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LEVITICUS 13
TSARA‘AT EXAMINED • PATIENT PRIESTLY DIAGNOSIS • CLEAN AND UNCLEAN DISTINGUISHED • ISOLATION • THE DECLARED SUFFERER • AFFLICTION IN GARMENTS
H. P. Mansfield Bible notes — checked and arranged in verse-by-verse Expositor style
Source: HPB 02-Gen42-Lev11.pdf / HPB03 continuation, Leviticus 13 annotated pages
CHAPTER OVERVIEW
Leviticus 13 gives priestly procedures for diagnosing tsara‘at in skin, hair and garments. The traditional English “leprosy” must be handled cautiously: biblical tsara‘at is a ritual-affliction category broader than modern Hansen’s disease, as the garment and house laws themselves demonstrate.
Mansfield’s central spiritual lesson is careful discernment. Not every blemish is condemned; doubtful cases are isolated and re-examined. Genuine spreading corruption, however, is identified and separated according to Yahweh’s criteria.
SKIN CONDITIONS — LEVITICUS 13:1–17
Leviticus 13:1–8 — swelling, scab or bright spot
A se’eth, sappachath or bahereth—swelling, eruption/scab or bright spot—is brought to Aaron or a priestly son. The priest examines hair colour, apparent depth and whether the lesion spreads.
If signs are inconclusive, the person is shut up seven days and examined again. A second seven-day period may follow. The procedure explicitly guards against impulsive condemnation.
Leviticus 13:9–17 — established tsara‘at and the wholly white case
White hair with raw living flesh indicates established uncleanness. Yet if the eruption covers the body and has turned wholly white with no raw flesh, the priest may pronounce the person clean; renewed raw flesh reverses the verdict.
The apparently surprising rule shows that the priest follows specified signs, not intuition or appearance alone.
BOILS, BURNS, HEAD AND BEARD — LEVITICUS 13:18–37
Leviticus 13:18–28 — healed injury versus spreading affliction
A healed boil or burn can leave a suspicious bright/reddish-white mark. The priest distinguishes scar tissue from a spreading tsara‘at condition by the same evidence-based signs of depth, hair and spread.
Leviticus 13:29–37 — netheq in head or beard
A suspicious condition in the scalp or beard is called netheq, a scall/scaly eruption. Thin yellow hair and apparent depth are significant; uncertain cases are isolated and re-examined.
Exact dermatological diagnosis should not be forced. The law is a priestly ritual classification system, not a modern clinical manual.
HARMLESS SPOTS AND BALDNESS — LEVITICUS 13:38–44
Leviticus 13:38–39 — bohaq is clean
Dull white spots may be bohaq, a harmless eruption, and the person is clean. Yahweh’s law therefore explicitly distinguishes benign abnormality from defiling affliction.
Leviticus 13:40–44 — baldness itself is clean
Ordinary baldness is clean. Only a reddish-white lesion in the bald area triggers the tsara‘at diagnosis. Mansfield’s lesson is sound: natural difference must not be confused with moral or ceremonial corruption.
THE DECLARED UNCLEAN PERSON — LEVITICUS 13:45–46
Leviticus 13:45–46 — public acknowledgement and separation
The person declared tsara‘at-unclean wears torn garments, lets the hair/head be dishevelled, covers the moustache/upper-lip area and cries, “Unclean, unclean.” He dwells alone outside the camp while the affliction remains.
The traditional “leper” label is retained only as KJV terminology. The text describes ritual exclusion arising from the diagnosed affliction, not a licence to stigmatise people with modern diseases.
TSARA‘AT IN GARMENTS — LEVITICUS 13:47–59
Leviticus 13:47–55 — wool, linen or leather affected
A greenish or reddish plague can occur in wool, linen or leather. The priest isolates the item seven days. A spreading lesion is called tsara‘at mam’ereth, a malignant/corrosive affliction, and the material is burned.
Because inanimate fabric can bear tsara‘at, the Hebrew term cannot be simply equated with Hansen’s disease. Mould, mildew or fungal damage may be possible analogies, but the exact phenomenon is uncertain.
Leviticus 13:56–59 — washing, removal and restoration
If the lesion fades after washing, the affected section is torn out; recurrence requires burning. If it disappears after washing, the garment is washed again and declared clean.
Corruption is neither ignored nor overdiagnosed: the law tests, removes what persists, and restores what proves clean.
PRINCIPAL THEMES
• Tsara‘at is broader than modern Hansen’s disease and should not simply be translated into a modern diagnosis.
• Priestly judgment is patient, evidence-based and repeatedly rechecked.
• Not every unusual skin condition is declared unclean.
• Baldness itself is explicitly clean.
• The declared sufferer is separated while the affliction remains.
• Garment tsara‘at proves that the term is a ritual-affliction category broader than human disease.
• Mansfield’s sin analogy is useful typology but must not erase the chapter’s literal distinctions.
EDITORIAL VERIFICATION AND RECOVERED READINGS
	Location
	Checked / corrected reading
	Basis

	Lev. 13 overall
	tsara‘at
	Traditional “leprosy”; broader ritual-affliction category than Hansen’s disease.

	Lev. 13:2
	se’eth / sappachath / bahereth
	Swelling / eruption-scab / bright spot; exact dermatology not certain.

	Lev. 13:4–8
	seven-day isolation
	Doubtful cases are re-examined before verdict.

	Lev. 13:10
	raw flesh + white hair
	Signs of established uncleanness.

	Lev. 13:13
	wholly white case
	Can be pronounced clean when no raw flesh remains.

	Lev. 13:29
	netheq
	Scall/scalp-beard eruption; exact diagnosis uncertain.

	Lev. 13:39
	bohaq
	Harmless pale/white eruption; clean.

	Lev. 13:40–41
	baldness
	Ordinary baldness explicitly clean.

	Lev. 13:45
	upper lip / moustache covering
	Mourning/uncleanness sign; not medical mask instruction.

	Lev. 13:46
	outside camp
	Ritual separation while condition persists.

	Lev. 13:47–59
	garment tsara‘at
	Confirms term cannot equal one modern human disease.

	Lev. 13:51
	mam’ereth
	Malignant/corrosive/spreading affliction; exact material process uncertain.


RESIDUAL UNCERTAINTIES
Exact modern diagnoses for the skin, scalp and garment phenomena are not recoverable with certainty. “Leprosy” remains the traditional KJV term but should not be silently identified with Hansen’s disease. Mansfield’s parallels between tsara‘at and sin are retained as typology, not medical definition.
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