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when he statoes, "All bhnt muJ be sald is Lhat polyzgamy
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Erﬂaually iﬂrilbratad dobrah life Irom foroi N sourcos,
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15 difficult to ob¢a1n, but if it can be demonstrated from
the Bible that polygamy was not the idoal, then we have a
valld affirmation of Lthe fact that its prosence among the
Jewish people was ths rosult of forcign influence. A further
discussion of this poins will be made in the final chapters
of this thesis, when we have shoroughly examined ¢he entire

0ld Testament record of polygamy.
The Arpuments Advanced in Favor of Polygamy

In all fazirness Lo Lhose who are in favor of polygamy
a3 the livine Ideal, we shall present here their arguments.
It is the purpose of Lhis thesis o refute these propo=
sitions, and an cexamination must be made of them before we
consider the situations which they discuss. As the reader
progresses in the study of this paper, theso velidations of

the practice should be kept in mind. ;
Froquency amonsz Biblical personalities

The firat paraon of whom polygsmy is men sioned in the -

e —— e e e p—

0ld Tesbamenb was ua.ecn, rlfth in dascenb from Ca*n, whose

-y
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two wives, Adah and 5illah, are montioneds Although Lamech j

.

was a Gainlte and nobt a part of God's chosen people,

6Ibide, De 4.
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thera is no record in Scripture that this was irregular
or unusual,” Thore is in the text no "expression of
reprobation"® which would lead us to believe that this
vas frowned on, which we would certainly expect to find if

the praciice was not approved,

E!E&ﬁ?“%_PQ§;}q?qh_§pgqum is recorded a&s havling two

wives, surah und Hagar,® and 1% was under this arrangement

—

that he_became the father of natipgg and qeqaived GCod's

e

blGSS%gg. Abreham’s brother, Nahor, is also recorded as

11\'; ng in polsr:‘,-:;usl Yo 10

Loth Lssu and Jacob are recorded as having several
_jEZfﬁ. Esau seoms to have consented himself with three of
them, Judith, Lbashemath and Mahalath.ll The case of Jacob
is well known, how he was tricked into marrying Leah and
then worked an additional seven years for Ruchal.lz_

Among tho Judges recorded in Scoripture, we are told

vhat Gideon hai meny wives.ld

“Gen, 4:19-23,

8lenry Charles Lea, Minor Historical Writings, edited
by Arthur O, Howland (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania
Press, c.1942), p. 532,

%en. 16:5-4.

10gen, 22:20-24,

1lgon, 25:24; 28:9; 56:2-3.
12Gen. 20:20=283 30:4=9,

15Judgus 8:30.
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Bven the kings mentioned in Scripture ars found with

—

fany wivos. David, we are told, had goveral wives, and

Y

we know delinitely lthat he had at_least ten concublnes

e -

in his palace,l4 Solomon had seven bundred wives and three

i A

hungrod coﬂcubiﬂea,lo
Even the middle cless shared in polygamy, lor

Elkanah, uhﬂ ;u.ncr oP Samuel anad a member of the

middle c'asq, is said Lo have had Gwo wives, Hannah and

o—nn . —

Pen}-nﬂ ah. 16

In u..lslon bo chosa 1ead1nz ibls personalitias

thcra are many additi ndl cases or ool gamy recordad.17

e et L T W —

But 1n nlL hese casea it 1s recorded Twithout emnarussment

—

to thuse greab figares who adorn ths sacred nages;"la in

RS et et et e gy

fact, "The freguency of bolvpumous marriage amons the

S 1 e i

leax ng personali ties of tho Biolc witbout ex olicit protest,

Sl T T e AT e e B 7  Won A e hbmaT i

oenobo the absence of @y Tradition uga1nst is. “19

L B e AL S99 | o T T

In view of all these facts, Ghen, thoso who hold a

favorable opinion of polygaemy corclude that since it was
acceptable n these cases, it must alaso have divine sancsion.

14y Sam, 25:43,44; II Sam. 3:26; 5:13; 15:16; 20:3.
151 Kings 11l:3,
16y sam, 1:2,

v L7Ge, 1T Chron. 11:21; 13:21; 24:5; I Kings 11:3.

1pavia Re tiace, Hebrew Marriage (London: The Hpworth
Press, 1953), p. 121.

19g0060in, op.clb., De 4.
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Mosalc regulusion “ndicabtes accepsunce

in ihe Sible numerous regulations and laws cun be

f, . - = 5 3 -
fnun& which dacl direcily with polyzanye From the svidence

[ - . »
———— Lt T —————

offered is wopeurs chat "polyzamy was such a wall estabe
et e st 0.8 - B - - . - e
Ushod part of Lhe sselal syssum, Shab losalo law i3 not

P
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over: eritical of 14."20 in faes, the law, in maling
e - iy -

Provision for she number of problems that might arise under

Polyramy, nowhwure lndicases a remilation in regard Lo nhe

Mmber pi' «

5=

ved, My making proviaion for .hesc problems,

liga 5 e N ~ .
18 provides lursher confirnation shat guch un arranganont

o —

was by no means gjgcﬁl_rj!‘-im'lﬂ]..“.gl.' The eumnclusion of' Lhose
Who ams faverable to this opinion can well be summed ur in
this quosation:
With unis law bofore his eyes, what Christian can
belleve thab the Almighoy siteched immoralitiy or sin
G0 the coniluion of polypémr, espocially whon one may
ool Zi: vain through the Mosaic ropulutions of marriage

in Lev: sieus eighteen for any 1i itasion on the number
of wives, =

Gou blesagd thozae who lived in polycemy

The blessinga which God geve to those who lived in

200hariecs 4, Rubonsteln, T"Folygamy," I'ho Universal
Jesish Lneyvelopsdia, editod by Isaac Landman, o 8le
oW Yoric: The Univerasl Jewish bncyclopedia, Ince,
0.1042), VIil1i, 584,

2lyace, ope cit., p. 121,

92’-‘5“9 DB Clbey De BIOGe
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Polygamy woul) ulso secem Lo indicate that God did not
objest to it. It may be true that the descondents of
Wen such as Caln und Esau do not offer proof for divine
Bcceptunce and mizht even be an argument against it, for
bhey hardly wulled wibth God, yet the fact cannot be denled
8lat God did riechly bless Esau's brother, Jacob, as well
8 obthers such as Abraham. In considering this factor,
She case of Jacob 1ls especially important. Jacob had two
¥lves, Rechel and Leah, sisters, and in addition to polygamy,
this arrangenent stood in opposition to a later recorded
lav forbidding o« marriege of two sisters to the same
husbind &% tho same time.®° In addition both his wives gavoe
him thelr handraidena, Bilhah and Zilpah as consorts .24

In the face of all cthis, it wmld seem that Jacob
Would nos recelve a greas blessing from God. Yot we know
how Jacob wreshtled all night at Penlel and finally received
8 blessing, The person whom Jacob wrestled with is an open
Guestlon, but it was either an angel or God Himself in the
form of a man. The aushor of this thesis holds that it
vas God Himself, because we are told that Jacob had "power
vith God," and becuuse he spoke of the !ncident as having
"seen God face to facc."2® Would such an incident have

occurred if Jacob, laser called Israel, had not found favor

23Lev, 18:18.
24l‘ron. 20:1-10,
25gen, 32:24-30,
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in God's signt? Again 1t would scem as if polyzamy was

tolerated as a marriago standard,
Polygamy as multiple monogamy

‘his final asrzument, in the opinion of the author,
1s rather dubious, but it will be offered for the consider=
ation of che reader. It has been proposed that even if
Polyremy is wrong, the cascs in Seripture fall more into
the category of mulbiple monogamy. In a situation such as
this, a man may have several wives, but since each marriapge
Was entered individually and an individual rélat!onship was
9sbablished with each wife, therefore it 1s not polygamy
but rather malciple monogamy.zs fhus a man entered the
relationship of having one wife several times, And, bocause
In many cases sach wife lived separately from the others,
it could 85411 f21l inbo the pattorn of monogamy, since
each relationship is separate from the othera. Such a
theory, however, secms Lo fall into the category of theo-
logical hair-splitting, since rezardless of when a man
married his wives, as long as he had more than one at Ghe
same time, 1t would be polyzamye. To the author's knowledge
there is no case recorded in Sceripture of a marriage to

more than one woman in the same ceremony. Lven in those

263ronislaw Malinowski, "Marriage,” Encyclopedia
Britannice, edibed by Walter Yust, et al. !U%Ican=
Incyclopedia Sritannica Inc., ¢.1951), X1V, 949,
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tases where sevoral wives arc mentioned at the same time, we

have no assurance that their marriages were sirultanocous.

The Reasons for Polyzamy

Whether polygamy was an original part of Hebrew culture
Or a practlce taken over {rom neighboring countries, there
st have beon valid reasons for the continuatlon of this
practicc. In the concluding sections of this chapter, we
shall consider some of these probable reasons, In reality,
both the Levirace marriage and ¢ ncubinage were polygamous
practices and had reason for thelr existence as well as
Causcs for shelr continuation. Since both of these arc
modifications of polygamy, however, they shall be considersd

Scparately in the succeeding two chapters.

Tast

the most obvious cause for having more than one wife
woulld be o fulfill the sexual desire of the male, Since
there is a busic difference between the male and the female,
the male desiring greater and more f{requent satisfaction,
i1t would be natural for him to turn to an addislonal woman
wvhen the circumsiances scemed to warrant it. Such was
certainly the casc wlth David and Bathsheba. We are told
that Davii, while wallking upon the roof of his house,
observed Bathsheba, noticing that "the woman was beasuiliful

to look upon," After ing:iring about her, even finding thet

she was the wife of mobher man, Uriah, he s5ill took her
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and lay with her. Becsuse of him, she became pregnanb.27
It was only then thot UDavid's problems began, and
he gave the orders for the death of Uriah, Nathan, in his

Gondemnatlion of David, 1s not so severe in respect to

David's deosire as he is in respect Lo the fact that the ’
womin was married to another.28 ‘
This sume siiuation also exlsted among other kings.
Thus ws nave recordod in Esther that the king, in seeking
the new queen, Look each woman into his chambers for the
8vening, unid in Lhe morning she was reoleased snd sent away
until the king called again., In this case, 1: wauld appear
that sexuul sabisfaction became one of the criteria of the
new queen,.2"
King Ahasucrua' former gueen, Vashii, undoubtedly
earned her pcsition in the same way.so A further discussion
of this envire /ncident will be taken up in 2 later division

of this chapter.
A surplus of women

A second factor which would obviously tend to bring
about polygzamy was a possible surplus of women. Under
normal circumstances, the‘ratio botween male and female

would be aboubt the same. In time of war, however, Ghere

2711 Sam. 11l:2-5,
2811 Sam. 12:1-4.
29sther 2:2,13,14,
SO0ksiher 1:10-12.
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Could be a large loss of men, with the consequence that

more females would oxist than meles. In many cases Lho men
who wont to war and invaded other nations found for them=
80lves additional wives among these women .91

It mxst also be remembored that any single woman in
Jewish socicby was not held to be in high esteem. She
wWould Sry by any means possible to become married. Such

was the sad case of Tamar, who by trickery took Judah for

her husband by playing the hnrlob.sz

——

“Politieal alliasnces)

Polygzamy was also used as a means of securing stra-
tegic policical 2lliances wich neighboring rulers. The

case for our consideration here 1s Gideon.

His polygamy was undoubtedly of the political type
later practiced by Devid end Solomon. He consolidated
his power by forming a numerous harem, in order to
form 1links with the chief familics of the communities
whom he wished to coneiliate.

The result of this praciico can be seen in the ninth chapter

of Judges, vwherc the Shechemites rebelled.

e —

’ T
\Viomen az luborers

In a sociecy where hunting and fishing are the chierl

means of earning & living, polygamy is almost unlinownm.

Sl¢r. Judges 3:5-7; Genesis 6:2; I Kings 16:31.
S23en. 38:1-30.

S3Mace, op. cib., p. 127.
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2t the Hebrow culture was such thet they wore mostly
éngaged 1n shepherding and agriculture, “Whon a man's
wives can be employed in tending f{locks, cultivating fields
or exercising useful handierafts, then a polygamous oxis-
tence can vbe expected."® It was an inexpensive mocans for
obbaining labvor by Just adding wives to & man's present
family,
A -5.515_:1 of wealth and presbigﬁj

Folygamy, although practiced to some extent by many,
was primarily che special privilege of the powerful and
woalthy pcople. The reason for this, of course, was that
many men coull not aflford to have a multitude of wives.
In a2 previcus scetion of this chapter, we considered
the wealthy us using women to form political alliances.
How we shall consider polygzamy from the standpoint of
wealth and prestigo.

The type of marriage which is evident in Hebrew
vritings is che ba'al marriage, the regular word for
husband being ba'al, and that for a married woman

be'ulah, which means owvned or possessed. Thus marriage

p—

represented ascquilsition or ownershlp, and very often a

B e .

counted amon a man's possessions.v® o

vife was

“ ——

S450hn A, Ryan, "¥Marriage=--History Of," Phe Catholic

Encyclopedia, edited by Charles G. Herbermann, et al.
(New York: Robort Appleton Company, ©.1910), IX, 695.

ssEpabein’ ﬂ.eib., De Te
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Along with wealth also went soclal prestige. This
was especially prevalent during the period of the monarchy.
Solomon attained the acme of Biblical personalitics with
his harem of scven hundred wives and three hundred concu-

bines, I.. can be unac.rst:ood uhau in a palace there would

B e e e TE

be a need fm" a ;:r'eal. numbor of women both to serve l:he king

- S
e

and Lo maintain the buil“’ing. Ib 15 possible l:hat‘. many o.t'

L v

the women mentioned in connection with Solomon served just

those purposes and did not only function as a wife for the

@ 2 e m T sl e miaa s

king. Thus we are told i.lab David went Corth and left
ten cancu"--‘-ms ue]niin'i fo care J.or t.he lrn'n.tse.":"6

We are not Lo'l.a mch in the Bible ai:.:;;x? ;ondibions in
the palace of the mcnarchs., But the account in the Book
of Esther gives us some dotails. Although it was a Persian
court, yot the siisuation described could well be similar
to the courts of the Hebrew monarchs, since theilr palaces
mast have been patberned after those of other countries,
Vie must romember that the monarchy was not God's plan, but
rather the people's choice.®” In view of this fact, it must
have been the influence of the surrounding nations that
brought the people of Israel to this decision. Undoubtedly
the courts of Israel would also be patterned after foreign
courts,

An excellent study of the condition of the palace has

9611 Sam. 15:16.
57T sam. 8:1-8.
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been made by D. R. lace in his book previously mentioned

In this chapter, Hebrew lMarriage. At this point the author

of this thesis wishes to introduce the material presented
by liace, because it wlll shed light on the palace situation
in Israel, The followinz sections, thorefore, will be a
condonsasion and paraphrase of tho thoughts sxpresseda by
Mace in his b:mli:."'s"3

The polyzamy of the malers was a powerful factor
in delaying the ascondency of the monogamous ideal in
Israsl. Thesec harems (such as that of Solomon) were ses
up in an attempt to ape pagan monarchs, and the droves of
women which were gathered around the king are scarcely
worthy of the name of wives,and they hardly fall into the
category oi marrizge av all. A description of the palace
of a pagun monarch can be found in the Book of Esther.

King Xorzes is described as receiving each night a
fresh virgin which was provided for his pleasure. These
8irls were especially chosen for this purpose, probably
decause of their physical beavtye. Thus Esther was among
those recruited to be brought in to the king. The girls
were prepared by zn elaborate process of beautification
which lasted a full year, and on the night of their
presentation to the king, they had their choice of the
resources of the harem, After the night with tho king was

over, the girl was taken to a separate section of the harem

S8Mace, op. cit., p. 133-141.
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and was rever brought forth again unless the king asked
for her by name.

this was not, 'n a real sonse, marriage. It was
part of the immoral provision made for a pampored poten=
tate. It was si-ply that girls' bodles, perfumed and
Jevieled were served to the king like so many pieces of
candy. fven she choice of Esther as queen was not made
on admiraiion of her character, but bocause of outsgandlng

physicul beauty. 4lthough there were celebrations which

Suggested & wedling, yet the queen could nob approach her

msband, on pain of death, unless he summoned her. Her

— o —a i

position, cherefore, was abject, alihough she stood in

.

a ;élacsnnship Ghut no other woman enjpyeq,‘ In a case
such as this, shere was really a monogamy, with one princi-
pal wife. Yei the king enjoyed the freedom of sexual
Promiscuity,

Thus we sec in this account of Mace, the degeneration
that can set in with a palace situation such as this,.
¥hilo many wives wore 2 sign of prestige and woalth, 1t
led 5o many cvils. In the case of Solomon with his many
wives, 1t is possible that an arrangement existed similar
to that of Xerxes, excepi that oach woman that went in to

the king becumec his wife withou: benefit of ceremony.

iyt 7] -
The dssire for an heir
g

Many of the previous roasons suggested as a cause

for polygzamy either did not find approval with the people

-
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or wore impractical {or the majority of the Hebrew race.

The Previously enumerated factors cannot, therofore, be
listed asg vrimary rcasons for the practice of polygamy.
There can be no doubt that she principal reason for its
practice amongz the averzge people was the desire for an

heir. %o the Hebrew this was the supreme end which marriage ~_

Served, A family Janted an heir to inherib bhe oossessions A\

_of' the father an! %o carr; on the nume of the fnuily ibaelfh S~

Wives, therefore, werc regarded simply as a means for

begetting childrens T

In certain casses, the desire for offspring arosc
from the promises given of the Savior and the tribe from
which He would come.2?

The Jewish people also held the injunction of Scrip-

ture, "He fruitiul and mltiply,"40 in high esteom.

Barrenness seemed Lo conflict with this command, and

erefore a man had the choice of either divorce or

a ;econd marriage. It was a Jewish practice that sterility

for Len yesars allowed divorce. Polyramy, however, seamad

to be more humane, slnce, us we have seon before, a single

woman had no plaee in Jewish aoclety.41

—

A woman who could bear no chiléren was looked upon

99¢r, Gen. 17:19; 40:10; Ru. 24:17; Is. 9:7.

40gen, 1:22,

~  4lg, 0, James, Harriagze and Society (London: Iutchin-
son's University LiEFEF?T_§§ 2], ET"§3'I
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us curseu by God, or “‘he Lord hanh shuh up her womb."42

A woman's supreme des;re .'m liie was to bear a chilg,

ies;c she be thought of as having a divine judgment placed
upon her., In fach, her only claim to status in the house-
ﬂg{d 9}‘ her husband was haae.él_ on hop‘_peaping of children.4
The Hebrews, sher:fore, because of the importance they
placed on offspring, found themselves almost una.oidably

comnitted to Lhe practice of polygzamy.

As an example of thia cause for polypamy, we can

tum to the account given of Elkanah and h_ig__t_gg_ wives,
Hanna'h end Peninnah, We are told that Peninnah had borne
children for him, while Hannah was still barron. Yet
Elkanah loved Hannah and whlle malking sacrifice he zave
her a larger» portion. This was disagreeable to Peninnah,
vho then bogan 5o Gorment Hannah because of her barrennsss.
Hannah, in turn, wens to the temple, prayed to ‘herself,
perhaps as she had done many times belore, asikzing a child
from God, and D.“i‘i’el"iﬂ:_-; to return him to God's service.?4
Although we are not tLold this in the text, it is
likely that FRunnah was the first wife of Elkanah. The
author assumes this because sha is always mentioned Ilrst

and bscause we are Sold that Elkanah loved Hannah, a

statemoent that is not made concerning Peninnah,.

427 sam. 1:5.
43};[’)8501“, SPDe cit., pe 122,
441 sam, 1:4=20,
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Elknnah, aftor a period of 5ime, probably took Poninnah
Yo secure offappe; ne and an heir.
Hannah's supremc dosire was to beer a child and not

be a disgrace to her husband. It was in keeping with

this thought that she offered the child (we notice she
Prayed for a son) back to the Lord agein., This would
Seom o indicate that she wanted primarily to bear a
¢hlld and not so much to keep him. In her actions, Gthen,
W€ sec an example of this desirs on the part of a woman
o have a oh1ld o please her husband and maintain her
sbatus in socieby.

Theae eix causes for polygamy show us its background
8nd the ronsons for its practice. In the following chapters
We shall conslder its verious modifications and their impact

upon Jewigh asc!

o
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