Examine how religious texts can be interpreted from a historical and/or literary perspective. Please select one brief passage from a religious tradition and reflect critically on that passage with the aid of historical-critical and/or narrative-critical methods of interpretation.
In this essay I aim to examine a religious text which is found in the old testament in the Holy Bible which is Leviticus 18:22. I also plan to assess how this religious text can be interpreted from a historical and narrative method of interpretation. I will approach the text with a secular point of view being weary of people's beliefs on the subject without causing offence or wishful intent to cause offence. I have strived to let my personal view points not get in the way of interpreting and have listed all the various interpretations of the text with an open mind and I plan to annotate it in such a way that it cross-examines all the different beliefs surrounding this text primarily from a historical point of view here in the UK, at the time and relative location of it being written down and from a narrative method of annotation. It is such a broad subject to cover in two thousand words so I have attempted the best I can.

The exact text is 'Do not have sexual relations with a man as one does with a woman; that is detestable...'
. which is the new international version interpretation of the text from the Holy Bible. In the Catholic tradition as well as the protestant church of England And Wales this is interpreted as a man shall not have sex with another man which from a historical stand point here in the UK it was not until 1967 when the legislation called the sexual offences act came out that homosexual relationships were allowed here in the united kingdom at the age of 21 or older
. With greater secularisation of western society people and governments have been coming more lenient with laws not penalising same sex partners having sex together. It was not up until 2013 when the marriage act allowed for civil marriages between people of the same gender so that relatively speaking same sex partnerships here in the UK would be of equal standing legally to that of marriages that were not same gender marriages
. The first law in England and Wales to ban homosexual acts was the buggery act of 1533 by the English parliament under Henry the VIII
.

The transition of the UK to a secular country in contrast to the past is apparent but when we examine the biblical quote from a historical point of view from the context about the tribe of Levi when it was initially compiled; practising Jews believed that the old testament was handed down with the ten commandments. To the people so that they could fulfil gods will which is a belief amongst orthodox Jews today that Moses was the first to receive the Torah in its unaltered form today or that he wrote it. Whereas reformist Jews and non-orthodox Jews, the ten commandments were passed onto Moses but the content of the old testament including Leviticus were later additions to the old testament with changes to text as time progressed from narrative method of interpretation. So according to Orthodox Jewish interpretation the full Torah was written by Moses along with Leviticus around about 3500 BCE which conforms to seven day evangelicalism and oral tradition
.

While modern scholars and some conservative Jews and reformist Jews believe that was most likely compiled during the sixth to fifth century B.C.E. which is also tolerated according to their set of beliefs of how the Pentateuch came to be bearing in mind beliefs about the origins of Leviticus are relative to the person interpreting the text
. Most conservative Jews believed that Leviticus holds divine authority even though it is written by man
. Leviticus is believed by scholars as the holiness orders for priests but is debatable among scholars if the priestly orders or the holiness orders were the oldest; the holiness orders being 17-23 and the priestly orders being 1-16 in Leviticus
. Of course this means that there could be two authors to Leviticus potentially being people of high standing to be able to read and write Hebrew at the time. Of course this means at the time of writing the text made perfect sense in the eyes of the author and/or authors that wrote it down and was most probably applied in the context of the time period due to social normalities at the time. From an historians point of view the text was written by people that had no inclining either way that the text would be held in such high regard in the future and when the Bible was put together at the council of council of Nicaea ( a belief held by many atheists). Leviticus is the third book out of the first five books of the Bible also known as Pentateuch from Late Latin; liber Leviticus which literally means book of the Levites
. But according to the Oxford companion to the Bible, the content of Leviticus is mainly for the priesthood to read so that they would know such things as to know when to do animal sacrifice and when to celebrate holy days and more
. Leviticus was supposed to be one single composition according to the Oxford companion to the Bible and it was only at a later date that it was subdivided into five books known as the Pentateuch
. The holiness code was most probably a separate collection of writings before making its way with the priestly code into the old testament and its soul aim of maintaining the ritual purity which was required of Jewish people who believed they were chosen by god
. Leviticus 17-26 are called the holiness code because it says '...Be holy because I, the LORD your God, am holy' Leviticus 19:2
.

From a narrative point of view there are various different translations of the text and interpretations such as one may have a homosexual relationship as long as men do not have intercourse with each other. Another interpretation is that only homosexual men cannot have sex with each other but women can because there is no distinct text in either the old testament or new testament in regards to homosexuality between women (depending on the translation of homosexuality). Also it says no mention of non-sexual relationship but relationships none the less. But it is all open to speculation as to what the original author meant by the text. Many of these interpretations come from many Homosexual Christians that believe that the context of the quote in Leviticus is either mistranslated or taken out of context by other Christians.

For example according to Gay Christian 101 website it says that the laws of Leviticus are meant for “the people of Israel” and not to modern day Christians according to Leviticus 18:20
. And According to Biblehub its only the new living translation which Jehovah's witnesses also follow that says that Christians and Jews "Do not practice homosexuality...” which is not found in the other twenty translations found on the Biblehub website so it could be argued by many Lesbian Christians that there is no direct quote in Leviticus mentioning that women can have intercourse with other women or have relationships and it is these discrepancies is why many homosexual Christians believe they are justified in their opinion of the bible
. Another discrepancy which lends itself to the interpretation of Leviticus is Ruth 1:14 which many lesbian Christians believe is an interpretation of lesbian love between Naomi and Ruth but that is also down to interpretation but it is these exact discrepancies in scripture is why homosexual Christians feel the Bible is taken out of context
. But from a historical overview many Jews and Christians have mainly believed in the past that it does not advocate homosexuality in general. On the other hand many Christians that believe otherwise that homosexuality is a sin we must first look at the wider context of other quotes from the Bible to realise what the implications of why they believe as they do in regards to Leviticus 18:22. Many Christians today believe that the laws of the old testament do not apply
. Many of the old testament laws such as animal sacrifice are not practised by Christians any more because many of them believe that the new testament overrides the old testament
. The idea that homosexuality is also condemned in the new testament is why Christians today think that the old testament rule of Leviticus 18:22 is god's word hence why they believe that someone cannot have sex with someone else of the same gender in the 21st century. Romans 1, 1 Timothy and 1 Corinthians all say that homosexuality is a sin in the new testament so along with the old testament version of homosexuality is why many Christians believe that they are committing sin. Which is very reminiscent of past beliefs about homosexuality being a sin during the time of writing of the text amongst Jewish rabbis who held authority and high standing within the community and the Jewish people followed the belief system at the time of writing.  So it stands to reason today why some practising Jews believe that some of the content of the old testament is not the will of god which is true amongst many gay Christians that believe that if some rules about Christianity found in the Bible are not to be followed then it stands to reason why many gay Christians and Jews believe that this verse in Leviticus is not gods will and does relate to modern day relationships. As explained by George m. Hollenback he says that the literal translation of Leviticus 20:13 and 18:22 is to do with the phraseology between the inserting party during intercourse and the receiving party and he argues that the qualifiers from the Hebrew to literal Greek the more accurate translations of these texts would be that the qualifiers are suggesting that the quotes are more referencing the receiving party
. Rather than the inserting party so the quotes are more to do with anal sex rather than anything else in Leviticus 18:22 penalising the inserting party as at being at fault
.. But one must first understand the historical rationale behind the text and its almost impossible to understand what the original authors interpretation of Leviticus because we are not him and we were not there at the time of writing of the text and also to modern scholars the text has changed overtime a belief that many Jews and Christians do not believe because they believe it's the word of god, assuming from a historical point of view and scholarly point of view that the original text has been changed since it's inception then we cannot find the original text and it stands to reason there will be some relative interpretation to the text and that's needless to say if we could ever find the original text in it's unaltered form assuming it has been altered that we could be able to interpret it. The earliest text from Leviticus is the dead sea scrolls that we have of Leviticus but does not include this passage because its incomplete. But the textual overview of Leviticus also comes from the interpretation of the events of Sodom and Gomorrah and the term sodomy is still a saying used to to refer to homosexual acts.

So I conclude that there is a lot of scriptural basis for both interpretations for homosexual love; for and against homosexuality from a narrative method of interpretation in regards to Leviticus 18:22 in contrast with other quotes from the Bible in regards to homosexual love. From an historical method of interpretation the history of marriage has been a long and drawn out process in western society with changes being made all the time in secular society and societies past and present and who knows what the future will bring.
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