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{ THESIS SUMIWl'f 

Title: Intenurr"'-age from the Bible to the Hisbnab 

Author: Jeffrey Wolfson Goldwasser 
t' I 

Mu.mer -of Chapters: Three ~hapters with separate 
. · introduction and conclusion. 

. 
Contribution of this · Thesis: This work d~nstrates how 

trends favorin~ a~d opposiipq· e~qaay were ~n confl.i ct 
froa before the time of David· tbrouqh the r~action of 
the Mi:sh'nah. The work shows that, despite the common 
assuaption that exoqamy ~s universally condemned 
durinq this per iod, there were leadinq factions wi thin 
Israelite and Jewish society that permitted it during 
the biblical and tannaitic~ periods • .This analysis 
suggests that modern effOrts to . a'cc~ate ' 

. intermarriage in .the' Jewtsh comaunit!y are an extension 
of, rather than a brea~ frpm, hist..oric trends. 

' .. 
What the ~ar of the T?besis Was 

0

: '.fhi• We>rk has sought to 
illwairiate the w~ys i~h intermarriage was vieWed 
in the Jewish past and tiow' the laws regarding . 

How 

iinteraarriage were under~ood in the the of their . 
creation and subsequently. This goal was undertaken in 
order · to ~elp ev&luate th~ approach to interfaith ~ 
marriage in the \S'resent day. - . 

It ls Diviclt!d: Thr.,e ch~pters each analyze texts froa 
one of the ·periods in the develoi-ent of the ISF"aellte/ . · 
Jewish responses to exogamnr - bibli~al, Second Temple 

· an~ tanriaitic. ' · 

Wliat Jtinds of Materials Were Used: The prillary sources fQr 
this study are the Bebreif "'iibl-e;~· t~ ~rypba and 

_., Pseudepigrapba, the writings.. of Phif'ot4nd.-Josephµs, the 
Mishnah, Tosefta, and ·the Babylon1.an and Palestinian 
t 'al.auda. Secondary aat-erials include works of llOdern 
scholarship. related to these texts, vitlrparticular 
emphasis on scbolar~~-~lores the· histori~al 
context ~J«htwasenLelexts were written • 
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IMTRODUCTIOR 

Up un~il the 1960~, American ~ews were considered by 

sociologists . to be ·the classic cas~ of •voluntary endogamy# 

-:-- a group that chooses to marry only within its own ". ind 

despite the ready availability o~ other prospective ma~s. 1 

) . 
Even today, when Anierican Jews c~ no longer be expected to 

. . 
marry members of their own religion, the social pressure to . 

marry Min the t~ibeH has rema'i~ed S.trong o 

Many Jews fear that marrying a non-Jew will result in 
" .. ' ,. . 

children who feel confused. and ungrounded in religion, 

.marriages in which par·tnep.~~ never .fully understand . each 
I 

• . • • • • J 
other's· culture, and a ~ease of betr~yal of the Jewish . . . . -

\ ' - \ . . 
people ; !!hen que_st~~ned ~re ~P~Y about these fe~s, many 

~ews say that they f e~l~oiu~eetion between their hopes for . 
. . 

t~eir individual · futures · and their unde~standing of the 

~ co~n · .iew.i:~h ~si· · · 

. ... . .... 

· Jevs tend to t hink of themselves as a people ,wh~ ha~e 

sti:uggled through h~story. One of the domi~t ~bs of 

·Jewish ·survival 'is based on ~ges of Jews ~st.ickinq . ·'. 
I to • I 

together• through a .hi~·..of ,Re-..[s~ution a~ assWlation. 
-~ e . ~ -

As a result, many Jews respond to contempot'~ intermarriage 
. . . . 

as an affront to Jewish histo~. Without~ 'knowing the 
. .., 

; • . 
1 .sus~~~etd~-I~te~rr.tage: !'be 

.. . .. CUl,1.,._.C:> . .tv~g .v.tth D.tfferenc,es Between cpr.tst1a.ns 
and jeviJ (liev York: Macai.11a:n::rr-ee Press, 19e9) 6 . 
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specifics of Jewish history, many Jews seem to know 

intuitively that the Jewish antagonism toward intermarriage 

is very old, even ancient. But hc>v old is it? How did it 

arise? 

These are questions that h; ve become inlPortant Jfor the 

J~ish community to ~able to answer. ·Over the last three 

. decades, American Jews have become increasingly preoccupied 

with intermarriage . . .. 

In 1971, the res~lts ~f the National Jewish Pot>ulation 

Survey, •rang out like a t.b~derclap in the Jewish 

comaun.ity. "2 The survey showed ' an intermarriage rate of 

more than 30\ among American- Jews ~ '5 -that rate cl~ . . 
above 50\ in the 1990s, ' organization's from across the 

\ . . . 
spectr\)Jal>f the Amex:ican Jewifh comunity made •Jevj.sh 

.'>-/i . cont.inuity• a top prior ty. This slogan for preventing 
~ 

intenaan-iage and .retaining tbe children of intermarried . 
couples has now passed s~bat froa voque, but the 

~ 

intensity of ~iscu~sion1 energy and money directed tp the 
... 

is$ue bas not. · ·. .· 
Yet, there appears to be little discussion of the 

history o1 intenaarriag~n-all-l:bi.a .:.t~~l;.-~ M~y seea to 
.. . . . .. 

believe that the current rates of lntenaarriage are 

-3-
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unprecedented in the history of the Jewish peop'le. Many are 

convinced that Je'(_iab tradition speaks unequivocally against 

marriages between Jews and non-Jews. Are these as~uilptions 

true? Did Jews i:arely intermarry before the permissivene~ 
. . . J 

~bairier-crossing of the late twent~etb ~ent~ry? Has 

Judaisa f roa its origins utt~ly rejected i ntermarriage? 

AS with all historical questions ~ espec~aliy where 

. . origins are concerned..:. there c~n never be aefinitive 
\ l . . . 

answers. There are only scratches on papers banded down 
. ~ . 

through the centuries to tell the story _of the Jewish past, 

and historians are notorious for shading their 
. 

. interpr~tatlons with the . ~ues of ' tbeir awn. preconceptions • . 
Yet, the deslre to discove,r , the .ea7=liest Jewish beli efs and 

U~rstanding~ .cannot be. dete~~lles; difficulties. · 

This work ~eeks to take a fresh look at the texts in which . 

Jewish tradition originat~ · to discover clues about bow the· 
~ . v -

people of Israel have dealt with inteniarriage frOll their 

earliest times. 

TerllS of tbe Discussion . . - --- . 
._ ·. This exploration should begin vitb an -ri_.,~~-~on o~ _...., . . 
some basiq .ter11a. Tb~ meaning .pf the word • interaarriage" 

.. 
is,· of course, depeni:lent upon context. 11ot· long- ago in .. . - ,.,,,...,. ··' ~-

-J"i-c~ .. !~~-~f>·:· r~ between ~I~alian catholic and 

_,_ 
.. 



.. .. ~ 

· an Irisb{ Catholic could be termed an "lnte~ria.ge~ " 

.Today, ~riages between people ~f ~ifferent religions are 

so collllOn that aany do not consider thea ".iilterma.rriages" at 

all. 3 So, too, the meaning of intermarriage witii n the 

\ Jewish community has changed "1th ~ime .and place. 

• . This work s~all) present, for exmRple,. biblical evidence .. 
r . . . 

that marriage between ~rs of. dif ~erent tribes were once 

considered · a form of in.tenurriage; In the t .ime of the 
. \ . \ . : 

Mishnah:,· marriage bet.ween Jews and converts to Judaism was .a 
. . ~ . . 

controversial and highly ' debat~ form of intermarriage . 

Among American Jews ~oday, th~ ~term ~ntermarriage" 
... . . . 

generally means .marri~g~. to a Chr~st.ian. At the same' time, . 
. 

in Israel, ·the s~ terJI) ~s used to refer to. marriages 

bet...,;,n JewS of ·. Aslik~ . 8'. ·Se~baltdic d~Scent .' · . 

Becau~e "int-rmarri age" tends to be a term of hidden 

assunapt.ions, tbe .sc>ciological term "exogamy" - marriage . . , . . . v . . - . 
outside of a defined group - wi11 often be prefe~red in this · . 

. . 
s.tudy. The -companion term •endogamy" refers · to ·-marr iage · 

..... 

within~ group ,- vhether · ~bat~ qroup is a t~ibe, a ~~tt~n · or 
• . . 

a religion. it should be poted that exogamy and en4ogamy 
~·~- ~ . :-

. are not·, strictly speaking, o·pposi~es t._~ ~ ·~og~u~ -- .. . 
3 BCJQn Mayer provl des an ;amusing il~ustration. A . 

stranger .vbo s41v ~~ read'i_.ng an article .on 
., intermarriage• ~!._~ .. ;I• WISr' really· an article ·a.bout 
11arri•CJ• ~..:-tll(S;ie

4

f~ different ~eligions? ~I 
.. . . .dJ,dn~ljik . those things ~ed anymore to . anyone. 

you 1111st be a professor.• M;aYer 123. 
-s- , 

I 

.. 

'· 

·' 
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. . . 

marriage between two Jews, for example, may ~t the s~ time 
f 

be. an exogalious marriage between people of t 1wo. different 
'· 

cultur..es, two different towns or even two ditferent 
.. 

faai.lies. ~his work ~ill atteDlpt to define 't~~ mea~gs of 

these terms in each of the ti.mes and places considered. 
\' I 

) 
Texts and Tradition 

A word must also ·be sa~d at the outset ·about: atti~udes 
\ : 

toward:s the_ texts\ analy~ in. t~is work. Th~ first c~apt~:r; 

addresses the historical ·ana,lysis of the Hebrew Bible (or, 
\ . 

Tanach); the third deals with the Mishnab and other 

tanna~tic statemen~~ in :the. Babylonian 1and ~~le~tini~ 
• • 4 • 

t.almuds. · To Jews, these te~s .are not' just hi~toric 
l . " ... ' .. 

document~ . .... They are sa~red -sc~{ptures of th.e Jew~sh people. 

That .duality forc~s·~~e~n, pious· r~aders to do ·two 

dif fe~ent_..kinds of reading s~ultaneously .. · Synchronic ,. 

4 r~adings . of the teX'\fs :view t~ea as .unchanging exp~essions of 

the relations~ip ~tween Goct and . humanity. Diachronic . . 
I ~ o # .. 

.. . . '"'\ . 
readi~gs view theta as evidenc~ in t~e puzzle! of scientif i~ 

... .. . , ·. . . : ..,,,_ 
• 

discovery of· tbe ·past. Synchronic r~adinqs either do .119t . . 

:. 
a~t cont.~adictions ~n tile\:.eit~<n-'l.J.peo ' tfadict~ons . -

. .~ . - . __., . .. '"" . 
only as paradoxes that result from our -inco•iplete human -· . . . 

understanding. . oiachronic .. readiilgs r~~1. i!lt. _cont.r~dictions 
. , ~ 

•. . -----
as 11Uke:r:s ·of ~•Ji;W~~ and deve1oplle111t. The . ·~~ . 

. -~.£-'~ ---- • 
# ...;,.;,- • .. ---
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challenge for modern Jews is to draw from -these texts both 

holy inspiration and historic evidence. 

While the present work engages 'maialy in diachronic 

reading to further the goals of historic analysis, it is not 
. I 

~ unaware that synchronic reading i f a ~eces~ity for an 

a~pr.eciation of the sanf ity that resides · wit~in them. The 

. Bible and the talmuds beckon readers to weigh their words 

with care - to find meaning in them, not just about the . . . 

... 

\ l 
past, but also for our ~elves. ·we enter the words with the 

hope of reaching new understah~ings - of Jewish tradition, 

the Jewish past and our lives. 

. . . 

. 
. . v. 

• l 

. ~ 

·' 

· .. 

· . 

( 
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. . . 

CBAPTBR I: IftBRllARJlIAGB 
I 

The llbst conspicuous feature. of the Beb~ew Bible's 

attitude to~ard intermarriage is its inconsistency • 
. 

Frequently the Hebrew Bible is completely uncritic&;_ ·Of 

marriages between Isr~elites anb members· of other nat1ons. 

. . 

A~ ti.lies, it even re~rds intermarriage as .positive. Moses' 
• 

urriage to a Midianite wo~n 1 a.nd Ruth th~ Moa.Qite' s 

- marriage to Bol\z2 are not necj~rded with even the least 

opprobriua in the b~lical text. In fact, Moses' wife, 
. 

Zipporah, was credited for sav~ng the life of Moses' son3 
• 

and Ruth became a direct . ~ces~or . of tnng David.• · .. 
I I 

Bo..vever, in other ~ssages, aar,riage wit~ these same . 
foreign n~tions ~s ~egaid~ ~~- s~rious bre~ch of ~he 
covenut between God atlcl..J..Sfael. In 1'Ullbers, chapter ~l, 

that, rather than be taken as wives, all th~ 

adult Mi'di~ite vol.en captured in bat~le must be put to 
. v 

death. Moabites · a~e singled out as a people who may never 
. . 

.. er¢er the congreg~tion of Israel,.~ a phras~ whtch, ~s we 
. . 

shall see, illplill!t• .arria~e. More sweeping cond~at_iobe 
,_ ___ -----

against intenaarriage au -~e in Deuterona.Y -which 
---- .t. ,. .- :._ 

\...... .• . . -· - .. 
. · • 

23:4-7. 
-8-
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• prohibits Jba.rriage with seven Canaanite nations,' and the 

books of Ezra (chapters 9-10) and •~heaiah (chapters 9, 10 

and 13), which call upon Israelite men to send away their 

foreign wives. 

Any attempt to find an inva'riable biblical law again-st 

exogamy is bound to f~l. At the same ti.lie, a rule of 

endogamy is sometimes apparent and sometimes completely 

absent in the erbrew Bibxe •Tbe Old Test~nt re(lects 

both [endogamous 'nd ~xoqamous) systeas in operation,• says 
' . 

biblical scholar Victor f. Ba.ilton. •sometimes the two 
\ 

different types of marriage exi-st side by sid~, but more 
·, 

Qften than not, one exist~ to the vittual exclusion of 'the 

other. • 7 

. ('" . 
Later Jewish trad~. - the rabbis of the Taimud and 

t1'eir successors ~ 'Would c~me to its ~ conclusions· 

reqardin<J exogamy ,based on. their attempts to resolve. the 
# ' v : 

contradictions in the biblical text. In order to understand 

th~ intentiona of tbe biblical authors, hovever, ~ one aust 
. . 

~irst try to separate out .the many contradictory voicea,. in 

the text rather than reso~ve thea. 
. ~--

. . . 
• 

. - -~- - i. £• . 
The appearance of such sirong cont~adict.!:'bns in the-

Hebrew Bible is consistent with the •documentary 

hypothesis,• pioneered ~J,u~ Wel.lhau~eli ( 1844-1918). . . • _... ... . 
·--~ .... tiiuteronomy 7:1-5. ---- · 

1 siaailton 563. 
-9-
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- I 
Wellhausen, who viewed the Hebrew Bible fYOll an bi~torical, 

.. 
rather than theological, perspective observedl distinct . · 

./ authors, . or· author qroupa, whose· •docUJie~ts• were fashioned 

. . 

. . 

by a redactor into tJ:le text ve see today in the Pentateuch 
. . . ~ I 
and the Early Prophets (Genesis through ~ingu). These 

) 
d6cu.ents are ·referred .to as J, for the so-culled Yatiwistic 

• narratives which was compiled around. the lOtb centucy; B, 

for the so-called Blohist narratives wb'ich 'ft!~et coaplled 

. around the . ninth century; D, for ~he Deute~o111~c h_istory of 

the book of Deuteronomy and the Barly Propbe1ts coapi~ed in 

the seven~h century; and P, for the Priestly texts, mostly 
• , • I • J 

laws and genealogies,: compiled after tbe . retiuQi from 
\ 

Babylonian ex~J,e, perhaps in t_he fifth c_~ntury ( 

Wellhaus~n plac~ each ~f these doc~'li-~intp a sche9e 

of historic and theolo~ical -~evelopments:' llltbough, auch 
. 

of Wellhausen's~rk ~ow has been c~n~adictied or questioned 

by subsequent scholars, his insights ~tlll set the ·agenda 

for all biblical schol&fship - much as Freud•s ·vork, nov 

l~gely r~placed in the cannon of p~ycholo(Jy, ~til~ se,ts the 

agenda for that discipline. · _"'_""'. - - --- . . 
' ~ •• .. ... .. - .;.,,,..- ( · t' - ~ -

Foll~inq wenhausen' s prtmise that ther Bebre\r Bible is . .· : . 

a polyvocal docUllent vith strands that represe~t different . . 

·'\ ~ices. vi\bin ~-~e history of ·a ·=:~~r8"'~is 
-----·-- . - ~·- '~ ,,,--- . • • # -·- · • ~ 

~ Joseph BlenklnSQpp, !'be Peateteucb (Rew York: 
Doubleday, 199~) 9-12. 

.. -10-
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possible to pescribe the Hebrew Bible's varying attibudes 
. 

toward exogamy as the manifestation of ~if ferent trends 

within Iarae1ite society. Rev trends developed with changes · 

in Israel's culture, politics and t~eology. Each wa~backed 
"J 

~ by a faction within Israelite soci/f!ty ~n cqnf lict with o~her 

~ 

• 

factions. ) 
• 

Since the Hebrew Bible is not an ob~ective reporter, 
. 

but the biased creation of .f actio~s that wished to advance 
\ \ . . . 

their positions and discredit the positions of others; it is 
.. . . ' . 

necessary to look for clues in ·the .text that shed light on 

· the broader spectrum of .Israelite society and its 

co~flicting trends • . Concerning the at~itude toward exogamy, . . 
one is able to identity se.veral trends that unfo.ld with the 

..... ' ( 
Hebrew Bible's story • 

. ."-.J.: . 
·. 

Tribal Bnsf2gaav Among the Patriarcy / 

. v 
The earliest' trend is seen in the attitude of the 

patr~archo to~d .a~riage. Both the J and E stor~~s of the . 

patriarchs assume ~bat aarr±age vithin the tribe. is a , · 
• 

significant value in choosing .a prospective mate. · In .this 
,...........\ -- r 

trend, aver-eion to exogamy was merely'"=& 'ccn•oll,.q to the . - ~ ....... .· . . :. .. -
prefe~nce for endogamy -')ulrriage vitb1.n the faatly tribe. 

As Louis Bpatein has observed, •1n th~ earliest biblical 
. ------

r~~~..:. .. ~~ . .wFiiil':niy -~ ~or the tendency against 

.. -11- .. 

. . 

, 
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"" . ' 

.. 

in~ermarriage. Mo politicarl enmity, no religious antagonism 

is harbored toward the heathen neighbors.•' 

De~~ite the numerous endogamou_s marriages that define 

this trend in the Hebrew Bible, there are no examp~es of 

lava requirid'g endogaay or proscribing exogaay ~ the_ . 
patriarchal period.. Epstein notes, •Tijat cousin marriag~ 

• 
was ~not actually· required by biblical law is evident fr?• · 

the aany marriages. between stran\gers recolid~ .wi~hout' 

explanation or apology. • 10 
· 

. ... 
Some exaaples of endogamy strike the modern ~eader as 

strange, indeed. 
) 

For example, Abraham's brother Rabor ts 

reported to have married his niece( 

:~-nf -r?\,i nm m-n.i iin~-n, Dj.'}l•(tl ~;, ~ ~ Ji'l?\11-~ 
aifl -~ D'J.'11 ~ :~ iuq Urfzttl Tl' '';J ""' '~~-1" ~ 

:nw. ~ ~-~• m•IQ ~ iin~,.11fl ~~·-~ af ~i 
Row this is the. line of Terah: Terah begot Abra, 
ftahor, and . Ba~an; and Baran begot LGt:· · Baran died 
in the lifetiae of liis father ~erah, in bis native · 
.land, • of ~he Chaideans • . ~ra and Bahor took _ 
ttie11aelves vives, the name of Abra's wife being 
Sarai and that of Rahor··s wife .Milcab.,· the· 
daughter of Baran, the father· of Milcah and 
Iscah. 11 

. 
' L. M. Bpatein, 114rr1age Lew ia the ·Bible and 

the ra.Z.Ud ( 194'2; Cubridge, Mass: Barv~:U,!_ Pr!..9!_' , · : 
l968) 149 • . ·. . - --:;:::=-t: ...... ~ -

it Bpsteia-1146. ~ · · . 
11 JPS Bebrev-hglJ.sb !'anakb (Philad•l.phia: Jevisli 

Publication Society, 1999) Genesis 11:27~29. All 
t.ranslaticma . of the Hebrew .Bible , in th.is work are based _ . 
on tb9. JPS d-anslation. Reflecting_~~ • ..,...~ 
intendled audience and uae ~4·aeaqFib1e• rather 
than an •acad•tc Bib'l.9-'-?fi>P.. xiii-xi:v), it a_t.t. 1t• to 
preserve soile features of tradition and piety that aay 
. -12-



· · Before ,attempting to explain !labor's marriage tq his 

niece, one liust explore the meaning of aarriage in the 

Hebrew Bible. 
. . 

There is no single verb in Biblical Hebrew to re~er to 

\ the aarriage of a aan to a woaan. I The. use . of the verb "f·', 
usua.lly translated •to ~e, . in this and wy other 

• 
biblical passages means •to marry.• There is some evidence . 

in the Hebrew Bibie of special ceteaonles to aark the 
\ I. 

beginning of aarriage - ·Jereaiah speaks of the sounds 'of 
- ~ . 

celebrat~g brides and grooJ1S, · for .exa11ple.u Intercourse 

- appears to be a decisiv~ly defining mcment for marriage, 13 

. 
altbough intercourse alone is not sufficient to s~e . . . . . 
aarriage.u Marr-iage ip the B~brev Bible has been described 

as a cov.;,...,tal ar~an9~1'e;, i&11111es. Millar · 
. 

Bur~ows has vri~ten that bib~ical aarriage was priaar~1y, 

~ in~erfere vi1lh aD: ~erstandinq of the ~ext as it was 
understood by its earliest audiences. In particular, 
the -use of the· Bng1i'h phrase- •the Lord• in translation 
of G<>d's four:letter ·name; m;r - after the pharuaic/ 
rabbJ)lic custoa Qf reading the name aa 'nl - .. Y 
obscure tbe pol7tb11iat.lc background of tbe tad; • . I 
haYe rendered the U.. of ti)e' God oi Israel as •yB.WB· · 
to avoid aucb coDfuaion. In qther placea, I have 
retained the JPS t.ranslat~ and pointed out alt.ernate 
translations in the analysis. - ~ t:: .· . ; 

_...., u Jerelliah 7:34; 16:!; 25:iO; 33:ll. 
u . As in Genesis 2:24 ·. (•a ~ clings to his vi_fe 

so that .they be,cc•e one flesb•), ~e-.~s ~9:22-23 
• (Laban broaC)bt. L8'b to Jacob'•~- abd be CObabitat~ 

_vitb ber), ·~;fr"'JW • Mf!r ft.be levir cqhabit.s with 
_his .~ . e). .---- . 

" As in the case of Sbecb•, vbo negotiates for 
-13-
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.. . 

•the concern of the family, the clan and the tribe," and 

tbat •this vas done by a , gift, creating an oblig~tion, 

sea~ing· a contract, and establishing a faaily-alliance.• 15 

. . . 

It is noteworthy that the verb Tmi;;_1, vhicb means •to .. 

· -.arry"' in\. llOdem Hebrew, means •to fora a fudly alliance 

through aarriage• in biblical Bebr~. The verb is sometimes 
• 

derived f roa a root in Arabic meaning •circumcision~ on the 

·.thebry that a man would be c~rcumcised b1 t~~ patriarch 9f 

his bride's faaily. 16 The biblical 'verb is never 

ac~a11plished by bride and bridegroom, rattier, .a faai.ly 
' 

~triarch. aay ·~· his son or daught~r to a P.rospective · 
. I 

spouse, or a llian aay ·~· a "patri~~ by marryµig his 

· daught~. 11 The ~rt'"' of bib~ic'~.l marr.ia9e( is the forging 

of an alliance between faailie•. '-.....___/. 

The 11arriage of ·wahor to bis brQtber's daughter does 

not prov4tke any objection in ttie text; it is related as a . v -

noraal occurrence. Indeed, marr iage between uncles and 

nieces is notabl,y absent "troa the li~t of forbidden 

aarria9es bet~ close relative in Leviticus 18 and 20. •• 

.. 

marriage . ~o Dinah aft~:i- be bas rapeciJie).- rG«nnis._ ¥}~ 
u 'Kil-lar Burrows, !'be BasJ.s of Isr•elite llarr1age 

(1938; Rev Raven: American Oriental ~iety, 1910) 
9,15. 

.,- -

16 Francis Brown, S.R.· Dioiv~r and Charles A. 
B#ggs ,_a Bebrev and bglislJ ~.J~d?f ~d 
~twn~ (19061 0Xf~~9J''3oi'O:reas, 1951) 368. 

n As· in J)ftl!'ei'oliilly. 713; I Samuel 18~2} I 
Kings 3:1; and II Chronicles 18:1. 
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Such unions may have been considered meritorious through the 

time of the Talmud. There, the sages are reported to praise 

a man who marries his sister's daughter along with one uwho 

loves his neighbors, who befriends his relatives, _and who 

gives a sela to a poor man in his hour of need."19 

There are many other examples of close endogamy in the 

Bible. When Abimelech accused Abraham of lying about 

Sarah ' s relationship with him - he had said that she was his 

if'ft?," MAnd besides, she is in truth my sister, my father's 

daughter though not my mother's and she became my wife." 20 

Although Abraham offered this excuse while defending himself 

against a powerful potential adversary, there is reason to 

believe his statement. Sarah's genealogy is notably absent 

from Genesis 11:29 (see above), in which the ancestry of 

Nahor's wife Milcah is given. Marriage to half-sisters is 

forbidden in Leviticus, 11 but this cannot be taken as 

evidence against Abraham's statement. Jacob also broke a 

Levitical marital law by marrying two sisters, 22 Leah and 

Rachel, who are also his cousins. 23 

11 Although marriages between aunts and nephews 
are forbidden in Leviticus 18:12-14 and 20:19-20. 

u B. Yevaaoth 62b-63a. 
20 Genesis 20: 12. .... 
21 Leviticus 18:9, 20:17. 
22 In violation of Leviticus 18:18. 
n Genesis 29:12. 
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' 
The preference toward endogamy among the patriarchs 

baa,· as a corollary, an antipathy , toward exogaay. Abrah­

~irecta h~ ~ervant to find an app~opria~e bride for his son 

Isaac froa among his own people: ·· 

,~~ ni1'0 ,~~ ne,, . .,, in nw ~ D'!;f:l 'tf1I it\1"1'1 ~.., 
:~ ,~~ • ;mi i?ll '~ll-"1 Tl¥·" '~ :~J.,. l~' ~l, in 

' I will make you swear by YBWB, the God ~f heaven 
and~he God of earth, that you will not take a • 
wife for my son f roa the daughters of the 
C~anites amonq_ whom I dwell; but will q~ to the 
land of ay birth and get a wife for my son \ 
Isaac. 2

• 

~ . 
Abrahaa's deteraination that his son not aa.rrj a 

' 
C,uiaanite ~s inseparable f roa his determination that be 

I • J 

marry a woaan froa "-.Y· birthplace,. (',,,;m'). T'1f!· use of- tbi;s 

tera suggests ~~t Abraham desi~ed a Wi:fe .. for ·Is.aac rr~· ~bis 

own stock. The eventual choice of Rebekah, ~tm's niece, 

.. y confira this interpretation • . 
. It should b6i noted that · .Abrabaa' s ~teraination to 

aarry Isaac to a woman of ·his country bas noth~ to. do with 
-

•religion.• Rebekah wae ~tbe sister of Laban, who referred 

to YBWB only as "the God of your fathers,• (emphasis 

. added)» and who kept household gods. 21 The;re ~nl>_ --

' 

. .. - ~ 

s~ggeation that R~_ ca.e froa a YBWB-wors~ippinq home. 

Abrahaa's priaary concern vas that ?saac aarrr a clan­

a• Genlaia 
» Genesis 
• ·G8nesis 31:19, 
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not a co-religionist. r 
-

· ~here is also little indication that Abrahaa's distaste 

Jor· a Canaanite daughter-in-law is the r~ult of antipathy 
J • 

towards Canaanites or members of other nations . When 

. ~rabaa defeated th~ four Mesopotamian kings who had war red . 

agaipst Canaan, · the Canaanite kings blessed ~raham and 

offered rewards. 21 Abr~aa bargained for YBWB' s ~rcy f~r 

the city of SOdoa. 21 Be aade a covenant with the- P.hilis.tine 
\ \ . . 

King Abillelech after settling a dispute concern~g wells.~ 
~ ~ 

After t~e death of Sarah, Abrabaa negotiated a I:and · 

acquisition f1"0Jll ·the Hittites to secure a gr&vesite.» -.J 
) . .- . 

. I 

Abrabaa had stated .to Ab~lech, "·f'l.M'~~a;m.•~ .J 

:''-""~-'Ir '~lln ~ ~ aq J1l1!, " "' I tbou~ht '." sal~ ·Abri~~ "' 

'surely there is no fea~ of God in this place .~h~ will 

kill - because of ay wife ~ ' • 11 The implication ie that 
' . . 

Abrabaa knew that \ he Gerarites vo,uld not: taint tb~elves 
. v 

with adultery, but feared that they had no acrupl;es agalnst 
, . 

aurderin9 a foreigner. se.. i.Bagined that they might kill hi.a 

in order to bave sex with .Sarah. 12 Thia', along vi.th the 

21 1 Genesis 14"": i~M. · 
1~ Genesis 18122-32. · 

... 

21 Genesi.s 21 :22--34 •· · ·. 
, . • • Genesis 23: 3-20. . . _ . . 

" Gene*is 20:'11. · ·~ ?·.;. __..--
' .. n Bab~ M. S~a, 2'he JPS 1S.f; ... •-ed D . : 

-Gewi• '(Philadelphia: ·· Jewm· t-Oblication Society, _.-- · 
1989) .14"3 .' . 
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treatment of Lo~ . by the sromites, 33 does sug~est a bib~icai . 

. view t~t . tbe i.nlt.abitants of the land practiced s~u~l 

devi~ey, : but Abrabu never stated this as a reason not to . 
I 

intenaarry vitb tbma. 

· . : -Abrah8'1's relations with the natives oft~ 18.J;ld tl\.at 

YBWB bad proaised. hi.m are generally blisiness-like - he . 

neigotiates, buys and sells with them. On. the other h~d, he 

ap_peara wary of them. When the· king of Sodom of fert!d 
\ l . . . 

Abrabaa a .reward for the ·defeat of the - f~ur kings, Abraham 
. . ' .. 

. re~l~es with an .oath, •iolUi ""1 iz·ift·?~ lft.~cnti 'r~·iiiy "111 ~·cnt 

:~·nf ~·!f16 ·~," •I will not take so ·much ~s a· t~ead -or a 
. ) ' . 

sandal strap. of ;wbat is yours; you sh~il
1

.no~ say, ~ tt is I 
~. ... . .. . 

who ~ ~raa rich.' ~u _,_There i .s ~~so 'An. 'unr.o~e o~ 
distrust in Abrahaa's negotiations Wi~~n the Hittite 

for the gravesit~ at M!icbpelab • . ~be e~rl~~t audience ~f 

the 'text ,._uld ~ve unders;tOod. ~I: .the: tension inher~nt in 

a resident. alien .( ~"l~iJ>, ~s Abr.ahaa de-~ribes ·~i.Jaself, ~ · 
f ~ # .. 

attempting to · buy -:J.and as a· permanent possenion ( ~). >' . . 

. Abrab~, 9 retice11ee· appears to have- been ·.shaped by bis 
4 • • • , 

insecurity as· a forei~er surrounded ~fu~atives. · . 

· Be chose to . uini;ain a distinct identit~ froa: tbe~e-~~le; · :· -::- :-

. . 

. .. 
\ " Gen.tsls 19:4-11 • . · .. ' . _ --~ ~ 

\
34 Geltesis 14:23. . ~-~ 
,, Geneais .. 21u.~-~~ . 
M Ge~eaia 23:18 . 

__...r--- . 
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even as he liv~ among tbe11. His insistence on tribal 

endoCJUIY was hi~ ultillate statement of · that desire. 31 

Isaac and Rebekah seea to have shared Abrahaia•s 

distaste for interaarriage. Their son., Esau, married ~ 
. ) 

Bittite WOiien who were •nii zrjrl, • •a qitte~es~ to the 

spirit• of Isaac and Rebek~. 31 Later, Rebekah began this 

exchange with Isaac by referrinq to Esau's wives: 

Rebekah said to Isaac, •I. am disgusted with my 
life because of the Hittite women. If Jacob · 
marries. a Hittite woaan li:ke these, froa amonq the 
native WOiien, what CJ~ will .ay ' lif• be to me?• 

· So Isaac sent for · Jacob -~d blessed. hiJI. Be 
instructed hill, saypi9, . •you shall- not take a. wife 
from amop9 tbe Canaal)ite va..r. Up, CJO to Paddan­
araa, -to ~e house ·of ... Be~hp~i, your mother• s . 

. father, and take a wif~~r~ froa amon9 the 
daughters of Laban, your . llDther•s brother.•» ., ·. 
As in tbe Abraha& stories; Isaac and Rebekah's concern 

• 
. v -

is not for Jacob to marry a woman from a YBWB-1«)rShippinCJ 
. . 

heme. Indeed, as· stated, the text offers no suggestion that .. 

Laban'-~ faaily vu ~-worshipping. · Isaac and Rebekah's· · .. . 
distaste for tbe •native «•en• . appears to be that they .are 

. --~ -- ·--- . 
.. · • _ · 11 In this regard the Sister /Wife stot te_I ~ ~ - . 

Genesis 12 and 20 are aoaevbat tr0ublin9._ Why · wciuld · 
Abrab .. rillk atxtq9 his line vith those of Egypt and 
Canaan? '1'be ~r -y be coDJiected to Sarah!• status 

.:u an :ra (Gennie '11:30), inc~of bearint 
.,. children. · . ~~ ~ . 

: .· . ~ Dtt1atr:!r;°34-35. .--:- . · 
,,. Genesis 27:46-28:2. 
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• • 
Although bis intentions are qood, be ends ~p marrying the 

granddaughter of Ha~ar, the B~t~Q handmaid w~o was ~he 

ultiaate •outsider• in the house of Abra.baa. There is no 
- ~ . 

report that this marriage at _ all · aff~ed Isaac and 

Rebekah's affections towa~d Esau. J 

' Jacob's eventual· marriaqes to Racbei and Leah, of 
• "' • 4 • ' . . . 

course, bec;:cme the mythic origiJl of the people called 

"Israel.• ~ -•r~ sCbo.~t:>b ti.ten, haa seen the 
. . 

partiqular endogamous nature of these marriages as the means ~ 

·'1 of Israel, S
0

p cu~tural ~lf-def inition. Oden points out that 
. v . 

these ~riacies are t>et-ween cross-cousins - that is, a 

sister's son and her btother's daughter. Based on the 

sociolOC)ical theory .of Levi-~trause, Oden asserts that suc1!, 
I • • 

11arriages are commonly prefer~ed UIODCJ aany cultures beo~use 
--~ -- -- -

- · t~ · contain ·ail of the elements ~f kin•'llip(~ ~~CJ ._ 

-20-
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relation, relation bet~een generations, and relation by 

marriage. 

Oden writes of the cross-cousin marriaqes, "The 

relationship which creates and thus defines the descendants 

of Israel in the patriarchal narratives is the same 

relationship by which many societies first define themselves 

culturally through their kinship systems and throuqh myths 

in which those systems are recounted.# 42 

The trend away from exogamy based on clan endogamy 

appears to weaken after the marriage of Jacob. Three of 

Jacob ' s sons are reported to have married outside the family 

clan. In a brief passage - easily missed in casual reading 

- the sons of Simeon are reported as, MJemuel, Jamin, Ohad, 

Jachin, Zohar, and Saul son of a Canaanite woman" (emphasis 

added). 0 It is significant that special mention is made of 

Simeon's Canaanite wife - suggesting that all of the other 

wives were from the family clan - however, there is no 

suggestion of reproach against Simeon for his exogamy. It 

may be that the son by the Canaanite (listed last) was 

•
2 Robert A. Oden, jr., MJacob as Father, Husband, 

and Nephew: Kinship Studies and the Patriarchal 
Narratives,• Journal of Biblical Literature 102/2 
(1983) 199. Oden does not raise the question of 
Bilhah and Zilpah's status in relation to his theory. 
If the relationship between .aachel, Leah and Jacob 
defines Israel, what of the four tribes (Dan, Naphtali, 
Gad and Asher) that are the progeny of the handmaidens? 

0 Genesis 46:10. 
-21-
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accorded lower ,status because of his heritage; 

Judah is ai:so reported to have married a Canaanite 

woman, identified only as Mthe daughter of Shua." 44 As with 

Simeon, there is no explicit criticism against Judah's ' 

~ogU10us aarriaqe. However, Judah ?oes _emer~e chastised in 

the st~ry that follows, bu} he is fau!ted only for the 

• treatment of his daughter-in-law, Tamar, ~o fs denied her 

right to marry one of Judah's. son~ a~ter 'her husband· dies. 
\ \ . 

The specif ica.t ·ion of Judah's wife as a Canaan.ite may have 

been int~nded to associat~- Judah .with sexual enticements, a 

~heme that plays an important role in Tamar's story. 

The ilost thoroughly uncriticized int~naarriage in the 
. . 

Book of Genesis, though, is Jpseph's. When Pharsoh put 
\ . 

Joseph in ~ge of E~, &-"deic! ~ill vith SOM. of tbe 

. 
trappings of his off ice . 

·. 
~ t.-Ttill '1' ~·-~ ~9•·11f ,.,.,~ O~l naf' ~-af rir!l ll'F.1 

. . v . . :~ n.-?t "°"' ~ 
Pharaoh gav~ Jo•epb the ~a.me Zapbenatb-paneah; and 
he .gave hi.Ii for . a .vife .Asenath daughter of Poti­
phera, pi-iest of on. Thu• Joseph emerged in ... 
charge of the_1.and of Eqypt. 45

• 

There is no criticiSJa offered against Joseph's 

. -~--. ew,_amous marriage. This aay be due~ ~C.QIUtaDce ---., ~ . -- ~ . 

.. 
•' . 

Joseph l~ved his entire adu1:t life separa~ed froa· his own -

.people. Besides,· JQseph's marri~ge to the dau9~ter of a 
. ......---

·· :zt" .... " . 
~ .. ~ 

~ G9f ··~~&:.~, 12. ---- . 

.. 
. .. 

u Genni.a 41:45. 
-22-
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foreiqn priest vas necessary for bi.a to fuif ill bis role as 
I 

his f maily ,.. powerful savior. That may be why be is not 
" 

criticized. 

Josep~'s story, though, also contains within i~ the 

r- seeds of the next major trend in f he ~ibl~'s attitude toward 

exogaay. Joseph repre~nts the ultimate ·victory over a 

foreign power in Genesis. Abrah• had merely grown wealthy 

by tricking Pharaob,46 and ~.uilelech", but he· is just a 
\ \ 

saall-ti.JDe . bustl~r co~ed to ~oseph. Joseph used bis 

guile to rise to the top of. Egypt, the most powerful nation 
\ 

on earth. Joseph elevated ·the progeny of Abraham from a 

mere faaily clan t? a playei in interqational Politics • . . 

With Joseph, Israel began . to becOlle-a. nation ano a rival to 
l • • 

other nations. After Joseph, fxOCJ~ would be an issue of 
"-.J. 

national prestige and nationa1 ·aniwosities. 

.· . 
J's Rationaiist ·Perspective. 

The next· trend took fora as ~he growing people of 

Israel bec)an to see theasel~es as a nation living~ alongsid~ 
' . . 

other, CC11P9tin9 nations. · A bias ·against exogaay. with ~hese 

nations vas a aanifestat!On'oc rivalries over resourc~s, 
,,,,, . -~ ,. _. - \.,. ·: -

hi$tories of antagonisa, .or sheer cultural chauvinisa. .As 

this trend developed, exoqaay vas not merely a cultural 

-23-



taboo, it co~ld be elevated to the status of treason. , There 
. 

was no formal, law against the practice of exogamy, but it 

· could lead to punishment." 

The trend begin.s in texts associated with the p~· 
. l 

~ exilic J document. J does not by f1DY ~an~ vilify all 

exog~. In fact, it is) J who tells the story. of Moses ' 
• marriage to the Midianite, Zipporah,. without the least 

criticism. Exogamy alone is not ~ proolem for J; · it is when 
\ \ . ·. 

foreign marriage threatens the theological and cultural 
\ . 

underp~nnings of Israelite society that J polemicizes 

against it. 
I 

~n J's story of Jacob's daughter, /Dinah, one reads ~h~t 

the woaa.n Mwent out to, visit the daugnters of the land.• 0 A 

Bivite n~ Shechea, ··so of ~- kc.al ~chieftai~, raped · her 

(QP"';lh so But Shechea also had tender feelings for Dina and 

he asked· hls . father,: H~r, .., ~mm, iTfr-;l·n' "?·ne," MGet· me 
. v 

this girl as a wife. n!ll HaJD?r approached Jacob and his sons 

with ~~ marriaqe offer that included a proposal for~ a new 

"The only passage generally attrib~ted to J .that . · 
-includes a legal prohibitioQ against exogaay is Exodus . 
34:11-16. However, as shall l5e discwssed in a .later 

_..aection, there is reason to bel~eve thaf f.$1~ · ~s:--a D 
pas!sage. 

49 Genesis 34: L 
~ The tranSlfttion of the pi~l of n.l.J a""s Mrape• is 

also seen in Deuteronomy _~l4~~24, 29; Judges 
19 : ·24; 20:_~,~T'1J:'n,14, 22, 32; Ezekiel 
22 : ·10.;sl t-r-=wn~· La11entations s: ~ . . 

!It Genesis 34: 4. 
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rela~ionship between their peopl••· 

~ m Uf~ \1t"'1 ia;~ V1p~ W~·,.; Q~·~ '"" • ~ 
. . . :q·~ '~ "' .. ,,, 

Intenaarry·with us: give your dau9ht•~• to Ult in• 
take our daughters for youraelveea You vi\J. Dill'-­

. aong us, and the land ·will be oP.n Mtort JO\IJ ·· J 
\ settle, 11e>ve a.bout, and acquire/ hol•iftta ift i\,H 

· s.-ar offered 110re t~ -marriage between hil ion in• 
Jacbb's daughter. Be offered te~ of• ·~_,., , , \1'11\J 

. 

bet.ween his househotd ·<underst.<>pd.' aa: al~ ·~hat. "' ~uJr.ti) . IM 
. . ' 

. the household of Jacob. From. other ator1 .. , IVGb 11 
. . ... . '-. ~ . 

Joseph's troubles wit;h Poti"P~•r'·s wife, •1 1\ 11 evidtM ''"' 
I 

J could .regard · forelqners .aa ~~ruat~~thy npniiJlf . 

t'9udi:ng. aarriage and .s~xlial '..JIOr&liiy. . tha\ "''~Plil'J . ,. 
'\ ·.. . 

helps· ~o expl~in ·the ~~in~··f~(s. _w~tb ~kb t'lo••'• . 
sons repliect to S~ecb~ an~rs · 

· . .n:.s ntll·" n'r1' fl-in·~ •~·~Nii nm w m.n .,,., tlr Dtl W~·nf •J{Ql :i;t·?;~ ~ °UD; .•"11' D' aft,.,..,,. .. ,., 
~ .,..., u~ ~~ ..,_~ c~ Dl'l •r.v1 ~..., 'n·• "'"'"' .-. . . . . . ,.,..., . .,..,.. . .,,,, 

·we cannot.~-do this tbin9; .. to c;ive wr 11'1'9f '° • . . ~ 
aaii vbo 111 uilcircU.Ci•ed,_ f~r tbat ii • dilff"'4"· 

· uibng ua. Only ol! this conditioa wt~l w · lflN · 
~ with you·; that roa v~ll ~om 11.A u l.n °'"" · 

every· •le ..,DCJ you is ci~ifed; ft9lt W · 
,n.11 9~ve our daugb~r~q, .you ucl teUiou · 
dau9~~ to ourselvesi. Def'~ ~.Jl__ · ...... . 
·you and beco•r u one . Id ~r9d. IUt. II •fill ~ 

. ' 

__, not listen to ua · and becoM clrcwilld, W wj.ll 
take our claupter and CJO• •" • ~ 

. 

... 

•' 

. I 
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The brotb,rs feigned to accept the intermarriage of fer 
' 

and covenant, ~the very s- phrasing in vhich it was 

offered, on condition that all the men in Ba110r's' kingdoa 

beccl•e circumcised. Ba110r and Shechea accepted the co enant 

\'Jith circumcision as its sign. I . 
) 

. . 
"'1ile the men of Sh~ea were in the pain of recovering 

frcia circumcision, two of Dinah's full brothers·, Silleon and 

Levi, entered the city and k~lled th• all. The other 
\ \ : 

brothers plQ'1dered the city. in· revenge.~ 

Thue are aany unans-veretl (viestions in the story. Of 
• I 

qreat interest to an .understanding of the Hebrew Bible's 

attitudes toward intenaarriage, though, ~s the question o-t . 
\. 

Simeon and Levi's extr~ r~tion. Why did they resort to 

ans mirder?" Was it- ttie rape; .ti( proPo•ed interurria_ge, 
. "--./. . 

or something else th•t 110tivat9d 'tbell? . . ·. 
Tber~·~are two biblical passages that provide punishment . . 

. . v 
for a aan vbo has sex with an unaerried ~· In Bxoclus, 

one learna1 .· 
~ 

:~ ~ IJl1JPr. in; • ., ~-16 iri ~ ":ier.-~ ~ 
. "'· 

If a un aed1icea a virgin for vbca the bride-price · · 
bu not been paid, alMl-lJ.*9 with her, be ••t make 
her his wife · bf payment of a. brlae.pri~ .. ,, · 

\.,,. - :. 

DeDteroncm.r states: 

.,.., tw1 :"Wll Rip~~ ~-16.,. ~-m "lq9!-~ . - . 
. ·~·i [ ·' . .---
~~ 

. .!A1a1ds~:25-2t. 
" bodoa 22.:15. .----:--- . 
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{ 
·1~ a • c~s upon a vir~in Vbo is not engaged 
~ be Seizes ber And lies Wit.Ii ber I and t .bey Ue 
~iscovered, the aan Who lay vitb her shall pay the 
gir1's. father fifty [she~els of] silver, and she 
shall be his wife_•,. . ""-.. 

It appears that Sh~hea . expebted . to ~ treat.ed· 
"J 

according to a rule li~ one of these. Be asked his father 
. . 

to arrange the payme.nt of th~ bride price" and be, h.1,mself r 
. . . 

offered to pay &pY .brid~ p'r~ce, ~en beyond ~be no~l . 

amount.M But S1:meon ·~~ Levi must have viewed his crime 
... . 

ver/ differently. Since they .punished hi.a with death - not 
I 

4 

pa,.ent of bride-price ·and urri:ag~ - in their '_eyes·~ 

:.. Shech-',.a criJle could hot · ~.v~ ·~n .s~uctio~ or rape. ·rt 

is unl~el-! a~so ~ha~' they .vis(<1 t~ ~sh hiJa for .mere 

~te~iage. Up to t:~i~t; same intermarriages - -like 

Bsau's - had been. censor~~ but none had .been punished, let 

alone by deatb. ~1 v. . 
. . 

. ~ · Yet t~e is· a· clue~ th~ epilogue tO -tbe crille that 

~ ,. Deutero~ 22:28-29. This lav .conc:erniag.: a . 
~ravisher~ bu a.stmDCJ parall~;l in the JIJ:ddie .Assyr~fUi . 
Lan · (12th ceotaiy a.c.a.); sug~sting that it vu part; "· 

I • • f • • • 

of the legal culture of' the ancient Rear Bast and Jcnown 
to the J aatbor. see.: ae.~8. ~itc~, ·~eat Mtar 
•ute.na t'eX't• Relating to the Old ~t (frinceton: 

_. Pr.inceton Ulliversity .Press, 19i9-) 184. "'- · · · ~ ._ . 
. • Genesis. 34:4. 
• Genttsia 34:11-12. ~ 

4- · · 'i InterHtingly, an ~bacu.m .. ~assage <Genesis :x: x) 
~ ... iodicates tbat ~iMtllil ... f:ratbered ~t· least a cb~ld .-:· . _.by_.,,,..- ,,_.. · . . aowever, t~ test is CJ~~a.lly 

attr1batlicl to tbe latest bibHCiI author (-P) .alid likel.y 
d&tes lODCJ after the Dinab story took shape~ 
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St.eon· and Levi wanted to punis~. At the story•s ~nd, Jacob 

Vu aDtrJ vitb Siaeon and Levi, aCJain, because of the ol,d . 

/"" patriai'cbal · insecurity about the .native- inhabitants of the 

~ . 
Jacob, like his father and qrandfathe.r before h!Ja, was 

. 
vary anc1

1
cautious in his dealinqs vith ~oreiC)lle~s, but his ~ 

'• . 
SODS were more agqreesive • . Jacob's SOQS repre~ent a ·nev J 

,,.enerKion· in· attitude toward foreigners . They·. wanted to 
7 . • • ..._ . ( ~ 
take control of the situation. They ~et t~·'S last 

Word, boldly asking Jacbb, .;~."'rift!~,,. ~Should our 
. 

slater be trea• 11.Jte a vbore~·0 , 
v 

~~·n translation of ·~· as• •whore• is cqnfusinq 

. ~ and llisleading. Dinab · .. vas raped. There is no suggestion 

t~t she -vu paid . for having sez vi~ Sbecbea. Ber bride­

price cannot be conceived as a prostitute·s~t since 

. , 

--~- ~ 

· · . that WOGlcl tuin eftry aarried ~ into a prostitute. -~-- ~ · -· ---

then, could Dinab be a •vbore•? 
. . 

.s~ an4 Levi clid not. a• Sbecbilll aa"ei~ ·•he 
~ .~-:1;d--· . ·~~ -------------- . ~~ 

• 1• Gene9is lfrlo: ...._,:..; · · · · .......--::--- · 
a Genesis .3C:31. 
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seducer of Bxodus or the rapist of Deuteronoay who mist be . 

CUl()ell~ tO pay the bride-price. · They did not see· their 

sister ~is a · prostitut~ who accepts money for sex. Rat~.r, 

' they s~v the situation as •waring• iii the sa11e sense as the 

word ~ used \1n RUllbers 25, the story of Phinehas; which 

shall be c9nsid~red. shortly: ) 

.. 

~ ~ atl nm ::ip_, ni~-?f mlf1 ~ ~ ~ ~ :i., 
. . :1u··f>l'r •~1 an~· 

~ 11htle Israel vas stayi~CJ at\ Shitt~, 't~e ·peQple 
P.rofaned themselves by whoring with . the MOabite 
vmien, ·vbo ~•itec:l"the people to ~~e ·sacrifices 
for their god.~ . · · ' · · _ · 

. ' &ere, too, there is no sugges~ion that the Israelite~ 
. ) . . -' 

~id ~Gr sex. T~oughout the Bebr~ Bible1 tbe~e are J 
~ "' ' . . 

\ . " .. 
ex~l'e9 o~ the verb i1.l.~ being used t~ r~~ei-.. to the -

attachment :of Israel to- a foreign · god or natio{. · (Bati~ns . '- . ,/ . . . . . '-.../ ~ 

and gods were not ~i:~tinguishable i~eaa in· the· ancient Rear 
. . 

Bast .~ they 4c1ef~ one_"imc~ber. >": The root, iu.1, and its 
. v . 

association with prostitution, :is an extremely prejudicial, . 
tent to use for foreign marriage or- for ·the· worship of 

foreip gods - a. tUlll ~rn out of s·trong cbauv.i_nisa for 

one's own natiC>n over other nations. 

) 

~. 

. . 

·.- .. _ 
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.. 

Thia ia th• sense in which Siaeon and Levi used the 
! 

tena •aqb• in referring to Dl.Dab • s marriage to a foreign 

nation. ftey aa~ theµ _tatber the question, ·-~ ~ :qb;10 

~, • which c:Ould be understood as, •$ball be a~ire ~ 
~ . l 

sister aa one attached to the lechery/ of forelgn nations?• . 
Their accusation against S~bea goes far beyond mere rape 

or intermarriage. Sbechea's crille was to at.tacb Israel to 

-
Levi killed Sbecbea because of national cbauvinisa. 

In this regard, the story of. Dinah baa micb in c~n 
• . 

vitb the story of Pbiliebas, who reacted to tbe inc'ident at . ~ 

• I 

Sbittia (quoted above)' vi.th SlQ.ft ~ ~adly punishment~ 

.. v 

1lbeD Pbinebae, eon of Bl~a•ar .~ of Aaron tbe 
priest, aa~ t.hia·, . be l•ft tbe usably and, taking 
a ... pear in bis baQd, be followed t.be Iaraelit• ,· 
i.Dto tbe cb_.,._. aDd at~ ~ of tbea, ~e 

· Iareallte and oe wcr·n, tbroogb t.be belly. ften · 
tba plague aptnet tbe Israelites vu checked. . 

. --""" -- . . --- . 
__, ~ lfbJ.a de.pita tbe fact tbat ~ Sbecbiia~d ~ 
agreed to accept a central elwnt of l•~•llte ri~ual. · 
Tbe fact tbat ~ cixccmciHd tbwelvee appaara to be 

. . iroD1c 1D tbe Rory - tbe beatben• tboU«Jbt they veri 
• jolDiDcJ tile J.lfe oi Ial'atil 1D ~fnt, bat, h fact, 

..... tmy ._ ~1$.1Dtlc=fti ' lfOftil f'tm life ~t.aelf. 
. . ' :~~· · bere an .•opea• ~and a new 

.,.ruball 1D tbe ...oretic ~. 
-30-
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·Tboa~ ~- died of the plague numbered twnty-four , 
· tbone•nd. 61 Y8' .spolte to Holt~, saying, · •Phinebas, 
eon Of Ble&ar SOD Of Aaron tbe priest, bu turned 
back ··llf wrath froa the Israelites ·by · displaying 
amoag them his passion for-, so that I did· not 
vipe out tbe Israel,ite people in rq passion. say 
tb_..fore-, •J 4)rant bia 11f pact of friendship. I , .. 
shall be for h1a and b'is descenctants .after bia a ·;. 
pact of prieStbood for all t~,. because he took 
t_apassioned action for bis God, thus making 
expiation for the Israelites.••" · 

• 
Whereas the story Qf Din~ ~s attributed to the pre-

. . . 
uilic author J, the story of PbineJlas 15 .usually associated 

\ l . . . . 

vitb the post~exilic P author ·because it justifies t)le · 
. . ... ... \ ~ . 

prieatbOod of Pbinebas ' des~eDd'ants ~ver other faailies. 

·&owever, the siailarities between ~h8 two !tori.es suggests 
• ~ 11> • I ~ 

• • I . 

that P .. Y only bave .. added 'IBWB's. revardJof perpetual . . . ., 

pries~ to an old J !Story; -·~ut retkimti.on ag-1ust 

JIJ.dienite -...,;.a v11o 'aed;.~..( ~ 
0

foll- foreip goc1s." 
-. . 

.In. both storie~, an a~ ~f •nut• is pmished by 
..... ; ' . 

~ ext.1:ajudickl .killi.D~. :~n _both cues, t~e ~ers act. in 
.• - . 

support of~· but ·-.9aiut _t~e ~ill of temporal authority. 
. ~ . . ... 

Si.Moil and LeYi ¥ere explici~ly repmved by Jacob11 and 
--------·----·-- ~ 

.. 
· • ~ is -.. an •optpi•· break and a new · · 

parublill ill tbe -Mlioretic teXt. . . · . 
• lhmben 25:7-13.. _ . · •· . . . -~ -- -. . . .,. '1'be bero of tbe story need. iJOt-•~ ~ ~ : 

ftineba.a 1a the J version. Pbin@u aystUloUiy"."droPs 
out of tbe saarrative folloving this i.Dcident. &leasar t 
Caleb' aid .Joshua l*cc•• t.h9- ieaders of tb8 C)enerati.on 
tbat· would aaC:ceed Moees aDd AarOD. .. 

f · n · ....., .O:nanta~m ntl•--1 tbft ~ftittoof Q£ 
. stae·cm and .~~~ J~'·s aaledictiOn agai.Dst 
. -ua--··wQiltiiilil 4915-7 •. ~ tbere is .no clear 

lillk- bewem tbis and the incident in Genesis 34. · 
-31-
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. . 
Pbinebas' actio~ contravened Moses' cc eiMt. 11 

• Yet, in 
I 

·both c~, ·the ~llera appear to be ~aerated fo~ their · 
. ' . 

·actioo. Phinehu' action ends the plague. ·-rhe biblical 

au.tbor se rs to -exonerate ' Silleon and Levi, whose ccmpell~CJ 

j~st~fication for killing (verse 31) ts l~ft ~ans~ed • . J 

·Both st.Qriea contain aurder,us hatred acjainst. for~ign 
.. 

nations. Both stories manifest t~t hatr~ . by ·harshly 

condem>i DC) a f Ora. Of exogUl}'. . 
\ l . 

Louis ~t;ein arC)Ues that, ·in this period, aversion .to 

exC>CJallf " .. onlyl a •social
0

staddard .vbich vas heeded as • . 
·. 

ratter of propriety,• and that, •This 4 is a:ll that· . . . . 

period.• 11 
. l • ' .. ' • 

its h~tred fox: ·~ ... , .the J source ·.d~s 
. . .~. 

not a"'en' to have a legal or tb8oioCJ.ical basis <alM'rt froa · 
·. 

!atbe: belief ~bat . forei~ wrsbip ·~· tainted) ~ would de~j.op 
'-/. . ' 

later. It is not pc)esible to deteraine vbetbe~ J's · 

mirdtttoU batred,of Uov~ developed .from tbe pa~~hal 
~ 

era's de•ir~ for endq9811J. the-

.. 

. . ·•. 
attitude against in~iage aj>pear9' to' have been · .. 

. . -~- . 
- -~1Vatecl prJJlarily bf national rivaiiY and eilt.':lt!! 

. .... .~ . .. :. 

aversion. 

. . ·-~· · . --- .1~ 
11 · ·-·...-1~ , . . . . . -----
,, Bpete"iD 149. 
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._yid and SOlow>n's Intepyrriaqes of Conyepiinc,. 

8~ the Rebrev- Bible is the ·record of Israel's stoey 

tOld by one faction within the society, one aust ~ead . . . . 
between the linea to discover the voic:es of other fact~ns. 

.. . J 
~he trend just discussed illn•tnatesf J'~ .ar~nt against 

ex09.., based on nationalUs• and cultural chauvinisa. One . . . 
1111at wonder whether J spoke froa .sOlle experience when he 

wrote about Israel beiDCJ taint~ .by : exogamy • 
. \ . . ' . 

Th~ biblical author, ·J, is assumed to have coap~led bis 

work frcia old8r Jritin9s s~ 
1

"ti..e . ~ter the 10th century . 

B.C.B., the time of tihe Jq.ngs Dayid and Sole*>n vbo were 
. -

' • t -- • • . . . ' . 
both· depicted as 11arry_ing · for.eiqn vailen. J Seen against this . . ,. . ., . . . . 
historical. background, .:X's antiJ>atby tOvard exogaiay uy take 

( . ~ 
on new -•ning. · . "-.J .. 

' . . 
Jn.' his forty_-y~ rule~ ~vid aanaged to unite a 

.~ quarrelacme:i~ diver!'• ' group ·of clans - which were oft~ in 
. v . . . 

conflict Vi.th one . ~otber - under a ·single crovn. 0 United; 
• " , .: I • • • • • • • •• ..,· - ' 

they would c1a9tnate· ttieir region through wt of the _tenth 
~ ' . ~ . 

century. Alon1 tb& course o~ ~is ·.r-eigo, David Pot dOWI\ at , · . . ~ .. . , ... 

least t.btee rebellioDs against .ha, using both !111.itary, · 
. -~ ~-., .. . . ·---- · .m.C)iit and p0iitical .aneuver·ing. · Jon ~ .:.~oDJ.nd_ BarUC?h 

. . "' . .. - . 
Halpern bave ar~ tbat ~riage vu an ~rtant strateg;r 

1· - :.: . ·: "See, · for mr~t1Z1 . ·~ ~liid of the 
I -:· Pin~ ~~~~---.:1 ..... ~- _ bile ud ~ration,• A 

: · at~'01'""'tlae JetdslJ ~le, ~a.. aen~saaon . 
(C•llhrldve, 11Ue.1 &arvard Ullivenitf Press, 1976)' 96. . ~~ 

' 

,, 
..··. 

.• 

· . 

·: 

-·' 



.. 

\ . 
' 

. 
in ~vid's political arsenal for conaolidating .power.u 

Tbe boOks of Smauel and Chronicles give the names of 

eigbt of Qavid's wives - Michal, Abigail~ Ahinoaa, · Maac&b, 
. . 

Ba99ith, ·Abital.r Bglab, and Bathsheba (called •Bathsbua~ in 

~onicles)." These books also suggist ~t l~ast ten 

childre~ of David by unna•'1 wives and concubines. 1' 

Levenson and Halpern theorize that David's marriage to 

·; 

Abigail played an essential role in legitillating David in 

Hebron. 
\ \ 

David' s aarriaqe ~o the former wife of a Caleblte 

chieftain, 1! according to the tbe0_ry·, allowed David, a 

Bethleheaite, to be crowned king in the Calebite center. 

On the theory th~t a royal'vife .cou11 confer royal' 

st•atus on her husband, Levenson . further. speculates that 
l • . 

David• s vi~, -Ahinoaa~, was actua1i{ the~ sue WOiian as Saul's 

wife' of the s- na11e. 71 AC~ing to this theory, David 

attempted t<J usurp the, throne~ aarrying a .king's wife in 
·~ . . 

the same way that Molkijab vouid later attialpt to usurp 
' 

Solomon~s throne by ~rying Abishag, a wewber of David's 

. . 

" Jon D. LeveDSon and Baruch Halpern, •The 
Political IJll.'Ort of David's.Jtarriages,• ftle Jouz:nal of · 
.BJ.blJ.cal Literature 99 / 4 < 1980) :-5.o~·su~. _ ~ 

· ..:.. .. 
_... !' see I Sawuel 18; 25; II Saauel 313-5, llf : ~; l , 
Chronicles 311-5. . ' 

" II S..ael S:ll-16; I Chronicles 3:9; 14:3-7 • 
., 11 In I Suuel ,25:2 •abal i• called •very~ wealthy• 

... <imtt 'ml>, pd in . I ~Sl;lkl ilr"frrefered to as a 
.. . ·c~~J.~~~-~.., 

" llelltloned 'in I SUuel 14t50-;--" . 
-34-.. 
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b~.19 ·This theory would help to explain Bathan's 
I 

st~t~~ ·to Davi~, · _ •• ,,. ';f? :IP,1'1 ~ Tf-.-,.~-n,, Tt'l 1"1·1' 'i? ~ . 

~ ~ ,.,., .... •:1 gave you your maste~~ s house and possession 

of .your .master's wives; and l gave you the house of Israel. 

~~ab.•'° '.. . . I 
· David's marr~age to Maacah also may have ~n 

· politically ~llDtivated just as his marriages to Abigail and 

Ahinoaa were. .This •,..;f m ';'?~·111, • •dautJhter of Ta~i, : 

king of Geshur, "81 was no Israelite. Gesbur, 10cated in the .. 
"· ~ . 

· south of the present-day Golan Heights had been le.ft as a · . ·, \ 

s~ate uncq~querecl ·k~gdom by the Israelltea .. 12 .I~ was a . . -.J 

•. I . . . 
strategic cross-roads and. fertil,.e oasis in. that r~ion (much 

. -
. as it is today) • · : ~he ruler!' of~ tb,:S z:egi~ ~uld · ~aive ~n ~ .. 

valuable allies to D19:vid. Gerald J. · Pett~r wr1:~!1at 

pavid's marriage to the da11gbter: of Geahur's king ... 
" • ~ • ii ii 

•-Certainly p~esupptped, included'., 9r· entailed so.a treaty 
... v.. . 

between Tai..ai 'and David, ~d. thus between t he Ges~~it~~ 
~ . 

and the Israelites.••> ·The ' lfebrev Bibie does not contain a 

hint of criticisa agaibst bavid for foralng this aliiance 

with a foreigner. 

' : 

. . i-.,...."""' ..,. -, ----~ 
~ .. -- ,, . . -"""' ( ,. . -_ • 

71 I _ ltinqs 2: 17-23 • 
~ , II 'SallDel 12:8. .. 

. •• II ·. s.mtel .3: ~; I Chronicles J :~ • 
. b JC>lpbu&, 13:1! t • . . ·.. ...,. .1 . ....---. 

1 
.• u Gez:aldl J. Pet~er, •Geahurit~~· 

Bible D1ct101iaq:· Y~lum 2r «l• "9t'i; t:reedaaD, et al~ 
(118v T~rk1 'Doubl9day, 1992) 997. 
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. . . 
If David u~ed marriage with domestic and foreign allies 
. { . . 

· to bia polit.ica'i, advantage, his son, Sol0110n, · ap~ars to 

· have carrted the practice to a further extreme·. The book of 

Kings re(iorts Qf Sol0110n: 
. -"--

'11 'Tll ""1·" ~~ i'iJil·na-,. ~ ~ m i'ir!l·llf :irJ?f,1ron,!1 · J 
:l';Q ~~ 1'Q\n·nf1 :rj~ il'l.·nfl ;~~nf m~? irt~ 

· SolOllOn allied hiue1t by marr.iage with . Pharaoh 
.• king of Egypt. He muried Pharaoh'·s· dau9flter and 

brought her to the C·ity of David rto·· l:j.ve there] 
.. until be had finished building his ~lace,· .and .~he 

Bouse of YBWB, \and the wal~s · arqun~ Jerusal~. 14 

. . . 
In this case, the political n~ture of the marriage is 

' ' 
more obvious·. The verb lt"J;'i,. emphasJ,zes the connection 

be~veen SOlOD:>n and Pharaoh, h.is 'fathef-in-law Clti'I). L~ter . . . :, . . . . 
• .• ' • J 

in the SolOllOn story, one re~~· that ~hai;:aoh captured the . . 

Canaanite c.1~ of Gea~r, _ _'locat~ 1rt~e~ foothill~ . of the 

Judean range at a stratecjic~t on the road to . .. .. . 

Jerµsat.ea, n ·and put it. 'into .Isr41elite control by gj.ving it .. 

~s a dowry ·to b.ls dau~ter.~ It is po-ssib.J.e that Solomoti's . . . 
marriage to the daughter of Pl\araob was actually part of a . . . 
pe~ce ~eaty that . B_ni was . forced to enter fol:l~ng.·:~ 

ill-~lsed .ailltuy' foray into · t~e Judean hills: 11 
· The . 

. 
-~""'" - ... 

• 1 

--:--..-. 
.. · · ... I JU.n,,_ . 3 • 1 - ~- £ ,a, • - ~.. . . ' .. - -

" Willi- G. DeVer, ·~zer (Pl.ace) , • !'he· Anc1Jor 
. Bible D1ct1.o1JU7: .Volume 2, -l~· D,.B. Freea..an, et al. 

(Bev York~ Doubleday, 1992) 99~. 
• · " I Kings· 9:'16: ·. _ -:- .....--

•1 Tcmcx> • Isbl~~l , tr (Person),• ~ ·Anchor · 
BibJe.·~olae. 6, ed. D.B. F!"eedmanr et al. '<•ew York: Doubleday, 1992) 109.-----=--
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name of the bride is not given because her identity is 

incidental to the alliance formed between the two nations. 

The Bebrew Bible's mention of the marriage in 

juxtaposition to Solomon's greatest achievements - the 

building of the Temple, the palace and walls of Jerusalem -

suggests that the alliance with Egypt was considered a mark 

of Solomon's greatness. This would be particularly 

understandable if the alliance was the result of a military 

victory by Israel over Egypt. The praise for Solomon's 

marriage alliance here, however, is in marked contrast to 

its next mention. In chapter ll, Solomon's foreign 

marriages are associated with his worst sin and his 

downfall: 

Jito',_ n~~ n~is'a i'iJ:t·n1-n'1 ni11 nit~~ D"~ lilf rio'rf 1~iJ1 
uc:·-" a\71 av; l~-an ~ 'R·?f ni~·iof in D!ilii·tr> :tit~ titm 

°"'~;;.~:nm ii?,)" p;1 Dt.ii ~~I a;~?·nf lit! ~f D~1 
rio" ~ nf? ~ :'l?·n' ,,,~ lll!l niaco "'f D"~7'A niaa, n• miv 
:Q?~ ,~ ni~·Df a7'1 i~? ~-""1 D""1~ aq '"Jll i~?-n~ 'ti:'.' ,,.~ 
.Vl!l :~iat ~ ti:l)?r,> ~ D'~°"' '~ n""" "Ill l'i7J" TrJ :,~, "T'T! 
mt? ~ rm" "R~ " n~f -rm :,j~ ~ ac?.Q ""1 ~~ 'M'l "' ;m" 
,,,~·~? rift Q1 :T'ar ,~, ~ ~~ ~,~ 'i•·?r in i.-n l~ti ~ 

"li°i'! 010 i~? i1V~-~ l'iD~ ~~~I~ :fiJ'•)'>Cz ~19\ ni~ _n1-!~J.1 
"'YJ¥ n;~-,~~ ~ i1TiJ·?r ,~ :till :~tt '~ ;in.1 ~ ~! 

1"R·:1t1]J in lr. 'iit:J?f'? ~~ ~"'1 :i1j~ :tii·in n1 ~• ~ D'"Y.l• cq 
Tm ~-n' '"1'f tie :r'n 'J:l"J ~'Win '~ tl-,,f ~ 111 

n :~ J? ~ :T?f ,,., lW? ~m "" J'9~·11 :11m iJ'~' 
.,.. ~,~TR~ ~r,,., lW? JR~ lll' ""' t)~f '?Ptt "'n~~JJ-?i·n~ 

:'~1'~ 

~ing Sol0110n loved many foreign women in addition 
to Pharaoh's daughter - Moabite, Ammonite, 
Edoaite, Phoenician, and Hittite women, from the 
nations of which YBWB had· said to the Israelites, 
"Rone of you shall join tbea and none of tbea 
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shall join you, lest they turn your heart away to 
follow 1;.heir gods.• Such SOlcmon clung to .and · 
l~~· Be ~ seven hundred :royal wives and three 
hundred concubines; and. his wives turnea his heart 
away. · In his old age, his wives turned 'away · 
SolOllOll'S heart after other gods, and he was not -
as wholeheartedly dev0ted to YBWB bis God as his 
f•ther David had been. Solc.:>n followed Ashtoreth 

\ ~be goddess of the Phoenicians, a,d Mi1cca the 
&ttcllination of the Allllonites. Solomon did' what 

·was . displeasing to ~BWB) and did not · remaiil loyal 
to YBWB like tiis father David. At that time, · 
SolOllOn built a shrine. for Che110sh the abolfination 
of Moab on the hill near Jerua'alea, and ·one for 

·Molech the abbmjn.ation of ~he Amm>nites. ADd he·· 
did the SUie for \all his foreigp Wives . who off~ed 
and saerif iced to their• godS. YBWB was angxy vi th 
SOlomon, . beca~e his heart tqrned away froa YBWB, 
the God" f!>f Israel, who ·bad ~appeared to hi.a twice 
and had cc •ndecJ 'bia abOut. thJ:s \liatter, not to 
follow other CJodsJ . he did not obej what YBWB bad 
ccttanded. And YBWB said to- Solomon, •aecause you 
are ·g1iilty of this.- you h$ve' aot · kept:J My covenant 
and the 'laws which l enjoiqed upon ybu - I will 
tear the kingika a¥e3 , frel!'_ ~u and give it to o~e 
of your · stU:Vants. . But; for tht':sake of your 
father David, -I will ~no~ ~o ~~~ ·your lifetil.e; .I 
will tear it a,,ay frc. ~.SOI}. Bovever, I will 
not tear :·avay the vbole 'kJ.Dgdaa; ;I will give your 

- ~Oft o~e tribe, for the salte· of My servant David 
and for the sake of, J'erusal.f!a' which I have 
cbosen.;,•· · • · . . v 

' : 
The quotatio.n of ~dB's cc •net· against ~teraarria_ge 

appears to be a read.$.119 ~f Deuteronomy 7:1-4. (disc~saec( in 

the n~ section). liOvever, ttie list of seven nations with ~ ~·. · 
' . . .. ' . - . . . 

vb~ int.e:r11arria9e is forbidd~-tb-.t._pasa~ge d9e~ not 

~~DClud~ fo~ ~~ the five nations wit~ vh~:C~:i• sai.d 
~ ~ 

here to ~ve int.enaarried - tk>ab1tea, Ammonites,/ Bcso.1tes 
. . 4. • . - . . 

~. Pboenici:m· 2~- ~l!e9e tba~ tile book of 
. r - b ' .~. • . . . ~, 

• I Kings 11:1-13. 
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Kings ·ancs Deuter~ were formed by. the same •0euteronomic 
- - . 

s~bool,• . or D, one aight expect a match iii. the lists of 

~orbidden nations ~ween. the story of SolOllOn and ~n the 

book of Deuteronoily. . ""'11 
\. Close inspection reveals that thiJ passage .of reproof 

.J 

· against Solomon may have beeri compiled from so~ sou.rces - . . 
• 

that ori9inally praised him. The boast that Solom0n had 
. . . 

seven hundred wives and three · hund.red Qoncubines is similar 
\ \ . - -. : 

to other passages in which widely exaggerated nUllbers are · .. 
- . ~ . 

used to exalt Solam>n rs greatness. -

The cons1:ant praise· of SolOJDOn is- for gr~t size. 
. . . ... ."" . .. . ... . .. 

· ~naiah: wishe!l, .,,., Tz9,i ~.,_ q~ \•·'1' '1n~, • . •key [YBWBJ . . ' . . . 

~n~arge ~s t~o~e beyo~ ·~be titt:one r. ~ lla~.ter 1(1.ng 

David.~" The Claily pro~isio~~ .. s~lOllOn's household"are 
. . . . 

described 1.n herculean terms - ~luding 10 fattened oxen, .. - - . . . .. . 
2f, pasture-fed · ox~n, 100 :s~eep and goats~ - l[lS are his 

. . v . -
stables of . 40, 000 ~rsea and 12, 9-0.0 h<>~s~. 91 hen 

So1omon's ~visc:ioll is described in hu9e nW1eric teras ~ ·~. 

endowed sO~a.>n · _ vi1;h ·understanding u vast as the sands on ,, _ · 

the seas,bore.•u All of the~e-Al.A .c1!ven in the cont~ of ' ·- . p~aiae ·f~r s01~~- It aight ~hen ~ inferricstt!lg :tlfe :.. · . .... 

" I KincJ• 1:37. In verse 47 the courtl~r#I t'epeat 
ttte blessinq for · •enlargeilen~'qll .;, _.-.- · 

~· -4.;e ,. I ltinCJS -~~c1 ~ . 

tl :t '1(fn1j8~i6. . . . . -----
ta I ltinp 5:9 • . , 
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source that spoke of (Solomon's vast bar~ may have also. 

in~e~ to praise hUa. Only later did an ~tor relocate 
. . 

the verses concernin9 . ~olomon•s harem in order to change the 

context froa p_raise to rebuke. 
. I 

The long speech f roa YBWB c~ndemning And punishing 

Sol911Dn is' strange - it does not) fit into the narrative of 

·. 

the story. This is the only occasion in the Hebrew Bible 

in vhic~ YBWR speaks dire~tly to ·a kipg· of: Israel in order 
. 

to chastise hi.a. On every other' 0ccasion, YBWB's .. 
~ ~ 

. chastisement is sent through a prophet:" Despite the fact 
\ 

. ~ that YBwa spoke directly to · Sol~n, ~here i .s no ,indicat~on . 
~ . . '' . . 

· that Solomon · resppnded in any way. ·.sau:t adaittled his 
'. . . 

·tr~~ressio~, ~de, ex~se~, ~~d p1:~ded (.en~ c~fronted · 
with Y~'s rebuke;,. aavi4 confe~. ~I stand guilty . . . . . 

before YBWJU•l'" b4t Solomon said no~in9. It is as if 

Y·BWB •.tp speech was ·<trqpped il\to : the story aa an ~fterthought 
. . .. v. . -

- it does not fit the cont~Xt · and it.· does not alter °'the 
; t I • • • • • ... 

narrative of,Solomo~·· actio~s in ' ~y way. Furthermore 1 • 

. 
YBWB • s reason foi; punishing Sol~n '.s· son instead of SolOllOD · 

hillself ·~e no sense. 
-~--. ---... . 

· .. ·it.-4.s~ perhaps, now possible _to s~ulate~ ait(tlu~ · :~7 

. . 
. -

o( .the passa9e that describes ~~l~~·s . 

\ ... ._, P'or ezeMple., . I S~~~-9j ~Ulllel l~ i . I 
K~p .. 11118. ' ~ ... · . · · 

. . 

tit I ' sailmJ1.'--JS:24-25. ._ ------ · . 
" II Saauel12:13. 

) 
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sin and punisbllent.f The passage as received may have been 
. I 

conat.ructed frdla earlier texts, at least one of which 
' 

praised Sola.Qn for the 1 IW9Dse size of his· bar.em and ·for 
. . 

the political alli~ces he built through foreign marri~gesr 

The. source text may even have praised So~n for the -great~~ ,. I . 

shrines be .built for the gods ~f the nations he had drawn 

.into Israel's orbit through these allian~e~. 

The QeuteronOllic editors of the. Solomon story added .the 
\ . ' \ . . 

explanation of bow· the rebelli9n_s agailist Solomon we~e the 

result ~f di~ine punishment. ·They~.d~~ this to solve a 
\ 

t~eological problem. D was comitted to the idea of a 

D.avidic ~oV.ena:nt - a proai:se by Y~ t~ maintfin Dav.id ; s 
.. •.c • • 

dynasty forever." In :J,igbt of tha't. CQVenant; D bad tt;> 
. l . ~ 

eal>1ain the di~islon of the -kingd~ · 1e&; than one hundx:ed . "-.J. . . . 
years after Dav~d's death. o ·m ·aisp- c~tted to the idea . . 
of divlfte revard~or righteousness .And punishment for 

4 . . .·. : " 
transqreasion. T~ only ~lanatlon for .. ~he loss ~f the. 

united. kinCJdoa ,.ould be the sin .of an Israelite king. . ... .. . i. . . 
llOWeY8r, the only "king, apart Jrca David, vbose :sin ..... · ... 

.. • • • r ... •. ..._ .-

COUld have resulted fn ·tbe schisa ·of the united ltingdaa of 
. . 

. --~- ':' 
·1a.i;ael in 928 .B.C.B. was the aan who sat ..... tm ~¥.-~one until 

__., . . """ ... ·: - - ~ 

. " A clear statmrnt of the Dayidic coveaant can 
be •een in Peal.II 89:4-5; •1. have made :Cofttiant -vi.th 
11Y"chQ11en. one; . I ·have · - .,.. . t Davi~: ·I will 
eat~lt;.h,. ~ . .GMtsilf~CJ ·ror~ver, I will c~nf iril your 
tb:rone for all genei'ationa. Selah." _..--;--
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that very year - Solomon. But Solomon was singled out for 

praise in the tradition . received by D. , It VOU:ld have been 

illi>ossible for this _sevent~ qentury author to have . · __ 
I 

un~erained a three-hundred year tradition _of Solomon as th~-
. - . J 

buiider of the Teaple, the master of wisµoa, _and _the victor 

over · Israel.'s eneaies. ) 
• • 

D'·s theology is quite different from that. of . the time 

of David and Solo110n·.. Whereas David .coqld have id~ls in his 
\ l . .· . . . . 

heme" and Solo11e>n· could .build · t~les to foreign gods,91 by · 
. . .· ., . ... ' ~ . 

the ti.lie of the Deuteronomists, ~xclusiv~ allegiance to YSWB 
~ ·. 

__ benotheisa - had become & definitional. characteristic of . , . . . 
• '1 • . 

Judah, at least for the Deuteronoaists. · So the D ·authors . . ., . 
focused on S091!1!thing in SolC3'1Qn ~ a r.eign that was _ 

;,t;j~i~le to 'tbe st~aiids~.l!e~ . da; and constructed· 
. . . 

an explana~ion ~or the loss of the united Kin9doa of Israel · 
~ . . . . 

on4SOlcmon ' s ilite~ria~s. -~d worship of foreic;in gods. ,· 

This i .s the intei-Pr.et.ation o~ SolOllOn' s s ·in as 

presented· by J. Robil\soil. · He states that the claila of 
. .. 

"\ . . 
apostasy tbrough· foreiCJD mar~iag~ ~gainst Sola.on was . 

. . , 
nothing more than D's atteapt to d~scover · the sin against 

-~ - . _..._ 
YmfBJot which SOlcmon' s kingdom was l ·ater ~~~ .. ~: ~ 

Robinson writes: 

Acc~rdilig to. [tbe ·Deuteronoaic_ principle of ~~vine 
. . ~ -·· -----

. ·. -~~- . . 
•
1 

.. I .-8Asfe~13. ---
9e I Jtinp 11 : 7. 
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. reward and punisbllent), any king vbo had such a 
·successf~l and ·aaCJllificent-reiqn as Solomon· was 
reputed to have bad, vas bound to leave behind for 
bis s~cces~r a strong and powerful 1kin9doa. In· 
point .or: fact Solomon did not leave .behind such a 
kinQdca - The deuteron~sts found. a reason vhy 
SolOllOn's reign sho~ld have' ended di~astrously in 
spite of· all its earl·ier greatness. It was · 
~use sOl0110n had comaitted a grave sin. Ttfey 
believed that the qravest sin into which any 
Israelite could .fall was apostasy.") · 

' . 
.Ja11es A. Mont9e>11ery notes that the story of Solomon's 

sin is a ·composite consisting o't an early, pre-DeuteronOmic 
\ l - ·. 

accoun~ that did not mention . foreign wives · ~ the later 
• ... ~ 1' .. 

Deu.tero~c version tliat included this th~ •to ~lain 

the king's -defection.•1~ The many refer~nces to fpreign 
· ) 

wives vho •turned [Solomon's] heart ·f~oa · yBifB• ·is l>'s . ~ . 
addi.tion · to a auch older ~tory. . , . . . . 

, 

T"- aa'~~s of the i>so--...,ce did nOt ·~ .~. iijt of 
. . ~ . . 

Solomon's foreiC)ll wiye~ with the~ own list ~f forbidden 

' nations in: ~tero~cay 7 , .. ei~er bec~ua~ they could not ~r 
- • a. • • • v --

because it was unblpor_tant. D coul_d· pot change the .nations , ,-
. . 

with whoa Sola.>n interaarried:bec•use. they derived froa a 

pre-Deu~ronoalc tradltio~ • . Tbe l!st ~ De~~eronoaf, as 
• ' t. ' 

shall be discussed, vas probably not underst~ as literal 
. --.....\. - --- . or definitive~ . ~JVal', so utching it was not ~rtant ""'" (~ ·"' .. . -- -

"" . . ... 

. . 
" J. Rob.imlon, !'be rl.r11.t · Boo~ o~ lCJ.aga · _ 

(Ca.bridges ~ridge University Press, J1,1i.l-">-"1~ 136 • 
. 1" lJ- A .. . MontCJC*IUY,__.~~and beget.teal 

cclliirentuy on .. ~e' ~6-rtrfilp, 1951 (_Bdinbar~. · ' 
~. ·c1ar~, 1976) 232-234. 
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enoagb to alter a known tradition • . 
'1'be D authors .also &dded YBWB'a long s~h to state 

explicitly SolC11Dn's quilt_ in the aatter of bis foreign 

Vives and worship of foreign gods. The seeech also 

explained vby SolOllOn's punisbJlent woul" only c~ after he 

vas dead (.an awkward construct/io~, but one necessitated by 

• 
the fact that the division of the kinqdoa had ~ome so 

shortly after Solomon'8 ·death) • . The s~h looks out of 
\ \ . 

place because D may have been ·unvillinq to invent plot 
. . . . ' . . 

el8118nts that would have made it lliore pl~usible (a plea for 

forgiveness by SolOllOn in- response, for exaapleJ. 
' . 

I 

· D's historic revisionisa of Solomon)s IMirriages aay . . . 
c • 

have been believable to a se~entb..c~ntury audience because 

i~ fit .... assieds of r~i'd~~'· SOla.>n's Bgyptian 

vife is bel.i.-eved to have been the. daughter of Siamin, a . . 

p~aoh of sgypt' s . 21st ~sty .. 191 Around the year 945 ,. 
. v -

B.C.B., that dynasty vas overthrown and a new phuaoh, 

Shishak, rose to power. Shishak, the first pharaoh of the 
. . . 

22nd dynasty, vu bosti].e toward ~lemon, perhaps as · a. 
. , . 

result of the special access that t~e old dynasty had to . , 
.,......""" -- -- .... 

Sole.ion's court t.brou9h its daughter. -~ (~ .... _~··: -. _.... ... 

The ~Chima betvef!n Solcmon: and BcJYpt,. pharaoh spurred 
~ 

OP1f>rtun111tic rebellions against sOlc:a>D in Ar-
102

• ~ in . . -~ - ~ _,;.. . .._ --'! ';8.,.. 
-------• ~;I --
Ill . ....... -~ . 

, Isbitla-~ • . . · --- · 
lU I KiD4)8 11:23-25. 
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Bdaa, m . apparentlr with the assistance of Egypt.,... In the , 

. ·-rebellions, Sol~n lost illportant trade routes and their 

accompanying revenue. As a result, SOlomon bad to .spend 

1111ch of bis depleted treasury on bis army and physical 

de~naes. 10s Sbisbak also lent aid to tile r~bell;ion of 

Jerpboaa,_ 1" which would event}ially fracture Solomon ' s 

kin9dda in two. 

. . Blaaing the division of the kil)qd99 on· SolOllOn's 
\ I. • 

..rriage allian9es with foreiqn nations may have contained · 
. . . "' ,. 

enougb truth to support the accompanyin9 theology. Since it 

~- known that Solomon's all~ance with Aiaaun ~ad proven 

- disastrous for Israel when Sbishak arose to Jpower in Egypt, 
. . 

tbe connection between foreign wives and ~be fall of the 
\ . 

· ~nited . kin~ ilay have· ll8ile -~· J:' D's '.Yalnd.st audience · 

of the s~th. century. . ·. 
. As demonst.rated, the earli.est strata of the Hebrew .!a . . • • 

. v 
Bible, from the author known as J, could disapprove of s~ 

aarriages ·betveen Israeiites and foreigners because of 

national hostilities and cbauviniSllS. It. now seeas· that J , .. . , •'. 

vbo lived in tbe t!MS of David and Soloi.on, or shortly . . . ..... .....\._ 
--~ . . 

the~aft.er, -y ~bave bad something t~ camplalnz_~li~·:-

" To ba1lcl Israel's power, ind their own,- David and 
~ .. ~ .. 
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Solollon. aade marri~qe to £oreigners part of their .political , 
. .. 

strategy. . To thea~ ~e e'li•ination of ·exo9811J. would have 

been counter.productive when marriage alliances coulc;l be 

used to pursue diploaatic, p0litical· and economic gain·. 

'""' 'J 
~ Further11Dre, David and SolOllOn coulp no~ hav~ been the 

only ,peopl~ in Israel who sbar)d ·that belief about exogamy. 
. ~ 

. David - ' vbo may have married ~iqail .and Kic~a~ to alter and 

.. fora public perception~ would no~ haye .ignored popular· · 
\ t 

opi:Jlion by -~~nq a foreiqner .aqainst unani.Jlous 

disapprovlll. 
• • • • "- ,. 4> 

S'?lOllOn, too, probably -cou~d not have survived 

t~e rebellions against him if .he ha~ al~e~ted the entire 

nat-ion" tlµ"oucjli e~oqaay. As Marti.4 A. Cohen b.l!ls stated 

regarding biblical figures, ~BeaaS f?f· polit'ies do not· 

O~ilenge the ~logy o.ivtilcb~ ~~authority, 
especially ,,tien :their subj~ts are eont~t ·vith that . . ·. 
ideolocjy and atg'bt be provoked to rebellion by its .. . . .... . v : . .. . -re.>val'. • ••1 . 

There; aust have been. some element, at least, within 
.. 

"'. 

Israeli~e ieader•hip and, general society that found these 

marria:ges appropriate And even des~able. '· Indeed, J . may· 
-~--. - - ~ 

--~ .... -..... - . -....:.. ... +.., ...... "• _ .. _ . 
... . '-.... .-- . -. 

·. 7 
. ·-~~~ .....-~ 

• ~.;L? • 
~~ . . - .-s;o..._.-s""4!_,..___ . . ...---:--:-.:: 

m JI.A. coben, •1n Al1 .r~ss to' Ahab,• 91. 

·. 
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ba~e been the ~oduct of a faction that was suspi~ious of 

· politically moti_v,ted -intermarriage ·at a ti:Jne when the 

· ujority of the national political and cultic est.ablishment 

f avo~ed it. ""-'J 
\ I 
J?sJ.ab's Revolution ) 

' .. 
" A close reading of the book of Kin.gs r~veals that each 

king of Judah and Israeil after the divisien of the kingdom 
\ . l : . . 

is judged by two criteria ~ ioyalty to the Davidic dynasty 

and loy~lty to the exclusive vorsbip of YBWB. Because of 
. \ 

t..be first criterion, a.11 b~t one king 4 of Israel were 

rt!C)arded as •evil• - f?r they ~fo~ fr0. t,tie Davidi'c line o~ . 
.. . ' ... . 

succession. 108 Beeause of the_ ·.second criterion, onl~ those 
• l .. .. 

: : Judean king~ _ Vbo opposed ·the vorsb4 of .9ods other than .YBWB 
. ·~ .. 

were 'regar~ as •corr~t,··10' even 'if they were militarily . . . 
weak or other.vise undistinguished·. 110 ·The prillary author ~f 

.e.. • • • , • .... ' v . . . 
the book of Kings, -tbe . source called D, judges .ererything 

accprcling to a p~o-Davidic, . pr0-Yewit ideology. The. i~entity · 
~ . "\ . 

of tb.is .' source can be inferred f.roa the kings he favored . tile 
~.. • .. # 

·' 
. . 

1°' Barninq tbe descr:f..pt_-!2n. ~,., • in the text. The one . 
~xcept.ion i .s .~ebu, vbo V.S a slronCJ. .. SGPPO~eJ'i. o! Y8lfB and an 

-4 ogpon9n~ of foreign ~rs hip in I.sr~el. ~ ~ .. · : -:- :. 
··109 There are seven kings-· so desiC)Jlated _ • ..,,,. • iu the 

text: Alla, JebosbQbat, Allaziah, Uzziab,_ Jotbaa, Bez~kiah 
and Josiah. . . 
~ ·u• !'or ex•~=ltt\ .0•1_i8.a •?• d~s~ite the fact 

- tb~t I ·I Jtinga 1• • - .: s hov he was .captured by the 
Jdn9 ~· .J9raer--~. bow tbe city o~al-. vu b~eached 

· and tbe 'lmlple looted d~ing bis reign. · 
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most Hezekiah and Josiah. 

D says of Hezekiah, •There was none like him among all 

the kinqs of Judah after him, nor amonq those before him"111 

Josiah is described likewise, MThere was no king like him 

before who turned back to YHWR with all his heart and soul 

and might, in full accord with the Teachings of Moses; nor 

did any like him arise after him." 112 This praise might be 

considered surprising considering the events of the reigns 

of these two kings. Both ruled in the chaotic period 

between the dissolution and destruction of the Kingdom of 

Israel by Assyria in 724 and the fall of Judah in 587. 

Durinq this entire period, Judah's existence was threatened 

by Assyria and by the flow of northern refuqees into its 

borders. Under Hezekiah's rule, Assyria attacked Judah and 

captured all of her fortified towns. 113 As a result, Judah 

became a vassal and paid huge sums to Assyria out of the 

Temple and royal treasuries.ue King Josiah may also have 

been an Assyrian vassal. He reigned over a bloody 

repression in which adherents to all gods but YHWR were 

suppressedm and the priests of cultic sites in Samaria were 

111 II Kinqs 18:5. 
112 II li.nqs 23:25. ,. . ., 
lU II Jtinqs 18:13. 
114 II Kinqs 18:15. 
lU II Jtinqs 23:4-7. 
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·put to death. 11
' ( 

~h of these kings, 'however, are praised in .the Hebrew 

Bibl$. for their zealous at~acbment to two principles : 1) a · 
T • 

stringen~ nationaliaa that rejected all foreign tods and 

foreign rui e, 2) loyalty to YBWB and faith in t BWB's ability 

to defend the na~ion • ) 

. • 
II Kings 22 refers to the discovery of a ·~ivo, • a 

•·scroll of the Teaching" in t}\e time of · Josi~~ 117 ~ause . 

of the resemblance of the policies ~o~iab illplemented after 
~ ' . 

reading the scroll to the principles of the bopk of 

De~teronomi, 110st scholars agree that t~e . .scroll . made -up the. ~ 
• • I • J 

bulk of what Wi now know as Deuteronoay .•: This Prot.?-

Deutero~ was not s~ auch ., fo~d,."' as ' ~be '(°k ~f Kings 

claiM, · aa it was vr~tten by th~ fact~'18~ persuaded 

Josiah to follov. tts course. That is the identity of D; it 

is the fa4'tion that baelted Hezeki ah and Josiah. It vas this 
. . v 

' faction tbat also was prillarily respons~le for c011pilinq 
, • # • 

.. 

(and lepd i ng its bias to) the history that now appears ln ~. 

Josbua, Judges; S~el and Kings. 
·. 

In the chaotic ti.Ms of the seventb :and eighth -- --..._ 

'J 

. .. . -i,. . .... ,. 

' centuries, the ~temnoaists were the .nationalist, prO-Ylllhl_-:- :. 

faction that opposed foreign ·alliances "and supported .. 

: 
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.· sesekiab's son, Manasseh, who was a iJyal vassal to Assyria 

during his reign of .some 45 y·ears. Manasseh is SJid by D to 

.have-introcluc~ vor~hip of the ~syrian . astral: cult1u and he 

participat.ed in Assyr~a·' s militar)' c0paigns against 

)l9ft,t,. rit D ~~aided su~h cooperatJ.on as treasonou;s heresy. I 

D's fact-ion claiAed a deslr~ to rid Judah of fo~efgn , . 
influence and ~sovereignty.u0 

After the death of their hero, B~zeJti~, . the D faction: 

had tQ wait some· 65 yea.rs to return 'to powr. T~e~, in the 
, l., • 

eighteenth year of !ting Jos~ah·, .s reign, ui it succeeded iD 

illpl911!8nt~9 it:~ nationalist i>:<>licies against forei~ .· · 
~ ~ • • i 

vorship and .foreign . control : D ditf ered f roa ·J by' .~eaching . 

that any alliance w~t~ other ~a~i~ns~was forbi~~en ~- · ~ .• ~ 

including the alliance of marriages. Ill · co~rast~~ . . 
described the patriarchs a!)d JOsepti as forailig .severaJ,. such · . . .. ~ 

' . . 
alliances ~tho~ any $ rlticisa. D, fo;r the fi~~t tbM!, 

. v 
prollulgated laws again.st for~1gn aliian~es and . . 

~ .. , . 
unconditionally forbade exogait,y with Canaanite nations: 

;. 

·. - . 
HI I°I KJ.ngs 2 i : 3 • 

. , 

\. ; 

.· 

· 
11

• Tada:>r 146-148. . · -~ - - ----...,.. , , · ~ 
•
1
2t Despite this p6$1tion, Bezeltiah was allied vitl;l · ~ =- '( .. ~ :· ~ -

Babylon as, in· all. probalilllty, was Josiah. In our ... own ~y, · , 
too, autb9rity figures are of~n more mod~rate th~ : thek 
most ' aretent supporters and zealots are rarely as cons~stent 
in poliay ._ t~ are Jn rhetoric. . · · . ., · 

• , 
121 ·Acea~)!_ to II rincn 22. • .. '1'he r~,l,u~jnt ~ 

the eighth ~ear .of his. :reip . ac.;f9.~t!•· t11 cles 
34:3, ~r, this 90\irce is~eolisi:dered ' less reliable as-:t""t" · 
is further removed in ~ille frail these events. 

. . . -so- ·. 
} 

. """ 
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; 

• 

: 

. . 

. cri1-~1 "'11 ~ :vrf·aq :tt11·ifl 11'J•"' ~ ~ rj.~ ~ . 
... ~, ~ ~- ~;..n "'-':J1 ~ ·~ 'iDfn ,..""..,, 'tl.lr.J J'1'~ 
-\!~ wqs:1·J,l'I DOI "ltl~ ~ :rW1 WI~ DK'J' :~ ~ . 
. ~:~°" :m'l 11P.'_., UQ~ ~'1 ~-xi,~ DI ~ ll'11 : .. ll'11 ,,,..,. · 
"'"~"' :'1i70 Jt'Of.)ra;J :1\~·,..:1111 D'"mF Q.ibi rqfl ~ J?·nf · 
11rw~ ~ ~ 113.1'Wm ~ ~ tiM. ~ D:k ~tt 

. :~ 

When YBWB your God brings you to the l~ that you 
are ~ut to enter and posse1's, and Be di:slOdges 
JUDY nations before you - the Bittit~s, 

" Girga~bites, AIK>rites, Canaani~es, Perlzzites, 
Bivites, and Jebusites, seven nati~ns auch ·larger 
than you - and YBWIJ your God delivers tbea ~o you 
and you defeat tbea, you . must ~ tbel!I to . 
destruction: gr~t tbs no teras and ·give them no 
quarter. You shall not intermarry with them: do 
not gJ.ve your daugbtte~s to theiri..sons· or take 
their daughters for your sons • . For· they will turn 

\ . 
your c~ildren away from Me to worship other gods, 
·and YBWB's anger will blaze ~orth _.&CJainst you-and 
Be will promptly wipe you out. :,I~tead, · tt4.a is 

· what you ·shall do to thea: you s.tia11 · te.ar .down 
their altara, ~ saasb their pillan, cut d<>W their 
sacr8d posts,. and consign •bbeir· i.Jaage_;1 to the 

· f i:re. lU - • ·· · ( · ~ 

. This statemen~ fr~ Deiiter~n~ld become the locus 

!!l•s•icus ~or. the Hebrew Bible's pros~rtption againSt 

intendrriage. Its list of seven forbidden ~tions is the 

110st incluai'Ve of any passage. . ~ . , 

This pasa~ge closely parallels a ~sage in Bxodus,: 
·. 
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Mark well what I cc •nd you this day. I will 
dr~ve out beiore you the Allorites, the Canaanites, 
tbe Hittites·, the ·Perizzites, tbe Bivites, and the 
Jebuaites. Beware of aaking a covenant with t~ 
inbabit;.ants of the land against which you are 
advancing, les~ they .be a snare in· your aidst . · 
llo, you -.at te~ down their altars, saash thelr 
pillars, anc1· cut down their sacred posts; for 'J.QU 

~ aust not worship any other qod, bec;euse YBWB, 
vbose na.e is Impassioned, is an tiapassioned God. 
You must ' not make a cove9ant with the inhabitants 
of the land, for they wi1.l lust after their g<;>ds 
mad sacrifice to thei.r qods and invite you, ·and 
you will eat of their sacrifices. Aiid 'When yau 
take wives froa among their daughters tor your 
sons, their daugh~ers will 1u_st" af:ter their gods 
and will cause your son~ to lust· after their 
gods. UJ 

~ - . 
If this were a J text,_ it would be .unique. llowhere 

else does J forbid intermarriage·, as D does. Under • . . I 
A ' • • 

Wellhausen's •classical• doc1111entiary hypot~esis, one could 
i • 

~nOt consider ~ to be a candidate for "utbo~ship of a passage 

in Exodus. ~r, the posai'i>ti{ ty -of. Deuteroncaic 
• 

autbership oft.his passage~ others in Bxodus· has been 

noliced as far back as i-08 when s . R. Drive~ wrote, •Tbe 

poss~ilitj mast_ be a~tted _ that sOlle of these passages 

owe in re~lity their present fora to Deuteronamic 

influence.•m 
. . 
Tbe sw1·&r1ty of the theile'"l 'jQtapeaed. in these two -. -· - '{. . . -~ ~-__., . . .... . :· . . -~ 

UJ Bxod1la 34: 11~16. ~ 
~ u. s. R. Driver·, AD Itit.rodUc:t1on to tlae Literature of 

t11e Old rest...-t (~H°m •:-" 5' -.r.-Clark, 18H) 99. 
a~,s~-~ tbe. explanation that tbe Bxodus 
pmialM)e wu authored bf J aDd later--m:ttated by D. 
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passages - the displacement of the Canaanite nations, the 

destruction of ttiJ~ cul~ic sites, and the. prohibition 

a9-1.nst intermarriage with thell - argues for a single" 

source. It is lik:elY that both passages were written by 

o.m(' 
\" 

G~ .P •. Bugenberger observej 
I 

that Israel was ~orbidden to 

fora parity treaties with other nations because such 

covenants would require ·t~e invocation of oaths in · ·the name 
\ \ . 

of each nation's gods - an imt>.os~ibility for henotheistic 

Yabviats. D views Y8'fll as a •jealou$ God• ( qe '11> who will 
l 

~t ~olerate any co..erce. with foreiCJD gods of other 

nations. 1
M In Harold Bloc;>•'s phrase, ~ewa· h&fl •a lively 

anguish of contaaination.•m Since 11arriage 'vas considered 
• l • 

s~cb an alliance 'between · faailies ,· inleriallrlage vi th pagans . "-..___/ . . 

was pro~ibited •. Idolatry .would neceasartly have ensued when 
.. 

a ratifyin9 oatb was swo~. 11,1 
~ . v 

That covenant vows were aade in the name of ~ is 

apparent throughout' the Hebrew Blble. ut Evidence that · · · · · 

. . 
m '"Bpsteill 15&1i. B'pstein, too, regards Bzodus 34: 11 as .•. 

of oeuteronaalc ori91n, calling this, •the accepted opionion · • 
of biblical a~lars. • . _°'"' .:.._ ,. · : 

.. · - .ut Dllateroncmf 4 : 2 4 ; 5 : 9; 6 : 15 ; 2 9 : It~t 32.t l_6.; .. J!l$~ua 
24: 191' I JtinCJa 14 :22. .. ·· · . . 

w Da•id 1to11enber9 and BarQl.d Blpom, 'I'he· Boo.t of .T (Rew 
York: Grewe Weldenfeld, 1990) ·311.. ~ 

~ ua G.P. bgenberger, lf!U'.riage •• • · Cowtnant (Jlev York: 
B.J. Brill, 1~94) 21,. . .-1#.,....,. ~· .....---

. u. ror .J!P•I•} ... ~ 2:12; 9:18-19; I saauel 24:21; 
28:10, ·1 'ilip 1117; and 2:8. ----
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covenant n~essitat~ cultic worship can be found in other 

Ancient Bear Eastern traditions. •The ratification of the ~· 

covenant was f r..equently associ~ted with the sacrlf ice of an 

an~l,• assert Mendenhall and Berion in their work on 

bibli~l covenants. llO They find evidt!7nce 1f ~h.is i~ a.n 

Ass~ie.n• tre~ty of the Late Bron)e Age in which an animal . 
• offering ·is named for the specific purpose of ~ffectinq 

covenant:. 
\ . 

This spring l~ has been brought frOJD i~s fold 
not fQr sacrifice, not for . banquet, not for 
purchas~,· ·not for ·(divination donceining) a sick 
llAD, not to be slaughtered for ..C-] : it bas been 
brought to sanction th~ treaty betveed As-hurnirari 
and -Mat.f:, ilu. Ul . ' . . . . 

I 

• . . . .• • J 
Po1ytheistio nations like· Assyria would not have any . . . . -

ob~~tions to covenants th~t ~~~~ · t~ .t°: of~er 

. . . 

sacrifices or make vows in the· n~of foreign gods. Such 

an act VQUld not threaten their relationships With their own 

gods.~ 
. . . 

·' V . 

Accordilig to the D pa$s&ges in .Exodus 34 and .. . 

DeuterOD011Y· ~, agremaents vi~ peoples who worsh~pped ~thei 

gods, inciud.i..ng .Uria9e, 'was an af"f-~nt .. to ~· .. The J . . . , 

source c>ccaeionally had disapprovecl..Qf._int!~r~age on:the 

basis ~national chauvinism. In _contr~t, 1;.h;D t;'ourc~ ~ 

/ 

. , . . 

:.. 

here offers a theological arC)Wlent· and a prohibitio~ · against · 
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iDteD1&rriage~ f 

I 

It must be r~ked, - hovever, that even D's prohibition 

on ·in~riage bad 11.aits. D established gui:delines, for 

exa11ple, for marrying a foreign vioman capt~ed in battle. m.'-. ~ 
• . •. . l· 

D's ~ohibition is built on the preaise ~bat ~ore~gn spouses ' 

vlll exert .their power over th' faaily and corruPt thea vith 

foreign'VOrship. · If, however, the foreicjner ~as no power to 

vield, aa in the case of · a woman captured in var, 
\ . \ . : 

inteD1&rriage is ~cceptable. 

There is a debate, both in antiquity and modernity, 

c~ncerning the lists of nations to be contiuered ~ Exodus 34 
' . 

and Deuteronc:ay 7. Such ~ists apPear 1;hrougbqut the Bebrev 

Bible. 1" It is uncertain whether they are meant to be taken ' . . 
rt~erally or s~lically: If literalt;ltben the "'-J . 
prohibition ag~t inte~ri.49e alght apply only to the 

·. 
seven nations iJ1 DeuteroDOIJY 7. If they are syllbolic, the 

4 . 
list aight be regarded as~ typolOCJY for all foreipers and 

the prohibition extended to all .nations. All we shall :tee~ 

the books o·f Bara and· 1'8bmlt·ah read . t~. list as symbc)lic, 

vbereaa the rabbis of the Talaud tOok the 'pentateucbal 
. ~~_..._-

prob~tiona as applying only to the sevennat~. :·"":· -
~ . 

Sbare C9beD arCJQes that the. list~ are literal based on 

._ UI DeuteroncJl!IY 2 i: 10-1.4. • . ~ ~ • . - . 
in s.oa. 3z8,l~'LJ ...... 1~9fr.t} 33i2s 3•:11& ll'•&hers 

13:29J DeotN•• r#-nn .... 2·0:1"?1 Joshua 3:101. 12:81 24:111 
J11c1'8s· 3z5f I Kings 9:.201 Bara 9:11 IlCiironicles 8:7. · 
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the coiitext of thT exodus story . ee writes, •Mc;>ses _commands . 

tbe Israelites to ~~troy tbe seven Canaanite nations 

because they. threaten Israelite religious identity ~d live 

on the land ~ich .. the Israeiites will con911er. 

In~raarriaqe with thea is prohibi~ed.· r• 

. Yet, . there is a problem ~ith this assertion. The 
• natiomt listed do not necessarily co~respond. t~ dlscrete 

ethni~ or national identities. ~ch~logi~t~ have · 
\ ~ . . 

identified a ·c~aanite• civiiization, but the term oftep is 

- ~ ' . .. used in the Hebrew Bible to refer ·to all the non-Israelite . 

.. ~nhabitants of the land, m an~ it even . is used yccasionally . 
' ~ .... . 

.to-~ . ••rchant.• 136 The term ~.ittite ·is even more 
.• .. . 

confusing. Joshua refers ~q a ~~le that· live near -the 

:iiapbrates'" tlra.t C"" posSibly ~nn~ect '.to a Hitt ite . 

empire baat!d in Asia Minor oX: .to 'the Rec-Hittite kingdoas of 
·. 

no,rhein Syri~::sa . But t~ _t~f~e~es to •aitti'tes• in the 

lists .of nations to t>e' conquered could "nQt have ~n these 

people because . they. did· not e~end into Palestine. 
, 

The .iista of nations .and their o~der also ch11t119e~ - . , 

~ · 

.. 

. . 
iM Shaye <:ohen, •From t-1ie-~l.4t-to._t.ti_!! Talmud: ·T~e 

PrObibition of rntermarriaqe, • Bebrelf·Aanaai .:il4'.._rie~. -7 .....( 19~3) 
25. _...., . - .. . : . -

1» Genesis 50:11, for exa11ple. 
. iH Hosea 12:7; ~ephania 1:11., .· ... 

~ UJ Joshua 1.: 4-. , . mp~ ___;,.,_ . - . 

..,,. >ue :r:zp•11--;.i;~tes in the or, • . !'he Anchor 
. Bible Di . : rol1111e 3, . ed. D.1'~, .et ~l. (-Rev 
York:· no.ibleday, 1992) 233. · 
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There are 14 lists of nations inhabitin~ the land promised 

to Israel in the prillary history (Genesis to _!tings) • nt Rine 

list the na.es ·of six nation~ (Hittite, Allorite, Canaanite, 

Perizzite, Bivite, and Jebusite), three list seven (adding . . 
GirgaSbite), and two list only five (one Omitting Canaanite, 

the other Perizzite). Eight of )the lists put the names of 

the natio"ns in a unique order. Changes in the 4tclusion and 

exclusion of nations do not appear ·to correspond in any way 
\ l . 

: to the context in which the list s appear . 

.· 1 

. ~ . 
Such variations could be explained as . the result of the 

. 
c011pilation of various oral traditions. However, the 

evidence that sOlle of the nations o~ these lisis never . . . 

existed as inta~ sovereiCJD na.tion.a in Canaan suggests a 

dif~erent explaliation. T~ lis~~a~oDll '.llllY have been 

no more thap s)'llbols for •native C&J!:aanites.• This could be 
.. 

· ~ed to the .VQ ~ moder~ American aight speak of •The 
. v -

l , 

\· 

Cherokee, C~che, Kavabo apd Sioux, • t~ refer to the 

entirety of ~ative llorth Ame~ica : The lists are fluid 

because the ·indiv~dual nations included or excluded are 
I 

unillportant. The meaning of the lists, however, is always 
...,._....-\ ....,. _ t" -.... .. _ 

the· 9._ - •non-Israelites living in the land.• =- C: · - -. .. 
This ia the explan,tion for the apparent superfluity, . . ~ ·. - ....:..._ -· 

- \;.,.,.,,illilPllllBl't• ""' ~- • ....... -·~ 
~ IJr.odus 3·:e_J.:z.;u.9f'7.iil3; 33:·2; 34:11; · ~uteronoay 

7:1J 20;17J ~6'£3:10; 9:1; 12 : 8; 2~Judges. 3:5; ~d I 
Jtin~ 9:20. 
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in the .descriptio~ of the nations that Solomon enslaved to 
. . 

mount hie_ buildinCJ\proj'eets: .. 'llr.l ,,,._., ,~ 'irll:J-~ ~ ~-~ 

::w,u ~ '*·lb ifg "OQ'11, • •All the people that were left of . . . ,.. . 
the Allorites, Hittites, Perizzites, · Bivites, and Jebusites -

. . J 
~were not· of the Isr.aelite stock.•140 f Rat~ral~y, these 

· nati.ons· were •not of the Isr~lite stock.• The text only 

adds that phrase to make clear th~t it ls -spe8:1tirig generally 

of non-Israelite residents. ~he. lists of nations must ' be 
\ . .\ . . : 

understood as a .symbol for al'l ·tbe inhabitants of the land · 
. . ... . 

who are not accepted as •1srael~t~s,• not as li.sts of 

discrete races or nations • 
I • • 

During the entirety.· C?f the i'i.rst Temple periOd, there .. 
\ . . . 

. were llllllY people of various \ nat.ion~l- origihs, who lived i~ 

:c;.,.....,,. Scme"ef- tbese PeoPie~j9~ ..i..ser Saul' and 

later David's banners as . •~sraelites• for ·ailitary defense, .. . . . 
Pl)JIMri~y aga(nst . the Ph~·listines-. MQst,. but not all, of , . 

. . v . -
these nations were later identified as 'one of the •twelve 

• 

t "ribes of ·Israel,• twelve' being a nUllber that connotes .. 

•vboleneaa• iQ the biblical cont:ext, perhaps because of the · 

twelve lunar cycles iD a year. m ·. . 
. -~"""' ..... -.. 

- · · ~ native 'people who did not join -threo~ted~tJ.on. 
. ,.. ·. ... .. --

are called-by. differ~nt names. :. The .ones whoia the blblical 

. . . . . 
• . . ..-1.............-

1~ I JU.np "t:20, ..... Wea~· . 
:· 1~1 Pcai;. •r ,pt~nesis 17: 20; 25: 16; . Bxodus 

•mdMtra 33:9; Joslioa 18:24; 19: 15; -rKI'Dgs 12 :7. 
-58-

15:27;. 

.· 

. , 

.. 

.. 

' • 

-· . 
,._ 



. .. 

.-

writers like are identilied as the ":11 :iir, ,. "mixed , , :--

mltitude, .u2 that join~ lsrattl in the wiiderness, and as 

the •"'PlfD"'1ft"], • •the strangers with you, •10 toward wtioa 

Leviticus cc ends kindness . The ones whom the biblical 

.writers 'tislilte are identified by the incons1f5ten~ ·11~ts of 

nations that. ~ ordered Israel t~ destroy entirely ." But, 

~ as I Kings 9':20 (quoted above) aakes clear, this 9e.nocide 

. never happened; there remained .many •foreigners" in the ·1and · . . . 
\ 

at least until the t~ of SoloJDOn .. 

The D faction's general disli~e o~ t he foreigners who 

resided in its land can be un~erstood by lookin9 at the 
) 

historical context. D lived i.n a ti.Jle' whel) AssyriJa had been 

relocating foreigners into what had ~n the northern 
\ . . 

Jtingdeia. \•• When th~~e foreigtiers· began· ~o (ni:r~uce worship . 
. ~. 

of their qods oq .the land, D r~~ponded. by vilifying these 
·. 

intruders and callilig for the ii: eradication. u s 
. ~ . 

In contrast, D's dista8t~for fore~gners and foreign 

aarriage is •Ollll8'Vhat teml>erec1 ·against Peoples whose native 

land was remote. from the land proaised by YJIWll. This is , . 

HJ Bxodas 12: 38 • 

H J Leviticus 25:6. -"'"' - ---~- . 

~. 

... ·n_Jtln911 17': 2(-29. There is no proble11 With (1!be · : - _ :. 
fact that the people listed here - f ~aa Batiylon ~tb&b, . · 
Avva, -tb, and Sepharva? - do no~ Mtch the nations 
listed in Deuteroncmy 7. As discussed, that list is a.. 
t.JPOl.OCJl of all non-Israelites ~esiding J.n the land.· The 
1'"9t ill II Kings 17 1a an. att.z;•• zepb~e act':'al 
orig1'la .of· ~h' ~~-~'-'l'tg11atr. . . 

HS XI Jtinp 17:24-21. . ---- . 
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1'o IMlll shall marry his father's [former] wife, so 
as to re11ave his father's garment!* Ro one whose 
testes are crushed or ·~ose memt>er is cut Gff 
shall be ada.itted intp the concjr~ation of YBWB.* 
11<> one (aisbegotten?) shall .be adait'ted into the 
congregation of YBWB; none p~ his descendants, 
even in the tenth generation, shall be admitted 
into the congregation of YBWB.* RO ~nite or 
Moabite shall be adaitted into the conciregation of 

. ) · YBWB; none of their descendants, .even i~ the-tenth 
generation; shall ever ~ adaitted into th' 
congregation ~of YBWB, because, tbey did- not meet 
you. with food and water on your· journey after you 
.left Egypt, and because they hired B>laalf son of 

. · 

. · Beor, frca Pethor of Aiaa~nabaraill, f to· curse you. 
- But Y.... you GOd re(used -~ Balaaa; 
instead, YBWB. your God turned the Cllrse into a 
blessing 'for you, for YaWB your-God loves you~ 
You shall never concern yourself. with their · 
1'eifare or bebefit as long as you live.• Yqq 
shall not abhor an Bdadite, for be is your -
kinsllall.. You shall not abho:r ap Bgypt.t,an, for you 
wer~ a stranger .in .his · l~d • . Childrenlx>rn to 
th• -y ... be adaittec:I into the congregation of YBWB 
in the third generatlon.m . : 

Tb.is passage is fraught with difficulties. The aost 
. . 

obvious probl- is the meaning of tl; phr~se;- ~c:·t7 -: 
_.... • • I..... •• ~ ~ 

~,· •ee ab.11 not be a~tted in~ the congregation of 

\ , ft. Asterixell ( *) indica~~jee~closed llreaks in 
' the Muaretic teXt~,-~-~ · . 

m oeu~~ 23-il•9. --- . 
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YaWa." Rabbinic Judaism would interpret the phrase .:_ ~d 
. ( . . ft 

used it - to refer1 to a prohibition agains~ marriage. ~" !r 

.. 

Sacb an _interpretation also bas many supi>orters among 

Jioclern biblical scholars. w~ G. Plaut tak~s this .""-. 

int~retatiQn for granted in his commenr ary •. 10 There are . J 

two st~~ng_ arg\iments in its fajo~. The first relates to the 

juxtapo.aition of ·this text with Deuteronomy 22: 13 .... 2~: i, 

vbicb is clearly concerned with issues of mai:::riage ~ . The: 
' 

second is the list of n~tions with ~Ola :SolomOn is said to .. . . . 

have inte~ing, in· I !tings -.11.: l,. ' This list includes Moab 

and ~ii - nations which the pr~s·ent teat says •may ~ot be 

4'lldaitted. i~to the congreg~tion·.· 1~ Since .Solmron is 
. ,,. ., . . 

expressly criticized. for marryincj·;~n of ~these J?.ati~ns, . it 
l , - ' 

•ppears that s~ch"'aarriages .were ~o~~en,~ pe~haps by this 

verse. · .-.........J. ; 

B~ra and 1'eheaiah also appear. to interpret . the phrase 
~ . < 

to ~refer · to marriage • . ·B~ver, ·as . shall .be dis:cuss~ in the 
• • •• • • p 

next s.ection, they. b~d po~ted ~easons for doing so . . . 

sovev~r, tbe Dead ·Sea .' sect •Y. have ~nderstood t.he 
.... 

.. 

iu To cite. iust one of llUlll~qple!~ in~· Ta~.J.t:h· 
30!J,. ·Rav· ••hwm ·identifies· the 15th of· .. Av is-.t:.be..clay. ~that 
the ~!be. of Benjaain was again perait>ted to •ed-tertbe ._ 

· congregatio", • an end to the d~ision of tl;le ~n of Israel 
not to inter.&rry vitli Benjaain ' in ~ges 21: i:.. .. · 

· ict w. G. ·p1aut., '2'be !'orab: A ~ern Colllilentazy. (Rew 
Yark: Ulrl:on· of. Ameri~an . ~"9'MJZe;&nons., 1·981) 1495.· 

.. ue llOWO!f~~· •M;i' · :1 also •ntious Bit'tites, who 
are ·treattMl~u • •ktn!IMn• tn the present 'text. 
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phr.ase differently. In the scroll designated, •40 

. P.lor;:ilegi~, .. ~nites and MO~ites are forbidd~ to enter 

tbe messianic ·temple, along with EM17lrl, ~ "n, and D"il.m 

This appears to- be a reference to Deuteronomy 23:1-9, the 

only ·p1ace in tbe eet>rew Bible where ~nites, Moatrites. and . 

llaJUers are grouped. t<?gether. The scroll y therefore, · 

appearp to have read •be adll.i.tted to the congregation• as 

•ent~ the. temple.• 
. l 

\ 
.- Some modern exegetes have also interpreted the phrase 

11Dre literally. Shaye Cohen cites a verse· in tai.entations 

that, he say~, de11a11ds a di~ferent interpretation. tn this 

verse, ~he auther speaks of Jerusal~ metapbdr.ica).ly ~s ' 

woman: 

~ . 

The foe has laid bands 
on eYf!rything clear to her . '. 
Sbe bas seen her Sanctuary · 
Invaded by nationls 

• .. v. 
. . 

Which You have. denied adllissiop 
Into your ccM unity. 152 

Praa this verse, Shaye Cohen concludes-bil&t-the.._p_brase, 

... 

-~ . .,. \... :·· -. . . -
·~ tC:r.·16, • can O'nly· mean the opposite of, .•1lf'l'O ~, • 

referrinCJ to entering YDB's t~ie. •The phraseology is 
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. 
the same as that of Dfuteronomy 23:2-4 and 9,• says eohen, . . . I 
•A reference to marria~e [in· Lamentations] is .clearly 

irrelevant.• Li_jtevise, YHWB assures a eunuch . in Isaiah ~3 

that be will have a name . •-ttmVq~ "J'.I~,., •within my Bouse and 

• > ~itbin ~ Valls,.• in response to the restricptio~ of . 

Deuteroqoay. 2~:2.m As further e' idence, Cohen cites 
' . 

~ evidence froa Demosthenes that foreigners and bas~ards . were 

excluded froa Greco-Roman te.ples.. 154
• 

\ l 

~t is possible~ ·however, to £ormulate an interpretation 

that hU.oniz~s the viewi>oints of botb ~!laut and Cohen. If, 

' as d~scussed, marriage was t~tamount to participation in 
1 •. • . ' 
cultic · ritu~l, then the rest.:riction ·of •entering, the Temple 

. ·' ~ . 
of YBWB,• would apply to both sacrifices and to . marriage~ 

• l • ~ . 

Thi~ :is the posit~on- of Jeffrey· Tigay· ~h/'conc.ludes, •While 
. ··~. 

•aay not be adaitt~ into th~ kahdl of.:ttie Lord' does not 
... . . 

·mean, •may not ~ an Israe).ite, • i~ 1.aplies it. • 155 

~ . . . . . 

The phrase, •until ttie t enth generation• mus"f. be, 

understood a9 ~eferring. to a' permane~t exclu~ion. This i~ ... 

verse 4. 1~ 
-~ ~- -~ y 

m -S: ~hen, •rroa the Bible to the TalAu,d·~· ,;.-~~~ · · ~ - :. 
1~ s. COben, •rroa the Bible to the. Talaud,• ·32n. 
155 J.B. Tigay, Deute'rona.y C~9~tary ( Pbi~adeltibia: . 

\ The J$ish PUblication Society., 19!6..!_ ~77 •. · - · 
l J.5' BOvever, ,_ V.P,~-1aarti9'e (OT ~d AD), .. 
2'he AnCllOr B.tb-l..,4'~~/Vol. 4, ed. D.R. Frffdw•n, et 
al. <11tiv ·Yorkz Doubleday~ 1992)' 564. BalitIEon states that. 
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·. 

Th~ exclusion pf Almonites and Moabites here appears to , ~ 

be ·at odds . vitK ot~ versions of the Israelites' wande.rings 

ttu:ough the vi.lderness . The story of Balak, king of ~, 

hiring Balaaa to curse Israel does appear ~ BWlbers 22--24. '-.~ 
. ~ . 

But ~ _accusation that Moab •did not ~ yo':1 wit:h food and " 

water on .y~ur journey after yo':Jl left Egypt• . is oontr~di~ted 

within Dl!uteron<>af. Moses relates how he tol~ Jting Sihon of 

Beshbon, •What food r eat .you will supply for · money~- and· : . l . 
l . . 

vba~ water I dr~· you will fuxnish for 11aney; just let me 

pass thro~gb - 'as the descendants 6t ~ Esau who dwell in seir 
\ 

di~ f-or me, and' the Moabites who dWell iii ' Ar_ .. m As for th~ . ~ . 
Ammonites_, there is no me~tion ·of ... ~srael' s co1Jtact with theia 

\ . . . . 
.- in Bnabers, and in De\lteron~ t~,r~ is onlt YB'llB's co~and 

that Israel s~d not co~teiid witli th,.ua ~ The true source . . '"-.J . . . 
of D's vlli~ication of th~'e t~ natloias aay lie in the 

·. 
uni\ ed front t~ej. f~Illed a~a~st Israel during the reiqn of 

!ting JeboSbapbat (ninth .. c~tUry) ·• 1 ~9 .. ; 

.. 
The exelusion of ·the .•'1J1il0• -in this passage 

traditiooal-i.y baa been W)derstood as ti.. exclusion of: the 
. . . ' 

person .conceived as a result of adul~ety or incest. . 
.. 

.. -~ ...,. __ - (' 

However·, 'it is pc>Ssible that verse 3, here;·· i:s~ . . tO_ 
__...,. • "t" • • • 

~ -
- the tera -•na, li.tera.J,ly, that ':'.intemrriage-.bet~ 

Israelites and tbeae two groups ~ postponed for ten . . . . . . . . 
CJell*r•tioall. . ·. -d ~ 

-
15' .Deateronaiar 2:2~~ . 

·· "* .Dea.t•~f9. · It. should be nott!ld that 
J>eUteEODomj 1-3 is generally assumed ~ve beeil written 
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exclude anot~er nation 8fong with Ammonites and Moabites. 

1 l - . 
Tbe on Y other ~erse in t~e Hebrew Bible containing :"'IJ.?l'Q" 

read~, •::at~~ '~ ihft.q • :i~ , ~ " ( Hcmzert shall settle 
. I . . • . . 

' in Ash~od - and I will uproot' the grandeur of the . 

· Phi:listin«ia. "160 Ibn Ezra uses this verse as tjie b~sis 9f . 
his reading· of itrflO as "Ashdodite.,, lrhis also ap~ars to be 

> 

the reading of the Deuteronomy passage by the author.of 

Reheaiah, as· shall be discussrd. · · l. · 
-

The references to · the "admission" of Egyptians and 
.· 

Edoaites appears ·strange. Why of all ~ati6ns would Egypt be 
· .. I • . 

singled out for entering the Israelite comaunity? This . ) . - . 
." passage sugge~ts · that people of· E9l'Pt.ian descept ~duld join 

\ . 

. the · Is~~elite commun~ty ..... after 1:'11r~ gen~rat(~ ~ th~t is, · · 

the ·grandchil~en of the first .imiDi~~. ~uld be welcomed 

into the ca.unity. The menti~n of Ed~. as Israel's 

· "klns11an·~t literaI1y. ·;yo~· brot!Jer·~, " apP9ars to re~~r to . 
. . ... v -

Edoa's association with J·acob"'~ brother Bsau. 161 Bdoa is' 
I • ' • 

called Israel• s brother el.Sewbere in the · Hebrew Bible·, 162 and: 
~ . . ' 

the relationship between the two natio11s 'and·· the tw 
. ' . . 

brothers are describe.d in the same para~ox of love and hate • 
. -~-- ....... _,__ . . 

The shiftiog .. status· of ~ECJY.Pt and Edoa _in thf Bebrev.;;B~~ · : ~ 
.~ -

may result fraa ·shifting political alliances in the · time~ of 
.. . i=~D theft the core of the .book (.chapt~~5~· , ·a possible 

· e atd.on fo~ tbe ~flcrepan9_~ . . -
lff I~ ~Mc;\~~3~ --- . . 
IM 'lecllariah 9:6.· 
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its c011pOsition. 

Shaye Cohen, 't\_owever, understands ·the varying degrees 

of. exogaay peraitted with foreign nations ~s a function of 

their distance fro,a the borders of Israel. 
.. 

\.' The Aalonites and Moabites, somewhat more removed, 
· distant ~ therefore so~at lessf dangerous 

[tiµm the Canaanites), lfeFe not consigned to 
destruction and isolat~od; they wer,e merely . 
prohibited from #entering. the cong~gation• tDf!ut. 
23:4'). The Egyptians and the Bdoaites liere even 
peraitted to Menter tbe congregation• after three 
generations (Deut. \ 23:8-9). · Qtlier :llations, even 
further removed from the .Israelit,e horizon, were 
preswu.bly not subject tp any prohibition. 163 

' ' 
Cohen's view is consistent with .D'~ anxieties about the 

reeet~lement of conquered peopl.es. by the ~syrians. I..t is .. 
I • • J 

also consistent with the theory ~bat D orig~ated in the 

~~rthern 1tin9d~ ~f Isra-:1, 1~• wher~ · ~n apd Moab were not 

aajor threats and Bdoa was no~ at all. All of this 

does not suggest that D's theological justifications against 

exdguay ere hypocrttical, .ra1;.her, th~y ref lee~ D's . '-/ . 

understanding of YBWB within a s<>Qi.al ~ political context. 

In keeping with its d~veloping aversion towar~ Canaa~·~ 

foreiCJD ·poj,ulation, D expands upon J's ··anxi~ies about the . .. 

lure of foreign vcmen. In the #w=t._of Israel •s attac;tment · · 
- ..,_ . 

to aa.1-P!'Or in RWlbers 25, J had dep~ted tii M:ai>tt.e( :. 

Midianite 'WIC·an as an ·attractive nuisance. They •invited• .. 
:.. .... ?~ 

Hl Gene8ia ' 36:1,8,19,~.- I· 

lA ~-~~rlAdiah 1-10. . 
10 ' s~ ._Cohen, •rrC. the Bible to-flieTalmud, • 25. 
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(~) the Israelite people who actively •began to wlior~ 

after• tbell (,l~ J'rt1'·"f ~ Dri "'3-J>. m In D's ~l.lisbment 

of. this theme, the foreiqn women are depicted as the active. , . . . . . . 
party - wickedly seducing Israelite men with ~heir sexual 

enticelli!nts. I 
·· .In D ' s · p~esentation of the s~ory of Sa.mson, 1" the hero 

' . 
~ is ··presented as a ~ (a special form of .personal . 

consecration to YBWB)
167 fr~ birth. ·F~r -~~ dedl~ation-. t~ · 

. YBWB, s}'llbolized by bi~ hair, SaJISon is rewarded with 
.. > 

~~Jcable strength. But this hero ~as a fatal flaw in his 
I 

attraction to foreiqn women. · Upon coming to matuxi.ty, 
: ) . ~ . 

Sauon encounters a Philistine voium":'. I . . . . 
~ ~~ 11!1. '11!1 :D'i.lrn ~ ~-· "1'J. ~ ~ ·T?l 
"~ =:1#1 ~ ~·-mr ~a~~~-,,,..,• ~ri, 
D'~. n,;n ~ •. .,, ... ""~'/:roi·~ rA., '')f 
ib "-1 ·~ :'m ~ ~-,,·~·Jt'·~t-r?•-"f ~· ~ aq ... , 
~ O'"""' ~ ~' lJ'~. ~-~ :tRn-"1 ~ ~ ~ 1'7: 

. . .. . . . :'7;Jt!f 

olce .Saason .~t 'down. t~ Tilmah; and while in . 
Thmah, he noticed a gi.r~ a110nCJ tbe Philistine ' ; 
woaen. ·on his retiirn, · he told his father and 
mother, •I noticed .one of th~ 'Philistine wa11en in 
Tf1mah; please get her for me as· a wife.• Bi-s 
father- aDd mat.her said.to hia, •ts there DO one 
a110DCJ the daughter& of your own· .kin~ ,and ~nCJ 
all our peopl~, that you mist go_and take a wife 
"frca tbe uncircu.cised Philis~st-" am:. _sauon . 

: 

1liloerm· his father, •Get me that ane·, for--sii~~ :· ~-.:.... . 
"' . ... .. . -

1
" Ti9ay -xxiii-xxiv • . 

lH 1'U9ber8 25: 1.-2 • . 
\ 

1fi Jadges 13-16.. My section ~n S!JIS...9i .draws ~ea9il.Y 
upon fir ·~ay •The ~oS'.lJ.Bld I ;~the. Stor.:ies ot Samson• 
·( subait~' in . tbe · . e . •1n ~ch of ~ ~aught by Dr. 
s. David Sperling, ·December 1999 > • · 
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.the one that pleases me."' Bis father and 1DOtber 
did not realize· that thi~ was ~lpfll's doing: Be was 
seeking a pretext against tbe Philistines, for t~e 
Philis~ines were ruling over Israel at that . · 
ti.M.lM . 

Saason's physical desire · for foreign women (IDO'tivated 

only .by seeing, \.as the words "''J'.'l'\l'l," •1 saw,• and •'tt:pr3f:," 

;"pleasing to ay eyes,~ are emphasized) is)ooth the means of 

his eventual retribution against the Philistines and his 

la~er .dovnfall at ·their hands. The response .of Sa1D$on·s· 
\ l . 

: 

fatrber against his son's exogwus desires echoes the 
. l • 

nat~onal_ chauvinisa faalli~ fr<>11 J stories, and· thi~ story 

.. y have originated from that source . Bu~, in the end, the 
) . . I 

story has a ·f~~e villain unlike the .foreign women 'of JL . . .. . . 
Samson proceeds through a nUllber of. sexualc. encounters 

vitb foreiCJll ·;.._n wbo in~end b,ia no. baia •. 0 .-'· Ot '. · 

these, however, Saason is threatened bf Phili~ine 11eD and 

he ends ·up tptng vengeanc;e aq_ainst t~ell. The encounters 
. . v 

beCo.e progressively more dangerous for Saason, but be 

proceeds froa triuaph to triuapb. PiD'allYi be meets his 

.. tcb in Delilah. J>elil~_ actively , seelts Saason's downfall 

and destruction. . -"" -- ·--.._ 
Delilah daes not merely- •invite• Sillson avay ·froa _..., 

loy&lty to YllWB. The Philistines. pay Deli~ with the 

) 

,· 

' . 
.. 

.. 
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\~, ., •bind him and sexually subdue him. "' 169 Ever motivated 

by bis .sexual desire, Samson is ultimately ~icti:Jli•ed by it . 

OVe_nmei.ect by Delilah' s sexual enticements 110 saason . . . , 
diw~g~~ the source of · his stren9th _and breaks . his covena~t 

· 'with Ymdl. The Philistines captured him and /depr~ved . him of 

his strength· (figuratively emasculj ting him by cutti~g off 

~ his · hair). · • 

·. · · The story suggests a lesson regarding e¥ocjaJBY. 
\ l . 

. . . 
~ IsraelLtes who pur~ue foreign women ·are portrayed as 

• • \ > • 

110tivated by lust. · .They are disloyal to tbeJ+ nation. The 

sto~ . suggests that while a man might delude himsel( into 
) . .. . . .... 
believing that he can remain i n control, foreign Wiomen will . . . ' . . . . 
ultiaa.tely lead h~ into di sloyalty aga.tnst YBWfl. · . 

:,r~~ ult~te S~l of the Vi~orb:gii ~ in the 
' . . .. 

D source, though·, i s Jeze~l, t.he wife of the rsraelite ki.ng . . 
~~- _fhab ascendocl. t~e t~o~~ ~( ~srael after hi~ ·f~ther, 
King Ollri, aied in approxiinate·ly 869 . Olllri was described by 

. 
1
" '!'be Senal connotation of the verb ~ is evident i'n 

its use in Genes.is· 34:2, Deuteronoay ~1:141 22:24·,291 Judges . 
19:241 20:51 JI s8.uel 13 : 11-121 . Bz~kie~ 22:10,111 and · 
Lame!n~t).ons .. 5:11,_ Where it qenera11'Y*an~ ~·~oi:. ·. 
•sexually.-hmU.liate. • ~ "'- . . . . =-

11• This. interpretation is based ·on reading •t'I :via-~~· 
~~ Wf3 "11PIJl lllhofil .~-~ ni;,. (Judges 16: 1.6) to liean that 
Delilah. broke samon with unrelentilig sexual µraqsal ...._ 
\~n aibe· stlffenect biia with her wonts ... G~ day and te_aseci 
ldJa - unt!r~ .be thought . h~7JS1ld;illW:w-T'he verb F"J:1 has the 
~anbag~. •to ~~ti) the point of bur~~ in Job 

I 32:18-19 And 36:16. 0 

• 
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D ·a~. •worse than al.l who prJ eded hia, • 171 yet his son wauld · 

eXc:eed hia in this . D reports._, •Rot content tp follow the 

sins of J~roboail son of Rebat, he took as wife Jezebel, · 
• . r 

daughter of lting Btbbaal of Sidon, 172 and he went to serve 

Baal .and worsh~pped · hilll• 11j and .. Ahab did 110re to vep:· Y~, 

, the God of · Israel, · t~an all the kings of) Israel who preceded 

bbl. -~m Ahab, s name would become a byword for ~he . 

wick~eas of future kings • 175 Be i s. the onl:y ki:ng of Israel 
\ l 

or Judah afte~ David and ~lo110n r.eported to have married a 

foreigner. 

Jezebel oves her infamous reputation to just a· few 
. . ~ 

sho.rt passages in t;.he t>ook of Iting8 .. She i.~. depj.cted a91 an 

arch enemy of YBWB and his followers: .. · 
.. .. \.. ' 

~~·Dnar.i~~ '~,.~~~~111.~~·~~ 
. . :a~.~~1 :rm; 

When Jezebel was ·iuling off th'e ' prophe~ of YmiB 
. and ~iah ·had taken- a hundred pliophet~ and 

hidden • • ·fifty to 'll c,ave, and provided t.hea 
with food and drink... 176 

• v. -. 

After the people at tt<>unt Carm!l slaughtered the prophets of 

Baal at the ca..and ·of Ymr&'s prophet, Elijah; Jezebel 
. ' 

ordered Blijah's executi~: -,_... _""' ...... -

' ; 

4 
. ~ 

-. 

--~ .. _:.._ .. 

m I ' IU.ng5.-i6:.25. . ~ -~- (' ~ . :·~· -: 
. 

172 JPS renders · • D'tr'i" as •Phoenicians .. " Josephus -
ldentif lea Btbbaal d the king o.f Tyre and : Sidon · · · 
c.ant.tS.tt.t•s •• 13. _1, • . .., 

I JtimJs 16: 31. . · . ,_~..3 ____.-
. 11 -·~ •6 33 ~.,,.rn I ~CJS - ~ : • . . ... ~•'* 

175 II «JJip 21:,t,~3~-6:16. 
• 176 I ltlDCJS 18:4 ~ . 
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~-~~ntt llJ in-~ 1'11 ·~ "".,..."' ,,. ;;m lfl:IV "TJ!l 
I'll;-~ l'IO'' :C1 aq ~-ria iDw? ·~-7' 1Jl; '1;l"C nW~ :l1Ji 
. :ao; ,,,. 9'R ~-ntt.~-.,; 

-When Ahab told Jezebei all that Blijah had done 
and how be bad put all the prophets to the sword, 
Jezebel sent a messenger to Elijah, saying, . •Thus 
and 'aiere may the gods do if by this time ~omorrow 
I bav1e not aade you like one of them. • 111 I . 

In the idiom of the Bible, this was Jezebel's oath to kill . 
Elijah as the prophets of Baal had been killed. 

-, . . . 
The stoty that shows Jez~bel's wick~e~s: most clear~y, 

.- though, is that of •aboth's vineyard·. Ahab had asked Raboth 

.' 

to .sell hia his vineyard adjacent to Ahab's ~lace, but 

Raboth refused, citing YBWB's injunc~ion against the •ale of 
1 

•.' 
inherited land~ Ahab returned home, .. ~"'IQ, .. •:CSis~lrited 

and sullen.• Be lay ·do!D, .. CIJ'l ~~~ 1'-a~~ ~ • ·~urned away 

his face and would not eat.• When he~ted the encounter 

to Jezebel, she ~replied: 

•llcJV is the time to show yourself king ovet 
Israel. Rise and eat sOllething 1-...AJKI .:_~ cheerful; 
I '(1·11 9et the . vineyard of Raboth the JezfeU~ f ~ 
for y01I'. • . So she wrote letters in Ahab! s n~ an'd 
sealed the11 with his seal, and sent the let~ers to 
the elders ·and the nobl-es vbo li~ in' the same 
town. with llaboth. In ·the letters she wrote a9 . . . .. ... 

\ 171 I ttill . 19:J-~..;~~· ~ ,. : ·~·.:.... . •. . . ------- . 11
• K'tiv: crimn. . · 
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follows: •proclaia a ~ast and seat Raboth at the 
front of the ass!!llbly. And seat two scoundrels 
opposite hi.a, and let thea testify aqainst hiia.: 
•You have reviled God and kinq l ' Then take his out 
and stone hi.a to death.•m 

After this was accomplished, Jezebel told Ahab: 

.., ~ " "' 'i9~ n-~ m in "111 H!•J ,,,~ arw·nf vi P1P 
m~ b°li·" nr/l lfl:ll CV.1 m~ no ~ lf'11 ~ ~ :110-~ 

) :~ ,.,., 1r.1J· . 
•Go and take possession of the vineyard whtcb 
Raboth the Jezreelite refused to sell you for 
mipney1 for ~aboth is no longer alive, tie is dead.• 
When Ahab heard that Rabot\h was dead, \A!iab :set qut 
for the vineyard of Raboth the Jezreelite to take 
possession of it. 180 

\ . . 
Jezebel here is portrayed as a treacherou~ and 

.-

dec«;t.tful woaan, a usurper ·of her husban~·~ royal :authority, ~ 
• • I J 

and a cold, callous killer.. Ahab, · in c~ison, appears 

weak an~ ~laost childlike in the_ wa~ he · ~lks (ver ~the 

vineyard be cou~d not have. Mor~ver, ~.text. creates the 

impression that Ahab was won over to Baal-worship by his 

wiff! .. Th~author portrays, all the evils of Ahab's reiqn -
. v . 

-.. 

the establisbllent of Baal worship, 111 f~e, 182 an<t var 

against Araa10 - a~ consequence of. Jezebel's calculated 

foreign influence over the kinq~ However, an historical 

view of Ahab's period tells a very dif~n!_story. 

Bistori-ens view ·Ahab as a skillful tacti~i~ -~ fo~iqn . ~ 
· .. 
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policy at a ti.me w¥n the threat of Assyria began to looa 

large over Israel. Ahab concluded treaties· with neighboring 

Judah; Araa and Phoenicia - nations with hi~tories of · 

antagonisll toward Israel - in order to combine forces and 

keep~syria at bay. The treaty with Ju~ ~s s~aled by 

tbe 11arria~ of Ahab's sister, _)Athalia, to the Judean 

prince, ·'Jeboraa. 114 Siailarly, Ahab's marri~ge to Jezebel 

was likely the outcome of a treatx wi~h Phoenicia. 11~ The 
\ l : 

bi.storian Martl:n ,... Cohen rm.arks that ·during the reign of 

Abab and the dynasty of his father ~ oiari: 
• I 

Peace was established with [Israel's) neighbors, 
even with Araa, and treaties for· defense and 
co.i.erce were concluded, not .'the least i.JK>ortant 
beilig the one with rry·re. I~~ernai stabiiity 
greatly increased, epitOllized' by .the fact that 
Abab became the first lio'narch at t)ae nqrthern 
kiDC)dall to .aunt the . throne and ltave it 
peacefully. 'l• "-../. . . . 

To_ contest the charge of Baalia• against Ah4b, Thiel 

not4s that Ahab naaed his iwo sone who were dei:stined to rule " . v 

Israel with Yahvistic names~ Abazi~ (•rDB bas taken bGld• ) 
. 

and Jebor ... ( •TI1WB is aigbty•) • •These names,• says Thi,el, 

•were Abab's vay of demonstrating his attacbaent to the' God . •'. 

i• II 1U.n9s 8:26. Verse 18 identifies Athalia as Ahab's · . ._.."'"' .... -, ,. 
dau9 .. ter •. . . -- · _ .... • · 

.. ~ Wlnfriecl Thiel, •Ahab (~rson) ,,.• !'be ADciOr . .Bl,b~e . 
Dict1oaarj1 Vol.,_ 1, trans. Dietlinde 11. Blliott, ed .- !}.ft. 
Preetnn, et·a1. (Bev rork: Doub1eday; 1992) 101. . 

1• 11.A. coben, •1n All Fairness to Abati.• 91 . .. The 
deaUa of AMI» in battle; as._ described_Ji...J IU.D9s 22~35, is 
al*> reprded as ·ahistc>Jjs~11 WJ1P'!lflil « 103), ov~g to the 
atat:r·ant . t.llP ···e~~ept with his ~~· (i.e-., died 
peaceftally) in I JU.098 22:40. 
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of Israel. 111
• f 

· 'fbe incident vit4 Ba.both• s vineyard is understood by 

some- historians in a political context. Thiel se!es it as 

•an instance of confli~ between the old Israelite property ' ~ 
.. 

laws 8fc1 the interests of the king. "111 Th'7 Isr~elit:e old 

guard bad pr'?tected its wealth v}th laws that forbade the 

penaanent ·sale of inherited property. Ahab op~sed this 

position, favoring the free trade ot property as practiced 
\ 

elsewhere in the ~cient Rear Bast. The .story of Raboth's 
.. 

vineyard can be seen as the work" of 'ail .old guard partisan 
\ 

vbo wished to vilify Ahab's free trade position. 
. . . 

The h~storical picture .of Ahab 'is that of' stronq 

king. Be rearranged the international politics of his day, 
. ' . 

cre&~ing treaties .'liith natiOns· lo~si~ to Israel. 

Be was also a daaestic refo~r who .challenged the inherited 
·. 

· wealth and power C:Sf the old guard. Bis treatment ip the 
t., • • 

" ~ • # • 

book of Kings suggests piec'lsely that D did not like strong 

kings vbo w0,11·ld change (what . they . perceived to be) the 

ancient s~atus quo. 'l'bia distrust of . st~ong 110narcba is 
~ . 

.. --

.. 
.. 

·' 
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=~· i'P·~-r- ,:, liJtl '19~1 il;? '110: 161 ~~ i'P·~-r-
[ 

If, after you have entered the land that YBWB your 
God has assigned t..Q. you; and taken posse=rsion of 
it and settled in it, you decide, •1 will ·set a 
kinq over 11e, as do all the ~ations about me,• you 
shall be free to set a k1ng over yourself, one 
chosen by Y81fB your God. Be sure to set as king 
over yours·elf one of your own people; yob must not .. 
s~ a foreigner over you, one who is n9t- your · 
kinsman, Moreover, he shall .not keep many horses 
or .send people back to Bgypt) to add to his horses, . 

· s~nce . YBWB has warned you, •you must n~t go back . 
that vay again.• And he shall not have many · . 
wives, lest his heart 90 astray; ·-.nor shall he· 
amass silver and gold to excess .. m 

\ l 

D liked weak . kirigs. In fact, ·· the institution of the 
. . . " ' . 
mo~archy was co11sidered optional by D~ .The law against a 

foreign- king may be read as a pr~hibition ~gainst foreign 
) 

marriage within the royal line - it ~s perhaps &}direct . . . 
att.ack against the two sons of oTeze~l· who woui.d become 

kings of Isra~l. ~ Th'°e restrl~tions aga~/t lior.ses would 
. ."-..:./. . 

liiait a king: s.:military power ,and .the restr~ction against 
. . 

· silve~ and gold, 9b.vi~usly, 1;1-lt bis. personal wealth. 1110 

. . v :.. 
The liaitation. on wives .echoes the atta~k on So~o~n, 

whose wives also •turn~ his heart-.•~'1 It may have been 
. . 

intended to restrict kings frO. foraing t~eatie$ with . , 
. ' 

. ' . 
111 Deuteronolly 17: 14-17. . __ . .:. · · _ 

~ 1'! 1.l'la.J.11 is not .. to imply that ttie).e rgle&· ~~rniilg . 
royal po9er _were ever actually illplement... Thej. •r~ -t;~ 
position of tbe D faction, perhapa~.only when killgs they ... 
disliked were in power • . -COllpare tbis to ~sition of .aanr . 
cont9'1POruy Alleri~ pol~ticians in .favo~ of ~era_ l:iaits. 

\ Once •1ect8d, ·the ROSition is ··often ~-~or dropped. 
l -~1 Although th_e .~·~•1• in .t Kings l~ ts :t.t).l, 
as oppoa'9d ~~'f.o·"!ii QeuteronOll}' 1 7: 17 :..---- . 
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f~reign nations ~hrough marriage, as did SolOllOn and Ahab. 

I 

. l • - . 

Cl~arly, D's oppositichi to intermarriage aros~ out of 

po~J.~ical . circU11Stances. I)~ s faction opposed treaties' with . 

foreiCJD~"9rs that would . introduce foreign influence into 

Judah. Int~raarriage, to D, was a ready metaph~r for such 

influe~~- 'The' o · authors read that ~sition ~ack into their 

put and rewrote the national legends to reflect those. 

values. 

· This is not to say,· however, that ·o's understanding of 
.. ., ""· ~. 

-YB1fll. was hypocritical - that it was a ~rel}' convenient 
I . 

th~logy · to· support their politics. ~ik~ .people ~f all 
• I 

ti.lies, the D authors c~reated a belief· ·sy:,~em ou~ o~ their 

persona~ _.r~s~nses to~ th: issues_- o~ .\ therr. day ( .T~ir ~lief 

sys~ea opposed inte~riage bec~use. ~ir 1110rals as much 

as their politics. . ' 
·. 

_,.. ~ 

·~ . .. v 
Racial Purity in the Books of Ezra anst Reheaiah · 

' • 

DeuteroDQllY ·aarks the . las~ th~logical development for 

vb19h ve have a recor4 before ~he . Babylonien ~ile. 

the exile, a . new trend regarding exogamy ·~ for9ed by the . 

· . 

... 

' I • -~"""' ....,.. _ e. 

' ideological.Ji91ice~dents ·of the Deuteroncaists·. ·-Llvt.aq(.-~g · _ . 
.. ~ . .. .. - -

alien peoples, the -exiles ve~e a ainorftY w~thin an1llien 

_cu~ture. _ ihe . pressures :ovard .as-~~lat·i~; ~ exog8.y. ~i.-e 
. gre~ter tlum· ev~r. .1~~ • • • 

. .. , ...;..,.:&..; • • • • • __...---

., 
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Either in exile or shortly after, the Priestly au~hors 

(P), vbo wrote and cdapiled the book of Leviticus and much 

else· in the Hebrew B~le, wr~te a story they set back in the 

days of the Israel it-es wanderings through th.e desert. 

Levitfcus 24, they wrote: I 
~ lV-1 'r.ir. '~ 1'"' ~ n-11 an:i, n"?, it! ~-~ ~ 
~-nJ n?' ir.il ~-~ ~ "' :~ ir.•l ~ :11"11 ir.il 1' 

vti'l'-1 :n-;,wo~ '"'q-1-n3 n'tl.,. • avi ~-'¥ m. ~ ~ 
qt1 .,, :'imc? ~-" ~ 11-n ··:~ ,. . .,, o:/l lhf? '"19"3 

Wi-"r DUT,·nf ~-~ ~~,.·~ ~-~ ~'-nf 
. . !il"]r:]·?i tnac ~t'1 

There ca11e out among the I~rae~ites one whose 
mother was ·Israelite and whose father .was 

In 

Egyptian. And a fight broke out in tl!e camp 
between that son of an· Isr~elite W011aD and a 
certain Israelite . The son of. tbe Israelite woman • 

I . 

p~onounced the Bame in· blasphemy, and. he Was 
brought to lk>ses - now his .,tiier•s na.e· vas 
Sbeloaitb d~uqhter of Dibri of t}le tribe of Dan -
and he was placed in c:us~ody, ~tiVt~e -decision 
of YBWB should be ude cle~ to .1th'9. 111 

· And nnm 
spoke to Moses, saying: Take~· blasphemer 
outside .the cup; and let all who were within 

9 • 

hearing lay _~beir hands upon bis ~ead. and let the 
~whole co•uni-ty. agains~ bia. 1

" 

. \./ -
It is significant that even in this late Penta~euchal 

text, there ~s yet no· tera fbr the child of a foreigner .and 

an Israelite. Be is bei:e . called variations on tbe avkVard 
. . 

phrase, •,,.,.,. if':d 1f, • •the son of the . Israelite woman.• . 
-..,..... """" ...... --. . --- . 

"" What is clear' is that this man is ~ieved -flitb_~ "' ... . : -:" . :. 
. . . 

suspicion, at · best, by ~be autbor9. of the text.- It is the 

.. . . ~ -
. - - ....---.-

- .•11 tJaere is ~~ ... '!apirSFe8k• hl the Maaoretic 
. · ~ta 'l'b~·'1iire· an •open break• _!p....J:;be. Masoretic 

lM .LeYiticus 24110-14 • ... -77-
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prodact. qf intenaa;riage who disregar~ the sanctity of 

JS.•s name who will pr~~ to deserve ston19g •. By the t~ 
the p author :vrote, ~here vas not yet a clear rule among the 

Is~aelites concern-ing the child of exogamy. As the years c)f, 
' j. 

exife gave v~y to the establishment of a/ new .Israelite 

cc~unity ·living among forei~rs, the need for such rules 

would become more pitched • 

The books of Ezra \arid Reheat~, ·repo~in-~ even~s 
. ' 

following the exile, reveal t:fie: strongest trend yet in the 
~ . . 

Hebrew Bible against exogamy, even to the point where 
. ' . . 

exogamous aarriages were ·torci:bly <!lssolv~ and children 

·born· of :~~were sent avay - ~i~ the~ · ~otei9n par~nts. 
·:r~ these .. t?oo~ o~e sees :he .. <devei~i-!( ~f ~an ~ntiie:4y: new 

rat~ona_le for _t:he prQbib~tion :~09Ulf - preventing the 

racia~ pollution of YBWB's holy ~ple. 
. . 

.. ~ · Bara tells o~ the f itst ~1- :be heard that the returned· v .. 
• t .. • -

exiles ~.engaged in exc)gamy vi~~ _ th~ ·~ple of' the land• · 

folloVing' .. tmir first offe_~inCJ ·of_ ·sacrifices to YBWB: 

. · rr.,~an~·"1-iDtz_~,...~~~ ·. · 
... ~,..~ ,~ ~.mQO "In~ 

. ni am arr~'n ri;/l ~-~~·='iDIVl ~-...., 
:~•••'11n~a'~ . ~-~· .. "'°~~~ .. 

_... Wben tbis was over, · the o~ficerlf 8ppr0acb£ -~ .. :-:- ~ 
sayl9g, •'l'be peQple of Is~~el and tbe priests and 
Levites. baytj nqt separat~ t~euelves froa tahe 

• . peoples of the land v.boee abhorrent practices are 
like tbo,se of ~h~···1naa't' tdl"'llittites,. the 

-~~t9ti"· efdf"3 it.es, the Ammonites,· the 
·lioabitAts, tbe BiJyptialis, and tllfr.AmDX'ites. Th~ 
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·have tak-en their da\ighters as wives for themselves 
end. for their sons,· so that tbe holy s~ h~s 
become interail)gled With the peoples ·of the ~and; 
·and it is the .Qfficers e:nd prefects who have talten 

r • the lead in t'1is trespass.-~" 

·. 

Tbf! inclusion of the Moabites and Egyptians in Ezra '·s ·"""~ 
. ' . \.' . . . J 
list of forbidden n~tions suggests that the atithor . combined 

the cl~ r~st~ictions against ex9g~' froa Deut~ron~ 7 . 
~ .• 

and Exodus 34 with the less clear ·restriction agains~ 
.. 

•entering the congregation o' y~· froal De~t~ro~ 23. · . 

Th~ fonier restriction had exclud~· ~ittites, Girgashites, 
~- ' 

Allorites, C~anites, Perizzites, Bivites 'and Jebusites (all 
I . 

-,ntioned by Bzra except Girga9hite• and ,Bivite$). The 
,. • • ."1 • .. • 

latter permanently ~eluded AJDlonites, :Jk>ablt~s ~, 

perba~~ 1 . Asbdoct~tes~ ~d t~r~.ily ex~lud( .~tes an4·. 

Egyptians ( a~l ment~oned exce~ Bd~~ _and AsbdOdites). 
. . .. " 

This OOllbinatioli· Of the two liS~S sugge~ts that .the aut.Jlor 
. 

of Bsra4read •enterliig 1:he conc)regationlr as meaning v . 

marriage. 

siai1~1y,~ •ebentab · says: 

•• ,,.,,. ..,lfr iifl ~UT.I tr ~il-,. '~ 11JJ ~ DI 
. . . . :J"\~ 
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Aleo .at that t~ I saw that Jews had married 
Aabdodite, A-.oni1te, and Moabite women. 1" 

"-
Thie appears to be a reference to the restrictions .of 

oeuteronoay 2 3 :3-4 in .which ,, ~- is understood as 

·. 

lynon~a with "AShdodite." Here, too, the/ aut~or has read 

tbe · ~estri.cti~n against "entering _j:he congregation" es a 

re~erence t'O intermarriage. 

Mich-.el Pishbane reads ·the cOllbination of the . . . 
\ l . 

. · reatr'ictions in Deut~onoay 7 and :23 as an early example of 

: 

biblical exe9e~is -·that allowed Ezra to t~eate new law: 
. 

Th~ meehanisa for prohibiting interaarria9e. with 
·the Ammonites'· Hoabites ,· etc~ was _an exegetical. 

. enensio~ of the law in Deut' 7 :11•3 ef ~ected by 
means of an a~aptation and . interpolati~n Q~J 
features froa neut. 23:4-9- ay· means of this new 
~~iat~on, .the contents ·of Deut:~4-9 -were 

: ·reinterpreted v.itb r-espect. to 1.IJte r..ia~e, and 
t~ subsequent legal: liove -. ~~ion - follows 
quit~ ·109i~al~y: people· who · we~ legally barred 
traa adaiasioli to the 'cobgregation· of ·YINB,' but 
had smebov CJai:ned access, , were to . be expelle4~ 200 

4 .. • . . 
Interestingly, Ezra ~not indicate ~hat Israelites 

.. 
were inte.rm&i:eying wit~ ~he ·C~an~te. nations, rather, that 

~ 

they married ~ -·~ DO'~"' ·n\~ w;, • . "with people of t;tie ... . ~ 

land vboae abhorrent practices are like those of ~he 

Can84Dit.e&-" (emphasis added)-. · 1Dd'eelii -none-->0f those · . ~ .. -~/ .. ,. I> 
__, ' .............. 

nations bad Uisted in Israel for centuries. Hl Jzra here ·. 

... 

.. 
:.. 
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, . 

exte~ tbe. meaning of the Torah•~ inte~riage . 

'restrictiona to · exclude -elbers of ~l nations who practice . 
' . 

Siiailar .•ab)¥>rcrent practices.• But .this st~ll raises the 

question, ~o are these •people of . th~ · land•? 

·' In -~s~ of the ~ebrew Bible, the term •people of th~ 
land• refers to soae kln~ 6f elite of free ~nf or possibly 

• ~ .. . 
a · group close to the kinCJ. 202 However, in the books of Ezra 

and 1'eh-1.8b, .the teratakes .on a ~ery · ~ifferent!· ilefllliDCJ:­

Bere the tera distinquishes the people residing ·in the land 
. . . . . . ~ ' 

of Israel - descendants of the pre-exilic Israelites as well . . . ·. \ . 
as .non-Israefites· - froa those who returned froa B~yloni~ __, 

~ • • ."' 1 • • • • 

exile. '!'be Pe<>ple designated b.Y the term·are regt.rded by J . . 

Bara and 1'ebei.tah .with disdain. 20
' • ' . . . . . . "' -.. ( . ~ -

By the time Bz~a arrived in Judah in the ~- century, 

. there was already a l~ge. pie)pulation of ret'urnecl e~iles 
. . . 

there.204 Barlier •urnees fr.em ~ile had; encountered 
. v . 

opposition frOll these •peopl,e of th~ land• , - many .of t~ea 

Yabvists.as It appears tliet the returnees ' fJr011 .Babylon 

·. 
' . . , 

202 B. w. atcbolson, "'The llealling of the Expression· 'aa · · 
ha' are' in t~ Old. Test•nt • .To~al of seatt~tUd.te~---. . : . 
I0:59-'6 (1965) • •• _. . . - -"· ( _. · -.· -

_ ~, . Jolieph · P. Healey,. •All Ba• ares, • 2'be Anchor B1ble · . ·: · . · 
I>1~1oaary: Volume J, trans. Dietlinde M. Bllioft, 94. D.1'. -... 
rreec1man· et al. ('lfeV Yo~k: Doubleday~ 1992) 16g. . .. 

• ' ZN ~ar~ 2 • 1tais J!IOre tbaD 200, 000 zsr~elites Vl}o . 
returned· vi~h luabbabel, Jes~ua, ~~=rJillD~h,~ 
Reelaiab, Mordecai.,·· ~i,l•~!D.L~!!Jriril'o1ttt, Rehua and 
·aaanab. , · · · ~ 

2J1S ·Bara 4:1-5., · 
. . 

. . : 
' 

.. 
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consicle~ tbellselves to be the true, pure descendants of 
. . 

Israel and they ·refused al~i~e with those who. had .spent 

tMt y~s gf- exile in the. land of Isra~l. Their concern . , 
. vitb issues .of purity regarding these people ·is suggested by 

the phr-~, . .. ~ ri{n-ff~, .. "They: intermingled the holy I . 
se9d.• . ) 

. . 
The phrase, .. rtPb r]!,;. itself may be another example of 

inter-biblical exegesis in Ezra. In Isaiah 6, YB\'8 tells 

tbe prophet bow long Israel has to repent froa its 

disloyalty: 

DI 111R. nien .,._ Ti~ .n~ if;~ ltOm :Q\*1 ;,:~ ~ iiJl 
. . :~...,Jn\ 9fooift vn 

~ . " . '~"T11" - w ~ 

.... 

But while a tenth part yet remains ill it, it shall 

( 

1~epent. It shall bf! .ravaged like t~e tereb-inth , _ . 
~d the oak, of· which. stumps are left ~ven when ( 
they are felled: its stwap shall be. a holy seed. 2~ 

. ~ ."-..J. : 
· Isaiah•s referen~e to •holy s~~ suggests by iletaphor · 

" " ·. 
. . that Israel could always re~nt . as long~~. e~en a .. ~uiap• of. 

. . ' v. 
the original •tree• remained. Ezra, however, appeus to 

have read the text in midrashic · fa'Shion. · Israel could 

return to YBWB tbrougti repentance; his reacling fo~loVed, .. 

·. until it was reduced to a bare ~aving remnant. That remnant 
. -JCll9"'~·~-" 

would then ~ the .. holy seed,• or, literally, the .. holy - . 

semen. • 207 ~Ezra saw his ~amunity as .that saving reenant -. 
. . .. 

. . . 

-. 2061saiah 6:13, ~ • · . ~- ~ " -..L~ 
~'· 1. i-eac1 nt ~ere. l~te~,11y as ·s~, • . . · 

. . --- - ·rtpretive reference to •offspriD9..:r..-~n ~. . 
•1nterain9lin9 vith ' the holy offspring• se!'72s to llake little ~ 

. . :i.82-
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that operated under different rules in its relation ·to YHWB 

than did pr~ilic hsJ"aei: The new Is~ael, Ezra ~~id, . i's a 

~ly· race· that ·could not be mixed with any othe~ ; Since 

there was no way to change the' race of an outsider, it was 

·. an intierpretation that could not possibly ~llo~ for 

conyersibn. . ) . 
This· ~s a different concern with ~og4my th1Ul was 

·evident ·in previou'S trends •. · Accor<:iing .to the Deuteronomist, . 
\ l : 

intermarriage va~ dangerous because it wuld lead to the 

~troduction of f.oreign tnfluence ai\d~ wrship. Ezra here 

suggests that there is something intrinsic 4 to the bodies of 
• J 

Israel!te~ (llpeCifically, to. their) ', tbat is hqly and· 

. susceptible to c~rruption. i:cz,ra e~~uses a racial tbeoi:')' of 

Isk-~el's ~clentity. U..S. the ~eeil .f~ci~ . pu;itY•"' 
Indeecl, .concern with race and ·1ineage pervades the .. . . . 

. . . 
. per~ of the S~~ Temple; .The genealogical tables 

. v . . .. 
throughout the Bible, and especially in the Books o~ . . . . 

Chronicles; . my have beeifViitten ~ . te~t-b.ony to the ptµ"e 

sense. Bara·-· to ue •semen"' the sime way that moderns 
use •blood• - u in •pare-bloocled• ·or •atXed-blopd."' ·Given 
~t we DOW ~· of genet~cs, . •s~~ctually .makes ~re 
sense t.baa •blood..-"' .. --- ._ : . · ; 

_...The tena •race• in llOdern. vern~~ar is .... olte~--. - . _ 
associattid Vitb tbe questionable ·~Sumpt~on ·that human'. 
beings can ... divided bato discreet aneestery groups that_ 
have- ocrnolll plly•iol:ogicaJ. cbaracterJ.stil:~ li~ sJ_tia color. 
'!'bi/ is not tbe -•atng I wish ~~Jl!9 tn discusstng the 
distinct.iolul •de 1>L,11i:•t:w1liltliF, it ts the· <~11y 
~ionab~~f a pure lineage that c~ be detect~ in . 
tile pbyslcal bodies of a natioa•s ~ 
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. lineage of proainent Jewish f aailies. 20' 
. . 

· . After Bzra pleaded for God's .mercy· for bl~ coaaunity 

, ~oncerning this 9reat sin, the text reports a public 

confe~sion: 

.. 

\'uVnQ ~ ~.~ ~ "'9"'1 Jl°D'rr ,~ ~-~ fPJ~ tr.i. 
. . ~ .=nf!·"r "J' :1 ~-&'!nm nfJ 'm n~ ~~ lfJl 
. · a• i JlUl 'A nin D\10 i?iJ.'1 ~-~ ~ u~ ~-nw 

• > :ri'ft! ~IQ1 ~~- 111~· 
The~ Shecaniah son .of Jehiel of the family of. El~ 
spo~ up and said to · Bzr~, •we har e · tr!!Spassed 
against our _God .by bringing into .our , homes foreign 
women fr<>~ the ·peoples of the 'ltmd; but there is 
still tio~ fpr Igsrael . despite' th.~~- Bow t~en, let 
us make a covenant with our G<>4 to-expel all thes~ 
WO}lleD and those who have been boTD to \tjlea, in 

· accord&llce with the bidding .of the Lord and of all 
~ ·ate ~oncerned over the c~nament of our God, 
and let the ~eacbing be. o~yed. ~~1 ~ J · 

.While the interpretation of legal. texts iii B&ra and · . 
. . ...... . ., . ( . . 

1'eheai~ would ~ally forb~d mar~ to foreiqn ·men and 
. . : .; 

in the narrative. 

Lawe~ Schif fllan 'explains ~t this· w'as· because only the 
. . .. v -

offspring of Jewish mo~her~ wpre co~ldereci · Jewish2u - . a . . . 

switch froa ~lier Israelite' practice. 
. 

The JMHln~g of ·~,"' .,expel" Jiere "is unclear, as is 
. . 

the use of the ve~b root ; .i.:i ; ~seu.q~.! " in related ver_se.s --....... 

refe~~ tQ -foreign aarriages . m . They .fay me~"\fitt .t~~ 

\· 
209 Bpstein 165. 
p• lt'ti•a m. . -

.... 211 Bsra 10: 2-3·. .• ~.,.zf ... ~ ..---
iu i.,.~-~flilit~Wllo vu a Jet/1 

R.J . ·: Kav, ' 1J15) .15-16.; .----:--- · 

. 
(Bobo~en, 

~, Bara 10: 11; BeJieaiah 9:2. 
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-n of Israel were caapelled to divorce tbeir forei~ wives. 

Diwrce ia certainly known in the Bebrav Bible, .hovever it 
. . . ' . . 

~is ·uaually refe~ed to in terms of writing, giving and 

sending· a ·~,,to,• •a bill of divorcement"214
• accoapaniec:! 

. \ I 
by foras of the verb root n.?.11, •to send away. ,. It i -s 
~....... . ' . ) . 

pozt~1e t¥t the oaths to •expel" or •separate!' in B~ra· and . . 
Beheaiah mean merely to sep~ate without .dissolving the 

11arriage. \ 
. 
\ 

It is also possible .that Ezr.a '.s intention was to 
\ ~ . 

41ssolve unions. that never had validi~y as J1&rriages. This 

'WQuld explain: t~ novel use of the v~rb, ·'if~,· lit-"erallY -
• • • • • , . I • . ) • - . 
•we have caused to• ctve1~,· in referr~g to tbe ·c.reat~on o~ 

. -
l • ' • 

for~1'9D marriages,~ instead of t _t;ie roo~ 'n.p('i, -~ch is the · . . 

cCllllOn bibtical verb root to · indic~.,&r~iage.2u If so, . . . 
this would .be anotber innovation by- Bara, for there -was no 

~ - r • 

:!a - . - ,-
question concerning ttie v~i-&ity of foreign aarri!_ge in 

Deuteronamic"lav. 
. ' .... : 

ID L.M. BpSte~'s ·words, •11arriag~ was 
' 

hame-t~~ for marital union; as such it was a fact, . r~ght < 
or wrong, tbat 'DO l~V could undo.• 21

' . . ' .. . .. 
""9 IM'll~fes i:D Bzra . and Reheldab .:att~!t_!nCJ ~;KOCJDW :· 

.., - . ,; . ~ ~- L .- " 

list t~ ~ of those uonCJ the returned ex1.,les ~ ·h·acs-:; --. - ... 

. . 
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' . foreign wives •. The lis~s prominently contain the names of · 
. 

priests and W!llbers of the upper cl~sses, 217 poss~ly· . . 
i~ieating a power. struggle betvee~ Ezra and those he wished 

to viliify as emgaaists :· 

An ~teresting parallel to Ezra. and Rehemliah's racial 

attack. ag~i~st exogamy appears in tJe book of ,Ma~achi,· ~h~ch . . 
~ . . . . 
is ' generally dated to the period o.f Nebesiah based· on the 

'sillilarity Of their soqial aqd religioUS \backqrouDd$ and the 

tb9.es d~scussed. 211 
. 

in this verse1 ~alachi speaks directly.-
. '· ~ 

to· tbe issue of ~teraarriage: 

':Ji.~- .,, ~"' ~ ~~~ "" .. it'.':1·~~ ~,,, ~ :"l'J~ .J 

:i;~ ;g;!11 ~· :2Uf .... J 

J~ _has broken faith: abhorrent -ihings ha~e been 
do~e ill Is~ael .and in Jerusalea. · · -Por ~dab - has 
~rofaned what ~s boly· to YBWll- what Bf d.esµes ·-
and e~used daughters of . alie~ .• 2~ . · 

.._lacbi s~ates a few v.erses later, . in one of the Hebrew 
. , . 

B~le's 4-0•t ~ifficult ~usages.: . · 
. . ' v. . . ~~-~r:n~~~"'~•riti-w-.-,, ': 

'1l;r. ~ ~ ,,, rilf:---91 :iq~-'11 Tm' nM··~ 
:~ a'lt~ Dt'"'iDf~ m~ ~ -w ~~-111 o;o :mt~ 

Did not -tbe One make [al).,j so that ·all re11aining 
life-breath is ·sis? .And what doe8· that One ~eek 
bQt C)Odly folk? So be ·c~ful of ·y~ur · llfe- · . 
breath, and let· no one break ·f~vJ.th -~~ vj.~~ " 
of ·111..!, yCJUth. PO'r I detest diwrce - said YRB( • . -.-· 
the God .of ·Israel - and covering· oneself v~th 
lawlessness .as. with a 9araent - .said 1BWlf of -. .. 
»1 »Dgm•r..Z. lOt·. · , . . ~ · . 

\ 2ll,..Ralpb L. •tli, Wqrl.WfJt -~? I Frary, Vol . 32, 
JfJ.cab-llll~apJµ. ,.(~§...~ _aoou, 1984) 2?8· ·~so: 

• BUgenberger 14•15. ~ 
211 N&lachl 2rll. 
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Roats. So be careful of your life-breath and do 
not .act treacherously. 2M 

'J 

Mala.chi's phrase·, • aq J1!, " should, perhaps, · be 
• • J • ~ • • • • 

translated 11e>re literall~ th~ JPS's •godly folk." By 

.r~erinci ~he phrase a11, "And what does that one ·seek other 

·than gQdly ~~?~it ls possible to )t:e tbe con~~rn . for · 
seainal purity. that Malachi shares with ·the racJ.al theortes 

4 

of E~ra and Reheaiah. 

There is a question_conc~ning the -~~ing of Malachi's 

phrase, •i;a'/1·1', ~ literally, •daughter Q_f : a foreign god." 

If the te~ is ·meant to refer to the marriage oi actual 
: . ~ . . . 

. for~i~ ~n to .~sraelite men, it i~ strange compared to . . ) 
~ ... . 

the .usol tera, ·~i D'tf1," "foreign wm.e~· used 
. " . ' 

elaewb9r~~ 221 1~ is po.siibl' that t.h~ word •vi," •god,." in 

the phrase sugges~s t~at the ve~s~ s~'more · o~ a . . . 
·figurative lDfidelity--to YBWB - Israel has joined itse1f to 

~ . . . . 

(~_ried) foreign worship (ttie 'tiaughter qf an ~lien fJOcl or a 
\, : 

goddess) • ~er, a.any ~cholaro hol4 that the· -aning is a 

literal refe~nee to tbe same inter11arria9es t~t B~ra aDd: 
·. 

Rebntah dec?ry.m It is also possible that in -speak~CJ of 
.,...... . . . . 

the literal problea oi ~intemarriage, M&laCh;l ~ al~o :-
~ --""' -~ .. (_· ·~- -

to ..Ake a figarat~ve statement about iarael : s relationship ~ · 

\ llt Jta1~1i1 2: 16. . . ~ ......:-. 
~ I .. IU.DcJ• 11:8·1 J;s • . • 13:26. 
m . Slli.tb 3 . . genberger .34-35. ~ cj.tes several 

'other acbolar• of this opinion • 
.. ~ ., -87-
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vitb Yinnl. uJ 

. -
Malachi's statement •I detest divorce• can ~ read as 

Qppo~tion to tlie prog~- of ~orced separation advocate4 'in 

Bara and B~heaiah.. However, it has been. arqu!!d that Malachi ·". 
' ;;) 

'is actdally speaking against Israelites who/ div~rced. (or 

mer~ly neg1eoted)u' their Israeltte wives - hence, ~the wife 
.. "' .. ' 

of his youth" - and married foreign ~n from ve~lthy or 

PG>verful ' faai~ies. This would be . consistent with what we · 
\ l . . 

. . 

know of the economic and social status of the returnees fr~ 

exile, as G.P~ Bugenberger state~: 

In a world where prope~y frequently was 
inalienable and where wealth and.~status .were­
pr,illaJ:ily ·in non-Israelite h~, the t~ation' 
for the returned exile~ to s~e tbe~e t~ough 
intermarri.ages aust·· have, ~n. :sictnif !cant. us 

Beth ~laaiet-HcDonald conCl~ba('tbe'. issues of 

~nte:marria~e-. and divor".e, far ~rO. 'b91Dg ~t odds, are one 

·. and tfe s-: "' . -~. . 
v . . 

Questions of Jllixed ~i:iage and ·divorce were so 
inextricably l~ect in actual practice ~ tbat in .. · 
di11C11Sa:l!ng one, · the otber vu involved~ especially 
since, given tbe ecoDCllic circU1111tances of the . 
periocl, · monog.-y vaS lloj-e the rule ~ban tbe 
exception. 'l'hua, · inter11Uriage and .divorce are 
not two s~ate and distinct subjects; but two 

• - J::lllll9'..-\, ..._ ... 

. ... 

.. 

.. ·m a.th Gla•ier~McDonald, •1ntenaarr.i~ja,~~~c;a, ·and 
tbe bat-'el. nelcar' Journal of B1b1.1cli1 L.tterature "C.I o&.,· ~47 
(1987) 603-611. . . 

22• A.S. van der. lfoude, •Haladbi' s Struggle 'for a PU.i;e . 
Cc · 1aity-:r ~.Ut.tOJJ IJIJd .Re~terpreta~.to~ iJJ Jetf1~b~ aacJ 

) Barl~ cbrJ.R1u L.t~erature, ~--.._J,f.•~.,.., .aenten,_ '!·;;· de 
J~ve. p.ir;_ van ~ab atf i3:r.1fesaelius (Leiden: B.J. 
ar111; 1te1rn. . · · ----

., Bagenberger 103-104. 
' -88· 
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pluusea of one subjecti, viz., the obligation of the 
Jude~ to be faithful to hie people and his Gocl.u' 

The ~ilbylonian exile had prompted a crisis o~ beiief 
. 

udncj the· J:udeans. Bow could the GQd of Israel be . 
. worshipped in a. different land? A factl.on of them responded J 

' . \ 
...... · in · i I · uz creat CJ an new deolonv. They reformulated their . . .,~ ) . . 

concept of a ~~d-based God into a true1n0notbeism in which 
~ ' 

. . 
YllWB became the God of all the ~artb. When· that factibn .... . . 
returned from exile ~d ~ttempted' to ~eco~sti~ute Israel as 

a distinct· nation living on its own land, ~ new crisis 
. . \ . 

emerged. Bow would they define theaselves as a 'people? . . . 
There .was not yet a developed concept· of, ~convers~on• to the 
• , • I 

• • . : • . . J 

Godo~ Israel. 2
" Incrusion _in the natioq'could ·only be 

l - • 

defined. in terms of descent troa s~ pri.vil'9ed, -:ancestral 

group. ."---./. .. -

. The book of~ bra J.s priilarily coneerned with the 

dia~incti~n - of .the "'t~e Isra~l,J' the returned exiles, from . . -
' 

the surrounding 'p;>pulation · -:- s~pai-atin9 ~liJ '~; the cMldien 

' · of the exile, m ~~oa TIQ ar, tbe people of the land• m The : 

. . :-. 

answer to the crisis of national identity wa~ fo,und. ~ the .. 
creation of a new ideOJ.9CJY. Bzra, tteh-ah-.ancl.-*lachi . - · 

eabrac~ • · -;ac~al theo~ of the uniqu~iiess o~· the ~~l~~ti . ~ -:-
· · 221 Glu~-McDollald . 60:J. . · . - . · _ .. 
. \ u 7 J~ Dufwrin, Bi.lltory o~ the fle~O~Israel, Vol • 
. . IV \trans •.. c.w·. Bfrapuo~JJltrMt,air. ~v, 1'977 > 342-~43. 
· m Bara 411 ...,.."*"'~-~ .' . 

m Bara 414. 
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· of th~ exile - a uniquefess that explained why YB11B h4d 

allowed .thma to return f'to. exlle. They alone ~ss~ssed Jit 

~-, •.holy seed, .n. or Dq Jit, -•the seed of God. "' 231 It 

folloWed froa this racial theory that any exogamy was 

: ~ut~t t~ viola:tion of YB11B' s c<;>ve~t. rhe only .. 

solu~ion t~ in~e:rmarriaqe was forcekt separation. 

Ezra and Rehemiah needed to ~uppo~ their ideology with 
. . 

the inherited tradition of ~srael. To ~ qre•t extent, th.is . . 

r8ciuire«J creative reaClinq of the received texts - a process . . . 

that iaany see; a~ the origin ~f the rabbinic use of 
' 

~ermeneutie principles to derive new in~erpretations f roa 
' . 

• • • • I • 

the biblical: text. . They tran!iformed .~us ~4 ~d 
' . . 

Deut~~~cmy 7 and ~~ ~nto a b_l~et pr~bib(i.on ~ aga~st all 

marriages v~th non-Israelites.. Da~sSlllUl writes that 
. ... . 

•[Ezra and llelleiliah;s] aidrastiic met~ provided the . . . 
e~ecieta:a1 · and hermene~t~c tec;hniques ~ aa .Judaisa began to . . v . . .. 

devise a llethod· for appl.yilig. ·old nonu. in nev. situations. "'232 

.. :· . . 
It hu ~n su!aitte!d tha~ Ezra ~d lleb~ab 

~epreseoted· a t~end that opposed patb~ .toward power and 
. t 

wealth· for the returned exiles. It a~so appears tliat t~ey 
. -~ ... -·- . . ..... . ...... ~ ., ~-

Vere ... in-conflict ·with priest~ and other pe(>ple o~~r .. - -
' .. ""' . .. . 

within tbe exile cc1 unit,y. The abrupt end of t6eir stpry 

ii . ·. ~ 
- Bara 9r 2. · · · .. ,w··::l::d.._*~~ 
21~ llAJ.aehi 2t1s ~~ ... ~ . 
. m . Da~~, : •aara's 11arria9e-~nt: Israel 

Redefined• •Dlic•l rheology 111111etJ.a 9 (1979) 32. · 
., -90- . 
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· vitb the .attempt t9 force separations .froJll foreign wives 

auCJ989ta that they may not hav~ IDeen succe~sful in opP<>sing 
. . 

· powerful interests • . . 

~ause the B.ible is a partisan work;- one would· not ··"-: \ . .. . ) 

expe(:t to find the voices of z,ra and Rebem.iab's opponents • 

.Yet th~~e illight be the hint oi such a voice hidden in one of 

tbe Bible's greatest litera.rY works~ · 

. l . 
·' 

Prophetic Universalis• in the 'Boc)k of Ruth. 
~. ~ 

There is an epilogue to the . ~ebrew 8ible's story of 

exogaay' s ups and downs. · In the Book of Rutb, we may · see a 
, • • • .' 1 • 4 ' 

new voice that again assert~ the· old·unlversa:list hope of 
.... . . 

tJie prop_bets • . The author ot Ruth •ppears to have ar90~ 

·against the sirict ~;...,·· es&, ' . Bz~a lllld. llebai.Jtb 

and ur9ecl leniency toward right~s foreigners and· the 
. . 

I*blites who -~ried th,-. If so, this trend would have ,, 
. .. v . . -

echoed t~e . universalisa . o~ prophe~~ ~o ·foresaw a, tiJle Wh~n · 

all tile qtiona of ·the -world would join Israel ib the 

. . worship of Yllllll• ·. 
. . . ' 

·The book of Ruth has been pr~sed routine1y for its 
• • - - "" ~- • r:-

•cienerai beality -and pur~ty of the st1:1e:-::rn-aB~ : ·-·- · :. 

intricatelf woven, ~gnificentiy crafted tale,"~ and "'a 
.. 

1' .• ·Y •: 
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.. perfect e~le of i!he art of telling a story.~"s Yet it 
. . 

hl!8 ~leo been observed. that it. is •a story ¥1:th . a profound, 

y · ~ubversive intent,• 2~ . for ll&JtincJ a hero out of a forei~ 
. ' 

~ who. bent the lavs of Israel to her oyn ends. R~~h is ~ 

not j'1st a foreigner, she is a Moabite, a /peop.le r~arded as J 

~· enei.y' of Israel, one that oiuteronoay 23 says . shall 
. . . 

never •be adaitted into the congregation of YIDIB .• "' · The 
. -

story of how she came to marry Boa~ and ~ an Israelite 
. . \ l . 

. . . : 

is necessarily a story that cha'llenges tradition. 
. .· . \ . . 

There is great uncerta.inty o~~r .the 4ate of the book of . 

Ruth: As a piece of story-t-ell,ing, it api)ears t.o have ·mucb · 
• i • • ... • .... , .. • • 

in co e o~· with the narrativ~s of Genesis, · the Court · ,. ., - . . 
Histories, Judges and part,s ·of Jt!Jlgs,. Based on this· . 

s~larit:r and ~ain tb.;.,1°'1~~~£ves; the boo!< 

-could be dllt8d to SOiie. t~:after t;he reign of David and 
- . 

bef.tre the Deut~on~c re~o~ of 4Jos~.m 
.- v . -

Yet, .~ere i:s also strpng evi~ence for a auch , J,ater · 
. . .. 

4ate. ~A pll_llologica1 ·ar9m1ent po~ta to •AraaaisM and 
~. 

other i~ ·expressions·~ that could not have enter~cfttie . . . 
I • • f 

text befo.re tbe Babylonian exile. P:urther evidence of late 
. ---....·- --

- . . -iJ; ~byllls ~~ible, •Ruth, Book of·· "1.'be A;c~r luble -· 
D1.ct1.0111U7.:. Volume· 5, ed. D.8. ~re.edaan, et al. (1'eV York: 
Doubleda}', 1992) 842. · . .. . . . 
• • 2.16 ~~e 'Ogden Bellis, . Bel,,.at!fS, l!~lou, B~ 
(.J.olliBY11:le, ~ntuck}': ~~~ox Pres.a, · 1994) 
208. . ·~-c~ • · ~· c..-.r-r 2•~ . ·. ____ . . · 

UI Driver .(54 • 
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datilMJ ca.es frOll Ruth 14:1-12, which describes a ritual for 
- . 

red9VD1 "9• . Verse 1 rell&rks that the ritua·l was •formerly · 
• . . . . l . . . . 

.dc?ne in Israel,• suggest_ing a retrospective and nostalgic 

view' o' the custoas of· the First Temple. : 

Thi dating of. the book is crucial to an/ und~rsta11din~ 
of its themes .. · If the book dates .ltroa early in the Second 

Teliiple period, its intent could be •to show that .a ·.nori-
. . . 

Israelite. eould becOlle a f~itbful vorsJtippe~ , of the Lor~ _ · · 
. : 

[count~ring] th~ books of B.zra and R~heaiab. • 2
" 

~ ' 
· Indeed,_ it was Ruth's fa.itbful •race of YB1lll that 

)c~ua9d the. rabbis of the Talllud t~ bas~ some~~f tbtt, 
- ' .. ""• . 

procedures of conv~rsion upon .her ex1¥!1Ple • 2•
0

: R~t:Jh' s famous 
. -

state.-nt to her Israelite mother-in-law· ts the closest the . . . . - . . ( . 
Beb~ev Bib~e ccmes" to de~cr~~g ~sion:.. . . 

-RI ~-;ift-';f '1 r..CllO :i~·iiltl ~-"""·"- nn·i;Mt _,.Dfl mDf 'n.me ina :'0'1i ~ "'11 iir m 'Mtl "1$• 
~ . . =~·. '" ~ 1'1'1J -~ ~mi ...,.nj,~ rift! ri3 . 

. . " v . -
But Ruth replied, •Do not urge 11e to le~ve you, to 
tutn b'ack

0

and not. : foll.'O,v •yo~· l'Or wherever you 
90, ·1 viil CJOJ wherever yQU lodge, I vi'll lod9e1 
your

24
f90_ple shall be . .-y people, and your God ay , 

God. . , ·. 

It is for her steadfast loyalty' t~at &Oaa, the kinSJMn· 
. -~ ,_ -

to b~ J.&te b,iaballd; calls Ruth an •'1'] nfl", ;ad- Vb1.c~ - : _ 
.. i • ,,. ~ .. • • 
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renders as •a fin~ woaan.'" It · i~ the ideriti~al term used 

bf the book of Proverbs· ~o ~escribe a ·~of valor,• the 
I . 

ideal Israelite .~· 2t, .· 

Tbe book Qf lf"uth is r~plete with references to the 

narra1;l~ea ;and l~ai. codes o~ the Pentateuch. As mentioned,. . 
' tbe marriage -of a Moabi~~ to · a~ '1sr.aelite flies in the) fa~e 

• .,. I• . 
of the p~hibition~ of Deuteronomy· 23. It also recalls 

stories of sexual ~rarisqressi~n, such as the etfology of · l 

Moab in Ge,iesili. 19, where Moab is t~e ·product of the · · 

inc~st.~oua uni~n of ~t and his ?lder daughter, and the . 

story of I!irae1_.' s a~fac~nt tq B~l-peor when •the ~ple .. . 
• • • • • '1 • • 

profaned tbe1111elves by whoring with the Moabite women-.'" 24
' . . ,. . . ' 

•,. 

/ f The story of. Ruth also refet-s to the law that ·allows.' ·. ·. . 

\the poor to 

of, ind~gent 

. . . ...... . -
g~ean fallen· fruit<., the iaw of the ~ed~. 

relativ.es2
" and the i,v._ of t.evira~e ~iage .• i•.1 

In these cases, Ruth the ~abite, usea ·t,ie_ lavs o~ is.reel to 
. v , 

assare herself of sustenance, an inheritance and a husband·. , . . . . .. . . 
There are also two unusual references to Pentateucbal . ~ 

narratives .in the closing verses of Ru~- t~at ID4lY indicate ·a . . . . . . . 
-~acje .of tolerance of foreign aarriagea. After Boas told. 

tb8 people •You are witness~ today• of his claia to .acquire . 
.. 

·-- .... ;.,_ .. 
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Ruth, the people o~fer this blessing: 

~-.-,.,,,_:tF. lll! °""' '""'11-ril·in an·"' "'1i'1 
"'1~~ ~ J1'l•J!!f a:rllf ~ in ~1 ~ :PJ'l•"J . "° :rtr.·in "-' ~ ~ "=;1'1 :OJh ~ --~ ~­

:mm.; ~11-~ n :1l~ w. in r.go-~ ~or? 
. ' 

·f.ll the- ee<>Ple at the gate a.nd the elders · 
. answered r •we are. May YBWB iaalte tbe woman W'10 is 
coaing into yo~r house like Rachel and Leah, both · 
of vbo. buflt up the Bouse of Isr~l . Pros_per in 
Bpbrathu aI\(i perpetuate your name in Betblebemll 

~ ~ .. _Y your l)ouse be like the house of Perez' wbom 
T~ bore to Judah - throug~ the: offspritig which · · 
YlltQI will g! ve you by th i's young 'Wlt9'81\. • 2

'•. • 

\ : 
' 1fby Raebel and Leah? . Why 'l'uar? Bdvard P.. Campbell 

. . . . . . . . ~ . . 
~l~ the blessing iii the name of Raebel ·aa·. a 

recollection of the matriarch's barrenness and in the ·name 
. ~ . . -

of. ·Taaar and Jµdah as ·a recollection of · tb~. i.evuat~ 

euatcm • .Ju . Bavever, this does not eXRlain ".~tie inelusi:on of 
• l " .. ' 

Leah's-· .f:.n the ~lessing • . Purtberiirore, tbe (e~er~ce· to 
. . . . .""-./. 

Raebel'• barrenness would be odd since tbere ·1s· no mention 

tbat ~utli, Cf ~yone el'~~ the st~rf, was .barren. There 
. . ' v . 
is a better ans1'er .. 

Yalr lakoviteh cites the 

medieval writer, .~uel of Rowt, vbo offers . a 4ifferent . , . 

. . , 
, . 

·. 

explanation fot the CCJ11p&rison to Tamar: 
• .. .. 4 c . -~ ... _ . . . 

(!'be text) vents to wmtion •vbaa Ta11ar bore- to ~ _ _.. , · · · . · 
-Judah• biCa\IU ·Tamar was· a foreiCJD.X: and QUtsider ..... ~ "::·~ - :.. 
fr• t.be nation of xsrael who wanted, in her gt"-eat. · · 
ri4)bteoQaness; to est.,lisb offspriilg fr* -~· ·.· 
It ill !Dil~ to W.t . Rutb jlid vben ·she lef~ _her 
l->Pl• and ber gods and attacb8d ~-u ~he . ~ ~~ 
. . ~·~ 
au JtDtb - 4~11•1~ ..,... -!-' ." . . ~ . 
JU CMl'bell 156. . 

') 
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bOly people.-250 r 
.. Accordllu) to this readinq, Ruth is -like Taaar because both 

./ vere foreiCJD we.en Vbo 11erited inclusion amonq the mothers . . . 

.. . 

·~ 

. of Israel because of their riqhteousness."1 

· There i S' yet a further connection that finds / 

onali~)' betlleen. Ruth, Tmr, Rachel) and Leah. Jacob ' s 

• • aarriage to Rachel and Leah was a violation of Levitical law 

because: the two were sisters. " 2 In fatber~n9 a child by 
\ l : . . 

·'f~, Judah violated t)le. Levitical law aqainst· .,uncoverinq 
. . 

the n~ess of your dauqhter-in-law. • m ~In .bOt~ cases, 
I 

forbidden unions helped establish the Israelite nation. 
) . . 

Raebel and Leah ~ave birth to eiqh~ of the twelve tr~s. 

As the book of Ruth explains in its fina~ Verses, Jad'ah and 
• I ' 

Tamar's.~~ Perea would .found the- line leading~o lktaz and, 
. "'-.__,I 

eventually, to Kinq. David • . 
' The ~basis on the v~rtue of; othervise forbidden 

.. 

. v 1 unions in a story about a forbidden union is ev dent. - Ruth 

the Moabite's marrtage to ae;~. ie' virtuous, not only because · 

it leadll to tbe .btrth of KinCJ David, but because Ruth is an . , , . . 

•"'1 nfl• - a ,.,..n of virtue. 'tn contrast' to the 'anony.:>us . · 
._.. '"'"' -- "" 

kin-n vbo !J>Uld not purcbase land he desired· b8C•ue tc -. ~ · ~ 
.. .... ~ . ,, .. .. 

ne Tair lakoYitch, l'M'91 lrm Ip :mi ( Ratb I IatroduCt1oa 
lllld oawrntU7) (Jeru,almu NaCJDes, 1990) 111. Translation 
bf ~ ~ aatbor. . · ~------ . 

Tm l~ltch 111. · ... ~;-..?*..,...•~ . · 
Bl LeYitlcnas .lb48~·-~ -
n1 r.8viticus 18:15. Also see Leviticua-2l>TI2: 
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would not: marry a Moabite, Boaz saw fthe possibility of 

virtue · tn exogamy. ·. 
I 

\. ~ 

r ·zt the .Boo~ · of· Ruth was written in the ti.lie of Ezra and ... ~ . . 

Re~maiah, this me•sacje would have been ·subversive to their 

ca~l: for the d~ssolut;lon of exogamous marriages. This is / 

not ·tq say that : tb~·· book ·is . merely a protest ag,iut Ezra 

· and Rebelliu's policies :.:.. the work is far too COlllplex and · .. . . 

nuanced to be reduced to a single arqliment. Bovev!!r, ~t 
\ l 

does appear to harken to the visiqn of the post..:.ex!lic 
. . 

: . prophet ~f t>eutero-Isaiab: 

: 

. . , 

' . 

( . 

' . 

·. 
. . 

•As for the fore~gners 
WbO attach t~e11Selvea . to .Yinfll ­
To ainister to &ia, 

-~"' ..._ _ , --~ .. , .. -. -.. __ ( . . -otQ;;;... ... .. . . . . ~ .. . -... _ 
And to love the nuie ·of YBWB, 

........ 

'to be Bis servants- . . · . 
All vbo keep the Sabbath and do .not profane it, 

~And vim\ bold iast. to· Ny cov~nant- . . ~ ~ 
:. I will 'ring -~ell!l to my sacred .,~<;>*~ . 
w · 1et ·tbea rejoice·JA..~Prayer. .---:-- . 
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Their burnt offeriaqs and sacrifices 
Shall be welcome o~ My al~ar; 
Por My Bouse shall be, called 
A house of prayer for all peoples.• 
Thus declares the Lord YBWB, 
1lbo gathers the dispersed of . Israel: 
• 1 will qatber still ilOre to those already 
gathered. • ZS4 

{' 

I 
This i~ a call for universali8]' and acceptance of the 

~ foreiqn born in contrast to the racial exclusi vity of Ezra 

and Reheaiah. It is not yet .the full, legali stic .idea of 
\ l 

.. conversion that the r~bis would develop, b'Ut it is a 

beginninq of that idea. ~ . . . 
Deutero-Isaiah calls for the crossing of. national 

) 

boundaries ~d the literal ac~eptance 'of the .fore+qn-born · 
. . . 

into the nation of Israel. His condit~on is only that they 

keep : the sabbath aa4 enter the covenant. fbts ls not mere 
'-...,._/, 

rbet.oric. He ~·ite• that the offeriiigs of foreiqners will 

be leg\ lly acceptable - as in~~cated by the use of the 

technical tem ·~ij~. " 
. . v 

Bzr• ·and Webeaiab's exclusionary racial view would 

doainate th~ J9vish understandinq of interaar~iage in th~ . ' . ·. 

following centuries. But there is evidence to indicate that. 

there- vaa a full - -~--spectrWI of views on the tap'i.c J.n ~~e lat e 
. \.., .· . 

biblical period, It ranqed froa th~ absolute ~ejection of ' 

all fOJ'81CJDU"9 to the_ univt:rsal acceptance of all who- would \ . - . - . . .. ...... ~ - ...----
"join tbe -covenant of ~-~~ · · 

' '! I- ~ . • . . . .....---
DI Isaiah 56:6-8. 
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.. - · c~ 11: Ill'l'BRMURUGB m TB SBCOlll> TBllPLB PBRIOD 

• 

./ 
In addit~on to transmitti.Dg the canonical' traditions of 

. . . 
Judaisa reia~ing to intermarriage, th~ books· of Ezra . , 

· Be)Jeaiab, ~~h and ~ther also offer a glimpse into the . . . I 
vo~ld of the Sec~nd Temple period. While the5Je books do 

tell the llOdern reader . .a great deal about the Jewish . ~ . 
response ~o ip~eraarr~ag~ after the return froa exile, they 

are ~ tbe only sources. ·The non-candnical vor~s lof· ,the . . 
ApocrypJla and Pseudep±graph~, .· the . writings of . the, historian 

· Josephus and the. phflosopher Philo all reveal asPec:ts df. the 

. J~ish :respi,nse . to inte~iage in the Secon~· T~le 

.. period. 

All of the: extant Jevish _vri.tings o-f t~is .peii~ 

demonstrate a stronq bias a.gainst exoqaay. As ~:m.9ht . . 
expect, the. greatest ~nerqy and innovation 9n thi$ · ~opic 

. 4 . . . . 
come from writings outside of the land of. Israel. It is in 

the Diaspora of BCJYPt: and .Ro.e, ~ere iilte~riage 1111st. 

have been co•on, that J~ish vriters . l-1>ored to argue 
. , --~ 

against uogaay • . Por those vbO lived. exclusively <oz:: netirlY 

' 

so) QonCJ other J8'f9, ~be sW?j~~ of intemarr~~wouJ.d...~.,. . .' 
... . -~ .r .. ,,, 

___.,, "' ........ -
only . have theoretical interest. : 

Por this and related reasons, the oead sea scr~lls . . • \ .. . 
1 offer little nev"~~erial on tHe ~~~--yw). .. ~e 

.. . ·_.,,-..-'~ . 
Qmaran. aect appears -to bave .be!en isolated and intr~ to 
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an· extent well ~ond other/ Jewish groups in the land of 

Israel. Their texts indicate that~ they lived a ·life of 

../"" c011pU1sory ·p1ety: . . 

< • 

: 

Thi~ is the rule regar4ing the eXaainer of the 
ca11p: ·Be sha11 instruct the comunity in the deeds 
~f God *1td teach them Bis wondrous mighty ac~s- Ro 
one f roa the ee<>Ple of the camp shall decid~ to · 
br;ing _any ·per~on into the con~eg~iQn witbout · the 
penlis~ion .of the examiner who is (in charge of)" 
ttie CUip- · And let no one do anything in recjard ~o 
buy_in9 or selling unless he has made tJ.~) know to . 
t~ exaainer. who is (in ·charge of) t~e camp·, and. 
does so with (his) colµlSelA let they ' e[rt. : And 
tblls] for a(ny)one ~o ma(rr]ies a ~[aan], i[t] · 
(mst be) _ [with] (hi') c.olinsel. .AJ)d ·thus ·(also) 
fo~ one who divorces (his wife). 1

• ~ •. · 

According to the Zadokite Fr~gments, all the-
) . . . ' "' 

slgn.i:f icant -deci#Sions ·of community membe~s ,· including
1 . . . .. . . 

J14lrriage, had to be approved by an •exudner, • a reli.gious 
• • ' l • ~ .. ' 

teacher ~.- guide to the community. "It is dif '1cult~ to . 
. . "-J. 

~gine bow inte~riage would ~ an issue iii such a 
. . . 

soc£ety·. 2 
• 

~ . , 

The writing&\' of the Second ¥:em.pie Pe!r-iod co~tain :.atly 
' i 

• 1 1adokite· Pra~ats 13: 7-18. As t~~s1ated and· 
discussed in Lawrence B. Schitfaan, Reclaf•fng t1'e Dead Sea 
Scrolls: !'be ·sis.tory ot Judaisa, tb~ BacJc9l'J)uixf ot 
Cbri#'.tiaJUty, . tbe ~t .L1brary of. Qallr~ Philadel,phia.: 
Jewish Pabl-ication SOciety, 1994) 121-122. · -~ t.._~ .- _ 

2 • I also viii not consider the exAl!§>le of an Ar!Jlllic · · : 
marriage contract betwen a Jevis~ vicmail and· an Egyptian .man 
-tram fiftb century Elephantine. While ·intrigv:ing, 1".be : 
.doc\ment_. ta too isolate.cl ·in tiile and place- to draw· an:r · . · 
-8*ingfu~. COliClusione ~~~~ · ~~Arwic:· · 

· P~1 at tbe-r:f.,ftla ~~.c. (o_xford: Clar~n, 1923) 
. 41-43. . .--;---
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ol -tbe themes al°feady ·seen in tbe late cabonical books of 

· tbe Bfble. · There is a ~t~onq current throbgbout- the period ~ 

conc....S .vitb. th~.r .. aristocracy of bl~, .. . as Louis Epstein 

puts it, ~free fr~a the t .a·int of foreiqn ·adaixture or ~roa 

illegitilll8cy.• This curre~t was a d~elopment of the trend / . 
' al1:eady seen in Ezra ~d Jlte~ah, in which t~e s~l 

... - .. -"-

. 
purity of Israel was a theologieal and social concern. 

Bpetein describes a Post-biblical Jevis~ societv in vhieh 
- \ ~ l 

endogaay . incre~inqly became the rule as a result of ' a · 

preoccupation v~tb .racial purity: · 

They kept faaily .records tracinq descent for 
generations b6ct to show the purity of the faiaily . . 
stock. The pri ests we.i-e leaders in this, and t~ I 

aristocratic Israelitish f~lies eaulated them. ·· 
Nistrustf\11 of . other fUdlies, i;hey marri~., ' 4s 
far as possible, v!thin their own._ Those . 
Israelites who bad no record of "1aaily purity:~e ./ 
naturally liaited to their own group, and within "-..../ .. 
the group al~ianc.es ·with t~e.µ own relatives. were · 
'most 109ical, because a'll controversy on possible 
taint of .a · sertous 1iature could. ~ avoided,. abcl 
negotiations -on the 'eras: of ~riage c~µl.Oi )?e . . 
.,re infonaal and more inti.llate. Inbreeding, 
therefore, while not a lavf. was the ~ccept~ 
social standard for the Jetl8 of the· two centuries 
1tttdiately 'preceding and 1itrediately f<?lloving 

. . 

the beg_t nninCJ of the cOW>a era. 3 
. , 

· The second Temple periOd is also notable for the 
.. - .,.....""¥\. .-.-

develop.ant of textual ex~sis. The return f roa exile 

brouqh~ ~itb -it the ~hallenge ~f establish~g a new ~tion _ 

J .teiJi l48. 
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. . 

old nation. The creative iJiterpretation of the Pentateuch . 

bK1111e De<?es~ary ~ order to\ est;u;lish a social, political 

and legai stru~ture that would retain its textual links to . . ·' .: . . .. 

the old tradition. To that ··end, the book of Ruth, as 
. . . ' . 

d~scuased in \the last chapter, may contain an ar~nt_ 
. . 

against t~e prohibition of interma.rriag. built upon the 
• • 

legil and folkloric precedents found !n the Pe?tateuch .• . 

SiJlilaily, Bzi:a:-and Nehemiah cite. and .bu.ild UP9n texts: from ·· 
. . \ l ~ 

"B.odua and Deuteronomy to -substantiate their ol>Position to 

inter11arriage. 

In his expansion of pentateuchal laws reg&;rd!ng .. ) . . . 

i.Dte~riage, Ezra may have been ~the ·~ir~t iast~ce pf 
. . . ' 

halakic exegesis in J~ish wri~ings,• , as . .Z.gues Yehezkel 

llaufaann ; .' To create new l ava aWucat>~: t/e' .11....ds of 

bis t~, Bsra 'ci~~· canonical p~ec~ents ~ Art:fully 
~ . . . . 

cOllbined t~ and ~ ~pon th~: '?hat technique was 
. . v.. . . . 

developed throughout the Second ~ellPle peri<>d as new -. 

ccmmmities With neV needs "1«>Uld· arise. · 

. A third trend· that can be ·s~zi in the ~nd Temple 

literature is .the influence of 0Bellenisa. · The· helleriistic 
. --~ --

1 world left ·by_,tbt! conquest of Alexander ·the Grea£--i:n...t.Jae-. ; · 
. . . ~ . ~ .. ~ --

.· - fourth century was distinctly universal~stic. ..,B~llenistie 
• • l. • 

Mn'\ transsendecl the 'traditions. of ._his peop~e, .'helle~istt~ 
• J> • • •• ~--~-~ ~ ..... ·~- ... 

f • • • • ..,-,..,. • " 

~..,,;,,,..:a.-~~~· . . 
• nafllalin l3 9 • .. ·-102-
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. . 
.. . man' . beca11e the bearer. and pr~er of a world culture 

J>eiieVed to ~ i~entical with prdgress:" 5 Jewish ·writers 

.. .. 

.. 

. . . 
. ~ st~~CJl~. to reconcile this universalisa with the ardent .. .. . . . ... 

. Pllrt;icularisa o~ _ their strict1y ·monotheistic inherited 
. •' . . : 

. tradition. · I . 

Bellenis~ al•o broaqht a new way of vi~inq the human 
~ 

persona: The pre-he.llenistic Hebrew Bible judged. its 

characters "in terms -of their concrete acts of obedience or: 
\ ( . 

. ' 
. disobedience to ·the comm~nds of YBWB. Under the influence 

. 
... ~ > .. ... 

of Bel.leni:sa, however, Jewish writings became .Or'Et concerned 

with_. the _ ~lance "of abstract virtues and vipes w~i;hii;i their _, 
. • . :1 . . . 

characters and with the description of-· ideal character 
.. "" . . ·' . '. 

tyPes • . Elias J. Bickeraan describes bow !n hei1,nistic -

literature,-~ ind~vi~ua1· 1s~ pr~sentec1 ·as~:i,e o~ ~ 
bios, or particular wa1 i)f livinq.•' ·. 

The ·~..e •tseud~~igr~pJia• ~s deri~ed froa the technique · 
- . . v 

often used in this literature. of falsely attributing ·. . . 
-.. 

autbors~ip t<? a f8*>us persona. ·This is 1,1sually understood· 

as .a way -~t ancient ·authors sought acceptance fo~ tlheir· 
. . ' 

texts in a society t~t heralded tradition and s~Ulllled 

·. 

.· 

-. 

-.. 

.. 
. --""' -- -

innOvation. Bic~ claiaS~ tnat th~ technique ~also. ,;.·{_..~.:·:·- · ~ ;.. 
. 

• ' Bans Di•er Bet• "Bellenisa• !'be Anchor Bible . 
Dict.1.o.D:Y,, vol' 3. D. •. Freeclllim et 'al, ·, eds. t·Bev vn-rlt: - ,, ·------~~ Doubl;eda _, 1992). 127.· . ~~ ' . 

·• Blias J .. Biclte~"'~• ia tile Gr~k Age . 
(Callbridg8, &: aarv"d university Press,· 19_88) ~ 
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ha!~ been a way for writers to demonstrate ideal virtues . , 

••• . 

· •.P.-.oua ~ of the past were cited lls paragons ~f- certain · · 

qualitie:S or faults,• be explains. •tf lebulun is a ·model 

of cCllPaasion· in the Teataments. [of the Patri~cbs for the 

Jeva), Arist~s _vas a model of justice f~r the Gr~ks and 

Cato a llOd~l ~f ysev~rity for the RollllDs / 1 

~ 

.. I . 

~ Abstract virtues like' compa.ssion and justice ~in 
. 

bellenia~ic lit(!_rature tend to supi:?lant concrete comal)ds 
\ . \ . ~ 

like •1ove the stranger,• or •do not hold . • workman's wages 

until liorning. • S~if ic laws · aga.inst ·irite~riage, vbic.h 
. . 

90 against Bellenisa's universalisa, tend to be recast by . . . 
. ) . 

Jewish bellen!stic writers as admonitions against .the vices 
• • : • • . , J . . . 

of lust· and unbri~led sensuality. Such a" im1.,versali~~ic 
. - ~ ' . \ . 

justification w~ J10re ~~teful to~ the Beli~is{s,. ~r ~hom 
sexuality·~ an ·urg.e t~t had to be con~led • . 

'l'alten t09ether, these trends in the ·aeeond Temple . !a ... 
iMtriod .affected- a transfomtion ~the way _ Jev~~ auth'o~s 

.· 

wrote about UOCJ~· Using ~~e t:oo~s of . ~esis, : they 
. ' 

attapted to s~ t~t, ac::cording· to the t~8:ditio~ of the 
·. 

"'· ·. . . 
Pentategcb, 11arriage outside the group was . a ~rruption _in 

;character JIDd a corruption of ethnic purll't as aucb...'9 
-..;_ 

.. 
. . . 

(• · .. ~·- . 
. .. . . -· -violations of God• s laws. .. 

\ . . . -------
' 

) 



.. 

, . 

- . . . 
'• 

'l'be ~w. of .Faalliaa.: ~ndoqa.ay in the Book of 2'ob.1t 
I . 

'l'be Boo_k ·~f 2'obit is one of -fift~n in the -~~ha~ 
. . 

..r - ~~.~itten by Jews in the Second Temple period, .. , . . . .. . .. 

.. 

; 

. . 

• • t 

. . 
ex~luded frcm .the canonical Bebre¥ Bible, but consider~ 

cano~i~al by eit her the Catholic Church, the Eastern{ . 
Or:tbodox cbu~ch~'S, or .both. Tobit was lilUely written ln the 

I .. . 
third br second centjury B.C.E. • by a Jew, ' who llyed in tl;le. 

Bastern Dlaspora or in the land of Israel. ~ .It was alllost 
\ . \ ~ . 

certainly composed in Hebrew· or Araaaic. It Vas p~eserved 
. - .. 

. · . . ~ . -
only in ~reek and Latin translation until fr~cjJMmtary Be~rew 

and Aramaic versions were discovered ·amon9 the ~an 
1 

scroils '(-4Q!ob...-.) • 11 

. . 
.The .book tells the s~ory of a piou~ Jew. ~~~it, 

wbo lived ti. :B;,....,,..h ~ur~ t he Bu,yi.on1a~e/ 'lobi t 

ris~ his life by l>yrrinq -the bodies of . ~eeuteci J~ 
-. 

' agaiiist·_ t'be '1kt of th~ Jti nq: Blind; aDd. conviDced that he 
'V 

would die soon, Tobit ~~nt his sou, Tobiah, o~ a journey to , 

Media to recover ·money depositect the.re .aany years earlier ~ .-.. 
Before Jae sent 'l'obiati off, Tobit i!Jstructed hie s~n in 

precepts of the law, including a warning not ' tc:> marry 

... 

.. 
. -~ -- ~ 

outside hi• tr~, 'the tril>e of ·~phtali:. · 0n his· jolirne¥~ (,. : -~-~~- . 
.. .. .,.. . . . - -

40. 
• Car8¥ ~· Moore, 

t ~.-;9. 
11 ·Moor~ 43 •· 

' u Moore 34. 

. -

f'ob.tt (~ York: Doubl~ay-# 1996) 
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. . 

'l'obiab was joined by •AzU~ab," ~ctutlly th~ angel Raph~e_l 
m dlSgUJ.Se. The _&nt1el instructed Tobiah bow to exorcise a 

. . . . 
delloo ~r~ a beautiful and righteous· V011aD o( his tribe, . r . • . 

' 
'fob~ married Sarah, ·and her fatbe~ rewarded . 

hba ,i,itb h~lf Qf his larg~ fortune. Upon returning t~ f 

BineVeh .with his· b~ide·, ,Tobiah cured his f ~ther 'Js blindness · 
. ~ . 

· by. again, f'olloving Raph~el's instructions. Tobit, Tobiah . 

and their faaily lived lonq and happy lives thereafter. 
\ • l 

. Marriage, · and particularly ~nd0qamous marriage, is a 

t._. througbo.ut the book. 
. ~ . 

The ··book's ope~ing ver~es are 

written in a first-person narration by Tobit, ~o emphasizes 
. . . ) . . ... : 

bis -'>ership· in ' the tribe of 1'aphtali. u ·Be tbf!n·'.staees,· . .. . ' . 
•1fhen I became ·an -adult, I aarri:ed a woaan frqa om,: C?WD clan -

. and had a son by~. and I .n...eci .hi. Tobi~ ... ~ 0 .. ( · '.. 

. --

I ' ' 

Carey Moore elucidates SOlle :of the verse's 11e&ninq with . . .. ~ . · .. 
a 110re literal trant,lation of t~e' G~eek t~ Vllich api)ears 

. . . v 
to contain renderings of Beb~ew or Ar-ic ·idioms: : 

When I bf!ca.e a aan [Gk aner), I toolt. felabcm] ·a 
·, WCPPln fnm the seed: [ s)'enmatos J of. our .faaily · 

·[J)atriu J 1 and I ha(l a· son f~oa her, ~ I called .. his a..; Tobiah.H · 
._ . . , 

·-
Hebrew iclic:a for marrlage -using the verb n.p.r,, 11.terally, 

· .. 

. . . ... 

.. . -. 

I .. 

' i 



.. 

.. 

\ 

: . 

·~- t·<1.-." Th f """'. ~ e re_erence t j •seed" would be consistent with 

· tbe use of the Hebrew ""Il, " as used in Ezra and liehemi.ah to 
• • J • 

emphasis~ the racial distinctiveness of the Israelites. 
• • • J •• 

P'roa the context, however, it appears that Tobit does not 

~an to refer\'to Israel in general when he s~aks ff "c:>tir 
faaily," b_qt, .JD6re $pee if icly, the tri.bt! of Raphtali. 

' .. 
f ~en Tobit offers his son advice, on wha~ he "be:lieves .. 

to be h1:s deathbed, he again lientions marriage within the 
\ . l . :. 

tribe along .with advice on alasgiving, timely payment of 

9!11Ployees, and care for his mother: ... . . 

Lad, i-eaie11ber God all your days. Rever . 
delibera~ely s\n or violate (God's} co11111a11~~s • ..-...J 

.Do' goOd. Wor~ as ' long as you }ive! · ~ nev~r .walkJ 
in the ways of wrongdoing. Por tho~~ ·Who act : 
ho~~l1 will be successful in all their actions~ 
Lad,"_ ~are of. every ~in~ of .~omieat'ion. ;Ab.ov!! 
all, · aarry a WOIUD· froa the stock of your ( ~ . 
ancesto:zos: ~n·t ~ a for-eign ~ is not 
of your father's trU>e, for ve are aona ot the . 
prophets. . RetM!Mber, lad, that Baab,_· Ab~ah-; 
~saac· ~ Jacob, ·vllO. are our ~lie~t ~estors, 
all a.tried w•en ·troa. a.onq blieµ kindr~. They 
were blessed in their childl'..U, and' th4tir . 
de~cendants .sha11 poss~s the land. ~ere~Q~~, 
lad, love . yoQ't · kindred -~d dan: t be. too proud to 
take froa your- kindred, froa t~e sons .and 
daugbten of iour people, ll wife for yo~self .• 
"For in· arro9ance tb~re · is ruin and auch confusion. 
And in idleness there is loss and dire pov.erty 
because idleness is the mother o_f bJm5{e!:." 

' i 

. -~-- . 

·. 

' · 

Tc>J:>it's -attvi«;e not to •aarry a fore~gn ~· d0ei'fi.ot ·: · -~-~ . :. 
-

appear to refer to' n0n-Isr~lites, the cbntext clearly 

• o . ~::.!~.d ~• I 

~~-- . 
l --~,,,,_J.,• ~ . 

4:5-6',12-13. 15 Tobit 
··. -107-

.-

.. 



.. 

iqdicates concern only with marriage with f aailies outside 

tbe t»lbe of Maphtali • . ~e Greek word for •for.;ign" here · * 

(•~lot~) is us~ elseVbere in the Septu8:9int t«;> translate 

~,u vbi~h usu•l~y means_ •foreign," but appears to be a 
. • !' 

re1~t1ve. tera that can also 11ean •outsider" in different I 

• co'!texts.·11
' It is not~rt))y , and ·unusual, therefore, )that . 

'!'obit speaks of ~he necessity .of faa.ilial endogamy, but 

~ever bothers to spe&k against exogamy with o\hett nations ; 
. 

It appears that Tobit, the pious f~ther, takes for qtanted 

that his son would ~t marry a non-Israelite. 
\ . . . 

Part of !'obit ' s 11eaniiig concerning endoqaay is ~evealed 
) 

r • . .. . • 
further in the examples cited froa Genesis. Bach. of the 

•,-rliest ancestors• men~ioned could .be understood ,as hav~g 

pr~iced cl.oae endog~. Abrahaa sili<I "that h~ wit'-_/, . ( 

-Sar~, was bis half-sister. H It1iu,.c 11UTied Rebecca, either 

bis first cousin11 or the1fau9bter of .bis .first ~usin.• . 
. v 

Jacob ~ried Rachel and Leah, his first cousina.u lloab'a 

·. 

· 11 I.XX ProVerbs 5:201 6:241 Bara 10:21 aitd 1'ehfllliab · 
1'3:27.· -~"""' ---

17 ·por eir•aple, Genelii!-31:15. ·~ -
ia Genesis 20112. -
11 -Geneais 24:48. According to this ver•e, llebekalt. is 

the daugbt~ of Abrabu' ~ brotber, llabor. . 
' w ~19. 24~24. Mcording to tb~s verslt, ahe is -~'!.e .---

daughUr of Abrabaa•s n'Pb""' Betbuel. . "'~ . 
. .. - - ;....... J} GUe.1s 29:6. Tbef. are thetcla--~~*'of ~, _..--;--

Jacob's unc~e· 
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· .wife is mentioned in Genepsis22 but is not named. However; 
I 

the Pf(leu~pigrap~i<> Book ~~ Jubilees identifies her as 

'Bllz~a, · daughter of Rake'el, daughter of [11oah'si father's · 

brother.•u Since Jubileea dates from roughly the same time 

·as 2'obit (~econd cen~ury B.C .. B.), it is possib¥ th~t the 

author· ~f 'l'obi~ ~s faailiar wit~ th~s 9r a similar 

tradition. !'Obit, it appears, strongly favors ~endogam:y, - ~bt . . . 

just- .wit'hin the. nation of Israel, but within the faaily 
. l . 

. \ . .. 
: tribe. ~his impres&io~ ·is confinled. l.ater wlien Tobiah 

aarries a close ~elative in accordance Vi.th_ his father's 
. l 

wishes .•to marry a woman on [hi~ 1 father ., s side-•• 24 . 

: ) - .I 

Yet 'l'be ~k bf 'l'obit is e.'f~n more':. strident' thjlD :the . . . 
' . _ patri~chal narratives of Genesis in the deJl&Dd for close 

' l 

endogal.J. Here, endogaay is presented ~n . ~11e·1 with 
. . "--J. 

ce>1111anctwents conqernipg justice .~d· charitx ·to t~e po()r. 

·Bven all~ing for t~~~ ~hasis ~iv~ to ~riage in the 

stoq, the autho~ appears to ·v~ue endogaay as .highly as,, 

these ethical ~9-ands . . ·~ailure, to fpliov the law of 

endogaay is cc.Pared to a •kind Ot forni~ation.• -. - . , ·. 

By str.ictly following the intra-faaily .marriage!t of . -~. . ' 

Genesis, · t-.be Book of !'obit disputes evi<lenc~ el::a8'.!!1'-r !! ... 1:n' .-- ~ "' : ·-· -
the "ebrev Bibi~ ~hat marriage bet~ Israelite- t~s lias · 

I 
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freely peraittec1. 

.... .. 

. ' 

( 

In the sUory of the daughters of 
! . -

lelophebad, .for exaaple, the fact that the wa•en were 
. . 

forb~en _ to marry outside th~ir trU>e suggests that sucb . 
mari:iages ~e permitted under usual circmutances. 2' . . . . 
~hermore, \ following the story in Jud~es 19-20 ~the . 
11Gibean OUt.ra;ge") , the men of Isr~el s~re not to intermarry 

~ ·. ' 

with the tribe ~f Benjamin, 2' implying that _th~ had d<?ne s~ _: 

befbre the inc.ioent and that thly ·eontinued lto d~ so with 

the other tribes. 27 . . . 
. . 
. ... . . 

-There is little indication of the ide0logica~ basis for 
. 

. the .Jt>ook's insistence on close endogamy. In his · 

instructions to his sonJ Tobit ju9~ifies ~e need for J 
'. 

ebdogi..y on the basis that his Pf!9PJ,.e (~t~er his ~~tion or 

tribe) ;;,,~ ··so~ of tb9· p~ets .• 'Tb~ £es of tb~ 
. . . . . 

"in the Hebrew .Bible ap~ar in .II· ~ings in phrase ·~-~~,~ 
,• 

. r~f~re~ce .fto the follo,;,rs_ ~f Elijah and B"l.isba,~ an 
. v. 

unlikely connection. To the ·au~Jio1 of ~it, t~ tenl may: , 
,• 

' ' I 

it may have been a way of designating the ~acial superiority 
. . --"""' . . ....,. _ -~ .. 

of the ~le o'~ Israel; who are descen_ded fraa propbe\_s.. -- ~-
.... . - .. 

.. 

· .. 

.-

' · 

.. . , 

:... 
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The reference to the •pride" of one who marrie$ outside 
.. . . 

his group aay be" influenced by the story of Samson, Vbo 

pridef•lly contr.Vened his pµent~ ~ · wishes by· _marrying 

foreign women with disastrous resul~s. The warning. against 
·' • • :i 

such pride is conneCted here to a pail'aphrase from the book . 
. of l»~V~bs, ,"Pride _(Joes before X"Qin, arrogance before 

: 

. "'" ... 

failure." 8 The implication is that those who marry outside 

the C)rOUp do SO OUt Of arrogance, idleness and disloyaltr· 
. . 
It may be that the ' references to biblical writings are 

so prevalent; in Tobit -:- the ai1usion to the ·· pat.riarchs, for 

ex1111ple - because the book intends to f onaulate an exegesis . : ) 

based on canonical precedent · to support - it~· position on . . . 
' I 

endoguou~ aarriaqe. At one P<>int, the book pr_eswnes to 
t. ..... ~ . 

f .iad a pentateuchal law to enforce intra-f aailial endogamy: ·· 

•1fe, muat spend toniqht," advised the ~qel;. •at 
the. heme df R~gqel, who is a ·· relati,ve of yours. 
Be bas a beautiful dauqhter ~ Sarah, bfit apart 
.troa Sarah, he has nel~ber · sodl :QQr ~aughtei. ·You ..;. 
are her ciosest re.lative .. and so have the . . 
hereditary riqht t9 her al)d also have the rigb~. to 
tnherit ·her father's estate. · Besides., · the, gir~ is 
=fensible, br.av~, and very beautiful. ~And her 
father love• her- MQreover, I know that Raguel 
cannot Withhold her from you or prOaise her ·to 

.·another aan without incurrin.CJ the death penalty, · 
· . acco~dhg ~o the decree in the· BOok of Mo~e~ • 

....... h.r, h~ is aware that it ~ts ·your hered-itary 

... ...,..... ' - 30 
right before all_others t9 marry hi~ dauqhter." 

The •decree in the book of Moses" and. the "hereditary 

" . "' 
. .. 

~·- .a-Proverbs. 16: 18 .-
• !'Obit 6:10-13. 
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. --
r19bt• mentioned h~re are uncertain. rit is likely a 

• • . . . ! 

reterence, first, .to the daughters of ~~loph&had in the book , l 

wbo· inherited their father ' s fortune because be ' 
. . 

had _no aale heirs, 11 but who were required to marry with.in . . . . 
~e~ :tribe~~ ' Raguel ~s rio male heirs and his daughter, 

therefo~e, will inherit. an4 11:ust marry within her)·t~ibe • 
.~ .. . 
~er, the ~law in BWlbers makes no requirement that the 

husband be t~ nearest ma~e relative. ~~ere also appears to 
. \ l 

be a refer~ce to the law of the levir to support that . . 
. 

. c;:ontention,n which would require -· Sarah to marry ·tlie qlosest 

-le relative of her dead husbands. 34 Since all of her 
.. ) 

previous h~s~s were rel~ted· to her, 35 the~ are also·~ 

related to Tobiah. ' 

Given that 
~ l - \ 

the .-bOok takes su<?-h---. strong position o't)( 

close endogaay, it is pc;>ssible. to .. read ~it as ~ecj~i~ . . 
that sets out -to sbov how faailia~ endogaay coµld be ··. 

. ~ . . . 
. required ·by ·st~ct adherence to pentateuc~ la-,,. T~e story 

~ 

is contrived preeisely to ti-e together two .laws - the lav ·Qt 
, ~ . .. ,; . 

' th' aaughters of Zelopheh'd .and tbe ' law"of Levirate :-:arriaqe 
·. 

.- in sUc:b a way that faailial · eildOgaay must result • .' As • r 

p.roof tb8t the Pen~at_eucb .. requ~re~. (aailial endogml7., .... t.be -- _...::_ , . 
~ ~"""- ~,. .... . --· " .... - · ...._... 

~ ... . . 
27:7. 

3•2 ... ~ 36:6 •. 
JJ oeuter~ .Js: 5. 
.,. As. in Ruth 3: 12 • 
n 'l'Qbtt 7:11. 

• 1 

., 

. .. 
. .. - ~~~-,.. l. .. .--

. ' ·~-- - " 

.· - ~;~ . - . . ..----;---
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story. would be fl~ at besf ; the book's ar~nt offers no 

· · reason vby one 11Uat marry a c.).ose ·relative absent the ,, 
• • I • . 

r unusual _cireumtances of a 'fOaaD who is her father's · sole 

.' 

, . 

. ·" .. 

heir and the widow of a close ~elative. But as a work of 

literature t~t pn,vides a Torah-based pr~edent ff~ t~e 

practice ~f faaflia~ endogamy, it may h' ve been persuasive. 

Tbe ~ 1-Port of the book's arqmnent is a pietistic • 

juatif i~ation for return to the close en~aa1 of Gene•i~ in· 
\ l : 

Vhich ·marriage to the clo~est relative ~s a high value ; 

A Priest_ly Attack Against Bxogury in t.he Boo.t of1 jubilees 
) . . . 
. The .Book of Jqbi:lees is a Jewish wrk, o"f the second 

• • J 
century B'.C.E. , 36 assign~ to .the no·n-canonlcal categmy of 

• • l 

•PseudepicJrapba• by mod~rn biblical ~cbol~s •. (fh~ ~uthor. of 

Jubilees ~ liltely ~ "'9'ber of the pri~ ·c~ass, given . . 
tile widespread concern with sacrific~s and .. p~iest;ly 

~ . . . . 
: authority in the· book, 31 who liv~.iD 'the l~d· o~ Israe~. 38 

Analysis of tl:ie book's legal .aat:eri al has ·caused· sa11e 
. ' 

' scholars to concl~ tbat the author stands close to the 
.· ,, 

pers~ive of tbe Bssene c01mUnity of au.ran._ ~e may. 

. . 

·. 

• • • 

; . 

....;·z- ~ . . . ' · ......... ..._.. 
~ ... · .. 

.. 
• 

" J_. c. V.anderltall, • JUb-ilees, Book of, • 'l'he ~cbor 
Bible Dictionary, Vol J, D.•.· Preecman ·et al1 eds.· (BeV 

Y~I DOQ).eday, 1~92) 10.30.- .. 
• ' 

17 VaDd~~JtalJ 10.31.~ · .-~~_; ~ 
JI 11et.•98" ~~~--1¥" 

.. 

9 V~ba- 1031 . . . 
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Jiave been a llellber of the fattion that 1 t r as a precursor 0 

that' group. ·Although. t~e book was composed in- Hebrew, the .. ' 
only ....camPiet.e e~ant v~rslon is ~ Ethiop~c tr~lation that 

is baee4 on. a Greek tr~lation of ·the Jilebrew. 
. 

Twelve 

f~a9-ents of. Jubilees in~Beb~ew were discovered a110ng the I 
QUaran ·scrolls. ' 0 ) 

The book is a te-telli~q of the stories in Genesis ~nd 
. . 

the first 12 chapters of Exodus - from the creation tQ the 
\ l . 

revela~ion at Mount Sinai. The boOk plirports to be the 

. record of hwaan ~istory reported t>Y .the ~ o.f Israel to' : · 

Moses at Mount Sinai.· n is, i.n parts, an eJ,abellisbment on · 
. . ) --. . 

th~ llfthic history of Is~ael., and, in full, an extende!d ,.. . . 

. ·J ! ~etical ~econcil~~~i~n of Israei ' s_ eat.1y ~~~c h~t~ry 
f ~ with the ideology of· the author ~ Michael Pis~e ( 

---- ;...,,_ 

."----/ .. 
classifies the work as •embedded interpretation,• in Wblcti . . . 

•older n~r~tive aequ~ces. and tra,d~ti~ns are ;expanded; and 

trans tormeei by aqgadic addi tion.s. " 41 .. v 

. . 
Jubilees' re-telling· of the story of Diriab and. Shecheia 

serve~ as _ its prolo_gue for .an .'attack. again~~ emgallf. . In .. 

JiJb.ilees • version of the :story there are s'iqnif icant · 

. --~ --additions 'to and Ollissions froa the· 1>1blical version: -
. -~.·ii the first year o~ t:he sixth week. [Jacob) 

.went up to Salma, which is east ~f Shechma, in . 

. ... : 

\ 
I . 

40 ··vanclerltU 1030:: 
41 PilibbUae 432. 

·. ~ · 
-· -\.,.,jjcit2PH • 

• . • .:i~~t• 
. ' .. _~,,~ . . . 
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peace in the fourth mo'nth. And there, Dinah, the 
daughter of Jacob~ was snatched away to the house 
of S.becbea, son of Hamor, the Bivite, the ruler of 
tbct · 1~. And he lay with her and defiled her·, · · 

• • I ,. . 

. but sbe vaa little, on~y tvelv~ years old. And 
[Shechea] begged his father and [Dinah's] brothers 
that she be given to hia as a wife, but Jacob and 
bis sons were angry at the men of Sbechea because 
they ddLiled Dinah, their sister. And so tt,ey 
spoke treacherously with them. and defrauded thea· 
anci seduc9d them. And Simeon and)Levi entered 
SheCbea su~denly. And they execµted judgeJMtnt on 
al:'l of the Jllen of Shechem and killed every man 
they found therein and did ~ot leave in it even 
one. TbeJ killed eve~one painfully. becaus~ they . 
had pollut!.ed Dinah, their •ister. And t therefore . · 
let nothing like this be done henceforth to defile 
a daughter of Israel because tbe ·jud~~nt was 
ordered in heaven against them that they- aight 
annihilate with a sword all the men of Sheohem 
because they caused a shame in Israel. 41 • 

) . . . 
R.lr. Charles reaa.rks that the author 'of Jubilees1aust 

have been troubled by the execution 9f t~e Shecheait~s after 

they had. ~lunteered t~. ~dergo ~irCU.Cisio~, r;or that 
"---/. 

elellellt of the Genesis story is entirely oaitted here. 0 It: 
• 

also •PP88f• that the .a\it~r vis~ to erase any allbigui~y -
. "-/' . 

concerning Dinah's villingnes~ t~ be abducted. There -is flO, 
. . 

" . ., 
mention here of Dibah's visi~s to the people of the land, 

vhiqh tbe rabbis would later re~ as an indica.tion of her 
• I 

--- (" 

u JUbileea 30: 1-s. - il.1 Translations froa the Boo~ ~L _. ~-
JU.bilee• are frail o.s. Winte:nmte, •Jubilees: .. A 1'e.v · : · 
'l'ranalation and Iutroduction,.• 'l'be Old -:res~nt -
Pseadepip:aplla, Vol. 2, J~s B. Charlesworth, ed. (Garde.!f 
.City, ft& "l>oableday, 19~5') • · . - _ . . 

• u R .. B Charles !l'be Apo9z~ r211arseucmjS?graplaa of. 
· tlle Old r.;twnt_"°"fG14'.7'C~arendon Press,~) . 58n. · 

· .. GeWia 34: 1. . 
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C:mplicity or guilt. 45 Shedhea's love for Dinah46 is aiso 
. . . \ . . . . 

caittecl, reducing the abduction to an unfeeling ac~ ' of .. . ... . 

violence, · Jubi~ees specifies Dinah's age as twelve, ~ui:ther . •· .. ~ . .. . . . 

' 
incri•inating Sheche11. All of these changes tend t:o justify 

the att~ck oh Shechell by Simeon and Levi. / 

Jubi.:1-ees then . interrupts the retelAing of the story of 
• • 

Dinah and Sbechea to include an exegesis o~ tt).e pentate~chal 

origin· ·of the prohibition ag&inst intenuriage. . The · author· 
\ l ·. . . 

.-writes: . . . . . 

"And let any .man who causes defilement . sure~· die, 
let;. hilt. be stoned because t~'Qs it is decreed· and 

)written .in the heavenly tablets conce!l!~i.ng all. the­
aeeda of Is~ael: •Let anyone _.who aau~es ~f 1-leme!Jt 
surely die. . And let hill be stoned.,• .... And there .is 
Do liait Of days for this lav. And there is DG 
r~aion or forgive~ess .. exc_~pt •that" tlle ~ vtao 
cauaecl defile11ent ·of his. daught-er will bef :rooted 
out frma tbe aidst of all Israei ~e he' bas 
gim some ·of )lis seed to Mol~h · [Moleeht m:ut 
stnnect so. as •to defile it. ·And you, Moses, · . 

• CQ · •t .the chtidr"1 of Israe~ and ~rt ·thea not . ". 
. ·to -gt any. of the~ daug~~~ .to t;he gentiles an~ . 

not to take· for their soms any of tbe ·daughters of'. 
tbe gentilea beCause t~at is contemptible .before · 
tbe Lord .. 41 

• . • 

'- : 

Thia exeg~i&linka .togetlier two texts, The. scr!ptural : , . . . 

. I 

·. 

., 

. .. 

~about s~oning one who causes defil~t cannot be. . . 

·~ -

•s Gen4taia Rabbab 80: 1 s~ys tiiat the v~rse indi"C.ates .. . 
~ba,, -~~went· out to ~ [Sbec-~~ ado~ed ~ 4 
haript. . .. ' ·~ . ... ~....-: 

· .. ~is, 3t~~- .. ~~· . 
., Jubil.8ea· 30:8-11'. 
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c1o~ely matched to any verse I in the Pentateuch." The only · 
. .. . . 

· verse in ~ _Pentatuech that links defilement with s~~n~g 

. a~on~i~e the ·phrase •he shal~. surelr dit!,. appears a~ the 
~inning of Leviticus 20: · · 

.· 

. . 

: . ~-~ 'iltr. ~"""" .. ~ ~-"1 :im&'t •·\'-tirr.t 
. 1l'f '1'1 =:: ~~1! mar •nm Tia~ ~rp wr. .,._ · . ,.,,. 

• ~ 1W 1rjl) ~ - !i"J'O u;x ~-Rl:J ~ ~-"' 
rq-JQ· &SJ1'1~11f n.:J ar ~ ~ °" ="1r Df·l'lf ~ ~-,. 

~ ·· 1m1Drq ·~-,,.,~ ,~ :m•nw ·~~-~-~ ~ anrnJ. 
.. . . =atr :i~ ~"Ill mlfl ~ D'1r.J~~ ~. m• ~ w,~~ 

And Ylllnl spoke to Moses.: say\ furthe~ t~ 1the·: = 

Isra~lite people: Anyone among the ~sraelites, or 
amoil9 the sti:angera· reaicSing in Israel~ 'fho gives 
any !lf his offspriilq to Moleeh, shall &! .. put to 
death1· the people of the land . shall pelt hi:a\ with 
stones. "And I vili set My face agai.iist that man 
~ will c:ut hia o.ff fraa uong his .. pe.ople, · --' 

. because h~ gave ·of his offspring to .MOlech .and so r 
defi1-d Ny sanctuut and profan8d ay_, npe. And if 
the people of the land shOuld abut th•ir eyes to 
tbat ,lima when· he gives.,. of . ~a . offspring to )IOleCh, 
and a~ld not put bia to death, ··1 ~~elf ~ill set 
11J faee against that 11an and his ~in~· "111 cut 
off f~ aonq ~he.il i->ple bc*b hiia aDd ail ~ 
follow· hia . J,.n going astray after' Molecb· .. 0 

Ill> • ,.P , 

Tl)e lJ.Jii.libood that thi11 i~ . ~ script~e to which :... . 

Jabil•• r~fered i~, ·of courp, iD~re·ased bf -the_ f~t that .. ' ' 
f • • , " .. " 

it is directly refetenced later in the passage. JUbilees 

. "11nk8 this paasa9e f:tca t.8viticua' to the expli~it 
I _. • f 

prohibition agdmst intermarriage found~.~tercmcmy 7, · · ~ 
' . · . ·- · --... .. . 

vbicb st~e~-;' •no not give your daugbteu to th~ir s0na G>'r .... · .. ~· -:;-
... 

. .. 
, .. wia~xmte, vbo is caretul. ~ providing c~tatiton · • 

mi.teal 1a li~ - t~aulation·, doe9~1ePen;tti!:Ttg for . t~is. 
quota. t•- . ,,..;---~ 

• ~-- • . ·"'~,...:;s...-E_,,...,~ • • 

. • Lwltic:U 20: 1-5. ---- . 
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· -.ta1ce· their daughters for 1your sons.• Jubilees, then, 
. 

· indic~ an ex~esia in w!Ucli •gi.ving offspring. to Molech• 

ls ~ated With giving ones children' into foreign. ~iage. 
• .P ' • • ' ~ 

Tbis 'exegeaia does not · follov ' the aanifest meaning of 

· · tbe text. \ 11oiech worship appears to refer to 'Olle _fo~. of 

child · ~acrif'ice .or all"Oving ones chi}dren to •pass through . 

th~ !ire.•~ ·~et there . is a plaus~le ar~nt'f9r t~e 

.J.Dterpretation. Molech worship is also .ntioned i:n 
\ ' l . ~ . 

Leviticus 18:21 in ~ c~&pter othervi.Se devoted entirely to 
. . 

prohibited sexual practices. Shaye ·cohen '-ucjues that the 
• • I 

autbor .of -: JUbilees connected t~e verse with eXOCJUIY• Be 
. ) 

states, ·s~c~ the chapter oth~.rvise milts· interaarf'iage, . 
. . . . ' ... . 

the oJJvioua conclusion was that Lev lBs~l prohibits seX'1al . ' ~ . .. ' 

inter~se with idolators:•'1 
· •· · ( · ~ • 

. '-..J. 
Associating. this verse vi~ in~iage would later . . 

~ expl\Citiy rej~~ ~ the M~sbnah. ( M we shall see~, but 
. v ·. .. 

the advantages of this in~eri»retationa are cle-1". . ....... , ; 

Connectin9 -tbe lav aqaUS:t. exoguy tQ this ruse provides a .. 
" 

clear htman-pai~lated sanction _;_ death ~ s~n~. ~ 

Later; u Jabilees returns to the ·extended narr•tive of 
. -"" ,:.,._ . . . 

Dinab .nd_!becbea, . it ~appenda a statement aga~-~~~-~·-

that. ilacludes .an . ideologica.l stat~t to support the . . . 

• • . . •• 7 ~. • •• -__ ;..___________ _ ~ ------

• raeYi.t~liJ.»1-~ Jereaiah 32:-3~. 
s1 8. O,bei, ;Pram th8 Bible 'to the 'fabmd, • 34. · 
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objection: 

Therefore I have written for you in tbe v0rds of 
~e la~ all of the deeds of the Shecheaites vh~cti 
~ey: did against Din&b and how the sons of. Jacob 

•spoke, saying,. •we will not cjiye' our daughter to a 
llllP 1'flo is un~ircuilcised because that is a 
reproach to us• [Genesis 34:14]. And it is a • 1 

· re~h to Israel, to those who take any 9t: the 
daughters of the· gentile nations ·because it is a 
defJ;lement a.nd it is contempt;ibl-' to Israel. · ~d 
Isr~l vill not be cleansed frOll this defilement 

~ . . 
if tbere · i~ in it a woman froa the daughters .of 
the gentiles or one who has 9iven any of his 

· (laughters to a man who is ·froa ~J pf t~e . 
gentilets. For there will\ be plague ul>on plague .· 
and curse upon cµrse, an~ every ·judge9ent, and. 

. plague, _and curse will come. And. if ~e does this 
~CJ, or if he ·~lln;ds his eyes ·fraii· those who 
profane his holy n~, (then) ~11 of: the people 
V.J.11 be judged together Oil .account of all cJf the 

) .defi.laent and the profaning of 'thi.s .one. · A,nd 
there is no ·accepting of person or ·regarding 1 
appear~esz or taking froa hl.s hQCl~·eitber· fruit 

.. or. sacrUice or holocaust or I fat or' tbe aroma of 
9'Jr89t-me1·1ing sac( ifice s9 that lie· alg* acc;ePt. 
it." . . .. . f . . . 

"---../. 
1'0te tbat tbe· statement fr<* .Geneais 34:14 i.s taken out 

·. 
·of · CQn~.. in Gene~~· ~he stat~t, ·~e vill not give our 

. . . . v .· . .. 
dauC)bter to a un who is uncircumcised,• was a ruse to get 

. ' ; 

tbe Sbecbemitea to make t~aselV9s vulnerable through ·· · 

circaciaion • . · The pr~ent text· changes tbe ~ntext to aalte. . . , .. 

it 8PIJ•ar tQ be an entirely sincere statement o"f 
-._._,~ .......___ ... 

~ I 

. '\ 

principle•M : · . · - -~ .. . . • 

. - --::--.? ... .,,. ·.~ -~ 
.._,. . """ ... . .. .:.. -

sa AccorcliDCJ to ccbar1,9worthJ, the ;idia.a, •&Qcept~g 
ol, ~· · and •regarding appeara,,nce• aight be undust-oo.d to 
..u -.~, partiality.·. , L~~ ~ 

) 

. •· ~··~ ,, JUbileea ·lA•la.d"S~· . · . 
st ni.8 al.0 -y have been a statemen~acob's son's 
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Unlike Bzra, Rehemiab, and Malachi, the objection -to 
' . 

inte~iage here is not ba~id on racial purity. ~ather, 1 ' 

t"1' 
~t is. a utter of ritua~ .purity~ To the aut~r of, Jubilef!tl", 

an exogaiaist · is not a defiler of •holy seed,• r~ther, ho 

·'~validates the ritual offerings that secure ~he ~ros~rity 
of the comiuni~y • 

• 
~ . · Jubilees appends another long passage to· the Dinah and 

Sbephea story to indicate that it was .·,froa the merit of 
\ l : 

killing the Shechellites th~t Levi earned the priesthood: 
I . • 

Therefore i c6naand you, saying, •·Proclaim this 
test1-ony to Israel: 'See how it·vas fo~ ·the . 
Shecbellites and their SQQs, how they were given 
into, ,the i\m:'~s of -two children o~ ~cob &Qd they 

·killed ~hea painfully. ~d ~t wa~ righteouaitess 
for ·l:.bea and it. was written ·doWJi. £Qr thea for 
righteousness.•• And .the seed of' Levi was -chosen 

. fo~ the priesthood ~d l~vii~cai ' (drdt}rs) to 
·ainiater before ~e Lord always just b we~ do. 
And ~i and his sons '411 be .~.eel forever 
because he.vas :zealous t~ ~o -r19bt.~usness . and 
judg~nt and vengeance · against. al·l who·· rose up . 
a\ainst Isr.aer: " . · . . 

With thi.s passage, the o'!nah and Sbechea stoey · becolles 
' . . 

an exact parallel to th~ story .of Pbinehas in· llmlbera ~ A 

aan and his deisce~ts are rettarded vi~ ~he . perpetual 
. 

priest~ because of an act of violence against an. 
. -.,...""' ---

. . . 

. . 
. . . . - --..._ . 

true prim:iples iD the Bebr~ Bible.. ~er4 ~Y :i~.ais.!·. ~it. 
is . ironic tber~ since there it is used as a lie (~.e., to. " · -
trick tbe Sbecbeaites) • . There is~ irony in the .way 
JUbilee• presents the paasage. . .. 

\ 
"'-wlntetmte nQtes thAt the .refer!Pce.-:t9 •-we• here is 

tbe ~~, of angels wbq..Jd9i••••Me tli9Lord , · 
continually •. · ...ae-·Wf"hii:~e t~ ainister on e~ as the 

, angels cki iD heaven" < i 13 > • ~ · 
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·ellOCJaaiet • It no~ appears f hat the siqnif icance of all of 

tbe changes and additions tO.- ~he Dinah and Shechem story in ... . . . 

_Jubif ~ were to support Le~~ and e;tevate the priestly role. 
' The story reinforces the need. for priests - the gvardians of 

the 'cult tha~ e1'.19ures the nation's purity - ~d tpe d~vine_ 

election· of the Lev·ites to fulfill tha~ role. 57 

~ .In doing ·so,, Jubil.ees makes a strong ~tat;eme~ts 4gainst 

exog~. However, that statement ·does not really add ' 
. \ l ·. . 

.- anything new to all that has been said ,-about e~ogamy prior 

~o th~ ~eco~d centnr)'. · The ~eal inno~a~io~ bt the passa~e . . . 

is in f indirfg support for levitical au~horitY, in the Dinah 
.: ) ' . . 
and Sbecbma · ·~tory. . It is unclear r and . perhaps-, un1cnow4ble, 

wbetlier .the opposition .to exogamy e~ibited ·.here - a ~idely 

held posl~i~n in the seco~d .c~nt~ B.C.E. · - -~ ln~luded "--._/ . . 
only to leqitillize th~ author's r~icai· staf~nts . . . . . 
c0nc~niing 4t~e e~ectio~rr of . tl)e ~r~ ·of :Levi : · 

In any case, t~e ·passage froa. Jubilees does· ·~dicite {l 

strong anti-exog~ positio~ among ·the prlestl~ c~·ste ~· .. 

this period. Mor~er, it sbo~ that not all ~be . argwients. · . . . 
against exC>CJallf during this tiile were based on· the racial -- -- -~ ... . .. . . ~ 

.. -~"'-- (" · .. --·.-
..... .... . argument:. · · :_. 

•·. 
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AD. "AJ;Cl1Jllent AQaibst Exogamy in, Tbe Te.st .. nt of Levi 
I . ·1 

A!lother. pseudepigr~p~ical work, The Test..:e;t of Levi 

ha& a psraiie1. tr~,t.ae~t .~f the Shecbea an4 Dinah ~tory • 
. 

2'be· 2'est-.ent of Lev.i is ?~e in a collection of works, The 

: . . ' 

. .. ; . . , \". . . 
2'est...-ents of the TWelve Patriarchs, that each purport to / · 

' relate · the .final words 
0

Qf one' of the sons of Jacob. .lt ·is . 
110re·· difficult to~ determine the origin of the Testaments of 

~he Twelve Patriarchs' than it· is for Jubilees owing to the 
\ \ 

obvious ~orruption in the-extant text • . 
I .. . 

· ·The ba:se text ~ppears to be tlie work of a Hellenized 

Jew from abeut the second century B.C.E.,sa roughly the 
. . ) , : . same 

ti.lie as Jubilees. · Its ·origj.na~ l'anguage is wice~ain, ." : . .. 
A1t~ough a scholarly consensus is fo~ng that. it .• s .. - . 

( ....... ~ 

CQllPOSed in Greek, possibly in Egypt,· .from Semitic·· 

sources.'' The extant Greek, Armenian :and Slavoni~ versions 
# • • • • • • • ' • • • 

show that ' the Test~nts ~eflect a ·~roa~ ~d fr~ 
. . v 

traaition,• .. that may have underq?ne significant 
' 

modification froa the ori.qinal version or ~ersions. 
, . 

Like. Jtibil~s., The Test.-ent of .Le.vi put~, ttie story· of .. 

Dinab and Shechea at the center of Levi's election to tlie • I 

--~ . ""' - . ....-... ......_~ . 
__., ~·. -~ (...... .. 

. . 
sa 11·.c. · Kee, -Testaments of the Twelve Patriarchs~· The ... . · 

Old 2'e.st-Ut Pseudepigrapba, vol• l, James _B. Charle~~rth~ 
. , ed. (~dttD City, ft: Do':'bleday, 19.83) 777~778. . . : 

. " J.J. Collllts, •'l'eStament:s,• Je~ilJ.b Jtri'tia~~. of the;~ ·· 
sec:ontJ 2'89J>le Period, ea. M:!chael B., Stone. (~i.W-IPI~ . · 

~~ . · _._ .. _ =- Fortress, 1914 ) 34"4. • .- ...:...~"'-· ~ · 
'°Kee 777. , ., 
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priesthood. 

declared: 

Levi, speaking in the first person to his sons, 

I, ·Levi~ vu born in Baran and ca.e with my father 
to Shech•. I was a youth, about twenty years 
old. It was then th~t, toqether with Simeon, I 
perf~rmed venqeance aqainst Hamor because of bur 
sister\ Diilah. 61 

. 
The author . then proceeds to spend) the next three and a 

· half chapters describinq how an anqel revealed the heavens· 

to Le!~ and instructed him in hi:s priestly ro~e. After the · 
\ \ 

visit to the heavens, the -anqel conclupes the annunciation: 

Then the angel led me back to the!. eax¢111 and qave 
me a shield and a sword, and said to me,· •Pe-rfona 

I vengeance on Shechea for the sake of Dinah, ~~ 
sister; and I shall be with you, £or the Lord sentJ 

) Dtte·· At · that time I put an end to the~ sons .of 
1 BaJior, as is written in the tablets ot the . 

fathers. ' 2 
• • 

that 

\ •II \ 

The author here 9?eS beyond the. assertio~L 

Lev~'s actions at ~hechea were rig~us,· b~ ~howinq 
.1µb1lees, ' 

• how they were directly ..ordered by heaven. Tbe Testament · a~ . . 
_ Levi sbareJ Jubi-lees' intentic;>n to support Levi's priestly . .. 

authority and to use the incident. at Shechea as the bas~s of 

his election. 

rlJe restament of Levi also provides an exegetical 

. • l 

solution ~ the .problea ~f- Jacob's angef':'~ ?t ~i.J.J...~ ;,. (# ~ ·.- .-_ 

recalled that in Genesis Jacob bad told .Silleon~ and Levi:· ·· : · · 

f roa the 

.. 

I 

. . 
;. 



. ./ 

. ' 

: . ' 

'"'~~ '~1~3 '(1'iJ l'"' ,~~i? 'tnc ~ "1'z·"'1 ~ "~ ~ 
. . !'~l ,~. ~~ '~ "zi 1119~1 ,~ '.r:'.19 '~in 

. You ~ave · b_rouqht ~rouble on me, making mle odious · 
among_ the inhabitants of the lan4, the Cimaanites 
and. the Perizzites.; ay men are few, in nwmer, so 
th~t ~f t~ey u~ite agaill'St me and attack me, I ~nd 
llJ house ·vill .be destroyed . 63 

. , \' I . 
In ~dditio~, on ~i~ qeathbed Jacob spoke ) gai111st Simeon. and : 

' ~vi words t ·hat c~ ... uld be interpreted as a rebuke for the 

f I . I 

. '~ 

~ ~ 

; 

. . 
# 

"" . 

I• 

incident at Sbechem: 

.· 
( 

c~·'l'li~ 
· · :a~l'Jj"Q9 ·0;iJ '7~ · 

. . . ~ll ~-~ a;o, 
~ :m,{1:.'11 ~ 

e"l!t u~ DfV1 ~ 
:ii1~·l'."lp? ~r,;1 
'1 If~ Ofl -riif I 
~~'~tl.Qm1 
·.~~· 

. . ~. , ~ ·-~'~a~,~ 
Simeon and Levi are a · pair; t.' 

Their veai)Qn.s · are . too~s ~f lawlessness. . · : 
. Let not illy perspn. be included in their ~·uncil; 

Lett n~t my being be 'counted in their asselilbly. 
· Fo* vhe~anqry they slay .men, : . 

Aiid ·when plea~ they maia oxerN' · 
CUrsecl !>!! their apq~:r so f;ie~ce, 
And their wrath so relentless. · 

< • • 
I will divide thea in Jacob, . • • ... 64 
scatter thell in ~srael • 

.in. the second 

... j 

... 

These verses, read ~ a sync~onic 

c~ntury, wo~l~ p~~~ent an 9~vious problea -to · y ,.-~~ . ~ ~ . 
• • -- <:. ~· • • . __.., 

interpretation of Levi as righteous and acting 
"-..... .. -... ..._, .. 

.. • # .. - ..: 

on behalf_ of 

.. . . 
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heaven.'~ The author of 'l'he 'l'estament provided a 
. . 

harmonizas:ion -and put it into the mouth of hi: , l'ievi:-

Tben I advised my f ~ther and Reuben that they tell 
the sO'ns of BamoP ~hat; ·they should· not e' · · 
circ1111ei~ed, becau~e ~ was filled with ~eal on 
account of the .abollinable thing they .had done to 
., ~tater. Ana . i destroy~ Shechea f irs1~, and 
St.eon 'destroyed Hamor. Then my brotheris caae and 
de~tx:oy~ that city ,by the ~wor4. When Jay father ) 
hoard of this he was anqey and sorrowful 

1
, because 

tb~;y had receiv~ circu.Cision and died, and so he 
passed us by in his blessing. 66 

. - ' 
-The author is careful to note that Levi Jcill~ only the 

rapist, Shechea, and hi·s. brothers were res~nisil?le for ail 

the otb·er 1111rders. - . In thi's way, Levi is port1rayed as 

f 

• I 

blameless of .kill!ng ~nocents. . This is a fabrication upon : .- ' 
.I 

the words· of Genesis, which des<:ribed Simeon nnd Levi· as . \ 

killing all the men ·of the city together.· . . . ......., 

. . \ . 

I 

: ( Also according to this author.' Jacob's anger resu-it~. 
( . . 

. . . 

entirely .froa the killing of cir~sed aen. Levi·, who had · .. 
' . . 

anticipated this objec.tion, bllerefore advised.I againsi tlle 
. v 

circumeision of the Shecheaites. Obviously, 1~'1is, too, is - . 

~ invention upon the words of c;enesI:a· 
' 

There~~ Jacob's 

objection had o~lj to do with ~he r~e~ge att2 cks. ·he feared •. 

• J 

· frca-..t.be. c_anaanites and Perizzit·es, who wou1d have bad .no_._"" .:._ 
~ ' - .. 

objection to the killing of ci:rc~ised men. Genesis 
' . 

-. 
· , " As "c,ppolled to ~e modfitn, diacbrOnic r .. ader, ~o ?. • 

aigbt reconcile these •erses-as the. prod~~s ·~di~~-~ 
· 'autjlors and times. · · .-...;.,..-..+--~ -----

. · ·-. - " Testament o.f Levi 6: 3-6. 
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further· s~qqests that Levi wa• a party to the pl~t to make 
. \ . 

· the· Shech~~s wlnerable through circU11Cisi~on. As th;in .as 

this -~e-i~terpretation of Genes~s may .be, it 1does provide , 
apoloqy for Jacob's anqer and· deathbed maledic::tion whtle 

als_o 0plainincj' Levi's appointment by the anqiel.. / 

Objectipn to' exoqamy in The Testament of Levi, however; 
' . 

appears . to be more t .ban a convenient excuse f c;lr explaininq. 

tbe pried~ly status of the Levites. There. is further 
\ l . 

. : 

mention of the vice of exogani:y and an assbcia1~ion ' between . 

ex09aay . an~ other forms· of . sexual offense. 
~ . 

Iii the text, 
I 

Levi describes ·how bis grandfather, Isaac, taught him the ..J 

) 

practices of t~~ priesthood: J 
• 6 • ' .. 

\ ' . . . 
Day · by . day he was inforai.nq me, ocqupyi.J!~J · himself -

. with me.i . And he· said to me, "'~ on qliar~l 'ac;ldnst· A 

the spirit of. proaiscuity, for it ·1s C9~~1~ail~l:y" · 
active and th1;ouqh your descendants it-.....h(.abe>ut to 
defile the sanctu~. : Tbe~efore. take. for yolir~el·f 

· a ·wife while. you are still joung, a wife 'who is 
· free of ~lame · or prof4oat;ion, who is not from the 
race of ilien ~tions • .,., ' . v 
And, . further, Levi warns ~ls own sons abcl•ut the ~ sexual 

. . 
iimorallties that tbef will comait in .~he "'encllti.Jles•: 

. . 
You teach tbe . LOrd'~ co-=ands· but o£ gr id for 
gain1 married w•en you prof~e; you ha,,e • · 
intercourse · with whor.es and adu_lter;es~ ~_!ou 

• 
t • 

. .. 

t~ geptile··vcmen for-~yeur wives and you s~a~ -~ 
relations will ·,become like Sodoa and Goml1rrab. t...,. . :·-·--. . . 

" Testament of Levi 9: 9-fo. . . 
• " ~esta-ents. of Levi 1~: 6. oVincj· to . the at~ h~e 
on a coJ:rupt - pri"8tbood, Kee s~i' iifft"""tlbis pa~sage . 

.. .. ,.. repreaen~ a -~---iit."'vit! tile incr1eas~ly 
securarised. later •ccabean priests. .A ~ssiibility that 
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It is certa~ that the[ priests were held to a higher 
- ... 

standard _f~ sexual conduct that I~raelites it gener~l, ~9 

~et- ~hezie passages sugqest a_ ~isqus~ with ex~1aay that Wiould 
' 

extend to all. Just as no 'Israelite was perml tted to have 

ad~·ite_rous s i x, the text suggests that none ~l!loul~ be . 

permitted to take gentile women as wivd. · 

~ The text alsQ shows hellenistic influencu!. re9arding. the · .. 
.,spirit· of promiscuity, n a concePt that is, no1~: na~ive · •to th~ 

\ \ ·. . . 
·Bebrew Bible but which can· .be traced to· helle1cii~tic ideals 

I , 

Qf vi~u~ and vice. Rat.her than ~rn~g· ~is ~ 1sons _agai~st 
violation . of ~ specific pentateucbal· laws, Levi is Portrayed 

) • • •• ·• I • -

as ~ivinq adv,.ce on ideal character traits·: . i~ike · g~ . 
\ . . 

Be.1lenists, Isaac and L~vi su.ggest thf! n~ ~c>- l;>alan-ee: the 

potenua:i -;,,;il o.f the rib.ido ..ri.th . seff~lk.: '. · 

Bicke%11ali observes :that Levi appears as · ~l he).lenistic 
9 • • ·. 

-p 

~rototn>e: ~ . . . 
. . 'v . 

liis self-disclosure, like · self-disclosur•111 in Greek-
1iterature generally, i~ the' d~scription of .a 
manner of life·. For tht! . Greek, a man ' s ~ction.s 
not only reve~ his character, they ci:ea ~e it . 10 

. ' 

\,, ; 

· rile re.st...mt oL Levi reveals a new dillelision in Jew~sti 
' • I 

Here · 

a later 
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we see ~el~enized Jeifs. who wish to understand the figures of 

their put ~ prototypes of ideal lives-. Exog~, vbi~b bad / fr' 

been · deac_r~ at times in . ·the ·Hebrew Bible as a .~iolatipn 
• • J • 

of YIDlll'a lav,_ is now, s~ltane0usly, described as a 
. ' . . 

character fl.av. ; It is· a f~ilure l(,f mastery of oneself. 

, . ) 

Pbiio' s Ph+l~~opbical. ~9u;ment Ag.ainst . Exogamy 

Philo was a wealthr member of ~he Jewish co1111unity . in 
\ 

Al:exandria in the fi,st c~ntury C.E. Like otb~r Jewish . .. 

writers of Alexandria, Phiio was . drawn to- the philosophical · 

writings of Plato, Aristotle ~d ~he Stoics. Barry A • . 
. . ) 

WOlf son write~ that the iri~~Hlectluals of the Alexandr!~ . . . 

JeViah connunity believed tbe'Greek philosopher~ ~h~d risen 
• l 

above ~e idol-worshiping and : clbcimination-lo~in""'g heatben.~11 

They\ were iapressed by their espousal' of ~one_ God, 
""' ~ . 

invisible, 1-aterial, _good and just,• and their attacks · 
~ . 

. v. upon idola~ry. 72 

. In his extensive Greek vritinqs; Philo interp~et~ · t ,be 
~ 

Jerew Bible, !ti ~' to haraonize it -,,1.tb th~ thought of . 
the belleni~tic culture that surrounded b~. Philo wanted 

to ~boV~bat ~he ~ of Israel .. W!l.S· th~ s~ a~ . ~e God of · 

• 71 Barey A. Wolfson, '.,.hilo, •Vol. l 
. ~ B'arvgd university Px-eas, 1982) · '17 : 

. ' : .... - ~ 72 wOlfsOD 17-18 •· ' 
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the philosophers. n 

Despite the influence of Hellenism, Philio was also a 

highly particularistic Jew. Be denounced polytheism in the 

st.rongest terms and ascribed all philosophical and 

theological inventions he found attractive to Jewish 

origing. Philo scholar Peder Borgen "frites: 

When Philo draws on Greek philosophy and various 
notions from pagan religions, his intention was 
not to compromise Jewish convictions and aims. He 
was such an extreme Jew that he ref erred to all 
ideas and phenomena of value, also including those 
outs ide Judaism, to Moses as the i r origin and/or 
authentic formulation. H 

As one might expect of a particularistic Jew living 

closely with non- Jews, Philo' s severity is ev~Ld.=nt in his 

treatment of exogamy. The third chapter of Ph]lo's work, 

The Special Laws, is devoted to the sixth and seventh 

commandment.s of the Decalogue and, therefore, ''discusses 

man} enactments which deal with sexual irregularities and 

crimes of violence." a In these chapters Philo interprets 

the laws against exogamy: 

But also, he (Moses] says, do not enter i nto the 
partnership of marriage with a member of a foreign 
nation [alloethnei], lest some day, conquered by 
the forces of opposing customs, you surremder and 

13 Wolfs'on 19. 
74 Peder Borgen, "Ph Uo of Alexandria," T!Je Anchor 

Bibi e Diotionary, Vol 5, D.N. Fr~~d.man et al, eds. (New 
York: Doubleday, 199,2) 34~~ ·-

n F.B . Colsoii, Philo, Vol. 7 (Cambridge:, MA: Harvard 
University Press, 1937) x. 
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stray unawares from the path that leads to piety 
and turn aside into a pathless wild. And though, 
perha~s, you yourself will hold your ground 
steadied from your earliest years by the admirable 
i~structions instilled in you by your parents, 
~ith the holy laws always as their key-note , there 
is much to be feared for your sons and daughters. 
It may well be that they, enticed by spurious 
customs which they prefer to the genuine, are 
likely to unlearn the honour due to the one God, 
and that is the first stage of supreme misery. ' 6 

Philo shows a strong concern for the problem of J ewish 

assimilation with gentiles that is consistent with his 

surroundings in first century Alexandria. His warn ing of 

the enticements of non-Jewish ways to the young was , 

perhaps, a reflection of personal experience. His own 

nephew abandoned Judaism and became a high Roman ' official in 

Egypt. 11 

In the above passage, Philo stated that the problem 

with intermat"riage was that one might "stray unawares f r om 

the p: th that leads to piety." This was a message familiar . 
from the warning o f Deuteronomy 7: 4 (uThey will turn your 

c hildren away from Me to worship other gods-") and from the 

sin of Solomon ("Bis wives turned his heart away ") . 18 

Philo was especially concerned t hat the children of 

intermarriage might so be lost to that "pathless wild. " 

» The special Laws, 
Philo are from Colson. 

77 Borgen 334 : ... 
18 I Kings 11:3. 

III, 29. All t ranslations of ... 

-· 
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Philo's exegesis appears to have been based on a 

skillful reading of Deuteronomy 7: 3-4, which contains an 

ambiguity: 

'10~ JE·n~ 1'Q!·,~ =JP'? "i'l'.l·lb in~' b:t? 11'1'.l·K? J.T;l::l o~ lOOJ'.'n K?, 

... C''YJ~ O";:J?~ ~fl 

You shall not intermarry with them [the 
nations): do not give your daughters to 
or take their daughters for your sons. 
will turn your children away from Me to 
other gods ... 

seven 
their sons 
For they 
worship 

The ambiguity arises from the underlined word J~l, 

which could refer plainly to "your son" (who intermarried), 

or your grandson (who is the product of intPrmarriage) . 79 

Philo thereby interprets the verse to convey the danger of 
I 

apostasy, not only to the one who intermarries , but to his 

or her children . 

Interestingly Philo's reading of this verse accords 

with the reading by the rabbis of the Babylonian Talmud: 

KJil 1ll , '1nK?.) l lJ nK 1'0' '' :Kip i~K"l , 'n1' p ~ .. , oiw~ p.nP i"K 
ir.nc .i'1JJ K?K 1ll ,,,i' C' J::>D riiJiYil '{?:) tit:in 1ll l'l't1 , 1ll ,,,i' n'?Ki~'~ 

·lll '11p C'JJ1J 1J1~il l7.l lCi'1 1m TJ :~·~ ,tit.PJ1 

Rabbi Yohanan in the name of Rabbi Shimon ben 
Yohai, it is based on the Scripture: "For he will 
turn your son from Me." This means that your son 
[grandson] who comes from an Israelite woman 
[i.e., your daughter) is considered your son 
[grandson). But your son [grandson) who comes 
from a heathen woman {married to your son) is not 
considered your son (grandson], but rather her 
son. Rabina said that this proves that the son of 

t 9 The term ~, g~nerally· •s-on·, ;; is used occassionally 
in the Hebrew Bib~e to refer to descendants beyond the first 
generation. Examples include Joshua 22:24,25,27. 

-131-

-



your daughter by a heathen man is considered your 
son. 8(1 

The Babylonian Talmud interprets the passages to refer 

only to the apostasy of the offspring of intermarriage, not 

to the apostasy of those who intermarry. The Talmud takes 

this a step further than Philo, using i~ as proof that 

Jewish statu5 is conferred by the mother and not the father. 

The Talmud reads the masculine verb i"Q;, "he will turn," as 

referring only to a heathen father, not a heathen mother. 

Since the verse does not bother to mention the danger to the 

son of a Jewish father from a heathen mother, c he Talmud 

presumes him to be a heathen, not a Jew. As mentiqned, 

Philo reads the verse to refer equally to foreign 1nen and 

women, which is probably closer to its original meaning. 

The passage from Philo demonstrates some of the tension 

that he must have feit in resolving Jewish and bellenistic 

thought. For example, Philo describes apostasy as a 

personal loss, a failure to keep to the proper path, a 

deviation from the instruction of ones parents, and "the 

first stage of supreme misery. " Intermarriage, to Philo, is 

a violation of the sixth commandment, a failure to keep 

sexual urges in check; not a violation of the second 

commandment, to have no other gods . .. 

8° Kiddushin 68b. 

. .... - · 
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Despite Philo's careful efforts to temper his comments 

with references to Jewish law as a "key-note," he betrays an 

overriding concern with hellenistic notions of human 

psychology and character development. Such ideas cannot be 

found in the Hebrew Bible. The Bible admits no alternate 

life-style - Philo's uspurious customs" - to the worship of 

YHWB. Failure to keep the commandments in the Bible results 

in divine punishment for the nation, not an abstract sense 

of individual "misery" or being lost in "a pathless wild." 

Such dissonance with t he biblical tradition is the result of 

Philo ' s efforts to express the Bible 's principles in 

hellenistic terms. 

Elsewhere in his writing, Philo shows a clearer 

opposition to intermarriage on the grounds of sexual excess 

and racial puri~y, as seen in The Testament of Levi and 

Tobit . P'}ilo writes of "apostates from the holy laws, " 

who,uhave sold their freedom for luxurious food - and beauty 

of body, thus ministering to the pleasures of the belly Ar.d 

ttie organs below it . 1
'
81 

Harry Wolf son describes how Philo regarded the Jew as 

•• pure# and how apostasy poisoned that purity: 

An indirect .allusion to apostasy with reference to 
intermarriage may _ be discerned in Philo's 
des~ription of the apostdte as ua man of noble 
descent who has debased the co~naqe { mpalCO''+'~ t~ --
81 Vi.rt. 34, 182 · 
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voµlaµCl)Of ~is noble birth" (Praem. 26, 152] This 
metap~or . is used by Philo often as a general 
description of the breaking of any established 
law, but always with the connotation that the 
breaking of the law in question involved the 
a~ulteration of something which is pure by nature 
o~ birth. Consequently, when be speaks her~ of an 
apost-ate as having "debased the coinage of his 
noble birth, " he means not only that he has been 
disloyal to the law inherited from his fathers but 
al~o that he had been led to this disloyalty ~y 
his marriage to a heathen . 81 

Those who fail to resist the temptations of the flesh, 

says Philo, are liable to soil their flesh. Be t hus implies 

a rac ially determined .. noble descent" that is inherent in 

the bodies of Jews . 

The hellenistic, philosophical Judaism of Philo and the 
( 

Alexandrians died when the Romans put down a revc lt by the 

city's Jewish population in 117 C.E. , wiping out the Jewish 

community . Already far from the Jewish centers of Palestine 

and Babylon, the Alex~ndrian community's writings were lost 

t o the Jewish world. In that regard, Philo represents a 

"dead end" in the history of Judaism's responses to 

intermarriage. 

Still, Philo ' s innovations were considerable and of 

great interest. Bis is perhaps the most thorough and 

brilliant attempt in the ancient world to reconcile Jewish 

particularist objections to exogamy with universalistic, 
• 

-· 
82 Wol fson 75. 
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hellenistic philosophy. He relied on many of the Jewish 

objections to exogamy that preceded him in the Second Temple 

era - racial tainting , sexual excess, and creeping apostasy 

- yet he presented them as a coherent argument based on the 

exeqesis of the Pentateuch. 

Josephus ' Apologia for Jewish Law 

Alone among the authors considered in this survey, 

Josephus did not write mainly for a Jewish audience. Among 

his works, Antiquities is the longest. It is largely a 

Greek par~phrasing of the Hebrew Bible. It appears to have 

been i ntended to make Jewish history and religion more 

appealing to an audience of both Jews and Romans. 1is work 

was not preserved by the Jewish community, but by Christians 

because of its references to the life of Jesus. 

Joseph ben Mattfl,thias was born in 37 c.E., by his own 

report, to a significant priestly family of Jerusalem. Re 

was named general of the Jewish forces in the Galilee at thG 

time of the Great Revolt against Rome. Defecting to the 

Romans, he took on the Roman name Josephus Flavius and, 

somehow, became a historian residing in the emperor 's house 

in Rome. 

Philo's s tyle i~ grand. His writing shows thorough 

imitation of Roman writers, espe~i~ll,y in his einb~llishment 
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on the virtues of his heroes and his love of oratory. 

Like Philo, Josephus shows a strong concern for the 

assimilation of Jews with gentiles. 81 His paraphrases of 

several key biblical passages dealing with intermarriage are 

greatly extended to emphasize its corrupting influence. His 

description of the seduction of Israel by the Midia.~ite 

women during the travels through the wilderness is striking. 

Josephus imagines that the women were actually sent by 

Balak, at the suggestion of Balaam, after Balaam's failur e 

to curse the Hebrews. 84 Balaam advised the king: 

Set out the handsomest of such of your daughters 
as are most eminent for beauty, and proper to 
force and conquer the modesty of those that behdld 
them.... Then do you send them to be near the 
Israelite's camp and give them in charge, t.hat 
when the young men of the Hebrews desire their 
company, they allow it them; and when they see 
that they are enamored of them, let them take 
leaves ; and if they entreat them to stay, let them 
not give their consent till they have persuaded 
them ~o leave off ~heir obedience to their own 
laws 'and the worship of that God who established 
them, and to worship the gods of the Midianites 
and Moabi tes . 8~ 

When the women had thus ~allowed their company " to the 

Hebrew men, only to withdraw, t hey saw that "they had made 

83 Louis H. Feldman, u Josephus, " The Anchor Bible 
Dictionary, vol 3,· D.N. Freedman et al, eds. (New York : 
Doubleday, 1992) 986. 

a. Nwibers 22-24. All translation:; .of J.osephus' 
Antiquities are from Will~am Whiaten7 trans., The Works 
Josephus (Peabody,- MAf Hendrickson, 1991). 

n Antiquities 4:129-130. 
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[the Hebrews} their slaves.~86 They then entreated the men 

to abandon their God in this speech: 

It will be absolutely necessary if you would have 
us for your wives, that you do withal worship our 
gods; nor can there be any other demonstration of 
the ~indness which you say you already have, and 
pronused ~o have hereafter to us, than this, that 
you worship the same gods that we do. 81 

Josephus' embellishment upon the story in Numbers 25 

echoes the hellenistic message seen in Philo and The 

Testament ot Levi concerning the evil of excessive lust. The 

sin of the Israelites in his version is that they succumb to 

sexual seduction. Josephus appears to have been sensitive 

to the charge that J ews were a self- concerned, 

particularistic people who could not accept the universalism 

of Roman rule and thought . Be therefore does his best in 

this passage to emphasize the culpability of the foreign 

women and, on that basis, justifies the need to forbid t hem 

• to the Hebrew men. 

The conclusion of the story, in which Phinehas kills 

one of the offending Israelite men and his foreign female 

companion, reveals more of Josephus ' agenda. In Josephus ' 

version, the Israelite, Zi.mri , deqlares his intention to 

marry cozbi, his foreign bride, against the law of Moses . 

Rather than Moses ordering the execution of the exogamists, 
• 

86 Antiquities 4: l~J · 
81 Antiquities 4:137. 

--
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as in Numbers, Josephus writes: 

Moses was afraid that matters should grow worse, 
and called the people to a congregation, but then 
accused nobody by name, as unwilling to drive 
those into despair who, by lying concealed, might 
come to repentance; but he said that they did not 
do what was either worthy of themselves or of 
their fathers, by preferring pleasur.e to God, and 
to the living according to his will. 88 

In contrast to the Moses of Numbers, Josephus portrays 

him as a thoughtful leader whc uses rhetoric and persuasion 

( like a Roman politician ) in order to lead transgressors 

back to the law. Jos~phus makes sure that the blame fer the 

slaughter that will follow is placed clearly on Zilnri. 

Zimri ' s own grand oratory against Moses is damning: 

Thou shalt not have me one of thy followers in thy 
tyrannical commands, for thou dost nothing else 
hitherto but, under pretense of laws, and of God, 
wickedly impose on us slavery, and gain dominion 
to thyself, while thou deprivest us of the 
sweetness of life, which consists in acting 
according t o our wills, and is the right of free 
men, aqi of those that have no lord over them. 89 

This i s but a small section of Zimri's lengthy speech . 

which appears calculated to infuriated the sensibilities of 

Josephus' Roman audience. Jewish rebellions were common 

enough in the first century C.E. for Zimri's speech to be 

heard as the same call against authority as the instigators 

of Judea. Josephus, . here, cleverly puts Moses, the Jewish 

hero, into 1-be role of the suffering source of just 

88 Antiquities 4: 142·-i43 · 
89 Antiquities 4: 146 · 
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authority. Moses is the good Jew - like Josephus himself 

who opposes rebellion and supports the rule cf law. The 

recasting of the story is at once Josephus• apoloqy for his 

O\lttl defection and a calculated effort to win hellenistic 

sympathy for Jewish law. 

Josephus returned to the theme of intermarriage ln 

relating the story of Solomon . To Josephus, the youtnful 

Solomon was t he ideal Hebrew king, embodying every Roman 

notion of kingly virtue. He describes in great detail 

Solomon's military accu.men in defeating his enemies, his 

.wisdom in uncovering deceit, the riches he won through j ust 

and peaceful rule, and the mighty buildings he eracted to 

last the ages. It is in this context that Josept~s first 

mentions Solomon's marriage to the daughter of Pharaoh: 

Solomon having already settled himself firmly in 
his kingdom, and having brought his enemies to 
punis~ent, he mar~ied the daughter of Pharaoh, 
king of Egypt, and built the walls of Jerusalem 
much larger and stronger than those that had been 
before, and thencefor th he managed public affairs 
very peaceably, nor was his youth any h indrance to 
t he exercise of justice, ~r in the observation of 
the laws, or in the remembrance of what charges 
bis father had given him at his death; but he 
discharged every duty with great accuracy, that 
might have been expected from such as are aged, 

• 90 and that of the greates t prudence. 

rt i s ironic that Josephus here does not relate any of 

the oprobrium later associated with h~~~rr~age to 

90 Antiquities 8: 21. 
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Pharaoh's daughter, but praises him for his "observation of 

the laws. " As much as Josephus praised Solomon for the 

virtues of his youth, he would deridl-hi.m for the faults of 

his age: 

But although Solomon was become the most glorious 
of kings, and t he best beloved by God , and had 
exceeded i n wisdom and riches those that had been 
rulers of the Hebrews before him, yet did not he 
persevere in this happy state till he died. Nay , 
he forsook the observation of the laws of his 
father, and came to an end no way suitable to our 
foregoing history of him. He grew mad in his love 
of women, and l a i d no restraint on himself in his 
lusts; nor was he satisfied with the women of his 
country alone, but he married many wives out of 
foreign nations; Sidontans, and Tyrians, and 
Ammonites, and Edomites; and he t ransgressed the 
laws of Moses, whic h forbade Jews to marry any but 
those that were of their own people. 91 

The Solomon of the Hebrew Bible is described in a 

combination of personal merits and defects . This is typical 

of the Hebrew Bible, which reserves perfection only for its 

God. However, t he hellenisti c tradition expected. near 
i 

perfection from i ts heroes. In response to the hellenistic 

accusation that the Jews had no worthy heroes, Josephus 

created two Solomon ' s - a young one who would satsify 

hellenistic criteria of heroism, and an older Solomon who 

had given in to vice . The young Solomon's exogamous 

marriage to the daughter of Pharaoh was counted by Josephus 

as a sign 0~ his power and prestige. The old Solomon ' s 

91 Antiquities 8:190-191. 
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numerous marriages was portrayed as a sign of debauchery and 

lack of sexual restraint. According to Josephus - and in 

contradiction to the Hebrew Bible - the fact that these late 

marriages were to foreign women was a secondary element of 

his sin. 

Josephus, however, is not entirely insensitive to 

Jewish priorities. Having established that the older 

Solomon was guilty of the hellenistic flaw of excessive 

lust, he proceeds to examine Solomon's sins in more Judeo-

centric terms as well: 

[Solomon] also began to worship their gods, which 
he did in order to the gratification of his wives, 
and out of his affection for them. This very thing 
our legislator [Moses) suspected, and so 
admonished us beforehand, that we should not t:iarry 
women of other countries, lest we should be 
entangled with foreign customs, and apostatize 
from our own; lest we should leave off to honor 
our own God, anc should worship their gods. 

Applying ~he term "apos tatize" to the Israel of King 

Solomon was surely an anachronism - Ki~g Solomon could no 

more have renounced YRWH than he could have become an 

Bgypti~n. Yet, this appears in a passage that otherwise 

faithfully repeats the warnings of Exodus 34 and Deuteronomy 

7 - exogamy leads to the worship of foreign gods . There is 

no Hellenism here. The polytheistic, hellenistic mind could 

not object to~he worship of other gods. The outright 

condemnation of exogamy oIL i..ts·-own terms would have been 
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foreign to hellenistic universalism. 

One may see here Josephus playing to two audiences. Be 

had to satisfy the expectations of both his Roman readers 

and his Jewisl1 Diaspora readers. More likely, in addition 

to this explanation, Josephus was writing as a classical 

apologist. His goal was to explain Judaism in terms 

palatab1e to the hellenistic world. He manipulated some 

stories and ideas to fit the dominant ideology, but 

ultimately he had to clearly state the Jewish position in 

order to achieve his rhetorical goals. 

elsewhere in the Antiquities, when expanding upon the 

stories of Samson91 and in relating Ezra's reforms, s> 

Josephus repeated his position on exogamy. In each case, 

Jewish law was justified as a safeguard against the vice of 

excessive lust. 

Josephus' cpology for the Jewish prohibition on 

intermarriage was ever aware of the sens.i.bilities of his 

audience. His presentation often attempted the contrary 

goals of . presenting Judaism authentic&lly and making the 

best case possible for its worth to a hellenistic audience. 

As such, Josephus' exegesis indicate the difficulties that 

Jews had in defending their laws against intermarriage in 

92 Antiquities 5 :275-31 T. 
93 Antiquities 11:139-153. 
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the Roman milieu. 

Conclusion: Putting It All Into Historic context 

The pe=iod that produced the writings considered in 

this chapter was one of increasing contact and conflict 

between Jews and Hellenists. The second century B.C.E. 

began · with t he land of Israel under the rule of the 

Seleuc ids, the Hellenist rulers of Syria. Hellenistic 

centers arose i n the coastal cities of Acco, in t he north, 

and Gaza, in the south. Tensions between the t wo cultures, 

liying in c l ose proximity, had their roots i n the relatively 

peaceful early years of the second century. 94 Within three 

decades of Seleucid rule, though, Judea broke out in 

revolution. While there were certainly politics behind the 

revolt - escalating taxes and a power struggle among 

priestly famiJies - the culture clash played a ma jor role. 95 

Twenty-five years of war with the Seleucids ultimat e l y 

resulted in the establishment of an independent Jewish 

kingdom under the rule of the Hasmoneans, the f amily that 

had been glorified for leading the revolt. That did not end 

the culture war, however, as the Basmonean r ulers pioved to 

be ardent hellenizers themselves. In 63 C . E., the Jewish 

H Isaiah ""Gafni, "The Historical Backg~o,!lnd, ': ~Jewish 
fllri tings of tbe Second Temple periodr -ed :- Alchael E. Stone 
(Philadelphia: Fortress ; 1~84) 5. 

9) Gafni 7. 
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state fell to the Romans, and it may have appeared that 

Jewish cultural identity would be destroyed along with the 

Temple in Jerusalem. 

Against that background, it is hardly surpri~ing that 

the self-identified Jewish writers of the period showed 

strong cultural chauvinism that did not hesitate to define . 
itself in terms of racial superiority. Nor is it surprising 

t hat they were unanimously opposed to marriages outside the 

Jewish nation. 

As discussed, though, the concern over intermarriage 

appears to have been stronger among Jewish ·.rriters living 

I outside the land of Is~ael. The Palestinian book of Tobit is 

more interested in issues of endogamy, marriage within 

Jewish sub- groups, than with exogamy. Jubilees, too, treats 

exogamy mostly a~ a steel on which to sharpen its agenda of 

priestly LUthority. It may be that within Israel, the 

consensus against exogamy was so s~rong that it did not bear 

arguing. 

In the Alexadria of Philo and the Rome of Josephus, 

though, Jews were a minority . Despite the official 

animosity of the government toward Judaism, the culture of 

Israel did make significant inroads into hellenistic 

culture. 41.arge numbers of non-Judeans throu?~out the empire 

became enamored of Judai:sm· ana m-;~y converted. Josephus 
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boasts that the Greek historian Strabo said of the Jews, "It 

is hard to find a place ~n the habitable earth that hath not 

admitted this tribe of men, and is not possessed by them. "94 

At the same ti.me, it was the Jews of the Dia~pora, who 

had the most contact with non-Jews, who had the greatest 

concern for assimilation into hellenistic culture. Philo 

and Josephus are the most adamant writers of the period in 

their antagonism toward intermarriage. Par adoxically, both 

struggled to be, at once, a part of the hellenistic world 

and loyal to the traditions of Judaism. Though neither 

would become part of mainst·rea.m Jewish tradition, Philo and 

Josephus' struggles to resolve this conflict would augur 

future trends in the Jewish respon5e to intermarriage . 

96 Antiquities 14: 115 · 
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CHAPTER III: INTERMARRIAGE IN TANNAITIC LITERATURE 

The Judaism of Jubilees and Tobit - rooted in the 

Temple cult - appears to have been closer to the Judaism of 

Bzra and Nehemiah than to the Judaism of the rabbis. The 

Judaisms of Philo and Josephus, self- consciously alien to 

thei~ surroundings, defensive and apologetic, also differed 

sharply from t he authoritative tone and legal pragmatism of 

the Talmud. 

The transition from Ezra to the Rabbis is one of the 

most obscure periods in Jewish history. Yehezkel Kaufman 

describes it as "'-'ithout history . " He says, "It has, as
1 
it 

were, vanished from Jewish tradition and left no direct 

evidence .~ 1 Kaufman notes, though, that this period also 

sa~ the development of some of the most basic elements of 

Judaism: the saoctif ication of the Torah, the system of 

mitzvot based in the Torah, the synagogue, the liturgy, 

phylacteries, mezuzahs and fringes. ' 

It is a period in which Israel regained its 

independence under the Hasmonean family of priests and 

kings, only to again become a vassal under the rule of Rome. 

somehow, from the mists of Hasmonean rule, there arose the 

Pharisees, a popular political party, that would eventually .. 
1 Kaufman 566. 
2 Kaufman 566-567. 
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give birth to the Tannaim, the authors of the Mishnah and 

the founders of rabbinic Judaism. The Tannaim addressed 

exogamy in ways radically different from the Jewish writers 

who preceded them. They established formal rules for 

conversion that set the tone for the historically normative 

Jewish response to intermarriage. 

The Mishnah was compiled by the Tannaim around the year 

200 C.E . and marks the end of the tannaitic period. I t has 

been described as ua collection of laws, customs and ethical 

sayings." 3 The Mishnah is a highly edited document that 

presents a somewhat consistent ideological framework to the 

diverse opinions of its sages. In contrast, the Tosef1ta, a 

similar tannaitic collection, less authoritative than t he 

Mishnah, is also less polished and more i deologically 

diverse. Evidence from the period is also found in the 

baraitot, JUOtations from tannaitic sages, found in the 

Babylonian and Palestinian talmuds. 

If there is a lack of direct historical evidence from 

this period, historians have found indirect clues to guide 

our understanding of i~s background. The Hasmoneans were 

descendants of the leaders of the .successful rebellion 

against the Seleucid Dynasty in the second century B.C.B . 

• 
..... • J #'-

) Saul Lieberman, -~lien ism in .Tewisb Pal.es tine (New 
York: The Jewish Theological Seminary of America, 1962) 83. 
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The entire period of the Hasmoneans was marked by political 

instability. • 

It was during this time that a faction, known to 

Josephus as ~he Pharisees, began to exert considerable 

influence on Israel's polity . ) The Pharisees based their 

authority on a tradition of exegetical interpretation of the 

Torah, ' rather than o~ priestly birth. This put them at odds 

with the ''Sadducees," the supporters of priestly authority. 

A civil war erupted i n the late second century B.C.E. when 

the Hasmonean ruler, John Hyrcanus, withdrew support of the 

Pharisees in favor of the Sadducees. The conflict was 

I resolved in the first century with a compromise brokered by 

the Hasmoneau Queen Salome Alexandra, whic h "allowed the 

Sadducees to retain their possessions, positions and 

prerogatives, while i~ granted the Pharisees effective 

control over t '1e Jewish polity. " 6 

on the relationship between the Pharisees and the 

Tannaim, Martin A. Cohen states, "Tf Tannaitic literature 

nowher~ explicitly articulates its Pharisaic descent, it 

4 M.A. Cohen, Two Sister Faiths: Introduction to a 
Typological Approach td Early Rabbinic Judaism and Early 
Christianity. Pamphlet based on the Second Ann~al Rabbi 
Joseph Klein Lecture ((Worcester, MA): Assum~tion ~ollege, 

, t- ... 
1979) 14. 

s Antiquities 13: 288 · · -
6 ch T•-""" Sister Faiths, 14. M. A. o en, "'"' 
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cogently suggests it everywhere." ' Echoing the Pharisaic 

preoccupation with exegetical argument and legalistic 

interpretation , the Tannaim codified a legal system centered 

around a hieTarchy of l~~nl, or courts, that enforced the 

law according to exegesis of the Torah . At the top of the 

hierarchy was the ?11.l;i 1~1 m, a "Supreme Court" which also 

served as the nation's legislature. 

Mishnah Hagigah 2:2 presents the names of five pairs of 

Pharisaic leaders - the 'President" and the "Father" - of 

this high court dating back to t he first half of the second 

century B.C.E. 8 Elias Bickerman observes that of the five 
I 

"Fathers" mentioned in this passage, three originated from 

areas outside of Judea. To Bickerman, this suggests a 

quality basic tc the tannaitic perspective. The Judaism of 

the regions on the periphery of the Jerusalem High Priests• 

control, argue~ Bickerman, differed fr0m t hat in the center. 

Jews on the periphery were ''both less coerced by [the 

priests'] ancestral law and more exposed to contact with 

1 unclean' foreigners . "9 The Tannai.m, it could then be 

argued, were influenced by the intersection between the land 

of Israel and the Jewish periphery. 

The previous chapter described how the Jews of Israel 

1 M. A. Cohen, Two Sister Faiths ,_lS. -
a Ch T....,.,. Sister Faiths, 16-17. M.A. o en, ... .., 
9 Bickerman 35. 
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and those in the far-flung Diaspara varied in their 

reactions to endogamy and exogamy during the Second Temple 

period. Given the political and social placement of the 

Tannaim between the two, it is not surprising that they 

reflected both the strong concern for genealoqical purity 

found in the land of Israel and the wariness of foreign 

contact found in the Diaspora. 

It has been observed that the Tannaim were far from an 

homogenous group. The tannaitic literature speaks freely of 

two diverging tendencies within their ranks - the schools of 

Hillel and Shammai. The Hillelites, who dominated most of 

the history o f the period, were generally more lenient, m'ore 

i nclusive and represented lower-class interests. Thf· 

Shammaites were generally more strict, more exclusive and 

~epresented upper-class interests. 10 Louis Finkelstein has 

gone so far a!• to speculate that the tendency that would 

later be identified as Shammaite was originally a priestly 

faction that broke off from the Sadduces in the third 

century B.C.E . 11 

In relating politically to the outside world , the 

Tannaim appear to have been accommodationist in their views 

10 Louis Finkelstein, "The Pharasaic Leadership after 
the Great synagogue," The Cambridge History ot . .I_ugaism, 
volume Two: The Hellenistic Age, ed~. ~·°'·· uavies and 
Finkelstein (New York: Ca.mDridge U.P., 1989) 254. 

11 Finkelstein 254-259. 
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on Roman sovereignty . The Pharisees had split in the first 

century C.E. over the question of Rome - the Tannaim favored 

"carrying the burden of Roman rule , " while the Zealots 

favored arrr.ed rebellion. 12 In fact, much of the power of 

the Billelite faction of Tannaim appears to have devolved 

from Roman support. Martin A. Cohen argues that it was the 

command of "Rome [that) established the loyal Hillelites as 

Judea's chief authority figures." u 

Following the Great Revolt and the destruction of the 

Temple in 70 C.E., Yohanan ben Zakkai, a Hillelite, moved 

his tannaitic followers to Yavneh with Roman support . Much 

of the work of the Sanhedrin established at Yavneh foc used 

on defining the limits of Jewish law against the 

acknowledged authority of Roman law. •rhis accommodationist 

tendency among the Tannaim is reflected in some of their 

decisions rerarding the status of foreigners. They felt 
• 

free to ban sexual contact with non-Jews but declined to 

punish offenders themselves. In some cases, they would 

demur from directly stating the unflattering assumptions 

12 M. Avi-Yonah, The Jews under Roman and Byzantine 
Rule (1976; New York: Schocken-Magnes, 1984) 10-11. 

11 M.A. Cohen 1 Two Sister Faiths, 31. It is evident, 
however that a spect'rum of attitudes towa,rds Rome existed 
amonq the T~naim, with the Hillelites display~ng the_m~re 
complacent and the Shammaites the more aggress~v~ P<?sitions. 
This spectrum is portrayed i~ B. S_~lM:' 1'3b, in w~ich .three 
Tannaim represent three attitudes toward Rome: admiration, 
silence and contempt. 
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about foreigners that lay beneath their legal dicta. 

Prohibition on Sex with Unconverted Non-Jews 

The tannaitic period is the first in which a fully 

developed legal concept of conversion to Judaism existed. 14 

The acceptance of a standard for conversion immediately 

divided all Jews into t wo parts - converts and "pure" 

Israelites . In the tannaitic context, the term "i.l," 

"convert," referred to those gentiles who converted to 

Judaism and their descendents. "Israelite " was used to 

refer only to those who claimed direct lineage to the 

returnees from Babylonian exile . 

In the new Jewish world that knew of legal conversion, 

exogamy took on new meaning. The Tannaim could consider the 

possibility of an "Israelite" Jew having an exogamous 

marriage to c "convert" Jew. As we shall see, this was the 

type of exogamous marr iage most hotly debated by the 

Tannai.m. In contrast to the debate regarding marri~ge to 

converts {and, as we shall see, because of it}, there was 

little if any debate among the Tannaim regarding marriage to 

the unconverted. 

once a de jure form of conversion (which could be 

• 
14 conversion had already been sugges~~ ii! the Book of 

Ruth Deutero-Isaiah and the .apocry.pha'l"'"lX>ok of Judith. But 
ther~ was no description -of a technique and standard for 
conversion until the tannaitic period . 
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effected outside of marriage) was allowed, it was 

definitional that only a converted gentile could marry an 

Israelite. In a world in which "religion" and usociety" 

were synony~ous, a person could not enter Jewish marriage 

without entering the congregation. Marriage without 

conversion had no legal meaning. Sexual contact with 
I 

unconverted gentiles, theref ore, was regarded merely as 

illicit prostitution or cohabitation at best. 

One of the Palestinian sages in the Babylonian Talmud 

~eports that a ban on sexual relations with gentile women 

was already in effect before Roman rule began: 

01~ ilryJ J"n n'i::mi ?y l(Ji'I 1-nl "KJ,'Oein ?w U'i 1"1':2 ,7j~ ~,, :ii lU'I}{ ' ' ' 

.W'K nwK i'Ml i'ln!lw i'l1J 

When Rav Dimi came, he said: The Bet Din of th~ 
Basmoneans decreed that one who had sex with a 
gentile woman was liable to punishment. on account 
of a menstruent, a female slave , a gentile woman 
and a married woman. l) 

The four-fold liability reflected some of the legal 

understandings of gentiles that the Tannaim accepted, but 

were often loath to address directly. Having sex with 3 

gentile woman was tantamount to violating the law against 

sexual contact with a woman during h~r period of niddah 

because such women were considered legally to be menstruents 

from birth. This is reflected in the Mishnah: 
• 

'ml 'fiW 'J!>7) ,.,,;y, pnnn :i:iw O'lt7JO~ o,n,:>i!1 ll'\Q':ii"O mu D'l'I,:> nu:i .-· .. 
15 B. Sanhedrin 82a 
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Samaritan women are ccnsidered menstruents from 
their cradles . Samaritan [men] pollute that which 
they lie upon as that which covers them because 
they have sex with menstruents_.16 

As for the comparison between gentiles and slaves - it 

was a common one in the Tannaitic literature. 11 These t wo 

leg~l categories may have been paired with each other 

because many of the slaves in Palestine during this period 

were foreign born. 

The implied l ega:. equivalence between sex with a 

gentile woman and a married woman suggests a tannaitic view 

that all gentile women were sexually tainted. This 

assumption may be based on an unflattering view of gentiles 

held by Jews of the period. Gedaliah Alon spea~s of the 

Tannaim's suspic ions #centered on the supposed unbridled 

sexual proclivities of the pagans. H18 This attitude is 

evident in a Tosefta: 

'nK C'lll'1 ' !> ?v K?K Fm9 innnn K? ;,,in:.iir n,,,9 ?;, inri irnoni irnmc 
• .,l ilKT.) C~ ''!>K 1""1'1' K., K'il 

one should not be alone with his sister, his 
sister-in-law and the other relations forbidden in 
Torah except in the presence of two {witnesses). 
But she should not be alone even with a hundred 

16 M. Niddab 4: l. 
11 For ~xample M. Bechorot 8: 1; M. Yebamot 3: 5 , 8; ~. 

Gittin 9:2. ~ -
u Gedaliah Alon, The,. JeJl/s in---t-1re fr Land in the 

Talmudic Age, ed. artd trans. Gershon Levi, vol. 2 
(Jerusalem: Magnes, 1984) 552. 
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gentiles . u 

The baraita suggests that the Tannai.m did not trust 

gentile men not to rape any woman with whom they came in 

contact, even while in the company of many others. s .ince 

intercourse established marriage, and all gentile women weze 

suspected to have been raped, they were also suspected to be 

married. 

It is significant that Rav Di.mi 's statement comes from 

the ti.me of the Hasmoneans - before the establishment of 

Roman sovereignty - and equally significant that it does not 

appear in t he tannaitic literature. The Tannaim likely 

shared many of these negative assumptions about foreigners, 

especially their women , but may have felt constra:.ned from 

stating them because of their dependence on Rome for their 

authority . 

In the m shnaic passage that comP.s closest to ruling 
I 

against sexual contact with gentiles, the Tannairn were 

careful to distance their authority from the exercise of 

legal punishment: 

... ,::i l')'lH.> T'Klr n'7.riK ?9,:im ooip::i 7"P7.)m mopi! nK :llu:i 

one who steals a libation vessel, who curses with 
Kosem [? J, 20 and one wbo bas sex with an Aramean 

t 9 T. Kiddushin s: 10. Saul Lieberman, Th~ Tosefta (New 
York: The Jewish Theological Seminary of Ame:i.ca1 ..1973) . 

10 variously understood a~ a re.f.e,re'nce to curses by 
means of magic or a suggestlon that God is a Hcarver n rather 
than a creator ex nihilo. 
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woman, the zealots attack [kill] hi..m.....11 

This mishnah has the virtue of conforming with the 

ruling of the "Bet Din of the Hasmoneans," without laying 

the blood o f the exogamist on the tannaitic Sanhedrin. The 

Tannai.m, thereby satisfied the expectations of their Jewish 

constituency without endangering their standing with their 

Roman sponsors. 

It is not surprising, given the tannaitic attitude 

toward gentiles and their insecurities about offending the 

Romans, that the Babylonian Talmud reports this late 

t~nnaitic comment which has no parallel in tannaitic 

literature: 

noo 'n J~n ?t1.1 ... J ' Jl:>t.'J , if\ ?K \'n nK e'11?i1 l'Ji m! D'i::ii ;w::iiK 

11'J ;i',ivw ;iyv.i 11t.'i1 'l!>l ilOYT1 ?l\l ... o:io:i l?l ~!9 "'1lll ?Ki ... 1'"'7J1K 
,Ql}C1 

Four things did our holy ~eacher [Yehudah ha-Nasi] 
command his children: Do not dwell in Shekanzib_ 
do not !lit upon the bed of a Syrian woman ... do not 
seek to ;evade toll tax ... do not stand in front of 
an ox when he comes up from the meadow. 22 

Yehudah ha-Nasi, traditionally considered the compiler 

of the Mishnah and, therefore, the last true Tanna, gave his 

sons this odd list of warnings. The overall import of the 

warnings appears to be the avoidance of danger. While the 

expression " 1'\'1J1K film??' JWn " could be interpreted as a warning 

21 M. Sanhedrin 9: 6. - -
22 a. Pesachim 112b . 

- 156-

- · 



against the ritual pollution associated with a woman who is 

.. a menstruent from the cradle," one could also read it as a 

warning against sexual contact. Yehudab ha-Nasi appears to 

have regardEd sex with a foreigner to have been as dangerous 

as playing with a bull. 

The Legal Status of Children Born to Jews and Gentiles 

The def initional exclusion of unconverted gentiles from 

ma=riage to Israelites produced a host of legal problems 

that the Tannaim had to control. Most importantly, the 

status of the children of such unions had t o be explained in 

ways that met the needs of the times . 

In the biblical period, there had been no such ~roblem. 

Until the decrees of Ezra and Nehemiah, non-Israelite women 

had been considered automatically "converted" upon marrying 

an Israelite man23 and an I sraelite woman who married an 

non- Israelite man was presumed to become a worshiper of her 

husband 's gods. The result was a de facto rule of 

patrilineal descent: the child followed the father ' s status. 

Ezra had forced (or attempted to force) all non-

Israelites out of Israelite homes, and that may have 

sufficed for his small, isolated community . But the Tannaim 

21 Shaye Cohen, .. Conversion to J.uda·ienr i'n Bis tor ical 
Perspective: From Bibli~a! 'Israel to Postbiblical Judaism," 
Conservative Judaism 36:4 (1983 ): 38. 
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lived in a ti.me in which Israelites were in constant contact 

with other nations. Furth 1. · er comp icating the problem, 

Judaism had become quite popular among people of many 

nations and there were many converts and "Judaizers, ·" people 

who espoused the God of Israel without fo~al conversion 

l called 0'1'7.JV) ''Mi., or •;i ' Ki' in the rabbinic texts) . 14 There was 

no biblical precedent to determine the status of children 

born to such people. 

One i nnovation launched by the Tannaim to resolve this 

problem was the institution of immersion in mikveh as a 

requirement for conversion. outside of the tannaitic 
I 

literature, the only previous requirement for conversion was 

circumcision . This ritual alone, however, made no 

distinction between women converts and Judaizers. The 

institution of the laikveh requirement established a 

benchmark foi.. determining the status of a child born to a 

Jewish father and gentile mother. 2) This innovation allowed 

for another familiar legal distinction which appears for the 

first- time in this mishnah: 

l'M? Ni1J n i'TT'l(i i::n;i inK i?i;i i?iil i1i J)' f)t'l l'Vl1P W"W oipr.i ?::> 
Tni1 i1iJ~ V1'1 re'11'p W'W 01pr.l ?:ii ?Kiw,?i '1??i fi!J? tiKi'lW fl'?XiW'i 
nil?.lc oi"Ti'Y tn=>? iUi?m j!W,,l ? iil l it:>? illtJ?l< u inci omm tnK i?ii1 

ii? V1" ?llt re"'Tt' ''" ii? l'Ki' 'O ?:>i f nl?i imo? ?K1W' MJ ~W"? i1]\nJ1 
'l'J ?:>i l'n'11l~ nriy.i '?::>?) MK ',y ltJ:'I in m"l<i ime ~1:'1 T'Vl'1p O'iMl< ~ 
:n,,:m ila!>~ ,;, ;n :"TT'l(1 i1mt.>:> -r,,,:i T'Vl'1Y o'inK "' K'1 i'7v K? n', l'l<t' 

- ~ 

_,.._, ·-
2• s. Cohen, .. conversion to Judaism," 40 • 
2 ~ s. Cohen, "Conversion to Judaism," 38 • 
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In every instance in which there is betrothal and 
there is no transgression, the offspring follow 
[the status of] the male. Which case is this? 
This is the daughter of a priest, a levite or 
Israelite who was married to a priest, levite or 
Israelite. But in ever instance in which there is 
betrothal and there is transgression, the 
offspring follow [the status of) ~he defect. 
Which case is this? This is a widow married to the 
High Priest, a divo=cee or a woman who underwent 
halitzah married to a regular priest, a female 
Hamzer or Netin married to an Israelite, or a 
daughter of an Israelite married to a Mamzer or a 
Netin. Any case in which one is not permitted 
betrothal to a particular woman, but others would 
be permitted betrothal to her, the offspring are 
Mamzers. Which case is this? This is one who has 
sex with one of the relations forbidden in Torah. 
Any case in which one is not permitted betrothal 
to a particular woman and others would not be 
permitted betrothal to her either, the offspring 
are like her [in status]. Which case is this? 
This is the offspring of a female slave or ~ 
gentile woman . 26 

Here, for the first time, the status of tae offspring 

of a Jew and an unconverted gentile is determined by the 

status of the movher. n This reversal of the biblical 

paradigm may have been motivated by severa l factors. It 

solved the problem posed by cases in which the father of a 

child was- not known or in which the woman was raped. It may 

also have been instituted to parallel Greek and Roman law -

thus removing circumstances in which both Jewish and non-

26 M. Kiddushin 3: 12 · 
21 This m.ishnab states only the case of a:_ ~entile 

mother. The converse case is implied ,in~."""Teoamot 4:13 
which identities tbe child of a Jewish mother and 
unconverted gentile father as a Mamzer, and, hence, a Jew. 
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Jewish authorities would assert claims over a child. 28 

It is clear, though, that the new doctrine of 

matrilineal descent would not have been possible without the 

requirement of mikveh for conversion. 19 Circumcision had 

always made it clear which men had truly converted in the 

legal sense. But without mikveh there was no way to 

distinguish a woman who had converted legally from a mere 

Judaizer. The establishment of legal conversion, 

matrilineal descent and mikveh was the three-pronged 

tannaitic reform that redefined exogamy for a Jewish 

community living among gentiles and under gentile control. 

The Principle of Non-Recognition of Gentiles 

The gentile status of the children of unconverted 

gentile mothers raised yet further legal issues. The 

Tannaim had to address the child ' s status as a member of a 

Jewish family, even if he or she was not a Jew. This 

mishnah deals with the case of levirate marriage~ 

w'W ~o rir ,l, ?':J? wan o,:r? ''liK nW'lt nK ppn o,~ ?:>~ m< ,, W'tt 't.l 

l'""' c ' l 'il ~ ''lK mnt itm> D't'l'J ?:>o p ,, tt'W 'O n',Jlil tt>i i'ln!>wil 1::> i? 
:n.,,Jli'1 in, iln!>Wil ~ i? vrei 'r.ll';) Tm 1:11 ?;,? l<'lil Ul, in'np ?vi U'i:Jt> ?~ 

28 Pericles of Athens limited citizenship to the 
children of Athenian tnothers and the Roman writer, Paulus, 
arqued the certainty of maternity over paternity. Walter 
Jacob, ed. contemporary American Reform Responsa (New :ork: 
Hebrew Union College Press, Central;_C9nference o~ AmerLc an 
Rabbis, 1987) Responsa 3&. 

29 s. Cohen, "Conversion to Judaism," 38. 
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One who has a brother under any circumstances 
obl~ges hi~ brother's wife to levirate marriage; 
he.is ~onsidered his brother in every respect; 
t his with the exception of one who is [born ) from 
a female slave or from a gentile woman. one who 
has a son under any circumstances , [the son] 
releases his father ' s wife from obligation to 
levirate marriage; he is liable for striking him 
[his father] or cursing him; he is his son in 
every respect; this with the exception of one who 
is [born ) from a female slave or from a gentile 

' woman. i 11 

The Mishnah had to make explicit exemption for the son 

of a slave or genti l e woman because this child is still 

considered to be the son of his father . Without the 

exemption, the child of a gentile mother would be a 

paradoxical non-Jew subject to the Jewish laws of levira~e 

marriage. A statement in the Babylonian Talmud a~icribed to 

Rabbi Shimeon ben Yohai, however, may have extended the rule 

to renounce any relationship between the Jewish father and 

his son by a gentile mother: . 
.n•?K,vrn llJ ~iliKc 1l:l me 1'0' ':::> Kij:' ~K ·r.i· µ pm~ ., c'~~ pr.i, 1" l\ 

.i1l:l K?K 1l:l '11y O':l:::>i :::> f\Ul1il ~ K:li1 1l:l pKi 1l:l 'r1p 

Rabbi Yohanan replied in the name of Rabbi Shimeon 
ben Yohai: Scripture stated, "For he will turn 
away your son from following Me" (Deuteronomy 
7:4). [It follows that) your son born from an 
Israelite woman is considered your son, but your 
son who was born from a gentile woman is not 

h 31 considered your son but, rather, ers . 

This statement, ·were it reliably that of Rabbi Shimeon 

• 

311 M. Yebamot 2 :5. 
11 B. Yebamot 13a and B. Kiddushin 68b. 
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ben Yohai, would confirm what is already suggested by the 

preceding mishnah. Not only were unions o f Jews and 

gentiles entirely unrecognized by tannaitic law, the 

children of such unions were also totally unrecognized. 

This policy of non-recognition of gentiles, marriage to 

gentiles and the off spring of Jewish-gentile unions raised 

furt~er problems. In a baraita in the Tosefta, the Tannaim 

attempt to resolve the case of Jewish-gentile sex that led 

to Jewish- convert marriage: 

lil? l"l< 1il'i1'V1l1 1'J)' ''llm , :.il 1TI':V) ' !) ?)' ~K ?}(1Vi" 1'J ?y '!()ii 1J)'1 ,n, .. 

, !) ?v ~1(1 11'1:>J ?Yi iln!>t'i1 ,, l(J ;"I ?K1t'' i1l7j i1JU1:> l'lnU O''P' )l i ;"IJU):::> 

:'lJ'1''' l"ln l O~'p? l ;"IJ n:> lil? rK il1'':.J'U1 11'1;m :ninnt'l) ilr.~t' i111r.V'1 

... ilJO 

. ...A gentile or a slave who had sex with an 
Israelite woman, despite the fact that he revert.ed 
in status - the gentile converted, the slave "#a~ 
freed - they [the Israelite women) have no 
ketubah . They [the converted gentile or the freed 
slave] must pay a maneh to establish a ketubah . 
An Israelite who bad sex with a female slave or a 
gentile woman, despite the fact that she reverted 
in stattls - the female slave was freed, the 
gentile woman converted - they [the freed slave or 
the converted gentile] have no ket ubah. They [the 
Israelite men] must pay a maneh to establish a 
ketubah . 32 

'This baraita again asserts that there could be no 

recognition of marriage between a Jew and a gentile . 

Nothing could establish a ketubah between them until the 

d F' urthermore, the baraita implies that gentile converte • 

32 T. Ketubot 1 : 3-.. 
(Je r usalem: Ba.merger & 

·--
M-:S . · · zucke~~ndel , 

Wahrmann, 1937). 
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sexual contact between a Jew and a gentile threatened the 

possibility of recognition even after the gentile converted . 

Whereas sex between Jews could confer the status of marriage 

between them, sex between a Jew and a gentile could actually 

disallow marriage in the future. The baraita, therefore 

goes even a step beyond the statement that Jews and gentiles 

could not establish kiddushin, their unions could only move 

relationships in the opposite direction. 

A parallel mishnah reveals another point of comparison 

for determining the tanna itic attitude toward sexual 

relations with gentiles: 

OJ:> OK) ou::>~ 'K? ill 'iil il1'lf\l1 rr i::>lil ?v 1K :i11nnv;iJ, iln E>vm ~ lrt:)Jil ... 

:K'?P OJJV? •g ?y 'll< )T' t'lr.ti'J il K'J)il) V)'K tiQ:'K ?? tyt)l;'I 1T'O r lC"l'7.:l 1.,.. 

_ One who is suspected [of having sex] with a 
female slave who was [later] freed, or with a 
gentile woman who ( later] converted, behold, he 
may not marry (her]. If he did marry, we do not 
divorce [)er] from him . But, one who is suspected 
[of having sex] with the wife o f [another] man, 
and they divorced her from [her husband], despite 
the fact that he [the first man] married [her], he 

d
. )) 

[must] i.vorce. 

The disqualification from marriage suffered by Jewish 

and gentile lovers c an be compared to the disqualification 

suffered by adulterous l overs. In bo~h cases, sexaal 

contact in the face of a prohibition disallowed marriage 

11 M. Yebamot 2:8. Transl!ltion ..f.G.1lows · the commentary 
of Banoch Albeck , ill~ '11'10 ~ {The Mi7hnah] ~ 6 vols. 
(Jerusalem: Bialik Institute; Tel Aviv: ovir, 1988). 
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even after the cause of the prohibition was removed . The 

t wo cases, in this way, were analogous. Only in the case of 

adultery, however, would the husband be forced to divorce 

his wife (his formerly adulterous lover ) after the fact of 

t heir marriage. The Jew and the convert were allowed to 

remain married after the fact. In this regard, it may he 

stated that sexual contact between Jews and gentiles was 

treated only slightly less severely than adultery . 

The Battle over Proof Texts 

While there was a Jewish consensus on the prohibition 

on marriage to unconverted gentiles, there ap~ears ~o have 

been a dif fcrence of opinion regarding the source of that 

ban. In Mishnah Megillah there is a list of liturgical 

statements that are deemed so heretical that one who uttered 

them in the s ynagogue was silenced: 

1:>1' :no ?v, 1'7.)r.i 'Y'~' iu:i1 lP ?y 1''3'7.)il 11i 1l ·in O' : ,o l'Y':i~ 1r.m\;, 
l>'ilT.li 17.),Kil um< ppn~ ll\'i)''J i1J:l7.)il um< r~'llV77.) 0,,,7.) 0 '1'17.) ~U? 

,j1!)' lJ:l imK l?llW1'.) lo:JWT.liKJ x~1JYl<? ll'll'l K? 1)'1l7.l1 i?c? i ':l)'il? 11'11'·'1\? 

We silence one who says, "May t he Good bless you" 
~ behold, t his is the way of heresy), uEven to the 
bir d 's nes t do Your mercies reach," "May Your name 
be remembered for good," or "We thank, we thank." 
we silence one who modifies the ' passage dealing 
with forbidden marriages. We beth silence and 
admonish one who . says that, "Do not allow any cf 
your off spring to be offered up to Molech" 
(Leviti<;us 18:21), [means) "Do not allo\i any of 

h t 'l ,,1' your of fspring to pass to t e gen . :_~:: 

14 M. Megillah 4:9. 
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The last heret~cal statement is the only one that is 

"admonished" and it is , perhaps, also t he most surprising . 

The equation of marrying gentiles and what appears to be 

idol worship is odd , however, it is the same interpretation 

of Leviticus 1B:21 as appears in the book of Jubilees. ;~ 

The exegesig may be based on the deuteronomic charge that 

foreign wives would draw their husbands into idol worship. 

However, there is no definitively understood reason for t his 

mishnah ' s strong disapproval of the exegesis. It suggests 

that there were conflicting understandings of the scriptural 

basis of the ban on intermarr i age. 

It is possible that the ob j ection was related to the i 

Tannaim's accommodationist relations with the Roman 

authorities. Equating foreign marriage with Molech worsh ip 

would suggest a connection to child sacrifice - an insult to 

the Roman lores of the land. Perhaps more seriously, 

Leviticus 20:2 demands the stoning of those who engage in 

Mo lech worship. The Tannaim ~ere wary to limit their 

author.ity to carry out death sentences only to those areas 

allowed by the Romans. The interpretation of Leviticus 18 

)) See in the previous chapter . Jubilees 30:10- 11 
reads: NBe has given some of his seed to Moloch [Molech] and 
sinned so as to defile it. And you, Moses, command the 
children of Israel and exhort them not to give any of their 
daughters to the gentiles and not tQ..J:ake ~or their sons any 
of tbe daughters of the gentiles because that is 
contemptible before the Lord." (Wintermute, trans.) 
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may have been more politically dangerous than heretical . 

If this was the c ase, however , it appears that there 

were some among the Tannaim who preferred a more aggressive 

stance towarc the Romans. In the Babylonian Talmud, a 

baraita attributed to the school of Rabbi Ishmael, 

associated with the Shammaites, directly contradicted the 

mishnaic text dominated by the Hillelite perspective: 

':>9 l<Ji1 ?l<iw'J : ?~W' ~:n 'Ji Kln , T .n 1'JY:1? 1rin l<? -,y1m1 10 l<ii 

.1J~ :nn:Jil :iit ;n1Jr? p i1Jr.>r.> -r? :ii n•mJi1 

"One who says that, 'Do not allow to be offered 
UP-· ' " In t he school of Rabbi Ishmael it was 
learned: The Scripture speaks of an Israelite who 
had sex with a Samaritan woman and begets from her 
a son for idolatry. 16 

The Talmud here appears t o acknowledge th~t the rule 

stated in M. Megillah 4:9 was not accepted by all of the 

Tannaim. At least one major s c hool continued tc maintain 

the teaching found in Jubilees, despite the threat it may 

have representc!<i to peaceful coexisten~e with Roman 

authority. 

In another Baraita , this in the Palestinian T3.lmud, 

Rabbi Ishmael expands upon his j ustification for the ban on 

exogamy: 

0 ' )'1)( 1'0~ O'll ,.,,,0, fl,,Jl KW1l l() iW m ?l<~W' 'Ji 'JT\ :n'Oil< 
1
7V1Ji'I 

.oi~? illr.iiJ 

"One who has sex with a Syrian woman" (M. . . 
sanhedri~ 9:6) : Rabbi Ishmael learned, "This is 

16 s. Megilah 25a. 
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on7 who marries a gentile woman and begets 
children. He brings up from he~ enemies of the 
Omnipresent. " n 

Here is a new justification for the law against foreign 

marriage net previously seen. Rabbi Ishmael's curious term, 

"Oipc? ... 0':l'1K," "enemies of the Omnipresent," ca nnot be taken 

as a theological statement - an omnipotent God has nothing 

to fear from enemies. Rather, the term is meant to imply 

that the gentile women will bear "enemies of Israel." The 

implicatio n is that Rabbi Ishmael perceived a contes t of 

numbers between Jews and gentiles . A Jew who gave his 

procreative powers to increase the numbers o f gentiles 

rather than the numbers of Jews had, in Rabbi l3hmael's , 

view, done a double disservice to Israel. 

But what of the Hillelites? While ~hey may have 

privately agreed with the numbers argument of Ishmael, they 

had rejected an exegesis of Leviticus 18 and 20 as its 
I 

scriptural basis because of their accommodation to Roman 

rule . Therefore, they had to find another proof text. The 

obvious choice was Deuteronomy 7's direct command from C-od 

and Moses against intermarriage with the seven Canaanite 

nations . 

The problem wit~ this text, of course, was its 

anachronism- By the ti.me of the Mishnah, those seven 

- . ~--· -- .. , 

n p. Sanhedrin 9: 7 · 
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nations had l ong since passed out of the frame of reference 

assumed by Deuteronomy. The rabbis needed a way of 

extending the deuteronomic ban beyond the seven nations . In 

a discussion of this problem in the Babylonian Talmud, there 

is a statement attributed to the Tanna, Rabbi Shi.meon ben 

Yohai: 

.mi•olji1 ?;, mJi? 'in~ 1n m< 1'0' ':J i~Ki 'Mi' p w"1?1 

But according to Rabbi Shimeon ben Yohai [the 
verse} that says, "For he will turn away your son 
from following Me" (Deuteronomy 7:4 ) refers to all 
women who would turn [their husbands from the 
worship of God]. 18 

According t o the exegetical princ iples employed by the 

rabbis, t he use o f the preposition " 11{ " in Sc ripture i:: a l) be 

read as a sign of ampl ific ation and expansion, or "'' ?.'i, " as 

the rabbis called it. In this case, Rabbi Shimeon reads 

"n<" to suggest that the verse expands the ban from the 

seven nation? t o any genti le who might turn her or his 

Jewish spouse from the God of Israel. The use of the 'rl'i 

principle was well established in the Hillelite school of 

Rabb~ Akiva, 19 of which Rabbi Shimeon was a disciple. 

The effect of this ruling was to eliminate the 

Pentateuchal distinctions between non-Jews of different 

nations. The ruling . not only would have extended the laws 

n B. Avodab Zarah 3 6b • . 
19 Ad in steinsal_tz, -!J'he ·Talmud: A Reference Guide ( New 

York: Random House, 1989) 153- 154. 
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concerning marriage with the seven nations to all gentiles, 

it also might have eliminated the special distinctions of 

the four nations mentioned in the laws of Deuteronomy 23. 

These laws prevented an Ammonite or Moabite from being 

"accepted into the congregation" until the tenth generation 

or an Edomite or Egyptian until the third . 

In the context of a Judaism that accepted converts, 

these laws could have been regarded as a multi-generational 

ban on marriage between the descendents of converts and t he 

descendents of " Israelites . " That was the position of the 

Shammaites in this period, but, as we shall see in the 

mishnah below, not of the School of Hillel: 

~n::i? 'lK ilo Ci!? -:r.iK wi~i"I f'l'JJ Til'l~? myi 'l17.lY i:i il11;'1' KJ C1' J ~ ::i 
JU'1J;'l ;."i , , 1l:IK i1nl< im7.l VW1i1' 'Ji ,., ioK ill'IK i10~ l "i ,, ,~~?np::i 
.,, vwi;i• 'J1 ,, 17.lM ·m '1'WY i11 Cl 'ii ?;ip:i 'JK'11:l1 ' l10>' K1J' ~t, 17.l1M 

rm~iKjl ?::> nK ?::i?:n 1't'K i'm :rime ;i?v i:i:::i lil TFJ1?'1l-J O"JM17.l1 D'l'r.iv 
TJ1 1? 10K C~WP 1' J;, i"11Ki 'l'IWlW Cil'1"11,,1'1V1 O'OV ni?1Jl 1'0M1 17.)KJW 

Y~1il' ' i ?"K iim i:i:::ii 11or ' l::> m:iw na< J'WK p '1nKi ioiK :iin::m ?K'?r.i.i. 
:?il?J K ;J? 1i1i1'Tlil 1JW ~ l"1~1 ?Kil'' 'OY n1:1W 11M 'MJW1 11:11K J11'1::lil 

On that day Yehudah, a Ammonite convert came and 
stood before them at the house of study. He said 
to them, ''Am 1 permitted to be admitted to the 
congregation [marry an Israelite]?" Rabban 
Gamaliel said to him, "You are forbidden." Rabbi 
Yehoshua said to· him, "You are permitted." Rabban 
Gamaliel said to him, "Scripture says, 'No 
Ammonite or Moabite shall be admitted +nto the 
congregation of the Lord - even t.o the tenth_ 
generation," etc. (Deuteronomy 23:4). R~bi 
Yehoshua replied,. "And what are the Ammonites and 
Moabites in these our times? Senecherio, king of 
Assyria ,.has arisen to confuse all the nations. 
For it is written, 'I have erased th~._l~ord~rs of 
peoples, I have plun~e.Fed-. thei.z'..t·r~sures, and ,, 
exiled their vast populations' (Isaiah 10:13) . 
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~ut Rabban Gamaliel replied, "Scripture states, 
But afterward I wil: restore the fortunes of the 

Ammonites • (Jeremiah 49:6), and so they have 
returned." Rabbi Yehoshua said to him "Scripture 

I • f 
says, I will restore My people Israel' (Jeremiah 
30:3; Amos 9 :14), and they are not yet returned." 
And they permitted him to be admitted to the . 
congregation [to marry Israelites J. •0 

Rabbi Yehoshua was a leading Hillelite, a disciple of 

Yohanan ben Zakkai, at Yavneh. Rabban Gamaliel II was the 

President of the Sanhedrin . Finkelstein says of Gamaliel 

that , "Although a descendant of Hillel, [he] tended to 

follow Shammaitic views ... His language in argument was 

usually Shammaitic." 41 A number of conflicts pitted 

Yehoshua and Gamaliel against one another, includi1g the 
I 

incident, reported in B. Berachot 27b- 28a , in which Gamaliel 

was temporarily deposed from the presidency of tb~ 

Sanhedrin. 

During the deposition of Rabban Gamaliel II (around the 

year 98 c . E.), the Hilielites made ~he 18-year old Eliezer 

ben Hyrcanus president of the Sanhedrin, u stacked the 

• • 0 M. Yadaim 4: 4. Parallel versions appear in T. Yada.irn 
2 : 17 ( Zuckermandel ), B. Berachot 2Ba and T. Kiddushin 5:4 
( Zuckermandel and Lieberman). 

41 Finkelstein 249n . 
42 The question arises, why would the Hillelites have 

placed Eliezer ben Hyrcanus, a Shammaite, into a position of 
power? His choice may have.had .more to do with his role 
than his af~iliation . Rabbi Eliezerr ~s.the Talmud ~ttests, 
was born to a noble family - a prereq~i_s~F~ fo~ ~the Job of 
president . The Billelit~~' who were mostl~ ~en of low 
birth may have put him in the job on condition that he 
assur~d the success of their agenda. 
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tribunal with their own di$ciples , and forced through 

several rulings on issues of dispute with the Shammaites . 0 

A midrash i n Shir Ha-Shirim Zuta says t hat, "On the very day 

when Rabbi Eliezer ben Hyrcanus took his se•at, everyone put 

his sword upon his t high, "44 suggesting that the coup was 

less than peaceful. Gamaliel was later allowed to return to 

the presidency, with authority shared with El iezer ben 

Hyrcanus and limitations on his power broke1red in a deal 

with the Hill elites. 

The phrase "C~l ll, " with which this mishnah begins, 

indicates that it was an enactment associated with that 

coup. 'J'he Hillelites forced (at least temporarily ) the 1 

Shammaites to accept the doctrine that all legal converts 

were permitted to marry Israelites. 

This divis ion between the Hillelites and the Shammaites 

can be seen uore subtly in a mishnah that appears to resolve 
' 

a contradiction in the Hebrew Bible: 

' 110 i'r.l nli1'11r.l Cil'1'11:lpl ?JK c?i v 1101( p10K1 C' 110K 'JK1r.l1 l 10V {I ) 

ll>"Ot' 'Ji (2) l'11Jpl 1MK1 C',,l inM n,,,, :iw?t' 'TY K?lt Ct,i lOM Cl' M '7.l,,Kl 

mt 1oni c i yoJ ex i'IT.)1 C',l"Til ioini ?p pvot' ,:i, iT.lN 1'7.) ni:ipJ0 n}{ "'l'T'lr.l 

~ K?K C'1'li1 TlK '10K K7t' Olp?:) 1'7.l ni:lplil l'IK , .,Tlil c?i v iiotit 0 ' 1,lil 
ri? CKl ?:ipl i'l,,i'I CM ,, i ioK (3) TI m:ipli1 J"lK i'J"llt' T'ir U'K ,.,,,,, ;w?t' 
i10K p10l<l l'iiot< l'l'J"lll ritr.>r.l (4) ioit< 'l~ ;1'.:)?i1 ':> le; .J:l:'t? 17.lK i1:llW1' W' 

:m:pl im~' C',:>t inN c1iv 

(1). Ammonites and Moabites are prohibited and 

" ~·-'-' 
43 M.A. Cohen, "Tvo _Sistex- Fatths , " 33 . 
44 Shir Ha-Shirim Zuta, ed. Buber , 29 . 
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the ir prohibition is for all ti.me, howe ver, their 
fema~es are permitted immediately. Egyptians and 
Edomites are prohibited but for three generation -
males and females alike. (2) Rabbi Shimeon 
permitted t he females immediately. Rabbi Shimeon 
stated, it is an inference a minori ad majus for 
if where the men are prohibited for all ti.me, t he 
women are permitted immediately , how muc h the more 
where the men are prohibited but for three 
generations should the women be permitted 
immediately. (3) They said to him, if this is 
halachah, we will accept it; but if it is an 
i nference, there is an answer [to refute it]. He 
answered, it is not so; I s peak what is halachah. 
(4) Mamzers and Net ins are prohibited and t hei r 
prohibition is for all time - males a nd females 
alike. ·~ 

In their synchronic reading of the Hebrew Bible, t he 

Tannaim cou.ld not allow for unresolved contradictions . The 

implicit contradic~ion between the Book of Rut h, in whic h a 

Moabite woman marries an Israelite, and Deuteronomy 23, 

wh ich prohibits Moabites from entering the congregation, had 

to be resolved . This mishnah does so by asserting that it 

is on l y a male Moabi tE ( a "lKir.l, not an ni:nrn:> ) who is 

prohibited. 

The reading however raises a problem. Certainl y no 

Tanna from the school of Hillel or Shammai would have 

sanctioned the marriage of an unconverted Ammonite or 

Hoabite woman t o an Israelite. So the mishnah must be 

referring to an Ammonite or Mo~bite convert or descendent s 

' ~ M. Yebamot 8: 3 . Numbers in parentheses i.Adicate · 
t hYee divisions of the mishnah to .facrlitate- the discussion 
below. 
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of converts. If this is the case, however, the permanent 

exclusion in this mishnah of male Ammonites and Moabites 

contradicts the ruling of Rabbi Yehoshua uon that day,n that 

permitted converts of all nations to marry Israelites. 

It appears that the first part of the mishnah \ labeled 

"lH above) originates from a Shammaite source . However, 

Rabbi Shimeon ben Yohai, quoted in the second section, was a 

Hillelite who employed hermeneutic principles (like kal 

v ' homer ) to for~ulate lenient rulings. He also lived during 

the time of the Bar Kokhba Rebellion, some sixty years after 

the Rillelite coup against Rabban Gamaliel II. By his ti.me, 

it appears, 5ome Hillelites had accepted t he biblical , 

prohibition against Ammonites and Moabites anj the 

restrictions against Edomites and Egyptians, although, like 

a Rillelite, Rabbi Shimeon weakened t hose prohibitions as 

much as possible. 

The challenge to Shimeon's ruling in the third section 

of this misbnah represents a purely Shammaite poi11t of view 

- it leans toward a stringent reading and rejects the 

validity of hermeneutic inference. It suggests that, even 

as late as 160, this perspective held weight in tannaitic 

circles. Shim.eon is forced to retreat somewhat from bis 

pos ;t;on - asserting that his ruling is based on a previous .. • 
• 

received tradition rather than p~e}..¥,..on exeqesis . Yet, it 

- 173-



is his lenient ruling regarding the acceptance of converted 

gentiles that carries the day. 

The fourth section of the mishnah, regarding Mamzers 

and Netin.i;, is likely a separate tradition attached here 

because of its parallel statement. 

Prohibitions on ··Internal 1' Exogamy 

At the same time that the Tannai.m eliminated the 

distinctions between members of the various foreign nations 

found in the Pentateuch, they added new distinctions within 

the Jewish people. To the Tannaim, marriage between these 

separate lineages constituted exogamy - marriage outside the 

group. The mishnah below attempts to defi~e the lineages 

within Israel and rules when exogamy is permitted among 

them: 

'p11'1W 'l'1'1l '1T0r.l 'i11n1 '1l '??n '?K1W' "1? ' J:'l:J ?JJC i?:v pon1' :'11~ 
,,·. ~r.i •i# •?'m ·?Ki~' .. ? i'ITJ m K'\:l? c'imo ''n<,w•i .,,, "li'l:J '!)ioKi 

ill Kl:l? l'1l"nlJ C?l:J ' !llOKl 'PUW 'l'l'1ll '1'17.)0 '11,M1 ,,l i'ITJ i'Tl Kl:l? 0'11'1'0 

::n:l 

Ten genealogical stocks came up from Babylon: 
priestly , levitic , Israelite, impaired priest, 
convert, freed slave, Mamzer, Netin, ''silenced 
one tt and f oundling stocks. The pri estly, levitic 
and Israelite stocks are permitted to intermarry 
with each other. The levitic , Israelite, impaired 
priest, convert and freed slave stocks are 
permitted to intermarry with each other. The 
convert, freed slave, Mamzer, Netin, "silenced 
one" and foundling, are all permitted to 
inter1Darry with each other. 46 

46 M. Kiddushin 4: 1. 
- 174-



The prohibition on priests marrying converts does not 

originate in the Hebrew Bible, which has no concept of a 

legal convert . Rather, it is first observed in this mishnah 

and may date to early in t he Second Temple period when 

converts were first accepted. 0 If the Shammaites were 

descended from renegade priests, as Finkelstein 

speculates,.e there may be a connection between their 

general opposition to intermarriage with converts dnd the 

prohibition against priests marrying converts . The latter 

may have been a compromise position that satisfied both the 

Hillelite 's inclu3ive tend~ncies and the Shammaite 's need to 

defend their position at least for their upper- class, 

priestly constituents. 

This mishnah also demonstrates that while at leas~ some 

Tannaim accepted marriages between Israelites and converts, 

even they did not consider converts equal in status to 

Israelites. Converts were considered distant enough from 

the biblical "Israel" ~hat they were permitted to marry four 

classes of Jews forbidden to pure Israelites - Mamzers, 

Netins, "silenced ones" and foundlings . Mamzers were the 

offspring of incestuous or adulterous ~nions . Netins appear 

to have been a class of permanent servants associated with 

• 
" At that time without the strict lega~ formu!_ations 

of 
,.... 

the Tannaim. -· 
48 Finkelstein 254 - 259 .~ ..... 
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the Gibeonites of Joshua 9. u5 · 1 
i enced ones " were t hose who 

could not account for tneir paternity; foundlings could 

account for neither their maternity nor • · t pa-... erni. y • The 

multiple div~sions of the Israelite nation seen here 

demonstrates a continued preoccupation with purity of 

ancestry carried over !rom early in the Second Temple 

period. 

The Case of the Samaritans 

One special class of gentiles remained a perplexi ng 

issue for the Tannaim . The term "'1'1:J" 49 was often used as a 

generic term for gentile, but also to refer to a specific . 

type of gentile (much in the way that .. , lVl:>" wa3 used in t he 

Hebrew Bible to refer both to non-Israelites in general and 

also to the people of a particular nation). 50 The 0 '1'1i:> were 

presumed to be the usamaritan~ people who had inhabited the 

'
9 The name ":un:l" originates in II Kings 17 · 24. It was 

one of the nations that the Assyrians transported to 
Palestine after exiling the Kingdom of Israel . These people 
took on worship of the Israelite God after YHWH sent l i ons 
against them. From this story comes the rabbinic term, 
"converts from lions, " refering to these whos'e convers i on is 
invalid because it is motivated by fear. 

~ Gedaliah Alon even speculates that "the Samari tans, 
o r a part of them, are ' none other than the descendants of 
the ancient Cqnaanites , the indigenous inhabitants of the 
land. n Re states that this view was ucurrent amol!Q the 
nation both in Temple times and in the Tfdmuaic era." 
Gedaliah Alon, Jews, Judais~ and t he Classical World, Israel 
Abrahams, trans . (Jerusalem: Maqnes, 1977 ) 359. 
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land of Israel during the Babylonian exile and who took on 

the worship of the God of Israel. The Tannaim inherited the 

belief from the time of Ezra that these people were not true 

Israelites and that their exclusion from Israel was mandated 

by Scripture. 

The following mishnah attempts to address the prQblem 

of the Samaritans: 

.,r.m< iw•?K 'Ji ,.,,l< iTlli1' •::11 m::1 m l<l:l~ c•11mJ 'r.ip::1 '1<1::1? c•11ol(j) 1n 
1'\lji'!)Oii 10 ,,}(, ilOl< lP!:>O::l ''[TP!:>Ol 1K11::ll li'~' TP!:>O::l llC11 [1'\ll'.l 1Ki1l K"l' 

:·m:n '!:>lOl< ?lnti 

All who are forbidden to enter the congregation 
are permitted to intermarry with each other. 
Rabbi Yehudah forbids [it]. Rabbi Eliezer says, 
one of certain stock is permitted [to take c wife] 
of certain stock; but one of certain stock i s 
forbidden [to take a wife) of doubtful stock, one 
of doubtful stock is forbidden [to take a wine) of 
certain stock, and one of doubtful stock is 
forbidden [to take a wife ] of doubtful stock. 
These are the ones of doubtful stock: a "silenced 
one,'' a foundling and a Samaritan . ')2 

'I'he classification here of Samaritans as "dubious" 

offers a clue to the legal issues surrounding thei1 status 

in tannaitic thinking. Geda liah Alon writes that, "The 

prevailing view regarded the Samdritans as the descendants 

of those people who were settled in E~etz-Isr~el by the 

Assyrian kings, in accordance with Biblical tradition . ., )) 

~1 The interpolation of the bracketed \,eict is ~ased on 
a comparison with T. Kiddushin. 5:1 (.t.ieberman). 

~2 M. Kiddushin 4 :a· - · 
s3 Alon 354. The tradition in question in found in II 
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This being the case, one would expect the Samaritans to 

be treated just like any other gentile people. The fact 

that they were not treated l ike other gentiles is explained 

by Alon as the result of an .. implied" tradition that Jews 

had long i ntermarried with them. ~· Since t he offspring of 

s uch a unioo would be a Mamzer, all Samaritans were 
. 

considered "doubtful Mamzers," and therefor e, according to 

Rabbi Eliezer, forbidden i n marriage to all . This explains a 

seemingly strange baraita in t he Babylonian Talmud in which 

Rabbi Eliezer states, " rrn :::il<~'l<? ·m:::i , 11 "A Samaritan may not 

marry a Samaritan . " )) 

Rabbi Eliezer's statement in the mishnah would furth~r 

limit t he marriage options of a convert to Judaism. 

According to Rabbi Eliezer, they would be both "forbidden to 

enter the congregat io.1 11 s6 and "of certain stock," and 

therefore ablt to marry only other converts {except 

Samaritans), Mamzers and Netins. 

The majorit y opinion in this mishnah rules otherwise , 

however . It allows "All who are forbidden to enter t he 

congregatio n _ to intermarry ~ith each other .~ But the 

Kings 17: 24-41. 
) t Alon 356. 
)~ a. Kid2ushin 7Sa . . 
) b As a shammaite, Rabbi Eliezer would c,onsi.der 

converts unable .. t o enter the .cong~ati.tsn. ~ See 
Finkelstein, 248, where Eflezer i s refe!'ed to as "tbe 
leading Shammaite of his day." 
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meaning regarding converts here .is ambiguous. It is unclear 

whether the statement comes from the position of Rabbi 

Yehosbua, allowing them to enter, or the position of Rabban 

Gamaliel II, forbidding them to enter . 

Conclusions : The Tann3itic Revolution in Intermarriage 

As eaLly as the tenth century B.C.E., and likely much 

earlier, the marriage of a non-Israelite to an Israelite had 

been considered synonymous with acceptance into the 

Israelite community. :)] Tl1e demonstrated equivalence between 

Hentering t he congregation" ( in Deuteronomy 23} and marriage 

confirms this assumption . Conversion then had been de 

facto. It was assumed that a wife accepted her husband's 

God in the same way that modern people have assumed ( ~ntil 

recently } that a bride takes her husband 's surname. 

This assumption was upset when the deuteronomists made 

intermarriage a sign of infidelity to YHWH. The racial 

theories of Ezra only elevated the degree of this offense. 

These theories, if observed in practice, would have made 

both conversion and intermarriage impossible. 

The tannaitic view of the world had been shaped on the 

periphery of the world of the Temple, where Jews and 

gentiles came into contact all the time. No doubt, many 

. -,,_ . -
57 Hence, for example, the -b.i..blical authors' ready 

acceptance of the patriarch's wives as Yahwists. 
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Jews were a ttracted to the power of Hellenistic ideas and 

lifestyles. There is ample evidence that many Romans were 

drawn to Judaism. The Tannai.m reflected that background i n 

their approach. They were pulled simultaneously by the need 

t o remain connected to the traditions of Israel and the need 

to respond to the realities of a world dominated by 

gentiles. In 'response to those forces, they were typically 

pragmatic 1 accommodating Roman authority while fashioning a 

Judaism that could exist under the new conditions. 

In order to coexist wi th gentiles and to meet the needs 

of a Jewis·h population that would inevitably intermarry with 

them, all Tannai.m accepted the principle of ritual 

conversion. Many, principally those associated with the 

School of Hillel, went even further and adopted the 

principle that converts cou}d freely intermarry with 

Israelites. 

The Hillelite position on intermarriage can only be 

regarded as a complete reversal of Ezra ' s doctrine. Ezra 

had bel ieved Israel to be vnp1it, a holy race, that could 

not be entered into by any means other than birth. The 

Hillelites changed the meaning of exogamy in Jewish 

tradition - making it a matter of legal status instead of 

race. . ,,._ 
one of the difficulties i n uw:Jerstand~'rig the 
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significance of this revolution comes from the modern 

understanding of convers ion as a deeply personal 

trans f ormation of belief. Indeed , conversion may have been 

such an experience for some in this period. Howev~r, belief 

was not a principle concern of the Tannaim. They mandated 

no declaration of faith from the convert . :is To them, 

conversion was a matter of legal status and identity, not of 

the ~eart. 

Furthermore , as far as the Tannaim were concerned, 

marriage between a convert and an Israelite was 

intermarriage - some accepted it and some rejected it. The 

Rillelites who allowed such intermarriages - against 

previous tradition - used conversion as a legal maneuver to 

get around the biblical prohibitions. This is not to say 

that they made intermarriage easy - there is plenty of 

evidence ttat converts had to make serious commitments but 
' 

the fact that some rabbis allowed it at all opened doors in 

the way Jews thought about marriage to non-Jews that had 

never been open before. 

u such statements, and the judgement of a convert's 
sincerity and readiness by a bet din w~s the ~:~uct . of . 
medieval codifiers of talm~dic l.a,w .. • ~ng tlle Tax;in~.llll, t11e 
purpose of a bet dln wa~ merely to assure the validity of 
immersion in mikveh. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

The worlds in which Judaism has its roots were at least 

as complicated and varied as our own. This work has sought 

to demonstrate that in each era, prevailing conditions of 

political independence and stability, the propinquity of 

foreig~ers and the quality of relations with them, and the 

expectations of the people for their future each contributed 

to a complex response to exogamy. It has also sought to 

show that the respon3e was rarely, if ever, homogenous. 

Rather, there wa5 at all times a spectrum of responses to 

exogamy among the array of pious Israelites and Jews. 

It is curious, therefore, to note that the concerns 

about exogamy in these texts so closely parallels the 

complex reactions in our own society to intermarrioge . Like 

Abraham, many Jews today wa~t their c hildren to marry . 
"within the tribe'' because Jews are the people with whom 

they are comfortable in a world that is often distressingly 

discomforting. Like tlte Simeon and Levi of the Bible, Jews 

c an be chauvinistic about the virtues of their people ~s 

compared to the perceived savageries apd abominations ~f 

others. Like Josiah, the piety of some modern Jews leads to 

the view that marriage to outsiders is a sign of d is loyalty .. 
to God . There are even those in Jew~h ~gmmuniti~~ who 

believe that intermarriage introduces impurities i l1to the 
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blood of a race marked by intellectual achievement. Jews 

today have the same fears about assimilation and the numeric 

l osses evident in the writings of Philo, Josephus and some 

of the Tannaim. 

And our times, like those reviewed here, also contain 

Jews who would offer an entirely different perspective on 

exogamy. The modern Reform movement, in particular, has 

championed an inclusive vision for the Jewish community that 

would welcome those non-Jews who marry into the Jewish 

people. The announcement in 1978 by the Refonn movement o f 

a "Reform Jewish Outreach" program to "welcome intermarried 

couples to take part in synagogue life._" 1 can be seen as Jthe 

continuation of a trend that extends back in history to at 

least the time of the book of Ruth, if not to Kir.g David or 

earlier. This trend would accommodate exogamous marriage 

and integratfj the outsider into t he Jewish community. 

Whenever this type of barrier- breaking has been 

attempted by factions within the Jewish people, it seems 

that there have always been compromises to be made and costs 

to be exacted . That is, perhaps, why it has so often been 

opposed by other factions. 

creating a qate~ay to the outsider always introduces 

1 union of American Hebrew Co~egat>i~ns, .MWhat is 
Reform Jewish outreach1"·"amphlet (New York: OABC, 1997} 
[ 31 . 
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the danger that the received tradition wil l be 

~contaminated" by outside considerations. It appears t hat 

this is why the author of Ruth went to such lengths to 

emphasizer.he righteousness of the book 's heroine . Ruth 
-

does not advocate the wholesale incorporation of all 

foreigne rs, only the best o f them . There is a similar theme 

appacent in Deutero-Isaiah, who would l imit the foreigners 

accepted i nto the Temple to those who accept the Sabbath ~nd 

the covenant o f YHWH. 

The most novel approac h t o permitting openness with 

l imitations is that introduced by the rabbis of the 

tannaitic era. Their legalistic formulation of ccnversion 
I 

redef i ned who the people of Israel would be. Thi~> was a 

design fo1 formative Judaism that would work in a world of 

competing phl.losophies and beliefs. It made exogamy 

possible with minimal compromise to t he integrity of Jewish 

peoplehood and loyalty to God . 

I n the current era, Judaism again faces a new social 

order that threatens the integrity of Jewis h tradition. The 

emancipation of European Judaism ushered in a modern era for 

the Jews in which individuals could choose from among the 

worlds around t hem - Jewish or Christian. The post- modern 

era has expanded the options further. The post-modern wor ld . 
has transformed individual identi~ into-a proe"ess of 
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selecting multiple, fungible choices. Since the early 

1960s, for the first time in Jewish history, it is possible 

to sep~rate Jewish identity from other significant life 

choices like marriage. It is now possible for mainstream 

Jews to build marriages with unconverted non-Jews and still 

remain active within the Jewish community. 

·This study began with notice that pious modern Jews are 

forced to read the texts of our t radition both as sacred and 

historic. That challenge i3 paralleled by the challenge to 

remain a community that is both true to the spiritual 

lessons of Judaism and true to the needs of a Jewish people 

who no longer accept the tradition at face value . If we are 

to remain pious - people who live our lives in continuing 

relationship with God - we must also continue to innovate . 

The old solutions to exogamy do not work in this world 

the way they worked in the past . Conversion, which allowed 

non-Jews to enter into an all-encompassing Jewish world, is 

not an attractive option today for the many who see religion 

as m~rely one item that makes up a whole identity. For such 

Jews who want to combine Jewish identity with marr i age to 

non-Jews, there needs to be another choice. 

Reform Outreach. has attempted to fill that void. Like 

its histori~ forebea.rs, it has d0ne so with the awareness 

that appropriate safegu~~s JI!USt be· eT1!t:ted to ~void the 
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dilution of the tradition it was intended to perpetuate. 

Reform Outreach has def .i.ned non-Jewish spouses of Jews 

paradoxically as " includled" but "other." It has encouraged 

congregations to define for themselves the role of the non­

Jew in their governance structures and rituals . 

Most distressingly (at least to the rabbinic 

community), Outreach has raised questions about the 

officiation of Reform rabbis at t.he marriages of Jews wil:h 

non-Jews. It may not be possible in an age of post- modern, 

multi-faceted identity choice to convince a majority of 

intermarrying Jews that their Judaism is accepted if their 

weddings are not. The modern authorities of the new Jeyish 

definition of exogamy have not yet answered definitively the 

questions raised by these problems and paradoxes. 

The Tannaim likely suffered many defectors from their 

brand of Judiism when thiey created rules for the inclusion 

of "non-Israelites," and so may modern proponents of change. 

The Hillelite position allowing free intermarriage between 

"Israelites" and "converts" was, perhaps, radical in its 

time. It went through a long period of acceptance, 

rejection, modification and emendat'ion before it became 

accepted Jewish pra~tice. The same is likely the future of 

Reform outreach and other models to again include the 

"righteous of other nat~•o....ns•: into...tdle \JeVish fol d. 
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