned the transcribed
genealogy ziven in the last five verses of the
Book are strictly speaking incorrect and totally
without any beneficial effect to the work.

Sta4ll, this gquestion of the

affair of the “kinsman” may prove of some value




e

for the purpose at hand, for the plausible reason,
that 1t may perhaps tend to show us how, in what

manner, and under what conditions property was ex-
changed between contracting parties during the time

the Book was written. It may afford us an exam-

ple of their land-trensfer system. i
|
The author of the Book of Ruth|

may hage had a “collateral didactic” aim in view

in developing the hhread ol his narrative. Such |

to
a8 view is given expression by Driver and also by

Berthold. It is in a measure a step in advance

of the preceding theory. They are of the opinion
that the bhook intends to set forth the purely ethi-
cal and charitable teaching, and farthermore to

inculcate this lesson, that it should be incumbent

L8]

upon the “next of kin”, or the next nearest relapiv

. -




to marry the widow, whose hushand had diéd, lea-

—

e e e+ b

|
ving her without issue, or even without the chance
i

of becoming a mother by him. Driver holds this

|
view to be possible, owing to the importance whicﬂ

|
is given to this subject in both Chap.lII and IV i
|

of our Book. This is indeed possible, bhut,l think
' |
not at all probable. %

There are some, who consider

that thé chieR purpose in the mind of the writer

when he worked out the Book of Ruth was genealogi-
i S S o A ——

Y I
cal. This view is held and sustained by Dr.Ernsq
Bertheal. There are others who coincide with Dr.

N i] i th rime ai
Bertheal in all but making genealogy enn m

of the author. They hold that the idea may have

enza~ed the attention of the writer, but merely as




a side issue. Dr.BertheaM thinks that the writer

wished to clear up the mystery of David’s ahcestry

regarding which there must evidently have been some
|
!

confusion. Then again, it seems that there was
not a sufficient connection established hetween
the time of the Judges and that of the Monarchy

|
|
|
Of course, the prophet Samuel forms a connecting i
I
l

link between these two periods, still there is no |

]

genealogy to0 connect the Tamily of David with any

one during the time ol t e Judges, and this purposg,

some think, is the object ofthe writer. But I
do not think this can hold, bhecause of the meager
notice given this genealogy in verse 17 of the

fourth chapter. Putting it where it is, and no-

. _ e
thing whatever being said,about it leads me 10 CO




sider it of Jittle or of no consequence, much less,

1 think, can it be reearded as the purpose upper-

|
|
most 1in the writer’s mind. ‘
|
|
|

to say something as to the 'ast five verses con-

tained in the book, are ta!en directly from the J L

first book of Chronicles, where it is to be found

—

exactly the same (Vide Chronicles,Book 1,chapll)

|
|
In all probability these five verses were not addeq
e L e it e s !

by the writer of the book of Ruth, but very likely

e

by a later writer who took them from the second

(R
chapter of the Tirst book of Chronicles in order ( ¢
to “give glory’” to the royal family of David and
| .
their descendants. Perhaps also it may Have been
added by an enemy of the princely family in ?EE_ ;
SO

S P e = __

NP

ﬁlkyhmq,
(v

astan M
L

| 4 v J-’L"".jp‘".““"é
f % o fran



later day when it had brought calémi%j upon itself \
\

by the unscrupulous corruptions in which it revelled

|

and probably too by the haughtiness and aristocra-
i
r
i

tic bearing which it maintained. In either case | -
it seems that it was the object of the compnilier
to call attention to hhe lowly and humble origin
of the royal family; but whether to bring it intq
disfavor or to add glory and honor to its remar-
kable achievments, we cannot positively establishj
But to0 s&y the least and the best, I am inclined
to favor bHesslimes the latter. At any rﬁte we may

express a hone that the author of these few verses

desired to exalt the Davidian Dynastyt. This may

be true , for in accordance with this genealogy,

we find that David is a 1ineal descendant of Nashog_




ben Aminadab, the head and brince of the tribe of
" Judah during the time of Moses. But on the other
hand th; correctness and validity of this detailed
genealogy cannot he altogethgr vouched for, bhecause
some of the characters are in all probability omigted.
Now Salmon cannot well be the father of Boaz, rorT\

it is most probable that this Salmon is identical

———

+

with the man of the same name, who Tought under

Joshua when he was subduinz the tribes of Canaan.

Tor were thés the same man, we would have only four

generations within a period of from four to five

hundred years which is Very dgmprobable. = S0 we |

may .say on the ome hand that several generations

between Salmon and Boaz have been omitted, Or on

the other, that we cannot put much reliance upon




any part of the genealogy. But however this may

be, the true purport of the collector of these
five verses cannot he thereby affected.

Lastly we agproach the consi-
deration that hhe writer of the Book of Ruth had
in mind to add glory and honor to the successful
reign of King David by showing that the grace of
Heaven is not alwa s extehded to those only whose
station in life has always been socially and poli-~
tically the highest. The writer wishes to show
that, although 20t descended entirely from Israe-
1itish stock but alsd from the Moabites, a people

L
wdth whom the debrew tribes were at one time not

i i i e
allowed to intermarry, David still was fit to D

I on
ruler of the lsraelites. All did not depend up

—————

o




a man’s birth and family. His own deeds, his pri-+

vate character - : G o8
s were likewise taken into account.

It seems that most of those who have expressed tham-

selves on the subject seem to think that this was
the author?’s intention in writing the bhook. Some
of these are Josephus, Eichhorn, Wellhausen, Graet?z
Oort. and Driver. Jdosephus says that the aim is
at David’s ancestry, to give an example of God’s
providence in raising up a king of Israel from an
obscure and lowly ancestry. Eichhorn says it 1is
for the glorification of David. Wellhausen thinks

that the author wishes to illustrate the history of

the house of David, and also GO make the point that

the noblest stock in lsrael was sprung from a mothe

i . etz
who was originally not an Israelite. Dr.Graet

1-|




says that the author hag in view the fact that Da. -
vid

was descended Trmm g Moabitess, anfl further thdt

Ruth beccmes a pious and devout Jewess, adorned
with such virtues as grace a daughter of Israel.'
She is refined, chaste and gifted with self-sacri-
fice. Br.Qort says,* The writer’s main object
is evident ehough. He wishes to tell us something
of David’s ancestry, and obviously intends to show
honot to the family to which he belonged rather
than to bring it into contempt.” Driver says:
“The books of Samuel contain no particulars resnpec-
ting the ancestry of David, merely giving the name
of his father Jesse and of his brethren (I Samuel

XV1,1-13); hence the aim of the book appears O

hagwe been partly to fill up this deficiency, and




partly , and perhaps particularly to show how Ruth

a daughterof Moab and a native therefore of a coum
try hostile theoretically to lsrael obtained an
honorable position among Jehovah?’s reople, and bhe-
came an ancestor of the illustrious Kingz,David.”
Thus with many.the ancestry of David as connected
witﬁ the marriage of Buth and Boaz seems to he

the important topic in the mind of the author.
This may very likely be a partial solution, but I
cannot acept it as final, because it is apparently
made a matter of little notice. I am Jed to be-
lieve this from the fact that such insignificant

note is paid to it in the ending of the 17th verse

of chapter 1V. “He (Obed) is the father of Jesse

the father of David. I can accept this view as




as a part of the author’s intent, but not as his ol

only purpose. I think with Graetz t00; that it

was likewise in a measure, a protest of some of

the more refined people against the harsh and ri-

|
;
|
|
|
l
gorous decrees of Ezra and Nehemia, by illustrating

i
!
ol What_foreigners were capabie.




CHAPTEER IXr

AUTHORSHILIP AND DATE

O COoOMPOBITIOR

In general, it may seem some-—
what out of the ordinary, in presenting an essay

of this kind and on such a subject, to devote one

*

and the same division of the work to a research of

the authership and date of composition of the Book

in guestion.
In the present instance, how-

ever,namely in a treatise on the Book of Ruth, we

o e £
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havee no other alternative. Ror so little is known,
or at any rate at nresent, can be diszovered concer-
ning the name of the author of our hook, that what
could be advantageously written on this special to-
pic, would in the first place be entirely too vague,
too indefinite and too unsatisfactory to draw any
positive or convincing proofs thereform, and in the

second place would not be of sufficient volume tO

deserve the importance of devoting to it a separate

-

chapter to itself. ¥For these reasons 1 have thought

it not out of place to treat these two data under a
et it b= el p

connected head,
'\-_...\‘____‘___w“

If not always a most important

matter, it is always good and in reason to know when

any important Book has been written. The establish-

ment, of the date of composition of any book, may 1in




many caseés prove most useful. A great many supple-
mentary metters may depend on this decision, and in
not a few cases it may prove very useful in fixing

other importent daves, and furthermore it may serve

to throw lignt on some questions of paramount impori-

tance. This might. be the case with our present un—

dertaking, but I think it hardly probable. In this

treatment of ours, 1 do not consider the authorship

—

oo e
and date of composition of the Book as of much impor-—

tance gs the settling of the prohlem off its aim,
and therefore in consideration of this, not as much
time has been spent on, and nét as much space will
be given up to the former, as has been done in the

case of the rauvter.

Tt has been above noted that it
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is well nigh impessible to ascertain with any degree
of correctness the name of the author of our Book.
However with regard to the matter of fixing upon

the prohable date of its composition, it is not alto!

the solution of it, we have what we have not in fin-
ding out the authorship, namely, we are in possessiol
| here ofi some tangible data and phenomena as & founda
[

tion upon which to erect our superstructure. These

are almost wholly wanting in our endeawor to get at

the true authorship.

In the attempted solution of t

question now bhefore us, Wwe have two practical data

upon which to base our calculations. One dis an

examination of the particular stamp and character

| e use of in our Book. This is

of the language mad

gether so impossible. ®or in this problem, or better
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indeed not seldom of great service to the student,.

For it 1s very 1likely that by a careful comparison

of the language used in the book under discussion, wh

with other works whose time of composition has been |
approximately determined and agreed upon, we may be

thus enabled, but only with great care and keenness,
to fix upon the probable date of our book. It does |

not follow however that the date thus found 7ill be

exact. In this matter the lamguage of the book

in itself, a slow growth and a steady development,

mark changes in the differeht periods of a people’s
existence.

The other one of the two data

which we have to work upon in the present task 1s

can help us in so far that changes in language, althouzh
-"_-I-—;

N
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W

the matter and historical evidence contained in our
book. Some think however that these may serve to

lead us astray in olwr calculations. For our story
may be a mere fiction ,a poem as it were , describing
beautiful pictures. But even if this be the trueg
state of affairs this objection need not hold, for
the picture painted by the artist may be a reflectidn
of the people of his time. Agzain, granting that

there was some foundation to the main fagts of the
narration, and perhaps some of the minute details,
too, may have a measure of true history in them,

some of these could be remembered by the writer, and

on the other hand, it is Just as probable as not

that the poet, influenced by the tendencies of his

own age, WwWas induced to indulge in some anachronisms;
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—

and t00!T it upon himself to introduce into his bit
of history some of the practices and Customs in vogue
in his own times.

Perhaps in the solution of ‘the

date of our hook it would have been more proper to

ake these investiszationd separately under each of

hese two heads; first, the one, and then the other;

: |
ut I havé not adopted this method. There are commen-—

ators who have pursued This plan, but as one writing

paper on the subject, I have not held to this.

[ |

'hinking that both could be dealt with together with-

out, confusion, 1 have endeavored merely to consider

/’;—_\\\
/Ahe opinions %n order

of some who have expressed them-

selves on the matter.

The Talmud has something to say




on the subject of the authorship of our book. In

the writer of the Book of Judges, Samuel the prophe

i

|
Baba Bathra, 14b, we flﬂd it said that as well as belng'

|

i

|

|

was the author of Ruth. This conclusion is arriveq./
|
t

at presumably from a similarityv of style or a con-

currehce of events notable in the two books. But as

will b pointed oﬁt later on, some of the language
will show that it was impossible for Samuel to have

been the author. In his *Pronaos to Holy Writ?”

Dr.Isaac M.Wise says that it is not likely that Sa—|

muel could have written it, for he must have already
been rather old and it does not appeaf likely that

such an earnest ,serious and disappointed statesman
and prophet could have written soO light, simpleflove

1y and sublime an idyl, in which 1life, love, nature
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in their most &harmihg simplicity are portrayed so
plastically. Besides the spirit of the Ruth Scroll
does not seem to be the same as the uncompromising,
theocratic—-democratic and warlike patriot.”

Dr.Wise ascribes the author-
ship to David, and states that it met with the san-
tion ahd approval of Samuel, who held it up to the

daughters in Israel as a model. This would put the

Dr.Wise finds nothing of internal evidence to show
that it is of a later date, It is not very likely

Phat our author lived at such a time, so shortly

after the rule of the Judges in Israel. For had

this been the case, it is not nrobable that he would

have referred to a time sO near his own, with the

date about tine last half of the eleventhn century B.C




opening words of our Book (I,1)
And it came to pass in the days whea the Judges
Jjudped.”

Besides, granted that the auﬁhor did live during the

time of David, it is not very fair to suppose that

he would have known which ome of the Judges was rul
ing at the time during which the narrated events hap-

pened.

Dr.Cassel has the distinction\\

of holding an opinion on this matterwof which he cahi
\ ""I'\Jj'-'ﬁ -Q/ -

well boast of being the originator, for I could Tind !

nojne else who agreed with him, or who expressed the /

Doctor’s view. 1n IT Kings(X1,1-2) we read,

Y Now King Solomon loved maiy strange women

besides the daughter of Pharaoh,women of the Moabites,
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Ammonites, Edomites, Zidonians and Hittites; of the
nations concerninz which the Lord said unto the Chill-
dren of lsrael, Ye shall not g0 among them, neither
shall they come among you »

From this passage he concludes that our Book was

not written later than pg_the time of King Solomon.

Of course this is very insufficient, evidence unon which

to base an argument.

Now th=re are not a Tew who
maintain that Ruth may have heen written either by
the author of the Books of Samuel, or at any rate
during the period in which that writer lived.

Cook in the “Bible Commentary” thinks that this date

may probably bhe the coprect one. Prof. Driver 1is

much inclined to ascribhe it tO t+his time. The rea-—




sons assigned by these gentlemen are that ther are
not only similarities in the form of the language,
but also in some rhetorical expressions, which are
found almost exclusively in tﬁe books of Ruth and of
Samuel, a few of which 1 consider it nroner to give.
Ruth I,17:“The Lord do so to
me and more also’. Coznate expressions are found on
ly in the Books of Samuel and Kings, as for example,
I Semuel,III,17,XIV,44; 2 Samuel 1II,19-25

I Kings 1I,23;X1X,2 and 8 Kings VI, 31.

Ruth 1,19 ;* and all the City
was moved.” a similar expression we find in 1 Kings 1
Ruth IVJ4]TKIW5] “Unevearthe ear” meaning to tell a
Comnare 1 Samuellﬁls;xxfzaand

person something.

t<1I,8,17 also 2 Samuel VII,27.  But this last ex




pression is Tound besides three times in the Book of
Job. There are further evidemces for thid date

Ruth 1V,15 -vna1¢ Compare 1Samuel 1,8

L 1,19 wnal I Sem.IV,5 and
I Kings 1,14
" Iv,1 sanbxaba 1 Sam.TIL,3 and
2 Kings VI, 8.
“ $T 3" Q'jrp_rg 1 Sam.VL,9 &TI,26.

|

Driver thinks that ¢ the general beauty and purity o{

the style of Ruth point more decidedly to the pre-exi-

lic period than do the isolated expressions to the

period after the exile”, which will be cited B ter
on. This , however, is ndt accepted by all, nor cal
these similarities be relied on for our nroof.

There are other passage

sideration, before we cal decide once for all that

the author of the Books of Ruth and Samuel are one

- -

s which must be taken into con-




|
|
|

and the same. It

]on this matter, thar the language in the Book of
|

i
1
1

b
i
I

i

|
|
|
|
|

coloring and bearing‘differﬁs so widely and so plain

1y from that in the Books of Samuel, that we cannot

1
is the opinion of Dr.Berthea#

I

|

|

Ruth, both in form and in meaning, according to its

|
|
|
|

reasonably accept the sunposihinn that the story of

Ruth and Boaz was written by the author of the Books

. of Samuel.

Furbher, had our Book been

known of in the time 1in

which the Books of Judges,

samuel and Kings were written, smith suggests that 1t

it, would not have peen made

1+, could not very well have

T

I
|

' is very probable that it would not have been excluded

‘from t+he collections; and it is also Vvery likely that

a senarate book.

R SRNEEEE




|peen written by the author of the Boks of Samuel, be-

cause the writer of our book knows the ancestry of

'David, at least as far back as his great grandfather |
!

Boaz (Ruth IV,17) and the author of Samuel knows oni
|
1y David’s father and brethren. And if the author\
i

of Samuel would have knowh it as far back as the au-

thor of Ruth did, he surely would have incorporated it

in the 1st Book of Samuel; because it is at least as
imporvant as tBat of Saul , which is given inlSamuel

it o { think this argument clinches thejtﬁgggg

e

that the authors of Ruth and samuel were not the same

bersons. In truth this same gentleman holds,
i

(and I think rightly to0) that our author deals with

{mes Tar earlier than his OWwi. 1t, is a document

hich “ takes obvious jelight in depicting details of

&, o

ey
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antique life and obsolete usages; 1t views the rude
and stormy period before the indtitution of the King-
ship through the softening atmosphere of time, which |
.

| imparts to the scene a gentle sweetness ' ery different
from the harsher colors of the old narratives of the
Rrok of Judges.”.

The nrevailing opinion of most

1 .
‘authorities,however, is that the book of Ruth, as far

!as ips date of composition is cancerned, _-s post-exi-

Lig. That 1s to say, our Book was written some time

after the Jews had returned to the Land of Palestine

from the Babylonian captivity. This is however as

lnear as we can venture in putting it, that is, as de-

finite as we can say, which, to say the least, is

Adopting this view, an inferior

B

pretty indefinite.

S e
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date cannot be decided upon with precision, but it

later on, that it was written at any time hefore the

supremacy of Ezra and Nehemia. On the other hand wé
l

but this much we can say that it was completed beror%
the period when the “Doctord of the Law” of Judaea
flourished, for we find in our Book no traces of pe-

dantry or legality, which mark the writings ofi “doc-
"-—.‘________

e e o e

tors of the Law.'

Fwald the theologian, however,

e
ted by Dr.Hamburger in his “Real-Encyclopaedip”.

1t is that our Book is a product of tie Fxile, or at

any rete of the time when Zerubabel was at the head

|

is not very likely, for reasons which will be assigned

|
cannot with certainty assign any definite ulterior date.

has a somewhat different view, and this 1s also adop-

"--_.__i_;
l
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/)J

affamrs. It is not probable that such a beautifully
told and delicate narrative could be the product of
a person whose life was embittered by the hardships

of Captivity. Kinnen and Strack have a similar

r———

.

theory to the one Jju-t noted. They believe that our
Book wos written after the exile , but prior to the
time of Ezra and Nehemiah. This view seema to he
based on the fact of the intermarriage of Ruth the

Moabitess, and Boaz. Ezra and Nehemia preached a-

ge.inst intermarriage between the Jews and the surroun-—

dinz peoples, and took all precautions to preveat
them. (Compare Ezra IX,X;Nehemiah XIIJ,23 and FE)
I do not think we can accept this view for more than

o indi-+
Oone reason. The language of our Book seems t

cate a later date , 0On account ~f the many refe#ences




to other books Df_the Bible, whose Composition in alil

probebility is post-exilic. Again, as has been ar

rived at in the previous chapter,that our Book is a

1
protest against the harsh measures of Fzra; it follows

that it could not have been written bhefore his time.

Wellhausen regards Ruth as Post-exilic, not only on|

account of language but also on the grounds that thé
I
|
Salmon mentioned in the genealogy at the close of oﬁr

Book as the Tather of Boaz was of a tribe foreign t9
0ld Judah which was not “father” of Beth2ghem until

after the exile. Thus he Tinds the best indication

of the date of our book in the genealogy in the last

five verses of Chap.IV. But ®e can base no argument

upon this, for in all probability,this genealogy is

not the work of the author, but was gdded laver by apme




ne else.

Hebrew.

y—

with thes
T

oI the ve

sively us

But, we find evidences for a latef authorshik

of language

e.

he

rb

ed

1n$m%mmg
"

I,6 and 9;

In general the language of the Book is pu

that s post-exilic, and perhaps very likely during op

as giving refirences to other late books

and showing that ourf author was probably acquainted

ending 11_,denoting 2 rmerson.3ins, Impf.

in &fIp4erlI,8 and III,18 are almost exclu-

e

after the time of Ezra and Nehemiah in the following points

before a long pause; and occurs very seldom.

(Vide Isaiah XLV,10; Jeremiah XiZXI,22; 1 Sam.I,14

»

The second person fem.sing.perf. in ”ﬁ'{jlzj
TN W 11I,4 are found only in Jeremiah and Ezek.
AR A o (St;adE

«therefore” in 1,13; compare Daniel

1Y, %




DﬁTn 1‘\?.__‘_1_ 11,3 i€ found here only, but T]‘l‘l? + n"1"[1n

wFey Sy

e
Estle r andxAramaic.

Deniel X,;8 only.
B wl Xwia I,4 occurs once in Judges II(I,23
Besides this in later Books only.

"“'[_q_J without $x 1,20 & 21 often in Job
7®3% awne III,9 is found in Ezek. VI, 8 and also
Deuteronomy {.,II1X,1 and XXVII,1O.
¥ayp 1,20 =panlike the Aramaic,so in Tzek.

There are also some gv‘r(&.% Lt'ro’/ww'lb
and words too very seldomly fonmdd; for example ]2V
pnly in I,13. 01X only II,14.awe\_B'A2S II,16.

Then there are Aramaic words‘ 5‘? ¢ 4L,

i€aning to “pull out” The niphal of naﬁ' 111,8 o

=

¢urs besides only in Job VI, 18. .
nav I,13 meaning “tarry” occurs in T8,

LXVIITI,16 , in the later Psalms, Ezra,Nehemiah etc.

[

(Some who desire to give an earlier date

{0

ay that the Aramaisms, occur only in the speeches,

Which were put in later. But this is very weak.)

\\
A

are found in Koheleth . The piel of this is formed a.%L-"

’.’

!

*

n *ﬁym meaning “feet” 1I1I1,4,7,8,14 is found ih

|

J
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These language phenomena evidently do not permit an e

1y date. Still we can fix no ceértain date, relying u
-L,L'

on them. Berthea? concludew from them, that the Bool

L

1s post-exilic, as also do Smith and Dr.00rt.

1s post-exilic, is that of Dr.Berthead. The passage
in the fourth chapter of our book verses 1,12 relate
an old custom practised far distant fron the time of ¢

he writer, as is indicated by the use of the word

ct

Meaning “in former time” . Berthead says that these

[

and the change was brought about by the exile.

Dr.Graetz of course must put tﬁ

alithorship and date of our book dur

. t
the times of Ezra and Nehemiah. Consistency at leas

nstitutions were in vogue during the tdéme of Jeremiah,

ing or shortly after

A —

p_

Another evidence given , that it

D

e S




requires him to do this, since it is his opinion that
it is a protest of the more refiied nart of the peopl
against the stern decree of Ezra and Nehemia, whidh
compelled many to abandon their foreign wives.

i After carefully considering al
the arguments that 1 could find on the subject in
question, I am led to the conclusion that the Book of

Ruth is post-exilic as regards authorship and date.

e

=

Furthermore for reasons aboge stoted, I am inclined b

believe that we can Tix as the date somewhere between

the years 500 and 250 B.C.

0




CHAPTER 1V

PLACE IN THE CANON

It may not be out of place to

say a few words concerning the placmng of the Book OT
f
Ruth in the Canon of the Bible. For in regard to the

place which it occupies in the Canon, 1 was surprised

Qn five different versions.

Josephus in “Contra Apion,Book

1,Chap.8, mentions that there were 22 books of the

Bible. He is agreed with by the Church fathers in
this. According to this memnhod of counting, the Book

of Ruth and judges are considered as oné book. ?@15

to find that it has been given Tive different places By

(7]




m—

(o

may have been the case that it was held S0 in the an-

|
I - —
|

EifﬁﬁmﬁgQ?ew Bible. For HE?EP“?W“S who flourished

HOR

hout 400 C.E. distincily states in his “Prologus Ga-

bt

eatus” prefixed to the Books of Samuel and ¥ings, that

the Book of Judzes with that of Ruth Jjoined on to it,

H

ormed the second book of the proup called the “Pro-
phets”. Wellhausen entertains a suspicion that there

is artificiality in giving the number of Book 2 of Bible-

as 22. For there are also 22 letters in the -Hebrew

|
Alphabet.This t00,he thinks, brings it about that Jere
i

miah and Lamentations were reckoned as one book.

Wellhausen therefore, does not

hold that the above arrangement was the first. He be-

lieves that its original position was in the Hagiogra-

pha, where it was also put by the Massorites, and made




to follow the “Song of songs” as the second of the five
Megilloth. His reason Tor this is, that at the time

when the Book of Ruth was accepted, the second canon,

namely that of the prophets, had been already closed.
ﬁe accouats for the later removal o the place between
Judges and Samuel,by the fact that it was considered
historical and they wished to give it its proper chro-
?ological place. (Hieronymus too,says that there were
%ome who placed our book among the ‘lagiographa.).

| ! I :
There can be some objection raised against Wellhausen'’s

drgument, for the matter of Canon formation is universal-

%y agreed upon. Then again as one of the Megilloth,
ﬁhe proper place for Ruth is the second,as it is to be
ﬁead on the“Teast of Weeks” and the beginning is made
Qith Peaach, when the Song of Songs is read.

In the Babylonian Talmud(Baba Bathra,l14b)the Book

df Ruth is placed before Psalms;that is, it is given the
1
fiirst place in the Hagiographa.

=]

0l1d Spanish manuscripts assign to it the first place

among the five Megilloth.

The Septuagint and the Vulgata regard Ruth as a S€ml..

rate Book, and place it directly after the Judges.

i llowing the precedent of thesé Lwo Bibles, the Eng-

H“‘“‘iish“ﬂhriﬁiiﬁﬁ‘?ﬁ?ﬁions place our Book bhetween Jnges
|and Samuel.

'l




CHAPTER v

HISTORICAL AND 1 IT-

ERARY WORTH

In concluding this sketch of

the Book of Ruth, it will perhanps be well to devote

a!few words to the consideration of rwo tonics, namely
|

tre historical and literary worth of the work.

By very many the whole narrative

1# all its details, poetical as it is, in sentiment , if
i

not entirely so in language, is condidered to he actu-

ai history,real live events. Others who are not quite
‘h-..._‘_________,_.—-—'-'—‘————.

e R

i
S0 conservative in their view of t#hmatter, and who

i

believe that one of the objects of the writer was to
|

e?ta

ive credence t0 the historical fact of the marriage off

¥lish the ancewtry of David as far back as he could,

g

Ruth and Boaz. According to the genealogy at the end
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of the 17th verse of chap.4, which we have no reason

|to reject as spurious, Boaz must have lived about th
tgenerations before David, which would but the time o%
lthe former about 100 years earlier than that of the
ilatter. This would place Boaz during the last daus
;of the Judges, during the supremacy of emther F1i or
Samuel. This seems to be most probable.

% ' The Midrash to Ruth does not
bﬁen know exactly when Ruth lived. It says that the
?ime was very early during the period of the Judges,
éither during the judgeship of Ehud and Shamgar; or
it might. have been later during the time of Ibzan.

in fact the Talmud rezards Boaz as identicam with the

iudge Ibzan, referred to in Judges XII,8 as the Judge
#ho followed Jephthah.

| But we need not trouble ourselve
about deciding in this sBetch when Boaz and Ruth lived
ﬂor as Reuss has remarked in subhstance, to the period
o& which judge the marriage of Ruth anfl Boaz belongs,
dbes not properly come in the History of Hebrew Liter
aﬁure.

| The authenticity of all the de-~

tails of our narrative must be questioned. It 2§

|
ITSE

e




not so likely that hhey form a parthistory. One

evidence which leads to this conclusion is an exami-

nation of the character of some of the names used in

the Book. For example we cite the following .

The two names of Mahlon and Chilion, the sons of

L
|

EBlimelech . ]ilzm_: from r|$ n to he siclﬁmeans disease.
: g |

]i«%? Trom 11%3 means destruction.
Berthean says that these have no historical ring.
They seem to0 designate the Sons of Elimelech because
they died ch.ldless. The names of Arpah and Naomi,

thinks the same gentleman, do not soumd historical,

r13'1i means forelock or mane.

Tiw

1pnpya Irom nyameans my pleasantness
i
a0 S IR bitter.

LA~
The name assizned to or hero&ne has a poetical to

_ l
about it when we condider its meaning . AN

is a coantracted form of either f\ﬂ}{j appearance, bea

a female friend (Gesenius)

or nayn

The book as a whole has not th

stamp of a strong historical work, but there is no

reason to deny that it has some historical backbone.

1 4o AT Nl
LI M i S <

odd

L0

As

v1ae and nl

uch

Lty

o

-

'ac




As to the literary value and
place of Ruth among the rest of the Books of the Bible
1 Teel thar 1 can add but extremely little to what
has been already said and written; so on this score
I shall endeavor to “e as brief as nossible.
Goethe is said to have remarked
about our book that it Is the loveliest little whole
combining the gualities of epic and idyllic poetry.
Herder and others point to it as idyllic poetry of a
hizh character. It is dndeed a mosy artistic prose
idyl, ldght and easy going in form amd most delicate
in sentiment. Some of the parts are examples of
good poetry showing COnclusively that the author
whoever he may have been was a clever artist, and one
whose heart responded most cheerfully to the summons
ol the Muse of the poetie art. The simplicity and
tender pathos stand out as a pleasing relieff to the
sombre and repulsive pistures of the time of the judges.
This charming literary produc-
tion as some one has so aptly styled our book presents

veritable models as its most important characters-

Na.omi, Boaz and Buth. In Naami we have nresei-




5§

ted to us a specimen of a 2oo0d plain woman. She daes

her duty towards every one , and under all circumstan-

CES. Her anxiety as to the future welfare of Rutﬂ

is characteristic of a true loving mother. Her re-
ligion is 2 sacred trust to her, and in adversity and
grief as well as in prosperity, her dependance upo%
the Supreme Ruler aand unflinching famth in his bene-
ficence are never for a momeat shaken.

Unlike the heroes of his time

BRraz is not a warrisr bold. He is not described as

having the prowess of a soldier or the abilities of!a
statesman. He is a wedalthy countryman,enjoying 1iﬂe.
He is faithful to his God, praises are often on his {dips.
He is kind and friendly to his servants and beloved
by them. Liberality and generosity mark his treat-
ment, of the poor and friendless stranger. He is

prone to admire and reward virtue in others, and in

short is a most whole-souled man. His good deeds

e A e e e

culminate 1n his marriage with Ruth. He has done
e e =

i — e

hid duty to the dead and the living.
Buth presents a touching example

of devoted affection to a husband’s memory, of love

and duty to a Torlorn parent, of modesty and of indus
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try . Her willingness to accept Naomi’s religion
was but another proof of that earnestmess and affeé-

tion which bade her utter those immortal words: l

“Entreat me not to leave thee, and to return

from following after thee; for whither thou goest

I will go; where thou lodgest, I will lodge; thy
|
people shall be my people and thy God my' God; where

thou diest will 1 die and there will 1 he huried.

May the Lord do soO +0 me and more also if aught but

death part thee amd me. i

*INTIS
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