
     
Ruth 4:1-2. Boaz Sets the Stage 

As Naomi predicted, Boaz sets out immediately to settle the 
matter of Ruth with the nearer kinsman. While there is some urgency in 
the matter, his leisurely pace suggests that he is in control of a strategy. 
He doesn’t simply knock on the man’s door in order to have a quiet 
conversation about marriage. He created a very formal, very public, and 
quite a complex interaction. Remember, Boaz has pledged to do as Ruth 
asked, and so has devised a way to meet her request. 

While Ruth carried out Naomi’s scheme at night, Boaz carries out 
Ruth’s scheme publicly in the daylight. 

Boaz stations himself at the city gate at ‘rush hour,’ and finds the 
man he is looking for. As requested by Boaz, they both sit down. We don’t 
get to know his name, but in Hebrew he is called ‘ploni almoni,’ which 
literally means ‘what’s his name’ or ‘so and so’. The narrator then refers 
to him as ‘go’el’ (redeemer). ‘What’s his name’ then declines his role, and 
leaves. 

Boaz assembles ten elders to act as witnesses to the conversation 
and bids them sit down as well, which they do. Boaz then goes on, 
referring to the patriarchal customs, not for personal gain and exclusion, 
but for inclusion of a foreign widow into the community, and for her 
elderly mother-in-law’s enrichment. Boaz demonstrates how virtue is 
found in how and for whom it is used. As Sakenfield states: 

“By their actions, Ruth and Boaz give us a glimpse not just of how 
we should live, but also what the loyal kindness of God might look like . . 
. . . . The story of Ruth and the story of Jesus Christ invite us to love loyal 

kindness and to follow the God in whom the dividing walls of hostility are 
still being broken.” 

Ruth 4:3-4. Boaz Sets the Trap 

It is a complex conversation, with a clear outcome. Boaz begins 
by introducing a new piece of information. He says that Naomi is selling 
a piece of land.   

We ask: What land? How did Boaz know about it? Why hasn’t this 
been mentioned before? The only hint is in the answers given. 

Boaz says that he gave ‘what’s his name’ the opportunity to buy 
the land first, before Boaz does. (See Leviticus 25:25) This is to do with 
keeping the land in the family. As Boaz said he would buy it if ‘what’s his 
name’ didn’t, there is no pressure on ‘what’s his name’ for the sake of 
the family to purchase it. If Naomi had any male heirs, this purchase 
would not have been advantageous for the relative, because sooner or 
later the year of Jubilee would roll around; the property would then 
return to the heirs, and he would lose his investment. But, if she has no 
heirs, he will be able to do well by doing good – that is, give her cash and 
acquire the land for himself as an investment.  

Jubilee was the year in which all land was returned to its ancestral 
owners and all Israelite slaves were freed. It happened at the end of seven 
Sabbatical cycles of seven years each, and it was proclaimed by blowing 
the Saphar (ram’s horn trumpet) on the Day of Atonement. The land was 
also left fallow in the Jubilee year. 

We now realise that ‘what’s his name’ should have been the first 
to help Naomi and Ruth. Now, whether or not this property exists, Boaz 
has smoked out the family resources and motivations. 

Ruth 4:5-8. Boaz Springs the Trap 

What Boaz says is quite tricky to follow. Most translators say it 
thus: 

“The day you acquire the field from the hand of Naomi, you are 
also acquiring Ruth the Moabite, the widow of the dead man, to maintain 
the dead man’s name in his inheritance.” (4:5) 



So, if ‘what’s his name’ is going to help himself by redeeming the 
property, he also has to fulfil the role of ‘levir’ to Ruth; marrying her to 
produce an heir for her dead husband - an heir who will one day inherit 
this property! This seems to come as a surprise to this fellow, and he is 
thus happy to not to have to comply with his obligation. 

Boaz has added to Ruth’s marriage proposal the task of 
reclaiming property that Naomi had owned, but most likely lost use of 
during her ten-year absence. Some commentators have suggested that 
‘what’s his name’, as next of kin, may have already been farming the land. 
He had the right to do this, and now has the right to buy it outright. 
However, if Ruth has a child, he would lose the land and what he paid for 
it. 

Either way, Boaz has set a trap for ‘what’s his name’, for whom 
the value of the possible investment has plummeted. In backing out of 
the deal he legitimizes Boaz’s application of both the law and custom. 

The interaction between Boaz concerning Ruth, while on one 
level seems to be concerned with property and Ruth bearing children, 
shows more respect than these functional roles suggest. Boaz did not 
view Ruth as mere property; nor does Ruth see Boaz as a ‘meal ticket’. 

Boaz refers to Ruth using the words ‘widow, maintain, 
inheritance’ strategically to disguise her worth, her participation, and his 
interest in her, thus avoiding the competition he might have 
encountered. 

Ruth 4:9-22. The Chorus Sings and the Curtain Rings 

So, without further ado, Boaz turns to the elders who have 
witnessed this interchange, to affirm that he is buying everything that 
belonged to Naomi and her dead family, including Ruth. He restates his 
altruistic purpose of maintaining the name of the dead over the family 
property. Everyone states, “We are witnesses.” They then pronounce a 
blessing on Ruth that is filled with ironic significance – invoking traditions, 
it must be said, somewhat selectively! 

First, they ask that God make her like Rachel and Leah – from 
whom the entire nation of Israel was born. 

Second, that her house be like that of the house of Perez – the 
son of Judah whose unintended levirate marriage to Tamar, brought 
about the unintended birth of twins (Perez and Zerah). 

As soon as the elaborate transaction is closed, in one verse Boaz 
and Ruth are married. They are blessed with a son, Obed, for whose 
conception God is given the credit. 

The chorus of women who welcomed Naomi back at the end of 
chapter one, now interpret her story: 

God has given her a redeemer, who will be a ‘restorer of life and 
nourisher in your old age’. (4:15) 

They assert Ruth’s value to Naomi, “for your daughter-in-law who 
loves you, who is more to you than seven sons, has borne him.” 

In the end it is Ruth, the foreign widow – not husband or sons – who 
has shown exemplary loyalty and love to an old woman who had become 
embittered, and who is now extolled. 

The final genealogies serve as a kind of punchline. Ruth’s story began 
as a very local one with an obscure, displaced and bereft family of women. 
Ironically, the events of this story lead to an empire – the one created and 
ruled by King David. 

 

 
 
 

Ruth appears again in 
Matthew 1, in the lineage of Jesus. 
She and the three other women 
mentioned – Rahab, Tamar, 
Bathsheba – are all foreign women.  

Rachel Starr notes the fact 
that all of these women were placed 
in precarious situations, so perhaps 
the author of Matthew was seeking 
to prepare the gospel readers for 
Jesus’ alternative family. 

 
 


