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In the study of the Book of Ruth, there is a tendency to
gloss over the tremendous contributicn which is made by the “"other"
danghmaruia?iaw. Orpah. The unfailing loyelty of Ruth is contrasted
by the uncaﬁtain devotion of Urpah. The self sscrificing nature of
Ruth becomgﬁxmore lovely when contrasted with the selfl consideration
of Orpsh. . The following article shows how the story of Ruth is ea~
hanced by the dexterous interweaving of a comtresting element, Orpah.

Let us now consider ¢t ne story of Ruth to discover what gualities
of contrast exiset that highlight this unsurpsssed classic idyll in
the realm of the world's literature.

When Neomi , sdvanced in years, decided to leave tbe lancl of
Moab, she was living with both of her daughters-in-law, Urpab and
Ruth. Neomi longed to leave bhe land where she had sustained the
tragic loss of her husbend and both of her sons. Wkore than anything,
Baomi wished to return to her childhood howe, to the comfort of her
former friends, and to the solace of & community which shared her .
own  religious convicvions. ¥e must remember that nob only wag Moab
& country of different social custors, but is suffered slso Ifrowm an
idol=worshipping, child-sacrificing reiigious cult that dominated
the whole comnunity.

Actually, a full understanding of this psrticular point
pernits a gresber appreciation for the story of Ruth. Before Orpah
and Rth could marry the Hebrew Chilion and Mahlon, it was necessary
that they give up the barbarism of their native religious beliefs.

It was necesssary that they becowe converts. Both had done tnia.”Parl
‘haps din this fect we can arpive at one explanation of why onky;dne
of the ‘girls was able to assuwe the fuli weight of her moral respons-
dbilities« o

wid AT 1At THE DIFFRUENCE LN hlauuuTn uﬁ CHARACLTERT

There must be some explsnation for the differeuee in the
atrength of character and degree of allegiance di&@;a;ed by the two
young women when fusced by the same challenge. Coul& is be that
actuaily Urpdh did not have the same depth of religloua convicticn
ds/'did Ruth? v %hat made Orpah bturn her back on the aged Naomi .snd
her new found beliefs and return to seek her own seli-interest in
the savage country of her birth?
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Perhaps it was that Orpah, cut of a consuming love for
Haomi s aon, may have paid lipnservice to the Hebrew faith and
tr;ditlons. Perhaps she was esaentially a more self-centered
individual éﬁd valued her own gratified niture more than she valued
the welfare of the woman who'had givsn life itself to the mam ahe
loved. - ; -
Sy Orpéﬁ'could have made this short journey without altering,
materially, her poaition in Moab. The bnirty 0dd miles to be covered
could have been acccmpliahed in a short length of time, comparatively
speaking. Although the way was hazardous and forbidding, surely the
time consumed could not have been considered as detracting from her
marriasge-ability by adding years to her life.

It would seem that “™ individual genuinely converted to the
early Hebrew beliefs would have welcomed the very fine opportunity
to at least visit the home land of this religion. If or no other
reason, it seems that Orpsh could have found c¢ause enough to go to
Bethlehem, soley for the sake of seeing the shrines, altars, and
temples of her newly embraced religion. j

When we put the question in terms of present day beliefs, wve
become genuinely surprised at Orpah's decision to remain behind.
What present day Christian would not, if physicelly able, walk thirty
miles to see, for instance, the birthplace of Christ and the land of
His Teachings and Presachings?

COUNTRAST BECUMLS MUOLT BIEIKLING

The contrast between the behavior of Ruth and Orpah is most
striking. Burely, the faith of Ruth was not of a will-of-the-wisp
nature. It was constant, fortifying, and vital. Ghe was utterly
unable to even entertain the idea ol deserting Naomi. Ruth's compas-
sionate, loving nature, rejected the thought of permitting Naomi, who
was not only her mother-in-law but siso a beloved friend, to make the
Jjourney alone.

Not only did Ruth meke the journey but she also made herself
an integral, contributing member of her adopted Hebrew community. Had
Ruth been responding to s sense of compulsion, she might well have
escorted Naowi bo her homeland and left her to her own devices. Bhe
might well have done as little as possible to see her dubty done, and
then returned to her native land to seek more rewasrding and fortunate
circumstances. However, Ruth was responding to a genuine, overwhelm-
ing love for Naowi. After their arrival, Ruth could not 4o anything
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