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Ruth
Ruth 4:1-6:  Responses for Discussion 
June 1st 

1. Consider Zechariah 8:16, Psalm 127:5, and Deuteronomy 21:19-21.  What is the significance of Boaz sitting at the gate?  
The city gate was the place where public business was transacted and court sessions were held.  Judgements were executed at the gate, negotiations were held there, and court cases could be brought and heard in the gate.  This ensured that matters of public concern could be viewed by the public, encouraging fair hearings and justice for everyone.  Jerome notes that “the judges sat in the gates that the country-people might not be compelled to enter the cities and suffer detriment.  Sitting there, they [the judges] could meet the townsmen and country-people as they left or entered the city; and each man, his business finished, could retire at once to his own house.”  
The act of sitting at the gate probably made evident that Boaz sought a judicial decision.  
2. What does it mean that Boaz says Naomi is selling a parcel of land?  Where did land come into this story?  
The land in question is supposed to be Elimelech’s land.  It is Elimelech’s inheritance, and as such, this is less a sale than a lease.  It’s not a permanent transfer of property, but a temporary one.  Naomi and Ruth, though unable to till the land themselves, could thus receive some income from it.  The original owners might buy the land back at any time by paying the unexpired portion of the sale price.  Otherwise, it would revert to them automatically at the year of jubilee.  The fact that the land would be sold to a near kinsman who would marry Ruth and hold it in trust for her offspring by this union called for the application of two provisions of the Mosaic civil code.  The laws on the transfer of land and the marriage of a widow to a near kinsman both applied to the case, with the latter placing a limitation upon the former.   
3. What would happen if the nearest kinsman did end up redeeming the land?  How does he actually respond in verse 4?  
Should the nearest kinsman accept the role of kinsman-redeemer, Boaz would have no recourse.  Boaz does express his interest, saying in verse 4 that he will redeem the land should the nearer kinsman not choose to redeem it.  And in verse 4, the nearest kinsman does say that he will redeem the land.  He recognizes that the property will be a good opportunity to increase his income, so the nearest kinsman feels no hesitancy about purchasing the land.  But he doesn’t know the whole story yet!

4. Why does Boaz focus his discussion on the sale of property rather than the situation with Ruth?  
Boaz seems to have felt it best to make the property the main issue, perhaps considering that a more favorable response might be secured this way.  But now that the nearest kinsman has expressed his intention to purchase the property, Boaz reveals the fact that Naomi has limited the sale of the land by requiring the purchaser to marry Ruth.  The order in which Boaz brought up the two aspects of the case implies that he was more interested in Ruth than in the land.  This would be a typically Eastern approach to the problem, for Oriental psychology would lead Boaz to hold in the background that which was of major concern to him, and seek to arrange a satisfactory settlement without making his own interest in the matter the determining factor.  In contrast, the nearest kinsman’s interest was centered exclusively on the land as a source of profit.  

5. What is the nearest kinsman’s response to this new information (in verse 6)?  
He immediately withdraws his offer.  The eagerness of the nearest kinsman to purchase the land when the sole factor involved appeared to be profit, and his immediate loss of interest upon learning of the possibility of self-sacrifice and financial loss, seem to mark him as an avaricious man.  He is unwilling to marry Ruth.  Evidently he had no children of his own to inherit his property.  If he should marry Ruth, the first child he might have by her would be counted as the children of Ruth’s deceased husband.  Then both the parcel of land that he might buy from Naomi and the nearest kinsman’s own property could pass to Ruth’s children. This would “mar” his own inheritance.  He doesn’t have any particular interest in furthering Elimelech’s family, and he certainly has no interest in sacrificing any part of his own inheritance to help another.  
6. Are there any other pieces of information you’ve discovered in the course of your research that you would like to mention?  
[bookmark: _GoBack]It seems that in ancient times juries were made up of 10 “elders.”  Boaz and the nearest kinsman seem to have cooperated in choosing the ten men.  The procedure was very democratic.  The case was clear, a decision was reached on the basis of Mosaic law without delay, and the decision was confirmed and witnessed by a representative group of elders.  Legal business was thus settled without lawyers and without extended legal arguments.  The elders of a town were probably the heads of major family groups.  They were responsible for the civil and religious interests of the people who lived there.  They were not necessarily aged men, but men of maturity and experience.  I can’t help but compare the simple, honest, and direct system of Mosaic law versus our own complicated system. 
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