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Introduction
WOT.| drıven by verbal and wriıtten communitcatıon easıly tend

forget that there 1S also another WdYy of communicatıng. Thıs non-spoken, 1OMN-

wrıtten medium 1S sometimes SVENn LLNOTC ımportant than the wrıtten verbal
Unfortunately thıs channel of communıcatıon has for long time been the
oundlıng of the socılal SCIENCES. ccordıng arne the relatıve neglect
of thıs fundamental form of communtıcatıon 1S cultural and ‘trom long-
tandıng blas agamst the body 1n the Western philosophıcal and rel1210Us
tradıtions DE In thıs Western MO the mınd Was egarded dSs the locus of
rationalıty, whNnıle the body Was SCCI1 d the “mater1al IO0Cus for physıca. CXDICS-
SION of irrationalıty, feelıng and emotion.” Bodıly practices WeIC therefore SCCI1

dSs “primıtıve” and “uncıvılısed.”
In remarks gestural language In the Hebrew of CENTUrYy

dSO ONC ST1 detects blas towards thıs mode of express10n. ackıe. for CXanll-

ple, al the end of the J9 CEeNTUTY: “Gesture 1s much resorted by
Orientals In the communıtıcatıon of theır oughts and expression of theır
feelıngsNonverbal Communication and Narrative Literature:  / Genesis 39 and the Ruth Novella'  Paul Kruger  1. Introduction  In a world driven by verbal and written communication we easily tend to  forget that there is also another way of communicating. This non-spoken, non-  written medium is sometimes even more important than the written or verbal.  Unfortunately this channel of communication has for a long time been the  foundling child of the social sciences. According to Farnell the relative neglect  of this fundamental form of communication is cultural and stems ““from a long-  standing bias against the body in the Western philosophical and religious  traditions ...”?. In this Western model the mind was regarded as the locus of  rationality, while the body was seen as the “material locus for physical expres-  sion of irrationality, feeling and emotion.”® Bodily practices were therefore seen  as “primitive” and “uncivilised.”  In remarks on gestural language in the Hebrew Bible of a century or two  ago one still detects a bias towards this mode of expression. Mackie, for cexam-  ple, notes at the end of the 19” century: “Gesture is much resorted to by  Orientals in the communication of their thoughts and expression of their  feelings. ... Where we control our feelings, }hey are controlled by them.”* This  notion of “primitivism” as far as this type of communication is concerned, 1s  also evident in Vorwahl’s remark on Oriental gestural language: „... am ausge-  prägtesten findet sie sich bei den Völkern Asiens, die sich nicht scheuen, ihren  Gefühlen freien Lauf zu lassen. “  That this medium of communication was of fundamental importance in the  ancient world, however, is clear from an observation made by Petermann, a  traveller to the ancient Near East in the 19” century:  „Bei der Begrüssung wie beim Ausdruck des Dankes fahren sie mit der  rechten Hand nach unten, gleichsam um Staub von dem Boden zu nehmen,  dann nach der Brust, dem Mund und der Stirn, und die Untergebenen  ergreifen die Rechte des Höheren, küssen sie und legen sie dann zum  This contribution is an adapted version of an article published in the Journal of  Northwest Semitic Languages 24/1 (1998), 141-164.  Farnell, Gesture 536.  Farnell, Gesture 537.  Mackie, Gestures 162 (my emphasis).  CÖ ı Wı b  Vorwahl, Gebärdensprache 5.Where contro|l OUTr eelıngs, they AVeEe controlled DYy them  »4 Thıs
notion of “primıtıvism ” dSs far dS thıs Lype of communticatıon 1S concerned, 15
alsO evident Vorwa remark Orjental estural languageNonverbal Communication and Narrative Literature:  / Genesis 39 and the Ruth Novella'  Paul Kruger  1. Introduction  In a world driven by verbal and written communication we easily tend to  forget that there is also another way of communicating. This non-spoken, non-  written medium is sometimes even more important than the written or verbal.  Unfortunately this channel of communication has for a long time been the  foundling child of the social sciences. According to Farnell the relative neglect  of this fundamental form of communication is cultural and stems ““from a long-  standing bias against the body in the Western philosophical and religious  traditions ...”?. In this Western model the mind was regarded as the locus of  rationality, while the body was seen as the “material locus for physical expres-  sion of irrationality, feeling and emotion.”® Bodily practices were therefore seen  as “primitive” and “uncivilised.”  In remarks on gestural language in the Hebrew Bible of a century or two  ago one still detects a bias towards this mode of expression. Mackie, for cexam-  ple, notes at the end of the 19” century: “Gesture is much resorted to by  Orientals in the communication of their thoughts and expression of their  feelings. ... Where we control our feelings, }hey are controlled by them.”* This  notion of “primitivism” as far as this type of communication is concerned, 1s  also evident in Vorwahl’s remark on Oriental gestural language: „... am ausge-  prägtesten findet sie sich bei den Völkern Asiens, die sich nicht scheuen, ihren  Gefühlen freien Lauf zu lassen. “  That this medium of communication was of fundamental importance in the  ancient world, however, is clear from an observation made by Petermann, a  traveller to the ancient Near East in the 19” century:  „Bei der Begrüssung wie beim Ausdruck des Dankes fahren sie mit der  rechten Hand nach unten, gleichsam um Staub von dem Boden zu nehmen,  dann nach der Brust, dem Mund und der Stirn, und die Untergebenen  ergreifen die Rechte des Höheren, küssen sie und legen sie dann zum  This contribution is an adapted version of an article published in the Journal of  Northwest Semitic Languages 24/1 (1998), 141-164.  Farnell, Gesture 536.  Farnell, Gesture 537.  Mackie, Gestures 162 (my emphasis).  CÖ ı Wı b  Vorwahl, Gebärdensprache 5.e_
prägtesten S1Ce sıch be1 den ern Asıens, die sich nicht scheuen, ihren
Gefühlen freien Lauf zu lassen. 65

That thıs medium of communıtıcatıon Was of ndamen: ımportance in the
ancıent WOor. however, 1S clear irom observatıon made by Petermann,
traveller the ancıent Near ast the 19% CENTLUTY:

„Be1 der Begrüssung wIe beim Ausdruck des Dankes fahren Ss1e mıiıt der
rechten and nach unten, gleichsam Staub VOoNn dem Boden nehmen,
dann nach der Brust, dem Mund und der Stirn, und dıe Untergebenen
ergreifen dıe Rechte des Höheren, küssen Ss1e und legen s1e ann /ZU111

'hıs contrıibution 15 adapted version of artıcle publıshed In the Journal of
Northwest Semuitic anguages 24/1 (1998)
Farnell, (Gjesture 536
Farnell, (Giesture 5a
Mackıe, (jestures 162 (my emphasıs).D DE Oorwahl, Gebärdensprache
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Zeichen der Unterwürfigkeıt auf iıhren Kopf WEn S1e etwas bejahen
wollen, schütteln Ss1e miıt dem KopfePaul Kruger — BN NF 141 (2009)  Zeichen der Unterwürfigkeit auf ihren Kopf ... wenn sie etwas bejahen  wollen, so schütteln sie mit dem Kopfe ... wollen sie bemerklich machen,  dass sie keinen Anteil an einer Sache haben, so greifen sie mit der rechten  Hand an den oberen Rockzipfel und schütteln ihn.“°  Note that this manner of communicating testifies to a total absence of  speech.  If one glances through the indexes and tables of contents of Hebrew Bible  encyclopaedias, however, one usually searches in vain for an entry on “non-  verbal communication””/“gesture”/ „Gebärden“.” Yet the phenomenon of non-  verbal communication is such a fundamental ingredient of human nature that no  culture, including that of the Hebrew Bible, can be fully comprehended without  also taking cognisance of this central characteristic. Very often one comes  across the description of some or other kind of nonverbal behaviour. Already at  the beginning of the Hebrew Bible, where the story of creation is recounted, a  certain emotion is expressed in a nonverbal fashion (Gen 3:8). A little later (Gen  4) we hear that Cain became very angry and again this inner feeling is mani-  fested in a nonverbal manner: “his face fell” (v.5).* Fortunately the subject of  nonverbal communication has gained in popularity in recent decades, especially  in the social-scientific disciplines of psychology and anthropology” and this also  has a positive impact on the study of the similar evidence in the ancient Medi-  terranean/classical and ancient Near Eastern worlds.!°  One of the first landmark investigations on the study of this phenomenon in  the ancient Mediterranean world is the one by Sittl!! (1890). At more or less the  same time Goldziher (1886) conducted an investigation into the gesture and  sign language of the ancient Arabs!? and placed special emphasis on the fact  that gestural language was the normal and not the exceptional means of expres-  sion for that part of the world. Half a century later Vorwahl (1932)'* published  his study, which is limited to the ancient Israelite culture. In the course of time  the focus of attention became broader, but also more and more specific. Gruber  Goldziher, Geberden 370.  See, however, the fine contribution by Burke, Gesture.  ©N  For the nonverbal expression of emotions, cf. Kruger, Emotions, with literature.  See especially the studies by Poyatos, particularly Poyatos, Perspectives, and  10  Poyatos, Communication.  For the former, see e.g. Botha, Gesture, with literature, and more recently Boegehold,  Gesture.  4  12  Sittl, Gebärden.  Goldziher, Geberden.  13  Vorwahl, Gebärdensprache.wollen S1E bemerklıich machen,
ass SI1E keinen Anteıl eiıner Sache aben, oreıfen SIE mıt der rechten
and den oberen Rockzipfel und schütteln ihn.“6

Note that thıs anner of communicatıng testifies o total absence of
speech.

If ONC glances through the indexes and es of of Hebrew
encyclopaedıas, however, OMNC usually searches In vaın fOor Cn “non-
verbal communiıcatıon ”/“ *gesture””/ ‚„„‚Gebärden‘‘./ Yet the phenomenon of 1OMN-

verbal cOommMmuUnNIcCaAtIion 1S such ndamen ingredient ofhuman that
culture, includıng that of the Hebrew 1  €; Cal be tully comprehended wıthout
also ng cCognIisance of thıs central characterıistic. Very often OTNC

ACTOSS the description of SOTIIC OT other kınd of nonverbal behavıour. Already aft
the eginnıng of the Hebrew e9 where the STOTY of creation 1S recounted,
certaın emotıon 1S expressed In nonverbal ashıon (Gen later (Gen

hear that aın became V AL y and agaın thıs nner feelıng 1S manı-
fested in nonverbal °°h1Ss face fell” VD Fortunately the ubject of
nonverbal communtIcatıon has gaıned in popuları In recent decades, especlally
In the soc1lal-scientific dıscıplınes of psychology and anthropology” and thıs also
has posıtıve impact the study of the siımılar evidence in the ancıent edi-
terranean/classıcal and ancıent Near Eastern worlds. !©0

One of the fırst andmar: investigat1ons the study of thıs phenomenon In
the ancıent Mediterranean WOT. 15 the OTIC by Sitt1!' (1890) INOTEC less the
SamIllc time Goldzıher (18806) conducted investigation nto the gesture and
s1gn language of the ancıent Arabs!* and placed pecıal emphasıs the fact
that gestural anguage Was the normal and NOLT the exceptional of CADICS-
S10N fOr that part of the WOT alf later Vorwahl publıshed
hıs study, 1C 1S 1mıted o the ancıent Israelıte culture. In the COUTSC of time
the fOocus of attention became broader, but also INOIC and INOTE specıfic. Tuber

Goldzıher, Geberden 37()
566e however. the fıne contribution by Burke, (GestureVE SS OO OR For the nonverbal expression of emot1ions, cf. Kruger, Emotions, ıth Iıterature.
See especılally the studıes by POoyatos, partıcularly Poyatos, Perspectives, and

| ()
POoyatos, Communicatıon.
FOor the former, SCC Botha., Gesture, ıth ıterature, and LNOTIC recently Boegehold,
es|
Sıttl. Gebärden.
Goldzıher, Geberden.
Vorwahl, Gebärdensprache.
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restricts hıs examınatıon only OLC sphere f lıfe, VIZ. the emotıional-
eXpress1ve s1de. The advantage of hI1s work 1S that semantıc parallels irom
Mesopotamıa and Ugarıt aIrc lıkewıise taken Into aCCOountT. Wıth regar| the
DIOVCHNALCC of law. the fine studıes öVıberg the Hebrew Bible)'” and
alu. Mesopotamia)"® INaYy be mentioned. alu. continued hıs IC-

search along the Sd1I1L1C Iınes and in 2002 produce: hIis HN OpUuS, a
should be cCompulsory readıng for aAaNyYONC interested the cultural-symbolıc
fundamentals underlyıng the ancıent Near Eastern and Hebrew worlds
Thıs (physıcally eaVy monograp) 1S exemplary the that ıt traces,
amongst other thıngs, the s1gn1ficance of anı Y plece of ‚ymbolıc evidence In the
mıinutest detaıls ofHebrew narratives !®

The exploratıon of nonverbal informatıon 1conographıc OUTCCS, 1kewı1se,
dıd nNot lag and ONC of the irst investigat1ions thıs topıc Was by üller

Wds taken further Dy, amongst others, ee] hIs ploneering 1CONO-
oraphic study the conceptual and ‚ymbolıc WOT. of the peoples of the
ancıent Near Kast, and especılally the WOT. first edition).“*

The INOTEC modest aım of thıs contribution 1S LO ıllustrate, the basıs of only
examples firom the Hebrew (Gen 39 and the Ruth novella), the inter-

esting perspectives that IMNaYy be opened T the explıcıt fOCus 1S directed
SOTINC (sometimes apparently insıgnıficant) nonverbal-symbolıc detaıls these
narratıve al  un  ' 1E the tradıtıonal WaY of readıng/exegesI1s, mostly
overlooked

The s1gnıficance of ega ymbolıc aCTS In narratıve Iıterature
In INanYy SO-Calle. pre-industrıial socleties (Ssometimes also called ““nDerforma-

t1ve cultures””)“' the weakness of lıteracy explaıns the ımportance of ‚ymbolıc
aCTsS ega results WCIC NOT wrıtten, but symbolically Sacted:” as Maıne aplı1y
remarks: “Gestures and words took the place of wriıtten technıcal phra-

Gruber, Aspects.
Vıberg, Symbols.
Malul, Studıies.
Malul, Knowledge.

18 Besıides these contributions. cT. also the sem1ımnal study by Kılmer. Gestures See also
Kruger, Hem : Kruger, S1ıgnificance; Kruger, cts.
Müller, Darstellungen.

20 Dıie Welt der altorıentalıschen Bıldsymbolik. For INOTEC recent contriıbutlons along the
Sd111Cc lınes, cf. Domuinicus, Gesten, and Choksky, Reverence.
See Hıbbıts, Senses.
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seology.  9222 Was only In the thırteenth CeNturYy, when state bureaucracıes
started SIOW and helped spread lıteracy, that thıs sıtuation changed.“

(ne of the Arcas In the ancıent Near ast where ““symbolıc acts” played
important role WAas In establıshıng OT dıssolving agreements OT relationships.““
Viberg,“ eferred above, explores the s1gn1ıficance of Varıo0us of these ...  acts  29
ıIn the Hebrew 1ble COoNntext. I5 ONEC glances through h1s of (Contents, it 1S
interesting otfe that the overwhelming maJorıty of instances he lısts fOCUS
the constitution of relatıonshı1ps, such A shakıng the and,” “anomting the
head wıth O11 “transferring the mantle, sharıng meal,” “plercıng the Cal of

slave, covering the prospective wiıfe wıth mantle” and “putting the
the knee.” In the CdSC of the opposıte, VIZ. the dissolution of assocılatıon,

only ONC example 1S supplıed, VIZ. “the removal of the sandal.” In thıs
connection he COU ave NCIude: couple INOTEC rıtuals representatıve of the
ega NUANCE of d1ıssocıation, lıke (1) “the washıng of the hands” ecu 6-7)
(11) ““the shakıng of the fold of the robe  29 (Neh 5A5 111 “the strıppiıng of the
garment” ZE| 2Z6:16: Hos 5-1 1V) “the ymbolıc actıvıty of rnvıing
OTINCONC Out into the Street and (V) “Jeavıng the garment In someone’s h d”
(Gen The fırst four examples have been discussed elsewhere*/ and 111
NOT elaborate them eT. 111 dea]l only wıth the ast example (Gen

the ega s1gnıficance of IC 1S usually overlooked In exegetical
exposıtions.

Leavıng the garment another’s hand (Gen 39 12)
The ıtem of clothing, being extension of the bearer’s personalıty, Wäas of

the importance In the ancıent Near Eastern ega sphere.“® In (jenes1is 30
COMNNC dCTOSS another urvıval of such ega rıte elatıng fo clothıng, but, dSs

mentioned above., ıt 1s not ommonly regarde: In thıs 1g The ega meanıng
of the tual 15 confirmed Dy the ADPCATANCC of simılar (I1IC In comparable
CIrcumstances In the 1sdom Book of 1gar (see below). The ep1sode In
(jenesI1is eCOUNTS the eNCOUNTer between Joseph and the wıfe of otıphar and
how he managed CSCADC her advances. A the beginnıng her designs hım

Maıne, |_aw 256 See also Schmidt-Wiegand, Gebärdensprache.
24

Schmutt, Ratiıonale
See Munn-Rankın, Dıplomacy:; Kruger, Acts; Hıllers, Rıte, and INOTE recently Malul,
Idıoms.
Vıberg, Symbols.
He refers thıs acT, but does not discuss ıt further for he regards ıt borderlıne
ASCcC “"Jegal aCcts wıthın cultıc law  7 (Vıberg, Symbols 4)
See Malul, Studıies97-and Kruger, cts 166-168
Petschow, Gewand(saum Ma
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WEeIC merely of “nonverbal” nature (“she looked UD al hım, lıterally: “ra1i1sed
her CYCS hım, V:/a) but ıt Was nNnot long before che started enticıng hım wıth
her verbal proposıt1ons (“he wıth me,  27 vV.7b, 10) when all these attempts
faıled, che went (: calculated actıon. Thıs appene OMC day HE Joseph
Wäas busy wıth hıs roya) duties In hIis master’s house: ograbbed hım by hIs
cloak and Sa1ld:; °‘he wıth me But he left hıs C103 In her hand and fled Out of the
house” (v. Z

Iwo dıistinct gestures A escr1bed, each s1gnıfyıng dıfferent intention: the
first ONC 1S performed by Potiphar’s wıfe and the second (OTIC by Joseph. The
first ONEC (“t0 W5M) NOT only has definıte sexual connotation,“” but al the
Sdallle time has clear urıdıcal pomting „zeichenhafte(r) Besıtzan-
Spruchs.

Joseph’s gesture, the other hand, 1S 1kewise not automatıc reflex in
order elude her STasp That Potiphar’s wiıfe MUST have been cognıisant of the
urldıcal s1gn1ıfiıcance of Joseph’s becomes evıdent when ONC 1stens
carefully her vers1ion of the STOTY her household She manıpulates
ımportant plece of evidence In her tavour. nstead of sayıng that he leift the
cloak ...  1ın her hand” she makes the claım that he left ıt ...  near (>3N) her

ds chıft the ame Joseph and make ıt appPCar that he Wäds the
initiator.®! That Joseph’s actıon COU. NOT have been accıdental, but Was

invested wıth specıfic urıdıcal content, becomes when comparıng it
wıth paralle tual sımılar Circumstances In the 1sdom Book of Ahıgar
(Sayıng The texTi dSs ollows

If wıicked INan STasSpS the irınge of your garment,
leave ıt In hıs hand.
Then join  33 Shamash,
he (wıll) take hat 15 hıs and ll g1ve ıt yOU.

As In the Casc of the Joseph narratıve, the dramatis each performs
rıte the wıcked 111all resorts ges  c (“grasping the irınge of the

garment‘‘) IC 1S wıdely attested In dıfferent ancıent Near Eastern SsOcC1a] and

See Prov PE and Kottsieper,
Lıwak, {DS 735
Hamaılton, o0k 46 /
Lindenberger, Proverbs 174 Des1ignated by Kottsieper, 3 9 and Cowley, Papyrı
AT dSs olumn x11:13-14, and Sayıngs 1/1-172, respectively.

33 'hıs rendering Sstems from Kottssieper, El 3 Ü who CONNECTIS the root ıth the of
dnh In Syriac and Mandaıiıc. Lindenberger, Proverbs 1 /4, ...  appeal” and
Cowley, Papyrı 225, “approach” (wıth question mark). See Iso the recent S-
latıon ofNıehr, Ahigar 45, who OptS for ° Zuflucht nehmen.”
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rel1g10us CONTEXTS d avıng varyıng significations.”“ In lıne wıth Ugarıtıc X
such dSs Ugarıtıc 11 9- I Hebrew such d Sam S
and Zech 6:253 such gesture COU be regarde: A4s aCctT of supplıcatiıon
order 118 persuade OTINMNECONC O hearken plea.”? (Jur DASSaLC 1S not explicıt
the specıfic content of the petition, but viewed the 1g of (Gjen 39:12 and
TOV 443 ıt MOST probably pomts IO sexual connotation.® Thıs. accordıng o
the proverb, the victim should resist wıth all W 10 s1ıgna that he 1S Ser10us
In hıs intention do d  , he 1S ummoned ;4t0 leave the irınge of h1s garment”
the hand of the adversary.

The possession of someone’s hem COU. however, have negatıve
connotatıion. Thıs 1S known irom several Marı letters where the .6  T  h t” DULtS
hımself under the dominatıon and authorıty of another (n that CAdSC the ıng Dy
presenting plece of his garment and ock of his hair  37 estermann explaıns
the Genes1is PAssSagc In the SAaIinec veıin. He wrıtes: : Jetzt sieht S1e sSe1In
eWwan! S1e nımmt wahr dass GE en ihrer and ZurucKgelassen hatte In
meılner Han 1im Hebräischen auch: me1ı1ner Gewalt’‘‘.>$ Thıs COU be
the s1gn1ıficance when viewed irom the perspective of the antagon1st, but
e  ıtely not from that of the protagonist. much closer paralle 1s OUnN! In
ancıent Near Eastern LTealy X where Varı0us rıtuals WEeEIC performed by the
contracting partıes the OCCasıon of the establıshment of these D:  ' such d

“°to bınd the hem of the garment”, “t0 hold the hem  29 and ""tO se1Ze the hem of
the garmen of Whıiıle the “se1ZINg of the hem of the garment‘” hınts at

ges  C of submissıon (usually the ubject Was the vassal and the object the
(Gireat Kıng), the prec1se opposıte, MASZ: “the abandonıng of the hem of the
garment ofX”, functions dSs tual ofdefection.“©

If 10  S consıder the 1gar and (jenes1is agamnst thıs back-
ground, ıt 1S important 18 note that the of “the eavıng of the garment in
the hand, 1ıke “the abandonıng of the hem, marks the conclusıon of certaın
PIOCCSS. Juridıically cCommunIcates the fınal ‚patıal separatıon from poten-
tıally negatıve sphere. In the 1gar example the 1UAaNCC of fmnalıty 1S CVCN LLLIOIC

distinet: only when the intention of dissoc1atıon 1S g1ven publıc (and ur1dıcal)
expression Dy the performance of the rıtual, then (note the temporal

Kruger, S1gnificance.
Kruger, S1ıgnificance.
See C Kottsieper, El S03
Ellermeıer, Prophetie HI2
Westermann. enes1is 37-50.63

39 See Munn-Rankın, Dıplomacy 91-92, and Kruger, S1gnificance.
Munn-Rankın, Diplomacy 91-92:; McCarthy, Treaty
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ihen An : “Then Jom hamash) the victim INaYy deem hımself fıt constIi-
tutfe LIC  S allıance, thıs time wıth the sacred sphere.“'

Some aspects ofnonverbal cCcCommuntıcatıon the Ruth novella
The Ruth novella has been paıns  IV explore: from Varıo0ous lıterary

angles syntactically, semantıcally, rhetorically, structurally, eic The equally
vıtal of nonverbal informatıon 1S mostly neglected NOT adequately
ttended the study of classıcal ıterature IHNOTC attention has thus far been
devoted thıs theme and INAanY posıtıve results have been obtaıned ouUg.
such analyses.““
f ıt 1S borne In mınd (accordıng the nonverbal communıcatıon,

Ooyatos that
(1) substantıal part of allıy narratıve text 1S almed al describing nonverbal

actıvıty;
11) that the author. by domg, acknowledges the lımıtatıon of wrıtten-

typographical presentatıon; and
ın that the ratıo between verbal and nonverbal actıvıtles must be indıcatıon

ofcertaın characterIistics of the writers, *
then the investigation of narratıve from thıs perspective, includıng

Hebrew aCCOUNIS, be MOSst ewardıng and Especılally profit-
able dIC those aSpecCts 16 ““produce: by the human body dAS soclalızıng
organısm. ””“ ubjects of eENqUIrY COU. be the ollowıng: physıque and personal
dADDCAaTANCC, bodıly sıgnals (gestures, postures, bodıly movements), facıal
press1ons and bodıly cContact (e.g. terrıtorlalıty, ‚patıal behavıour proxemics).””
Thıs Lype of informatıon 1S present an Yy narratıve texTi lesser OT greater
eOoTEE, epending the verall artıstic es1gn of the wrıter.

Most of the categories elatıng nonverbal cCommunıcatıon also present
In the Ruth STOrYy and 1ıkewı1se meriıt detaı1led investigatıon. 1s NOT 111y
objective here, however, investigate them all What ll do In thıs section 1S

make few observatıons the representatiıon of the CategoOory ““proxemi1cs”
(spatıal behavıour) In thıs novella, and IHNOTC specıfically apters and 3
where the fırst encCcounter between the maın characters, Boaz and Ruth, 1S

41 See Kottsieper, El
See C Poyatos, Forms:; Lateıner, Communicatıon; Holoka, Communication; Boe-
gehold, Gesture. For sımılar investigations regardıng the Joseph and Davıd storles ıIn
the Hebrew Bıble, c1. Matthews, Anthropology, and Prouser, Throne, respectively.
Poyatos, Forms 296-297
Poyatos, Forms 297
See Ol0. Communication, who investigates these categories in classıcal hıterature.
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recorded. Proxemics these chapters reveals lot about the inner CI110-

tional Stances of the characters.
all defines proxemi1Ccs dASs the “interrelated observatıons and theorıes of

man’s USC of AaSs specılalıze: elaboratıon of culture . ?’46 He er
that “ Wrıters, 1ıke paınters, aIic often concerned wıth The UCCESS ın
communicatıng perception depends UDOI the uUusSec of v1isual and other clues o
CONVCY different degrees of closeness.  47 One of Hall’s MoOst Important contrI1-
butions 1S hıs dıserımınatıon of four distance intimate, personal, socılal
and publıc. 1S ımportant, he Sdy>, “t0 recogn1ıse these Varıous of involve-
ment and the actıvıties, relatıonshıps, and emotions assoc1ated wıth each  ‘”48 IThe
NIıMATe distance, for example, begıns wıth close phase distance of OVEe-
makıng and wrestling, comforting and protecting””),” and far phase where
““heads, 1ghs, and pelvıs AIc nOot easıly brought into cContact but an Caln
reach and STASD extremities.  »„”50 The Nnexti “zone of ınvolvement” 1S personal
distance. the close phase interactants Can reach Out and touch each other, but
al the far phase they do only ıf they extend theır 1: The physıca
Ocatıon s1ıgnals the nature of the relatıonshıp: the closer, the INOTC involved.
social distance the ımportant socı1al interact1ons dIiC the modalıtıes of hearıng
and see1ng. In far soc1al distances soc1a] interactions be termıinated 0)8

inıtiated wıthout rudeness. Fınally, he also dıstinguishes public distance
domaın where the mandatory recognıtion of the others 1S longer soclally 1C-

quired.””
examınatıon of Ruth and the fırst part of Chapter In terms of these

“Zzones of ıinvolvement” reveals much about the inner motivatiıons and emotions
of the characters. ADPCAIS that there 1S suhbhtle interplay between the dıfferent
soc1al dıstances. At the beginnıng the characters maımntaın publıc dıstance. but
dSs the relatıonshıps develop there 1S dıstinct through socı1al
personal and ına culmıinatıion in the Invasıon of intiımate These

Aairc communıcated by gestures and nonverbal act1ons 1C AaIlc S  {  V
co-ordinated wıth the polıteness In speech.”“

When 0a7 and Ruth SCC each other for the first time Z3): ıt 1S the
eve] of public distance. Ruth 1S OIC of those (accordıng the Levıtıcal ICQU-
latıon In LeVv 9-1 dealıng wıth the DOOT and forei1gners) who aATrec lowed

Hall, Dımensıon
Hall, Dımensı1ıon
Hall, Dımens1ion 129
Hall, Dımens1ion 50
Hall, Dımension IT
See Iso arper Wıens atarazzo. Communicatıon DGL
FOor study of the latter phenomenon, SCC Ehlıch, Hıstoricıity.
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gather CAal‘  N of oraın the TCapCIS. For Boa7z che 1S part of the publıc do-
ma1ın; therefore he refraıns from addressing her ırectly. He Inquıres through
hıs foreman about her dentity whom does thıs lady [D ] be-
long””?, V.5)

When he addresses her for the first time (v.8), che 1S promoted hıs social
al Indıcatıve of thıs EG  S 1S the In WAN1C he addresses her‘
...  MY aughter” Ehlich>® regards such form of address ds acceptance into
the clan. eıng NO  S of Boaz’s socılal che 1S consequently Nowed
chare hıs SOUTCCS and be placed under hıs protection v.9) Commenting

thıs “ınformal status” grante her here (V.8) Hubbard remarks: . ere
che tepped irom ‘outside” Israel the edge of the “inner’ cırcle.354

subsequent LIOVC che 1S drawn into hıs personal ZONe of ınvolvement.
Thıs happens when che 1S invıted theır communal meal Compare
Sasson’s insıghtful remark In thıs reSpect: °Sıf 1S be noted that thıs aCcT of sıttıng

the Sd1I11C sıde d the ICAaPDCIS must certamly ave mplıed tan the
‘tamılıa.? Beyond recelving promiısed her 9, che 1S 110  S chare
in the communal| meal. Furthermore, Boaz ımself introduces her the cıircle
of hıs amıly by presenting her wıth the fırst handfuls of roasted oraınNonverbal Communication and Narrative Literature  B  gather ears of grain behind the reapers. For Boaz she is part of the public do-  main; therefore he refrains from addressing her directly. He inquires through  his foreman about her identity (“To whom does this young lady [m7] be-  Jong” . v.5):  When he addresses her for the first time (v.8), she is promoted to his social  space. Indicative of this new status is the manner in which he addresses her:  “my daughter” (°n3). Ehlich°® regards such a form of address as acceptance into  the clan. Being part now of Boaz’s social space, she is consequently allowed to  share his water sources and to be placed under his protection (v.9). Commenting  on this “informal status” granted to her here (v.8), Hubbard remarks: “... here  she stepped from ‘outside” Israel to the outer edge of the ‘inner’ circle.  254  In a subsequent move she is drawn into his personal zone of involvement.  This happens when she is invited to their communal meal (v.14). Compare  Sasson’s insightful remark in this respect: “It is to be noted that this act of sitting  on the same side as the reapers must certainly have implied acceptance in the  ‘familia.’ Beyond receiving water promised her in verse 9, she is now to share  in the communal meal. Furthermore, Boaz himself introduces her in the circle  of his family by presenting her with the first handfuls of roasted grain ... It is  not impossible that this act of Boaz was ceremonial, perhaps quasi-legal, in  nature. ”>  The invasion of intimate space is reported at the beginning of Chapter 3 in  the well-known scene of the threshing floor. The vocabulary of these verses  contains a number of words with double entendre, and I will not comment upon  this further.°° What is of interest here, however, is the manner in which Ruth  intrudes on Boaz’s intimate space. This takes place in two stages. With the first  move she comes within “the distance of love-making” (Hall). That happens  when she quietly at midnight “bares the region of his legs and lies down” (v.7).  Whatever the precise nature of this activity, or its exact locus (“at the feet” /  “beside him””),”’ it was at close enough physical distance to disturb him in his  slumber.  Having invaded Boaz intimate sphere, she also assumes a new social role  definition: “She takes egalitarian role labels while rejecting subservient ones,”  as Berquist quite correctly remarks.”® This becomes evident when one takes  note of how she presents herself in this new situation. At the initial meeting  as  Ehlich, Historicity 82.  54  Hubbard, Book 156.  55  Sasson, Ruth 55.  SG  See the commentary by Bush, Ruth.  57  For this rendering, see Bush, Ruth 158, and Zenger, Ruth 67. See also Sasson, Ruth 93.  58  Berquist, Role dedifferentiation 30.1s
NOT ımposs1ıble that thıs aCcCTt of 097 Was ceremon1al. perhaps quası-legal,
nature ”>

The Invasıon of Intıimate 15 eported al the beginnıng of Chapter
the well-known of the threshing OOT. The vocabulary of these VEISCS

contaıns number of words wıth double entendre, and 11l NOT comment upOoN
thıs further.?® What 1S of interest here, however, 1s the In 1C. Ruth
intrudes OazZz’s intimate Thıs takes place stages. Wıth the Irst
LOVC che wıthın “the dıstance of love-makın (Hall) That happens
when she quietly al mıdnıght “bhares the reg1o0n of hıs legs and les down  29 V./)
Whatever the precI1se of thıs actıvıty, ıts locus (“at the feet”
“bes1ide hım ” )>/ ıt Was al close enough physıca dıstance dısturb hım In hıs
lumber.

avıng nvaded Boaz ıntimate sphere, che also A4ASSUTNES LIC  S sSOcC1a] role
definıtion: takes egalıtarıan role labels 1le rejecting subservıent ONES.
dSs Berquist quıte correctly remarks.°® Thıs becomes ev1ıdent when OMNC takes
NOTe of how che herself in thıs HC  S sıtuation. At the ınıtıal meeting
53 Ehlıch, Hıstoricıty

Hubbard, ook 156
55 S5asson, Ruth

See the ommentary by Bush, uth.
For thıs rendering, SCC ‚ush, Ruth 158, and Zenger, uth See also S5asson, Ruth
Berquıist, ole dedıfferentiation
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between her and Boaz che WAas ST1 egarded dSs forei1gner 2:6) later che
1s upgraded 18 “slave-gıirl” MMDW; 2:13) and here Chapter 3:9 she speaks of
herself ds “cservant“ (MDN) IC 1S apprec1ably hıgher the sSOcC1a| ladder
than “slave-girl.  2959 BYy referring o herself thıs she iıdentifies herself
dASs 66,  who m1g be taken dASs concubıne AaSs wife.  2260 She then dC-

cordingly challenges Boaz take the final (proxemi1C) step ““Spread yYOUr robe
OVeT YOUT maıldservant“” v.9) spreadıng of the hem of the garment OVCTI

the wıfe” refers 18 marrıage proposal.®‘ BYy accepting thıs invıtatıon, hıch he
(accordıng 18 Chapter formally does. he extends hıs intimate sphere enfold
hers. Wıth thıs gesture he olemnly declares hıs wıllıngness protecT, fo
comfort and sustaın her and through thıs he aCts dAS the He  S provıder, the role
uth has been ıllıng for both erself and Naom1 up that MoOoment.

Concluding remarks
have ouched only exemplary of the much larger 1e of

“nonverbal” communitıcatıon In the Hebrew etTe STl remaın VELY
interesting aspects explore. The whNnole Held of rel1210uUs symbolısm, ds

evidenced in especially the cultic In the Pentateuch, ST1 qawalIıts thorough
investigation.® Another interesting theme CcCOu be nonverbal communtıcatıon
dSs indıicator of SOC1al values. volume of CSSday> edıted by Bremmer and
Roodenburg®” investigatıng thıs aspect the classıcal, medieval and the
dern worlds, has csShown what interesting insıghts be game| 0Ug such
analyses.

Summary
'hıs contribution draws the attention 11CW- the relatıve neglect of the phenomenon

ofnonverbal COommunNnı1cCaAtıon In Hebrew Bıble encyclopaedıas. iter short SULVCY of the
MOST ıimportant studies publıshed thus far thıs topıc In the fields of ancıent Near
Eastern and Hebrew Bıble studıes, DAsSsSagc In the Joseph STOTrY (Gen and SOINC

indicators of the nonverbal CategoOory “proxemics” (spatıal behavıour) in the uth novella
dIiIC selected In pomt. hıs illustrates hat interesting perspectives INAYy be gaıned
f the explicıt focus 15 dırected SOIIIC of these (apparently insıgnıficant) nonverbal-
symbolıc detaıls these narratıve aCCOUNTS

S5asson. uth

61
S5asson, uth 81
Kruger, Hem ; Vıberg, Symbols 136-137:; Malul, Knowledge 724 2823

63
See Wright, Dısposal; Gorman, Ideology, and Klıngbeıl, Study
Schmutt, Ratıonale. See C also Kruger, Indıcations, and Choksky, Reverence, for
references relatıng the ancıent Near Ekastern world.
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Zusammenfassung
Dıiıeser Aufsatz lenkt dıe Aufmerksamkeıt erneu auf dıe relatıve Missachtung des

Phänomens nonverbaler Sprache In Lexıka der hebraischen Bıbel ach einem kurzen
Überblick über die wichtigsten Studıen, dıe auf dıesem Gebiet publızıert worden sind,
werden ıne Passage der Josef-Geschichte Gen und ein1ge Anzeıgen der
nonverbalen KategorIie „PFrOXemMI1CS” (Räumlıichkeıt) In der Ruth-Novelle als typısche
dıesbezüglıche Beıispiele gewählt. Es wırd angeze1gt, welche interessanten Perspektiven
SCWONNCH werden können, WC) einıge dieser (scheinbar unbedeutenden) nonverbalen
symbolıschen Einzelheıiten In diıesen Erzählungen besondere Beachtung fınden.
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