
KINSHIP
vengeance seeks every iiiirntKT alike of the murderer s
clan.

Tins said, it must not lie denied that a fceliiiR nf
rt'lalionihii, in (jur clii>er sen.w of ilie wurd also Ik-^mti lo
show itself from a comparatively early jieriod. Iriilred,

the Hebrews from the earlifit times to whah our
historical records carry us may Ik' said to have lieeri

distitlKuished by the energy of thr.r 'family' feelln^•,

As the limits of society exteiidi'tl, the primitive coimp.
lion of blixKl-kinship dcscrilied alxnc would naf.inilly
grow weaker ; that of near kinship in our sense of the
word can retain its vigour and ellii ii-ncy only within the
narrower circle. Within the l.iri;ir federation of trbes
(the pe<iple or nation of Isiael) the fcelinR was never
veiy strong

; liloody wars V'tween individual trilies

were not unknown, and it was long In-fore the s«-nse of
oneness had thoroughly pervaded all jvirtions of the
body imhtic. In the end it w.is not by the conception
of blood kinship but by the |y)lilic.il organisation of the
monarchy that this sense was .lied into ueing ami
maintained.

The question as to what constituted national kinship
was answered by the genealogists. l':ach individual

3 National
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kinBhiD
''"cestor whose descend,mts Ijore his

P" name as their tribal name
; the nnitual

relations of the Iriln: and the various cl.ms coniprismg
it were determined by the nl.itionship of the ancestor
of each clan to the palri.uch from whom all alike
claimed descent. In oihe' wonls, the formation and
development of trilx-s were held to have taken pl.ice

under the dominion of the patriarch.al system (liLNK-
AI.OGIES i. , § 2). Moreover, it is an actual fact that
so far as our knowledge gix:s the patriarchal system
was prevalent among the Hi-brews from the earliest

historical times. The head of the family is the man
;

the woman passes over to the clan and tribe of her
husband, who is master both of herself and of her
children (K.\milv, § j/; Markiack. § ^f.]. Kinship,
tribe-connection, inheritance, are determined by the
man.

kol)ertson Smith (h'inshi/y, passim), however, has in-

controvertibly shown that among the Semites as -ell as

4. Matriarchy
""'"''' """''' "'"''•'>' s<"l''"'^'ed peoples

''' matriarchy must at one time have
prevailed. / this expression, as distinguished from
patriarchy, is meant not the dominion of the woman in

the householil. but r.ather that arrangement of fanuly-
aiid clan-relations in accordance wiih which the relation

of the children to the mother was regarded as by fir

the more important, that to the father being of (]uiie

sulxirdinate moment. It is the mother who determines
the kinship. The children Ix-long to the mother's clan,

not to the father's. The wife is not under the power
of the husband, but under the guardianship of her male
relations. The head of the family is not the .'"ather but
the maternal uncle, who h.as supreme authority over the
mother and her children. Inheritance is not from
father to son, but from brother to brother, from
(maternal) uncle tc nephew.
The existence nf lliis matriarchy among the Semites is shown

(amon^ other proofs) tiy the existence of ancient words, common
to various branches of the Semitic family, denoting relationship
derived from the mother. In like manner there are feminine
tribal names, and tribal heroines pointing to the same inference.
With the .Oralis down even to the days of Mohammed a kind of
marriage (sec lielow) was still kept up whi(.h enti-ely belonged
to the matriarchal system.

For details as to matriarchy among the Semites in

general thediscussionsof KobcrtsonSmith,' Wellhauscn,'^
and Wilkcn" must be referred to. ".\'hat specially in-

terests us here is the fact that in the O T also traces of

the existence of this institution among the Hebrews can
still be found. Even if these were not absolutely

Araberr. ' in C:^'ff. .-.-.'. JV^ssJzr.
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convincing 'n themselvr>. they would become so after
the dein.msir.ition of the existence of the institution
among the .\tabs and other S.-niitlc |« ..pi,-,. .Mongside
"I the masculine tribal liaines we have a >eries of
f.-niinmeoncs:— Ilag.ir. Ketut.di, Leah, Rachel, Hilhah,
Zilp.ih. Stade coriji-cturi:s th.it at one tune there was .1

geiieilogical system accorrling t.) which the triU-s were
all of ihent wives of J.nob ((;/lu6i. .Such feminine
nam. s at .\\\ events eaiin.it U- regarded as mere (weliial
.•id..rnineTUs of the legends to »h ch lln-v 1,-long

; they
mus originally have been integial p.irl.; of the genea-
logical system.

.M.irriages of brother and sister, that is to say belwi-en
children of dilfertnt nioth.rs. h.ul nothing oftensive to

B Han-ian "'" """^'' ''" "''^' ""^ ''"^ "'''"'' "'f'"' (s™

between
-^I ^""i "'^•• §21: « is a relic of the

velationa
""""* "'"'" "^^'-'"""^hip was dete.mint-d
not by the bl,„,,l of the father but 1-- that

of the mother, and when accordingly c nmiunity of
d.-se.-nt on the niollu-r'.s side was the only b.ar 10
marriage. This evplains also the possibility of the
cus'om .according to which the son could n'larry the
stepmother, the father the d.iughler-in-law (see Mak-
ki.\(;k, §3). Notwithstanding the express prohibition of
such unions they .seem to have U-t-n not unknown down
to a tune .is Lite as th.it of K/ekiel, allli..ngh. on the
oih.-r hand, marri.iges Ixtween mateinal rtlations,
between father and .stipilaugliter, hither and d.uighter,
mother an.l .,on were from the hrst regarded with horror
(cp (ieii. Viv-.f)-^ in u express prohibition is not
dei-nir.l necessary.

11. uv deeply rooted was the view that relationship
was constituted through the mother is shown by pas.s.iges

6. Meaning Of r,''
'"/
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'bTOtber' •'"*'' " - "'"^''- ">e design.ttion

of brothi-r in the full sense of the
word is reserved for sons of the same mother ; as
also by such narratives as that of Indg. 9 2/, where
Abimelech is reg.irdc-d by his mother's relations, the
Shecheinites, as one of themselves, and his maternal
uncles are his natural allies. The prevalence of the
same vic-vy is seen .dso in the- practice of .idoption by
the mother (not the father! ((Jen. 30:,i. in the right tjf

inheritance through the inotli,-r, as implied in Gen. 21 10

(•the son of this hamlmaid shall not inherit with my
son'), in the right of the mother to give the name as
shown in the older sources of the Pentateuch, though
in V it is always the father who does .so. In Kliezer's

negotiations for keliek.di it is not her father Hethuel
(and Hethuel, 'Gen. 21 5". is a l.in- redactional in.sertion)

but her brother who is her guardian and carries on the
tr.in,s.iction.

-\iiother characteristic feature of matriarchal niarrixge
is that it is :. . he woman who enters the man's triljc

M Tribal ' "^ '''''' "*'"' ^^^' enters the woman's
;
she

relations
'^°"''""^''' '" '"''"ng to her own tribe.^ This
also can l«? 'hown to have lx.'en the case in

the Hebrew domain. I'oo much stress indeed must
not be laid on the expression .i3-k-Si« K'I, ' to go in unto,'

the usual phrase in Hebrew and Arabic for the con-
summation of a marriage ; but it is certain that
among the Hebrews, as with the Arabs, the woman
always hgures in particularly close connection with the
tent, and fre(|uently as its mistress. In such cases as
Gen. 2I67. indeed, we may Ix; in the presence only of
a custom which, in the case of wealthy people, allowed
each wife (as with a rich sheikh at present) to have a
si-parate tent. The n.irrative of Judg. 4 17^;': (cp 524^ ),

however, is cle.ar enough ; it is Jael who owns the tent,

who receives the fugitive into it, and who accords 10

him its protection. This is in exact accord with the
[iresent r.^nts of Arab women as regards fugitives

si-eking protection. The story of Eliezer's wooing of
Kebekah also assumes the possibility that the girl may
nut consent to leave iter home, init may insist that her

future husband should marry into her ov. n tribe and
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