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In cultures across the world there are many characters in mythologies and legends depicted as tricksters. The exact definition of the word ‘trickster’ is difficult to summarise due to it’s changing nature, with Camp stating that there is not ‘one ideal trickster type’ (1998). However the Merriam-Webster dictionary defines it as ‘a dishonest person who defrauds others by trickery’ (n.d). This is applicable to many figures in myth. In Greek mythology, trickery is a common theme. In Homer’s ‘The Odyssey’, Odysseus fits into the Merriam-Webster definition, deceiving other characters in the story for his gain, such as giving the cyclops wine and telling him his name is ‘Nobody’ in order to escape (The Internet Classics Archive, n.d). There are many other mythological figures that are accepted as tricksters such as, Shakuni in the Hindu epic Mahabharata, Loki the God of mischief in Norse mythology, and The Monkey King in Chinese mythology. The trickster is not just a significant part of mythology, but also prevalent in modern literature and fantasy. In the 1937 book ‘The Hobbit’ by J.R.R. Tolkien, Bilbo Baggins exhibits trickster traits throughout, despite being reluctant in the beginning of the story (Callahan, 1991). Furthermore, despite having his origins rooted in mythology, the previously mentioned Loki has been integrated into modern entertainment through the marvel universe and has become one of the company’s most popular characters, even being given his own tv series. Overall it is hard to deny the significance and popularity of this archetype when considering the widespread presence of such a figure in mythology and modern entertainment. 
One hugely prominent figure often depicted as a trickster is the biblical character ‘Eve’ from the book of Genesis. As of 2022, Christianity is one of the world’s leading religions with an approximate 31.1% of the total population following this religion (Find Easy, 2022), making Eve a very well known character. There have been different interpretations of Genesis 2, when Eve is created and introduced to the story, and Genesis 3, where the first sin occurs. A very common interpretation is that much like the previously discussed characters, Eve is the trickster of this story, however the validity of this statement can be questioned. 
In the painting ‘Temptation of Adam and Eve’ by Masolino da Panicale (See Figure 1), the serpent has similar features as Eve, such as the blonde hair, placing the two characters as the same. This alludes to the idea that potentially these two figures are part of the same character, and it could be [image: ]said that the serpent is actually a metaphor for the trickery within Eve and is therefore a character introduced for ease of understanding. Metaphors are common throughout the Bible, for example Jesus refers to himself as the ‘Light of the World’ (John 8:12), actually referring to himself as being salvation as darkness represent sinfulness, so a metaphor being extended to this situation is not an invalid leap. By saying they are the same it does support the interpretation that Eve is in fact the trickster of the story as it was the serpent who was the one who suggested eating the fruit from the tree of knowledge and in turn deceived Adam and Eve, perfectly aligning with the Merriam-Webster definition of a trickster. However, it is important to note that when God issues his punishments for the sin, the serpent is addressed and punished separately to Eve so therefore this interpretation is quickly undermined. If one argues that the serpent was in fact a trickster, then Eve cannot also be a trickster but instead a victim. Figure 1 – ‘Temptation of Adam and Eve’ by Masolino da Panicale

Interestingly, the format of the text regarding the eating of the fruit beings and ends with the serpent. This creates the visual that the serpent is encompassing Eve within it’s cunning dialogue, and therefore is the reason the fruit is eaten from the tree. By capturing Eve in its dialogue, the serpent also captures Adam since they are both ‘bone of bone and flesh of flesh’ (Trible, 1992). Furthermore, there is only a two-way dialogue between the serpent and Eve and Adam is hardly mentioned in the text. This marginalisation of Adam presents the idea that he is in fact completely innocent, and the scheming of eating the fruit is strictly between Eve and the serpent. Eve then goes on to give Adam some of the fruit and in turn deceives him, making her a trickster. However, one extremely important detail in the text is that Adam was in fact present for this dialogue. The original Hebrew text can be translated to read ‘she took of the fruit thereof, and did eat, and gave also unto her husband with her; and he did eat.’ (Hebrew ot, n.d). There is the argument that ‘Adam was not deceived, but the woman was deceived and became a transgressor’ (I Timothy 2:14) which supports Eve being the trickster. However the translation discredits this as it clearly states Adam was there for the serpent’s deception and able to interfere, but he too was encompassed by the serpent and therefore is just as much at fault as Eve. It can be argued that actually he is more at wrong considering the warning from God to not eat the fruit occurred before Eve was created. While the dialogue shows that Eve has been made aware of this rule, it never says how so assumptions that God or Adam told her are invalid. Tim Callahan (1919) agues that the actions of trickster characters are often embedded in naivety more so than direct cruelty, and it can be said that Adam, not Eve, plays into this archetype. Due to the dialogue being strictly limited to the serpent and Eve, we see the logic and consideration Eve takes into account before falling to the serpent’s tricks, however Adam remains a silent observer. This lack of consideration on Adam’s behalf makes his actions much more naïve than Eve’s and therefore he fits significantly more into Callahan’s trickster. 
Furthermore, when questioned by God on what occurred, Adam immediately places the blame on God and Eve. Adam blames God for giving Eve to him and blames Eve for the actual treachery, whereas Eve, while she does blame the serpent, she immediately admits she was deceived and ate the fruit. Revisiting the Merriam-Webster definition, tricksters are ‘dishonest’ and therefore we again observe Adam holding more of the trickster traits than Eve as he never admits to his role in eating the fruit, therefore being dishonest. 
This aspect of the story is often ignored, with many versions of the Bible omitting the simple preposition ‘with her’ following the text saying Eve gave some of the fruit ‘to her husband’. These versions include the Basic English Bible, the Jubilee Bible 2000, the New Century version, the New King James version, among others (Bible Study Tools, n.d). This may have been done due to the book of Genesis being mostly interpreted in a patriarchal society and therefore it has been important to ensure male dominance. Patriarchal societies have been around for approximately 12,000 years in turn with the rise of farming, with researchers at the Sapienza University of Rome finding DNA evidence from sub-Saharan Africa showing a correlation between patriarchy and agriculture (Ananthaswamy & Douglas, 2018). By presenting the interpretation that Eve held power given to her by the serpent and used that power to sin and ‘trick’ Adam, it demonstrates a clear and purposeful use of Eve as a scapegoat for Adam, and ultimately the male gender to justify society placing women as lesser to men. 
Women taking the majority of the blame for punishments to humanity which should either be shared or put upon the men is not isolated to the Bible. In Greek mythology Prometheus fives fire from the Gods to humanity and despite being punished himself, humanity is punished by the giving of Pandora who released suffering to humanity and therefore is more blamed for this punishment (Floyer, 2020). Furthermore, in Hindu myth the first being created wished to split into two different being, creating the male and female. When he wished to re-join, she refused and the male continuously raped her in her different animal forms and created chaos in the world (Vajskop, 2005). These mythologies place the female as the source of human suffering despite any wrongdoing by the males, which is also present in the Book of Genesis. This shows that it is not an unfair conclusion to reach that male dominance is placed at the forefront of the contemporary interpretations of Genesis since there is a pattern of this across other patriarchal societies and their mythologies. 
An additional definition of a trickster is presented by Barnard and Spencer (1996) that tricksters can often represent ‘the triumph of good over evil’. In this regard Eve does not fit into the trickster narrative since Genesis 2 and 3 have no mention of good vs. evil. While wider contexts from other texts in the Bible can be used to speculate, the serpent’s reasons for its actions are never explicitly explained in Genesis 3, therefore by strictly looking at the story of Adam and Eve in Eden, there is no evidence of good vs. evil. Trible (1992) states that the story itself is about human obedience instead, with the serpent simply acting as a device plot. From this perspective the conclusion can be drawn that the true trickster of the tale is not Eve, but instead God. God was seemingly ambiguous about both the nature of the tree of knowledge and the exact punishment for eating from the tree. Death did come from eating the fruit, as God said, however God did not say the further punishments, such as the loss of immortality and banishment from Eden. This is much akin to the Western versions of the originally Arabic creatures Jinn, also known as genies, as the Western stories depict genies as saying or promising one thing to humans but playing on the unspecified details in order to trick and deceive (Radford, 2017). God not being specific in his warning to Adam can be argued as a form of deception and therefore he is a trickster. Furthermore, God created all the beings in Eden. Therefore, he created the serpent which led Adam and Eve to temptation and sin. This can be used to suggest that since God created the serpent who was ‘more crafty than any other wild animal’ (Genesis 3:1), God gave the serpent the ability to deceive Adam and Eve and used that to test human obedience, further positioning him as a trickster. 
Human obedience is an important theme to be considered in interpretations of Genesis 2 and 3 as the societies making these interpretations would have rules or laws in place which the population had to follow, much like today’s society. The story having a significant emphasis on going against the rules as being a detrimental sin allows for figureheads of societies to enforce the laws and rules. The obedience of women under men is particularly relevant when considering the previous discussion of patriarchy and how contributes to the description of Eve as a trickster. 
Overall, it is not valid to name Eve as a trickster in the Book of Genesis. Tricksters are hard to define, much like their unpredictable nature and while there is evidence that she could fit into ideas of tricksters, for the most part she does not and instead other characters in the story can be argued to fit this archetype more. The reasons for naming Eve as a trickster can be argued to stem from the need for human obedience under a ruler’s control and most importantly, the patriarchal societies in which Genesis has been interpreted in. This is apparent not just in Genesis but in mythologies across different religions and cultures so it is justified to conclude that the idea of Eve being a trickster has been used and exaggerated to fulfil more political purposes than being based in fair interpretation of the story. 
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