Week Eighty-Six – “Naomi & Ruth (Part 2)” (Ruth Ch. 3 & 4)
Welcome/Prayer

Review of Week 85:  “Naomi & Ruth (Part 1)” (Ruth Ch.1 & 2)
The book of Ruth begins during the time the ‘judges governed,’ when Elimelech & Naomi left Bethlehem for Moab, with their sons Mahlon & Chilion, due to a famine (Ruth 1:1-2).  After Elimelech died, their sons married Moabite women (Orpah & Ruth), & after their sons died, Naomi left Moab to return to Bethlehem (v.3-6).  Only Ruth returned with her & ‘clung’ to Naomi saying, ‘your people shall be my people, & your God, my God’ (v.14-16).  Ruth discovered through Naomi that Boaz was one of Elimelech’s ‘closest relatives’ (‘ga'al’), while gleaning in his field (Ruth 2:1-20), who would later become Ruth’s ‘kinsmen-redeemer,’ through ‘levirate marriage’ (c.f. Deuteronomy 25:5-6), which is a picture of Christ ‘redeeming’ His Church (Ephesians 5:31-33).
“Naomi & Ruth (Part 2)” (Ruth Ch. 3 & 4)
Naomi’s desire was for Ruth to have ‘security’ (Hebrew: ‘manowach’ – ‘condition of rest’)(from: ‘nuwach’ – ‘to settle down’) so that Ruth may be ‘well’ (‘joyful’)(Ruth 3:1).  Naomi instructed Ruth to perform an ancient custom to propose marriage to Boaz, which included ‘washing yourself,’ ‘anointing yourself,’ & ‘put on your best clothes’ (v.2-3), which foreshadowed God’s covenant with Israel (Ezekiel 16:8-10).
“Since Boaz was a generation older than Ruth (Ruth 2:8), this overture would indicate Ruth’s desire to marry Boaz, which the older, gracious Boaz would not have initiated with a younger woman.... she had appealed for levirate redemption to an older, godly man.”
 – The MacArthur Study Bible, NKJV, ft.notes Ruth 3:3,4 & 3:10, p.371.
In other words, contrary to the claims of the falsely-authored, & false ‘gospel’ of the Protoevangelium of James (~A.D. 140-180) which ‘claimed’ that Joseph (the stepfather of Jesus) was much older than Mary, & that Joseph ‘initiated’ the marriage to simply ‘care’ for Mary, but keep her a virgin her entire life – Biblically, this would not have occurred.  So, even ‘IF’ Joseph was a generation older than Mary (which Scripture does not state), Joseph – being older – would not have initiated the marriage – Mary, being (allegedly) younger, would have initiated the marriage, just as Ruth did with Boaz (Ruth 3:6-9).  Plus, like Boaz & Ruth who would go on to have at least 1 child (Ruth 4:13), so also would Joseph & Mary (who Joseph took Mary to be his wife) after she gave birth to Jesus (Matthew 1:24-25) [See “Mary (Part 2) – Did Mary & Joseph have children? Who are the ‘brothers & sisters’ of Jesus in Matthew 12:46-50 & Matthew 13:54-57?”]
After Boaz finished winnowing the grain, ate, & drank, he lay down for the night, & Ruth came & lay at his feet uncovering them (Ruth 3:7), which expressed her desire for Boaz to ‘seek refuge’ under his ‘skirt’ (Hebrew: ‘kanaph’ – ‘wings’)(Ruth 2:12), just as Jesus would later desire with ‘unwilling’ Jerusalem like ‘the way a hen gathers her chicks under her wings’ (Greek: ‘pteryx’ – ‘a wing: of birds’)(Matthew 23:37, cf. Ezekiel 16:8-10).
When Boaz awoke & saw Ruth, she asked for his ‘covering’ (‘kanaph’), because Boaz is a ‘close relative’ (Hebrew: ‘ga'al’ – ‘one who delivers or rescues; “kinsman-redeemer” [of property or person])(Ruth 3:9).  Boaz complied, commending Ruth (v.10-11), & agree he was a ‘ga'al,’ but there was someone who was a ‘relative (‘ga'al’) closer (‘qarowb’) than I (‘min’ – ‘more than’)’ (v.12).  So, although both Naomi & Boaz informed Ruth that Boaz was ‘one of our closest relatives’ (‘ga'al’)(Ruth 2:20; 3:12), there was a relative of Elimelech’s who was closer than Boaz, who had the first rights to redeem Ruth (Ruth 3:13).  But if this ‘relative closer than’ Boaz did not wish to redeem Ruth, then Boaz agreed to redeem her (v.14).  Boaz instructed Ruth to wait until morning & then return to Naomi with ‘six measures [possibly 6 ‘seahs’ = 60-80 pounds...not 6 ‘ephahs’ = 200 pounds] of barley’ (v.17), which Naomi then instructed Ruth to wait for the outcome (v.18)
What if the only brother of the deceased husband was already married?
The unnamed ‘relative closer than I’ that Boaz spoke of to Ruth (Ruth 3:11) was most likely a ‘brother’ of Elimelech (Hebrew: ‘'ach’ – ‘brother of the same parents’)(Ruth 4:3), since brothers carry the same biological ‘seed’ as their father, & would have the first right to redeem the widow of the deceased brother (Deuteronomy 25:5).  After this unnamed ‘closer relative’ refused to redeem Ruth (v.6), Boaz agreed to redeem Ruth based on ‘levirate’ marriage (Latin: ‘levir’ / Hebrew: ‘yabam’ – ‘husband’s brother’).  Boaz had to give the ‘brother’ (‘'ach’) of Elimelech the first right to redeem Ruth, based on the ‘levirate marriage’ laws given by God to Moses (Deuteronomy 25:5-9), before Boaz could redeem Ruth.  However, this law did not specify if the ‘brother’ (‘'ach’) of the deceased husband was already married (or if he would not – or could not – marry the widow of his deceased brother).  So, ‘who’ could redeem her then?  Scripture does not explicitly state the specific relationship between Boaz & Elimelech.  But even though Boaz was not as ‘close’ of a relative as the unnamed ‘brother’ of Elimelech was, Boaz had the second right to marry Ruth since he was ‘not outside the family’ (Deuteronomy 25:5), & told him ‘I am after you’ (Ruth 4:4), since he was a biological descendant of Rahab the harlot (Matthew 1:5).  However, if there was no one to redeem Ruth, then her husband’s name would be blotted out of history (Deuteronomy 25:6; Ruth 4:10).
God defined ‘marriage’ from the very beginning as between ONE man & ONE woman (Genesis 1:27; 2:24), which Jesus later quoted when He reinforced the definition of marriage (Matthew 19:4-5).  So, although God allowed it when men took multiple wives, such as when King Solomon took 700 wives & 300 concubines (1 Kings 11:3), just as God allowed slavery to occur (Exodus 21:1-2), God never commanded nor condoned polygamy nor slavery, even though God made provisions if a man disobeyed God by marrying multiple wives or purchased slaves, which involved caring for their needs (Exodus 21:1-11).  So, God’s provisions in the Law (ie: to care for slaves & multiple wives) is not the same thing as God commanding or condoning polygamy or slavery.  Since God states ‘I do not change’ (Malachi 3:6), particularly regarding marriage (Malachi 2:14-16), then God cannot contradict Himself by commanding a marriage that is any other combination than ONE man & ONE woman, which He ordained.  In fact, when the Sadducees asked Jesus about marriage & the resurrection of believers, their question is formed in a way that indicates that the 7 brothers who all married the same widow of their deceased brother were all single – & childless – when they all died (Matthew 22:23-28).
The unnamed ‘relative closer than’ Boaz stated he ‘cannot’ (Hebrew: ‘yakol lo'’ – ‘absolute prohibition to prevail’) redeem Ruth (Ruth 4:5), indicating that his refusal to redeem Ruth wasn’t – necessarily – that he didn’t want to redeem her, but because he could not redeem Ruth.  “If” he was already married, he would not be allowed to marry a second wife, because it would violate the Law of God:  
“Obviously, this required that the brother be unmarried & desired to keep the property in the family by passing it on to a son.” 

 – The MacArthur Study Bible, NKVJ, ft.note Deuteronomy 25:5-10, p.284
So, although this ‘relative closer than’ Boaz indicated that he was able – and willing – to redeem Elimelech’s land (Ruth 4:3-4), he stated that he ‘cannot’ redeem Ruth (v.6), because it would ‘jeopardize my own inheritance’ (v.5):
“He would have to devote time & energy to looking after Ruth’s property, thus possibly having to neglect his own.  Ultimately, the land would go to Ruth’s heirs, not his own.”

 - The Believer’s Bible Commentary, “Ruth,” p.292

That morning, Boaz met the ‘closer relative’ at the gate, who Boaz simply referred to him as ‘friend’ (Ruth 4:1):
‘friend’ (Hebrew: ‘pĕloniy 'almoniy’ – ‘a certain one,’ ‘such & such’ [to point out, but not name, or whose name is concealed])(1 Samuel 21:2; 1 Kings 6:8).  From (Hebrew: ‘palah’ – to be distinct, separated, distinguished, set apart’).  
Boaz also took 10 male elders (ie: those having authority) of the city of Bethlehem to discuss the matter (Ruth 4:2):
“Doubtless, Boaz knew his name, & called him by it; but it is omitted by the holy writer, partly because it was unnecessary to know it; & principally in way of contempt, as is usual, & as a just punishment upon him, that he who would not preserve his brother’s name might lose his own.”
 - The Believer’s Bible Commentary, “Ruth,” p.292

Hoping that the ‘relative closer than’ Boaz would refuse to redeem Ruth, the elders of the city would have to be present to speak with him about his refusal (Deuteronomy 25:8).  When he refused to redeem Ruth &, therefore, wasn’t able to redeem Elimelech’s land either, he removed his own sandal in front of the elders of Jerusalem (Ruth 4:7-8), which was a modification of the ‘levirate marriage’ law – ie: Ruth did not ‘spit in his face’ (Deuteronomy 25:9).  This would explain why his name is not mentioned in the book of Ruth, but simply remembered as ‘him whose sandal is removed’ (v.10; Ruth 4:7-8).
Boaz was then able to redeem everything from Naomi, which previously belonged to Elimelech, Chilion, & Mahlon (Ruth’s deceased husband), including ‘acquiring’ Ruth (Ruth 4:9-10), to be her ‘kinsman-redeemer’ & raise the name of Mahlon on his inheritance, & so his name would not be ‘cut off’ (perish), which was approved by the city elders & everyone in the courtyard (v.10-11).

The witnesses wished Ruth to be like Rachel (Jacob’s beloved wife, who was buried nearby)(Genesis 35:19) & Leah (the mother of Judah)(Genesis 29:35), & that Boaz achieve wealth in Ephrathah (‘place of fruitfulness”; ie: Bethlehem)(Genesis 35:19), the birthplace of the Messiah (Micah 5:2; Ruth 4:11).  Perez was the firstborn of the twins between Judah & Tamar (Genesis 38:1-30), who became the main ancestor of the Ephrathites & Bethlehemites – another case of levirate marriage involving an Israelite & a foreigner – as well as the ancestor of Boaz & King David (Ruth 4:18,21-22).
Boaz married Ruth, & she birthed a son (Ruth 4:13), who would be a restorer of life & sustainer in Naomi’s old age (v.14-15).  Ruth is commended by the women of Bethlehem, being ‘better to you [Naomi] than 7 sons’ (v.15; ie: the number of a ‘complete’ family, cf. 1 Samuel 2:5; Job 1:2; 42-13), because she gave birth to Obed.
‘Obed’ (Hebrew: ‘`Owbed’ / Greek: ‘Iōbēd’ – ‘serving; servant’).  Naomi became Obed’s ‘nurse’ (ie: ‘midwife’)(Ruth 4:16), who the neighbor women gave him his name saying ‘a son [child, grandson] has been born [brought forth] to Naomi’ (v.17).  Obed became the father of Jesse, the father of King David (v.17,21).  

What became of Naomi & Ruth & their legacies?
Ruth was the great-grandmother of King David, as well as an ancestor of Jesus through her marriage to Boaz (Matthew 1:1,5-6,17; Luke 3:23,31-32), who was a descendant of Rahab the harlot, who was also an ancestor of Jesus through her marriage to ‘Salmon’ (‘garment’)(Ruth 4:21-22; Matthew 1:5; Luke 3:32).  Ruth is only 1 of 5 women mentioned in Jesus’ genealogy (Matthew 1:3,5,6,16).  Ruth is a model of the ‘wife’ from Proverbs 31:10-31.  The book of Ruth is only 1 of 2 books in the Bible named after women.  Both Melito of Sardis (d. A.D. 180) & Origen (~A.D. 184-254) list the book of Ruth as a canonical, Inspired book [“Eusebius: the Church History,” Book 4:26; Book 6:25], long before the Church ‘officially’ declared it canonical.  The book of Ruth was also used to demonstrate the excellence of the Bible by Benjamin Franklin:
“The charm & beauty of the book is well illustrated in an incident involving Benjamin Franklin, the American statesman & inventor.  When serving at the French court, he heard some of the aristocrats ‘putting down’ the Bible as being unworthy of reading, lacking in style, & so forth.  Though not personally a believer himself, his youth in the American colonies had exposed him to the excellence of the Bible as literature.  So he decided to play a little trick on the French.  He wrote out Ruth longhand, changing all the proper names to French names.  Then he read his manuscript to the assembled elite of France.  They all exclaimed on the elegance & simplicity of style of this touching story.  ‘Charment! But where did you find this gem of literature, Monsieur Franklin?’  ‘It comes from that Book you so despise,’ he answered – ‘la sainte Bible!’  There were some red faces in Paris that night, just as there should be in our own biblically illiterate culture today for neglecting God’s Word.”

 - The Believer’s Bible Commentary, Introduction to “Ruth,” pp. 287-288
“The stories of several people in the Bible are woven together so closely that they are almost inseparable.  We know more about their relationship than we know about them as individuals.  And in an age that worships individualism, their stories become helpful models of good relationships.  Naomi & Ruth are beautiful examples of this blending of lives. Their cultures, family backgrounds, & ages were very different.  As mother-in-law & daughter-in-law, they probably had as many opportunities for tension as for tenderness.  And yet they were bound to each other.  They shared deep sorrow, great affection for each other, & an overriding commitment to the God of Israel.  And yet as much as they depended on each other, they also gave each other freedom in their commitment to one another.  Naomi even helped arrange Ruth’s marriage to Boaz although it would change their relationship.  God was at the center of their communication.  Ruth came to know the God of Israel through Naomi.  The older woman allowed Ruth to see, hear, & feel all the joy & anguish of her relationship to God.  A relationship where the greatest bond was faith in God.  A relationship of strong mutual commitment.  A relationship in which each person tried to do what was best for the other.  God’s living presence in a relationship overcomes the differences that might otherwise create division & disharmony.”
 - Life Application Study Bible (NASB), p.429, “Ruth & Naomi”
Next Bible study topic:  “Jesus in the OLD Testament”
Next Bible study date:  Sometime in the fall
