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Genesis 19. Lot and the Sodomites.

This paper serves to explore the etiological narrative of Lot and the Sodomites within the larger context of the narrative cycle that progresses through Genesis 18 to 19. Within the text Lot is contrasted with his uncle Abraham with qualities of good hospitality and being gracious (Gen. 19:2). However, he also displays poor judgement, and this is displayed in the events that unfold in Genesis 19: 1-11. 
To further analyse the biblical text, I have chosen two online journals who provide thought for interpretation of the Sodomites and their true intentions with the messengers of God that arrived at Lots home in Sodom.

Warner.M, ‘Were the Sodomites Really Sodomites? Homosexuality in Genesis 19’, in Five Uneasy Pieces (ATF Press, 2012), 1-9
Warner discusses the commonplace for the modern reader to assume the narrative of Genesis 19 surrounding the wickedness of the men of Sodom, to which Lot warned, as one to be interpreted to homosexuality. She notes that this interpretation would be an obvious outcome, simply because of the name of the place to which they resided and the English translation for sodomy. Warner refers to the text itself, noting that the author does not explicitly identify the act of sodomy as the crime committed by the inhabitants and seeks to revisit the foundations for an interpretive approach where the reader is not confined to one conclusion: same gender sexuality being a sin. Warner begins the line of discussion by asking what the text does itself say about the sins of Sodom? What led the interpretation to indicate God’s opposition to homosexuality? Is there an alternative approach in understanding how the story should be read? 

Warner opens with highlighting the problem of Genesis 13:13 in the author is ambiguous as to the nature of the sin of people of Sodom until Genesis 19. She concurs that the outcry heard by the Lord of the people in Sodom and Gomorrah is also opaque in that it is not made clear to the reader just who is crying out in the cities and what is the grave sin the people have committed? (Gen.18:20).
The focus of the discourse then turns to Genesis 19 and the men of Sodom, who command Lot to reveal the guests to his home, in order that they may know them (19:5). Warner then compares the Hebrew verb “to know” and argues that just as with the English language this can also present a sexual connotation but is not clear in the case of the men of Sodom’s command to Lot whose response suggest he believes it to be so by offering his two daughters. (19:8). 
Warner discusses that the modern interpreters have commonly read the word “know” as having a sexual sense, stating that general interpretation is the men of Sodom wanted Lot to bring the divine visitors to have sex with them – this in turn leads to the conclusion that the great sin referenced in Gen. 18:20 is that of homosexuality, resulting in the destruction of Sodom. However, she advises for the need for caution in the scholarly view of the text being proof-text against same gender sex and produces an argument that veers towards pack-rape by human males of divine beings rather than consensual sex between men. Warner makes a comparison to parallel texts regarding the use of the word ‘know’ within their context and narrative. She concludes that Genesis 19 does not demonstrate a divine stance towards homosexuality and adds further that Christ did not associate Sodom’s crime with homosexuality, encouraging the reader find alternate themes that do not consolidate into a one-sided view of homosexuality. 



Peterson, B.N. "THE SIN OF SODOM REVISITED: READING GENESIS 19 IN LIGHT OF TORAH." Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society 59 vol.1 (2016), 17-31. 
Peterson provides a response to scholarly interpretations that argue that the Genesis 19 was not in reference to homosexuality but rather several alternatives such as gang-rape, evils of the wealthy and oppression of the poor using Ezekiel’s claim that Sodom was inhospitable (Ezk.16:49). He ascertains that while there are good reasons to address that above issues Genesis 19 is not the line of enquiry proposing Amos or Micah for that analysis.
The discourse then discusses scholarly arguments that propose the men of Sodom desiring to rape angels to "subjugate the things of heaven to the will of humans” (19:6). He carefully notes the text does not shed light on whether the men knew the visitors were angels as they simply refer to them as men (19:7). He goes on to affirm that the overall tone of Genesis 19 is sexual in nature, echoing Judges 19, where men desired men and that the sin of sodomites was prevalent prior to the arrival of the angels as to omit the ideology that there desire was to force themselves upon them simply because they were outsiders or divine beings. The discussion is then drawn back to Ezekiel however to highlight that Ezekiel, a priest who would have had been familiar with the Holiness code of Leviticus 27 also speaks of the sexual practices of Sodom and refers to their acts as an abomination. Peterson highlights the early Church fathers and Rabbinical literature that concurs that the sin of the men was deviant sexual sin. He concludes with reference to other scholarly work in agreement that state ultimately at its core the sin of Sodom was “human arrogance against God”.
Conclusion
After reviewing the arguments presented by Warner and Peterson, I have gained insight into the for and against arguments of the interpretation of Genesis 19outside of the common view that narrative is surrounded in sexual connotations and admonishing of homosexuality. Until present I was not aware that scholarly works held the view that the narrative may not have been constructed around the sins of Sodom being seen as an abomination but rather my line of thought lead me to believe that academics argued whether this still applied today in modern culture. The arguments have given me insight into thinking critically when stating an argument to look outside the periscope of my own thinking to find alternative thought that may not necessarily be the common view or even limited may further support analysis of Biblical texts.
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