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population of ap ,v oximately t wo rnillion. Only 22.273 

first-bor n mal es arc r ooorded , and probably thero was an 

equal numbor of £ernales. I f those fi gures aro correct. 

then t her e wore forty- fi ve children f or every firs t -born. 

That s i ze of ' t 'amil:1 i s a]Jnost impossible except under 

cond1t ,on3 of polygamy. 4 

PolJ/ :.uny , &herofol"'e, \7a s d.efi n i l;ely a pal"t oi ' r.he �~� - -Hebrew culture. There can be two i nteJ:1p.1•ot ations as to ------
it., o.rj,gin . Vas this tradi ti on nat ive with t he Ilebrews , 

01' t as it -
~ oreig•~ 11"rl uencea?5 I r it was so from the be in-

nin.r< , then poly,:; my mus t have divine approval; 1r 1t was 

acquil'od .;hrough the cour"" e 01' tir.10 , t hen we mu.st dete:rmi no 

whut the ~ri lnel s~undar d ~as . 

Tho au t hot' feel s that polygamy was t ho ?"esult of 

influence r rom foreign nati ons and agrees with Epst ein 

~C.oui s ,T. Epstein, :.1ar~isge Lav;s in t ho Bi ble and in 
the 'l'almud (Cam ri dge: Harvar Univel"slty Press. c."1'9i2T; 
~5. 'i'h!' fol lowing i s a root note o:f.rored by Epstein: 
"This {:;root l e or:·ered by A?oso.isches Hecht, II. pp . 163.f., 
based on ~um. 2:32 and 3:43. Its weafmoss lios in t he faot 
that oven i n polygamous .:itorrioges, foI'ty-.1"1ve ch:!.ld:ren tor 
t ho avor:i e r s.mil y is t oo rr.any; also in the fact t hat t he 
first-born in rospcot t o holiness (except in the ma·t t a:r or 
inheritance ) i o the l ." :l.rst-bt~:-n or the mother who 1unlooaons 
the womb • (3 :12 ), and poly,~amy does not answel' t he d1f !'i culty. 
'!'he ans,,er t o our di :f.' f ioulty- may lie in the fact that only 
those f i l" st - born af t er the Exodus we?'e consecrated , ror i t 
was in the .::xodua cv llnt that t !1e consocl'ation or t he f:!.rat­
bom was proclai med." Despite this di ff iculty , t:"10 aut hol' 
or this thos1s teals 1.hat t ho fi gt.::ros do orfe:r somo evidence 
of t ho ~:1.da-s)reud pr ac i. ice of polyga?ny, or at least the 
COl'ilmon acceptanc e oJ' bi gamy, even among .. he average people. 

6Ibid., P• 3. -
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when he s t« l.as, 11 1: l l t ha t muy be said ts t,hat polygamy 
---·----· 

gradually inf iltrated Debro: 11r e f rom foroien sourcos. - - - - -Canaani t i sh or 1<.gypt:, an . 11 6 -- . ---·-· His t orical proof for this tact 

is diff i cu l t to obtai n. bu ~ if it con be demonstrated from 

the .Bible t h at pol ygamy r,113 not the ideal. then ,,e have a 

valid affirmat i on 0 £ t he ruct t hat its prasenca among t he 

Jewish peopl e wa s t h e rosult o.r !'oreign influence. A further 

discussion or t hi.s p oint Vlill be made in the final chapters 

of t his t hesis ., wh tm we ha ve 1'.h oroughly exami neu t h e entire 

Old 'L'es tarnent r ecord or pol Y'gemy. 

The Argumont s A~vanced in Favor or Polyg a my 

In all f e.S.r•ness t o those who arc in fGvor of: polygamy 

as t' e J i v i no 1 a a l . we s hall present hore thuir arguments. 

l t is t ho pll .c-poso 01' 1,his t hesis to refute t hese propo­

sitions, and sn exami nation mst be made o.f them be.fore we 

conside:z- the s ituations which they disouss. As the reader 

progress es in t he s tudy of this paper, theso validations 0£ 

tho practice sh ould be kept in mind. 

IToquenc y anions l3iblical personal! ~ies 

The i'irst per:ion of whom polygamy is mentioned 1n the 

-·-Old Testament was Lamech • !'itth in descent from Cs.in• whose 
.___ ~ __ .. ____.- .... - .....--.,.:~------
two wives, Adnh anct ~illah, are mentioned. Although Lamoch ... ________ ___ 
was a Cain.ito an d not a part of Ood I s chosen people• 
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ther& is no record 1n Scripture that this was irregu.lar 

or unusuui.7 Xhore is in t he text no "exproaaion or 
reprohat1on118 •1hich would lea<l ua to believe that this 

•as frowned on, ,·,hich we wcnld certainly expect to find 1.f 

the p:rac tico \'IL\S not approved. 

l~von the patr i a1~ch Abraham 1s recorded as having_ two 

wives, , urah and Haga~,9 and i t was under this arrangement 

that he bec &me the father of nations and received God's 
• ..... = - -

blee:sing . Ab1•ah.~ 17 s brother, Na1!or,_!!_.,also_ reoordo~ as 

11v ng , n ~oly~amy .10 

both ~s au and Jacob ar:o r !,!:or~~ fUl..9.!V.!,,Z'J8_ 8__overal 

wives. Esau seor1s t o have contented himself with three or 
the1u, J u d i t h, !Sashema t h and r,,ahala·~h.11 The case o!' Jacob 

1s Ylell !mown , h o ·: ho was tricked into marrying Leah and 

then r:orlted cm add itional seven years for Rachel. 12. 

Among 'tho judges recorded in Scripture, we are told 

~hat Gideon 1a· mf.ttl~ wives.~S 

8Henry Charles Lea, Minor Historical Writinfs• edited 
by Arthur o. Howland (Philadolphla: Un1vors1ty o Pennsylvania 
Press. c.1942 ). p . 532. 

9oen. 16:3-4 . 

lOGen. 22 : 20•2~. 

llGen. 25:34 ; 28:9; S6:2-3. 

l2Gen. 29:20-28; 30:4-9. 

13Judgos a :30. 
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E 10n t h e kings mentioned in Scripture or found with ---- - -- ____, ___ _ 
,many \'11v':>s. ?1v 1d , we a re told• had soveral wives• .J!!ld 

we know definitely lh...it he had at loas·t tan concu bines ·-~-----
in his polaca.14 

hund:rod c ::>ncub l ne~. 15 

--
!_'lad sev.§nJlundr.~d JV1VJ: ... D and throe 

Even ·ho mi ddlo cla ss s hared 1n polygamy, tor 

'l kana h , be i"atlier of Samuel o n ·· a rnemb11;;.r or i.he 

mid"dl o cla sR, is said o hevo ha 1 t :o wives, Bun ah and 

Pen i nn ah .16 

t o chese leading lible pe!'s~ i t iea ----
t ore or --nun~r :idd liicnal cases of polygamy rocorded.-1,7; 

lbt -n · 11 th se caaos it 1s recorded "wlthout embe-rassment .. - ___....--------·------- - ----
to t h s o tt:r•Gat. f i guras t ho ad orn t he sacred pag cs;n.18 i n - . ------~ - ........... ..........~ ~ 
rao , "Tho f requenc y or polygumous marl'iago amon5 t he 

l oa, g ;:,o r :.ionsl ties o t' the Bi~l v,1tbout e::.p11o1t protost, ___ ..,.... _______ , __________ _ 
denotos ·he abs rice or uny trad ition against it. •t.l~ -

.-.... .... --""""-~... ---....... --------·-
I n v1.e•,-., or all t hos~ .fac·ts, then, those who hold o 

f avorable opin "on or pot 75am : co. elude that since it wns 

accept.3blo j n t hese canes, i ii must ~lso huvo d ivine sa"'tciilon. 

141 Sam. 25:431 44; II Sam. 3:25; 5:13; 15:16; 20:5. 

151 K-ng a 11:3. 

16:.: Sam. 1:2. ,,,. 
Vl 1or. II Ohron . 11:21; 13:21; 24:3; I Kin ~s 11:3. 

18Jlc.&v:i.J R • •. iaae, fJab!'OYI ~arrisp;e (Lond on: The ._.pworth 
P~esa, 1953), P • 121. 

l9Rpatoin, ..2E•ill•, P• 4. 
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Fro:,: ,ho ev1.doncc 

l1nho.J paz,i; en 

:lveo. 

t11t . . •0·11 ~ !.".:.2• •.,ha r or:.n f:'1:f ,.a1.:ion t .a~ ouch an 11-r~an aa ont 
• • • • I I' 1111' - • ·•-- --•~~--~ -~- - -----

'ia:1 bJ 1 u r. • .. 1. u c pl~'-01'! 1 . 11:2~, 'l'bo o• clu91on or t.hoae ... .. ,, ............. ~ 
.O D .u QV Ol"t t -i :, t .. h1 o o;,S.r,ion c~n well 1::e s umme d in 

": ;:• · · ~, 1 . 1••~ bof·oro h.-.o c:,~s, ghu'. Chr i s!. '-an cat. 
b::li ovc ... ~,~ :,;}1.,s, :-.urr.: .;h"y :.•·ucl e 1:M101'sl1:-..y Oli' sin 
tc-, thliJ o c:n H ~.1:,n 0 1• ol~tcsm: , espec1olly iho:i ~ . may 
loc•.- ;,. 'llai :.1 t.hr.ou c-1-: tho .. oo.:.i .. 1:,0, :1.. lu t!.ons of mat•r•J u ·•a 
'in t,~v: : le: :; · ght een i'ol'" r::r,:1 1: ! 1a:~1.on Ol'l t;hd nu . • be:r 
of w1 v os • . 2 

110 l1vod 1n 
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polygamy \1oulJ o lso soo:n to lndlcate that Gou did not 

object to it. It ,ay bo t r ue that the descondents 01' 

men such as Caln und EsmJ ~o not offer pl"oor ror divine 

acceptance u11cJ mip;ht vun be on al'gumont agai not it. for 

they hardly ·:, l .ed \' ith God, yet tho fact cannot be> denied 

tlnt Gou did richll" b l ess l!:sau •o brother, Jacob. as well 

as others S'l.1ch &s Abraham. I n considering this factor., 

the ccse o f J acob ls especially important. Jacob had two 

r.ivea, Raci1el and L sh, sisters, and in a ddition to polygamy. 

this arrangement stood in oppos1~1on to a latel' recorded 

law f'orb i d d ng a marr•iag e o t wo s 1sters to the same 

husbund a:. th sat,,e tl,no .23 In o:dd1t1on both his wives gavo 

hlm their hand n i•ie1u1, Bilhah anci Zilpoh as con.sorts • 24 

In t he fac e of rall this, it \'1wld seem that Jacob 

woul not >., c e . vo a r;reai; bless ng f'l'om God. Yet wa ?~no\'I 

how Jacob wrastlod ull n i ght at Pen:i.el and f i nally received 

a blesa tng . ' he person -:hom Jacob wrestled witih is an open 

question, but it raa e ither a.~ angel ol" God H1msolt in the 

form or a man . 'fho eu thor of' this thesis holdo thot it 

17011 Go Hi c,salf, bec ause \'Je are told that Jacob had "power 

with God," and becuu se he s poke or the incident as hav:lng 

•aeon Goel face co :f.'ae o . 11 26 Would ouch an i ncident have 

occul':red 1£ J acob, l ~er ualled Israel, had not .round favor 

23Lov. 18 :18 . 

24Gon. 30:1-10. 

25Gen. 32:24- 30. 
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in God' B si {?.,ht ? Aga'in 1 t w cu ld aoe~ as 11" pOlJ'S&my was 

tole:rated a s a m::srriago slianciard. 

Polygamy a s multipl e monogamy 

t his fir1al e.r eument, in the opinion or ·t,he author, 

ls :rath o.ra du bious, 1,ut it will bo ottered tor the consider• 

atlon of· t he readt:tr. It has been p:roposed that even if' 

Poly~c.my is iron , the cases in Scripture fall more into 

tho ce.tog ory 0 1· nm l t i plo monogamy. In a situation :such &a 

this, a man m y r uv;c s ove:ral \'liveo, but o1noe each marriage 

\Yao ontor e d 1.ndi v:i.dually and ·on in 1v1dual relationship was 

os t ubl i 3hed wi t h oaeh v. ife, thercrore it is not polygamy 

but l'at her mul,S. l o rnonogamy.26 l'hus a man enteJ1ed the 

relat ion ship or hnvi ng one wtro sovoral times. And, booauso 

in many c ~ sea each wife lived sopa Yoa tely fJ'om ·the others, 

it coo.ld s ~11 f al l i nto the pattern or monogamy, since 

ouch :relati onst- :J p i c S$parate fro?n tha others. Such a 

thaor~, h oweve r, ueoms t o fall into the category of theo• 

logical ha i r-sp l itt i n E, since ro~a:rJless or when a man 

ma:ri-ied h is ,'J:lves, a s long as he had more l;han one at the 

same time, it would be polyrraDIJ'• To the author's kn0\'1ledge 

thel"e is no case recorded in Script ure or a 1narrluge to 

more t bun one woraun 1n the sa. e oeJ1em0ny. Even in those 

26Bron1slaw Malinowski, " ~arrlago." Enotclopod1a 
Britannica, ed ited uy Walter Yust, et al. (C {cago: 
li.ncyciopedia Britannica Inc., o.195Tf."'"'YIV, 949~ 
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oases wlere oevoral wives oro mentioned at the same time. we 

have no a ssu r ance t hat t heir marriages were simultaneous. 

'rhe Reasons r or Polygam1 

'Jhether polygainy \Hls en original part or Hebrew culture 

or o practice t al<en ovor- from neighboring countries. thore 

must have beon va lid reasons for the conliinuatlon or this 

practice . I n tho concluding sect i ons or this chapter. we 

shall cons i der some or t hese probable reasons. In reality. 

both t he Lev i rat e marr'lage and c""ncubinage were polygamous 

practices an d h a d reason for their existence as well as 

cau s e s 1·0 1" &heil' cont J.nue.t i on. Since both of these aro 

modifica t i ons or polygamy. ho~over. they shall be considered 

soparately i n tho succeeding two chaptors. 

TAist 

The most obvi ous cause for having more than one wifo 

woul be t o i"u l .fill t he se.xual desire of the male. Since 

there is a basic d1f ferenoe between the male and the rornale• 

the male desiri ng greater and more frequent sstisfaot1on. 

lt wou ld be natural for hlm to turn to an additional woman 

when tho circums t ances soe1ned to warrant it. Such was 

certainly the case with David and Bathsheba. We are told 

t hat Dav:!. :z . 'l.\'hi l e walking upon tho roof of his house, 

observed .Ba thsheb~. n oticing ·that "the woman was beautliul 

to look u pon. 11 Aftttr inq;i :!.ring aboui. her. evon t'lnding that 

she \Yas the \'Ji r e or anot her n1an. Uriah, ho still took her 



19 

and lay g1th her. Because or him, oho became pregnant.27 

It was on l y thon th~t Uavid•s problems began, and 

he g ave ths or ders f ol' t ho death or Uriah. Nathan, in his 

oondomna t i on of David, is not so severe in respoot to 

David 's desir e a s he is in respect to the raot that the 

\fom· n was mar rl.ed t o ariother.28 

This s ume s i i:.uation also existed among other ldnga. 

Thus :e .uvG r ecorded i n Es t her that tho king, in seeking 

the new queen, t ook each woman into his chambers for the 

even L • · nd in I.he morn·i.ng she \7US roleasad and sent away 

until t hci k i n g call e d a ga ; n. I n t his case, i t wru. l appear 

that aeXt,~ l s atisf ac t ion became one or the criteria or the 

now quoen . 2!1 

Ki n g Ahasu o:ruo• f ormer quoen, Vashti, undoubted ly 

earned her p osition in the same way.SO A turthor discussion 

or t h i s en ~ire Jnoident will be takm up in a later division 

ot' t his chapter. 

A Sllrplus of women 

A second f a c~or which would obviously tend to bring 

about poly gamy was o possible surplus or women. Under 

normal circumstances, th:i·1i-at1o botween male and i"emale 

would be &bout the same. In time of \Var, however, the:re 

2711 Sam. 11:2-5. 

2811 Sam. 12:1-4. 

29Esther 2:2.1a.14. 
301!,sther 1:10-12. 
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0 ould be a la r ge loss ar men, with the oonsequence that 

mo:re f emal e s wou l d exis t than males. In many cases the men 

•ho went to war and i nvaded other notions found for ~hem­

solvos ad~it i ona l wives among these women.31 

I t mu.st a lso be romembored that any single woman in 

Jewish soc i ety waa no·t held to bo in high esteem. She 

would t r b y any means possible to become married. Such 

was the sad case of ' 'i'ama1~, who by trickery t ook Judah for 

her hus ban~ bJ pl y ing the harlot.32 

Poly gamy was a lu o used as a moans or securing stra­

te 1c pol ic i cs l a lliances wi&h neighboring rulers. The 

oase f or ou r c onsi.deration hezte is Gideon. 

JI:!.s polygamy :,a s undmbtedly or the political t ype 
l ater practic ed by 'Oevid and Solo~on. He consolidated 
his powor by r orm1n6 o numerous harem, in order to 
f or m links \',-i th t he chief ram1lioo or t.he communities 
whom he wished t o conciliat o.33 

i'ho rosult of this prac t ice can be seen 1n the ninth chapter 

of Judge s , where the Shechem1tes rebelled. 

ttomen a s lubore rs) 
- -

In a society \"Jhe:re bunt i ng and fishing are the ohio:r 

means ot · earni ng a livi ng, polygamy is almost unknown. 

31cr. Ju~ges 3:5-7; Genesis 6:2; I 'K1nt; s 16:31. 

32<Jen. :38 :l-SO. 

33Mace, .!:?E• -2.ll•• P• 127. 
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iht t he Hobr oi·,, cultu..re was such thtlt they wore mostly 

engaged i r. she}'>he r ding and agriculture. 11Whon a man•a 

wives can be employed 5.n t ending flocks, cultivating f1<1lds 

O?" exercising useful handicrafts, ~hon a polygamous exis­

tence c an be expec tad .n34 It \"las an inexpensive mosno for 

obta 111i n g l ~bor by ;Just adding wives to u man• s present 

family • 

... :..---, ----
nor weal th and pr estige --- -----~ 
Polygamy, a lth ou gh practiced t o some extent by many , 

was pri:nar1 J.:, &he epeaial pl"ivilege or the powerfu l and 

woal t hy people . The reason for this, ot course , was that 

many mor1 coul ,J not s!'fo1•d to have a multitude of ,,1ves. 

In a pr evious s c t ion or t his chapter, we considered 

t he ~aa l thy u s uaing women t o fol'm political alliances. 

How we ah.a ll c on si der polygamy from tho st;and potnt of 

woal t h a nd prest i g o . 

The t ype of mar r iage which is evident in Hebrew 

writin s :ls the ba •al marri age, t h e regular word t'or 

husban be i n g ba• ol, and &ha t ror a marriod woman 

be•ulah , ~h ich means owned or possessed. Thus marriage 

represen ted a cquisition or ownership, and very otton a ---
\'life was o wnt ed a r.10n~• a man's p~;a;;siori~ . 35 ,,-

34John A. Ryan, " 1nrr1age--H1story or," l'he Catholic 
'&icyclopedia, edited by Charles G. Herbormann-;-7t ai. 
1Rew York : Robort Appl e ton Cornpany, c.1910). uc-;-a'§!'. 

, I 

.:_3.5Epste :tn, O'De ~- ~ • 7. 
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Along wi th v,oa l t h als o wont aooiol p:rostige. 1'hia 

was especia lly prevalent during the pe:riod of" the monarchy. 

Solomon at·t a :i ned t h e acme or Biblical pe:rsonalitios with 

his har em of s even hundred wives and threo hund:red conou­

binea. I t c an be understood that in a polaoe thei-e would ---------- , ____________ ,-. 
be a need f or a gr eat number or women both to a&i-vo the king ---- -
and to maintain the ~~1.'!.in~• It is possible that many of 

the women mentioned i n connection ~1th Solomon served just 

those purposes and d i d not on1y .function as a wit"e :ro:r t he 

lcinr.•. Thus we: are t old t hat David went .rorth and left 

ten c oncu bines behind to cai-e for the houae.36 
• ■ --- ..,.. ...,__ -~ --~ _____ ..,_ 

~e r e n o t t ol d much in the Bible about condit ions in 

tho pal ac e or the monarchs. ait the account in the Book 

of Esther g ive s us some dotails. Although it was a Persian 

court, yot the situ3t i on described could well be aim11a:r 

t o the ca..irt a or t he Habrev, monarchs., ainoe thoi:r palaces 

must have boen pa t t erne d after those or other countries. 

·• a must r omomber tho t the monarch:, Vias not God• s plan., bu. t 

rathei- t he pe op l e 's ch oico.37 In view of this fact, it must 

have been the i n f luence or the surroundi ng na·tions that 

brought the peop l e or Israel to this decision. Undoubtedly 

tho courts of Israel wail:i also be patterned a:rter fo:reign 

courts. 

An exce llent stud : o:r the condition of' the palace has 

3611 Sam. 15:16. 

371 San. 8: 1-8. 



23 

bean made by D. R . ttaoe in his book previously mentioned 

1n this chapt e r, He brew Harriage. At this point the author 

or this t has1s wiahos to introduce the material presented 

by Mace, becaus e i t ~111 shed light on the palace situation 

in Is~ael. The f ollowing seot1ona, thorerore, will be a 

condonsa tio1-i e. nd par aphrase of tho thoughts expz:iessed by 

Maoe i n h is b o ok . 38 

Tho polyg smy or the rulers was a powerful factor 

in delayi n g t he ascondency or the monogamous ideal in 

lsr nol. 1'hese harc1ns (su ch a s t hat of Solomon) v,ere sec 

up in an attempt; t o ape pagan monarchs, and the drove s of' 

\7omon v1h S ah t:ero gathered around the king are scarcely 

wor·thy o f th e n umo o:r wives,and they hardly 1'all into the 

oatego:ry of r.1arri age s t all. A desc?'1pt1on or the palace 

of a pagun mona rch can be 1 .. ound in the Book or Esther. 

Kin3 Xol'"l:.es is described as receiving each n ight a 

f resh virgin whic h was provfalod f or his pleasu r'3. 'l'hese 

girls wer e os pecia lly chosen ~or this purpose, probably 

because of thei r phy s i cal bea1.1ty. Thus Esther was among 

those recrui ted t o be brought in to the king. The girls 

•ore prepar ed by a n elaborate process ot beautiflca•tion 

whi ch lusted a full year, and on the night or their 

presentat ion to the king, they bad their choice of the 

reoources o:r the harem. Arter the night wl th the k ing was 

over, the girl was tak en to a separate section or the harem 
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and ~as no vor b rru. ih ·t !'ol'lih a ga in unless t he king oakod 

for he?' by name. 

'l'h1:1 mu: :a,ot • · n a :real sonae. marriage. It aaa 

PDI't of tho immoral provision made for a pampered poten­

toto. I t ios s l r pl y t1at irls' bodies. per{Umod and 

Jewel ed \ierc oerveJ to t he kin 111<0 so many. p1eoos or 

oanay. Even the ch oice of Esthor ao ~uoon was not mado 

on aclmiro :1011 o:r her cbsr~ctar, bu~ bocauae or outstanding 

physic 1 u : ut~T• -]. !;h ough th01•O wore celebrations which 

· d ing. ye t t ho queen could not a pproach h o:r -· ... --·---·-------=-~:.-.--
p.:til'l o i• doat !!J ug..!,!Jse ho _!IErnmo~ har. lle:r 

posit ton ., herei'ore , wa s a bJect • altbou.gh she stoo•.t in . - . - . - ---·---------a rel.• tionsh i p th~•~ no ot her \7o~an enjoyed. In o case -such os t his , t here wae r eally a monog&r.1y, wi'l;h one princi-

pal u1ro . Yot tio king enjoye d tho rroodom o~ se.xu.al 

Pl'omiocui ty. 

Thus Y-10 s ao 111 , his account or: f.1aoe, t he cle r5enerution 

that can set 1 n 1.1 i h a pala ce s1 t uat ion such os this. 

Whi l o ,.an., t·,:lvos wor e a sig:i or prostige a nd woall.h, 1 t 

lod t o many cvila. I n the case of Solomon with his many 

wives, lt is pos 1ble t hst &n ar~angemen~ existed similar 

to ~hat 0£ Xorxes , 11J~copt t hot oaoh womon tho t t1ent in to 

the king beotimc h:i a wi re v,1thou~ benefit or ceremony. 

------, ' 
The desire r or an heir 

'--- --
11any or -:ha pi-evious rossons su~geatad aa a cauoe 

to?" polyga m3• e:tth or di•J not Clnd a pproval with the people 
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Ol' weJta imp?"oc t i c a l ·o-r ·the majority of" the Hebrew raoo. 

The previ ously enumer a tod fact ~rs oa~not , thorotore. be 

listed a s prS.mu1•~1' reasons ror the practice of' polyg amy. 

Thol'e c an b e no d ou bt that t ho p?tincipnl roason fol' its 

prac·tice a1non g i:;he avor n~o pe ople was the desire tor an 

hei:r. To t he Hobr ew t his \'l&s tho supreme end which marri11ge 

se:rved. A £a i l y wanted an heir to inher-it t h e possessions 

or t he fathe r an l t o ca:r:ry on the name of the r a ni l y its elf . ............... - - -· , ______ __;:;,._ - . 
Wives _ tl.§:ref'o?'e , \'101•0 rogarded a h 1ply as a means for .. _..,,., -- - ., _..... _ __,_ .. _______ _ 

ch i l dren . 

I n c e r t ain c oses , the desire for or raprin5 arose 

fl-om the .Promi se:,s given of Lhe Savior and tho tl'ibe !'I-om 

whi ch Ho would c ome . S9 

The J o1ish p ao pl e a lso he l d the ;_!lJupc~ton ofJorip-
- - --·-------------

tul'e , 0 ae fru 1 t fu l and 111'.ll t iply • 1140 in high esteem. 
------ - O --- . . .... - --~ ,. ___ 11111'1 --

Ba:rI'en:.1esa e oen1ad t o conf lict with this __ command, and 
-

t hel'efore a man J~ad t ho choi ce o.~• e_1~~er _,~ivorco Qr 

a second nun':r■iage. It wa~. a _J_~w1sh pract.1o_~_thf!t sterility - - --· - . 
ro:r t en years a llovJod ..ciiv.o:t-o~e• Polygamy, however, s e omod 

,..... ___ - .. v-...,..,,.. _.,. -·· ~ • . .. • 

to be more humane, s i nce, as we have aeon ~erore a ~ ingle .. .. - -
woman had no p lace· in Jewish soc1ety~41 

- - ,> .. 

A woman who CO'.i l d bea:r no c h1ldron was looked upon 

3 9or. Gen. 17:19 ; 49:10; Nu. 24:17; Is. 9:7. 

40Gen. 1:22 • 

....- 41E. o. J a.me s, I.farr1a 'e and Sooiet7 (London: IJutch:ln­
aon 1s Uni versi t y L1brs:ry,9o'21'; P• 9!. 
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as cu:rsad by God, / or "tho Lord hath shut up her womb. n42 

A Wotnan • s au p:reme desire in lU'e was to boa.r a _ c1~1ld, - . 
lest she bo t houuh r. or as having a divine judgr.1ent placed 

upon he,r . I n !'ne t , har only ola2m to status in the house-
- - ... _ _ .. # , .. . - • 

hold oi' her ·ll.lsbsnd was based on he:r bearing of children. 43 
----..._,__ " • • • ""?19' • • • 

The Habre\"13, the1~ ,f'oro, beoauso o the impoi-tance they 

placed on off s pring , r 011nd t;hemselves almost una.'oidably 

con1mittecl to t;l e pr:ict ce of polygtl!lly. 

As an _exa, pl e or this oau! e ror p~lJ~_!!l!...!'e can 

turn to t h o a ccount g iven ~r El kanoh_~?d .~~~ two wives, 

Hannah end Pe 11nuh . \"le are told that Peninnah hs· borne 

children £or ? i m, ~hi~e Hannah ~ss still barron. Yet 

t l kanah loved Jfnn:nah and while maldng oao:r1t1ce he gave 

her a largei por t i on. This was disagreeable to Pen1nnah, 

who t hen hogan t o torment Ham ah bec11,use or her barrenness. 

Hannah , :i.n t urn , \':Ont to t he temple, prayed to herself, 

perhaps ao s h e hud done ~nan1 t imcs before, asking a child . 
from God, and o££erine t o return him ~o God's servioo.44 

,\lthoug..t.i we ure not t; ol · this in the te:x.t, it 1s 

likely that Hunnsh was tho f 1:rst w1 f'e of Elkanah. The 

author assumes this booaust> sho is always mentioned first 

and because we are tol d that lil kanah loved Hannah, o. 

statement that io not mude concerning Peninnah. 

42z Sam. 1:5. 

43Epstoin, .!ll?,• _ill., p~ 129 ~ 

441 Sam. 1:4-20. 
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E1kanah, a f t <=Jl" a period or time, probably took Pen1nnah 

to socure orf ·s p l.'"··.n p; an d an heir. 

Hannah' s supr e no doa1re 1:1as to bc.,ar a child a nd not 

be a dl s grac e t o he-::• husband. It was in keep1nc with 

this th ought t hat she offered t ho child (wo notice she 

Pl'ayed for a son ) bac'· t o the Lord again-. This would 

aeom to i ndicate t hat sho wanted primarily to bear a 

child and not so much t o keep him. In her actions, then, 

we seo an ex e .pl of t his desire ·on the part or a ~01an 

to have oJ llil to ,, l ea s e he.r husband and maintain her 

statu:; in society. 

Theae S LZ c o.u.aes f or pol71~omy show us its back,jround 

and t ho r ,:onon,,, for i t s pract ice. In t he following cha pters 

we hall c onelde :, l s various modifications und their impact . 
upon J ewish socie t y . 


