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LEVITICUS 11
CLEAN AND UNCLEAN • HOOF AND CUD • FINS AND SCALES • FLYING CREATURES • CARCASSES AND VESSELS • HOLY BECAUSE YAHWEH IS HOLY • DISCERNMENT
H. P. Mansfield Bible notes — checked and arranged in verse-by-verse Expositor style
Source: HPB 02-Gen42-Lev11.pdf and continuation in HPB03, Leviticus 11 pages
CHAPTER OVERVIEW
Leviticus 11 turns daily eating into a school of discernment. Israel must distinguish what Yahweh calls clean from what He calls unclean; personal taste or natural habit does not set the category.
Many KJV animal names are traditional rather than certain zoological identifications. The safest exposition therefore preserves the inspired tests and the secure species where possible, while marking uncertain bird, insect and creeping-creature names rather than confidently modernising them.
LAND ANIMALS — LEVITICUS 11:1–8
Leviticus 11:1–3 — two marks required
A clean land animal must both divide the hoof completely and chew the cud. Possessing only one stated characteristic is insufficient. Mansfield’s spiritual application—meditating on good instruction and walking in separation—is typological, not the zoological meaning of hoof or cud.
Leviticus 11:4–8 — camel, shaphan, hare and swine
The camel chews cud-like material but lacks the divided hoof; shaphan, traditionally “coney,” is most plausibly the rock hyrax; the hare is described according to observable chewing behaviour; the swine divides the hoof but does not chew cud. All are unclean for Israel.
The wording uses the observational categories of the law rather than modern zoological classification. It should not be turned into a modern anatomy textbook.
WATER CREATURES — LEVITICUS 11:9–12
Leviticus 11:9–12 — fins and scales
Water creatures are clean when they possess fins and scales. Those lacking either are sheqets, detestable/abhorrent to Israel in the ritual-dietary sense.
Sheqets here marks covenantal uncleanness; it should not be expanded into a claim that the creatures are morally evil.
FLYING CREATURES — LEVITICUS 11:13–23
Leviticus 11:13–19 — prohibited flying creatures
The KJV lists eagle, ossifrage, osprey, vulture, kite, raven kinds, owls and other named birds, and ends with the bat. Several Hebrew names are uncertain, and modern translations differ considerably.
The bat’s inclusion reflects the chapter’s practical grouping of flying creatures, not a claim about modern mammalian taxonomy. Mansfield’s natural-history observations are safest where tied to known predatory/scavenging habits, but exact name meanings should not be invented.
Leviticus 11:20–23 — permitted leaping insects
Most winged swarming creatures are forbidden, but those with jointed/leaping legs may be eaten. Four Hebrew kinds are named—’arbeh, sol‘am, chargol and chagab—traditionally rendered locust-type insects.
Exact species identifications behind “locust, bald locust, beetle, grasshopper” in the KJV are uncertain; “beetle” in particular should not be assumed to mean the modern beetle order.
CARCASSES AND CONTACT — LEVITICUS 11:24–40
Leviticus 11:24–28 — uncleanness until evening
Touching the carcass of an unclean animal makes a person unclean until evening; carrying it also requires washing garments. Pawed animals are likewise unclean in this dietary classification.
Leviticus 11:29–38 — creeping creatures and contaminated objects
Eight land-swarming creatures are named. KJV labels such as “weasel,” “tortoise,” “ferret,” “chameleon,” “snail” and “mole” are traditional and several are uncertain. The law’s practical consequence is clearer than the taxonomy: dead contact can render vessels/materials unclean.
Earthen vessels must be broken because contamination cannot be treated in the same way as washable material. Springs/wells with a continuing water source remain clean in themselves, though a person or thing touching the carcass is unclean.
Dry seed remains clean after carcass contact, but seed that has been wetted is treated differently. The rule is ritual, not a general microbiology lesson.
Leviticus 11:39–40 — even a clean animal communicates death-uncleanness
An otherwise clean animal that dies of itself communicates uncleanness through its carcass. Eating or carrying it requires washing and uncleanness until evening. The distinction is therefore not only between species; death itself has ritual consequences.
THE REASON FOR THE DISTINCTION — LEVITICUS 11:41–47
Leviticus 11:41–43 — do not make yourselves detestable
Crawling creatures moving on belly, four or many feet are not to be eaten. Israel must not make itself sheqets or become defiled through them.
Leviticus 11:44–45 — “be ye holy; for I am holy”
The theological centre is Yahweh’s own character: “ye shall be holy; for I am holy.” Redemption from Egypt creates the obligation to reflect the holiness of the Redeemer.
First Peter 1:15–16 explicitly quotes this holiness command for believers, showing that the moral principle of holiness outlives the Mosaic dietary administration.
Leviticus 11:46–47 — learn to distinguish
The summary purpose is “to make a difference between the unclean and the clean.” Daily food decisions trained Israel in havdalah—discernment/separation—under Yahweh’s word.
The New Testament does not impose Mosaic food classifications on the ecclesia as covenant law. Romans 14:14 states that no food is unclean of itself in the Christian context, while Acts 10:28 explains Peter’s vision primarily as a lesson not to call people common or unclean.
PRINCIPAL THEMES
• Clean land animals require both stated characteristics; partial conformity is insufficient.
• Fins and scales define the aquatic test.
• Many KJV bird, insect and creeping-creature names are zoologically uncertain.
• Biblical categories describe creatures by the practical framework of the law, not modern taxonomic science.
• Uncleanness can be communicated by contact with death and affects persons and objects differently.
• The theological centre is “be ye holy; for I am holy.”
• The food law trained Israel to distinguish, while the New Testament preserves holiness without imposing Mosaic diet as ecclesial covenant law.
EDITORIAL VERIFICATION AND RECOVERED READINGS
	Location
	Checked / corrected reading
	Basis

	Lev. 11:3
	hoof + cud
	Both criteria required for clean land animal.

	Lev. 11:5
	shaphan
	KJV “coney”; most plausibly rock hyrax.

	Lev. 11:6
	hare “chews cud”
	Law uses observable chewing category, not modern ruminant taxonomy.

	Lev. 11:9
	fins + scales
	Both criteria required for aquatic creatures.

	Lev. 11:10
	sheqets
	Detestable/abhorrent in ritual-dietary sense, not moral evil.

	Lev. 11:13–19
	bird names
	Multiple Hebrew species identifications uncertain.

	Lev. 11:19
	bat among flying creatures
	Practical biblical grouping, not modern mammalian taxonomy claim.

	Lev. 11:22
	’arbeh etc.
	Four permitted locust-type kinds; exact species uncertain.

	Lev. 11:29–30
	creeping-creature names
	Several KJV identifications uncertain; avoid forced modern equivalents.

	Lev. 11:32–33
	vessels
	Washable materials vs broken earthen vessel.

	Lev. 11:36
	spring/pit remains clean
	Continuing water source distinguished from direct carcass contact.

	Lev. 11:39–40
	clean-animal carcass
	Death causes temporary ritual uncleanness.

	Lev. 11:44–45
	holy because Yahweh holy
	Explicit theological reason for distinction.

	1 Pet. 1:15–16
	holiness quotation
	NT directly reuses Leviticus holiness command.

	Acts 10:28
	Peter’s vision
	Inspired explanation focuses on people not being called common/unclean.

	Rom. 14:14
	Christian food context
	No food unclean of itself under ecclesial covenant administration.


RESIDUAL UNCERTAINTIES
Exact modern identification of many birds, insects and small land creatures is genuinely uncertain and must not be guessed. The chapter uses ancient observational categories, so attempts either to force modern taxonomy onto the text or to attack the text for not using modern categories miss its legal function. Mansfield’s symbolic animal habits remain devotional applications rather than lexical meanings.
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