
KINSHIP
il.in ((Jt'n. 2I5). Siiinl.iily J.icol) fnirs lest Lalmn
.iIkjuU rifiisf to let his il.iu»;littTt «.>. Iiiit shimld in»isi -
ill ;iccor<laiKi! with his uiulDuliti-d ri);ht—011 thtir M.tyinj;
at hunic

;
hcmi- hit sic ret tiighl ((k-n. Ulu) Thi-

plirasc, ' shall hvuf hn father ami nnnhfr ami ck'avc to
hu wife,' in (Jen. 2^4 may lie an old sayinR ilating from
riMnole times when the hushanil went to the liouse (tent)
of the wile, anil joinnl her cl.in. Still the passaije may
Ik.' merely the narrator » remark, and even if it he an
old proverli, we cannot be sure that it really carries 115

so far l>,ick in antiiimty.

Another instance of a malri;irchal m.irriagc requires
notice: that of Sainvin ijii.l^' 11). The case is

8 'Baana'-
"""""»''') evce[)lioii.il

; u 15 e.vo);aniy,

toarriaKa
'"" '''-''"'^'"W "»•• rL-latmns, The hushand
14 the alien, and visits his wife, who

remains in her own home, and it is in the liouse of
her relations that the in.irri.nje feast is helil. Samson
himself iiiilee<l il,ii-s not Ihiomi.- a Philistine; hut
neither does Ins wile Ix-come Israelite

; the intention is

th.it they shall meet only from time to time. Han" '5

are not waiitini; in pre-lslamic Arab history ; as aire /

said, such m,irri,ij;es were nothinj; out of the common
up to the period iininediately preceding that of
Mohammed. The im|»irt,int point lies here :—the wife
continues to beloni; to her own trile, and the children,
naturally, so Monj; also. It is thus the mother's
l)lo<jd that is the delerminiiit; factor. This kind of
m.arri.age, it is plain, couhl originally have arisen only
under the iiiHuence of inatri.irchal institutions.

Kroni the f.icts adduced RolK-rtson Smith draws
the conclusion that this kind of marriage -which (after

J. K .M'Lennan) he proposes to call lHH>na-marri,ige
(from the Singhalese) -hail U-en the form universailv
prevalent among the Semites in the [jeriod liefore the
separation of the triljes. .\fter the separation, the
Hebrews from the s.ime st.uting- point arrived at
nionandrous haal-m.arriage (cp .M.xkki.agi;, § 2) long
liefore the .\r,it)s did.

Such an inference, however, would be too sweeping.
Kolx-Ttson .Smith himself reg.irded it as not imiirohablo

9 'Baal'-
"''^' P^"''-"'';'')' '•'"' '« carried hack to

marriaKa
P"mitire Semitic times (A7«. 178); and

/^ Wellhauseii (,./. .;/. 479) has proved it.

The existence of such old .Semitic words as hiim for
wife's father-in-law (sre Il.\.Mu, namks with) and
kalU for the daughter-in-law is, with other cases that
might be .adduced, conclusive. U'ellhauscn calls special
attention to the fact th.it in the word \imm, Arab.,
llcb.

,
Syr., and .Sab,, unite the senses of ' people' and

'rel.itions on the fathers side ' (see Am.mi, n.\mks with).
• Whatever the time and place of origin of this mode of
siieech. the father's relations must also have been the
political ones when it arose.*

Rol)ertson Smith's concession, it is true, is limited to
polyandrous l).aal - marriage — a form of patriarch.!!
niiirria^e which is well attested for the old Arabians
(.Str.ab. .xvi. 4 23; cp VVRS Kin. 133/, We. op. cit.

460 f.). In this description of marriage a group of
brothers or nearly related men had the w ife in common

;

the children tielonged to the tribe of the fathers, Saiith

10. Levirata.
"'"'^ '' "^'"''^ "^ "'''' '^"'^"' "^ poly.iiidry

still surviving in the levirate marriage of
the Hebrews (s<sr .M \KKi..\(ii,:, <§"/). The duty of
inheriting the wife is originally a right, which, as
Smith thinks, must have had its origin in an original
community of p.)ssession. Wellhausen (of. cit. 461)
remarks further that the lieginning of the law on the
subject in I) I l)t. 255 ' if brethren dwell together ') finils

no explanation in the present conte.vi, but would fit in
well with the c.iplanatioii siiggisi.-d by Smith. Hebrew
levirate niarri.ige, however, admits of sufficient explana-
tion from the simple fact that in Hebrew ba.il-marriage
wives in general are proijerty th.U can be inherited.
The right of inheriting became a duty in this one
siiecial case as soou as the first son of r,;;,-h a niarri,-!-™
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KIR-HERBS
came to be regarded as son ol the dece,i5e<l husli.in.l,
and this l.ist finds its expl.ination in the Hebrew »ie-,v

I of the evils of childlessness (cp ,Mahkiaok, S 5/^ ).

1
Obviously the form of marriage just dcsiriljrri mim

I

be older than iiioii,iiidi.. lis ba.il-niarriage; inrleed there

11. Earllait
'^ '"" '" ''"' "'""''^ "^ •''i'lgs any re.ison

practlca.
^"^ '^''l''"''"'« " •">* more recent tli.in enn
the earliest form of m..lriarch.d marriage.

Il.ial-(xilyanilry was originally in any case marriage by
capture. ..\s such it is h.irdly likely to have Ixn-n a
development of a form of ni.irn.ige m which the husbind
married as an alien into the tribe of the wife. It m.iy
therefore be U-sI to alsindon all attemjit to make out a
genetic connection or evolutionary relation U-tween the
various kinds of marriage, and to concede that marri,ige
by cajilure as well as matriarchal (lolv.iiidry (which,
strictly s|)caking. cannot lie disiinguislnd from absolute
promiscuity) m.iy dale from the most remote times.
One trilie might count km from the mother, Ix'i.ig

endogamous, or else marrying its young women to men
of alien trilie only when the men consented to join the
tribe of the wife and the children remained with the
mother. Another trilie counted kin from the father
and therefore sought for its wives, so far as these could
not lie found within the trilie, by capture of such
Welcome ailditions from other triljes.

Fur lilcr.iturc, see Kamii.v, j 15. |^ p

KIR(Tp; KYPHNH ("tc. , .see Wow; cyKi\F: ir S)
is mentioned in Am. SI; (en BoOpoy !H.\'.>ll as the
primitive home of the .\rania-aiis, and w.uriors from
Kir are introduced in the description of an Assvrian
army threatening Jerusalem in Is. 'Zib (oin. HN.\QI'

;

p,uiehm: lta*.>-
The name also :ippe.ars in .\m. 1 5<'''i«*iiTot |ll.\(jri, /.,., ^-^^

- KljJ ; «i/(i^n,i. |Ac|.| ; J K. lilg (om. 11 ; ici.p,i.^,.J, |.\ a ij

Aq.l, Tji- iroAo. [1,]), »liere it m.iy possil.ly have hetn intrJ-
dULtcl fr»m .Am, 1 5, which contains a prophecy of ila- ileporli-
lions of the Animieaiis to Kir.

Winckler (AFt-inff.) h.is given reason to think th.it
' Kir' should rather be ' Kor ' (-li-), and identified with
the Karians mentioned by .Arri.in (iii. 85) with the
Sitiakenians

; see also SIloT. • Isa.' (Heb. ), 197, and
cp KoA. This people seems to have dwelt in the land
of Jalbur, the plain Ix'tween the Tigris and the
mounl.iins towards Klam (cp S;irgon's Khorsabad
in.scr.

, H. 153, j). For other views see Kurrer, /(£
8514. who thinks of Cyrrheitica, between the Orontes
.and the Euphrates (refuted by Schr. HWm* 845). and
Hal<»vy, Kh:j\\(yyf., who prefers S. Babylonia.

KIRAMA (KeipAMAC [li], Kip&MA [A]), I Ksd. 5m
KV=Kzra226, Ra.mah.

,
KIE-HEBES (bnn Tp, Is. IC, .\V Kir-haresh;

^i>y) ? Jer. 48 31 36), Kir-haraseth (nynn 'p, see col."

2^77. n. 2) 2 K. 3^5. AV kir-haraaeth
;

nateranoea.
^, Moab (3NiD-|«p; Is. 15.f). The

name is generally sup[x)sed to mean ' city of the sun

'

(=• for Dl ; see Na.mes, § 95. When, however, we
consider (i) that this explanation is unknown to the
.!ncieiits

; (2) th.at ICir is nowhere supposed to mean
'city' except in the compound n.anies Kir-heres, Kir-
h.ireseth. and Kir-Mo.ib ; (3) tiiat cin, 'sun,' now.here
has a feni. ending ; and (4) that in Is. I67 and Aq.
indicate J, not r, in tl-.e second part of the name, the
question arises whether we should not emend the te.xt

and read nsr^n n.'ip, ' new city' (cp Hauasiiaii).
V(,'. Ijives murv! fi.tlli: (Ier.>, murus cxli latcris (Is. li',),

and milt us Moai< (Is. l,',) ; «!, „ Ttl\iK tVjs .M<»<./J(,),ti!o5 in Is.

IJ; 5firc«'(?i.,T.|K'^->lMli'<Aljrjir Is. 1(17; Tr:^ot5Iom. H.J
fvnrainirat (liKAIJI'l ib. v. 11; «..pai,t [«iSa(>ot, «f.S<-,il..i,

1
-^H" "ToiXf oo-TpiMtou : Sym., rtixti. tw otrrpajo'i/o) ; sec

^ lelJ. ,Swele. Dcselh, quod Aqiiila tninslulit parietemi Svm-
machus murum (r).S'lIOia a.")! 70). Auparentlv the onlv refer.
C.-.CC to Ivil lil Oh^IH.
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