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'Leaving and Cleaving': Gen 2:24 on marriage, gender and ethnicity  
Proposer: Megan Warner  
Institution: King's College - London 
Recent trends have seen a shift in focus among exegetes interested in issues of human sexuality and same-
sex relationships from texts such as Genesis 19 and Leviticus 20 to the creation narratives of Genesis. Of 
these, Gen 2:24 has received particular attention, with some arguing that the verse establishes 
heterosexual marriage as a biblical norm. Reception of Gen 2:24 in the New Testament (Matt 19:5; Mark 
10:8; Eph 5:31) highlights the element of gender in the marriage context, but this paper asks to what 
extent gender is a focus of Gen 2:24 itself. The literary context of Gen 2:24 is inherently concerned with 
gender, chronicling as it does the very beginnings of gender as a phenomenon. Scholarly consensus, 
however, understands Gen 2:24 to be an editorial addition. Does Gen 2:24 share the concerns of the 
narrative to which it has been added, or might it be reflective of its own concerns? Building upon a study 
of the distinctive verbs used in the verse, the paper argues that the primary engagement of Gen 2:24 is not 
with issues of gender, but of ethnicity, and in particular Persian period pre-occupations about inter-
marriage. 
 
The Grammar and Meaning of the Leviticus Texts on Same-Sex Relations Reconsidered  
Proposer: Bruce Wells  
Institution: Saint Joseph's University 
This paper argues that the texts in Leviticus (18:22 and 20:13) prohibiting sex between men have 
traditionally been misinterpreted. The main crux in the texts is the phrase "mishkebe isha," which is 
usually translated, "as one lies with a woman." I will raise two arguments against this understanding. 
First, Biblical Hebrew, in order to convey the meaning "as one does X," typically employs either the 
particle "ke" with an infinitive construct (e.g., Judg 14:6; 2 Sam 6:20) or the word "ka'asher" followed by 
a finite verb form (e.g., Jer 19:11; Amos 9:9). Second, the phrase "mishkebe isha" functions as an 
adverbial accusative complementing the verb "shakab." A study of how "shakab" is used in the Hebrew 
Bible shows that “mishkebe isha” in the Leviticus texts is most likely an adverbial accusative of location 
and not manner (the traditional understanding seems to assume that the phrase describes the manner of the 
lying down). A literal translation of the phrase would be “on the beds of a woman/wife.” I will argue that 
the prohibitions seek to prevent sex primarily between married men, though some unmarried men may be 
included as well. By considering the one other biblical text (Gen 49:4) and the one Dead Sea Scrolls text 
(1QSa 1.10) that use a masculine plural form of “mishkab” (as the Leviticus texts do), I will seek to 
demonstrate that “mishkebe” should be understood as an abstract plural meant to convey the sense of 
lying-down zone or sexual domain. Thus, the basic rule prohibits lying down with a man who is 
considered the sexual domain of a woman/wife. I will also attempt to show how this prohibition fits in 
with the other regulations on sexual behavior in this part of the Holiness Code. 
 
Prostitution, Promiscuity, or Apostasy? The Offense, Its Consequences, and the Meaning of znh in 
Leviticus 19:29  
Proposer: Hilary Lipka  
Institution: University of New Mexico 
Generally, Leviticus 19:29 is understood as a warning to fathers not to desecrate their daughters by 
making them prostitutes. Yet is the issue really about prostitution, or does znh denote something else? 
This paper will contend that there is good reason to question the traditional understanding of znh as the 
act of prostitution in this context. Two other possible interpretations of znh will be considered: engaging 
in sexually promiscuous behavior and participating in non-Yahwistic religious practices. Once the nature 



of the daughter's problematic behavior has been determined, several other issues raised by this text will be 
addressed. In what way is the daughter desecrated? How much blame is attached to the daughter, and how 
much to the father? What threat does such behavior pose to the land, and what are the consequences? 
Lastly, this paper will address the question of how this admonition fits into the larger context of Leviticus 
19 and its concern with achieving and maintaining holiness. 
 
Reuse of Deuteronomy 24:1-4 in Jeremiah 3:1-10: A Reexamination  
Proposer: Kenneth Bergland  
Institution: Andrews University 
The purpose of the following paper is to evaluate the textual basis for claiming that Jer 3:1–10 reuses and 
depends upon the prohibition against a husband remarrying his formerly divorced wife in Deut 24:1–4 
and to demonstrate how the latter is incorporated into the line of thought of the former. While the 
majority of scholars today see Jer 3:1–10 as dependent upon Deut 24:1–4, the textual support provided for 
this claim is often weak. In the present study, I will apply William Tooman’s methodology for 
determining inner-biblical reuse and the direction of dependence, which facilitates more precise and solid 
analysis, to a reexamination of the relationship between Jer 3:1-10 and Deut 24:1-4. In this way, I will 
identify the strongest arguments and point out some factors in these passages that interpreters have missed 
(see below). Firstly, I discuss the relative strength of arguments for reuse, based upon unique or distinct 
expressions that appear in Jer 3:1–10 and Deut 24:1–4, and examine a possible case of conflation of 
clauses in Jer 3:1. I also point out how MT and LXX Jer 3:1–10 provide independent evidence that 
strengthens the case for reuse of Deut 24:1–4 in Jer 3:1-10. Secondly, I proceed to the question of 
direction of dependence. Here I focus especially on a strange sequence of verbs in Jer 3:8 (s?illah?ti^ha¯ 
wa¯?ette¯n ?et-se¯per k?ri^tute^ha¯ ?e¯le^ha¯), what appears to be a word-play in Jer 3:2 (ka??ra¯b_i^ 
bammidba¯r) upon Deut 24:1 (?erwat da¯ba¯r), and the metaphorical language of Jer 3:1–10. Thirdly, I 
investigate how Jeremiah adapts the law in Deut 24:1–4 regulating sexual conduct into his own logical 
trajectory regarding the relationship between YHWH and Judah. 
 
Gendering Reproduction: Reassessing Deuteronomy 25:5-10 in Light of Discourses of Sexuality  
Proposer: Steffan Mathias  
Institution: King's College, London 
Interpretation of the law of “levirate marriage” (Deuteronomy 25:5-10, in which a widow is to produce a 
child with the brother of the deceased husband, with related narratives in Genesis 38 and Ruth) generally 
identify the passages as either a form of inheritance law, as economic protection for the widow, as a 
method to perpetuate the life of the deceased, or as a mechanism to ensure descendants to carry out 
ancestral rites. This paper seeks to go further and ask how this particular law reflects discourse around 
masculinity and sexuality. By widening the ‘canon’ with which Deuteronomy 25:5-10 is compared to 
include narrative and prophetic texts (such as the promise to the faithful eunuch in Isaiah 56, or the 
widow of Tekoa in 2 Samuel 14:1-7), we will explore the way aspects such as reproduction and afterlife 
are gendered. This paper will argue that masculinity is constructed around the creation of male progeny, 
and failures to perform this function of masculinity are masked through mechanisms such as levirate 
marriage, which repair these failures and exploit women’s sexuality. Drawing on the work of Judith 
Butler and Michel Foucault, we can uncover how Deuteronomy 25:5-10 retains ancient discourses of 
sexuality, and how male sexuality is regulated. This will allow us to think about how these particular aims 
(inheritance, economic protection, perpetuation of the deceased’s name) can be understood as symptoms 
of Ancient Israelite constructions of gender, offering new perspectives on legal texts which have often 
become stifled and restricted by the generations of research on them, without uncritically disregarding 
more traditional methods of criticism. 
 


