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A Study in the Book of Ruth 
Week 13   

 

Act 4:   God Preserves the Royal Line.     
Scene 1:    Boaz in the Courtroom:  Ruth 4:3-8  
 
 

Preparation 
 

 
1. Why is it said “The defendant who represents himself in court has a fool for a 

client? 

 
 

 
 
2.  How are legal agreements (contracts) finalized today?  How is this different from 

say 200 years ago? 
  

 
 
 

 

Bible study 

Scene four Act two takes place in the city gate as Boaz states his case to Naomi’s 

nearest kinsman–redeemer, Mr. So-and–So.  These verses read like a modern day 

court record.  Boaz wastes no time in getting to the heart of the matter.  The 

original Hebrew construction of the sentence in vs. 3 emphasizes the issue is 

Elimelech’s land.  Literally, “the portion of the field belonging to our brother 

Elimelech, Naomi, who returned from the field of Moab, is selling.”  Elimelech’s land 

was his family’s part of the land distribution under Joshua and by Mosaic Law, was 

never to leave the family (Lev 25:25-30).  Boaz reminds Mr. So-and-So that 

Elimelech was our “brother”, a relative to both of them although the exact 

relationship is not stated in the story.   

But there’s a problem here in the text.  By ancient Israelite law, the land is not 

Naomi’s to sell.  Mosaic Law allowed the deceased’s land to transfer to a son, 

daughter, brother, uncle, or other blood relative, but did not provide for the land to 

transfer to a his widow.  The Hebrew word “makar”, used in vs. 3 can be translated 

as “sell”, but this same word is used close by in Scripture (and in time) in Judg 3.8; 

4.2-3; and 10.7-8 where it says the Lord ‘sold’ Israel into the hand of an enemy.  

In each case, there was no compensation involved.  The Lord “makar” (verb), 

allowed Israel’s enemies to ‘use’ in a sense, Israel for whatever oppression the 
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enemy chose.  Yet always, their ‘use’ stopped short of the destruction of Israel.  

The legal principle still exists today in the principle of “usufruct”, defined as: “the 

right to enjoy the use and advantages of another’s property short of the destruction 

or waste of its substance.”  Without getting too complicated, here is the probable 

solution to the problem raised by Boaz’s statement.  What had probably happened 

is that Elimelech had sold his property before the family went to Moab.  Under 

Mosaic Law, such a ‘sale’ would be the actual sale of the produce of the land, not 

the land itself.  At the Jubilee, which occurred every 7th and 50th years, debts were 

forgiven, those who had sold themselves into slavery because of debt would be 

freed and property would be restored to the original owner.       

Elimelech’s decision to go to Moab was a terrible decision as we discussed in week 

two.  It demonstrated a lack of trust in God, but Elimelech was desperate to feed 

his family.  Selling the land may have sustained them for a while, but when the 

money was gone, he decided on Moab because there was food in that land.  As we 

know, Elimelech died there.  His land would have passed to Mahlon but he died too.  

So two widows, Naomi and Ruth, are tangled in this mess.  It presents an 

interesting legal challenge for those called to hear and adjudicate at the city gate.  

The custom at this time in Israel was that although the man’s widow did not inherit 

the land, she had the use of it until she died.  At that time, the land would pass on 

to the nearest relative.  At this point in time, Naomi has the right to the land 

although apparently it is ‘owned’ i.e. the right to grow, harvest and sell what the 

land produces belongs to someone outside of the family.  Naomi’s “selling the 

parcel of land…” means she is telling the court that she is giving up all usufruct 

interest in the land.  By doing so, the nearest relative of Elimelech’s can redeem the 

land.  When Mr. So-and-So is told that if he chooses to redeem the land, he also 

acquires Ruth because by her marriage to Mahlon, she is a part of Elimelech’s 

family although, like Naomi, she has no rights over the land.  The nearest relative, 

Mr. So-and-So decides against exercising his right to redeem the land.  This leaves 

Boaz free to then become the kinsman-redeemer and he states his intention to do 

so to all who are gathered at the gate to hear the matter.   

   

1.   Read Ruth 1:2 and 1:20-21.  Has your opinion of Elimelech’s decision to move 

to Moab been changed by this additional information regarding the status of the 

land?      
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2.   How does the information above add to your understanding of why Naomi saw 

the opportunity for Boaz as a kinsman-redeemer?  How does this effect your 

thinking about her statement in 1:21 that she has come back empty?   

 

 

 

 

Study:  Boaz comes out with the reason for the meeting.  He wants to know if the 

closest relative of Elimelech’s will redeem the field.  Mr. So-and-So’s first words are 

“I will redeem it.”  in vs. 4.  But Boaz then, in vs. 5, presents a problem.  “The day 

you buy the field from the hand of Naomi, you also acquire Ruth the Moabite, the 

widow of the dead, in order to perpetuate the name of the dead in his inheritance.”    

 

3.  Read Deuteronomy 25:5-6.  Why does Boaz say that the nearest relative of 

Elimelech, when choosing to ‘redeem’ that land also acquire Ruth?     

 

 

 

Study:  Presented with this news, the nearest relative has several options.  First, 

although not legally bound, he could redeem the field, thereby accepting 

responsibility for Elimelech’s estate, marry Ruth, and insure the well-being of 

Naomi.  This would be the moral thing to do.  He could redeem the field but then 

refuse to marry Ruth when the transaction is completed.  Third, he could redeem 

the field, take on the responsibility of Ruth and Naomi, but then offer Ruth in 

marriage to Boaz.  Or, he could refuse and allow Boaz to act as the kinsman-

redeemer.   

4.  According to vs. 6, what does Mr. So-and-So do?  Why does he say it might 

impair his inheritance?  (hint: think through the first three options.) 
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Seeing Christ in the scriptures 

1.   The details and complications of Mosaic Law can seem overwhelming.  How do 

these laws protect God’s people?     

 

 

 

 

2.  Why is the carrying on of a name in ancient Israel so important that it’s 

protected by laws?  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Next week: Ruth 4:9-12 


