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PREFACE 

Regarding the following chapters 

whcich l have written on the Boal-: of Ruth I wish 

to say a few words on the ma"1ner of treatment and 

general plan which l have endeavored to pursue. 

ln the first place, I claim no 

originality in the way 0f research . 

have been made to w1dertake the work in such a 

man.rier. Lack of time, having so many other duties 

and obli;~,;ation.s to perfprm, has not. permitted such 

an attempt . Lack of experience i n such work wo uld. 

have proved fatal, had any such attempt been made . 



in lieu of these conditions, I might add, no ori--
gin.al wes earch is expected. 

One part of the work, however, I 

I 
I do claim to be rrzy- own. The results arrived at 

in the inv~stigation of the various data, have been 
' 

ob"tained after careful and deliberate examinat,ion 

of alJ "that was accessible on the diverse subjects. 

I 
I have weighed. all the arguments that I could find; 

giving eac'h a sufficient, amount of considerat,ion 

and have compared them al:!. with one another. 

The views which vrere 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 

carefully weighed. The arguments assigned were 

---



invest,igated and when no object,ion could be found ; 

the opinion was accept,ed . 

Thoro11ghness is another matter 

which 1 do not assert. for my work. With \<hat matr 

erial I had access to however, and the amow1t of 

time I have had to put upon t.he w0rl{ I reel satis-

fied that ' I have done my best. t.o accomplish my pur-

pose. 

More labor and t:, ime have been 

spent on the second and third chap~ers, than on 

any other portions of the essay, for the reason 

that correct. conclusions upon these matters were 

the chmef purpose or my nndert,aking . 

Most probably ·t,he work here u.o· e 

will never :prove of any importance or interest to 



any one e lse, but for myself I can say that slight 

though it may be, I feel in a measure benefitt,ed 

by having ventured into a field which was .entirely 

new to me . 

Hebrew Union College 

May, 1895. 
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C 0 N T E N T S 

CH 1\PTER I 

During the period, when the 

J udges ruled. in Israel, the land was once v isited 

by a ramine, and Elimelech who l ived with his rarni-

ly, or a wire and two sons, in Bethlehem-Judah, left. 

the country to sojourn f'or a while in the country 

of Moab . Naomi was Elimelech's wif'e. Mahl on . and 

Chilion were the names or their sons. Arter they 

had been in their new home a short time Elimelech 

died. Mahlon and Chilion married Moabitesses, the 

f'ormer, ?.uth, ct.nd the latter Orpah. After they had 
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I 
11ved in Moab 1'or about ten years, Naomi's t.wo _sonl 

also died. Her d_aughters-in-law only were . left t~~ 

her. But now .she desired to ret,urn to her native 

laad, for she heard that the Lord had visined her 

people, and the land was once more flourishing. 

Her daughters-in-law longed 

to return with her, but s~e begged them to desist. 

-Then, bidding them go home to their mothers, invo-

king the Divine kindness in their behalf', to com-

slie 

I 
fort them, in return for their goodness to her; 

kissed them good-bye-- they wept, and tried to in- "" 

sist, but Naomi once more bade them return and leav.e 

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, 

, 
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she could not be moved from her :purpose. When Na-

omi once more be.soug·ht, her to fol low the example of 

Orpah, and return, Ruth replied : " Entreat me not to 

leave thee, and t_,o return from fo~ lowing after thee;: 

for whi'ther thou g-oest, I will go, and where thou 

lodgest, I will lodge; thy pwople shall be my peop! 

and t_,hy 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. 1 

When Naomi then saw that Ruth was determined, shes · 

said no more . So they went together to I3ethleh.em. 

When they reached the city, the people scarcely 

1 knew Nao.mi . Grief had left its sad traces u~on her 

countenance. When they said," Is this Naomi? " 

she said.: " Call me not Naomf, call me Mara~" 



.L 

~or the Lord had dealt bitterly with her. 

The cruel rear.er had visited her during her ab- ' · 

sence . They reached '!'3e tJhJ ehem, just in time 

f or the beginning of the barley harvest . 



C H A P T E B 11 

Buth's love for ~eomi made 

her anxious t,o assist, her mot,her-in-law, and 

accordingly she received permission to go into 

the fields, and glean ears of' corn after anyoni:-

I 
gleaner 

whose l\:ind heart she might move . It happened 

t,i1at the portion of' the f' .ield ~1 which slle 

belonged t,o Boaz, a relative of Elimel ech, a 

good man and a 111an of vvealt,h . 

When 3oaz had come to his 

fields a nd exchanged greetings with his reapers, 



he inquired. of the reaper in charge, who the 

strange young girJ. was . Re was toJ.d that it 

was the Moabitess who had returne,d with :t-!aomi, 

that she had beg·ged to g·l ean amo..:1g t,he sheaves 

after the gleaners and furthermore "that she he.d 

continued her work all day with but little in-

terruption . :aoaz theJ1 ei1t,ers :i..nto conversation 

with Ruth, telling her not to glean in any field 

nor t,o leave his, but remain with his maid.ens, 

watch them, and follow them. Boaz further bia 

his men not t,o molest her, at the same time te~ 

ling her tJo rest and r1efresh herself, whenever 

she becomes fatigued~ Ruth gracefully thanks 

Boaz, and upon asl{~ng :him the cause of h is in-

t,erest in a st,ranger, he tells l1er ·t.hat he has 
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heard of' all that she :had d.one 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 just reward f'rom heaven. 

She again thanlcs him f'or the comfort he affor-

a.ed her. Boaz ta lees her to the noon-day meal, 

When "the reapers return to their work, he again 

commands his men t .. o let her ~:lean, and not dis-

turb her. Not only this, bt t they are given 

orders to drop some of' the bunches pe.rposely 

and leave them for lier t>O glean. So Ruth 

~/leaned in the fi eld until evening, and beat it x 

out. It was about an ephah of barley. 
~ 



She brought it home to ~aomi. 

When the latt,er heard that it was in Boaz' s fiel · 

that Ruth had gleaned, she thanked. :-reav en, and 

told R.uth "':-h2.t Boaz was their l:;:insman.. Naomi 

rejoiced and was pleased that he had treated 

her kindly. In acc.ordance wit,h the requests 

of Naomi and Boaz Ru-th comt,inued. t,o gieart in tire 

same f'cheld throughout both the 1)arley and the 

wheat harvest.s, and she 1 i ved with :t-Taomi. 



C H A P T E R lII 

Naomi, who is nat, ura]. ly in-

t,erestJed. in Rut,h's future, tells her to go d.own 

• 
to the threshing floor, at night,. when Boaz will 

winnow his barley . Ruth consents; ref~eshes 

and anoints herself; puts on her best raiment 

and goes, but does not, malrn herself known until 

the feasting is over. Then she craves his pr& 

tection, since he is a redeemer.)(. Boaz blesses 

~ ~ ~V tv ~~~~I~ 

~~ ~ ~ ~~ \ \w t.o..,U., ~ 
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her, and promises to clo his duty ·toward her, 

for all l~.now t ! iat, she is a "virt,uousn woman. 

It is true, however, t.hat Boaz is a J{insman, 

but there is still a nearer relat,ive than he. 

After receiving ~ram Tloaz a quafft.ity of barley 

for Naomi, she returns: to her mother-in-law, 

who bids her to rest easy. Boaz will surely 

settle the mat,tJer that. very day . 



c ~ A p T ~ ~ IV 

To ~ulfill his promise, Boaz 

i
goes to th~ city gate. He is there a short 

time when he sees and hails the l{insman of whom 

he had spoken ·to Ruth. In the presence of 

some of the elders pf the city, he tells him 

·that Naomi has returneci, and is about to sell 

a piece oil ~. and helonging to ElimeJ.ech's estate. 

He is willing to redeem the land, but when he 

ascertains from Boaz that if he do ·this, he must 

It 
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also buy it of Ruth, so as to perpetuate the 

name of Mahlon upon his inherit~nce, he refu-

ses on the grou.i1d.s of jeopardizing his own inhe-

ritance. Boaz, being the next nearest relative 

is asked to assume his right of redemption. 

Before the elders as wi:tnesses, Boaz buys from 

Naomi all ~hat belonged to Elimelech and his 

sons, and also promises to ~arry Ruth, so that 

the name and inheritance of r.Iahlon might sur-

vive. 

So Boaz married Rut,h, and --sire 

bore a son. Naomi's friends rejoice with her, 

and pray for the welfare of the dutiful kins-

man, and t hat he may comfort her in her old. 

age. Nat"'!"li was the child's nurse, and he was 
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called Obed . His som was · Jesse , t he father 

of David. 

The book here c loses with 

t,he ap:rend.ed geneaJ. ogy: 

" Novr these are the generations of 

Perez ; Perez begat Hezron; and :-rezron 

bege.t ?.am, and Ra.m oegat Arninadab; and 

Aminadab begat Nashon; e~nd Nashon begat 

Salmon; and Salmon begat Boaz, and Boaz 

begat Obed ; Obed begat J esse, and Jesse 

beg-at David . 



I ti-

C ~ A P T E R II 

T H E P U R P 0 S E 0 ~ T H E 

AUTHOR 

By most of t:,he corrunentators 

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

tics , the book of Ruth, i n all its Dhases of 

discus~on, in analytic: as well as in synthe-

-
tic cri'ticism, has beet1 generally treated un-

der that catJeg0ry of bool{S, which are the so-

' 



called Historical Book:s of the Bible. This 

fact may seem to indicate some im]')ort . It gives 

us a gentle hint which may prove of some value 

to us later in the advanced discussion of the 

problems herein contained, some solution of 

which, will be the a0~empt 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 circmnstances re-

Iating to the work: itself', that are .not to be 

passed by u~noticed, but whi ch on the other 

hand must be mast carefull y looked af'ter . J 
There are not a few irn:portant questions which 



the"aim of the bool{" s ~:ges ts, and which might 

be weJ.l taken into consideration along with the 

spec i a1 part of the work, namely, the motive 

or motives which led the writer t.o tell his 

stor:yi.. But were all these side questions. anci. 

discussions ( compara~ivel~ speaking ) to be 

invest,igat,ed alo.11g w~th t,1·1e main subject of 

this chapter, we cou1d deri ve from the labori:-

ous work no fixed or desired result~. .There 

wouJ.d he .~onte .. ined iJ[l i t a huge rne.ss or u 1in-

telligible mixture, and a vast confusion and 

deluge of minute details , which intermingled 

with one another woul d only have the bad ef-

fects of nroducino- carel essness in minutiae, 
- 0 

slighl 

---r-- -=::.;-= _: _·.~ _:_.,· __ : .:.- '- ------- ------ ----- 1 -------

(which in t,hemselves ver~ oft,eh are of no 
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sig·nifi cance), and dra.wing attention away from 

the examination of the prime no i nt at issue . 

One of the points of d i scus-

sion suggest,ed by the topic of the present chap-

ter is the question as to the historical au-

thent icity or t he d.etail s of the s t ory which 

the author of the Boott of Ruth so beautifuJ..ly 

narrated. This q ues i:,ion mi ght w,el 1 have been 

discussed here, as int,roductory to the chapter 

under consideration, but for the reasons as-

signed i n the preceding paragraph, I have con-

sidered i t beter, and perhaps productive of o 

better results, to consider this perplexing a / 

and tlmdecided question as a separat,e subseE.l'uent 

chapter , as I consider it of suff'icient impor-



\ 

tance to deserve the examination o1 a chapter 

for ·i~self, short though ~t may be. l~ 
' 

As :Ln al 1 other 1 i terary worlrn \ 
\ 

of any note or signifi eance, the story told by 

this beautiful and touching episode in the dra-

ma of Jewish J.ife must have a prominent design/ 

and purpose, The author of this carefully \ 

\ 
\ 

told and well written narrative surely did not \ 
t 

\ 

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 or an 

interesting narrative . 

The design could be one or 

\ 

J 
I 

II 



more of several things . ln the first pmace 
~ 

it could be the attem:r>t to prove a long stan-

ding and much dis pute1d. hypothes !ts. In the 

second place, it migh·t be in the shape of a pro-

phecy or warning. Thirdly, i t might very well 

be a telling protest against any of the exis-

. ·t,i11g pract,ices or w1popular c us t.oms of its ·t,ime . 

Further, on the ot,her hand, i t. might be for the 
----- - - - - -

express purpose of em:phasizing t,he importance 

and advocating the }')e:rformance of some desirable 

conditions of welfare already establ ished. 

Again the des ig-n may ~be purely didactic o:tJ 

ethical, with the idea of inculcating a new 

moral or religious principle. Lastly the af-

fair at, :.;_ 5.sue may si.mJply be vhe narration~f 



some semi- obscure hist.orical event which may 

have escaped the notic.e of o-tJher writers who 

had come before, and also ·t,he untentat,ive memo-
-....... ----
ry of ·t,he people . 

I 11eed not consurri.e space ' 

and time upon the discussion of the question 
\ 

as t,o ·t,he importa11ce of devot.::.n6· t:.me to the 

cons iderat,ion of the aim or any important boolr 

I 
in general . Ont.his score there r emains veryl 

little to be sa.id by JT~e . Nevertheless I reel 

m;yiself justified in expressing myself rather 

briefly in regard to t his . 
\ 

In an essay purporting to \ 

I 
give a criticaJ. account of any bool::: of 'the Old \ 

Testament, to examine the work ln all its dif-

I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I X 
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ferent relations , collecting and considering \ 

! I 

what different writers and authorities have had. , 

to say and dispute, re:fute and confirm on ·this 

subject,, and "then endeavoring to draw conclu-

sions by corn!)aring the results which these dif-

ferent men hav e attained, it seems to me that 

the aim of ·t,i1e vrnrl{ ls one of' l.;1e l ead:ing q ues-

tio_1s, if not ,he most important, with which we 

have to deal. In discotJering the "why" of the 

existenr: e of any bool\:, I tJhink we are in a cer-

taim measure assisted when we come to consider 

other important data concerning the wor k. 

As for example when we have once decided upon 

the true object of the writer, his moral and 

religious ·temper are at, once reveal ed ·t:..o us, 

J.. I 



especially if the book is of a nature similar ~ l 

to ours under discuss ion. Again when we are 

as sured of the true Aim, in many cases, we have 

at least one set,tled rriatter to work upon when 

we come to discuss the authorship and date of 

composition, which ma:y be or slorne te l ling va-

1 ue in our worlr. This, 1 think, is especial-

l y true of the book wh i ch we haYe under discus-

sion. For t h is reason then, have I , devoted 

in the first place, a se~arate chapter to the 

Aim of' the Book of Rut,h; and secondly mad.e it 

the onenino- chanter or the discussion. 
• . t:> -

It struck me a~ first as a 

most singular fact tha.t, short as it i s, consis-

ting only of four short chapters, and besides, 



since the story itsel:f is so simple, and so 

simply, so plainly, wit.h so lit.t.le ornament.at.100,1 

though gracefully tole[, has given room for so 

much discussion as to its proper aim or aims .. 

But after a somewoat eloser study of the con-

tents and circumstances of the book, I readily 

saw that t ·here were some conditions contained 

in -1:,he story which might ea$.ily afford food for 

reflection and conject;ure upon arguments as 'to. 

the true intention of the writer. Nearly all 

who have done any worll: on the book of R.uth have 

something to say about. its aim. lt is need-

less to say that tllere 8.re differences of' opi-

nion. For there would be even if there were 

absolut;e}y no occasion or provocation for them. 



For in Biblical criticia.m, as in almost every 

othr branch of human res earGh, something new, 

it s e ems, must be dfuscover ed. To t his end, 

the capacity of many ~~ genius has frequentl~ 

been tested . Almost anything in t.he book is 

sacrificed to t he d.iscovery of' some (j.ew opinion, i 
I 
! 

and t,he results reached, and the manner ~ which ! 

I 
"they are often reached, do not seldom call forth ! 

I 

I 
amusement, nay even m.irt,h, at the hands of un-

appreciative nersons. 

Let us novr proceed to the 

consideration of some opinions regarding "the 

Aim of the Book as g·iven and argued for by dif'-

ferent, aut,horities on the subject. 

In an article on the Bool~ 
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of Ruth in the Encyclopaedia Britannica W.Ro-

bertson Smith presents an unexpected and fairly 

ingenious opinion on the aim of the Book. 

?or various reasons too numerous to mention, 

he rejects many v iews suggested. oy others and 

gives one of his own. .;-re says that b:he main 

interest of the entire book culminates in the 

happy marriage of Ruth and Boaz. As a work of 

art, which i t surely is, he says it is not the 

fact that hhey were the ancestors of David , 

though this may lend additional interest . 

!-le also thinks it of grea t importance that Ru'th 

and Naomi emerge nicely from their troubles, 

by the kind. conduct of. their faithful kine.man, 

Boaz . T. . he thi· nks , means to gi ve ne writer-, 



a reflection of his own age, as well as outlin-

i ng the past. These are exempliried by the 

commendable conduct of Naomi, Ruth, Boaz and 

Boaz' s ha.r-~sters, all of whom do as simple, 

God-fearing Israelites 

I 
should conduct themselves. ! 

I 
I do not think we can agree with Smith in his 

solution of tl1e matter, for various ~easons, 

the most important of which is that the attitude 

which he ta tees is far too meagre, and of too 

little import to do suf'ficient just,ice to the 

work of .the writer. It seems altogether irnpro-

babJ.e the.t this should be th~ true aim of the 

Book. We shall not consider here what Smith 

~ I 

has to say in regard to 1'he '9~) theory, but . 

leave it to its proper place. 



we shall now examine the view o~ the matter as 

taken by Dr . H. Oort and ~.C.Cook, Canon of' Exe-

ter . The la,tter of' th.ese gentlemen expresses 

himself in the "Bible Commenta.ry'', and the for-

mer in the "Bibl e for Learners". Still it may 

be i'Ve·J 1 to antic.i:pate the giving of this opi-

nion by saying that Dr.Oort does not regard .it --
as the chief' object in the writer's min d. 

In the opinion of these g:entlernen, the Book 

seems to make special reference to the domes-

tic life Of the pious Israelites during the 

troublesome and warli"ke t;m_es or~ t h J 
..uu e ud.ges, 

during whi ch times the events related are sup-

posed to have occurred. ~or we must acknow-
~ 

narrative depicta ledge above all, that the 

\.I ,-1. 
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episodes i n d.omestJic life which indicate the 

conditions of a simple , contented and ha!)py 

rustic life, which to say the J.east is not ar-

tisticaJ.J}r referred to, and furt,hermore serves 

- -------· 
to show that the writer was a skillful and cle-

ver artist and also a poet faithful to his task 

and true to nature. Dr Gort says of the Book: 

" But whatever may be its historical value, 

the picture sketched in the Book of Euth con-

trasts sweetly with all the rude scenes of bJ.ood-

shed and violence which fill t,he writings that 

treat o~ t~e ancient history of Israel . It 

shows us that the eyes of the Israelites were 

domestic life ope n to the aentler virtues of 
<:> 

and to the beautoes of pure affection. The 



manners t,o which the work introduces us are pure; 

and even where our sense of propriety ia startled 

by a ·touch which jars against our cust,omary no-

'tions, yet the laws of morality are never dis 

regarded." l n aJl probability, the. last 

remark is made with reference to Ruth 's evening 

visit to Boaz's threshing floor as related in 

Chapter III of the Book. 

Cook in addition calls atte& 

tio··1 to the plausible fact, aside ''from the 

charming view it gives us of the domest.ic life 

of pious Jews ", that were we to tal{e our impres 

sion only from the records of crime and violence 

contained in the Book of the Judges, we would 

conclude that all the gentler virtues had fled 

----~~~----------~~1~~ 
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from ·t.,he land while the Israelites were fight,ing 

for ·the sacred. causes of life and liberty with 

the ·t.,ribes of Canaan·, or giving way to the s·e-

due ti ve influence of Ca.naanitish idoJ.atcy . 

Further, the Book draws back the curtain which 

veiled the privacy of domestic life, disclosing 

to the reader most beat~rul ~lews of piety , 

integrity, self-sacrif:Lce, af'fection, chastit,y, 

gent,leness, and. charlirt,y, manifesting their soo-

thing fra€'.;rance amid the rude scenes of war, 

discord a :1d strife. All these noble qualities, 

as exhibited in t,he di1~ferent characters of 

h Out more a,t len~th ::.n te book will be brought -

a subsequent chapter. But to be brief; 

US as be.inz very P. re-t.,t,y, althoug·h ti11:.i..s may str..:.lrn -

-~---~~-------------,~~ 
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yet for the same reason t.hat we saw fit to re-

ject .. Mr. Smith's opinion:, 1 think that the a -

bove may be sa,id. not to hold. Still this much 

can be said about it, which we coul d n ot say 

about T':ir. Smith's; that is, that a description 

or quiet domestic life among the Is:baelites, 

may have s:ytggest,ed it,s elf ·to the mind. of the 

poet, when he set t,o work to the accomplishment 

of his object. 

The view of Graetz on the 

purpose of our book is of sufficient worth and 

Weight, to claim an earnest and_ careful consi-

d_eration. He ·t,hin!-.:s it. most probable that 

the date of aut,horship may be assigned somewhere 

about the ·t,ime of the Restorat.ion by Ezra and .. 



not before . The poet seems to relate his tou-

ching unassuming littJle story witJh0ut any d.efi -

nit .. e purpose in v i ew . Graetz remar!\:s that it 

is quite appa.l'ent, but furt her adds that the 

writer at t:.he same time designed by touches 

the "burning· q uestJions" of the t imes . When 

Ezra had restored "the people to their former 

home he wished. to i nstitute a thorough revolu-

t i on i n domestic as wel l as i n all religious 

mat,ters. !-!is des ire wa .s to"puri fy"the Israe-

lites. He thought thi.s e nd could be most 

advantag~ously secured by adopting t ·wo very 

rio-orous h11t as he thou·j"ht necessary methods· 
C;, ' , _ • J .J ' 

The first of these was that he strictly forbad_e 

all . of ·the surrounding interrnarria.o·e with a.ny J c 



nations , and the· second. was that. h e compelled 

all "who had t,alrnn unto themselves foreign wives''! 

to put them aside, and. to disclaim any relation I 

whatsoever to them . The ent, ire ninth and tenth j 

I chapters of the Book of Ezra ar~ devoted to 

accounts of the ways in which Ezra s t rove to 

suppress these nwnerous ..;,.ntermarria2·es, a 11d 

the:··e 
end.eavored. to separate all that, exist.ed 

Thus ···we may well regard our story as a picture 

of the times, namely , that all did_ not ag-reee 

with Ezra and Nehemian in the carr-ying OJa-t of 

their rigorous policy. There were some Dious 

and Is·raeli· tes, who had intermarrie~ God- fearing -

among the heigh"1-)0ring ·t:, ribes1 who were most 

. - - -·ves and 
earnest :W.1 t.helr deYot,ion t,o t,.ieir wi ., I 



held the sacred ties of wedlock too important 

a matter to be thus trit:'led with hy a few men 

who perhaps were somewhat i n advance of the 

people of ·t,he time s and whose ideas wer e very 

likely re(:::arded. as Utopian. The people whose 

turn of mind was in this direction, were :nro-

bably amOJ.lii;,: the simples·t and best people of 

the land, and it was some sl\:illful artist who 

deemed it incumbent upon himself to champion 

their cause and mirror their sentiment an this 

all-absorbing topic. Thus, in the light of 

the matt,er, the Book of Ruth is a r>rotest against 

the harsh and unsympath.etiV measures of Ezra 

ana Nehemiah, expressing the opinion of many of 

t.he people . Ruth, as the pr·ototype of t,he 



foreign women, is made a. most beautiful charac-

ter, an expression of v1hich we find. in the of't 

quoted words spoken by her to Naomi, when begged 

t,o return to her parents, 

"Entrefl:t me not, to leave thee or to return 

from following after t,hee; for whither thou 

goest,I will go; and where thou lodgest , I 

will l odge ; thY :peop1e shall be my people, 

and thY God my God ; where thou diest will I 

I d.ie and. t,here wiJ.l I be huried: the Lora. 

do so to me and more a1so, i f aught but death 

part t.hee and me." 

~.'fe. lilrn1•rise ge·t; an idea of the spirit 

Of the people , when at the marriage of ~uth 

ahd. Boaz they exclaim, "' .The Lord make the wo-



man that is come into thy house like ?.achel a an . 

1 ike Le-ah, which two a_id build the house of 

Israel." 

Graetz thinks that this all - important 

question of' the day is of too muc h weig-ht to 

be passed by un llOticecL :-re saj.lls : 

\.\ Am0ng those unfort,unate wives who had been 

or were to be repud_iated by their husbands, 

might there not be som~ who resembled Ruth? 

And t_,he children born of foreign women but ha-

v ing Judaen fathers,·- were they to be looked. 

down upon as heat,hen:a? If so, not even then 

·t,he house of David, ·the royal family, whose 

ancestor had married a ·Moabitess, belonged to 

the Judaen nation." 



The opinion of Graetz is of Erea• · h ~ v weig t, and. :t 

is a probalJJ.e sol utJion, if we can establish that 

our book is a product of the time of Ezra and 

Nehemia. 
I 
I 
I 

Reuss anounces himself t,o tlee ~l-

ef'f'ect that the purpose of t he author of our BdUlJ 

is merely political; ·t,hat is, as I cam understand 

him, he means that what the author had in mind · 

was ·t:,o show that the Is raelites were not a nar-

row spirited or narrow·-minded, selfish people, 

living for themselves and by themselves alone, 

but on the contrary t!:la't they were anything but 

that~ they vrere, as is a l so shown forth in oth-

er Biblical boolcs, a broad- minded, cosmopolitan 

and sympathetic people, who were anxious to be 



most tolerant in their views of and also in 

relations to those who were not of ·t.heir race 

and. 'belief. In this t.hen our book shOiirs the 

traces of remarkable development. ?or the tribes
1 
I 

of Israel were not always so liberal and toleranti 

towards outsiders,. since there was a time far 

baclj in their history, when they were wont to 

be unscrupulously rev_g_~§~ful. As an i nstance 

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

present task , we may eite Deuteronomy (Chap . 23 

verse 3) 

"An Ammonite or a Moabite shall not 

enter the assembly of the Lord." 

most pr obably meaning thereby that no Israelit,e 

is permitted to intermarry with either of them. 

I 
I X 



On ·the other hand., however, the"political" design 

may be for the enhancement of some intricate po- X 

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 itse7.f -1:,00 cJ.0sely 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 ~he Book of Ruth has the 

tendency to set forth t~e law of the Levirate . 

Not much time will be devoted to the propriety x ----·--
of examining· and accept,ing this theory, for the 



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 l ievirate is, any furt .. her t .. han saying that it 

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

dow, if the brother died without leaving any issu~. 

The first - born 8.on of the Levirate marriage i s 

considered the son ofi the dead brother, so that 

his name shall he retained, and his inheritance 

not. The Biblical basis for this practice is 

found in DeuteronOJ!JJll. (Chapter 25,verses 5 and ~) . 

where we find, 

"lf' brethren dwell together and one of them 

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

shall not marry without, to a stranger. Her 



. l 

I 
I 
I 
I 

"husband'~ brother shall I go in unto her, and 

1 take her to him to wife, and perform the duty 

I 
I 

of a husband's brother to her. And i t sha, 

be that the first.-born which she beareth ha':ll 

s~ceed in the ~me of his ~rQther which :s r 
dead, that his name be not blotted out of 

Isra.el." 

.The express ion " to perform the duty of a hus oan~. ' s 

brother unto her " indicates that the Levirate 

marriage was a custom which had been in vogue, 

and in fact we find an example of it in the 38th 

chapter of the Book of Genesis, where the son of 

Jud.ah dies, leaving his widow chi ldJess, and Ju-

dah bids Anan marry the widow Tamar, saying to 

him i n the identical words used 1iln Deuteronomy 



( Chapt .. er 25, _pcyto perform "the dut,y of a husband's 

brother unto her" . This custom was not, pecu-

liar· to the Israelites, but on the contrary it, 

vras in use, so i·eliable authorities t,ell us a-, 

mong most.. Semitic and oriental tribes and peoples 

.The entire affair is clothed in mystery, and no 

one as yet knows it in its entirety. The accounts 

given of it are very obscure, and the details of 

the matter are numerous, vague and at times even 

cont,radictdlry, 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 1eaves a 

host of questions unanswered, as can be readily · 

perceived from an examination of the details. 



Just for example, what are we to und.erstand by "bre-th-

ren dwelling· together"? The word "brethren" may 

be dif'f'erently construed, and "dwelling together" 

is most indefinite. Berthold and Binary hold 

that our book is to show that the Levirate marria~~ . =I 
was still in vogue at the time when the author lived . 

' 

by causing the near 1cinsman of Elimelech to draw 

off his shoe (IV,8) when he refuses to redeem the 

property of Elimelech and marr-y Ruth. .The book 

itself clearly shows that this custom of the "Cha-

liza" as described in Deuteronomy (X.'A'V, 7-10), 

" And if the man 1 il~e not to ta1rn his brother ' s 

Wife, then his brother's wife sha""!.l go up to the 

gate unto the elders and say:My husband's brother 

refuseth to raise up unto his brother a name in 



Israel, he vrill not perform tje duty of a husband~ 

brot,her unto me . Then the elders nf the city 

shall cal1 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 w1t,o him in the presence of 

the elders, loose his shoe from off his foot and 

spit in his face; and she shall answer and say-

so shall it be done unto the man that doth not 

build ·up hia brother's house. 11 

was not then in common ~ractice, for it is ex~ress-

ly stated . in the 7th verse of the 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 separate and d.istinct institutions, al-

though both do tend to the continuance of the faml-

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

virate anei i ·ts conditions cannot be the a.im of l 
the 

I 
author; for one of ·t,he objects of the Levirate 

marriage is to preserve the name of the dead hus- j 

I 
band upon the inheritance, and therefore the firs~ 

I 

I 

born son of the second marriage is considered the l 
I 

son of ,the dead brother. N'ow even if the deve-

lopment of the Levirate ha~ gone on so far that i~ 

now reached a period when the neares t living relal 

tive of the deceased husband, had to marrjl; the wil 

dow, and the first born was to bear the first hus l 

l 
bamd's name; this coul d not be the aim of the boo~. 

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

-·~ -'-------~--------------



pee ul iar !~ind of q paradox, or rather we would have 

a couple of irrelevant ap~endages to account for 

at tl1e close of the story. I refer firstly to tMie 

latter part of the 17th verse, and secondly to ver-

ses 18 to 22 of chapter 4. In this case, and 

under the cond_itions of the Lev irate, Obed would 

not be regarded the som of Boaz, but rather a son 

of MahJ.on, and then we i:ouJ.d. not make Jesse and 

David the descendants of Boaz. Then again, under 

those conditi0ns above mentioned the transcribed 

genealogy given in t he last five Yerses of the 

Book are strictly speaking incorrect and totally 

Without any beneficial effect to· the work. 

Stmll, this question of the 

affair of the "Kinsman" may prove of some value 



for the purpose at hand, for the plausible r eason, 

that it may perhaps tend to show us how, in what 

manner, and under what ccmditions property was ex-

changed between contracting parties during the time 
I 

the Book was written. I t may afff ord us an exam-

pl e of t,heiil.r land-transfer system. 

The author of t,he Book of Ruth 

may haue had a "collateral di dac:t;ic" aim in view 

in developing the hhread ofi h is narrat i ve. Such 

to 
a 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 book intends to set forth the purely ethi- \·r 
/ 

,I 

cal and charitable teaching, and flil.rthermore to 

inculcat e this lesson, that it should be ~ncumbent 

upon the "next or· kin", or ·t,he ne~ nea:_est relapivf ) < 



to marry the widow, whose husband had died, lea-
-~---·----------~ 

ving her without issue_ , or e"'e· ·th h I ~ n wi out t e chancd 

of becoming a mother by him. Driver holds this 

view to be possible, owing to the importance whictl 

is given to this subject in both Chap.III and IV 

of our BoolL Thiel is indeed possible, but, I thinlr 

not at all probable. 

There are some , who consider 

that the chiell purpose in the mind of the writer 1 

I y 
when he 1rnrked out, t,he B~1: of Rut,h was genealogi l 

cal. This view is held and sustained by Dr . Ernst 

Bertheah. There are others who coincide with Dr. 

~ h · ailn Berthea~ in all but making genealogy t e prime 

of the author. They hold that the idea may have 

en2·aged t.he attention of the writ,er, but merely as 



a side issue. Dr.Bert,haa.ij thinks that the writer 

wished to clear up the mystery of David's 

regarding which there must evidently have 

abcestry! 

I been some 

confusion. Then a gain, it seems that there was 

not a suf'ficient connection established between 

the time of the Judges and that of the Monarcf\.v . 

Of course, the prophet Samuel forms a connecting 

link between these two periods, still there is no 

genealogy to connect the family of David with any 

one during the time olfi t . . e Judges, and this purpose, 

some think, is the object ofthe writer. But I 

do not think this c an hold, because of the meager 

notice given t,his genealogy in verse 17 of t.he 

four'th chapter. h .1.t i·s, and no-Putting· it w ere 

Ching whatever being said,abouC it leads me co conr 



sid.er it of 1 itJtJ e or of r1.0 consequence; much less ~ 

I think, can it be reg:i rded as the purpose upper-

most in the writer's mind. 

It may 

to say something as to the 

not be out of :pl ace he:e~i 

~ ast five verses con-

tained in the boolc, are ta!-en directly from t.he 

first boolc of Chronicles, where it is to be found 

exa,ctly the same (Tide Chronicles, Book I, chapI!) 

In all probability these five. verses were not adde . l 
··- -- ! ) 

by the writ·er of the book of Ruth, but vecy likely 

by a later writer who took them from the second 

chapter of the first book of Chronicl es in order 

to "give glory" to the royal family of Dav id and 

their descendants. Perhaps also it may oave been 

added by an enemy of the princel y family in ~ 



11 

• ! ~ 1 ~ ' ' \ 

later day when it had brought cala.ffi-i~y upon I 
itself' I 

I 

by the unscrupuloµs corruptions in which it revellied , 

and probably "too by the haughtiness and aristocra-

·t,ic bearing which it maintained.- In either case 

it seems that it was the object of the comr>ll.er 

to call attention to hhe lowly and humble origin 

of t,he royal family; but whether to bring it int;o 

disfavor or to add glory and hono:n to it,s remar-

kable achi evments, we cannot positively establish. 

But to s~y the least and the best,, I am inclined 

to favor 1'tl9•1'£Xl!9r· the J.atter. At any rate we may 

express a ho:ie that the author of these few verses 

desired to exalt the Davidian Dynast~. This may 

be true , for in accordance with this genealogy, 

Dav1. d 1· 5 a l.i.~l·1eal descendant of Nashoh we find that 



,, 

ben Aminadab, the head and prince of the tribe of 

Jud.ah during the time of Moses . But on the othe1 

hand th~ correctness and validity of this detailed 

genealogy cannot be altogether vouched for, because 

some of the characters are in all probability omi:W,ted : 

I 
Now Salmon cannot well be the father of Boaz, for j'\ 

it is most probable that this Salmon is identical ----_ .. -- _ .. 

with the man of the same name, who fought under 

Joshua when he was subduing the tribes of Canaan. 

3'or were thms the same man, we would have only fotn 

generat i ons within a period of from four to five I j 
hundred years which is ~~I:Y mmprobabl e__,__ So we ,I/ 
may.say on the oae hand that several generat i ons 

between Salmon and Boaz have been omitted, or on 

the other, that we cannot put much reliance upon 



any part of the genealogy . But howei:er this may 

be, t he true purport of' the collector of these 

five verses cannot be thereby affected . 

Last 1.y we O.tJ.proach the cons i-

deration nfiat hhe writer of the Boolt 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 extebded t,o those only whose 

station in !.if'e has always been socially and poli-

tically the highest. The writer wishes to show 

that, although not descended entirely from Israe-

litish stoCl{ but also from the l!oabite~, a people 

\.. 
w~th whom the ~ebrew tribes were at one "time not 

allowed "to intermarr-y, navid still was f'it to be 

ruler of the lsraelitea. 
All did not depend upon 



a man's birt h and family . His own deeds, his pri-.,____ 

~character were likewise taken into account. 

It seems that most of those who have expressed t:h.m\-

selves on the subject seem to think that this was 

the author's intention i n writing the book. Some 

of these are Josephus, Eichhorn, Wellhausen, Grae·t~, 

Oort and Driver. Josephus says t,llat the aim is 

at David's ancest,ry, to give an example of God's 

providence in raising up a king of Israel from an 

obscure and lowly ance-s .. try. Eichhorn says it is 

for the glorification of Dav i d . Wellhausen thinks 

that the author wishes t ·o illustrate the history of 

the house of David, a nd aiso to malrn the point tha.t 

the no bl est stock in lsrael was sprllllg; from a mother 

who .was origi nal ly not an IsraeJ.ite. Dr.Gra.etz 



says that the a.uthor had in view the fact that Da

vid 
was descended frmm a Moabitess, andr further th<:t 

Ruth becomes a pious and devout Jewess, adorned 

with such virtues as grace a daughter 0f Israel . 

She is refined, chaste and gifted with self-sacri-

fice. Er.Oort says," The writer's main object 

is evident ebough. He wishes to tell us sornethin§ 

· of David.' s ancestry, and obviously intends to sh0w 

hono::t; to 'the family to which he belonged rather 

than to bring it into contempt." Driver says: 

"The books of Samuel contain no particulars respec-

ting the ancestry of David, merely giving the name 

of his father Jesse and of his brethren (I SC3;.m_uel 

XVI,1 - 13); hence the aim of the book appears to 

haue been partly to fill up t.his deficiency, and 



partly , and perhaps particularly to show how Ruth 

a daughterof Moab and a native therefore of a ._ COU& 

tt·y hostile theoreticalJy t,o lsrael obtained an 

honorable position among Jehovah1s people, and be-

·came an ancestor of the illustrious King, David.,, 

Thus. with many the ancestry of David as connected 

with t he 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 littJ.e 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 IV. "He (Obed) is the father of Jesse 

the father of David. I can accept this view as 



I 
as a part o f the author ' s intent, but not as his o! 

on ly purpose . I thinlt with Graetz' too; t ·hat it 

was likewise in a measure, a protest of some of 

. 
the more r e fined people a gainst the harsh and ri-

gorous decrees of Ezra and Nehernia, by I illustrating 

I 
of what foreigners were capab'e . 



C H A P T E R III 

A U T q 0 R S H I P A N D D A T E 

0 ~ C 0 M P 0 S I T I 0 N 

In g-eneral, it maJD. 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 di vis ion of :the work to a research of 

the authorship and date of compositi on of the Book 

in q uest,ion. 

In the pr esent instance, how-

- ever,namely in a treatise on t,he Book of Ruth. we 

I: 
1, 

_ , 



navee no ot,her alt,ernative. Ror so lit,tle is lmown, 

or at any rate at present, can be dis~overed concer . 

ning the name of the author of our book, t.hat what 

could be advantageously written on this specia1 to-

pie, would in the first place be entirely too va,gue, 

too indefinite and t"oo unsatisfactory to d.raw any 

positive or convincing proofs thereforrn, and in the 

second place would not be of suf:ficient, volume to 

deserve the . importance or devoting to it a separate 

chapt,er to itself. Fcir these reasons I ha,ve thought 

it not out of place t,o treat these two data under a ~ 
'---- - ---------- --- --- --

connected head, 
'----------

If not always a most 

matter, it is always good and in reason to 

any important Book has been written. The 

impor'tantj 

lrnow wherl 

est.ablisj_ 

ment 0f the date of composition of any book, may in 



many cases prove most useful. A great many suppl -

mentary matters may depend on this decision, and in 

not a few cases it may prove very useful in fixin~J' 
other important, dat;es, a.nd furt hermore it may ser: 

to throw light, on some questions of paramount, irnpo~
tance. This might be the case with our present, J 
dertaking, but I think it hardly probable. In thlis 

treatment, of ours, I do not consider the aut,horshiJ 

~ I I. -
and date of composition of the Book as of much impo .. -

tance as the settl ing of the problem ofi its aim, 
t 

and therefore in consideration of this, not as mucli 

time has been spent on, and n~t as much space will 

be given up t.o t.he torrner, as has been done in the 

It has been above noted that it 



is well nigh impossibJ_e to ascertain with any degree 

of correctness the name of the author of' our Book. 

However with regard to the matt,er of' fixing upon 

the probable date of its composition, it is not 

gether so impossible . ~or in this problem, or 

alt.or 
better 

the sol ut,ion of it, we have what we have not in fin-

I ding out the authorship, namely, we are in p0ssessiof 

olfi some tangible dat,a andt phenomena as a foundaL I I here 

tion upon which to erect our superstructure . These 

are almost whol ly wanting in our endealSTor to get a.t 

the true authorship. 

In tha attempted solution of the 

I question now before us, we have two practi~al data 

upon which to base 0ur caJ.culations . one is an 

tn, e ' parti· cuiar stamp and character examination of 

of the language made use of' in our Boole. Thi s is 



indeed not seldom of great service to the student. 

For it is ver·y likely that by a careful comparison 

of the lang uage used in the book under discussion, ~ 

with other works whose time of composition 
I 

has been I 
approximate1y determined and a greed upon , we may be 

thus enabled, but only ·with great care and lrnenness 1 

to fix upon the proba ble date of our book. It does 

riot follow however that the date thus found ~·1i~. l be 

exact . In thi s matter t he lamguage of the boo!{ 

can help us in so "far that changes in language, al 'though x 
------ ------

in itself, a slow growth and a steady development, 

ark changes in the differeht periods of a people's 

existence. 

The. other one of the ·t.wo d.ata 

hich we have to work upon in the present task is 



the matter and historical evio.ence conte.ined in our 

book. Some think however that these may serve to 

lead us ast .. ray in ol.m calculatiOJ1S. For our story 

may be a mere fiction ,a poem as it were , describing 

beautiful pictures. But even if this be the true ,. 

state of affairs this objection n eed not hold~ for 

the picture painted by the artist may be a reflecti~ 

of the people of his time . Again, granting that 

there was some foundat,ion to the mai n :ra~ts of the 

narration, and perhaps some of the minute detai~s, 

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, was induced to indulge in some a nachronisms; 



and too l::: it upon himself to introduce into his bit 

of history some of the practices and customs in vogue 

n his own time~. 

Perha ps in the solution of .the 

of our book it would have been more proper to 

these invest,igationa separately under each of 

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

ut I have not, adopted this method . I There are C01Il1Ile -

ja::::rw~: :::es::::::~ :h::v:l::~ ::~da:0o::i~iting 
Thinking that both could be dealt with together with

jut confu~, l have endeavored merely to consider 
~ons ed: of some who have expressed them-

elves on the matter. 

The Talmud has something t o say 



on the subject of the authorship of our book. In 

\ 
Baba Bathra,14b, we find it said t hat as well as being 1 / 

I 
l ~4,,.J... 
: ( 

the writer of the Book of J udges, Samuel the prophet. ) 

was the author of Ruth . Thi:s c011clusion is arrivel ) 

at presumably from a simiJarity of style or a con-

currebce of events notable in the two boolcs. I But as 

will be pointed. out later on, some of the language 

will show that it · was im.p0ssible for Samuel to have 

been the author. I n 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 alreaJ 

been rather old and it <:loes not appear likely that 

such an earnest , s erious and. disappointed statesman 

and prophet could have written so light, simple, love-

ly ana. sublime an idyl, in which life, love, nature 



~ 

in their most, charm ibg s im,...._ i 1· c 1· ty are t d ,_, p.or raye so 

pJ asticaJ. ly. Besides the sn_irit of the Ruths i1 . cro_ 

does not seem to be the same as Urn uncompromising, 

heocratic-democrati c and warl i ke patriot." 

Dr.Wise ascribes the author-

ship to Df!,vid_, and s'tates tha.t i t met with the san-

ion ahd a.pproval of Samuel, who held it up to the 

\tlaughters in Israel as a model. This would put the 

l 
rat,e about, t,he last, ha!.f of t.he e: event,hn century B. C. 

rr.\Tise finds nothing of internal evidence to show 

~hat it is of a Jater date, It is not very likely 

! hat our aut,hor .lived at such a time, so shortly 

jfter the rule of the Judges in Israel. For had 

~his been the case, it is not probable tha,t he wouJ.d 

ave referred to a time so near his own, with the 



opening words of our Book (I,1) 

And it came to -ra.ss in the days when the Judges 

judged." 

Besides, granted that the author did live cluring· the 

time of David, it is not very fair to su~pose that 

he would have 1rnown which ome of the Jud.ges was rul-

ing at the time during· which the narrated events ha[:?-

pened. 

Dr.Cassel has the distinction\ 

or holding an opinion on this matter, of which he can ~ 
I 

well boast of being the originator, for I could fi]d : 

no~_ne else who agreed with him, or who expressed t e / 

Doctor's view. In II Kings (XI,1 - 2) we read, 

\.'Now King g 0 l omon loved mc:i.:-1y strange women 

y 
I 

1 

besides the daughter of Pharaoh, women of the Moabites, 

. 



.Ammonites,Edomites,Zidonians and Hittites; of the 

nations concernin2 which + 11e L ~ vr ord said Wlto the Ghil~ 

dren of Israel, Ye shall not go among them, neither 

shall ·t,hey come among you " 

From this passage he concludes that our Book was 

not wri'tten later than by the time of King Solomon. _____ .... ~ - - --

Of course this is very insufficient evidence uricm which 

to base an argument. 

Now th~re are not a few who 

maintain that, Ruth may have been writt,en either by 

the author of the Boo!rn 0f' Samuel, or at any rate 

during the period in which that writer lived .. 

Cook in the "Bible comment,ary" thinks that this date 

may probably be 'the courect one. Prof. Driver is 

much inclined to ascribe it to this time. ":'he rea-

-



sons assigned by these gentlemen are that there are 

not only similarities in the form of' the language, 

hut also in some rhetoriil.cal expressions, which are 

found almost exclusively i n the books of ~uth and 0:1 

Samuel, a few of' which l consider it !'ro:rier to give . 

Ruth I,17:"The Lord do so to 

me and more also '' . Cognate expressions are found on .... 

ly in the Boolrn of Samuel and Kings, as for example, 

I Samuel, III, 17, XIV, 44; ;~ Samuel lII, 19- 25 

I Kings II,23; XIX,2 and~ Kings VI,31. 

Ruth :t:, 19 ·" and all the 
' 

city 

m-as moved. '' a similar express ion we find in I Kings I 45 · 

meaning to tell a 

person something. comra.re l samuelI¥15; :xx,.22,and 

~rlI 8 17 also 2 Samuel VII,27. 
u;. ' ' 

But this last ex 



pression is fOWld besides three times in the Book of 

Job. There are furt,her evidemces for thia dat•e. 

Ruth IV, 15 -n :i1\!l Campa.re ISamuel r, s 

" I,19 

" IV, 1 

,, II, 3 · 

I Sa.m. IV, 5 and 
I Kings 1,14 

1 Sa.m. ::::cr, 3 and 
2 Kings YI, 8 . 

1 Sam.VI,9 t-_·..,c,20. 

Driver thinks that " the general beauty and purity of 

I 
I 

the style of Ruth point more d.ecid.ed.J.y to the !lre- exi-

lie period than do the isolated expressions to the 

period after the exile", which will be cited h ter 

0n. This , howeve r, is n~t accepted by all, nor calll 

these simi1arities be relied on for our !lroof. 

There are other passages which must be taJ{en into co1-

sideration, before we can decide once for all that 

the author of the Books or Ruth and Samuel are one 



and the same. It :ls the opinion of Dr.Berthel 
! 

on ·t,his matter, that: the language in the Boolt of 

Ruth, both in form and in meaning, accord.ing to its 

coloring a :·1d bearing 
1 
dif:fer~s so widely and so plain-

l y from that in the Bool{S of Sa muel, the~t we cannot 

reasonably accept the su~pnsi~i~n t~at the st0ry of 

Ruth and Boaz was written by tihe author of the Books 

! of Samuel . 

Furllher, had our Book been 

1 known of i n the t,ime in vrhich the Books of Jud.ges, 

I I Samuel and Kings we,,e written, Smith suggests that i i 

! is very probable that it, would not have been exclude~ 

and it is also very lil<elY tjt 
from the collectiond; 

it would not have been made a se:naratte boo~r: . 

It, could not very well have 

71 



been 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 erandfather 

Boaz (Ruth IV,17) and the author of' Samuel Knows oni 

ly David's father and breth::~en. And if the author \ 

0f Samuel would have }~own it as far back as the au-

t hor of Ruth did, he surely would have incorporated it 

in the 1st Bool~ of Samuel; because it is at; least as 

important as t:Jaat of sauJ_ , which is given inlSamuel 

I X, 1. I think this argument clinches the theory --- _ ... -- ~--

that the authors of Ruth and SamueJ. were not the s ame 

;persons. 
l 

In truth -1:,his same gentleman holds, 

I 
(and I think rightly t,oo ) that our author deals with 

~imes far earlier than his own. 
It is a doc:yunent 

Which " takes obvious delight in depicting details of 



!antique life and obsolete usages; it vi ews the rude 

and stormy period before the inatitution of the Kingl 

ship through t he softening atmosphere of time, which · 

imparts to the.scene a gentl e sweetness · ery different 

from the harsher colors of t,he old narratives of t,he . 

R0ok of Judg·es . " . 

Th e prevailing opinion of most 

authnrities, however, ~s that tie b0ok of Ruth, as fa, 

as i:bs date of compositj_on. is c dmcerned, .:s post-exiJ 

lie. That is to say, our Boole was written some time 

after the Jews had returned to the Land of ?alestine 

the Babylonian capt,ivity . This is however as 

as we can venture in putting it, that is, as deJ 

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

pretty indefinite. 
Adopting this view, an inferior 



date cannot be decided upon with precision, but it 

is not very likely, f or reasons which will be assigne;d 

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

supremacy of Ezra and Nehemia . On the other hand we 

cannot with certainty assi.gn any definite ulterior di te . 

but this mucll we can say t.hat it was completed before! 

the period when the "Doctors. of the Law" of Judaea 

flourished, for we find in our Boo!{ no traces of pe-

dantry or legality, ·Which marlc the writings odl "doc-------·---- -

ors of the Law. " 

p.as 

I 
ti ed 

r 
~ny 

Ewald the theologian, however, 

a somewhat different view, and this is also adop

e.. 
l.·n hi.s "Real-Encyclopaedi:lt" . by Dr . Hamburger r 

is that our Book is a product of the Exile, or at 

rate of the time when Zerubabel was at the head 



of affamrs. It. . 1s not probable that such a beautifull 

toJ. d and a.el icate narrati.ve could be the product of 

a person whose life was embittered by the hardships 

of Captivity. Kinnen and Strack have a similar ----- ·-

theory to the one ju··t noted. They believe that o 

Book w~s written after the exile , but prior to the 

time of Ezra and. Nehemiah. 

based on the fact of the intermarriage of Ruth the 

Moabitess, and Boaz . E!zra and Nehernia preached a -

ga.inst intermarriage bet,ween the J ews and the surro 

ding peoples, and toolr all precautions to prevent . 

them. (Compare Ezra IX,X; Nehem:i.ah XIIJ: ;23 and f'f . ) 

I do not think we can accept this view for more than 

one reason . The language of our Book seems to indi-

cate a later date , on account 0f the Many ~eference 



to other books of ~he Bible 
' whose composition in a 1 

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

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

protest against the harsr1 measures 0f Ezra; it fol ows 

that it could not have been written before his time. 

Wellhausen regards Ruth as Post-exilic, not only on 

account of language b~t also on the grounds that the 
I 

Salmon mentioned in the genealogy at the close of 

Boolr as the father of Boaz was of a tribe foreign 

o~r 

J 
old Judah which was not ·"father" o:r Betheillhem until 

after the exile . Thus :he finds the best indication 

of the date of our book in the genealo~ in the last 

five verses of Chap.IV. But we can base no argument 

upon this, for in aJ.l probabil:;.ty,this genealogy i~ 

not the work of the author, but was added later by some 

-~~--------------~1~ 



In genei;-al t he lang uage o:r the llook i s puL 

ebrew. But we :find evidences :for a later authorshil 

hat is post- exilic , and perhaps very lil<e l y during ol 

:rter the time o:f Ezra and Nehemiah in the :following L i nts 

l:r lanauaae as giving ren rences to other late books 

lnd sh:wi :g that our{ a uthor was probably acquainted 

1 1t h these . 

The ending 1,
7 

de not ing 2 ~ers0n . ~ing.I~pf. 

<D:f the verb i n i!.Mp<l~rII, 8 and I II , 1 8 are a l mos t exclr 

i~ ively used before a l ong paus e ; and occurs v~ry seld¢>m. 

Vide Isaiah XLV, 10; J eremiah x:r:xr, 22; 1 Sam. I , 14 

The s e cond person fem.sing.perf. i n 

I I I , 4 a re found only in J eremi ah 
"\ f'i :i ~ \LI 1 

'J;I\!~] r·3 
and Ezek 1 ( Sta.de ) 

; : ,. T : 

l f " 1·n I, 1 3,· compare Daniel l ~ ~ meaning "there ore 

JI ,~ and 9 ; IV,24 . 

I ' 



~!:lt?- 'l~~ II,3 ilf f'ound here only, but n1r +- l1'"'lpn \ 
I J 

.re found in Koheleth The piel of this is formed a: ~ 

eady in Ezek.XlII,~. Psalms a:xrK,ttiOO and often in 

~strer and~ramaic . 
.n1~.l'1U. meaning "feet" lII,4,7,8,14 is found· 

Daniel ~\:, o only . 

o. .. 'LI .J '){ IU J I, 4 occurs once in Jud.ges }:::a, 23 

Besides this in later Books only . 

I 

J 

( 

"''1 0 without ~ ~ I, 20 & 21 ofteh in Job tc . 

lC>J:::i J\\lFl~ III,9 is found in Ezek. :::vl,8 and also 

Peuteronomy :.:-.~III, 1 and XXVII, 10. 

~ "l'C I,20 ::f\lblike the Aramaic,s0 in ~zek. 

The re are also some t ~ o.. ~ )... L 1 ~ ~ ( '{ ~ 
·Dd words too v ery s e ldomly foll.Illdd; for example l~Y 

1 nly in I,13. l!l::i.~ only II,14.~ tl'.n1~ I I,15. 

Then there are Aramaic words 
~ 

~ ~ i<J II, ltS 

j eaning t,o "pull out" The niphal of 

~urs besides only in Job VI, 18. 

.n ~~ III , 8 o -

·t 

I,13 meaning "tarry" occurs in Is. 

: ~tvIII,10 , in the later Psalms, Ezra,Nehemiah etc. 

(Some who desire to give an earlier date 

$ay that the Aramaisms, occur only in the speeches, 

hich were pu·t in later . But this is very weak.) 



These language phenomena evidently 

JY d~e . Still we c~ fix no 

do not permit an e~

certain date, rely ing up

Bertheat"'concludew from them, that the BoJ 

I
n

5 

them. 

post-exilic, as also do Smith and Dr.Oort. 

Another evidence gi ven , that it 

post - exilic, is that of Dr.BertheaU. The passage 

the fourth chapter of our book verses I,12 relate 

old custom practised far dist?.11.t f r on the ti~e of · 

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

"in former time" • Bertheau says that these 

nstitutions were in vogue during the t~me of Jeremia 

d the change was brought about by the exile. 

Dr.Graetz of course must put tle 

thorship and date of our book during or shortly aft 

t e times of Ezra and Nehemiah. Consistency at least 



requires him to do this, since it is his opinion tha 

it is a protest -of the more refi·1ed part of the peop e 

ag_ainst the stern decree of Ezra and Nehemia, whidh 

compelled many to abandon "their foreign wives. 

After carefuliy considering a l1 

the arguments that I could find on the subject in 

question., I am led to the conclusion that the Bool\: ofi' 

Ruth is post-exilic as regards authorship and dat,e . 

Furt.hermore for reasons ab0"e st,~.t,ed, I ":" inclined lo 

believe that we can fix as the date somewhere between 

the years 500 and 250 B.C. 



C H A P T E R lV 

P L A C E I N T H F, C A N O N 

It may not be out of place to 

words concerning the p l aclilng of the Book o:f 
I 

ay a few 

? or in regard to t.hJ 
J
l,th in the Canon of the Bible . 

lace which it occupies in the Canon, I was surprised 

j o fin d that it has b<ien given nve dii'ferent 9laces 

~n five different versions. 

Josephus in "Contra Apion, Boolt 

, Che.p . 8', ment,ions that there were 22 books of the 

[

ible. He is agreed with by ~~-hu~_h _:~t~er~- ~ ~ . 

v. is. According to this menhod of collllting, the Boo •s 

t.uth and judi!:e_s_ are considered as one book. ~~is 



I 
~ay have been the case that it was held so _in ·t.he an-

J ient Hebrew Bible. For Hieronymus who flourisned 

I 
ci.bout 400 C. E. distinc1!..ly states in his "Prologus Ga-

J
eatus " prefixed to the Books of Samuel and Eings , thailc 

he Book of Judzes with that of Ruth joined on to it, 

l 
rrmed the second book o:f the group called the "Pro-

phets" Wel+.hausen entertains a suspicion that there 

l s art~:ficiality in giving the number of' Book 2 o:f Bib[e · 

i 22. For there are also 22 letters in:· -He~rew 
I • Ar phabet.Th1s too,he thinks, brings it abo ut that Jerer 

ml ah and ~amentations were reckoned as one book. 

W'ellhausen therefore, d0es not 

h ld that the above arrangement was the first. He be..!. 

Jeves that its original position was in the Hagiogra-

1 plia, where it was also put by the Massorites, and made 



{o follow t.he •:song of Songs" as t.he second of the f ·Je 

legilloth. His reason for this is, that at the time 

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

namely that of the prophets, had been already closed. 

te account,s for t.he lacer removal t.o the place between 

iudges and Samuel, b"Y the fact, t.hat it was considered I 
jistorical and they wished to give it it.s proper chroi 

nological place. (Hieronymus t,oo, says that there were I 
I 
~ome who placed. our boolc among the _:ragiographa). 
\ 

There can be some objection raised against Wellhausen 'i 
~rgument, for the matter of Canon formation is uD.1versal-

~Y agreed upon . Theu again as 0ne 0f the 1\P.gilloth, I 
I I 

tjhe proper place for Ruth is the second,as it is to bi1 

1 ead on the"'i'east of Weeks" and t.he beginning is made 
1 

w;ith Peaach, when the Song of Songs is read. I 
In the Babylonian Talmud(Baba Bathra,14b)the Book 

If Ruth is placed before Psalms;that is, it is g iven 

~irst place in the Hagiographa . 

Old' Spanish manuscripts assign to it the first plac 

e 

a r ong the five Megilloth. 

The Septuagint and the Vulgata regard Ruth as a se!ll ·· 

rate Book, and place it directly after the Judges . 

Fl llowing ~he precedent of these two Bibles; the Eng

- · :i;;trl'.;"l'I 5 ian versions p ace our BC'>Ol{ between Judges 
and Samuel. 
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CHAPTER V 

H l S T 0 R l C A L A N D L I T -

ER ARY iVORTH 

In concluding this sketch of 

the Book of Ruth, it will perha pps be well to devote 

a l few words to the considera~ion of rwo to~ics, namely 

t e historical and Jiterary worth of the work. 

By very many the whol.e narrativ~ 
' 

in all its details, poetical as it is, in sentiment , i r 
n bt entirely so in language, is considered to be actu- l 

al history,real live events. Others who are not quiti ...../ 

s f conservative in their view of' tJii-matter, a nd who 

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

e ytablish the ancewt,ry of David as far back as he coul,, 

give credence to the historical fact of the marriage oi 

Ri th and Boaz . According to the genealogy at the end 
: 



of the 17th verse of chap. 4, which we have no reason 

to reject as s puri:o us, Boaz must have 1 i ved a bout th, ee 

generations before David, which would put the t:,ime 0 

the former about 100 years earlier than that of the 

latter. This would place Boaz during- the J.ast da::llls 

of the Judges, during the supremacy of emther Eli or 

Samuel. This seems t:,o be mosn probable. 

The Midrash to Ruth does not 

Fven !Glow exactly when Ruth lived. It says that the 

time was very early durin3' the period of the Judges, 

k i t her during the judgeship of Ehud and Shamgar; or 

i t might have been later during the time of Ibzan. 
i 
I n fact the Talmud regards Boaz as identicam with the 
f 

I 
Judge Ibzan, referred to in Judges XII,8 as the Judge 

J ho followed Jephthah. 

~bout deciding in 
I 

But we need not trouble ourselv~s 

this s(ietch when Boaz and Ruth livedl. ~ 
~or as ~euss has remarked in suQstance, to the period 

0~ which judge the marriage of Ruth an~ Boaz belongs, 
I 

dbes not properly come in the History of Hebrew Liter 

I ature . 

The authenticity of all the de-

tAai 'J.s o:f our narrative must be questioned. It is 



not so likely that hhey form a parthistory. one 

evidence which leads to thi·s 1 I cone usion is an exami-

nation of the character of some of the na~es used i i/ 

the Book . For example we cite the following . 

The ·two names of Mahlon and Chilion, the sons of 

El ime 1 ech . 1 i; i:i -r: from fl ~ n to be s ick:means dis eaJ e . 
• T T I I 

ll ~ ~ ? from Tl~; means· des~ruction . 
Berthean says that these have no historical ring. 

They seem to designate the 

they died ch~ldless. The 

I 
Sons of Elimelech becaus~ 

names of Arpah and. Naomi) 

thinks the same gentleman, do not sOUild histo~ical, 

j1 'd I )l means forelock or mane. 
T : 1"' 

"''C '.)) J from ti~ .l means my pleasanuness 
• r. r 

" bitter. 

The name ass i gned to o'-¥ hero&ne has a poetical tquch 

about it when we conelider its meaning . 11·1i 

is a contracted form of either fl·)~ l appearance, beciJ!tY 

or f\ :i y ~ a female friend (Gesenius} 

"The book as a whole has not ttle 

stamp of' a strong historical work, but there is no 

reason to deny that it has some historical backbone . 



As to the literary value and 

place of Ruth among the rest ott the Books of the Biblle 

I feeJ. that' I can add but extremely li"ttle to what 

has been already said ' and written; so on this score 

I sha11 endeavor to ... )e as brief as p0ssible. 

Goethe is said t,o have remarlrnd 

about, our book that it :!.s t,he loveliest little whole 

combining the qualities of epic and idyllic poetry. 

Herder and. others point to it as id.yllic poetry of a 

hi6·h character. It is 4ndeed a most artistic prose 

idyl, lil:ght and easy .going in form amd most delicate 

in sent, imen t, • Some of the parts are examples of 

good poetry showing conclusively that the author 

whoever he may ha~e been was a clever artist, and one 

whose heart responded most cheerfully "to the summons 

or the Muse of the poetic art. The simplicity a.nd 

tender path0s stano. out as a pleasing reJ. ieifi to the 

sombre and r epmlsive piutures of the time of 

This charming literary produc-

es. 

tion as some one has so aptly styled our book presen s 

veritable models as its most important characters -

:ra.omi, Boaz and Ruth. In Nachmi we have presen 

f 7 
I 



. I 
ted to us a specimen of a g·ood plain woman. She dcies 

her duty towards every one , a nd under all circumstJn

ces. Her anxiety. as to the future welfare of RutJ 

is characteristic of a true loving ljlother. Her re i 

ligion is e, sacred trus:t to her, and in adversity and 

grie f as well as in prosperity, her dependance upoJ 
I 

the Supreme Ruler aand w1flinching famth in his bend-

ficence are never f 0r a rnome!1t shal\:en.· 

Unl ilrn the heroes of his time 

B0az is not a warri~r bold. He is not described as 

having the prowess of a soldier or the abilities of r 
statesman. He is a wealthy countryman, enjoying li~e. 

He is faithful to his God, praises are often on his !ups. 

He is }{ind · and friendly to his servants and beloved 

by them. Liberality and generosity marl\: 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. 

culminate in hlis marriage with Ruth . 

His good deeds 

He has done 
. - --· - - · --- --- - -----
hia duty to the dead and the living. 

Buth presents a touching 

of devoted affection to a husband's memory, of 

andi: duty t ,0 a forlorn parent, of modesty and of 

exampi e 
love 

ind us 

ff 



try . ~er willingness to accept Naomi's rel igion 

was but another proof of that earnestmess and affe~
tion which bade her utt,er t h ose immortal words : 

"Entreat me not to leav e the e , and to return 

from following after thee ; f or whither thou goest , 

I will go; where t hou lode·est, I wiJ.l lodge ; thy 

p e ople shall be my people and thy God ~y·God; wh re 

thou diest will 1 die and theri:i wi!.J. I be l~u!'ie'd . . 

~May the Lord do so t o me and more also if aught but 

death part thee amd me . " 

ri" I N I S 
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