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DIGES'T 

This thesis examines the role of 1;rlmogeniture in the Bible. 

One expects to see the firstborn becoming the principal heir because 

of the .legislation of Deuteronomy 21:1S.-17. This expectation stands 

in cxmtrast to what happens; in one naicrative after another the SJn 

who beoomes the drl.ef heir :is s:>meone other than the ron born first. 

The st:OO.y examines this problem by using the Bible as the 

fourrlati.on. This biblical data then :is ruW}ement.Erl by oomparable 

.material from both the Ancient Near Ec:ist and the rabbinic world 

(ntidrash, commentaries, and halakhah where applicable). The 

non-biblical rources serve to broaden the Iicbire which :is often 

stated quite siccinctly in the Bible. 

In otder to work with the bihlical. data it was necessai:y first 

to examine genealogy and how it :is describE:d in the Bible. We 

learne:i that the dynamics of genealogy were more vaiie:1 than 

normally oonsideral. Ae:nmptions as to who the fustbom :is may be 

gratuitous; it .is not necessaril;y the first name in a list. Neither 

.is the child name:i as the link for any st~fic generation in a 

Jinecrr genealogy automatically the firstl:x>m. Furthermore, women 

are found within the genealogies, albeit J1n a more limited role than 

that of men. 

What res1lts is the .recognition of the fact that there :is no 

"norm" rut a tange within which inheritance operates. The 

expectation was for the firstbom s:>n to :inherit. But other factors 



oould alter that process. In s:>me instances the role of the 

"first.born" was divldai among several children. In plfygamous 

marriages the child's mother couJd be at f.a.ct.or in determining which 

of several children became the heir. T'he heir's fitness or even his 

own man:iage oouJd influence the choicE~. Sometimes "divine 

election" it.self - or as a mooel - affect.ai the selection af the 

heir. Daughters, too, could S'lare in thE:! inheritance. UJtimately, 

.it. seems, the father had the right to select whichever s:>n he wished 

and Deuteronomy 21:15-17 came to state~ that this p:-erogative wouJd 

no longer be valid. 
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::INTRODUCTION 

In this thesis we have examinerl the role of primogeniture in 

the Bible. We were led to oonsiderati.on of this question because of 

an apparent "oonflict" in the biblical t.EOO:. In De.iteronomy 

21:15-17 we learn that the l'\) ~ , the oon who .is to receive 

i:referential inheritance emolument and authority, .is to be the ma.n's 

oon who was born first of all du:onalogically. Yet we have seen 

different patterns occun:ing, especially :in the narratives, e.g. in 

Genesis, where a younger brother often asslmes th.is IX>Sition. 

The statement of Daiteronomy 21:15-17 has lal to several 

as9lmptions about life p:>rtrayei in the Bible. Based oo it. the 

as:;umption has arisen that p:i.mogenitllre was the norm. Also, it has 

been assumed that primogeniture must operate in the i:reci.se pattem 

outlinei in these verses in Deuteronomy. We question the validity 

of these assumptions for why :is it necessary to BS9.lme that 

p:imogeniture was the norm and that the! narratives are deviant? 

Was there oofy ooe option? Cou.Jd not, :for example, Genesis reflect 

a norm which was ultimately 9.lperceiai ?' Or, couH primogeniture be 

in force unless the father decidw to do otherwise? 

To answer these questions we first must tum to the text of the 

Bilile itself for data. In parti.cuJar, we .liookai at the genealogies 

per se arrl the genealogical narratives. We rerognizerl the 

necessity to let the text speak for itself without madi.ng intx> it 

any Iresupposi..tions. 
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In the p:oce$ we have roatal fowr terms urrlerstalrling of 

which :tn>Ved crucial to CJ..Ir investigation.. we then were able to 

formuJate definitions of these critical woirls base:i 00 their usage 

in the text. Our a:mclusions, then, are fourxied up:>n the meanings 

of l' i:>~ , P~i~ 1~~ , lr~.'l:J~ , and ';)~,=?~ • In addition, we 

' 
:realized that while the stab.lses of 1\J~ and p~:.1~~ at times .. 
walesce, this is not automatic; the implications of th.is ai:e 

important. 

The res1Jts which emerged prov:ided oot the rule rut a 

range, the "outer rounds." We saw that many options exist. Our 

understaming of these was enhanced by nnat8rial oontained .in Ancient 

Near Eastem texts as well as rabbinic s:mrces - m.idrashi.m, 

oommentari.es, even halakhah where applic able. Often the Bible 

gives a clue using jJst a woni or two. We were able to "flesh rut" 

s::>me of these skeletons from details prov.idai from these other 

s:>urces. We are aware that, while these can cast a light on the 

workings of these situations, they are not n~y descciptions 

of what the Bible is describing. We are aJls:> aware that :rabbinic 

midrashim a.rd oom mentaries are nothing more than m.idrashi.m and 

a:::>mmentarles. Yet their value is great ~:!Cause the rabbis were 

careful, penetrating readers of text, reade!IS who asked critical. 

questions of these t.exts arrl their problems. Their insights offer a 

J;.Owerful vehicle for seeing the Slbtleti.es within the text. 

What are oor findings? In terms of genealogy we examinai the 

p:oblem of which d1ild is the 1 '1.J~ when the text rzesenm a list 
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of children, we investigatai the relationship of the order of names 

in a list of siblings tD the otder of their birth, and we looked at 

the nature of the incl.usi.on of women in the text. we also 

IeCOgn.i.zErl that genealogy plays several d:ifferent roles in the 

biblical. text; it may provide ''yichus'' based on the chain of 

relat:ionshi.fs it presents, show the .i.mportamce of an indivldual's 

ancestors, or grant merit tD ancestors because of the pem:ln at the 

"an:rent end" of the chain. This last function mouJd oot be 

overlookerl! 

We shall ai:gue that women bad .!!Dme~ legal rights, especially in 

regard tD inheritance. Both the Bible as well as Ancient Narr 

Eastern texts present women .inheriting. 1lli:hough the episode of the 

"Daughters of Z e1ophehad" p:>rtrays a i;i.ct:u.re of .inheritance to 

daughters onfy when there are no .!!Dns, WE~ see a different pattern 

where Jcb's daughters inherit together with his s:>ns. 

Taking tha;e as a whale, we argue that, ali:hough ¢mogeniblre 

oould generally be expected tD trevail, there are eight other 

factors which can "aJt&R this expectation. These are: the 

threefold nature of the birthright; the relaltionship to the mother 

involved.; in the case of p:llygamy, the status or rank of the mother 

and the nature of the "marriage" tie tD the father; the propriety of 

the heir's marriage; the heir's fitness; the a:ljlstments 

nece!:&.tat.Erl when daughtets are invalva:l; the discretion which was 

acoomal a father in designating a firstboiln; and, the mcrl.el of 

"divine election." In other words, the status af heir a:>ul:i evolve 
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fJ:om either of two factors, the "ranking" of the w:ife or the state 

of being bom first. 

Finally, a word about translations. Unless indi.cata:l 

ot.herw.ise, translations from the Bible are! those of the new Jewish 

Publication SOciety e:liti.ons, the Babylonian Talmm and MIDrash 

Rabbah translations are those of the Sonc:::ino texts, and Ramban is 

Charles B. Chavel's translation (Shilo Publisher). All other 

translations are a.ir own. 
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CEAPrER ()Ng 

'!HE NATURE OF GENF.A:UXiICAL MA.TERIAL 

'!he genealogical rraterial in the Bible has generally been 

accept.Erl as a rreans for reconstructing Cthe) actual history which 

lies beneath the biblical acoounts. In evaluating these 

genealogies, certain assunptions have been nade and then, relying 

upon these assunptions, interpretation ,of the text as historical 

data follows.. '!he assunptions which have been basic in assessing 

the genealogies inclooe the belief that the nanes given are those 

of sons (unless specifically designata:l as daughters), that the 

order of the names enu:rreratei is that of the order of birth of the 

children, and that, when the Bible presE~ts a linear genealogy, the 

list portrays the line of the firstborn son in ea.di generation. In 

a:ldi tion, this naterial is often treatErl as if it existed over a 

peric:rl of time in an unalterErl a.rxi inviolate state. Fran these 

presuppositions has evolved an elaboratE~ theology and urrlerstanding 

of the Bible. 

While it is likely that these assunptions are valid in the 

overwhelming najourity of mses, they are not necessary and 

essential cnmponents of a biblical genealogy.. '!be biblica1 text 

itself, in fact, provides clear exarcples of "oontradictory" data if 

these norms are superimposed upon the text. Since the Bible is not 

aware of such contradictions, it seems m:>re reasonable for us to 

reassess our urxierstanding of the naterial in oz:der to see how \lt'le 
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might avoid these discrepancies. In general, we fiOO that drowing 

the presuppositions will eliminate nany problems. In other words, 

'htlen the text is allowed to speak simpl~r for itself, the rcessage 

often rrakes sense without a need for external harnoniz.ation. In 

the following discussion we off er a detaila:l look at the above 

assunptions. 

'lllE "LINE OF 'IHE FIHSTOORN" 

'lhe first assunption which we nust examine is the assunption 

that, 'htlen a linear genealogy is presenterl, each individual is the 

firstborn son. 'lhis fact is generally taken for grantal in the 

discussions of the genealogies and yet in no instance has the 

biblical text ever rrade aich a claim! 

The fluidity which occurs in the biblical genealogies as well 

as in genealogies in general argues strongly against accepting a 

rigid principle of the sort that linear genealogical details ~ 

only from firstborn to firstborn arrl are citerl each generation. 

Fluidity involves names being adderl to the list or S.lbtracted as 

the irxii vidual' s importance or lack ther1eof requires . In cddi tion, 

individuals within a genealogy my "shi:ft" in relationships Ci.e. 

a distant relation becoming a "brother," a "grarxison" becaning a 

"son," etc. ) as their role am:mg a family unit increases or 

decreases. Another a:inm:m diange within genealogical ItBterial, 

especially over an exterrlerl span of ti.me,, is that of "telesooping," 

the term which refers t.o the dropping f r<:in a genealogy of the 
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names ~ich are less important so that the genealogy provides a 

"generation-to-generation" list of the prc:minent rrenbers of that 

line. 

Confirnation of our suspicion that: it is a gratuitous 

assunption that the linear genealogies detail the firstborn sons 

cxxnes f ram a reading of Genesis 4-5. In dlapter 4 we learn of the 

birth of ca.in and Abel to Adam and Eve; ca.in 1 s subsequent slaying 

of Abel results in Gerl' s driving ca.in cut. As that chapter 

conclu1es Mam and Eve have a son as a "replacE!Mnt" for Abel, viz. 

Seth ( v. Genesis 4: 25) • 'Ihe aforE!'leiltioned episode very clearly 

outlines the omer of birth as ca.in, then Abel ("She then 

bore his brother Abel," Genesis 4:2), and next Seth ("she ••• nanei 

him Seth, rreaning, 'Gerl has provided ne: with another offspring in 

place of Abel,'" Genesis 4:25). 

Adam's line follCMS in chapter 5: "'Ibis is the recom of 

.Adam's line •••• When Adam had lived 130 years, he begot a 

son • •• Seth • After the birth of Seth, Fi.idam lived 800 years and 

begot sons and daughters •••• When Seth had lived 105 years, he begot 

Enosh •••• " (Genesis 5:1-6). Because of its fonn, this latter 

p:tssage has been treated as a typical ex.anple of a catalogue of 

"firstborn sons" who bridge the generations . An example of this 

pervasive tendency is Wilson's description which talks about "the 

p:tttern establishai in the genealogy, ••• where only the firstborn 

~ [anphasis aided J is rrentioned by nane •••• in fact ••• the 

1 • functi" is· · to trace a list of firstborn sons. 111 
genea ogy s on ••• 
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What rre.kes this assertion on Wilson's ~:art all the nore striking is 

a secorrl stat.em:mt whidl appears only a few p:tges later: 

• ~ .P ~s. nade a najor dlange in the kinship 
tie linking Adam and Seth. J\coording to P's 
g~ealogical narrative, Seth is clearly the 
firstborn son of Marn. irhis statrnent is in 
direct oonflict with J's narrative, ~ich just 
as clearly indicates that Cai n was Adam's fir~t 
son and that Seth was born at a later time ••• 

Wilson's expectation of genealogii3s a:>nsisting of a line of 

f irstbom sons has catap.ilbrl him into the midst of a 

oontradiction, i.e. how Seth can be thj~ firstborn when tom after 

Cain arrl Abel. Wilson grapples with th.is issue, attempting to 

validate his presupEXJsition by declaring, "'!be entire linear 

genealogy thus deals with the transmis.sion of the di vine inage and 

the blessing through a series of firstlborn sons."3 But he has 

reacherl that EXJSition by folloong cirailar reasoning in which he 

assunes that the sons in a linear genealogy are firstborn and then 

conclooes, "'!be entire linear genealogy thus deals with the 

transmission ... through a series of firstborn sons." Yet he also 

shows that he rea:>gnizes that that assunptian is inaccurate, both 

as already irrlicated and again as displayed in a further statem=nt: 

••• the reasons for sate of the genealogical 
fluidity that we have noted bea:me clear. 
When P faced the problem of tracing the 
transmission of the di vine image and 
the blessing fran Adam to Ncah, the Yahwist' s 
narrative presented him wi tht three 
p::>ssibili ties. First, he cx:•uld have traced 
the blessing through Adam's son Abel. '!his 



rx>ssib~li~ -was ruled oot, hcMever, by the 
narrative in 4:1-16 that recc1UI1ts Abel's early 
death· A secorrl option -was to trace the blessing 
thr<;>ugh Adam's firstborn son, ca.in. 'Ibis 
option was rejecta:l for theological reasons, 
for J clearly cnnnects the Cainite line with 
the growth of evil. Accoroin.g tn J, Cain is 
curserl (4:11-12), and this fa.ct disoouragerl p 
from trac~ng the blessing through him. Only 
Seth rerra1nerl as the genealogtcal link through 
whom the blessing cnuld have been transrni tterl • 
The Priestly Writer therefore! a:::1dai his 
genealogical naterial to the brief Sethite 
genealogy fou.rxl in 4: 25-26 • ~use P was 
interested only in the line through \tthich the 
blessing -was transmitterl, he anittai names not 
oonnectai with that line, and because he viewal 
the blessing as transmitterl through firstborn 
sons, he -was required tn rx>rtray Seth as Adam's 
firstborn. In this way he creat.Erl the 
oontradictions between4Gen. 4 and 5 that we 
have already noterl •••• 

9 

Wilson cannot extricate himself friClll the assunption of a 

firstborn lineage \tthich created the cnntradiction in the first 

place. His explanation of "the line of blessing" is interesting 

tut fioos no suprx>rt within the text itself. cassuto avoids the 

cnntradiction by excepting the Adam-Seth link fran the general 

p:tttem, yet he still naintains firstbo:rn sons as the prevailing 

i;attern: 

Of each one ot the fawning fathers of the ~rld 
mentioned in the section, we are given the 
following details: his name; his age at the 
birth of his eldest son (or, :ln the case of 
Adam his nost important son irelati ve tD the 
his~ry of rcankind and the preservation of the 
hurran species) ; the name of this son; the 
nwrber of years he lived after the son's birth; 
a general intimation that h7 had otl;er sons ard 
daughters; his age at the ~~ of his da;1th · . 
Noah however, is an exceptiorl, for nention is 
made' not only of his first-bo1:n bit of all his 



three sons~ the rest being given later. For the 
other pa.tr1archs,,the text ariploys an unvarying 
fornula - unvarying, that is., in it~ essential 
form, but not in all i:articulars •••• 
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It nay be presunptuous of us to contradict scholars like 

Cassuto and Wilson for relying upon this proposition, yet we rrust 

insist on the follCMing nethcXiological rule: if there is a 

clear-ait proof in even one example that a generalisation is not 

valid, then we cannot assune that the g1eneralisation holds in cases 

for which we have no other evidence, be it oorroborating or 

oontradictory. We know that Seth is at best the third dlild rather 

than the firstlx>m. '!bat knowlerlge invalidates arr reliance upon an 

autanatic and unifying factor in linear genealogies. 

If we allow ourselves to be free oJE this asswrption, which has 

held nearly universal acceptance vis-a-vis the axnposition of 

linear genealogies, we could offer another view. '!be "error" whidl 

has causerl the idea of "firstborn sons" to enter the picture is one 

of perspective; that is fowrlerl \lEX)Jl thE~ notion that the inportance 

of the genealogy stems from the previoo~! generations. 'While 

acknowledging "yichus" because of ancestry is one function of a 

genealogy as we noterl above, it is not the only role ~ich the 

genealogy is serving. 'lbe focus of genealogies nay well be on the 

other errl of the line, i .e. , the descerxllent. 
6 

If we wish to 

trace Noah 1 s relationship to Mam, there! is only one possible 

route, Noah's father, that individual's father, and so forth, until 

it reaches Adam. '!hat .aeans that the order of an individual's 
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birth is incidental to his inclusion or exclusion fran the list. 

What determines inclusion is the 1inka9e itself! 'llle lists reflect 

specific dlains of father-son-grandson,, etc. 

'Ibis idea is not new; the rabbis had achieverl an urrlerstanding 

of the value and p.rrpose of the genealogies as the midrash 

irrlicates: 

R. Berekiah b. R. Sinon said in R. Nehemiah's 
narre: 'll;is nay be illustrated by a king who 
was p:t~s1ng from place to place, when a gem fell 
from his head. Whereupon the king halterl and 
stationed his retinue there, gathered the sand 
in piles and brought sieves. He sifted the 
first pile rut did not firrl it; the secom rut 
did not find it; blt in the thi.td he fourrl it. 
Said they: "The king has fou.rrl his pearl." 
Similarly, the Holy One, blessed be He, said to 
Abraham: "What need had I to trace the descent of 
Shem, Arp:lchshad, Shelah, Eher, Peleg, Rai, S;JUg, 
Nahor, and Terah? Was it not on thy account?" 
Thus it is written, Afrl fourrlest his heart 
[Abraham's] faithful before Thee (Nehemiah IX,8). 
In like nanner Gerl said to David: ''What need had 
I to trace the descent of Per1ez, Hezron, Ram, 
Aminadab, Nachshon, Shalm:>n, Boaz, ~berl, and 
Jesse? Was it oot on thy account?" 

OUr recognition that Seth does not fit the assumrl IBttem of 

firstborn son is not the only argunent against this assunption of 

"firstborn lineage." We find another e:Kample when Genesis deals 

with Shem's descendants. Genesis 10:22 states: "'lhe descen:lants 

of Shem: Elam, Asshur, Arpachshad, Im, and Arazn." When the 

linear genealogy which t.akes the generations from Shem to Abraham 

appears, it gives the line as follows: "'lllis is the line of Shen. 

Shem was 100 years old when he begot Arpac:hshad, two years after 

the Flocrl • After the birth of Arpachshcad, Shem lived 500 years arxl 
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begot sons and daughters. When Arpachs:had had livei 35 years, he 

begot Shelah •••• " (Genesis 11 :10-12). Arpachshad nay or nay not 

have been Shem's firstborn but, taken together, these bNo passages 

do not give a W1ifiei view of that fact. 

TE}Cl' ORDER AND BIR'IH ORDER 

'!be case of Arpachshad gives us goc:rl reason to question the 

asswrption that the order in which the Bible lists names is 

identical to the order of birth of these! individuals . 'Ibis fact is 

nowhere stated in the Bible rut has served as a working hypothesis 

for interpreting the text. Close examiniation of the text reveals 

that this is oot necessarily so. 

Let us first examine the case for NOah' s three sons. We learn 

in Genesis 5:32 and 6:10 that Noah begot "Shan, Ham, arx1 Ja~eth." 

As Noah' s story unfolds, however, Ham is subsequently identified as 

the youngest (Genesis 9:24) and Jaiileth as the eldest (Genesis 

10:21). 'lllat oontradicts Genesis 5:32 and 6:10 if we assume that 

the i;tiraseology "Shen, Ham, and Japheth" signifies the order of 

birth • Given these two µ>ssibili ties, w.:~ need to decide which ~ 

should accept as the actual order. 

Cassuto's cddressing of this question in detail indicates the 

extent and rarnif ications of this difficulty. In ,cxmnenting on 

Genesis 9:24, "his youngest son," eassutc1 states: 



'lb.e ~taters have fouo:l this detail 
very difficult, for in generatl it 1'Jauld 
seem that the usual order in wtiich the 
sons were listerl in the Bible! - Shem, 
Harn and Japheth - represent the order 
of seniority of the three brc1thers and 
c;tccordingly Harn was the middle one; and 
if Scripture wisherl t.o irrlicate anotber 
order, . th~s was not the propel!' place t.o 
do so incidentally. Various suggestions 
have been Pl t forward to reso1l ve the 
diff~culty, but none is satisfactory. 
The interpretation of the word q%t:an 
[ literally , "snall, " "young" ] in a 
comparative sense, that is, younger than 
Shem (Septuagint; Vulgate) does not 
conform to Hebrew usage; to give it the 
oonnotation of "unworthy" (Bereshi th 
Rabbah XXXVI 7; see Rashi) does not acoord 
with the simple rreaning of the text; the 
oonjecture that the reference here is to 
the youngest son of Ham, that is, to canaan 
(Il:n Ezra and others) is base:l on a 
misurrlerstanding of the real :r:reaning of 
the narrative ••• ; the theory that the verse 
emanates from a different source from that 
whieh gave the order as Shem, Ham and Japheth 
C the view of nany m:rlern exeg•etes) does not 
solve the problem in the existing text. 
Other suggesterl explanations are even nore 
difficult. 

But if v.ie study the p:issage carefully, 
and particularly if v.ie do not sep:trate this 
story from the other µirts of the section, 
the difficulty falls away. First of all it 
should be notErl that the omeir in wtiich the 
narres of the brothers are rren1tionErl does not 
establish the order of their birth. It is 
written, for example, in Gen. xxv:9: Isaac 
arrl Ishrcael his sons buriai him, although 
Ishrrael was born before Isaac ,. Similarly, 
in the list of Jacob' s sons gJL ven at the 
beginning of E>o:rlus, the brotl1~s c;sre not 
enunerate:l in the order of thE~ir birth, but 
the sons of the wives prece1e the sons of the 
harrlrre.ids • In the cx:mtinuatic>n of oor 
section - actually in the genealogy of 
Noah's sons - Japheth ~s first and 
thereafteir Ham and at the errl Shem (the 
reason for this v.ie shall see later). We 
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thus d::>serve that there are different 
methcrls of drawing up lists; and one of 
than nay be governed by the •::Jeneral usage 
of the language, which prefe:rs to place 
short words before long ones •••• This nay 
acoount for the nornal Biblical order, Shem, 
Harn and Japheth, but this sequence does not 
imply that Shem was the oldei:;t and Japheth 
the youngest of them. '!he 01rder of their 
birth the Torah tells us by a oombination 
of various data. Further on Cx 21), Shem 
is describOO. as "the brother of Japheth the 
eldest," which, as I shall e.Jq>lain ad 
locum, is a term axrroonly usErl in the 
ancient system of fratriardly or headship 
of the brother, which requinrl the brothers 
to be designated in relation to their first
bom brother. 'Ibis p:issage, therefore 
establishes that Jal,'.tleth \#BS the eldest 
and our verse, whidi calls Ham "the youngest 
son of Noah," informs us that Harn was the 
third and that Shem was oonsequently the 
second • As for the argunent ,, rrentionerl 
earlier, that this was not the right place 
to give this inforne.tion casually, it nay 
be answered that µ>ssibly the! worn 
hagq'atan [rerdererl: "the youngest"] 
whose primary ~ing is certainly "the 
least in years," oontains also another 
nuance (which midrashic exege!sis treated 
as the principal sense) , to wit, an 
alllusion to his noral degradation; and 
it \#BS fitting that precisely· in the stoJ:Y 
of the incident that shows Ham's turpitude, 
reference should be nede to the fa~ that 
he \#BS "the least" of the bro1thers. 
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'nle reason for the text's subsequent elaboration of progeny in 

an order which differs frcm the birth order of the ancestors is a 

logical one. As Cassuto µ>ints cut, by having Harn' s progeny 

enurrerated after Japheth's, that leaves Shem for the erd. Despite 

the fact that Shem \eS the middle son i.Jn birth olrder, Shem is the 

son of Noah ~o is the ancestor of the people of Israel. 
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Consequently, Shem's descerrlants will be central to the narrative 

that follows for which reason it nekes better sense to leave that 

description for the last of the three brothers .10 

cassuto' s argurrent for penetratingr the facts which the Bible 

conveys about the relationship refers to aggadic hand.lings of this 

question. We find that the rabbis shared cur c:x:>ncern that the 

text's rressage be clearly understocd, and, in the process of this, 

the rabbis indicate that they indeed recognized that the nere order 

of names is insufficient for nandating the oider of birth. 

The priority of Shen or Japheth is the question involvai in 

two sections of Genesis Rabbah. In the first we learn: 

Shem, Ham, and Japheth. S11rely Japheth 
was the eldest? [Shem, howevE~, is written] 
first because he was [nore] righteous [than 
the others J ; also, because he was born 
circu.nrisai, the Holy One, blE:!ssed be He, set 
His name pn-ticularly up:>n him; [other rea.sons 
for his priority are that J Abraham was to arise 
f ran him, be was the minister in the High 
Priesthocd, and because the TE!nple TNOuld be 
built in his territory. 'Ille sons of !Juta 
said: [Shem is written first] because ~e 
Holy One, blessed be He, suspemerl [rm:1shment] 
for the generations from the Flocx;1 until the 
Separation accoiding to the nuu:rerical value 
of hisn_iane, viz. three hundred and forty 
years. 

One of the rea.sons offeral here is precisely that which we 

noted above in the determining factor of which son is the one 

incltrlai in a linear genealogy. Because Abraham descerrls not f rem 

Sh ... ,c.t be the son W:io serves as the li.nk from Japieth or Ham, em UIJ.A.O 

Noah to Abraham. Shem• 5 inclusion in the linear genealogy follows 
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as a logical a:>nclusion of this, and, .as this midrash indicates, 

sane of Abraham's nerit accrues to Shan and results in his name 

being handled with prominence and zrore respect than his tI«:> 

brothers! 

The rabbis, likem:rlern readers, see an ambiguity in Genesis 

10 :21 where the crljective "haggadol n nny indicate grannatically 

that either Shem or Japheth is the eldest. 'l'hey settle upon 

Japheth in Genesis Rabbah following a 11rathenatical analysis: 

Arrl unto Shem, the father of all the 
children of El:>er, the elder brother of 
Japheth, to him also we.re dii.ldren born. 
We do not know frcm this verse whether 
Shem or Japheth w:iS the elder. But since 
it is written, NCM these are the generations 
of Shem. Shem was a hurrlred years old, and 
begot Arp:tchshad bNo years after the flood 
(Gen. xi , 19) , it follows tha.t Jaitieth was 
the elder. 

'!be logic up:m which this conclusion is fourrlei is given in 

mre detail in San.he:lrin where it is usei as an analogy to the 

suggestion that Abraham was the youngest of his brothers. Here we 

learn: 

In proof of this contention, it is written, 
And Noah was five hundred years old, and Noah 
begot Shem, Ham am Ja?leth; hence [if the 
order is according to age 1, Shem was at least 
a year older than Ham, a.rd Ham a year older 
than Jaitieth, so that Shem was two years 
older than Jafileth. Now, it is written, 
And Noah was six hundrerl years old when the 
floc:rl of water was upon the earth (Gen. 
7:6); and it is written, 'lllesE~ are the 
generations of Shen, Shem was a hurrlre:l 
years old, airl bega t Aqtlaxad two years 
after the flood. (Gen. 11:10) But was he a 
hurrlrerl years old? He ItllSt have been a 



hun:ired and ~ years old? Hence thou nust 
~Y that they are enuneratal in order of 
wisdom [not age]; ••• 

R. Kahana said: I repeaited this 
discussion before R. Zebid of' Nahardea. 
Thereu:p:m he said to ne: You deduce 
[that the order is according to wisdom] 
from these verses, but we deduce it from 
the following: Unto Shan also, the father 
of all the children of Eber, the brother of 
Japheth the elder, even u:nto him were 
children born (Gen. 10:21}: this neans 
that he was the eldest of the brothers.13 
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'111ese clearcut examples of names occurring in an order which 

differs from the order of birth requires us to abstain fran 

ooncltrling that "text order" in itself is a proof of "birth omer. n 

Onc:e we have oonceded this fact, we beg:in to notic:e that this is 

not an infrequent p:>ssibility, namely, that the order of names in 

the list does not oonvey the order of the i.rrli viduals' birth • 

'111e linear genealogies in Genesis 1-10 follow a p:ittem - the 

irrli vidual is oonnected with a dlild, an age at the birth of the 

dlild, a life-span, and the oonfirmation that there were other 

dlildren. 'lllat µtttem broke dCYWll when Noah's three dlildren Shem, 

Ham, and Japheth were introduced. We notice an analagous 

s.iperimposi tion upon the fonrula in Gene~sis 11: 26 where Terah' s 

three sons are naired, i.e. Abram, Nahor,. and Haran. Of course that 

"breakdown" can oonve'j rcany different IIEsnings. One prrpose nay be 

simply to inform us that this link in the generational dlain is one 

' 'f" .14 fA1 truck by of "intrinsic arrl outstanding s1gn1 icance. ne are s 

the similarity to the way in ~ich the text identifies Noah's 

offspring. such a p:1..rallel nay also force us t.o question how deep 
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the analogy exterrls • bbre specifically, if Shem is not Noah's 

firstborn, might it not be p:>ssible that neither is AbramTerah's 

firstborn? 'Ihe rabbis deal with that qu•estion which is one that 

Cassuto, in oo.r opinion, dismisses a little too readily in his 

discussion of "Abram" in Ge:lesis ll:26. '!here cassuto asserts: "It 

is not explicitly state:l that he was the first-born, mt since 

Scripture c:x:mtains no contrary indication sich as we fowxl in the 

case of Shern the son of Noah, we nay conclooe that the Bible 

interXls us to urrlerstand that he \liBS first-born ••• 1115 We DllSt 

ranenber that Bible has not explicitly or inplicitly identifial aey 

of these genealogical segnents as enshrining the firstborn. 

So the rabbis do raise the speculation that Abram was not the 

firstborn. '!he discussion of the Levites serving to redeen the 

firstborn of Israel serves as a springboaLrd for sore o::mrents about 

various ancestors arrl their firstborn status or lack thereof. 'lbe 

rabbis state that Shen passal on the functioning like a priest to 

Abraham. "But -was Abraham a firstborn? 'lbe fact is that because 

he -was a righteous nan, the birthright wa.s transferrErl to him, a.00 

he offerErl sacrifices ••• "
16 

'!he sane question is raisal - and likewise remains unanswerai 

- in a discussion ~ose µ1rpose is to determine the age at which 

earlier generations could beget dlildren. In rrentioning Genesis 

ll: 27 ( "Terah begat Abram, Nahor and Hara.Jn"> we read: "Now Abraham 

nust have been [at least] one year older ·than Nabor, and Nabor one 

year older than Baran; hence Abraham was two years older than 
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Haran.•• .But why so: perhaps Abram was the youngest of the 

brethren, the Writ giving then in order of wisdorn?"l 7 'llle 

rY"\rtion uses as "p..-oof of th t · n _.. .... e c:on ent1on the reasoning cited above 

about ShE!ll. 

Suffice it to say that the very fact that the rabbis are 

permitted the ~ssibili ty of exploring this notion - albeit at a 

speculative level, without oorroboration, arrl left unresolved -

irrlicates to us that the rule~ find soi readily accepted, i.e. 

"text oroer" is "birth order," is not operational in their world as 

an inflexible rmndate. Note that the rabbis cannot "prove" that 

Abraham is the youngest blt neither can they na.rshal evidence to 

show that he is inoontrovertibly the oldest. '!he fact is that 

there is no proof of either in the text. We, therefore, are not at 

liberty to base a:mclusions u~n an asSUJcrption - for Abraham or 

any other individuals - that the first 1rrentionErl is the first.born 

unless Bible supplies that piece of info:rmation! 

We can a:iduce another proof of \lllce:['tainty in the list of 

Jacob's sons. We firrl that there are occasions in which the oroer 

in which the dlildren are listed varies. Obviously the cause of 

the variance is unique to the narres arx1 situation involvErl. What 

we nay oonclu:ie is the fact that this frE~an of arrangarent would 

not exist if order c:onveyErl one, specific:: neaning • '!be om er in 

which Jaoob' s children are citErl frequently dlanges. Within the 

book of Genesis, three different lists appear: 
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GENESIS 29 : 31- GENF.SIS 49 GENESIS 35: 23-30:24: 35:18 
26 [identical t.o 
EXl'.X>US 1:2-4] 

Re.lben Reuben RE!lben 

Simeon Simeon Simeon 

Levi Levi Levi 

JOO.ah Jui ah JOO.ah 

Dan Zebulun Issadlar 

Naphtali Issadlar Zebulun 

Gerl Dan Josefil 

Asher Gad Benjamin 

Issa.char Asher Dan 

Zebulun Naphtali Naphtali 

[Dinah] 

Joseph Josefil Gad 

[Benjamin] Benjamin Asher 

'Ihe oontext of the first version (Genesis 29:31-30:24, 35:18) 

indicates that that is the actual order of birth. Herl we not known 

that, either of the other lists might ha've been accepted as 

a:mveying that fact if we were relying u:~n the presupposition 

W'lich binds birth order to narrative ord1er. 'lbe listing of Jacd>' s 

diildren, then, serves as a p:ttent oonfi:rna.tion that one w::>Uld err 

if one were to follow the assunption of Jrlarrative order blindly. 

Oiange in the order of names occurs in nany other passages 
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which \\1e shall not discuss in detail. Cf: Genesis 25 :9 and First 

Chronicles 1:28 where the order is "Isaac an:i Ishrrael" to the order 

known from the exterrlerl narrative of Genesis. Likewise, Genesis 48 : 1 

"Manasseh and Et:tiraim" b.lt Genesis 48:5 "Ei;ilra:i.m arrl Manasseh." 

(Many citations cnuld be given for this exaq>le because these nanes 

oorcrronly OCOJ.r in both orders!> Fran Genesis 46:11, Exodus 6:16, 

Nurrbe.rs 3: 17 and 26 : 57 we expect the ord.er "Gershon, Koba th, and 

Merari" rut fioo them discusserl in the order "Kooathites," 

"Gershonites," and "Merarites" in both JOShua 21:1-8 and Joshua 

21 :9-39. 

Saretimes we notice a shift in order which results in dliasru.s. 

E.g. I <llronicles 2:43-44: "iihe sons of Hebron: Korah, Tapµ:iah, 

Rekem, and Shena. Shana begot Raharn ••• and Re.kem begot Shamrai." 

Similarly in I Chronicles 4:5-7: "Ashur • .•• had t\\10 wives, Helah ard 

Naarah; Naarah bore him ••• The sons of HeJLah ••• " 

We firrl nore rearranging when dealing with the descendants of 

Manasseh. Deuteronany 3:14 indicates thE? assignnent of a territory 

to the half-tribe of Jair while Machir the firstbom (according to 

Joshua 17:1> receives its i:nrtion in the following verse (3:15). 

Within the exterrla:l genealogy of Manasseh we find another switch in 

order in the names of Shanida and Hepher (as well as finding a nane 

which appears in two different forms>: 

NUMBERS 26:29-33 ..:nSHUA 17:1-2 

Manasseh ManaSSeh 
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Machir Macbir 

Gilead Gilead 

tezer Abiezer 

Helek Helek 

Asriel Asri1el 

Shechem Sheehan 

Shemida He:Eil~=r 

Hepher Shemida 

'!he sons of Saul also are subject to dlanges in order (as well 

as problans with the llaIOOs) : 

I SAMUEL I SAMUEL 31:2 I <llRONICLES I OIRONICLES 
14:49-51 H:33 10:2 

Jooathan Jonathan Jonathan Jonathan 

Ishvi Abinadab Malchi-shua Abinadab 

Malchi-shua Malchi-shua Abinadab Malchi-shua 

Eshbaal 

Last, we draw notice to I Olronicles 2:3ff. 'Ihe first two 

verses of I Chronicles 2 list the twelve! sons of Israel in an order 

'Which reflect in part their birth or:der, in pirt the uothers, arrl in 

pirt an unexplainErl dynamic. Verse 3 picks up the family with an 

enxterrle:i genealogy beginning, "'Ihe sons of Jtrlah ••• • In his note 

cn that verse in the Soncino text of Olr1onicles Con pige 9) , I. w. 

Slotki justifies the order with the amoent: "Jtrlah, being the uost 
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important tribe, is described first . " 

We find crlditional examples of ambiguity or error in 

µ:>tentially oontradicting narratives. i\n exaill;>le of this is the 

description of the birth of z.bses in Ext:nus 2:1-4: 

A certain nan of the house of Levi ~t and 
marrierl a Levi te 'WClllail • '!be ~'°rcan ooncei vai 
and bore a son; when she saw how beautiful 
he ms, she hid him for three rronths • When 
she oould hide him no longer, she got a 
wicker basket for him and calkoo it with 
biturren and pitdl. She p.it the child into 
it and placerl it anong the reeds by the bank 
of the Nile. Arrl his sister stationerl 
herself at a distance, to learn what ~ld 
befall him. 

Ostensibly this description depicts z.t>ses as the secor:rl child, 

the other one being an older sister. In oontrast to this we find 

later in Exodus: "Amrarn took to wife his father's sister JochebErl, 

and she bore him Aaron and M:>ses ••• " CE»:ldus 6: 20) • "M:>ses was 

eighty years old and Aaron eighty-three, when they nade their danarrl 

on Pharaoh. 11 (Exodus 7: 7) 

'llle same kir:rl of situation occurs .in oonnection with the birth 

of Solaron. After the description of thE? death of the dlild whom 

David had by Bathsheba, we learn: "David oonsolerl his wife 

Bathsheba; he went to her and lay with he~. She bore a son arxl she 

nam:d him Solcm:m." C II samuel 12: 24) A, logical inference from 

this verse is that SolOODn was the seex>rd.-bom child of this union 

and the oldest surviving one. In oontrast, we learn in First 

Olronicles 3:5: "'.Ibese 'We.I'e born to him in J&Usalem: Shimea, 

Shobab, Nathan, and Sol.anon, four by Bath-shua daughter of 
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Amni.el • • • " We are not helped by the puallel acoount in Secorxl 

Samuel 5:14 \tt'hich does not state the nan:e[s] of the m:>ther[s]. Do 

these last two verses nean that Solooon had three older surviving 

brothers? His birth order is not clear frcm the text when we 

combine the information of all three s::>u:rces. 

The above examples are sufficient bJ show that we cannot 

nedlanically equate the order of names in the text with birth order. 

Perha?> even nnre a:xrptlling is the "µlsi.tive" evidence we often 

firrl in p:iSsages which inclu:le descriptive words which signify birth 

order, i.e. \«>ms ruch as -~·~~th~ [naccording to order of 

birth"] or specific nunerals. Biblical style is one of econany; 

"\«>rds are not inclOO.ed at whim rut because they oonvey precise 

neaning. 'lb.at being the case, we nust as.sune that these \<IJO:tds are 

oot superfluous oot an intrinsic put of the rressage. '!he authors 

of the Bible themselves seem to have been fully aware that order of 

birth oould be misinterpretei unless plainly given. With that in 

mi.rrl we see in Genesis 25 :13: "'lhese are the nanes of the s::>ns of 

Ishmael, by their names, in order of thei1r birth C P~ '4 ~ '1..n ~ ) : 

Nebaioth, the first-born of Ishrrael < f 1 ~. ~~ "\
0

1.:) ~ >, Kedar, 
•• "f • . 

Mbeel, Mibsam, Misbna, Durrah, Massa, Hadai, Tena, Jetur, Naphish , 

am Kedrrah • " consider, also, II SanUel 3 :· 2-5: 

Sons were born to David in Hebrctn: His 
firstborn ( 1 ') ·,-' ~ ) was Annon by , 
Ahinoam of Jezreel; his secorrl ( ·U>:.J ~~ ·I 
was Otileab by Abigail wife of Nabal the 
carrnelite; fhe thim < "~ ~~~ ! > ~s 
Absalom son of Maacah daugtiter of King 

, urth < ,,,r l~ "i) a Ta.lnai of Geshur; the fo ~ .. : T : 

was Monijah son of Haggith; the fifth 

) 

) 
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' . ' C . ~ ~ ~ ~ ? ) was Shepbatiah son of 
Ab1 tal; and the sixt.h c '~ ~· 2 ~ > 
was Ithrecun, by David's wife E:giah. 
These were bom to David in Hebron 18 

We fim the same kind of .pattern in I Sa11I1Uel
0

14:49 ~ere Saul's two 

daughters are identified as "Merab, the older c ;;,r? ~ 2 > , am 
Michal, the younger ( ~ ~ ~ ~ 2 ) • n 

A very simple principle emerges frcm this evidence: If the 

text intems to teach birth order, the Elible will state that 

infornation in unequivocal words, e.g. "in older of their birth," 

"firstborn," "secorrl," etc. Unless that. fact is stat:Erl, we nu.st 

asswre that the older stated nay or nay not be that of birth ard 

thus cannot serve as o:mclusi ve evidenC'e! for that fact. 

'Ibis evidence leads us to an important urxlerstarrling of - and, 

oonsequently, ability to use - the biblical genealogies. While we 

are inclined to accept the fact that narrative order is identical to 

birth order, we cannot asswre that identity when it is not known. 

Despite the fact that the two are likely to ooincide, we can refute 

the identity in a mmber' of instances. We are, therefore, unable to 

wild any case based upon ~licit birth order. We can use 

narrative order as the birth order ooly 'When the text clearly 

states that it is indicating birth order • 

&)NS ONIX? 

'!be last general assunption \llrbich we wish to dislcxlge here is 

that the genealogies inclooe sons ooly uinless the verse cites a 

clear disclaimer to the oontrary. Since we shall deal with this 
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question m:>re fully in the next chapter which deals with a nwrber of 

questions relating to ''Warren in Genealogry," here we shall examine a 

limi te:1 nwrber of exa!ll>les which prove that \1iOllell nay be incltdErl in 

genealogies without specification. Firs:t, we recall that First 

Chronicles 5: 29 identifies : "'lbe dlildren of Amram: Aaron ., MJses, 

and Miriam." Miriam is, we know, the sister of M::>ses and Aaron! 

In addition, we should note I Ou:onicles. 2:31: "'!be sons of Appaim: 

Ishi • 'Ihe sons of Ishi: Sheshan. 'lhe sons of Sheshan: Ahlai • " 

But three verses later, in verse 34, we discover: "Sheshan had no 

S)ns, only daughters ••• " 'lberefore, Ahlai nust be a daughter, not a 

son! 

We neErl not rely upon implicit evidence for the inclusion of 

daughters arrong genealogies which do not specifically draw oor 

attention to that fact. For, in Joshua 17:2 we are told: " ••• Those 

were the nale descerrlants C P'1 ~ ~ 2 > 1of Mmasseh S)n of Josefil, 

by their clans." Once again we recall that biblical style is one of 

e.o:maey and precision. Because of this t:e.rrlency we nust ask 

ourselves WnY the Bible ~uld <p cut of its way t.o crl.d the seaningly 

incidental note that these descerrlants "°'&e "male." If the fact 

that these all nust be nale ~e d::>vious, the text 'NO\l.Jd have no 

nee:l to indicate that these are only nal•:! descerrlants. 'lhis 

suggests to us that scholars nay be too quick: to rrake such an 

assunption. In fact, we are cnnpelled b)r the implication Wnich we 

draw fran this statement t.o reach the oonclusion that genealogies 

need not be listings only of the nale descerrlants rut may incl\Jie 
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women, whether or not they are specifically cited as~. 

By now it should be evident that tt1e genealogical nBterial in 

the Bible cannot be blindly evaluate3 by taking several gratuitous 

assunptions for granterl. First, it is not necessary that linear 

genealogical tables go fran firstborn to firstborn. We have seen 

that the Bible is intereste3 in the a:>nc:ept of filiation and that 

the "starting {X>int of this filiation" is the rrore recent nenber of 

the genealogy. In linear genealogies order of birth is incidental 

to filiation which is the "'\ ~'~ • Since this is so, the links can 

only be those of the successive parents, ~ether or not these 

irrlividuals are firstborn. Likewise, we are not able nechanically 

to equate narrative order with birth order. ~en the order of birth 

is of a:>nsequence, the Bible unambiguoosly provides that 

infonration. Without that specific info.rrration we cannot nake 

assunptions about the birth order. Finally, since we have seen that 

v.ionen nay be "hidden away" in the genealogies, we are not at liberty 

t.o assune that all the individuals named in the genealogies are nm 

unless otherwise notei. 'lbese new a:>nclusions will serve as part of 

oor working hypotheses while evaluating ithe data four:d in the 

genealogies. 
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. . ~obert R. Wilson, Genealogy <mi History in the 
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2Ibid., p. 163. 

3Ibid., p. 164. 

4
Ibid., W· 164-165. 

5 . to U. Cassu , A Ccrrmentary on the Book of Genesis 
(Jerusalem: 'Ihe Magnes Press, 'Ihe HebrE:M University, 1961), Part I, 
pp. 251-252. 

6Cf: "By virtue of its form a linear genealogy can have 
only one function: it can be usErl only to link the person or group 
using the genealogy with an earlier anCE~stor or group. 11 Robert R. 
Wilson, "'!he Old Testament Genealogies in Recent Research, 11 Journal 
of Biblical Literature 94 Cl975): 180. 

71.e. Everything lErl up to Abraham. 

8Genesis Rabbah XXXIX.10 (Soncino text, i;p. 318-319). 

9u. cassuto, A Ccmrentary on the Book of Genesis 
(Jerusalem: '!he Ma.gnes Press, 'Ihe Hebrew University, 1964), Part II, 
pp. 164-165. 

10rbid. I p. 198. 

11Genesis Rabbah XXVI.3 (p. 21.1). Cf. Nunt>ers Rabbah 
IV.8 cw. 101-102) for a different cliscu.ssion. 

12Genesis Rabbah XXXVII.7 Cp. 299). 

lJSanhErlrin 69b Cp. 472). 

14cassut.o, op. cit., Part II, .W· 266-267. 

15rbid., p. 267 • 

16Nunt>ers Rabbah IV .8 (p. 102) • 

17SanhErlrin 69b (pp. 471-472). 

18we find IlUilEIOUS other exanples of this explicit 
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.identification of birth order. Cf: I Chronicles 3:15: "The s:>ns 
of Jcsi.ah: Johanan his :fu:stborn ( "l 't:)~ ! ), the secorrl Jehoiakim 
( \1 ~~ ), the thiid Ze:lekiah ( "e: l ~;) >, the fourth Shallum 
( "1' l ~ "\;) )." • • I -

· · : " I Chronicles 5:12: "Joel the chief c ~.JC') i) ), and. 
Shapham the seoond C -9~ ~~ ~ )." ., 

, . I Chronicles 8~1"-2: "Benjunin bE~ot Bela his firstborn 
( 11 I .J ~ ), Ashbel the seoooo ( \J t v ) Aharah the third 
<'¢.'f~!i>, Ndlah the fourth c 'r'~·7·>J-) 1•

1

and Rai;i'la the fifth 
( "'tL" N hi))." ., 

. . -,- I Chronicles 8:39: "The s:>ns of ES'lek his brother: Ulam 
his firstborn C \ 1 ·1 ~ ~ ) , J eush the secorrl C , .J ~ "l ) and 
Eliphelet the thiid ( .... ~ r~~ )." . .. - , 

I Chronicles 23:.10-11: "Arxl the s:ms of Shi.mei.: Jahath, 
Zina, Je.ish, and Beriah; these were the s:>ns of Shi.mei-4. Jahath 
was the chief C t.1c· 1 ~ > and Zizah the second c .. -:1 ~ !) ), rut Ja.ISh 
and Beriah did not have many children, s:> they were enrallai 
together as a single clan." 

I Chronicles 23:19-20: "The s:>ns of Hebron: Jeri.ah the 
chi~ ( ~\C ·-, ~ ), Amariah the second ( "~ ~ 2 ), Jahaziel the third 
( "¢.. '~ ~ ,P ), and Jekameam ( 'r' ~ 1 ~ ). The s:>ns of, Uzziel: 
Micah the chief c q,_\C·., .~ > and I$l'riah the seoorrl c '.J ~ ;_) >." . ' ... -

I Chronicles 24:22-23: 'Tzharites: Shelomoth. The s:ms 
of Shelomoth: Jahath and Benai, Jeri.ah; the seoorrl C '~ ~ .! ), 
A mariah; the thhd ( "l' ~ l ~ ), Jahaziel; the fourth ( 'l' '"; \l ), . . : - . . . ., 
Jekarnean." · 

I Chronicles 26:2-5: "Sons of M•$helemiah: Zechariah the 
firstborn ( ') i~~j ), Je:liael the seoorrl ( '~ ~~ ), Zeba:liah the 
thlld ( "t "fe'..;) '>, Jathniel the fourth ( 'lr''~-:i~ ), Elam the fifth 
( '(.' ~ hit) ·Jehohanan the Sxth ( "~~i) >'~ Eli~oenai the seventh 
c ·.,.,~~;n '>. Sons of obai~om: stiemaiah the fi.rsti?orn. < ii~1 ~ >, 
Jehoz.aha:f the second c ., .J ~ ~ >, Joah the: third c "'~ • ~ ~ ~ >, sacar 
the fourth c 'l' '~1 ~ >, Nethanel the fifth c ~~' t:J !:', ~ >, Am~el the 
sixth ( , ¢. ~ 2 ) , ls3a.char the seventh C '~, ~ ~ ~ >, Pa.lilethai the 
eighth ( 'tJ"Nf>i} ) ••• n 

I ctiIDnicl.es 26:10-11: "HC&lh of the Merarites had s:>ns: 
Shirnri. the dlief ( e:.1c ·i' ) Che was not. ~~ fustbo~ ~"lb') I>'~~ (c.'f ], 
but his father desi.gnata:l him chief [ Q:IC , ·f . 1 >' Hilkiah ~e 
secorrl c ''-:• ~~ ), Tebaliah the third C "~; !~ ~ >, Zechariah the 
fourth < ... 1" ~., => ) ••• " 

' • !T 
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In the oourse of assessing the genealogical naterial in the 

Bible we have encounterai an intriguing question: HCM nuch of a 

role do ~ play in the biblical genea.logies? What emphasizes the 

importance of this question is the working hypothesis which has long 

daninatai the discussion of genealogical. naterial in the Bible, an 

hypothesis which picb.lres ~ as being· virtually absent from 

biblical genealogies. It has been taken. for grantai that on 

occasions women's names were inclu:1Erl bJ.t that these irrlividuals 

\Ere then clearly identifiai as ferra.les arx1 were usually reservoo 

for the erxi of the list, after all the sons had been mentionErl. 

Yet in the precaiing dlapter we have given a brief preview of 

biblical citations which oontradict the asswrption that the 

genealogies are lists of sons only unless explicit reference is nede 

t.o the inclusion of a wanan. We have seen that I 01.ronicles 5: 29 

clearly incltrles Miriam with Aaron and f.bses as children of Amram. 

Likewise, a drild ( "Ahlai") is rrentionerl for Sheshan in First 

Chronicles 2:31 whereas three verses later the Bible states 

unambiguously "Sheshan had no sons, only daughters." We have no 

dloice rut to recx:>gnize that Sheshan's offspring "Ahlai" is a 

daughter. '!he thix:d reference which we noted in the previous 

dlapter was the t.antalizing inclusion of the wox:d >""!1~ ~ -"males!"

to describe Manasseh's progeny as specifi.e:i in Joshua 17:2. If 
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these \\1el"e urrlerstood aut:atatically to be nen, \rttlat would have been 

the neei to incltxie the ~rd "nales"? 'l'lhat same question did, in 

fact, pizzle the biblical cx:mnentator as we find Metsudat David 

o:mnenting on Joshua 17:2: "'Males.' Since it is said in this 

instance that ~ from the offspring of Manasseh also received 

inheritance, it is necessary to specify that this refers to the 

nales in their family." Here there is a presunption that we DllSt be 

clearly cdvisai that this list did not incll:de the~ or else 

-we ~uld asswre that \Ql'eil were inclu:led in it! 

Having ascertaine:l that biblical wet rray incll:de "1aien in the 

sarre na.nner as that in \tbich it treats m:m (to wit, "Miriam" and 

"Ahlai") arx1 that the Bible in sane instamces has the need to dispel 

a presunption that ~ have been inclu::lle:l, we nust now re--examine 

geanealogical p:>rtions of the text with BL view to the oonsequence of 

this fact. Since wanen may be incll:de:l, the question arises, then, 

"*1ether they have been incll:ded elsewhere! without identifying 

oomnents! '!he difficulty in answering th.is question stems fran the 

speculative nature of the investigation for, \tben there is no 

"identifying" oomnent such as "daughter of" or "sister of," the only 

evidence to evaluate is the name involvErl. Unfortunately, the 

analysis of names is only enough to give a J;C>Ssible answer, not a 

oonclusive one, for, although we shall see that there are JIB.DY nanes 

\obi.ch nay be those of "Y.aDen, they DBY yet prove also to be nam:!S 

of nan. 

Before we examine the names them.sel v.~, we shall first return 
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to the text and show that wooen who are plainly identifiable as 

'ltOlreil occur in greater nuni::>ers than we might have readily supposai. 

'lbese \tDreil appear not only as daughter (and sisters> rut even as 

rcothers and "tribal" designations. Despite the fact that biblical 

cnmnentators and later critics often try to "explain away" the 

~, their inclusion within the text 9~ well establishai. 

We find waren inclooai anong the lists of progeny as we saw 

earlier in Joshua 17:2, First Otronicles 2:31, 34-35, and First 

Chronicles 5: 29 • 'lbese examples by no m:~s exhaust the list of 

daughters fourrl within genealogical narratives. In a:ldition, we 

note the following exanples: Jaoob has a daughter along with his 

twelve sons as we learn in Genesis 30 : 21 <"Lastly, she oore him a 

daughter, and named her Dinah") and fiOO. reiterated in Genesis 46:15 

C "'1bose 'Ne.re the sons \lklom Leah bore to ,Jacob in POOdan-aram, in 

a:Hition to his daughter Dinah."> Anong the children of Anah are: 

"Dishon arrl Anah' s daughter Oholibanah" !(Genesis 36:25). 'Ihe 

enu.rreration of Asher's sons (Genesis 46:17) concltxies with "their 

sister Serah" (given, alternatively, in Nwrbers 26:46 "'!be nane of 

Asher' s daughter was Serah") • Even rrore astonishing is the 

realization that in the Book of Joo only the daughters are 

identified of all the children born to Jcb after his difficulties; 

we read: "He [Joo] also had seven sons and three daughters. '!be 

first he named Jani.mah, the seoorrl Keziah , arrl the thinl 

Keren-ha.ppJ.ch" (Job 42:13-14>. 

Irdeed, in nany p:tssages we find that daughters (arrl sisters) 
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are often subsum:d under the heading "sons of •• • n We read in 

Genesis 46:8, 15: "'Ibese are the names of the Israelites ( rrnt.' ... '.1~), .... : . . ... 
Jacob rurl his descerrlants, who came to Egypt. Jaoob' s first-born 

Re..lben •• ·Those were the sons ~an Leah bore to Jaoob in P~-aram, 

in cddition to his daughter Dinah C iJ.l~ ~f.~). Persons in all, rcale 

and fem.le: 33." 'Ibis .IB-Ssage oontinues with the offspring 

accountable to Zilpah so Genesis 46:17 afu: "Asher's sons CiC:"' 'J).\): 
·: " ,. : 

Izmah, Ishvah, Ishvi, am Beriah, am their sister Serah <,~'!\~: 1'1,·~p • " 

Each of these i:assages provides a list of the irrlividual children 

(literally' "sons" [ ) J ~]) am, at its close, nentions the .. ~ 

daughter. If we t.ake the liberty to gem&allze fran two 

illustrations, we l«>Uld oonltrle that the tenninolgy X - 'J~ refers 
- • II\ .: 

to the "children" a.00, consequently, nay as easily incltrle daughters 

as sons, since Genesis 46:8, 15 IX>ints out unambiguously that f!C'l'-'~ .,, ~ . .. : 
inclooes a clearly labelled U.\~ :JJ'~ and SUlT6 up the entire group . ' . 
as l'JflJ~·I t'~& (.Mathematically stat:erl it says that: 

-J\ ·,~~· I . ..' J,::) -: • 1J ~ • ) While GenE$iS 46:17 incltrles Asher's : .. : ... 
daughter in terms equally unambiguous, there has been oo 

amplification of the l«:>rd ... '~~ to ·.ftiJ~·f -'~1 . Rather, the verse 

simply incltdes aonng the -')~~ the enum:~tion ~·~1~ n'! ~ • 

.Mli tional support for this urrlerstarxlinsr of the t«>rd ·' ~~ a:mes 

from the definition of );> in Brown-Drhrer-Briggs Dictionary on 

p:lge 1.21, nmrber 2, which states that it neans "children (nale am 

female)." 

With these facts in mioo we mm to Genesis 36 : 25 ~ich states: 
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"'!he dlildren of Anah ( ~..ii- '.l~ > were t:hese· D1°sh and Anah' 
,. .. i • • : • on s 

daughter Oholibamah ·" We notice the i;ara1llelism of expression to 

the two references just examined. '!his nay, in fact, be a third 

example of the same inclusive i;hraseology·. HO'tt1ever, this list is 

cx:msiderably shorter than either of the preceding p:lssages, 

incl\rling only one son in OOdition to Oho1libamah. '!he verse ~Jd 

read 11Dre sm:>othly if the last bi«> words ( i}.\ '8-J\~ ) had been anittai ,. . ; - , 
i.e. "'lhe children of Anah were these: Dishon arrl Anah. • It seens 

that "Anah' s daughter" may be a gloss wich entered t:he text as a 

remirrler that the person S0'1elltiona:i was Anah' s daughter since t:he 

expectation was for genealogies to be nos Uy nale arrl the generic -'.J~ .. ; 
<as opposErl to •.n'1J~·f )..l~ ) introduces the b«> nrures wich follow 

~ .. . 
- both dlildren of Anah. '!here tNOuld ha;ve been no difficulty in 

recognizing Oholibanah as Anah's daughter because that infonnation 

has already been well established in Gene:sis 36: 2. 

'Ibis brings us to t:he logical next step, i.e. wether there are 

other piSsages within the Bible wich inclu:ie daughters am:mg the 

"children" without singling t:hem oot at all. We suggest that this 

is irrleai the case arrl would like to offe.n:· four citations "'1here 

the.re is a high probability of t:his very 1;::attern. We begin with a 

verse about wich there is, in fact, little question that this is 

the case even though t:he Bible itself does oo nore to suggest the 

inclusion of a daughter than of a son! GE:!lesis 11:29 states: 

"Abraham arrl Nahor took to themselves wi VE~, the nane of Abram's 

wife being Sarai arrl that of Nahor • s wife Milcah, the daughter of 
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Haran, the father of Milcah and Iscah." rt is generally accepted 

that the otherwise unknown Iscah is a girl even though nothing 

asserting sudl a fact is fourn in the verse to establish this 

identification . In fact, the problem 'Abich has been debatei is who 

is Iscah in that she nerits nention here .. Rashi' s suggestion Cad 

locum) is that Iscah is another name for Abraham's wife sarah. 

Before naking sudl a suggestion Rashi hasi already accepted the 

principle of the admissibility of ~ -- without identification as 

~ - or else his statement would be Ulllsupp:>rtable! 

Even nore ex>npelling aridence of non.-identif iei ferales can be 

rullai fran the description in Genesis 22: 20-23. 'lllere we learn of 

the children fatherei by Abraham's brother Nahor. "SClre time later, 

Abraham was told, 'Milcah too has bome children ( ~'J;r, ) to your 
• r 

brother Nabor: Uz the first-bom, arrl Buz his brother, and Ke:nuel 

the father of Aram; a.rd Olesei, Haze, Pildash, Jidlaph arrl Bethuel' 

- Bethuel being the fa.tiler of Rebekah." Bethuel, we see here, has 

a dlild - Rebekah. It is, of oourse, anticipating the text rut we 

know that Rebekah is a daughter of Bethuel. Yet we firrl no textual 

indication of that fact. In 00.dition, thE:! fact is anitted that 

Bethuel also does have a son -Iaban- so the inclusion of Rebekah 

has not been nandatei by the impossibility of naming a son. 

'!he two examples of Genesis 11:29 and 22:20-23 are clear-rut 

and not subject to debate. '!he next ~ pissages with 'Atiich we 

shall deal are oot 90 cbvious blt since Genesis 11:29 and 22:20-23 

have prepa.rei a fourxiation in 'AbiCh daughters nay occur without an 
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accompanmng "label" ann · th · .I.-· ouncmg eir presence, we must ask whether 

other passages do the S:lme. Fjrst, Jet us examine :n Samuel 

5:13-16: 

Dam took more ronaibines and wives in 
Jerusalem, and more s:>ns and daughters were 
born to Dam. These are the names of the 
drildren born to him in Jerusalem: Shammua, 
Shobab, Nathan, and Salomon; lbhar, Elishua, 
N€Eileg, and Japhia; Elishama, Eliada., and 
Eli.phelet. 

There is no specific name here which we wish to IIOp:>Se as being 

female. Rather, what has drawn us to this pas;age .is the 9.lggest:ion 

of verse 13 which refers to both s:>ns and daughters. It is, we 

feel, consistent with this ,P3SXlge as well c:!S biblical expression in 

general that there may be a daughter or daughters enumerate:l in this 

list of David's children. Which one(s) is s1e? 

Finally, we tum to I Chronicles 3:17--18 which states: "the 

s:>ns( '~ ~ ., ) of Jeconiah, the captive: Shealtiel. his 9.'.>n, Malchiram, 

Paiaiah, Shenazz.ar, Jekamiah, Boohana, and Nedabiah-." As .is the 

case with :n Samuel 5:13-16, here also we do not wish to identify 

specifically one dilld has a daughter. What is of significance is 

the fact that Shealtiel has been labeTurl '1 J ~ wt no others. 

That leaves open, we feel;. the po$ihility 1that 9.'.>me, jf not all, of 

the othetS are daughters! 

In the four passages jJst examined, G:enesis 11:29 and 22:20-23, 

n Samuel 5:13-16, and I Chronicles 3:17-18, we have seen evidence 

which strengthens our sispicion that women are found within the 

genealogical narratives, whether or not the¥ are identifi.Erl as SJ.ch. 
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If so' this is likely to occur in other places about wich we have 

formed no a priori suspicions. Although this <X>Ul.d be virtually 

any citation, later we shall suggest scm:t specific nanes wich len:l 

themselves to that interpretation because~ of their form. 

In addition to the inclusion of wome!Il as "offspringn in the 

genealogies, we find~ 'tt'ho ndefine" the genealogy. \'bnen serve 

this role in two capacities, either fran their inclusion as "not.her" 

Csometiires even without the crlditional identification of the father) 

or as the "source," i.e. the name, of the! tribe or the IrDre general 

lineage. We should not be surprised to have a nother' s nane 

incluie:i since, after all, polygazrous narriage is CDimDn within the 

Bible. 

We f irrl such usage in reference to the various branches of the 

family to wich Jacob's dlildren belong. Because of Jac'd::>' s ca:rplex 

danestic relationships, his dlildren bele>ng to one of four 

categories, 1)\Gi 1Jio\ (Genesis 46:15>, ~'.~f!,.,~.il (Genesis 46:18; cf. 
'f .. ·· : •• ,. ' 

Genesis 37: 2) , fui '.U) <Genesis 46: 19 > , c>~ ~ ~ .,~ ~ C Genesis 46: 25: 
••'I ... ; • • 

cf. Genesis 37:2). We also firrl an e:::ho of this in First 

Cllronicles 7:13 wich sums up a ~rtion of the genealogical table 

with the ?lrase 

'!he danger exists, of oourse, that ~~ are overE!llTfbasizing the 

value of such infornation. If so, we stc..00 in <JOCd rabbinic 

tradition because the midrash finds no di fficulty in tracing lineage 

00 the IrOther's side! '!be rabbis debate Elijah's ancestry in 

Genesis Rabbah 71:9: 



• • ·The rabbis debated : To Wiich tri.be did Elijah 
~ong? ~· Leazar said: 'lb Benjamin, for it is 
written, Arrl Jaareshiah, and Elijah, and zichri, 
were ~e :'°ns of Jerobam ••• All these were the sons 
of . Ben ]CUtU.n" (I Cbronicles 8: 27 , 40 ) • R. Nehorai 
~id: To Gad, for it says, "Arrl. Elijah the 
Tish~ite, Wio was of the settlers of Gilead, said" 
{I Kings 17:1) •••• on one occasion 01r Rabbis were 
debating about him [Elijah], sane maintaining that 
he belonged to the tribe of Gad, others to the 
tribe of Benjamin. Whereupon he came a:n stocxi 
before them and said, "Sirs, W!ly do you debate 
about me? I fl1 a descerrlant of Rachel." [I.e., 
of Benjamin. ] 
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We fioo a similar discussion which :seeks to detennine 'I/nether 

Jonah is from Zebulun or Asher in Genesis Rabbah 98 : 11: 

••• [One Sabbath 1 R. Levi entered and lectured: 
Jonah [the prophet] was descended from Zebulun, 
as it is written, "Arrl the thiro lot cane up 
for the children of Zebulun ••• " (Joshua 19 : 10 l ••• 
Then R. Johanan entererl arrl lectured: Jonah w:t.s 
descenda:l from Asher , for it is written, "Asher 
drove not oot the inhabitants of Acco, nor the 
inhabitants of Zidon" (J\Xlges 1:31}; W!lile it is 
written, "Arise, get thee to zarephath, W!lich 
belongeth to Zidon, and dwell there:; behold I 
have oormanderl a widow there to sus,t.ain thee" 
(I Kings 17:9}. [The following Sabbath] R. Levi 
said to R. JOO.ah b. Nahnan: ••• permit rre to 
lecture. R. Levi then'entererl and said: 
Although R. Jooanan taught us last Sabbath that 
Jonah w:ts from' Asher, in truth his father was 
from Zebulun while his nother was from Asher, 
for the verse "Arrl his flank (yarkatho) shall 
be upon Zidon" ~s the thigh <¥erek) W!lence 
he w:ts sprung w:tS from Zidon •••• 

Perhaps nore telling is the fact that we f irrl nunerous textual 

references to "female - ~~~ n where ~ have been cx:>rrlitionerl to 

expect the foim.lla to be "male - '~ ~ • " A nurrber of these i;assages 

occur in Genesis 36 where the text is trieating Esau's offspring by 
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his three wives. With that in mioo, we read in Genesis 36: i 2 <cf: 

Genesis 36 : 16) : " ••• Those were the desce:rxlants of Esau r s wife Adah 

< ill~ "'~.1 > ·" Following this (Genesis 36:13; cf: Genesis 36:17) we 

learn: " ••• Those were the descerrlants of t;sau's wife Basemath 

(,\~ ·~~ '~~)." An especially full express.ion of lineage occurs in 

introducing the enmreration of Oholibanah's progeny in 

Genesis 36:14: "Arrl. these were the sons of Esau's wife Oholibamah, 

C il" l' f i) le 'Jc9 > daughter of Anah daughte!I' of Zibeon: she bore to 
T T • T"; f ". 

Esau Je.ish, Jalam, arxi Korah." Iooee:l, had we oot known better, we 

would have identified "the descerrlants of Adah," "the descerrlants 

of Basema.th," and "the sons of Oholibana.h1" as listings of dlildren 

by their fathers! We are sp:rred that error by the very clear nature 

of Genesis 36 • Since, however, Genesis ~~6 deals with a 

"sorting-outtt of offspring problan which has been necessitata:l by 

Esau' s nultiplici ty of wives, we might argue that this serves as an 

extenuating cirCllIIStance which oompels the use of a fonmla oonnally 

reserved for the father to be used for the nether. However, 

Genesis 36 provides cddi tional infornatic>n which enables us to 

eliminate that p:>ssibili ty. As the dlapter reaches its oonclusion, 

the discussion has shifted to a description of clans· Anong the 

clans we firxi "the clans Ti.mna, [arrl] Oho1libanah" (Genesis 

36: 40-41) • Clans, we \tJOUld have supi;x::>sed , were even nore likely to 

have been "masculine" - and that is the prevailing opinion. '!be 

cx:mnent of Ibn Ezra Cad Genesis 36:40) is one which runs as a 

ref rain through the cxmnentaries when names are involved. Ibn Ezra 
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states: "In this place it is nasculine since we have m:my names 

which are both rcasculine and feminine aOO. thus it is with 
' 

Oholibamah ·" Given the oontext of the chapter, we find Ibn Ezra's 

oonment a weak protest ~ich attempts to negate the fact that ~ 

can define the clans. Furthernore, we fird SU,PIXlrt for cur 

suspicion in Genesis 36:18 ~ich states clearly: "Ard these are the 

descerxiants of Esau's wife Oholibamah: the clans of Jeush, Jalam, 

am Korah; these are the clans of Esau I s wife Oholibanah ( I~! V\ ~~ ) 

the daughter of Anah." '!be secorrl half of: verse 18 IIBkes Ibn Ezra's 

identification of the "Oholibanah" of the "clan" as a IIBn unlikely 

if not even impossible since the "Oholibamah" of the clans is "the 

daughter of Anah [and] the wife of Esau"! This serves as 

WlaSsailable support for the proposition t:hat there can be "fenale 

clans." 

Still further examples of children identified vis-A-vis 

their nothers appear in I Chronicles 4: 17 ·-19 • Admittedly, these 

three verses are somewhat oonfused and, therefore, defy 

underst:aming in their entirety. Yet this problem does oot prevent 

us from identifying three sei;:arate instances of 'IUlleil serving as the 

"source" of the offspring. Of these threE:! i:assages, two occur in 

the "female-'~~ TI form: "IJ.bese ~e the sons of Bithiah daughter of 
... : 

Pharaoh \'born Mered narried" CI Chronicles 4:18> arrl "'Ille sons of the 

wife of HcxUah sister of Naham ••• " (I Chronicles 4:19 > • 

Now that we have recognized that WCIIlf:!Il do occasionally "define
11 

the lineage, we shall examine two final eJ<an;>les \\'hich are nore 
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subtle. First, I Orronicles 2:21-23 informs us: "Afterward Hezron 

had relations with the daughter of Machir fath .• G"lead -~ er Oi. l. ••• c:uA..L 

she bore him Segub; and Segub begot Jai:r ••• All these were the sons 

of Machir, the father of Gilead." We know that Jair is fran the 

tribe of Jooah from wnat we have learne:'.i in the prece:ling verses. 

(Hezron is Jair' s gran:Ifather am Hezron is the s:m of Jmah' s son 

Perez, I Olronicles 2:4, 5, 21, 22.) Jair's grandnother, on the 

other ha.r:rl, \es the daughter of Machir n 01.ronicles 2:21). We see 

that Jair is fran the tribe of Manasseh on his (grarrl)nother' s side. 

In other TNOrds, Jair1 s tribal designaticm ("Manasseh") ~ through 

the nother. We find confinra.tion of thi.s evaluation in Ra::lak's 

a:mnent ad I Olronicles 4: 23: "Arrl \ttlerit it says in Scripture 'of 

the tribe of Manasseh, r this a:xres from his nother' s family, for his 

nether w:ts the daughter of Machir the 90,n of Manasseh." 

A final example of the nother's determining of the lineage is 

foUixl in DeuteronaJ¥ 26:5: "My father was a fugitive Aranean. He 

'Nellt dCMil to Eqypt with neager nuni>ers ••• " '!his verse has been an 

elusive problem; while Abraham oould ha.Vie been termed an "Aramean" 

\tihen he left Haran, Abraham was not a fu9itive. Jacob, an the other 

harrl, w:tS a fugitive (-he flai, after all, fran Laban-) rut was 

not an Aramean.3 we wish tD suggest that the difficulty resolves 

itself if the identification of "Aramean'" has cxxre through the 

nother. Jacob, s nother Rebekah, we know 1, was from a place called 

alternatively "Paddan Aram" and "Aram-neharaim." Might his mther' s 

origin be the source for the ~jective "Juamean" use:3. for Jacd>? 
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'!he association of dlildren with their rrothers oontinues in ~ 

other ways. First, we have one example~ of an expression "11t'hich see:ns 

generally reservErl for a son's relationtship to his father; First 

Chronicles 2:50 <also, 4:4) announces: "Hur the firstborn c ")\.)~) 

of Eµlrathah ·" Because the word firstborn occurs in the oontext of 

the legal-ailtic nexus, it generally is fowrl in a nale oontext. 

Yet we have already been inform:rl that E{:hrath was ooe of the wives 

of caleb arrl the nother of Hur CI Chronicles 2:19}. We learn here, 

then, that even the woi::d £irstbom, a word which has a precise arrl 

limitEd rrea.ning which we shall explore in a subsequent dlapter, can 

be usErl. to identify a son in terns of his nother rather than his 

father! 

We shall oonclooe the examination c::>f dlildren who are 

identifiErl in terms of their mthers wiit:h a rather extensive group. 

We are accustare:l to find diildren describe::l in the Bible as 

"Cllild-ben-Father." Yet this terminolo:JY is oot limite:l to the 

mild-father relationship rut is four:d e>f ten linking the child and 

the nother Ci.e. "atlld-ben-Mother">. hHitionally, just as the 

biblical text aistc:oarily infonns us thaLt a father begot a dlild, in 

an analagous fashion the Bible saretimes identifies the ncther. 

References of this type occur in three basic patterns: an 

irrli vidual is aillerl "Qlild-ben-Mother' "' the ?lraseology ""'1aran 

• . .-.::i --~ /. ve bi' rth " or "the .name of the IIDther [is ] • " conceivo...l cuu1 or ga , ' 

We might be pizzled by the inclusion of infornation about the 

nother in a society which p.lt so Illlch anfiiasis up:>n the mil.es. We 
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shall see that it ser'Ves several different µirposes. First of all, 

sonetimes the It'Other gives "yichus" to the family, as is the case 

with Bethuel 'ttbose nother Milcah was a niece of Abraham or in the 

case of Zeruiah \to"ho was David• s sister or half-sister. A secooo 

reason to inform us about the nother is: that sane~ 'irW&'e 

inµ>rtant in their CMl'l right. In his ccmnent on I Chronicles 7:18 

Radak explains why the progeny of Hamrolecheth is given: "Since she 

was an .inp:::>rta.nt wanan it mentions her off spring." '!he third reason 

is one of necessity; the society describal in the Bible is one in 

\to"hich nen oould have nore than one wife and/or ooncubines. In these 

cases, it was useful to know which allicmce prcxiucai the dlild(ren) 

in question. Finally, we wish to sugge::;t a fourth reason which nay 

be operative in sorre cases. It sens to us that the irrportance of 

nales in genealogical am familial relationships rray be overstatai. 

'!he fact that ~ appear in a variety of ways oontradicts the idea 

that Ile'l to the exclusion of \1a1leO n controllai n the family 

relationships. Wc:m:m, too, seen to play genealogical roles, even 

though they are cl tai less of ten than the man. 
4 

We shall see in 

the specific examples which follow that all of these reasons share 

in influencing the expression of the "ferale-side" of lineage. 

First, we firrl the expression "<llild-ben-Mother" in lllliterous 

places. we have Bethuel son of Milcah C Genesis 24: 15, 24 > arrl 

"Elii;haz the son of Esau's wife Adah; Reuel, the son of Esau's wife 

Basena.th" c Genesis 36: lO) • Frequent nen ti on is irade of Zeruiah' s 

... ~ ~ >, usual.ly ,.cab rut ,also Abishai a.rrl Asahel (I diildren C i) ; ·\ "l~ -l ~ "' 
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Samuel 26:6, II Samuel 2:18, I Chronicles 11:6, 26:28, 27:24). 

Interestingly, in what nay be a reversal of the nother • s yichus 

accruing to the line, in II Samuel 17:25 Zeruiah is identifiErl as 

the nother of Joab ( ~~ 't' ~\~ i) !·\1~ > ! 1\ciiitional examples of the 

"Olild-ben-Mother" formula are "'lhe sons of the wife of Hcxiiah 

sister of Naham were the fathers of Keilah the Gannite and F.shtaooa 

the Maacathite" CI 01.ronicles 4:19) a!Xi "ZabOO. son of Shimeath the 

Amtonitess, and Jehozabcn son of Shimrith the M::>abitess" CII 

Chronicles 24 : 26) • One last example, ci te:i above because of its 

unique form of expression is "Hur the firstbom of E[tlrathah" Cin 

I Chronicles 2:50 and 4:4). 

'Ihe seoorxl category for indicatin9 the nnther is the staterent 

that a ~ ooncei val. and/or gave birth. 'Ibis tenninology is usErl 

for Eve in reference to cain, Abel, aIX:l Seth (Genesis 4:1-2, 25), 

the wives of Lsooch, Adah arrl Zillah ((ielesis 4:19-20, 22>, arrl 

Milcah bearing Bethuel to Nabor (Genesis 24:47). In Genesis 36 we 

learn that Oholibamah bore Jrush, Ja.lanit, and Korah {verse 5 and 

again in verse 14) arrl Tirona bore Arralek t.o Eliphaz (verse 12) • 

Likewise, Shua, the wife of Jtrlah, conoeivei arrl gave birth to Er, 

Onan, arrl Shelah c Genesis 38 : 3-5) • In detail the description of the 

children born to David in Hebron is ghh:?n CII Salmlel 3:2-5): 

••• Bis f irstbom was Annon, by Ahinoam. of. 
Jezreel; his secooo was Chileab, by. Abigail 
wife of Nabal the Carneli te: the tf1i~ was . 
Absalorn &>n of Maacah, daughter of King '.Ihlmai 
of Geshur • the fourth was Adoni jah son of . 
Baggi th; fue fifth was Shefiltiah ~>~ of. Abi tal; 
arrl the sixth was Ithream, by oavidl 5 wife 

Eglah •••• 
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Likewise, we learn that Maacah gave birth to Segub (First 

Chronicles 2: 21) , Abi jab to Ashur ( r Chronicles 2: 24} , and Ashur • 5 

wife Naarah to Ahuz.am, Hei;iler, Tereni, ,arxl Ahashtari ani his wife 

Helah to Zareth, Zahar, ani Ethnan <I Chronicles 4: 5-7} • In a 

sequence that rena.ins oonfused we fioo a ltOIBn (not identified in 

the text) who gives birth to Miriam, Shanmai, ani Ishbah and that 

"his Jmahite wife" (equally unclear> "bore Jered ••• , Heber ••• , and 

Jeku thiel ••• " CI Chronicles 4: 17-18) • Manasseh' s Aranean ooncubine 

bore Asriel and Machir (I Orronicles 7:14), and "Ma.acah the wife of 

Madlir bore a son, and she named him Peresh ••• " CI Olranicles 7:16). 

Hamoolecheth (rcentioned above with reference to Raiak's renark ad 

locum) oore Ishdcxl , Abiezer I and Mahlah {I Chronicles 7: 18) • ttbe 

last example we shall incl~e is ''He [Shaharaim] had sons by Hcxlesh 

his wife: Jobab, Zibia, Mesha, Malcam, Jeuz, Sachiah, and 

Mirnah.. • • He also begot by Hushim: Abitub and Elpaal" (First 

Chronicles 8:8-11). 

The fornula iil\<.JJil ("and his nr:1ther's name [is]") is a . .. ~ 
frequent p:trt of the identification of the kings. 'lhus we fioo that 

Abijam's nother was Maacah (I Kings 15:2; alternatively given as 

"Micaiah" in II Chronicles 13:2), Asa's rrother '65 Maacah <First 

Kings 15 : 10) , arrl Rehoboam' s 11Dther was ·Naa:rrah C Secom 

Oironicles 12 :13) • Jehosha{:bat' s nnther was Azubah CSecorXl 

<llronicles 20: 31 ) , Ahaziah' s nother Athliah C II Orronicles 22: 2) , 

Jdloash • s - Zibiah C II Chronicles 24: 1 > ' .AnBziah' 5 - Jehoaddan <II 
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Chronicles 25 :1) , Uzziah' s - Jecoli'ah 

(II Chronicles 26:3), Jotham's 

- Jerushah <II Olronicles 27: 1) , am He:i!:ekiah • s _ Abi jah (II 

Olronicles 29:1>. 

We.men also appear in biblical genealogies in a variety of 

incidental references. In scree cases the rea.sons for nentioning 

them are obvious whereas others are rather d:>lique. Exanples of 

these miscellaneous references inclme: "Ani the sister of 

TUbal-cain \twas Naamah" (Genesis 4:22). 5 Nahor' s wife Milcah is 

identifiErl as the daughter of Haran (Gerl1esis 11:29). We learn that 

"I..Dtan's sister \twas Timna" (Genesis 36:2:2), "Anah's daughter 

Oholibamah" (Genesis 36:25) and the wife! of Bedar, king of Pau, "was 

Mehetabel daughter of MatrErl daughter of Me-zahab" (Genesis 36:39). 

Sisters of sone individuals are nentioned: Shelanith the sister of 

Meshullam am Hananiah (I Cllronicles 3: 19) , Maacah, sister of Machir 

CI Chronices 7: 15) , arrl Gilead' s sister iffamrolecheth <First 

Clironicles 7:18). Machir's wife \!BS Maacah (I Olronicles 7:16). 

Ettiraim' s daughter \tweS Sheerah CI Olronicles 7:24). Shua was the 

sister of Jafillet, Shaner, aIX1 Hotham <I Chronicles 7: 32 > • 

Jehoshabeath was the daughter of Ku:ig Jehoram and the wife of the 

priest Jehoiada as well as the sister of Ahaziah <Secom 

Otronicles 22:ll). Finally, we learn that the proP'letess Huldah was 

the wife of Shallum CII Olronicles 34:2l1 • 

With all these examples of waten inc:lui~ aoong the 

· f ti' there ,..,.,., oo le>nger be any question about genealogical in orrra on, ~· 

th · pl y m· genealcigies. '!his praninence e vital role that ~ a 
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raises a further question about ''Jabelling'"; is there a p:ssihili:ty 

that s:>me unlabellirl ~nal names are those of women rather than 

of men? This ~ty is not an unlilmfy aie for as we SiaJl 

?="esentl.y mow there are personal names that are both "masculine" 

and "feminine. n 

One Slch name is µ~:~ ("Maacah") which OCClllS many times 

with.in the text and which, to oor good f:Orblne, is usially 

accompanied by a word or J;iu:ase which .iOOicates the ~of the 

indivldual .involved. We have Maacah, the daughter of King Talmai. of 

Geshur, who was the mother of Atsalom, the tbllrl s:>n bom to David 

in Hebron CII Samuel 3:3; cf. I Chronicles: 3:2). Among the royal 

family Maacah, daughter of .Abishalom, was the mother of Abi.j:lm CI 

Kings 15:2, rut the name of his mother is Micaiah, daughter of Uriel 

of Gibeah, in the parallel passage of II Chronicles 13:2). Asa's 

mother js a1ro identified as Maacah, the daughter of Abishalom er 

Kings 15:10 and Il Chronicles 15:16. Perhap; me was Asa's 

"grarrlmother"?) 6 we learn that Caleb had a a::mcubine name Maacah 

a Chronicles 2:48). Machir has both a sister ([ Chronicles 7:15) 

arrl aJ.oo a wife o: Chronices 7:16) with tlhe name of Maacah. 

Gibeon's father Jeiel had a wife calla3 Maacah CI Chronicles 8:29 

and 9:35). Finally, REiloboam man:ierl Maiacah the daughter of Absalom 

whom he loverl more than all his wives ai:rl ooncubines CII Chronicles 

11:20-22). What remains unspecified are Sx other ocam:ences of 

the name. In two of these it seems to refer to a place; we find •the 

K . of cah" ( rn-i N !_,i~ 11 Samuel 10:6) arrl "F.Sltemoa the mg Maa u_ 1 .... , 1-: . . 
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Maacathite" (~~~~~ , I Olronicles 4:19). 7 Two other p:t.Ssages 

speak of the sane ind · ·dual · 
iv1 ' Kmg Achish of Ga.th. King Achish is 

given the p:itronymic j)~~-1~ in I King'S 2:39 and !7·,~~-I~ in I 

Sannlel 27: 2. We feel that there are two p:>ssible explanations for 

the variance between ':)~ J: ~ .. \ ~ and Tl 1 ~t .. I ~ . Either these 

represent two slightly different recotds of the same tradition 

(\tthich happens occasionally within the biblical text and is probable 

here> or these two names nay be a p!ir of ~ich one is nasailine 

< q' 10 ~ > am the other feminine ( ~; !:~ > • We learn of a Hanan ~~!~.,, 

in I Chronicles 11: 43. Finally, Nahor .and his ex>ncubine 

Re.mah have a child named Maacah (Genes.is 22:24). In those three 

instances where individuals are identified as ''?!r-- I~ I : ( i ~ ~ .. f ~ , 

the parent oould represent either the m::>ther or the father. While 

we have no indication that these refer to the m::>ther, we should keep 

in mim the fact that Maacah frequently is a wanan' s nane. <Of 

oourse, as the axrmentators state often,, nany names are used for 

both nen arrl ~.) As for the dlild ()f Nahor arrl Remeh, there is 

no indication of sex. Perhaps we should take note of ~ fact that 

Maacah is the fourth listed of their four dlildren arrl we know that 

daughters frequently are given at the e:id of the list. ~t we can 

say about the name Maacah is that it is used far nore as a v.iooan' s 

name than as a nan r s name. As a result,, it is not unlikely to give 

8 
a tentative feminine identification to aLll people called Maacah. 

Other names for "Mlidl we have i.OOication of their being used 

for people of both sexes inclu:le Abi jah, Aiah' Micaiah, Eifiah' arrl 
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Athaliah. Of these nanes, Abijah c ~ :~ ~:> occurs twice as a ~, s 

name, five times as a nan's nane, and once, in the list of ,,~ \J ;\ , 
... ,. .. ' 

ostsensibly as a son bit p:>ssibly also ;as a daughter. '!here. ~s ~ 

question that Abijah, the wife of Hezro1n CI <lrronicles 2:24) I am 

Abijah' daughter of Zechariah and nothe:r of Hezekiah (II O'lronicles 

29 :1), nust be -wanen! Yet others nanm Abijah are clearly nen; 

these inclu:le Reho00am' s s:m Abijah Clabellai \.J~ in I Olronicles 
I 

3: 10 a00 ~0 became a chief I leader I Cllld. SlCc;eSSQr - °l\t_IJ {I Q k ') f -
, • y. ' 

auong his brothers as we read in II Chronicles 11: 20 , 22 > • Also in 

this mtegory are Samuel's secom son Abijah (for ~om I Samuel 8:2 

uses the nasculine • l?>J irJ ; the correct reading in the parallel .. : . 
account of I <llronicles 6:13 is probably the nasculine aijective 'Jti)I . ... -: 

rather than the "name" 'J~I > aOO. the Abijah oo ~om the eighth lot .. -
fell in I <llronicles 24: 10 • We have lef:t one nore Abi jah, this ooe 

fourXl anong the -r,>ri \ J ri in I Olronicle!S 7: 8 : "'!he sons of Becher: 
·: ·: .. : 

Zemirah, Joash, Eliezer, Elioenai, Qnri ,, Jerenoth, Abijah, Anathoth, 

and Aleneth. All these were the sons of Becher." 'Ibis last 

occurrence of Abi jab cannot be a:mclusi v·ely identif iai as mile or 

fanale. we shall return to several of the other names in I 

Chronicles 7: 8 later for a nuni:>er of them CAl~th' Anathoth, 

Jeremth, arrl zanirah) are interesting; .Anathoth arx1 Al~th are 

also place names {see Radak, ad locum) while others likewise 

"appear" feninine. If they are, then Abijah - W'lidl as we have 

already seen can be a waran' s name - would be placai in a grouping 

of three other ~, 5 names ~ich appea:r at the erxl of the list! 
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'lhe name Aiah < i) ~ ~ ) occurs in Genesis 36: 24 as the nane of a 

dlild of Zibeon and again in II Samuel 3: 7 as the parent of Saul r 
5 

cxmcubine Rizpm. Neither citation specifically suggests that Aiah 

names a woman rather than a nan. '!'here .is one fact that we should 

keep in mind; ;,~~ (cf. Leviticus 11:14) is a hawk or falcon - and 

is a feminine noun • While it is }X)ssibl13 for a feminine noun to be 

usErl as a rran' s nama, the intrinsic gerxl~~ of the ""10rd itself raises 

for us the µ:>ssibili ty that the narce Aiah is feminine. 

Another name whidl 'Ne find for ooth nen and ~ is Micaiah 

( · I ?> ., :> 'N) • Micaiah is the daughter of Uriel of Gibea ani the nother Y' r . 

of Abijah (II Chronicles 13:2). Micaiah also is an officer of 

Jehoshaphat (II Chronicles 17:7) and a pi~oJ;ilet CII Oironicles 

18 : 7-8 , 18 ) • 

Efhah { ~''1) occurs twice. Once she is caleb' s ooncubine (I 
T ., 

Oironicles 2: 46 ) • In the following verse! (I Orronicles 2: 47) EP'lah 

is incluied arong ,~~ '~ ~ • We have seen above that the heading -\~ ~ .-.. . . . 
does not limit the children only to being sons, rut, traditionally, 

Ep1ah has been oonsidere1 a son of Jahdai • 

Finally, we have the name Athaliah wlhich appears in the t'tt10 

Hebrew fornlS ·\~1 f J\ l and !)" f J"l l . Athaliah is the daughter of 
r : ---: f : •~; 

Omri arrl m::>ther of Ahaziah in II Kings 8: :26, II Chronicles 22: 2, 

22:10-12, 23:12-13, 24:7. ('llle form·\;)",~~~: is used in eadl of 

· 1 22 ·12 Which says ,) .. lJ\ ~.) Athaliah these except for II Olromc es · T : - -~ 

. ..., n 'i' 'J ~ ) in I Chronicles is listErl. anong Jeroham' s duldren (,.. r : • • . 

l ' st nay incluie a daughter although 8: 27 • As we have seen, such a 1 
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it is usually taken to be a listing of sons. 

Other names appear to be "doublets," ~s fran the sane stem 

with a difference in the eniing. What i :s striking about these ptlrs 

is that the "form" of one a:ppea.rs fani.nir1e. We firrl several of 

these "pairs" airong lists of dtildren: ~\ e..' and ,,(,., (Genesis 
.. t • • 

46:17 > • '>~ h arxl ,~ f ~ (I Olronicles 7:20-21), ~; ~ arxl ~~·~(I 
Chronicles 4:16). We '«>Uld prop:>se that \rthat these nay represent, 

at least in saoo of these "doublets," arE! "brother-sister" 

axnbinations using a favoured ~. 'lhis is not without p:trallel; 

Jaoob has, after all, a son f ~ and a dctughter i)J' f 1 Nlereas 
T' T• 

sane of these pairs nay not represent a brother and a sister, one of 

these sons nay be a '1«mln • 

.Miitional names "'1ich fit the "doublet" IIDld are names fow'rl 

in biblical passages oot related to one another. We f irrl I)?~!:~ in 

I 01ronicles 4:36 {cf: ~·~~~ of Genesis) and ~;~~r in I 

Chronicles 7 :10 and II Chronicles 18: 10 , 23 <cf: \ ! ~ ~ of Genesis 

9:18, 25-27). In \\bat nay be a "triplet" we have JtiN ·f~ CI 

Cllronicles 24:22-23) and "\,.f~ err ctm:xricles 11:20>; cf: ~·N·f~, 

David's favourite son. Su~rt· for fercal~~ identification of J\"'~·~ ~ 
<l:mas from I <llronicles 3:19 in "'1ich the list of Zerubbabel' s 

f . 9 
children cxmcluies: /lJ)'~~ ..ft'~' ~·I I ., . . 

'!here is one name, to \\'tlich we referrei above, whidl bas no 

th than j ' ts !) ,. er)j,ing i::u t has been external narkings as fe.ninine o er · T 

. . · · ~:> 0 l in Genesis 11: 29 • generally accepted as feminine. '!his is " : · 

·-""''ch we feetl that there is a strong 
'l\o a:lditional names for wul. 

I 
I! . 
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likelihocrl of their being ~' s names are i)i ~~ (II Kings 22 :l4 > 
~, . 

and P r1~ (I Olronicles 4:17) • We ~1 that, at least later, 

Tikvah is a \tXl1lan' s nane. As for Miriam, we know that the Miriam of 

the family of fuses arrl Aaron is a wanant. In the Olronicles p:tssage 

we have no infonration about Miriam's SE!X. Radak's cx:mtent Cad 

locurn) seems to be an attenpt to reoonci le the name Miriam with the 

generally prevailing notion that individuals in the Bible are men 

unless otherwise Wicated: "Miriam is a. son just like the others 

for nany naires are both nasailine a00 feminine. For exanple, Abi jab 

the wife of Hezron am Efiiali the ooncubine of Caleb arrl nany other 

names ••• " By ncM we have seen that the prevailing attitude that 

there is a limited appearance of ~ i.J11 the Bible can be assailed 

from several sides. Since that is s:>, Miriam in I Chronicles 4:17 

is as likely to be a ~ as a nan! 

Before we continue with other nanes that are t;0ssibly feninine, 

we wish to dlallenge the idea that Anah <:>f Genesis 36 is a \\\'.JlBll. 

'!'his identification grew fran a misurrlerstaOOing of Genesis 36:2: 

···\'tl~-Jt~ i)Jl"-"'~ ~~,~~~ ... in tt.bich it \\BS assum:rl to be a 
: • _. T-'. - "'J 'f T, 

diain of individuals, i.e. "Oholibamah , chtUghter of Anah, daughter of 

Zibeon." We suggest that -Jt~ is a pit.ati.ve "gra.OOdaughter" am that 

\ ·, 1 ~ ~ - ~ ~ . refers back to Oholiooanah C~o then is Zibeon' s 

grand.daughter") rather than to Anah. '!he~ textual variant fowrl in , ,. 
the Sana.ritan, Septuagint, am Syriac tell:ts is ~I UC.Go • If we 

as the gr_--:i,;iaughter of Anah we fioo that the accept i)J1-.J)~ cu~ 
1-. -

· th same sense· Anah is Zibeon' s son arxi textual variant preserves e ' 
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Oholibamah 
1 

s father which ~s that Oholibana.h is, ex>nsequently, 

Zibeon' s granddaughter· Furthermore, the~ a:iditional infonnation of 

Genesis 36: 20, 24-25 oonfirms the likelihtocxi that Anah is a nan. we 

have no further p:tssage to suggest that t:he nane Anah can refer to a 

female. 

At this i;:oint we ~ld like to offer a list of names for web 

there is a i;:ossibili ty that the names are: those of wanen. In rost 

instances only the form SUPJ.X>rts this {X)Ssibili ty. For a few there 

is some crlditional evidence which gives a little nore probability to 

their being the name of a nan or a 'WOlla.Il in a specific passage. 

'lbese names are: 'ij[~9 (Gmesis 10:.27), ;)~·I~ CGmesis 25:14), i>~t:' 
(Genesis 36:13), i)·l ~lO (Genesis 46:13), ;_)JPf~ and i)~ '1~ 

T '~, T ~ P • : 

(Genesis 46:17 =I Qrrqnicles 7:30)11 
and ilf!.~ II Samuel 4:2) •12 

• I t 

Other names are: ~~er. (I Olronicles 3:20 >, ~~""' CI Chronicles 4:4), ~~?, i 
T ' •.-: 

CI Oironicles 4:8), ~tHfi CI Qrronicles 4:11), ;):JT ~~CI 
T . 

Chronicles 4:12), f'-!'~: (I Chronicles 4:13), a~~~ (I Chronicles 

4·14) ~~ \c. (I Cllronicles 4:15, 9:8), ~"'I~ CI Olronicles 
• , ., h -, ! '! 

r 14 · · 
4:17) ,13 ~~ '1' ~. CI Oironicles 4:19 >, , i)~~ • ~ '.> anl. ... ~.1!>-1~ , 
(I Chr · 1 4 2o> ~-..fl "I"' r ~e. 'l N (I Chronicles 4:21), i)J ~ onic es : , u JI ' i),. o o ' !.1

1 
•. ·r T 

1" It . ,. : .. • 

(I Chronicles S:S, 8:34-35, 9:40, 23:20, 24:24, and II Olron1cles 

34:20),15 'Dlfc.~ (I Orronicles 5:6), i>~~ CI Ou:onicles 6:27, 

'f •• : I r (I Olronices 7:8), 
9:1, II Oironicles 29:12), ~~,~~ 'J\LI'~!:' ~~TJ . 

r 7 18 ) 16 Also worth a:>nsidering are: JttN "\ ~ aoo ~ f'N CI <llronicles : • ·· · 
7 

.: ' , , 1 \ (I Olronicles 25 :4 arxl II Olronicles 
CI Chronicles 7: 8 > and .It IN . . 

31:13), ~'"'I~ (I Olronicles ;:23, 8:13), nt~'1 and ~~~ ~ 
" . : 
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(alternatively, 1~ ~1 I Oironicles 7:34) ,, ~1-'~ CI Chronicles 7:36)' ':){fi 
. w : y :· 

CI Chronicles 7:37), ~~'1J (I Chronicles 8 :2) 
1
17 \)~'\1' (I 

. ' ') ., : . 
Olron1cles 8:10), \)~ . CI Olronicles 8·16> v'(I'' CI'""'-- · 1 

r I • t ~I' 6 .:> '-LlLOill.C es 
' 7' • I • 

8:18), l)tc.t-10.. CI Chronicles 8:32), aJXi i\..'\lr\ ~1 and •JlfJ CI /"IL.- • 
1 , \ ' .,., I ' ""' '-LUODlC ·es 

T •• 
1 

• : •: f 

8:36; also I Chronicles 9:42). Still other names are: l)lc.J0') 
''•, : . 

{I Chronicles 9:7), ?)1 ~I'°! CI Olronicles 9:12), ~'ll') (I Chronicles ., .. : .,, ,. 
9: 42), ?>~' ~ CI Chronicles 23:11), ~~~ CI Chronic{es 24:13}, i)6f;J 

., 'f' '• ,, ~ • 

(I Chronicles 24 :14), v~~~ ~~ I llf'; \~ '~: {I Chronicles 25:4)' J\~~ 
<II Chronicles 31:13), and ~)~'> CII Chronicles 34:22> • ., :-

'!'here renains one final interesting association of nanes and 

that is that names of people often "becarle" nanes of places. We see 

that for several wanen' s names. Not only are there '«tDen named 

Maacah rut it is also a place as we reoognize in "the King of 

Maacah" <II Samuel 10 :6) ani "Eshteooa th•e Maacathite" (I Chronicles 

4: 19 ) • Shimeon' s family dwelt in Bilhah im:>ng other places (! 

Chronicles 4: 29 ) • Rachel diai oo her way to E?irah (Genesis 35: 19 ) 

"While Bezron dia:l in Caleb-ei;ilrathah (I Ou-onicles 2:24>. With 

these known ties between wanen arrl places ir we ~ld like to suggest 

additional examples of the sane Efienanenon • 'llle first is ?> l ! ~ , 

Jok:tan' s child (Genesis 10: 29 ) arrl the lard through 'Mlich the River 

P . h ·na. (Gen · 2 11) ~e last dlild of Ishnael in the list is on wi s es1s : • ~u · 

of Genesis 25 : 15 is i>~ ~ ~· ' W'lich is' of a:i1urse, a direction in 

Genesis 28 :14 • Final!;' two nares in I Olronicles 7:18 are, 

acoording to Ra:lak Cad locum>' place narres also. Mlile Rcdak 

identifies these individuals as nen, that llBY simply reflect 
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conventional thinking. Accoming to Rcdak: •''!he children of 

Becher·· .Anathoth': '!he city of Anathoth 'trbich is in the land of 

Benjamin is nam:d Anathoth fran the one who wilt it. '!his is like 

'Ard he calla:l the name of the ~ ty like the name of his son Enoch.• 

Airl Alemeth, likewise, is the name of an .i:OOi vidual and the name of 

a city in the laOO of Benjamin ••• n 

Basal up:>n this broad range of data it seers a fair evaluation 

of the biblical narrative that waoon do fli.gure in the genealogical 

accounts whether or not they are specifically identified as ~. 

While there nay have been a bias for rrales in genealogies, it did 

oot result in an exclusion of ~ • In ~:r.are instances \'t1e are able 

to identify ""1CIOOil with certainty wle in others it JtUSt remain only 

probable or p:>ssible that ~ are involved. In any event, ~ 

uust be seen as a factor of nore signif icaLilce than heretofore 

su~sa:l in the genealogical rraterial. 
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lGen . esis Rabbah, :w. 659-660 • 

2
Ihid., W· 959-960. 

3 
. Gunther ~laut, 'lhe Torah: A Mbdem Cannentary (New 

York: Union of American Hebrew Congregations, 1981), p. 1512. 

4 
Cf: Interpreter's Dictionary of the Bible Voluue 4 

p. 956 [~Zeruiah" by D. ~ey]: "It nay be that z~iah was~ 
a.itstarxhng "'1ailail, or P?ssibly that the ancient aistan of tracing 
descent by the female line has been preserved in th.is case." 

Sm.. • • 
. .u1ere is a suggestion that she was Noah's wife. Cf. 

Gslesis Rabbah XXIII.3, p. 194: "An:i the sister of Tubal-ca.in was 
Naamah • R. Abba b. Kahana said: Naamah was Noah' s wife ••• " 

6 
The li«>rd can be used for granddaughter (i.e. -A~ for 

J\i' "'"' ~ > just as the li«>rd \~ can nean grandson Ci.e. 1i as fi' - (i' >. 
7we shall oonclude this dlapte'1:' with a disaission of the 

association of place names with naires of waren. 

8nie reading :lijd-f~ in I Samuel 27:2 is problematic. 
'1here are no Hebrew textual variations W.hidl exist to harm::mize the 
reading of I SaIIU.lel 27: 2 with ;)? l~ -J~ in I Kings 2: 39 • <The 
Septuagint has M~ X a( in I Kings 2: 39 aind Ajtf'"X in I Sam.le! 27: 2 
~ich does not help resolve the difficulties.> It \liOUld be p:>ssible 
t.o consider '?!.~ as a defective or archaic writing for PY;!~ (cf: ~!.~ 
Deuteronomy 22:'23, 28; l! ~~ Genesis 24.:14, 28, 55; 34:3, 121 · 
Deu~onarw 22:15, 16, 21, 24, 25, 27, 29; ~§,:!~~ Genesis 24:16; ,~~~ 
Genesis 24:57, Deuteronany 22:~0, 26~ l!;;J!! Daiteronany 22:26.f 
We have no suggestion for the inclusion of l:he ~ • 

90n the other hand, another apparent example of the sam:? 

i;.attern is that of King Achish of Gath who is labellerl ;\;!~ ·I~ CI 
Kings 2:39) a00 alternatively :1..a· .~-\~ CI Samuel 27:2) . 'As we 
suggest:Erl. above, -we feel tha t this is not: the.~rrence. of ~ 
"doublet" but a variation within textual trachtions. '!his differs 
from the "doublets" here irrlicatai in tha.t tf?e "doIB:>lets" seem to. 
refer to ~ (or nore) individuals whereas K111g Ad:11sh ;)?1.~ ·t~. 15 

the saroo individual as King Achish =r1r~- I~ · I~ is 00 that: basis 
~ reject this ~:>~N- "f'•tc.' as a "doublet." . 'Ibis ~ not precltrle 
the ~ssibility of -those names occurring o.its1de the Bible as a 

"double t." 
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1:15. 
10 l' I'!\ 

Cf: lu ·f '1 , the name of one of the midwives in Exxlus ., , 

11 
These are perhaps nei because the text refers to 

"their sister Serah." 

12P babl he . . . ro y is a 1lBil since he serves as the captain of 
the band of Saul's son. 

13
Not to be oonfusa:l with Ezra. the scribe. 

14
iniis is probably a rran since the nane is nr:xUfial by 

the nasculine cd jecti ve 'fl" i ~ . . : --
15rus name is incluied ootwithstanding the presence of 

the prophet since ~ saw that Micaiah Coif '\\bich this nay be a 
shortened form> is used for both nen arrl ~. 

16Mahlah is quite p:>ssibly a \t.latan; cf • the nane of one 
of the daughters of ZeloP'tehad. 

l7'1be cdjective 't~~~ ~ sigges,ts that this is a rran. 

\ 
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We have now shown that we amnot bli.rrlly accept the heretof ore 

generally acknowledged presuppositions about the genealogical 

naterial in the Bible. We cannot unilate!.t'ally take the order of 

namas as indica.ti ve of the omer of birth. Neither can we always 

assune that the first-nanal offspring is autaratically the ,·,~~ • 

Nor can we mechanically asswre that an individual is nale if no 

indication of sex is given. Accepting these limitations on the 

haOO.ling of the genealogical data in the Bible, we nust re-examine 

~t we do learn fran the text. '1he raw naterial with \rtlidl we nust 

'NOrk is the genealogies aOO. the terminology by \\'hich they are 

describai. F.rom these will emerge a picture of the role arrl scope 

of priroogeniture in the Bible. 

Before we define the terms, it is necessary for us to call 

attention to the nature of the aocunents invol val • '!be Bible arrl 

the Ancient Near F.astern texts to '1iiich we shall refer seldan offer 

generalisations of family law. What we tnve in both instances are 

exanples of specific situations. We can loope only to urrlerstand 

each episcxie in itself am, from these taken together, begin to 

delineate a range of possibilities ~ich ::;eem'3 to describe n the 

norm. n 

. ld do __ , 1 to note this caveat. DoalDEnts in 
Besides , we wou Wt::J. 

the ancient world are not like the docwmnts with "1bidl we deal. 
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Whereas oo.r society operates from the bas is of written naterials, 

this was not true for the societies depic~ in the Bible arrl in the 

Ancient Near Eastern texts. '!he doament:s were basically 

"evidentiary ," not "disp:>sitive," i.e., they serve as additional 

proof that the transaction had taken place mt do not enact that 

change •
1 

'ftla t stance leads us to question 00w we should evaluate 

the naterial rontainErl within these docunrents. We IIDJSt oonsider the 

oontext in W'hich they were written. We n:ust also ask \tobether there 

w::>uld have been any p:>int in writing down ~t was "the norm." If 

~ answer that question in the negative, we need to keep open the 

J;X)Ssibili ty that our records present only the special cases, the 

unusual situations. We IIDJSt keep this limiting aspect in mirrl as ~ 

evaluate the data. 

TERMIOOIDG'i OF PRIK>GENITURE 

In analyzing the ooncept of pri.Ioogeniture in the Bibl e , we nust 

Both the '.«>rds 111 'ri and ~1 I' ~ occur in examine several tenns. 

th d . ti of narratives ~ich relate to pri.roogeniture. e escrip on 

. be . Imai i s ll""'., (Jd • If the word ""~ Aoother term \ttiuch nust me 

. . nust ask what the neaning of its is a term of prurogemture , we 

feminine oounterpart ~,,)~ is. 

IJeri specific arrl precise 
The w::>Id ')\ '~ generally oonvets a . 

el t of "Wl~ indicates . tessential emen 
i;x:>int of i nfomation; the qum 



60 

a son 'Who is the first-born off spring of his father. Several of the 

sources 'Which best convey this nea.ning a.ire verses which are 

i;artic.ularly gernane to our topic. Certainly the issue of 

chronological priority ~s to the fore in oeuteronCIJ'¥ 21:15-17: 

If a nan has two wives, one loved arrl the other 
unloved, and both the loved and the unloved have 
borne him sons, rut the first-born ( 1·:> ~t) '~~ ) 

is the son of the unlovEd one - \tih•~ he ~l'is his 
property to his sons, he nay not tr•3a.t as first-born 
the son of the lovEd one in disregaird of the son of 
the unloved one 'Who is older. Insbm, he uust accept 
the first-born, . the son of the unlm1ed one, and allot 
to him a double i;ortion of all he p :>ssesses; since he 
is the first fruit of his vigor C i .J'fc. J\'i1c1 >, the 
birthright is his due. · .. 

In this i:assage the cxmcept ')1\'l~ is as:sociata:l with \"c ..J\'~'!. 
("the first fruit of [his] vigour"), an .identification repeate:l in 

Genesis 49 : 3 (" ••• you are~ first-born,/ My might and first f ruit 

of my vigor,") as well as in Psalm 105 : 36 C "He struck down every 

firstborn in the .laOO/ the first fruit <)f their vigor [ ..Jl'~I<.~ 

~ -l ·, \(; -i 'l ~ ] • ") arxl Psalm 68: 51 C "He struck every f i rstbom in 
T T 

"B;m>t,/ the first fruits of their vigor [,A'~ '11c ..A'~lc ~ 1 in the 

tents of Ham"> • 
While "\\)~ in places suggests nore than just priority of birth 

(e.g. as indicated in oeuteronaey 21 :17 'Vlhere his due isl)'h~~ b~~~/ 
or the acoount of Genesis 27 of the blessing which Jaoob gets 

instead of Esau>, these seen t.D be prerogatives 'Ahich accrue -or 

should accrue- to the individual frcm his status as ')\)~ • we 

learn eh 
"'-·souer that it is possible for the 

f r om Re.Jben arxl ManaSS , 1 IVW""'.. ' 
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prerogatives t.o be stripped away, leavin9 nerely the status of bei ng 

the first-born son. 

Coocerning Re.Jben' s loss of pri vil~re we find an allusion in 

Jacob' s blessing in Genesis 49 • 3 'Ibis ~t,...,...,..unt · · • • c .......... is g1 ven rrore 

oomplete expression in I <llronicles 5:1- 2: 

~ Th~ son.s of Re.Jben the firstborn of Israel 
< '~1 ~ ~ -"\ i'.)~ >. <He was the firstborn [ 1 ·1 ~ ~i)] • 
but 'When he defiled his father's t:a:l his : .. ' 
birthright was given to the sons of Joseifi son of 
Israel, even though they are not reckoned as 
firstborn in regard to the genealogy; though 
Juiah became nore {X)Werful than his brothers ard 
a leader cane from h~, yet the birthright 
belonged to Josefil . > 

A clear distinction is presented between RE!lben's stab.ls of being 

firstborn < ') l ') ~ > and the retention of the birthright ( ';)1 "1 'J ~)) ) • 
: T ;-

Likewise, we learn that Efil.raim is placei ahead of his older 

brother Manasseh 'When Jacob issues a deat hbed blessing of his 

grarxlsons in Genesis 48 : 11-20. By crossi ng his hands and placing 

' his right haOO an EJ;iiraim' s head and bis left halXi oo Manasseh' s 

head, Jacob grants prinecy to Efitraim, as the text oonclooes, "'lllus 

he p;at E];tiraim before Manasseh" CGE!lesis 48:20). Notwithstanii ng 

this, Manasseh retains the designation ") ·, ') ~ < v. Joshua 17: 1 > • 

"\.,, 11.· Not only does the separation of prerogative fran status of , ~ 

as firstborn occur in relation to Raiben and Manasseh , other ramrks 

i.OOicate that '"\'I)~ oonnotes primarily an order of birth . 

Particularly instructive is the pu-enthetical c:ament found in 

First Chronicles 26: 10 : "Hoash of the Merari tes had sons: Shimri 

the dlief ( ( I( '1 ;) ) (he w:t.S not the firstloom, rut his father ,. 
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designat.Erl him chief [ t\c.'>~ ·l~~I~ .)~N"t'l "h::l i)':)-K'i l~ ].) 
•• • :- : "T 

When these different statements are pit together, the primary 
' thrust of the word I') \J~ is as first-bo:rn son of the father and it 

is this aspect of being biologically first ~ich is not assailed.3 

While this status nay lead to special privileges and rights, the 

word itself does not oonfer these prerogatives. As we see, these 

privileges nay be withheld without causing the individual to lose 

' . 
his designaterl title ··H:>~ and other te1c:ms like ~\t'") are intrcrluced 

to refer to this fact. 

Ocxasionally we fioo the term ~~~. 1 ~~ USErl in oonjunction . . .. . 
with 1

1

':> 'A • '!he term Pf\" iG~ indicat.E!S order of birth in 
I "I '' • I •.11 . . . . . 

relation to the nother. It always identifies the first issue born 

by a wooan \tbile ~\) ~ generally refers to the firstborn of a rran 

and is a status \tbich is Cl)Il'lplicatal by being nore than biological. 

One of the terms to describe the pri.vileges ~ich nay be 

obtainerl by a ~\)1 is p:>ssession of the ull J 7 , the "birthright." 

While the word ") ·, ) ~ designates the Wi vidual' s status, i>1 'l :>~ 
refers to "prerogatives" which a select iooividual within the family 

held. As we learn in oa.iteronany 21:15-17 it Wicates a right, a 

due ( ;:,i ':) j.\ ';) 
., : -

( ... ·,\,':'~~ 

l ~t~ ) which is oonnectai to natters of inheritance 
-: . 

/.) •
1

' ~ ) , typically, an cdii tional share of the p:>rtion 

, . 
( ~ ?~ ~ \ ~ ) • 

'!he question of who will gain J;X>ssession of the birthright is 

· 'lll events described in Genesis 
the subject of several nar ratives. e 

25 :27-34 tell of Jacob pirchasing the birthright fran his brother 
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~u who had p:>ssession of it by nerit .-4C: h " b"rth 

vJ1. is i • We learn fran 

I Chronicles 5:1-2 that Jacob 0 split upn the birthright with 

Josei.il' s progeny receiving the birthright per se, J\Dah • 
8 

branch 

acquiring ~ leadership rights which usually ~t with the 

birthright, am Reuben retaining the irrE~utable biological fact of 

being the firstborn. Taken together the!;e three sections define a 

range in \ltlich the birthright autaratically J;Bsses to the firstborn 

son to the other extrerE of separation of: the birthright and 

leadership rights fran firstborn status. We shall examine the 

ooncept .aore fully below. 

'!he last term 'lilich we shall examine! is ';))' 'Jl • 'lllis word is ,. . : 
the feminine CDunterpart of the worn ')°o ~ • We find it describing . 
Iot • s daughter (Genesis 19: 31-37 > , differentiating Leah fran Rachel 

(Genesis 29 : 26) , am, in a similar fasbio1n, distinguishing Saul' s 

elder daughter Merab from Michal (I Sanlletl 14:49). It corresporrls 

to the basic level of "'" )1 , indicating \tbich daughter is the 

biological firstborn. It does not have associated with it any 

special ooligations or privileges in any •Of the Six instances in 

~ch we fioo it occurring. 

While we '«Aild not wish to be1aboUr ·the i;:oint, we see, perhaps' 

in the biblical as well as the Ancient Na:lr Eastern texts SCJDe 

vestigial traces of a 0 pecking Oider" aIJI)l'.lg \llanell . Iaban tells 

Jacob that it is not the practice for the younger to be narried 

before the elder (Genesis 29: 26 > • We see a cr00er exanple depictai 

in the tale about lot' s daughters (Genesis 19:ll-37> for first the 
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elder daughter, arXi only afterwam_ the YCJUnger daughter, lies with 

her father. We might speculate that aspE!Cts of day-to-day life did 

revolve around an ordering process; perhctps it is this kind of 

situation to which Genesis 43: 33 allmes in the enignatic 

description: 
11 

••• they were seated by hi~i direction, fran the oldest 

in the o:cder of his seniority to the youngest in the order of his 

youth ••• 11 In texts fran the Ancient Near East a seoorrl wife nay 

assume a relationship of a "younger sist.E~" to the dlief wife (the 

"elder sister") • Since the secorrl wife \lBS often from a lower 

scx:ial class Cshe ooul.d even be a slave! )1 than the primary wife, 

their status was not the sane. We are l'X)t in a p>sition to discern 

what differences existe:l for an elder sister or a younger sister wt 

these oolique references suggest that at ooe time the \tj()rd 'l1l ? 1 
nay have indicate:l mre than the bald fac:t that this was the 

firstborn daughter. 

'!HE "BIR'IHRIGiT" _ PREROQ\TIVES AND DtmES 

. . th bi' rthright i.rxlicate that it CX)Jlsists Biblical references to e 

'th ~nents otf biologi cal priority, 
Of a three-fold nature (Wl. ........ r-. 

sh. functio'ns) am brings along with 
religious aspects, and leader i p 

. . . t.ance as sooething of a 
it special treatnent vis-a-vis inhen. 

. . . . it entails. Despite the fact 
l'eealrponse for the resp:>ns1b1l1ties 

. there which recurs several 
that acquisition of the birthright is a 
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ti.Joos in the text its · f · ' specl ic arrponent:s are never described. We 

can leam its scx:>pe only fran i · · g litpSes wtuch are provided in several 

places. In this process of reconstructiC1n ~ firrl especially 

instructive sane of the Ancient Near Eastern texts ~ich nay lay rut 

t.erns of cxmtractual agreenents or genera.I µ:>licies ~ich seem t.o 

pu-allel the range Wicated by the biblical references t.o the 

birthright. 

Acoording to Daiteroll0ll¥ 21:17 the firstborn is entitled t.o 

special consideration in the natter of inheritance - ,,o ~ .:~ l6 • . . 
'lbere is sane debate as to the neaning of this ?lrase, ~ether it is 

a double p:>rtion or two-thirds of the estate. IrrleErl., that specific 

issue is discussa:l in Baba Bathra 122b-123a 4 ~ere the question is 

raised \t.tbether, since the firstborn receives two-thiros ~en there 

are t\1llO sons, he l«>Uld receive h«:>-thiros Ci.e. the same prop:>rtion> 

or a double-p:>rtion (i.e. two-sixths, the same additional 

proportion) in the case 'Ai1ere there are five sons. Using the 

reasoning that oeuteronaey 21 :16 '101ld be re:lwxlant if it did not 

a:mtriwte sanething crlditional (i.e. E!llPhasizing the~>, arrl 

CK3ding to that the fact that Jose{il receives ~~~ ft~~ above the 

other brothers (Genesis 48:22) aro that I Qlronicles 5:2 states 

• r-h ~;verl the bi·rthright, the oonclusion is unequivocally that Jose.t:A. rev..- . 

that 
. . . inh . tance for the f i rstborn is that of a 

the differential .lll er1 

d th 
. .-:is of the cestate. It is oote:l that 

ouble p:>rtion and not two- l.Lu 

the firstboI1'.l receives double ooly of 
in calculating this J:Drtion, 

5 
present, not oontingent assets. 
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Corroborating the neaning "doubl . e p:>r tion" (as opposa.i to 

"two-thirds") ooth Targum Onk 1 ' 
e os arx1 Tar~rum Jooathan rerrler !'~~~ '~ 

as \\~\ ! ·\ h \'~Ji\ C "two pirts") aoo the Q , tua · a. \ ,: > ' 
\ • ., • ~ ~!p g1nt states •11fl\d ci1no 

I 
TT _v,.CMV . ( "tl\10-fold of all n) • When Joseif'.aus mentions this c:ustan, 

he, too , uses the tenninoll'Vl\7 "doubl " -i. ' ,. ~ ' -~i e, stating: "tttAOW 10 ~<>s 
I 

1~S \\A1 e<-04'S a.u<r[o.~~ ("a double of his faLther' s substance"}. 6 

Philo, likewise, explains the law 

ad jt.Xiga:l a double i:x>rtion n) • 7 

Further indication that ,t> ~~ ~ '~ is; a double p:>rtion rather 

than tl\10-thirds can be seen in the ToseP,t:a ~ich descri bes a 

"oonflict" between Isaac and Ishmael in te!.DllS of inheritance: "When 

Isaac was oorn, it \raS said: I A son has been born to Abraham who 

will receive tl«> {X>rtions ( p~ ~~I'\ ,J t. r (,, IJ e... ) ' rut Ishmael 

laugha:l and sai d, 'I am the firstborn am I shall receive b«> 

i;x>rtions < l ' ~ ~n >.Jo.. ~ C,1J 1 11';) ,.Jfc. >.' "8 
'Ibis kim of 

identification is not just midrashic; Bech.oroth 8:9 refers to the 

double p:>rtion as does the Yai, Nahalot 2: 1, am Shulchan Arudl, 

f!oshen Mishpat 278:7. 

In cdii tion tD the rabbinic interpretative view, there is even 

a---. • i· ' t 'd · Genesis 48·5 ~ich equates the privilege 
~'9; llilp ic1 ev1 ence in • 

of the birthright as a double p:>rtion since Jaoob "crlopts" Jose:?t' s 

ben am Si.neon " two sons who will be his "no l ess than RE!l • 

We find a rich Ancient Near Fa.stern t radition 
in whidl the 

. double p:>rtion. Tablet B ~ 1 
primacy of inheritance constitutes a ) 

"[the eldest 9:>n] shall choose 
of the Middl e Assyrian raws states= 
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Cand) take two i;x>rtions [as h ' sha 

is rel' airx1 his brothers one after 

the other shall choose {and) take (their J(:X)rtions)." It oontinues 

with a delightful nethoo for di vision of the ail ti vate:I land: "the 

youngest son shall divide into shares; thc9 eldest son shall choose 

and take one i;x>rtion arXl shall cast lots wi. th his brothers for his 

seoond i;x>rtion. 119 

Other texts ~idl identify the firstborn' s p:>rtion as a "double 

share" inclme Kirkuk texts µiblishe:l by 1e. A. Speiser, 10 

specifically, Text 1 CHSS V 60; Paradise C-4) , 2 (HSS v 67; BrenE!IBD 

101; Paradise C-5), 4 CHSS V 7), 8 CHSS V 21), 19 CHSS V 71; 

Paradise C-18), 21 (HSS V 72; Paradise C-19), and 37 CHSS V 46). C. 

J. Gcrli
11 cl tes b«> texts \ttilidl express an equation of a double 

share with princi_pal inheritance rights; 1these are Text 5 CParcdise 

C-24) and 6. J. Marvin Brenanan12 inclu:les the following texts 

~ich incl me this identification: 5 CHSS IX 24 > , 13 CHSS XIX 46 > , 

and 98 {HSS xrx 51; Paradise c-7>. We also fim this equation in 

these texts cit:Erl by Jonathan s. ParadiseJL3: C-21 CHSS XIX 4), 

C-22 {HSS xrx 5), C-23 (HSS XIX 8), C-26 (HSS XIX 6), C-29 (HSS XIX 

22), aoo. C-30 (HSS xrx 37). 

In a text from Mari we find one son ~iho has been crl.optai arx1 

Wl.• 11 . . · rdless of subsequent sons acquired; his remain prl.llB.ry heir rega 

i;x:>rtion is a double share.
14 

. late!I' beo:meS fixai in Jewish 
Although the special inheritance 

. · \\ti· dl has solid antecedents in 
law as a double r:ortion, a di vision 1 

&st there is another terxienc.y 
both the Bible and the Ancient Near ' 
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'Which am be seen in the early rraterials. In sane instances a 

select heir or heirs receive(s) "preferential treatment," e.g. 

special gifts, cdditional or prime inheritance, or first choice. We 

see an example of this in Genesis 37: 3-4: "Now Israel loverl Josepi 

best of all his sons, for he w:lS the chilol of his old age; and he 

rce.de him an ornamenterl tunic. Arri \\hen his brothers saw that their 

father loved him nore than any of his brothers, they hata:l him ••• n 

Sanetimes this preferential treabnent reflects an "autaratic" 

division rather than the results of favow:itism. We find this in 

the Nee-Babylonian Iaws j}B and 15. 'lhe proceiure described here 

grants sons of the later wife (one rrarriai after the first wife has 

dierl) one-thim of the property ~ile sons of the former wife get 

two-thirds of their father's property.15 Since it is I,X>lyganous, 

the differences could be due to the •status" of the wives. 

In other instances the di vision beaxnes somewhat arbi tracy. 

'l'he c.crle of Hanmlrabi .f 170 grants inheritance rights to the sons of 

a slave-girl ~o has been legi ti.mated b.lt there is a proviso that 

the "dlief heir" is the son of the first (actually' "chosen") wife. 

BCM the prop:>rtionate shares are determined is unspecified and it is 

unclear ~ether the order of di vision is governerl by seniority or 

1 16 of the ,.,_..,e of HaIIlmlI'abi states that a special ot. Section 165 u..u 

a emains that heir's and the 
gift to an heir who has "fourxi favour :r; 

rest of the estate is divided protx>rtionately • 
17 

. th father specifies certain 
In texts f ran Nuzi on occasion e 

. ooer is di viderl equally • We 
items for a son or sons and the raxai 



> 

69 
fim this in Paradise Text c-12 c.ass . , 

. XII.l 465) ' C-20 CHSS XIV 108) , 

and C-28 (HSS XIX 28). In the latter te:..._ . 
"''-' the gc:ds go atl.y to the 

"first-ranking son." A similar kioo f .:1 • • • 0 <.11. vision OCOJ.rs also in 

Paradise TeXt C-27 CHSS XIX 7) with the ,~..:i·ti f · 
•:a.AU.l. on o the widow 

serving as guanlian during her lifetime. Also here sane sons living 

outside the rountry are denied the privilege of receiving 

anything.18 

One text fran Nuzi shows an arrangeuent which is nore unique. 

Speiser Text 7 CHSS V 65) is an crloption tablet in which the adopted 

son and a daughter receive equal p::>rtioms. In cddi tion, another son 

is crlopted as a n secooo son. 019 

'lb.is range of \lla.YS to shcM preference uekes it clear that 

setting a specific, unique pattern of inheritance for his family was 

within the provence of a father. AootheJr option ~ available to 

the fa th er; dlildren oould inherit as "equals . " 'lhat was, in fact, 

the oornal pattern, equal inheritance without regard to which wife 

the nother ~, in the Ccxle of Hanmurabi §167. 'Ibis desire for 

equality was carried so far that if all E;ons except the young one 

have ne.rriei, a "bridal gift" will be set asi de for the young son 

am then the estate will be di vidai equal ly, acrording to the Me 

of Hamrurabi j 166. 20 

Other texts in whidl sons share equctlly incluie Paradise C-14 

CHSS XIX 17), C-15 CHSS xrx 18) , C-16 CHSS XIX l 9>, arrl c-3l (8$ 

XIX 44). In Text C-13 <HSS XIX 1) b«> apparently adopted sons seen 

In an effort to prevent the 
to share equally with a natural son. 
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natural son fran oontesting this arran 

9E!IEnt, the father nade the 

natural son a witness1 21 Similar to th'c· la . . 
i .. , st text is the intent 

of GOOd 51 in wnich the ~opted son Wullu ........ ld · nh · · 
"'-1\,.l i en t equally if 

there were a natural son. '!hat natural son's only prerogative would 

be . 'ti' f 22 acqu1s1 on o the gcXls. A variation of equality in 

inheritance appears in Breneman Text 13 CHSS xrx 46) • W"lile the 

father grants hi s oldest son a double share, he ~s that ~ 

specific grarrlsons will be equal heirs tc> this estate. 23 Finally, 

Speiser 23 CHSS V 7 4; Paradise C-48 ) pro\rides equal inheritance, 

l:K1wever it is the mt.her arrl not the father \tt'ho has transacted 

th. ,24 
l.S. 

'!he evidence shC7#S that at an early stage the father's right to 

set his own terms is natural. 25 If so, t:he range exhibi tei within 

inheritance options in the Ancient Near E!:a.st would have been options 

for biblical times, even if saoo \tlOUld have been less in favour than 

others. 

'!he necessity for the dlief heir to ,perfocn certain duties 

appears to be the rationale for his receiving extra inheritance. 

'!be Bible is basically silent about these! c:bligations' showing only 

an occasional glimpse of what they nay ha.ve been . If we nay try to 

ascertain the noti vation behind Raiben' s action in Genesis 37 : 22 

wtlere he deters the brothers f rcm killingr Joseph, we would l ike to 

...:i~ .....:1 r es l'V"lns:ibili ty for the dlief heir, 
suggest that it reflects an c&J.Uc:f.A. r--

. · to the i;:osi ti on of in loco 
a responsibility wnidl thrusts him in 

20 
. 29 shOWS a. remnant of this duty. 

~entis. Perhaps I samuel • 



> 

71 
Here Jonathan explains David's absence by saying that David has 

asked to ~ to Bethlehen for "a family fE:sst •• ·11¥ brother has 

sunm::>ned me to it .... " It is not at all unlikely that p:lrt of this 

task involves the naintenance of the famJLly's Clllt.26 After all, 

the Levites as a class serve as a substi 1:ute for the f irstbom son 

of each family. It nay inply that, at one time, substantial family 

religious obligations existel. 'Ihese nust have been so serious that 

in several instances we see a seoooo incili.vidual C ~~~ ~ > "waiting 

in the wings," as it were, in case he is nee:iei to replace the dlief 

heir1 27 

A son also keeps his father's nane alive, either by virtue of 

being the son or by setting up a mnwrent; as Absalan says when he 

sets up the pillar callErl Absalom' s M:>nun:ent in the Valley of the 

King: 28 -:~.-::i "I have no son to keep "¥ nane alive." We are L011.Lu .. n:u 

by Isaiah as 'Well of this function of dli.ldren to serve as 

m:m:>rials: "I will give them ••• / A mnutnent am a nane/ Better 

29 than sons or daughters." 

'!be last p:>ssible hint of the heir' SI ooligation "1hich the Bible 

provides a:>nsists of reverence p:tid to th.e dead· An heir rums 
--A , ... """" ... ts for them. 30 He also fills incense for his ancestors dlA.l ..L.Qlls;:;.l• 

. ho 31 f · in their nour • the grave with spices and nakes a ire 

... ~ that it is the heir's specific 
H<:Mever, it is not expressly sta~ 

obligation to do this. 

th Ancient Nau- Fastem Texts 
'lbe a:>ntractual nature of e 

. specific tasks the heir i s 
Provides , at least on some occasions' 
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supposed to urrlertake. Adoption tablets are especially likely to 

incluie this infornation. Sane Sl.Itlp. ly st te . . 
a a generic function of 

serving the crloptive father. 32 In one instance, a waran 

transacted the cdoption: here the crloptee \tla.s to serve her. 33 

Finally, some of these tablets required the a:topterl son to serve the 

widowed nother after the crloptive father's death. 34 

Occasionally ~ find nDre specific acts nentionei. One adoptee 

is required to "provide for" his father. 35 Aoother is enjoined to 

honour his father. 
36 

Other tasks incluie bearing the feudal 

obligations arx1 the ilku duties. 37 Providing focrl 38 and 

clothing39 rrake up the essential tasks specified in nany 

instances. Paradise Text C-9 is quite precise: each year the 

crloptee is required to provide five ha:Ers of barley, ~ haoors of 

~eat, arx1 one garnent. Furtherm::>re, these specific ooligations can 

be required for the widowe:l nother; an a:ic:>ptee can be expected to 

. 40 . ta' her . provide for his widowed ItDther focx1 and drink, na1n in in 

his bane, 41 and revere her. 
42 

Obligations did oot cease with the d1:iath of the aiopter. 'lhe 

crlopted son wis expected to t::ury his fath1~, 43 
to nourn for 

him 44 both to rourn and b.u:y him. 45 One text , or, aore often, 

stipilates that the crl.opted son is to rowm and t::ury his widowed 

nother 'When she dies.
46 

f . .a..~t a father oould expect fran 
A Ugari tic literary acoount o wuo 

. . 11.,.,ht. It states the expectations 
his son apears several ti,meS in ~· 

as: 
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Who sets up his st.aOOing stela 

In the sanctuary th · ' . . 
Who sends oot to th e in~cr~ption of his clan; 

e ea.rth his incense 
To the dust wine after him· ' 

Who h:ps up the tablets S?) of his dE~tractors 
o expells the d. < sy ' 

Who takes his hand in drunkenness 
Who carries him when satai with . 

Who eats hiS nea_l in Bahl IS OOU5e Wl.ne, 
His tortion in Il' s house· ' 

Who plasters his roof on the chy of z:ain, 
Who washes his clothes oo the aclY of m.n. 47 

When ~ oonsider as a whole the range~ of these exanples of acts 

which ~ assune are urrlertaken by the dlierr heir, ~ see that they 

anbrace all aspects of life. '!he heir bec:ares a functioning pater 

familias. It should cnne, perhaps, as no Slrprise that there is a 

provision in the Middle Assyrian laws for the son who has taken his 

father's widow as a sp:>use. 48 After all, the cbligations asswrerl 

by the heir p.it him in the p:>sition of acting in the stead of the 

Wividual whose heir he is. '!he {X)Ssibility of the heir's ItBrrying 

the surviving spouse serves to enphasize how cx:mpletely the heir 

asswres the status of his father. 
49 

'!he duties which an heir provides for his father arrl his famil y 

display his initiative in ~ crucial areas, a religi ous functioning 

(family cult and sacrifices and proper acti ons for the dead> arrl the 

leadership of the family (naintaining the famil y 's neals arrl leading 

them). Because of the biblical identification of the firstborn as 

Ga:i's arrl f th f . rstborn son' s representing a special 
the cx:mcept o e i 

strength c , ., 1c .J)' iJ c ~ 

of prinngeni ture , where 

) of the father, thie oornal pittern is that 

el
. . ""' -~ family leadership pass to the r 1910'"""1 CUM 
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firstborn son. Given "normtl n • circumstan1ces, all three elem:!nts, 

primacy in birth, religious leadership, am family hea:iship, 

oonverge within ooe individual As we shall · · • examine in nore detail 

below, not all situations are norna.l. 

'lHE BIR'IHRIGHT IN BIBLI~!. NARRATIVE 

Before we investigate the special ci.rcwrstances ~ich uay 

create a "dislocation" of prim:>geniture, we shall look at sooe 

p.izzling biblical episcdes \filich surrourxl the issue of the 

birthright. Esau seens to feel that Jacc>b has gaina:l b.1o 

prerogatives due him, the blessing and the birthright (Genesis 

Z7: 36) • We might worrler how these two differ. Even ODre 

intriguing, we should question how one "siells a birthright." 

Another strange tum occurs \rttlen Jacob g;ri tches the order of his 

grandsons Manasseh and E{braim; \rttlat "8.S the grand.father' s 

"authority" in Slch a circumstance? 

~ well-known stories describe the "not-&>-brotherly" 

relationship between Jaoob and Esau. In t he first, Jacob uses Esau's 

ravishing hunger to provide the opportuni qj to negotiate a blsiness 

transaction for p:>ssession of the birthric;~ht CGE!lesis 25 :29-34) • On 

the seoooo occasion Jaoob, disguise:i as h:is brother Esau, rushes in 

ahead of Esau and tricks I saac into ronf e1cring upon him the blessing 

Which \es to be Esau's (Genesis Z7:1-46> . we are l eft waXiering in 
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what way the birthright of Genesis 25 diff f . iers ran the blessing of 

Genesis 27 • One i;x>ssibili ty is of a:>urse that th · , , ere is no 

difference, that they are the same, and the two different stories 

are the result of separate "traditions" which had arisen to explain 

lX>W Jaoob na.naged to upstage Esau. SO Foll1C7tli.ng this argunent, 

~en Genesis was a:xnpiled, both stories we.re inclmed. 

'Ihis explanation, however, nakes a li1e of Esau's ootraged cry, 

"Was he then narood Jaoob that he might supplant ne these bio times? 

First he took a!lla.Y II!f birthright am r011 he has t.aken away D!f 

blessing!" (Genesis 27:36). While we. acknowledge that this verse 

rray be nothing ncre than a seam which pieces together a single i;:atch 

fran 1:wo unrelated stories, we feel that it is nore likely to be a 

nnre intrinsic ingredient of the story. Esau cares about the 

blessing rut not about the birthright. As firstborn, both are 

assw:re:l to be Esau• s. Because he has no use for the birthright 

(7'4·~ ~ y -J\\ ~ t ~ '{ _!,~ ·~ L .- GEnesis 25 :34), Esau readily aCCEdes to . .. •. 

Jaoob' s request to sell it. But the blessing - that is a different 

to · '" 1't a value, a benefit, arrl wants to s ry. Esau recogn1 zes ..... 

retain it. When F.sau learns that Jacob ha:s already received the 

blessing, those are real tears Esau shais <i'~~ j ~ \>~"f ~ ~ ! } ~ 1 
,,r., 1't.1S 1.1 •e, ·' 1 - Ge'lesis 

·~·,,~· -~!-Genesis27:34; :f~.~! 1 l1 ~ ·· r-,.. _ 

27 :38). 
1d engeriier such a varying resp:mse 

What, we might ~er, ~ 
that as Jhas been suggestai by 

ai Esau• s part. we ~ld assert ' 
- · oorres~ to the dual 

others' 51 the birthright and the blessing 
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aspects of leadership an heir could assune, the birthright 

reflecting the religious domain and the b1essing expressing the 

familial leadership, ooth econanic and ":r;ol itical," ~ich the heir 

umertook. 

'ftle identification of the blessing with the leadership :role of 

an heir is no capricious association. Since a blessing oontains the 

essence of the blessing' s "domain," the very words of the blessing 

provide a clue as to its nature. Isaac bl1esses Jaoob: 

••• See, the smtll of nv son 
Is as the smtll of the field 
That the ID.rd has blessed. 
May Gcxl give you 
Of the dew of heaven aOO. the fat of the earth, 
Ah:lrrlance of new grain am wine. 
I.et peoples serve you, 
Arrl nations bow to you; 
Be rraster over your brothers, 
Arrl let your rrother' s sons bow to you. 
Curse1 by they \tile rurse yog1 
Blessed they \tile bless you. 

'!be first half of this blessing deals with eoonanic prosperity, the 

JIB.terial beneficence needed to naintain a family · 'llle right mix of 

weather ( ~ ~ ~ i~ r~~ ) am fertile land cx>rrlucive for crops ( l~~ ~r:I 
. i ~. \C ~ ) is nea:led for proiucing a plentif ul harvest ( ~) ': 
I bl ' c;hi f ts frcm the famil y I S 
~·')'~I: . l ~ i} _) • With verse 29 the essing ~ 

T T • 1 ·nich devolves on the 
~namic viability to the leadership ro e " 

·ae not only his family 
head • For this iOOi vidual llUSt be able to gu1' 

, ~ , ,c ;) \ i) ) rut, when neaia:l, ( Tr ~. I~ '~~ f~ ~ • 1 hJ\t_ ~ t 'f' '~ !_G~ ) ~ ~· ···:: 
, . ' ~ I - · - : . I r r . " . I '\ ~ l'' > always 

deal with other peo~les as well ~~.f.t ~?~ !.~:~~·\' > ~! T? · 1 ! - · ' . 
· ely the areas with ~ich 

keeping his f amil y i ntact. '!hese are precis 
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Isaac' s blessing of Jacob deals! But it ~)Oes even further than 

that; the specific terminology the use f= th ~'\A 
' o . e word 1 ':'\ (verse 29 > 

is instructive. We f irrl that same wo-:.i •w"""'3 • 1 ~- . · . 
..1.U """">o.l ln uu.On.lCles 5:2 

~en Ju:lah is given the "leadershipn prere>gati ve of the birthright ( >:> 

•I .:.i ~ ~ ~'~ # f '' \'~ \~~ ~f l)~·I!>~ . - > • Internal evidence within the . 

biblical acoount itself, therefore, establishes an identification of 

the "blessing" with the leadership aspect of priirogeni ture. 

When we examine the acoount of Jacob 1 s (llrchase of the 

birthright, we nust read alm:>st between the lines to learn ~at the 

dynamics wrlerlying this t.ale are. We submit that a fowrlation for 

the identification of birthright with religious d:>ligations is 

oontained within the Bible itself. First,, we I1D.1St keep in mirrl the 

' 
linguistic oonnection of ~·1) ~ to 1 I)~ ;: the birthright 1 s innate 

oonnection with the firstborn is oonfirmed by the shared root. '!he 

ooncept of the special functioning of the firstborn is a najour 

aspect of Torah in a very set area, nanely, that of religion. '!he 

firstborn was to act as a priest on behalf of the family. ~en the 

Levites as a group~ substibltes for the firstborn s:>n of ea.ch 

family, the fact of the firstborn' s a pric!!i, right to that 

d:>ligation is never entirely ci>li terata:i . Rather, the father IIllSt 

rel · that child fran this 
PiY a symbolic rerlenption for ea.sing · 

rel
. . . . ~ l1''J~ she>u.ld ab initio set an 
l.91.0US obligation. '!he t,«)LU T ; 

. . . 53 aeyorrl that, we see in 
underlying statetV:!Ilt of r e11g1ous ue. 

· no discernible benefi t to 
Genesis 25:32 that the birthright brings · 

.......NI is this birthright to nel n 
the individual; Esau states "What ~ 
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Religious leadership, unlike being the he·-~ o·& 
:a.i. !J. the family, carries 

with it no naterial gain. It nay in fact" d. . ' . , isrupt tlus person's 

life. Here we fioo the midrash useful.54 Malbim, in his CD'llient 

on Genesis 25:29 states: 

As the verse states, "arrl. Jacob was CX>Oking 
pottage I II that the p:>ttage \trhich fEd (the rcenberS 
of) the txmset_io~. was Jacob' s p:>tta9e. Yet this 
was a respons1bil1 ty \\bich should have befallen 
Esau wt he did oot wish to l:usy hillnself in this 
for he was a "nan of the field." 

In parti cular, acconiing to thE~ Sages of 
Blessei Merory it was the neal rrade for the 
funeral of Abraham. But Esau did not feel grief 
over the death of his grcuxlfather. He was nerely 
cxxning from the field •••• 

Whether or not the occasion describei in Genesis 25 was that of 

Abraham' s funeral, fulf ill.nent of the duties incurrbent in the 

birthright might oonflict with Esau's pr~:!ferred activity •
55 

As if 

that inoonvenience \e.S not enough, the ultimate gain was nil since 

religious d:>ligations bring no apparent icecompense. '!be scorn ( !, ~ ·~ l 

-verse 34) which &;au expresses for the birthright is a fitting 

reaction of an active nan ("a skillful hunter, a nan of the 

ootrloors," verse 27) for the privilege olE umertaking religioius 

service. 

'lllus we have the distinction between the blessing (Genesis 27 ) 

am the birthright (Genesis 25) within the text. Esau returns from 

the field only to learn that Jacob has r1~ched their father first. 

Isaac has already blessErl Jaoob aro a bl1assing cannot be recalled 

(
" . t rarain blessed!" Genesis 27:33> • 

• • • I blessa:l bl.In; n.<:N he DUS 
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Esau is furious; he has been oounting 00 the blessing. '!bus Esau 

"burst into wild arrl bitter sobbing" (Geniesis 27:34) and later "wept 

alooo n (Genesis 27 : 38) • Esau has reason to be so shaken for the 

blessing brought leadership and, nore importantly, wealth. '!he 

benefits of the blessing far rutweigh any inconvenience. 'lbe 

birthright is just the optx>site; it involves \\10rk without offering 

gain. Besides, \\tla t does a nan of the en tdoors care about religious 

heritage. It is all a bother and, a:msequently, the soorn, the 

contarpt (Genesis 25:34), 'tthich F.sau displays is an appropriate 

reaction. 

'lhe selling of the birthright raises other questions. lbw does 

one sell a birthright? In a:ldi ton, perhaps we need to be as nudl 

disturbed by Jaoob' s "acquiring" of the birthright as we are by 

Esau's "contempt" for that very birthright. 

'lhe first ooncern is the p>ssibility of selling a birthright . 

It is not the transfer of the birthright 'ittiich strikes us as 

' t · both a:mron and explainable. strange; as we shall see below, 1 is 

What is ranarkable is that here 

~ like any mercharXlise' 
priroogeniture was treat~ nent between 
subject to pirchase through an ~Iree and the 
the parties ooncernei - f th~ 5 

bir:right fran 
buyer •••• this transfer o 1 ~ ke an o1r.tlinary 
Esau to Jacob is oo~uctei 1 literally barters 
comrercial transaction· Esau this transaction 
away his birthright • . ?tDreov!f fbout his father's 
is assunei to be valid5gven 
knowlaige or sanction. 

. . Tablet N' 204 fran Nuzi: 
Precedent is often citai lll 

di ide the· grove 
On the day that they v 
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(that lies) on the road of the .,,...__ . 

TUpk ' ti' 11 '-VWlt c:>f Imnt:1 
• • • 1 a shall give it to K , . 
inheritance share. Arrl Kurpa7.ah ~·~as his 
three sheep to 'l\mki tilla in exdian s f en . 
inheritance share:-57 gc~ or his 

'ttlis text is a brotherhoOO. agrearent be""-~""° ... ""-- ._,.. · ·dual Lw.....,., l..WV ll-...al v1 s "*to are 

already brothers. In it they nake a deal to exchange property. 

Although it is a rather oosa.ire transactic:>n, it appears that they 

are equalizing things. '!he problan is tha t this is not a i;arallel 

incident. Real pro~ty is exchanged her•:!; the similarity to the 

Jacob-Esau transaction is that t'Wo brotheirs are involved. 58 

Ranmn struggles with the idea of th•:! sale in his a:mrentai:y oo 

Genesis 25: 31. He is troubled by the timing, i.e. how to interpret 

~·,., ~ • He states, "It ~uld appear fran the opinion of Onkelos 

that because the sale of the birthright was to t.ake effect after the 

death of his father Isaac, he [Jacob] said, 'sell ne the birthright 

with the sale to take effect oo \\flatever day [our father's death l 

nay occur.• .. 59 later Ramban cdis a secord p:>Ssible interpretation 

of Onkelos: "It is EX>SSible that Onkelos umerst.ocd the ~rd kayan 

<as the day) as if it were bayan <on the day > • 'lhe verse ~Id 

then be stating, ' Sell the birthright to ue on the day i t will axne 

. 60 into your i;x:>ssesion.'" 

1
. s troublEil by the timing , specifically 

Malbim, like Ramban, 
. f t'".L!!l'I .~is 25: 31 follows a 

the w:::>rd ~·, ·' ~ • His explanation o ~·e·=> 
"After Jacob saw that the 

different tack. Malbim states: 
'Sell ue (your . . he :said, 

birthright Wis not be<xJning for F,sau, 
• tx:> say, acex>rding t.o how yoo 

birthright) "as this day,"' that 16 
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behave today that you are sp.iming the birthright arrl you do not 

{even> want it! Sell it to ne!" 

source of trouble -for Ramban for Malb. & , un, .i.or us- stems 

from the fact of oonflicting opinions in the "'""1-..::i ~-~ th 
.LC:U .. 1.111.Ll wue er Or not 

a person can transfer title of sonething not yet in existence. n61 

Even those ~o iraintain this nay be done agree that wt is 

transferred IIUSt oome into existence in the "ordinary oourse of 

events. 
1162 

It \+BS the negative view, however, which ultimately 

becane the halakhah. 63 In the general realm of "sale" this 

action is sc:mewhat questionable. When \li1e go specifically to the 

realm of "succession," "We learn that \tt'hile an heir na.y not renounce 

his share by 'W:liver {since one is unable to waive something not yet 

in one' s possession) , there is one excepti1on. '!he birthright 

p:>rtion only IIBY be 'W:lived by the firstborn. 
64 

We, therefore, 

f irrl no clear statement as to the right or legality of this 

{:articular transaction since the "evidence" CBil na.intain either 

side. 

What we nay evaluate is the "rorali ty" of Jacob' s act• Again 

the midrash is useful because it helps us to focus our attention on 

.' f Malbim I S a:mnents 
a vital aspect of the question. In a section ° 

le:!r:lrl that Esau was tired when 
on Genesis 25:29 not quoted above, we 

h '--A rrurdered a.00 robbed • So hoW 
he came from the field "because e iiau 

the one ~o naintained the 
CX>uld he be the sanctified one or 

. b, 5 rroti vations as follows: 
household?0 Earlier Malbim explai ns Jaco 

. i ht in order to 
Jaoob d i d not desire the birthr ~e of the honour, 
inherit a double µ>rtion or beca 
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rut he only wmtai to inherit . . 
blessings• •• in as nuch as he sa~e r~1g1oos 
worthy of this since Esau distan tha1 •. Esau was not 
the responsibilities ~ich befel~l~elf fran 
thus despisai the birthright. E~ irstb:>rn and 
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We shall cite in a later section other nu' ·i sh· · . . c ra un ~uch oontinue J.D 

this vein. 'lbe rabbis ~rrler row Esau oould have inheri tErl. the 

birthright and naintainerl the religious hE~itage of Abraham and 

Isaac. 'lb them, his oontempt for the birthright is a clear 

indication of how unfit Esau is. Given the lack of appropriateness 

in Esau' s transmitting the religious heritage, a sc:rnewhat 

questionable legal transaction does not appear as so strong an 

indictment of Jacob. While the rabbis mi~Jht have preferrErl. that 

Jacob had usai other neans to acquire the birthright, they 

recognized the total unacceptability of Esau's retention of it. 

'Ille final unusual expiscrle with which we shall deal briefly 

here occurs in Genesis 48, the scene in which Jacob places ~im 

before Manasseh in the blessing of his grandsons. One question 

\lbich ~ ask of this text is whether anyone other than the father 

can cx:mfer the birthright. But we nay resi;x>nd to that with "1hat is 

perhaps even a irore appropriate question, ~ether anyone am oonfer 

a birthright or ~ether he am only violate it. Perhaps this 

section d012ls with the birthright in a very different way· '!be 

B
'bl " ff" of the birthright for J!:E:hraim. 
l e does not rev012l the payo 

B 
. tand ....,..,.

5
e 19 as indicating that Jaccb 

owever, the rabbis urrlers v"""'" 

""""'raim intentionally because 
gave the preferential blessing to ""'~-

th
. ..~'1 tile rabbis see a aeri t to 

Joshua would c.Dme from him; in 15 
.-..1 
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Efbraim' s acquisition of the birthrinht J ........ 1... ha 
~u • ' a~ s reversai the 

order of his grarrlsons. But is that the p:>int? What really hai;:pens 

here is that Jospeh becares "t:J>.10" in I'el.a.tion to his brothers, for 

JaOOb haS "ad.Optei n Joseph IS first tJ>.10 SQn:S Manasseh and 

. GS It . th EJ;tlralltl. is, as e text oonsciously tells us in SUimary, 

Josei;:ih ~o has attained a double I,X>rtion. 6'6 We firrl oorroboration 

of this elevation of Jose{tl to the bi rthri1ght in I Chronicles 5:1. 

It seems that ~at we have here is Jaoob' s SCJl&'hat subtle way of 

fulfilling the intention he has had for so long. Mien Josetti was a 

child, Jaoob had shown favouri tisim to him. '!be brothers were 

wnerstarrlably jealous and hurt rut reacted out of all proi;:ortion in 

selling Jose{il (Genesis 37) ! Jacob learns sanething fran this 

incident; the seed.s of jealousy, bitterness, and mistrust still lie 

there. After Jacob' s b.lrial, the brothers bea:m3 frightenai: 

They said, "What if Josetti ~~ ~ pay us back 
for all the wrong that we did hl.It\! '~ they 
sent thi s rressage to Josei;ti, "Before his death 
your father left this instruction: So shall yoo. 
say to Jose{il, 'Forgive, I urge you, the offense 
arrl guilt of your brothers \!tlo treat ed you so ,,67 
harshly.' 'lberefore, please forgive the offense ••• 

· · ty Jiacob has his way and gives 
Jaoob recognizes this latent anuoosi • ' 

'-•t h doeS it in the guise of 
Jasei;:n the preferential inheritance LAI e 

oob's ble'Ssing of Eµuaim and 
"adopting" Joseph' s two sons. Ja ' 

• n diverting the other 
Manasseh becanes alnost a n red herring, . 

. of ,J~fil to the birthright 
brothers' attention from the elevating 

. . a fait~~i l 
"*11ch, by this action, has ~ -
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"DISI.OCATION" OF PRIM::>GENI'IURE 

we saw above that, given "oornal" circumstan all ces, three 

aspects of inheritance - primacy of birth, religious functioning, 

and EX>li ti cal leadership - oonverge am bring together with than 

the OOncani. tant bonus of extra inheri tanCE!. When all is said am 

done, nornal circumstances uay oot be so ri10rnal! rt was the general 

• 
expectation that the firstlx>rn son would be the 1l1"'!\ It ., • seens, . .. 
however, that the 1 I :> ~ oould be of tl«> different types, "with 

status" or "without status." 
. 

We define the '1\j~ as one "with status" if the irrlividual 

bom first attains the prerogatives as one: would expect. Given the 

nature of the Bible, we uay asswre that this has happene:l in the 

large nurcber of cases about \!tlich nothing is stata:l. One reason 

there \es no neErl to neke nention of this fact is that the general 

"!Bckage" of "firstborn-birthright-blessing" should be urrlerstoai 

unless irxlication of scmething different is given. Besides, \!tlere 

this issue is .imnaterial to an i.rrlivdual • s role in the Bible, there 

is no nea:l to inclu:le this infoillBtion • 

to te a Very imEX>rtant oonsequence of 
We should take care no 

. f texts in the ancient \li'Orld, 
this ooservation. Given the nature 0 

ct that has taken place blt 
i.e. that they serve as evidence of an a 

68 · that ooe \\Olld 
do not effect that change, arxi given 

of .action to be followEd , a 
autarratically exi;:ect the oornal course 
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disproportionately high nurrber of the 

1 
. 

examp es wtuch we have show 

alteration of the "norm." We should not b . e wrprisoo,, then, that 

nearly all the prominent examples vary f"'am th· ... is norm. Below we 

shall examine the specific factors which serve to m:rlify the general 

principle with respect to Abel, Isaac, Jacob, Joseiti, J\Dah, ard 

E[:ilraim. What neais to be aentione:i here is that these variations 

are ~rt.hy of nention in the Bible specifi1cally because they are 

variations. 

We have seen and note1 above that Railoen and Manasseh retain 

the title , ·,:>,u \ttlile losing the blessing and/or birthright. 
: 

Aoother instance ci tErl. above where the pri 111ileges whidl nonnally 

accurpmy the status of 11)1 transfer to another is that of I 

01.ronicles 26: 10 : "Hoa.sh of the Merari tes had sons: Shimri the 

chief C ~.tC.')~) Che \IBS not the firstborn [ ')'1' ~ ], b.lt his father ., . 

designatErl him chief [ t\c'1 S] ) •.• " Becaw:;e designates that 
t 

biological factor, it does oot iass to the i.OOi vidual who takes on 

the functional role of firstborn. 

We learn that after Rehoboam ne.rriai Maha.lath and Abihail and 

after Abihail bears him three children, thEm he narries Maacah who 

bears four children, of '11tlan the first is Jfuijah CII Oironicles 

RehC>boam to designate Abijah 
ll: 18-19 ) • His love for r-Bacah causes 

. • . t ( '>'~j f } aiocmg his brothers, for he 
as "chief ( (.I' 1 t) am l eader i · • t 

"' ' > f fl ~1 h , ":\ ) '!he text of II 
interxlerl him to be his successor < 1-' • : -· : ~ • 

. leader beealUSe it is clear fran the 
Chronicles 11:22 uses dl1ef ard 

text that Abi jah i s not the firstborn· 
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We should expect that Isshiah (I <llrc1nicles 24:21) is a yoonger 

son raised t.o leadership seeing that he is: identif iErl by the wioid 

dlief C i U:'\ ~ > • Other passages using the! terminology tJc'"> •) 
T 

inclooe I Chronicles 23: 10-ll of Jaheth and I Chronicles 23 :l9-2o of 

Jeriah ahd Micah. 

Since the Bible usually distinguishes; CBrefully by its 

terminology between the firstborn am another in1ividual "'1lo assumes 

the functioning role of the firstborn, we are sanewhat surprised to 

see the ~m 1\ )~ usErl of an .imividual ai:p:irently not the 

firstborn in I Chronicles 3 :15 • Here we read: "'.Ibe sons of Josiah: 

Jchanan the firstborn ( ,.,~ ~ i) ) ' the seex>nd Jehoiakim ( ) J e ,) ) , ... " ' - . .. -
'!'be other passages ~ich sp0M of Josiah 1 s: sons, II Kings 23: 30-36 

an1 its parallel I Clrronicles 3:15, talk c1f a Jehoahaz, not Jchanan. 

Because we have no other irxlication in the: text who Jdlanan nay be, 

following Radak we nay assune that Jdlanan. is Jehoahaz . 
69 

But 

accepting the identity of Jdlanan as Jehoahaz leads us to a probl em. 

It creates, t.o be blunt, a "misuse" of the we.I'd "°''~ as we have 

definai it. We have stated tha t 11'.l ~ ref lects a biological . 
functi. nal What we learn about Josiah' s 

priority even ~en non- o • 

sons oontradicts oo.r assertion. Jehoahaz (i.e. Jc:hanan> t:>ecx:nes 

king in place of his father Josiah. When he becanes king he is 23 

'!llen his brother Jehoiakim 
Years old and he reigns three ronths • 

old wtten he begins his 
becomes king; Jehoiakim is 25 years 

· 70 ·....i.. • -tr•m is apt1oxinatelY two years 
reign. In other \t«>IDS, Jo101~· 

. aklm is called "the secooo• in 
older than Jehoahaz/ Jdlanan rot JEbOl 
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r Chronicles 3:15 while it designates his . younger brother 

Jehoahaz/Jchanan as "firstborn " 'D~-1.. ~rnn tha . 
• ~ -::i ... es t iooea:J Jehoiak.im 

is two yea.rs older than Jehoahaz wt the tenn firstborn here refers 

to the fact that he became king first.71 

While we "'10\lld pref er to see the woid "\\) ~ usai strictly 

without violation of its biological significance, we do oot firrl the 

use of firstborn in I Olronicles 3:15 problematic enough to negate 

oor definition. Tikva Frymer-Kensky has renarkai about kinship 

terms that they are ''not limite::l to biological referents, wt rather 

define special juridical relationships that am be creatai 

artificially through various types of ~option aIXl 

specification •••• " 72 'Ibis seens to be an apt description of what 

happens in I Cllronicles 3: 15. Because Jehoahaz succee:ls his father, 

he assunes the title that refers to that. In fact, it is worthwhile 

ooting that i 'r>A refers to the relationship of the son to his . . 
. f ,,,~ 

father. '!be son' s relationship to his brothers is oot that o : 

. ' 'il<f> 
bJ.t f\~~ , in nuch the sane way as (It')~ ' ~ ~ ~ , aIXl 1 . : 

represent an Wividual not the ~\1:>~ ~o asswres leadership • 
• 

oE1JTERON)M{ 21:15-17 

. one place does the Bible 
We note with interest that only 111 

· . in oeiteron<JI¥ 21:15-17. 
8peak of the firstborn as ~t:>~ ' i.e. . 

th selection arxl special 
Here we find the guidelines which ~ e 
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treatnent of the firstborn. As di 

we scussai at length above, p ~~ ~ '~ 
ultimately cnres to mean a double EX>rtion alth gh . • 

ou we have ootal 
that it nay represent anything within a ran f ge ran t'Wo-thirds to 

rrere preferential treatment. 

'!he essence of De.iteronal!{ 21 :15-17 a::mes sarething like a dash 

of oold w:lter ~en it appears in the t.ext. Up to that J;X>int nearly 

all the genealogies have d~pictal the younger child upstaging the 

older. Certainly this inversion of younger am elder fonns a 

lei tm:>tif within the :EBtriardlal family. '!here my be nany mre 

examples of it ~ich have escaped oo.r attention wmot ical because of 

the cx:mron assunptian - ~idl we showed above was oot valid - that 

linear genealogies go from firstborn t.o firstbom. 'lb.is sudden 

statenent of a '«lrking principle so rut of oonsonance with the 

previous p::>rtian of the text nakes us I,BUSe; oo.r first question is 

lX7ti the i:atriardls oould have "violatai" so clear an injunction. It 

~uld be wrong far us to stop with that question. Instead we should 

oontinue one step further and ask \\bether the I,Btriarchs did violate 

that law. 

. that .. m are oot the first to raise thi s 
It CXllleS as no surprise ...-

llnportant question. Ramban' s discussion of Genesis 25: 34 l eads him 

to . . obl Rambail stat es : oonsider this very ~ en. 
of double _EX)rtion 

It is p:>ssible tha~ the ~w 00 accx:>rding to 
to 'Which the firstborn is enti ~ effect in ancient 
statutes of the Torah \185 n<?t lll . ht J \185 only a 
times. [At that ti.ire the birthrig ce of the father 
matter of inhe:iting the pre-a:~~irstbOml ~ld 
am his authari ty so ti:iat ~e [in reiation to bis 
receive tx>nar and distinction . .reason that Esau 
younger brother . I t is for this 



said. to Isaac, "I am thy son . 
meanmg to say that he . th' t1:1Y firstborn " is e f1rstbo ' 
d~erves to be blessai. Simila m ~o 
his father, Jacob] "For th ' . rly' CJose?l said to 

' lS lS th f' 
p.lt thy hand upon his head " th e irstbom; 
Jacob should give him pr~en er~y neaning that 
Perhaps the firstborn also t.ook.ce ~~ the blessing. 
the inheritance since the la ·f doightly rrore of . • w a uble mrt' . 
an innovation of the statutes f th i:--l00 is · o e Torah. j 

89 

In that oorrment Ramban offers oo mssibiliti 
t""" es' one that the law 

ame into effect only after the time of the rAtr ' ch and t:""" iar s, the 

second that the law set an anount ~ere previously the firstborn 

ooly recei val nore. Since we have discussai the meaning of /t ~~i:-' ~ . . 
at length , it is Ranban' s first supp:>si tion ~ich we wish to 

examine. 

While the traditional view of Bible asserts that there is no 

n first Or last t n i .e • IlO sequence of tine I in the text, it alSO 

milntains that all the laws are fulfillai by the pltriardls even 

though not stated until after their lifetimes. '!bat stance results 

from a theological oonviction that Jooaism remains unchanging in its 

halakhah and, as a result, it is i.mp:>ssible for the initiators of 

the religion oot to follc:M any rule W1.ich is plrt of the halakhah • 

We suggest that the text itself doeS oot set up these guidelines for 

the pitriarchs and, in fact, they do oot always follow them. 

For a nanent let us divert cur attention ard examine a series 

Of regulations in Leviticus. r,eviticus 18:18 cdlronishes: "Do not 

. and uncover her nakedness in 
narry a ~ as a rival to her sister 

th 
. 20·17 we learn: "If a nan 

e other's lifetime." In LJ3VitiCUS • 

f 
. ther his father or his nother, 

narries his sister, the daughter 0 ei 
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00 that he sees her nakeiness and she sees hi . nak......::i- . • 
S cuuess, lt lS a 

reproach; they shall be excannunicata:l in the · ht f . s1g o their 

kinsfolk." Finally , we read in Ievi ticus 20 : 19: "Yoo shall not 

uncover the nakeiness of your nnther' s sister or of your father's 

sister for that is laying bare ooe' s CMn flesh; they shall bear 

their guilt." Leviticus 18 : 18 ootwi thstanding, Jacx:>b rrarries Ieah 

and Rachel , urdeniably sisters. Abraham's wife Sarah, despite 

Leviticus 20 :17, is his sister, as he explains it to Abinelech in 

Genesis 2() :12: n ••.she is in truth JI¥ Sister I 1t¥ father'$ daughter 

though not ltW lTOther I S • • • 
11 Arrl t in ExXJ.US 6: 20 we find the 

genealogy of let>ses and Aaron stat.ai as follows: "Amram tcxlk to wife 

his father's sister Jocheberl, and she bore him Aaron and Moses ••• n 

'!hat relationship is precisely one of those prohibita:l in Ieviticus 

20 : 19 - and, even so, we all know the yichus ~ich accrues to the 

descemants of M::>ses arrl, especially, Aaron. '!here is oo attanpt an 

the i;:art of the biblical text to oover up or to gloss aver ~at 

appear as blatant transgressions of pennittai relationships. 

Neither apology nor excuse for a violation is even hinta:l at in any 

of these situations. We doubt that the text ~Id be silent at the 

expense of showing that Abraham, Jacob, or Amram did not follow 

· proper narriages . As a 
these important regulations ooncerning 

. . that these rules evolva:l subseql.lent 
resu1 t, l. t seems logical to us 

~s what they did ~s perfectly 
to their lifetimes. In other we>.i.u ' 

d . d it 'Ibese rules in 
~ssible at the time in \\bich they ·1 

• 

that n
o long~ a:m they engage in sidl 

Leviticus appear to tell us -
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relationships. 

'!hat brings us to Deuter 21 onrvn.T • 15 17 - · 
-·

2 
• - ' J;&tticularly verse 16 

"'1.ich announces: "When he wills his property to hi h s sons, e my 

not treat as first-born the son of the lov~ · di 
t1l one in sregaid of the 

son of the unloved one \\ho is older." As soon as we hear this 

Jacob's family situation ~ to mind. Jacob has two wives, one 

favourai (Radle!) arrl one not favourai (Ieah). Jacob has sons by 

both of these wives. When the time a:mes for Jacob to aportion his 

estate, Reuben (the acknCMlaigai firstborn) is denotai in oonour and 

prestige to Joseph. 'Ibis, as we saw above, is statai in oo 

different ways. It results fran Jaoob' snaking Josefh' s two sons 

"heirs" in Genesis 48. Also, a very open expression of it is fowxl 

in I Olronicles 5:1-2. In either event, Jacob fits the 

specifications enunerata:l here arrl, just as clearly, Jacob does what 

is proscribai. While we nay feel sare anger at Jacob for the 

<i>vious favouritism with which he treats ~ of his dlildren, our 

disgust does oot <Dre fran his "violation" of this ruling in 

D hi ,..,,,, ,.+ 1· s r1'I rt a00 parcel of his way of 
eu teronaey • 'Iba t act on s t"'4"'"... ~ 

al acted As in the 
life arXl a natural expression of oow he has ways • 

· sh· the text does 
case of the "violation" of forbidden relation ips, 

. '!he reason for this lack of 
not criticize Jacob for this act. 

. . n antaiateS the decree. 
Ct'l. ticism seems oovious; Jacob 1 S actiO 

• 5-17 deals with several 
The midrash on Dru. teronctrW 21 ·1 

. tself with wnerstan:ling 
it concerns i Pl'oblems • As we saw above, 

. es as inheritance. 
the anount which the firstborn receiv 

Without 
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nentioning specific individuals or situations the mid sh 

' ra attanpts 
to clarify the language involva:l ard thereby ind' 

' ' icates that for 

the rabbis it is not so nuch a general principle ··"- ·ch . . wul lS involverl 

but a specific situation. Like so nany of the biblical "laws," ~t 

we have here, according to the rabbis, is oot as IIllcb a cx:xle as it 

is a "CBSe law•" Both Sifre aOO Midrash Haggadol on Deuteronany 

21:15-17 examine the ~rd wives in verse 15. '!hey assert that it is 

ooly applicable to wanen \ttbo have the legal status of a wife ( t \ e. 
.,y 1 i) ,();)~ ) , specifically excl\ding the handIIaid or the foreigner. 

Uooer this definition the offspring of Hagar (an Eqtptian) arrl 

Bilhah arrl Zilpah (handnaids) ~uld never qualify as firstborn if 

the wife had a son. While the i;:atriarchs specifically were not 

subject to this rule as we have just discussErl., the rabbis do show 

us that although a nan might have a variety of licit relationships 

with \Onell, they -were not all of the same quality· 

Other observations midi the rabbis nake in these O..U midrashim 

are that it is not enough to have two wives; one llUSt be preferral 

to the other. It ms that it speaks only of sons. Daughters, in 

ghters am:mg sons are not 
the absence of sons , share equally· Dau 

inclooai.74 'lbere is no m:xUfication permitted; the father amnot 

· . the text refers to the 
raise another to firstborn status. Also, 

f 1 first child. Finally, Midrash 
ather' s firstborn, not the nother s 

ant a father permission to 
Baggadol does cdmi t that the 'lbrah doeS gr 

. . as long as the individual 
give inheritance to \ttbouever he wishes, 

son arrong sons' a daughter 
fits the appropriate category' e.g. a 
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anong daughters, tut oot another nan in place of a daughter or a 

daughter in place of a son. It oontinues by cdding that the 

distinction is between the ability a00 the permissibility; he nay do 

it wt the individual will not be prorrotei to firstbom by this act 

for he does not have permission to lessen the f irstbom • s status in 

the process. 

We suspect that sare of the midrashic ooservations are prarpta:l 

by the stories of what the i;atriarchs did. It is, after all, very 

natural to fornulate rules as a resi;onse to sarething \\tiich has been 

done \tt'hich is not desirable to be repeated. 'lhe ruling of 

De.iteronClfl¥ 21 :15-17 nay fit exactly that i;attem. It states that 

~at· cur ancestors have done is valid; it fit their time. No 

longer, however, is it acceptable to select a chief heir who is not 

the firstborn. 

SPEX:IAL NATURE OF '!HE FIRSTOORN 

·ai? What is it 
Why, we might worrler, is the f irstbom spec1 • 

that sets a firstborn apart fran the other children? '!here are 
. . al In view of the fact 

several ways in which the firstborn is speci • 
. •t is the birth of the first 

that procreation is a part of rrarriage, 1 

" th union If that seens 
dlild ~ich, as it were, "validates e • 

t the rabbis decreed that a 
overstated, we need only recall tha 

. . . f they have no children 
hUSbanJ. is SUP{X>Sed to divorce h1s wife 1 
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after ten years of narriage. 

'!he Bible also provides reasons for . 1 . 
sing ing ait the firstborn. 

The first, in general, is the best In terms .c 
• o.i. a son, the 

firstborn represents )"' J\'~c.) ' the "best" of the father's 

creative i:ower, as we saw above. 75 In crldi tion, the Bible states 

another reason for the lord' s selection of the firstborn: "For 

eNery first-born is Mine: at the tine that I srote every first-born 

in the 1arx1 of Egypt, I oonsecrated e11ery first-born in Israel, rran 

arrl beast, to Myself , to be Mine, the Iotd' s" (NUJtbe.rs a: 13) • 76 

'!be link ~ich bioos the firstborn of Israel to Gerl is the fact that 

it ~s the firstborn in Egypt ~o were killai and the firstborn of 

Israel 'Ibo \11ilere saved simultaneously. 77 

For a variety of reasons, then, the firstborn acquires a 

sanctity; he belongs to the lord. 78 Ultimately, the Levites 

replace the firstborn. '!he Bible uentions this 0 replacanent" 

several times bl t does not give reasons for it• 
79 

One of the 

verbs the Bible uses for the special link to both the firstborn and 

the Levites is t~1 . Given this ooncept of sanctity we are not 

surpriserl to find the midrash identifying the special nature of the 

. 'nally offered the sacrif i ces to 
firstborn in that the firstborn origl 

n for replacement of the 
the lord. However, in the midrash th~ reaso 

the slaying of the f i r stborn . 
firstborn by the Levites is no longer 

to their special function. 
Rather, it is rore closely related 

calf the r.,evites replace 
Because they 'NOrshipppai the Golden ' 

. the LeVites do not cbliterate 
them. ao In replacing the firstborn, 
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all nem:>ry of the sanctity of the firstborn since it is necessary 

for the father to "redean" his firstborn son 81 .,.....::i • • 
• niu SO lt lS that 

the aura of sanctity never totally devolves fran the firstborn. 

Even rabbinic law recx>gnizes the status of firstbom, 

(firstbom to inheritance) ,
82 

\ttilich entitles him to a greater 

share in his father's estate. As we saw above, this greater share 

is f ixai at double that of the other heirs. 83 Nor is the father 

permitte3. to deprive the firstborn of his prerogative. '!he father's 

ooly ueans of altering this at all is by naking gifts, an action 

'41ich is valid although "the spirit of the sages takes no delight" 

in this.84 '!be firstborn is, on the other hand, allowed to \!Bive 

his right to the extra tnrtion since he is also liable for a double 

share of his father' s debt. 85 

MFDIATING FACIDRS 

. . th n:arametres, urrler ~ t 'lhe question remains, g1 ven ese r-· 
.-:i • ti g the expected pit tern. 

circumstances we f ioo other factors nl::'.lia n 

. c.bserve that extenuating 
Up:>n a close examination of the Bible we 

. . ture" are nunerous . 'Ibey 
reasons for disreganHng "nornal priIOO<JeDl 

birthright, the relationship 
stem from the threefold nature of the 

rank of the mther aOO. the 
to the DDther involvai, the status or 

f ther the propriety of the 
ti·e to the a , nature of the "nerriage" 

CKi jUS' tments necessi t.ated 
h f •tness n the 
eir• s narriage, the heir' s " 1 ' 
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~en daughters are involved, the discretion wh. ch 

1 ~ aca:>rded to a 
father in designating a f i rstborn am 

' the nniel of "divine 
election. " 

1. 'IBREEroID NriTURE OF 'IHE BIRmRIGIT 

One way in ~idl priloogeniture is "dislocated" is by 

"unravelling the package" \tthich cxmt>ines first.bom status <in 

reference to genealogy) with the birthright (a.00 its religious 

ooligations) and the leadership role within the family. We saw 

above that this is what happens to Reuben who retains the title of 

firstborn in the genealogy rut yields the birthright to JoseP't a.00 

the p:>li ti cal authority of the family to Ju1ah . '!he justification 

for this axnes from the fact that Reuben lay with Bilhah, 
86 

at 

least as Jacob explains this in the Bible. '!he rabbis of fer another 

explanation for Josefb • s attaining the birthright; the birthright, 

they p:>int ait basErl on Genesis 37 :2, was to cane fran Rachel's line 

because of Rachel• s m:xlesty. 
87 

n-... howe . . t the only instance of the breakdown of the 
iu.lS I ver , l.S 00 

Pt'Uoogeniture into its OOJIP)nent pieces. Jacob ard Esau, through 

th 
. . th la t ~rt of Genesis 25, split up 

eir private arrangaoent 111 e s r:-

"'"", . thrOUgh Jaoob' s guile and 
the birthright arx1 the blessing. uiu.Y 

Isaac• s error (Genesis 27) did these °"° aspects converge u{XlD 
'drash it~ ha:cd for the Holy 

Jacob. However, a coo:rding to the IJ\l ' 
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Qne, BlessErl be He, to upr; t th 

OO e chain Of nonealnm.7 .88 
:r-o• ~.z Esau is 

the son whan Isaac ca.llei to a::rre for the blessing 89 0th 
• er cases 

of the firstborn retaining his status as SJ.dl . th 
lll e genealogy even 

though a brother has acquired rrore p · . !l'OirU.nence mcluie Aaron 

(firstborn) and Moses (praninence) and J ph th . a e (firstborn) arrl Shan 

( prominence> • 90 

2. REIATIONSHIP 'IO '1HE IDn1ER IlM)LVED . 
In our definition of the '#Oni 1~~ \1l1e assertoo that the wom , . 

signifies the firstborn son of the father am that ~"°' ~~; . ' . . .4. ~~ . . 
identifies the rrother' s first issue. In a nnnogarrous narriage these 

bNo states are likely to ooincide, unless one of the individuals has 

been rrarriErl before. While they are wont to coalesce, the firstborn 

arxl the first issue neei not be the same Wi vidual, especially in a 

IX>lygarrous rre.rriage. In view of this fact we wo.ild like to raise a 

question in relation to a secorrl p:>ssibility for the alteration of 

the pre:iictoo i:attem of priloogeni ture: Is it a presunption that 

the firstborn of the Bible nust be the firstborn of the father or is 

there a i;ossibility that he nay be the m:>ther's firstborn (i.e., 

irdividual usually designatai the first issue of the \Ollb)? 

f th word ii ' ~ : 
M. Tsevat states in his disoission ° e ~ 

In the laws of Exr:Xlus and NuJTber~ 
especially in texts that tr~t ~~z)c 20:26 
animal firstborn together, and !11 ,,bo 
the expression peter ( redt~) ' one 

the 



opens (the ~) , n is usErl. fr 
i;tirase defines the first.born ~ently • '!his 
to his rrother • However' this Wl • r~~ence 
not have been the pr:ai . definition oould 
d

. d . onu.nant one Not onl 
l. 7 t stand in Op'fX.>sition to the. e:nphatic Y 

patriarch~l character of the Israelite famil 
but ~so it YJOuld have seriously damage:i Y 
the idea and legal custan of p!r11Tll"Y1 ·tu · 11 · -·"".:7en1 re especi~ y in the case of oontenporary ' 
(occasional) µ>lygamy. Israel aihererl to 
the laws 091 prim::>geni ture through the 
father •••• 

98 

We mist respectfully disagree with oo elenents of this explanation. 

First of all, as -we det0nstrata:i above in diapters one a00 two, 

~ figure nore prErlaninantly in the Bible than is generally 

recogniza:i. '!heir inclusion and rrention within a nuni>er of the 

genealogies irrlicates the status a \Ol1all oould attain. -rtlus, to 

speak of "the ett>hatic i:atriardlal diaracter of the Israelite 

family" nBY be an overstatment of the situation. Even rore 

difficult is the assertion "it would have seriously daIIB.gai the ide 

arXi legal rustan of priirogeniture, especially in the case of 

cnntenp:>rary (occasional) µ>lygaII!{." It "95 precisely in the 

situations of p::>lygarcw \otlere the question of the rother is the vital 

issue, the determining factor! Wnile the relationship to the father 

9enerally is the defining relationship, the rother' 5 role, 

, elati' shi' ps should not be discounted 
:tarticularly in J;Olygarrous Ii on ' 

~J2riori. 
be fourrl in the biblical text 

SuP{X>rt for this argwrent can 
. f both father a00 nnther in 

'Ahich looks to the cxm junction of first o 
~ Often in this oontext the 

defining the child sacraJ to the !.OJ.u • 
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• 
Bible uses both the \«>Id 1 I :> ~ and th r{o 

e ~rd ~':!1. ¥~ • Where . . . . 
these b«> intersect we find the son who belongs to th e I.cm. In 

fact' the statarent of Gcx1' s ''ownership" of these individuals 

virtually defines the firstborn as the one who is the first issue of 

the ~.92 

'!he amnentary indicates that an urrlerstaming of the biblical 

level recognizes an interplay of "firstborn of the rrother" with 

"firstborn of the father. n Ramban oonments on ExOOus 12:30: 

In line with the plain neaning of Scripture 
the firstborn that died in Figypt were the 
firstborn of their nnthers, and this is Wn.y He 
sanctified in their place "all the firstborn, 
whatsoever openeth the w::mb anong the children of 
Israel , ooth of nan and of beast" [Ela:rlus 13 : 3 ] • 
"'!he firstborn of Pharaoh that sat on his throne" 
[Exr:dus 13: 29] w:lS the firstborn to his rother ••• 
But in acoordance with the opinion of oo.r Rabbis 
[who say that the firstbom of a father also died], 
we shall explain that in F.gypt, He S11Dte all their 
firstborn. 'lllat is to say, the firstborn of the 
father since he is the first-fruit of his strength, 
and th~ f irstbom of the aether, since he opena:i 
the wanb and also the chief person in the h<?use • 
Yet it ~s His desire to sanctify in Israel in 93 
their place only the first.bom of the nnther ••• 

generally the ooncern is with the 
As the Bible displays, 

father's firstborn. When it deals with the firstborn of a nother , 

ts to stress the dlild' s 
there is a specific pirpose. '!be text wan 

. a desire to emphasize that 
8ancti ty <as in ExOOus 34: 19 > • 'lbere is 

. (as in 1 Chronicles 2:50) • 
the child is not the father's firstborn 

er at the time of the 
Or it W'xlersoores the status of the lt'Oth 

94 we nay asswre that ~en 
cbild• s birth (as in oe.iteronat!Y 25 =6> • 
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the firstborn of the rrother is nenti 00 . 

on l.ll the Bible, it is to DBke 

a special p:>int and, therefore, ~ should ""'t 1 •ov g oss over that 
cdditional infonnation. 

We are not requirei to re.ad midrashim and ~ ... ta · -.-... 1<:1, ries to fioo 

what nay seem an anomalous status, the firstborn of the nother, 

describe:l as p\~~ ~·1')7 and not as >~~~ "'\~~. Caleb's family is 

rather oomplicat.00 because of his several wives and a:mcubines, each 

of whan had children. One &:>n Hur has the nother ~rath. we know 

from the context that Hur is not caleb' s firstborn and several 

verses later Meshah specifically is designatai as caleb' s 

firstborn. 95 No sooner is caleb' s firstborn Meshah specified than 
I 

we learn that Hur is "the firstborn of Efhrathah" C 1 I.:>~ '\•I h 

.l)J')"\')~) .96 
• TT:'• 

Once we have seen the usage of i\J'\1?tc. .., ·,j~ , i.e. 11tf .. ,.!?~ ' 
• T • ·: ·•.. : 

we note that it is not as uncxxmon as we might have supp:>sed. In 

labelling Bur as his rother' s firstborn a ~ale new category of 

identification has opened up. Keeping this in mind we read 

th . t what the 
Dwteronany 21:15-17 with a fresh eJe. Is 18 110 

Druteronany text is describing, the firstborn of the nnther, cnly 

. " . 1 rvn1 ! This urrlerstanding seems 
Wl.thout using the "technical ternUOO -.r:1.l 

.... _~ . of these verses ~ich the 
to have been an intuitive UJXlersl:.CU~ing 

. ld not expect Midrash Haggadol 
midrash nust dispel, otherwise ~ ""°u 

. of his vigour" ireans "the 
to state that "since he is the first-fruit 

'drash continues: "'!be 
h . " '!he mt 
usbaoo' s and not the wife' s vigour· . 

. his vigour is the firstborn l1l 

rabbis taught that the first fruit of 
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terms of inheritance and not the first · 97 issue of the ~ •• • • " 

As is so often the case, ~at is denied . . . 
nay give us insight into 

wtia t has gaina:i c:ormon acceptance Onl.ess 1 • peop e were at tines 

interpreting this as the mther' s firstborn as 'tt'ell as the father' 
5 

firstborn, the midrash surely ~uld not have intrcxiuca:I this 

µ:>ssibility with its statenent "it is oot the nother's first issue!" 

Other midrashim speak ncre directly of a nether' s firstborn. 

Kasher cites Midrash Agadah on DaiteronCJt¥ 21:17 in reference to the 

"extra i;ortion" Jacob gives Jose:fh in Genesis 48: 22. '!be midrash in 

p.itting example s to the abstract situation of the Deuteronat¥ 

section, speaks of the s:m of the unpreferrErl wife , "this is Re.lhen 

~O \laS the f irstbom of Leah ( ~le f ,·,~ ~ ) . n98 Another midrashic ., ,, : 

usage of the llOther' s firstbom occurs in the Yalkut Shinoni. Jacob 

has VOtled to Gcx1 that he "'10Uld tithe, giving one-tenth of everything 

if Gerl really "a::xres through for him" (Genesis 28:20-22). When 

Jacob struggles with the iooi vidual at the Jabbok, Jacob is ranindai 

that he has not ti the:i anong his sons. "SO Jacob set aside the four 

first.born of their four ncthers (\h&i)NJ<, l~.,,,f J\t')\J~ T ~, ,, >" 
99 

and ti the:l one of those left. 
t . . tan as a legal category in 

'Ille term ~IC cJ ') 1~ ~ gains accep ce 
H ~ ' th 

val 'd In talking about e 
ckidition to being midrashicallY 1 • 

. th firstborn receives , the 
ckidi tional anvunt of inheritance wtuch e 

. double p:>rtion only of his 
'fur states: "'!he firstborn receives a 

, Even if he is the 
father• s assets and not of his nother s. , t "'"' 

<P"" ~IC 0 ",.,,,., ) I 
firstborn of both his nother and his father 



he and the other heir [ s] divide th 
e nother•s equally."100 

102 

Sare times the midrashic recogni ti 
on Of the status of firstborn 

deperrling on the nother is sanewhat "fr • 
eer • We learn that the 

response to Jacob' s supposai a:mnent to o-·"-- " . . 
~=wJl;!l.I ••othe blrthrlght 

should have been thine, priesthocrl thine, and royalty thine.• •• " is 

R. Aha's crmnent: 

"'!be. birthright vas not thine [in the first 
place, said Jaoob to Re.i.ben 1 - did then Jaoob go 
tc;> Iaban for any save Rachel? and ~en I was 
with thy nother, surely I should have been with 
Rachel instead. Now the birthrig~m_ has been 
returned to its [rightful] a.mer. 

Implicit within this :rather cruel CXlITllelt to Re.lben is the 

understa.OOing that the status of "first" to Jacob involves first to 

Jacob aIX1 the appropriate wife Rachel. In other words, the 

determining factor is "firstborn of the nother. n 

Polygamy ICBY no longer be oo.r rustan wt the traditional Jewish 

practice preserves the necessity of the f irstbom - in terms of the 

a.ilt, that is - being firstborn to the m:>ther • '!he ceraoony of 

J2idyon haben is required of a son who is the first issue of the 

nnther; the dlild is quite literally ~l."~~ ... ;,!)1 · If a nan 
• ' t. 

ha . · e of each wife nust be 
s nore than one wife, the first issu 

f b 'rth vis-A-vis the rother is 
redeem:n if a son. '!be order o 1 

. ther.102 
E!qUal.].y important as that vis-A-vis the fa 

. Bibl e parmits for the firstborn 
In the light of the role ~uch 

. . to oeu teroncmy 25: 6 wtiicb 
Of the nnther let us turn CAlI' attent.J.on 

' . e It st.ates: •'lbe first 
gives the rule for the levirate narriag • 
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son that she bears shall be acoounun to th dead b 

e rother, that his 

nrure nay not be blottai out in Israel." Obviously the dlild is able 

to oomnem:>rate the deceasa:i' s family line because he is fathered by 

another ITBle of that family. But the Hebrew does not express it in 

that way. 'I.be verse does not userl the terminology 1! i"'! ("he 

begot n ) , a wotd no stranger to the Torah text. Rather it expresses 

the action in terms of the \IO'IBil: ~[ ~ 1 ~l~ ,., '~ ~ ,) ; ~ ~ - the 

first son that she bears. '!be link in oontinuity is expressed in 

terms of the :rrother; it is the firstborn which the nother bears. In 

effect, the biblical expression of the levirate relationship is 

expresse:l in terms of the firstborn of the nother! 

3 • STA'IUS OR RANK OF '1HE MmfER 

AND NA'IURE OF HER "W\RRIAGE" TIE 'IO 'lHE FA'IBER 

. . tbo to the nother can be the 
Since the fact of being firs rn 

dl · 1a as dlief heir, a thiro 
detennining factor in selection of a 1 

. 

. . " of iioogeniture, that is, the 
<:l:ltegocy anerges in the "d1slocation pr . " 

th nature of the "marriage 
"Status n or n rank n of the nvther and e 

th. s factor pertains only to 
tie to the diild • s father. Of oourse' i . . t 

. f a tx>lygaROUS narriage i 

tx>lygam:>us narriages. In the wst.ance 
0 

· 

_,..+c: a son as his heir who is 
ha tiJooS sel~ ._. 

Ppens that the father sane . tbo \'!'len this 
ther' s firs m. be the no 

not his ™1'l firstborn rot nay . val notion of 

S
t.ens fran an appercei 

occurs, the decision usually 
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"rank" or "status" a · ccrumg to the ItDther oo the ""',..... of 

~'" the father. 
Having said that, we ITl.lst nake it 1 . 

c e!r that m biblical 

terminology a wife is a wife; oo "status" · . . is specified. We see ooe 

general guildeine C Excxlus 21: 10) for the ...,.... .... . 
.. u.1 wuO IIBrr1es nore than 

one TNaIBn: "If he mrries another, he nust oot withhold fra:n this 

one her focxi, her clothing, or her a::mjugal rights. n 'lbat seers to 

define the relationship due a wife. Irrleed, even "*ten a slave girl 

is taken as a wife, no lower status is indicata:l .103 Fran the 

nature of the narratives, however, we see treatnent ~ich irrlicates 

otherwise. 

In fact, a i;x:>lygrurous rrarriage often gives rise to dissension 

arrl oonf lict for one wife errls up as the favourai wife. Wien 

special preference is shown to one wife, rivalry between wives 

inevitably follows • We see that situation oc-curring between Sarah 

am Hagar (Genesis 16:4-6)104 resulting ultimately in Hagar's 

explusion (Genesis 21:9-21). Rachel and Leah, also, are \Ell aware 

of how they rate. Because Jacob loves Radle! rore than Leah, the 

lord intervenes and Leah ronceives ~ile Rachel renains barren. 

'!hi . tu Rachel to \..,,.,......mo:o envious of Leah (Genesis s , in rn, causes ucvva• ..... 

'th Hannah ~o \!BS Elkanah's 
29: 30-31, 30 :1). It happenal also W1 

Penninah tawitei her because 
favourite even though she was barren· 

. that the Bible states 
of this • Especially instructive is the way 

-"e her miserable, '#OUld tawit her 
this: "l-Dreover, her rival' to llt!J\. 105 

that the Iord had closed her ~" <I SaDlUel 
1

: 
4
-8 > • 

tinue 
. ~ ·ch it engenders uay oon 

The rivalry with the ronf lict 
1 
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t>eyorrl the wives to their children. w " . 

e see a ~clung order" energe 

in which Jacob rates Rachel above Ieatt and both 
above the two naids. 

'!he children follow the n ranking" of tho~r . 106 
~ respective nnthers. 

While the Bible never "officially" ranks th · e wives, the 

evidence from the Ancient Near Fast s.iggests that wives in Babylonia 

nay have been rank.Erl since sate texts ref er to wives as sisters, one 

as the "elder sister" and the secooo as a •younger sister." 

Miitional "a::mfirmation" of ranking wives nay been seen in the C.cxie 

of Hamnurabi f 158 which states: "If a nan after (the death of) his 

father is caught in the bosan of his dlief wife who is the nother of 

oons, that nan shall be expelled fran (his) i;aternal estate. "
106 

'!bus, while wives in the Bible nay be equal, we see that both the 

treatment itself as the Bible describes it evaluatai in oonjunction 

with the practice in the Ancient Near Fast allows for the 

i;x>ssibility that wives oould be ranke:i. When this happens, it seeIL5 

to deperd Upon the UDther t S n status• n A00 the nother 
1 
S "status" 

reflects one of several factors; status nay result from the nother' 
5 

_ ..... _.vi• particular love for 
family ( i .e. her "yichus") or the hu5UCU .... 5 

. "Status" also arises from the 
her above the other wife (or wives> • 

to husband 
being better than that of 

relationship of "wife,. 

"concubine" to husband. 
. the Near EaStern 

Thanpson points out that l1l 
th dlildren are 

In those cases ~ere e · iaren of a 
fran different wi VeS I elder ~ly a seooJdary 
secoooary wife nay well have ~ps no 
right to the inheritan~ -:-~ not&> 
right at all, ••• but thi~ 15 tion heJ.d 17}' 
llU.lch on the p::1#&S of d1scre 

texts: 



the father, as by the status of the wife as 
established in the narriage oontract and 
the question of whether the dlildren 'by the 
secx>OO.ary wife have been Rade legitimate~ua 

106 

'!be nother' s status exerts a very real influence oo the role her 

children play acoording to 'lllorrpson. We see this exetplifiai in the 

oonditions stat:Erl in Gadd Text 12 am JEN 204. In Gtdd 12 the 

children of this one wife alone enjoy the right of siccession, even 

if a secx>rxl wife is taken before they are lx>m. Likewise, only the 

sons of the prinary wife share in the inheritance acoording to JEN 

204. 

a. "aiIIDLE.SS" WIVES 

Generally when a nan has nore than one wife, there is a 

that the first wife is barren. In specific reason, often the fact 
'ty of having dlildren to that instance - because of the necess1 

f rorial am. IIDUming rites - a 
perpetuate his name and take care 0 

ne another wife, take a 
DBn has several options.. He can rry 

. halXlnBid) or cdopt children. We 
ooncubine (:PJssibily his wife' 5 ' . 

Ea.Stern texts oontain a 
shall see that the najourity of the Near . . 

. fe wnen his wife has 
. f another wi 

clause forbidding the taJung 0 hcf,,iever, Gadd 
do have ooe text, 

producai children arrl/or sons· We . f haS borne sons 
•"'""t if the Wl e •ch states UIQ 

12 (Breneman Text 6 > ' whi . t wife inherit all. 
of the flrs 

-.:.J • f e the sons 
aiki he takes a secouu W1 , . t be joint 

secx>rvl will 00 
It specifies that the sons of the 



heirs .109 '!his freedom to rrarry another . f 107 
. Wl. e when he already has 

sons is by no neans oonnnn within the texts ..... : h 
wiu.c we have. 

In the Bible we see that Abraham resorts to tak' ing Hagar as 
cub . 110 

wife or cnn 1ne to have a son because Sarah ha . 
s rE!TB.ined 

barren (Genesis 16 : 1-4) • Jacob does the sane thing but in differing 

circumstances • 

Sarah tell Abraham to "Consort with 1¥ rraid: perhaps r shall 

have a son through her" (Genesis 16: 2) • '!his is similar to Rachel 1 s 

request of Jacob in Genesis 30 : 3: "Here is ~ rraid Bilhah. Consort 

with her, that she nay bear on nw knees arrl that through her I too 

rray have dlildren. ,.ill We see in the Wd.Y that both Sarah aOO. 

Rachel prrase their requests, that the child to be oorn is 

oonsidere:l theirs. '!bat is, they are really speaking of "surrogate 

notherhocd" nore than the taking of another wife. rntls 

umerstanding of the situation is oorroboratai Gddi tionally in 

Genesis 30 :9 ~ich tells us: "When Leah saw that she had stoppei 

bearing, she took her rraid Zilpah and gave her t.o Jacob as 

· in Sarah's rontrol: 
C::OOcubine." Not surprisingly, then, Hagar lS 

'd · in your barrls. 
Abraham tells Sarah in Genesis 16: 6: "Your mu 15 

. " ""--"'' s "authority" in this Deal with her as you think right• ~au 
leads t.o Abraham's casting oit 

natter ultimately (Genesis 21:10-14) 
. . cident contradicts the Near 

Hagar aoo. Ishrrael. Here the biblical in 
abi §146 states: 

Eastern practice for the Cede of HafR1llI" 
. esteSS and she 

If a nan has narrial a pri t>arrl and she 
has given a slave~irl to herthh~S slave-girl 
bears sons, (if) thereaf~_,,,. ~ to her 
9oes about naking herself ~~ 



mistress, because she has '-rn 
• u.i e oons her 

mstress shall not sell her. sh 
k f 

, e nay p.it the 
m.;r < o a slave~ on ~!2 and nay oount her 
with the slave girls. 

108 

But perhaps the contradiction is not 00 blatant ·t f' as l 1rst appears. 

In i:rany of the Near Fa.stern texts to 'ftbich we shall ref er below, the 

rontract contains a clause \.lrilich protects the (primary) wife's 

dlildren as dlief or sole heirs in the presence of crlditional 

dlildren by other irothers. We have no narriage contract for Abraham 

and Sarah hit the expilsion of Hagar aIXi Ishmael brings about the 

same results as such a oontracterl clause does. 

We see several :i;attems e:m&"ging in the texts from the Ancient 

Near Fa.st. In general, if the wife bears dlildren, the husbazxi nay 

not take a a:mcubine. Another a:mron clause states that her 

children only and not the ooncubine's will inherit.
113 

In sare 

instances children by another \\U'l8Il seem to have inheri t.ance 

rights .114 Finally, sanetimes a clause will forbid the wife the 

. '""" . ld 115 
authority to mistreat the oon0Jb1ne' s u,1 ren. 

It is quite romnn to find a narriage contract stip.IJating that 

if the wife bears dlildren, the husbarXl rra.y not take a concubine or 

another wife. sane of the texts with that proviso inclooe: Speiser 

Text 2 (HSS V 67• Breneman 101; paradise C-S); Brenenan Text l CHSS 
I 117 

"1'1:'1.1 435) 116 Breneman 4 (HSS XIX 85) , 
XIX 84) , Brenenan 2 ( ui:.." ' 

8 (HSS XIX 78 ) , Brenerran 9 CHSS v 
Breneman s CHSS IX 24 > , Brenenen 

80), Paradise c-7 CHSS XIX 51 >, Paradise c-32 (HSS XIX 
2

) • Brenatan 

. th taking of any other wife in 
Text 11 (MOOR XVI 55) forbids e 
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crldi tion to this wife. 

In those situations where both the . f 
Wl. e and ooncubine have 

provided dlildren, it is corcm:m to see the wife's children protect.Erl 

as sole heirs. We find that in: s~iser 2 (HSS 
1:"-'- V 67 ) ; Brenenen 

101; Paradise C-5) and Gcrld 12 {Brenerran 6) 'Ih . • ese contrast t;o 

other situations where other dlildren seen to be<:me heirs. For 

example, Breneman 1 CHSS XIX 84) states that the wife' 5 brother 

shall take the wife back if the hu.sband crlopts another son as older 

son. 'nle clause does not forbid this act bit stiµilates ~t will 

result from it. In Breneman 4 (HSS XIX 85) there is the unusual 

situation of a divorce clause at the e00. of a DBrriage oontract. It 

appears that the husbrurl is divorcing his formar wife and exclcrling 

her sons from inheritance in this way. Another unusual situation is 

describffi in Breneman 5 (HSS IX 24) in ~idl the wife's dlildren are 

designata:l heirs with her oldest son being bis oldest son and 

remaining sons ( ~e these from a previous narriage or in the event 

that he might renarry after her death?) \\OU.ld inherit according to 

their rank. 

Occasionally the contract arldresses the relationship between 

· · TeXt 2 (HSS V 67; 
the wife and the children of a ooncubme • Spel.Ser 

n~o.._....,..w.,, any- dlildren of a ooncubine 
Brenenan 101; Paradise C-5) r- u::v'"""" 

f '-·t does g1've the wife oontrol over them. A 
rom being sent away 1A.L 

648 B.C.E, regards the dli.ldren of 
Noo-Assyrian text from Nimrud, c . 

· f for her """"...+ , nay not 
a naid as her own children. '!be Wl e, · ~ ... 

· . . text is quite similar to the 
mistreat the handnaid. 'Ibis particular 
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situation of Abraham, Sarah, and Hagar. us 

Adoption of children presents an alte.rnati 1 . ve so ution for a 

childless oouple. In this instance w ....... l'Y\ss'b'l'ti . 
' 1....v £"" i i i es exist. '!be 

00.optai son nay have a status different than that of the natural son 

or they nay share equally. Generally in the Ancient Near Fast, the 

natural son becom=s chief heir regardless of dlronological age .119 

On some occasions they share equally; one notable example of this is 

Qrld 51 (Breneman 104; Paradise C-8) where the crloptErl son is 

narriai to the cdoptive father's daughter . In the event of the 

birth of a natural son, they are to divide the estate equally, with 

the only difference being that the natural son takes the <pis. In a 

rare case, there is a p:>ssibili ty of a nan crlopting a son as older 

son to the natural son. Should he do so, Brenemn Text 1 CHSS XIX 

84) 

then 

irdicates that the brother who gave the wife in llBI"riage will 

120 
take her away. 

b. LEVIRATE W\RRIAGE 

. ti' ~ich i;arallels that of 
'!be Bible deals wi. th another 51 tua on 

has not prcrlucei a dlild am he 
the "childless wife." When a rran 

f the r..evirate narriage in 
dies , his widow, according to the rules 0 

'ed to the late husband's brother 
De.iteronorey 25 :5-7, will be narri 

too. to the de:d 
and "the first son that she bears shall be aceoun 

the dlildless wife is exacerbatal 
brother • " Here the situation of . 

lting CX>Urse of action 
by the nan• s untimely death· '!be resu 
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reflects two p:>ssibili ties. It nay be a remnant preserving an old 

rite of inheritance in 'ttlich the nan's wives were inheri tai along 

with his other p:>ssessions by his heir(s) .121 or the institution 

of the Levirate narriage nay have arisen to cddress the nee:I for the 

nan to have an heir. It is the latter alternative 'Nhich the 

situation in the Bible reflects. '!he rrethoo of s:>l ving the problem 

is sanewhat analgous to a nan having children oonsidererl his wife's 

through her naia.122 
Here, the wife bears a son "craiital" to her 

late husbarrl 'ttlich is fathera:i by the nearest p:>ssible person to the 

deceasai.123 So the problen of dlildlessness can be s:>lverl by 

having a mild "by proxy" for the nan just as it can be done for the 

barren wanan. 

c. a:>NCUBINES 

Calcubines are accepted in both the biblical and Near Eastern 

sources. In sate cases they serve the speeif ic role of providing an 

ther instances they oo-exist offspring for a mild.less nan. In 0 

. ) ·-""o has nrcrluced children. For example, 
alongside a wife <or wives wu r-

• 25 •6 ~ these are is 
Abraham bas ooncubines acoording to Genesis • • 

Al though Keturah is 

call.Erl a wife in Genesis 25:1, 

not entirely clear; it nay inclooe Hagar· 

she is identif ia:l as a ooncubine in I 

. and CX>llcubines 
Chronicles 1: 32. David has both W1 ves 

(II SamUel 

. ~ he leaves in charge of the 
19 :6-7) b.lt it is ten cxmcubines om 

SamUel 15: 16) • 'lbese are the 
i:alace when fleeing fran Absalom <II 
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ooncubines with mom Ahsalan has interoo 

urse to announce to all the 

w:>rld the st:arrl he has taken against his father en Samuel 

16:21-22). " 

'Ille existence of ooncubines alongside wives nakes it difficult 

to distinguish precisely how these two differ. Epstein s.iggests 

that a ooncubine is a wife of inferior rank yet still a wife in the 

1 1 124 m... ti . . . ega sense. .uie ques on is raised lll Sanhedrin 2la: "What 

are 'wives' and mat are ' concubines'? - Rab Jul.ah said in Rab' s 

name: Wives have I kethubah I am I kiddushin I ; a:mcubines have 

neither • "125 In the Jerusalem Talnu.rl Kethuboth 29d the question 

is asked: 

What is the difference between a wife am a 
concubine? R. Meir said that a wife has a 
kethubah rut a ooncubine does not have a 
kethubah. R. Ju:lah says that each has a 
kethubah . A wife has a kethubah with the 
ooooi tional clauses; a ooncubine has a 
kethubah without [the protection of l tt:e 
ooooitional clauses. R. Jooah speaks lll 

the narre of Rab •••• 

. dowry no guarantees fran 
Accoming to R. Meir a ooncubine has no ' 

. ooligations. R. Juiab 's 
her husbani, and no oovenant of narnage 

. bring a d<:Ncy and , i f oo, 
description grants that a ooncub1ne nay 

. t s.ibject to duties, e.g. 
her husband lTllSt guarantee it wt be 15 00 

. . . or safeguarding the interests 
provision for her during her llf et.Une 

concerns of the rabbis do not 
of her children. UnfortunatelY' these 

. between a wife and a 
enlighten us to the biblical distinction 

0 :>ncubine. 
f hcM offspring of 

No clearcut answer to the prob let\ 
0 

J 
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ooncubines are trea.ted in the natter of inheritance am be provi dei 

for the Bible or the Ancient Ne:ir Fast Rather f · nd • , we l a range of 

responses to this dilemna. In biblical aCXX>Ul1ts rons of ooncubines 

rce.y be included or exclmai in inheritance and/or p:lrticip:ition in 

the family. It also sooetimes happens that the diil.d will take 

rratters into his <Mn hands and inclme himself despite the will of 

his brothers. Abraham deprives his other sons from equal 

inheritance with Isaac by banishing Ishmael and by "pensioning off• 

the children of his ooncubines. However, while on the surface this 

treatment implies that ooncubines' rons are not able to inherit 

equally, ~ nay also read these ~ narratives in a different -way. 

Sa.rah tells Abraham in Genesis 21:10: "Cast cut that slave'tt100Bll and 

her son, for the son of that slave shall not share in the 

inheritance with R!l s:>n Isaac. 11126 Might we infer from that verse 

that, if Ishnael had not been sent away, he ~ld have inherita:i 

equally with Isaac? rater (Genesis 25 :5-6) we learn: "Abraham 

willed all that he owned to Isaac; b.lt to Abraham's sons by 

ooncUbines Abraham gave gifts while he was still living, and he sent 

them away from his son Isaac estwatd ••• " DoeS this tell us that 

these children were entitled to a share in the inheritance and that 

Abraham protected what he wanta:l to give Isaac by neking the 

di vision airl settling with the other children before his death? 

In Jtdges 8:30-31 Abimeledl, the son of a concubine , asserts 

. . ~"" inberi t against the cI.aimS of his father's wives. We 
his claim """" 

see in Jtdges 9:1-6 that Abimeledl doeS succeai in usurping this 
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p:JWer which he desires• '!he situation in the case of JeJi'lthah 

{Judges 11 : 1-11) again depicts a dlild 'Who is ex>nsiderErl an ootsider 

by the sons of Gilecid' s wife In fact th dr · • ' et ive Jephthah rut with 

the 'WOms: "You shall have no share in oor father's property, for 

you are the son of an ootsider. n rater Jephthah• s talents are 

neaiei to aid in fighting the Ammnites. He agrees to return ooly 

if he becones the oonne.rrler. Because of their nea:i, the elders 

agree to his danarrl am Jefhthah get his way just short of resorting 

to violence. In regard to Jephthah, we nust ask the ~ question 

that we did of Abraham's treatnent of Ishnael and the ex>ncubines' 

sons • Jwges 11: 2 bas the brothers say to Je[i:rthah: "You shall 

have oo share in oor father's property, for you are the son of an 

ootsider. n '!he Bible does not state ~t is cbvious. If a 

ooncubine' s son regularly did not share in his father's estate, ~t 

was the n~ for this statement? can we ex>nclooe fran this verse 

that the son of a cxmcubine regularly inherits frcm his father 

unless specifically exchxlErl by the father or even the other heirs 

if they are txM&ful enough? 

In other places does the text imply that offspring of a 

ooncubine are regularly inclu:iErl in their father's family? We learn 

in Genesis 36:12 that Analek is the son of Eli~z by a ooncubine. 

Yet he is inclu:iErl within the list of offspring• When this 

genealogy i.s repeatErl in I Chronicles 1: 36 , the fact that his IIDther 

is a concubine is no longer nentioned. Machir father of Giletd is 

th 
. cub ' ·n the description of I O'lronicles 7:14. 

e c:tuld of a con ine 1 
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When the genealogy is given in NurOOers 27 .1 th . . 

· , is is oot inchrla:l. 
Neither is Zelophehad' s r1· ght t · h .1..or lil eri tance trea.ta:l in any 

different way than anyone else's -in Nwrbers 27:1-11 even though his 

oonnection to the family stems, at ooe level, from a ooncubine. 

Yet other biblical references suggests t.hat the children of a 

a:mcubine are of inferior rank to the "real" children. 'lhe division 

which Jacob nakes of his children in Nunbers 33:2 and 6 indicates 

that Bilhah' s and Zilpah' s children rate last in his eyes. I 

Chronicles 2: 46 and 48 specify cert.a.in of Caleb' s children as his 

children by cx:mcubines while I Chronicles 3:9, ~ich follows a 

listing of David' s sons by his wives, cdds the oonclu:iing note: 

"All 'Nere David 1 s sons, besides the sons of the ooncubines ••• " We 

see in the Bible a range of treatnEnt of children of ooncubines, 

fran that of the equal enfrandlisement, p3Iticipation, am 

inheritance within the family to that of total exclusion, or, at 

least, the attempt t.o do so. 

Discretion is grantai the father to determine ~ether or not to 

ff . w· the inheritance. In the Middle inclu:le cx:mcubines' o spnng 

Assyrian raw S 41 (Tablet A) a father nay acknowledge his ooncubine 

Plblicly, in which case her sons share in the property' or not 
if . haS not acknowla:lga:l her, 

ack.nowlaige her. However, even if he · 

. ' dl ' ldren becOOe his sons ard 
his wife has no sons, the ooncubwe 5 1 

· ab' 
127 . . to the ecxie of HanlTIUI' 1 

share in the inheritance· Aceording inh . t 
of a slave-girl, they en 

~.\170-171, if he acknowledges the s:>ns 128 
'nherit fran his estate. 

'--t . th0\1' do not .L vu if he has not done so r .... ~ 
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srenerran Text 101 (HSS v 67; Paradise c-s) gives inheritance rights 

to the ooncubine ' s dlildren in the event that the nain wife does not 

pra:luce children •
129 

'I.be terms of Jm 666 indicate that the 

roncubine's child does not inherit. 

d • SIAVES AND 'lllEIR OOIDREN 

'llle problem of distinguishing between a slave-girl and a 

roncubine is sarewhat like the difficulty in differentiating between 

a ooncubine and a wife. '!'be categories are not entirely clear a00 

the textual evidence tends to overlap. 'Ibe range for the rights of 

dlildren of a slave-girl is the same range as it is for children of 

a ooncubine. In fact, several of the citations in the preCErl.ing 

p:tragraph nay refer to slaves and not to ooncubines; these are the 

Ca:le of Hanmurabi §~170-171 and HSS V 67 (Breneman 101; Paradise 

C-5>. In cddition, the Ccxle of HarrmUrabi j~l44-145 crldresses the 

question wtiether a nan narrierl to a priestess ~o has provided a 

slave-girl na.y also narry a lay-sister. If the slave-girl bears him 

sons, he na.y not narry the lay-sister; if, however, the slave-girl 

ha . 130 Thi 
s not given him sons , he nay rrarry the lay sister. s 

distinction seens to imply that in situations \\TI.ere children are 

slave-girl's sons are the heirs and that is 

lay Sl.• ster t«ien the slave-girl has 
to nerry a -

borne "by proxy," the 

the reason he is not 

9i \ren birth to his sons. 

The Ccxie of Lipit-Ishtar, paragraph 25, states that if a llBil 
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haS children by ooth his wife and a Slave and he has given freedom 

to the slave and her dlildren, the forner slave's dlildren do not 

share in the rra.ster's estate .131 

For the Bible also, because the stab.ls of Hagar is not clear, 

~at we have said above about her and Ishmael's right of inheritance 

nay be what happens in the case of a slave's dlildren. lhat sane 

difficulty faces us also in regard to Bilhah and Zilpah. We know 

that each was a handrraid of one of Jacob' s wives wt do not know 

~ether their station was elevated by their relationship with Jacob. 

Josephus calls them "in no way slaves rut subordinates"132 while 

Philo identifies them as ooncubines •133 Deperrling upon what their 

status really was, it is possible that wtiat we said about their 

dlildren really represents rut one example of treat:Jrent of a slave's 

offspring. 

Other biblical infonnation germane to this problem is fourrl in 

Genesis 15 : 2-4 and Proverbs 17 : 2. Abraham' s !anent in this i;:assage 

in Genesis is that his heir will be his dlief slave because he has 

no child of his own. Apparently the idea of a slave from one's 

household inheriting \taS not startling. Abraham is disappointed 

that he has no son to be his hei~ rut there seems to be a knCMll 

alternative available. If one' s slave oould inherit,. how nudl the 

ll'Ore a child who \taS one's C1NI1 by a slave! Another expression of 

the same situation is that of Proverbs 17:2: "A capable servant 

Will daninate an inca:rpetent son/ And share the inheritance with 

the brothers." Not only was Abraham oonceding that his slave w:>uld 
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be his heir (Genesis 15:2-4) rut Ziba beccm:!s heir to Mephibosheth's 

estate (II sarnuel 16:4> and Sheshan narries his daughter Ahlai to 

Jarha his slave and through this pair Sheshan' s line a::mtinues CI 

Chronicles 2:31, 34-35). 

Yet later, when the halakhah of inheritance is finally \«>rkai 

out, the offspring of a l:orrlswaran does not inherit. we find that 

outlined in Mishnah Ye.barroth 2: 5 'Where a child born to a Jewish nan 

and a l:orrlswonan is oot oonsiderai his son. '!he Shulchan Aruch, 

1;1oshen Mishpat 276:6, is even nore t.o the i;:oint; it states, " ••• his 

son by a slave ••• does not inherit at all." 

4 • PIDPRIRIY OF '1HE HEIR' S WJUUAGE 

Prink:>geniture oould be "dislocated" for a fourth reason, the 

fact that the apparent heir does not nake an "appropriate" marriage. 

Wanen are critical to the "ideal" relational system of the 

J:atriardls. M.Ich depeOO.s up:m the heir uarrying from the "proper 

stock." As Prewitt indicates: " ••• the inheritance of i;:oli ti cal 

authority within the Terahite line by Isaac and Jaoob is right, for 

the Terahi te system stresse:i in the sources of Abraharnic genealogy 

drawn together by the redactor of Genesis is basai in proper 

llrirriages <i.e. those appropriate with respect to kinship 

alliance)."134 We see that about Ishnael the Bible states 

<Genesis 21 : 21): " •• • his nother got a wife for him from the l.arrl of 
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EgyPt." Isaac's wife, in oontrast, cx:nes fran Abraham's family. 

'!be statetrent about the acceptability of Esau's wives is quite 

explicit. Genesis 26:34-35 states: ''When Esau was not forty years 

old, he took to wife Jooith daughter of Beeri the Hittite, and 

Basenath daughter of Elon the Hittite; and they were a source of 

bitterness to Isaac and Rebekah • " Jaoob is prevented f ran IIBking 

this sane errror. As Rebekah tells Isaac 'l.tien she wants to help 

Jacob flee fran Esau: "I am disgust.al with ll!f life because of the 

Hittite~. If Jacob narries a Hittite~ like these, from 

arrong the native \rt1Qffien 1 what gocrl will life be to me?" (Genesis 

27 : 46) • 'Ihus Jacob ~s to POO.dan-aram to narry wives f ran his 

nother' s family. At last (Genesis 28: 6-9) Esau realizes how 

abhorrent his wives are to his parents "so Esau went to Ishnael and 

took to wife, in crldition to the wives he had, M:lhalath the daughter 

of Ishrcael ••• " It is too late; Jacob's choice of an appropriate 

wife has already helpa'.l him to becare the chief heir. 

5 • FITNESS OF 'IlIE HEIR 

'!he fitness of the son to be heir serves as a fifth reason for 

causing a shift fran the firstborn to the right of inheritance by 

another son. we saw above how that figured into the predaninance of 

Jacob over Esau. we shall see other examples bel~ in arr 

e>camination of specific instances of inversion of the birthright. 
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Here we wish to note a general statetelt of this principle which 

Philo nakes: 

••• But of his [Abraham's] nany sons only one 
was api;:ointed to inherit the i;:atr~ny. All 
the rest failai to show sourrl jrrlg:rrent and as 
they reprcrlucErl. nothing of their father's 
qualities, were excltrlai fran the hone and 
denierl any i;:art in the grameur of their 
noble birth. 

Again, the one \ttlo was approvai as heir 
begot two twins , who had no resemblance t.o 
eadl other, either in tx::rly or disp:>si ti on •• • 
For the younger was OOErlient to ooth his 
parents arrl "'10n such favour that Gerl., too, 
joinai in praising him, rut the elder was 
disobaiient, indulging without restraint ••• 
he surrerrlerai his birth-right to his junior, 
then, at once, repenting of the surrerrler, 
sought his brother's life, and all his 
ooncern "'8.S to act in such a way as '«>Uld 
cause grief to his p:trents. 'lb.erefore, for 
the younger they prayai that he should be 
blessai above all others , all which prayers 
Gerl ronfirrrei... As it l/BS, ••• he brought 
heavy reproaches upon himself and his 
descerrlants, so that his life so little 
worth living stands recordei as the 
clearest proof that to those who are 
un"'10r~~5of nobility, nobility is of no 
value. 

Notwithstanding the fact that Philo has his <Ml bias arrl p:>int to 

nake, he nakes a ronvincing argunent that fitness was critical for 

the heir. 
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6 .. ADJUSTMENTS NECESSITATED WHEN DAUGHTERS ARE INVOLVED 

A sixth cause for variation in p:imogeniture occw:s when women 

are .involved. Women were not s::> negligible in the ancient world as 

is generally oonsiderai. They had a variety of legal rights, 

especially within the family. Women's legal rights are more 

p:ominent .in the Ancient Nau- Eastern texts than in the Bible. we 

saw in previous dlapters the role which women p1aye:t within the 

genealogical material. The expressai rights in the Bible are few 

beyorrl that. E)l.O(jus 21:10 assigns the minimal rights due a woman 

within man:iage as focxl, clothing, and oonjJ.gal rights. we do not 

often see women in key roles, initiating actions or making 

decisions. Sarah's fundamental role in the exµtlsi.on af Hagar is 

one nota.ble exception. Also, "hidden awayn in the genealogy in I 

Chronicles 2: 31-35 is Sheshan' s daughter Ahlai who is his heir. In 

actuality, women appear as i;:rominently in the BjbJe as "propertyn; 

we have seen above how the heir or µ:-es.imptive heir emphasizes his 

status by taking p=ssession af his father's wife or ooncubine. This 

view of women as nee:ling to be taken mre of is maintainoo as we see 

in Mishnah Kethuboth 11:1 where a widow receives SlPIX>rt from her 

s::>ns. 

a. WOMEN'S LEGAL RIGHTS IN THE ANCIENT NEAR EAST 

In oontrast to the slim amount of biblical evidence depicting 

the legal role of women and their legal rights, the Near Eastern 
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teXts S1ow women being active in many different Ehases of legal 

activity. The knowlaige of any woman holding IZOperty wouJd of 

itself be proof that women had legal rights. What we have is a 

plethora of material attesting to women's status. we siggest: that 

although the biblical. text does not oontain sich evmence, it is 

.likely that biblical women had s:>me of these s:tme options which 

s..mply are not part. of the information treserved by the Bible text. 

In Near Eastern texts women inherit i;roperty, make wills, even 

00.y arrl sell property. They am s=rve as guardians and aiopt 

children. The woman's ownership of µ.uperty is, to a degree, 

"oblique," for her ownership usually :is more like what we might 

describe as a "life interest." She may receive the tS.lfruct. from 

the p:operty or may own it during her lifetime rut usually it .i:asses 

to her s:>ns. She may have a s:ty in how her s:>ns divlde it rut 

s:>metimes that is even arranged for her. The i;x>rt:i.on the woman has 

may be merely her dowry or it may am be i;art or all of her 

husbard•s estate.136 Some tahlets even leave everything to the 

.... u: alo . basis 137 w.u.e ne, apparently on this same • 

Often women also have the right to assi.gn property left to 

them. Women s:>metimes have the option to distribute what they 

Ieceive (either in part. or in toto) to the s:>n whom they 

choose.138 Less aft.en her µ:>wer extems to the right to assi.gn 

h 139 'ts er estate to whomever pleases her. One tablet even pernu: 

the widow to disinherit a s:>n who dis:>beyS her.
140 

Aoother tablet 

.is €!Specia.Uy interesting because it states that a woman (the 
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W]dow?) S'lall not make j::rlnt heir another s:>n in cddition to [PN] 

and in crldition to Taiuni. She shall not gi.ve anything to 

anyone."141 The only reason to make sich a statement would be 

that she wouJd otherwise have been entitled to do both of those 

things! 
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we see rome women adopting and distributing property. In Gadd 

9 CPatadise C-52) a p:Uace handmaid crlopts a ron and give him all. 

Paxadise Text C-51 CHSS XIX 38} .is a tablet in which a woman adopts 

a daugtiter, gives th.is daughter four servant lads, arx1 releases 

their mother and sisters. Women also negotiat:Erl three other 

tablets. Speiser 23 CHSS V 74; Paradise C-48) is a wife's "tablet 

of settlement" "Qpon two s:ms. The two remaining are wills in which 

women leave tlrlngs to their children.142 Four tablets have women 

transacting sale adoptions.143 One tablet st:i.p..ilates that if a 

woman's daughter dies, she .is to provide another wife for her 

s:m-in-law.
144 

In still another tablet a worn~ gives her daughter 

as a wife.145 

Women are often appointed in wills to serve as guardians. Two 

wills froin the s:trne family stiµJlate that the daughter will serve as 

9Uan:iian of the S';)ns.
146 

One testator appoints his mother to 

~e as guarrlian of 'his rons.147 Finally, a number of tablets 

designate th w.if e e as guan::lian of. the rons or the rons and the 

Pl:Operty .148 

We even find that a man may gi.ve S>mething to the wife whom be 

divarces <Middle Assyrian Laws A A 37) and. • . · , -s lS required to ao s:> m 
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the time of the Ccxle of Hammurabi <Jl-37) if she has borne s:>ns. 

b. DOWRY AS lliHERITANCE FOR DAUGHTERS 

women have other very clear inheritance rights. Whatever the 

romposi.tion of the family, each daughter is entitla::l to a dowzy. In 

a famicy without s:>ns the Bible grants the daughteis the privilege 

of inheriting the estate. 

Because ancient g)c:i.ecy- in general is protective of women, 

there .is a need to take care of the women. This involves 

maintaining them until the ti.me of their maniage arrl, at that ti.me, 

tn>vldin.g them with a dowry which is fitting of the .family's 

station.149 This arrangement serves to make a daughters dowzy 

something of a "tre-mortem inheritance to the bride. n Not only does 

the dowry serve as a "tokenn of female inheritance rights by giving 

the daughter a Si.are in her fathers estate, it oomes out of the 

estate be.fore the s:>ns divide ii:. If there are unman:i.Erl daughter:s, 

dowries are first set aside for them. In the Mishnah, in aiditi.on, 

the est.ate is responsible for maintaining these daughters until such 

a time as they are marrioo.150 Thus, a daughters dowry and 

maintenance are, in effect, preferential. Beyarrl that, the dowry 

i:emains the p:operty of the wife (with the husba.00 serving only as 

its administrator) and, at the time of the wife's death, it :casses 

to the oouple' 5 children.151 

The later halakhic laws make fr clear that the dowry is a 



crucial obligation. Kethuboth lOSb states: 

Mishnah. Adman laid down seven rulings: 
-If a man dies and leaves rons and daughters, 
if the estate is large, the rons inherit it and 
the daughters are maintainai [from it] and if 
the estate .is small, the daughters are 
maintained from it, and the s:>ns can ~ begging. 
Adman said, "Arn I to be the loser because I am 
a male!" 1~. Gamaliel said: Adman's view has my 
approvaL 
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The institution of the dowry grants women a &lare in their father's 

estate although they generally receive it. while he is still alive. 

In cases where the estate is small and/or the number of daught:.eis is 

large, little may remain for the s:>ns after this obligation has been 

fnlfillerl. 

There are occasions when the daughter inherits directly from 

her father. When the family has daughters only rut no s:>ns, the 

women become heirs to their fathers estate. There .is s:lme evidence 

to show that daughters can also inherit even when there are s:>ns as 

well.. 

At least in the Ccrle of Hammurabi. there is a dearly stated 

link between dowcy and a daughters inheriting from her father's 

estate. The pertinent sections of the Ccrle are ~~180-184. The 

first three of these deal with a daughter who is a priestes3. If 

her father has not given her a dowry, she is enti.tla:l to one mare 
Of his estate; she enj:>ys the usufruct and, at her deq.th, it [Esses 

to her brothezs ( ~80). If her father has offered her as a 

J;liest.ess but not best.owed the dowry, she receives one-thini of the 

estate and, at her death, it becomes her brothei:s' ~ 181). When the 
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daughter is the Priestess of Marduk of Babylon, she receives 

one-third of the estate which she nay give to whonever she pleases 

ci 182) • '!he renaining n«> sections pertain to a daughter who is a 

lay-sister • If she has been given a dowry, she receives nothing 

from the estate <§183), whereas, if she has been given neither dONry 

nor husband, her brothers bestow her dowry "according to the 

capacity of the estate" and give her to a husband c§184). we rray 

note with interest that this stiptl.ation to provide a dowry 

"according to the capacity of the estate" is the same provision as 

the rabbinic law entails . 

c. DAUGITERS INHERITING FRati '1HE ESTATE 

In the Bible we find a situation where inheritance is not 

attached to dowry. Saretirnes it happens that a father has only 

daughters and no sons. '!his is true in the case of the "Daughters 

of Zelophehad" in Nurrbers 27:1-8 and 36:1-9 and the resolution 

becomes the m::rlel for dealing with this situation. As shares of 

land are being apJ;X>rtionai, these five daughters raise their 

problem. Since their father has diai and there are no sons, his 

Ilan'e will be lost unless the daughters am have a holding arrong 

their father's kinsnen. For that reason they request a share. 

M:lses answers them with the aff innation that their plea is just am 

that they will get their father's share. At a later juncture one of 

the family heeds in their clan, the Jose{ilite tribe, oatplains that 
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Siould these daughtel:s man:y men from another tribe, their portion 

will be transferred to that other tribe, diminishing the amount of 

Jarrl the Josephite tribe oontains. Moses acknow.1.Erlges that this 

plea als:> is jJst. Therefore, the daughters must marry within their 

tribe. In fact, no inheritance is to pass from one tribe to 

another; every daughter who inherlt.s a Siare must man:y within her 

tribe. 

With this process it becx>mes p:>ssible for daughters to inherit 

from their fathers. We see in the Bible at least one other instance 

of this situation am its orderly res:il.ve; I Chronicles 23:20 

states: "Eleazar dial having no s:>ns rut onfy daughters; the s:>ns 

of Kish, their kinsmen, married them." Sheshan (in I Chronicles 

2:31, 34-35) does virb..lally the s::tme thing. By cdopting Jama whom 

he them manies to his daughter, Sheshan .irunres that both his 

daughter and her husband are J;Brt. of his tribe, thereby maintaining 

the tribal relationship and ireventing alienation of his property. 

Apparent:J¥ this same system evolves in the Ancient Near East aJso. 

In Sumer, a daughter can inherit where there is no male descerrlant 

.in the family t:ut she .is obliged to many a man with a certain 

affinity to her father.153 

It is difficult to explain how the Bible had to legislate what 

jg already oommon in the Ancient Near East. Yet that is what the 

episode with the "Daughtei:s of Zelophehad" does. Per.hap; there was 

a fusion af two s::>cieties, one where women oouJd inherit and another 

Where they oouJd not. 
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The halakhic practice maint.ains this pattern for a long time. 

A daughter inherits only when there are oo rons.154 Philo 

explains that men naturally take i;reca:lence and thus S'lould in the 

case of sicceeiing to J;XOperty. However, jf the daughtem have not 

received their dowries, Philo states that they S'lould S1a.re equally 

with the men. When these daughteis man:y, he a:lds that they S1ouJd 

do ro within their tribe in o.tder not to alienate the J;XOperty •155 

we mall see that the halakhic practice has now changa:l and that 

within the Bib.le rons and daughtem inherit together in Joo's family 

rut, before we turn to these, let us examine what happens as women 

inherit following the rncrlel of the daughteis of Zelophehad. 

When daughterE inherit, they do S::> ~ally, without a firstborn 

receiving a :preferential portion. The mid.rash attributes this fact 

to the forrnuJation for the };referential portion in Deuteronomy 

21:15. Since the ve.z:se states "rons" { }l'.J'i1 ) ard not "daughters," 

when daughters inherit, they div:ide the estate evenly, without a 

first:bom.156 That may represent the way division is made rut 

does not explain why the methcrl of division differ:s from that of 

!:Dns. Drive and Miles relate a plausible siggestion why women 

generany are oot the p:inci.pal heirs in Babylonia. It may be true 

for Israel, too. They state: 

••• [Kc:schaker] infer:s that the heir is the 
person who maintains the ancestral c.u1t and 
in this sense oontinues the name of the famify' 
and the per&>nalicy of the deceased, and it is 
es9ential to his argument that women are 
incapable of p:utici.pating in this cult. It 
must, however, be painted out that in ancient 
Babylonia women seem not to have been entirely 
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excltrlai from participation in the ri~s 
oonnecte:i with the ancestral rult ••. 
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In any event, while in Israel daughters inherit as equals, we 

see many incidents of ~ inheriting in the Ancient Near Fast 

being sui generis. In Speiser Text 2 CHSS V 67; Breneman 101_; 

Paradise C-5) if there are no sons, the daughter receives one 

tortion.158 '!be daughter, in the event of no sons, receives only 

specified articles in Paradise C-3 CHSS XIX 20). Paradise C-46 (JEN 

V 43) nakes daughters in the plural the heirs Ctut m:mtions only 

one); it oontains some gaps rut it nay even give the ngcxls of the 

first rank" to the daughter(s). An interpretation of the Yale 

Babylonian Collection Text 5142 is that in this will the father 

nakes his daughters legally sons and wills them his land arrl 

property.159 

We see a different approach in Breneman Text 86 CHSS XIX 79) : 

"'lhus says Paikku, whatever from the midst of D!f daughter c:ores rut, 

"11ether son or daughter, the houses are theirs ••• " In this way the 

daughter beoones alnost a "oorxiuit" to pass on the property; she 

enables her father to continue his line with - hopefully - a mle 

in a subsequent generation. '!bus the inheriting daughter serves as 

a channel for transmitting the inheritance in a direct line to a 

descemant of the head of the house (i.e. from father to daughter 

to inheriting gramsons).160 

'lbere are biblical exanples of a similar process also. In II 

Samuel 21 : 8 sons of b«> of Saul' s daughters are oounted as Saul• s 
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issle. We learn in Ezra 2:61 (which is :identical to Nehemiah 7:63): 

"Of the s:>ns of the priests, the s:ms of Habai.ah, the. oons of 

aakhoz, the s:ms of Barzillai who had mani.Erl a daughter of 

Barzi.llai and had taken his name ••• " 

Another approach is to crlopt the oon-in-Ja w as s:>n. Sheshan 

does this in I Chronicles 2:34-35. By doing this it keep:; property 

from p:issi.ng ultimately from the mother's line to the fathers 

lineage.161 So even when a man lacks male heirs, it is p:ssihle 

for his line to be cx:mtinuai through his daughters. 

But we see al&> that the {X'esence of s:>ns .in the family does 

not n~ el:imIDate the rights of daughters to .inherit 

{reperty :in Near Eastern Jaw. We have several texts which grant 

inheritance to daughters along with s:>ns. Paradise C-37 (JEN V 444) 

apJX>rtions s:>me tirings to the s:>n am other things to the daughtets. 

In Parailise C-47 CHSS XIX 21) daughter:s receive specific p:operty as 

a kitru gift. 
162 

An crlopt.erl son is rnan:ia:l 1D the crlopter's 

daughter and the two become j:li.nt hell's in Paradise C-7 (HSS XIX 

51). However, they are not necessarily equal heirs. If there is no 

natural s:>n, the aiopte:i son will be drl.ef heir. In Paradise C-13 

(BSS XIX 1) a daughter is the p::incipal heir aOO. shares equally 

with two aioptai aOO. one natmal son. Finally, an crlopt:aj s:>n am 

his daughter receive equal JX>rti.ons of the aiopti.ve father's estate 

accotding to Speiser Text 7 CHSS v 65). In cdditi.on, another 

irdi.vidual. was crloptal as "secorxl son.• 

Daughters inheriting together with sons is not limiterl 1D the 
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Ancient Near East rut also occurs in the Bible. The most prominent 

example is that of Job's daughters. Job 42:15 states: "Their 

father gave them estates together with their brothers.11163 In a 

oommentary on that verse we :read: "The law in Num. xxvii. 1-11 

allowerl daughters to inherit only when there was no ron. Job went 

beyond the ancient law •••• 11164 On the s..irface that seems to be 

true rut perhaps this is an occasion when things are not what they 

!:Eem. First of all, as we siggesterl above, perha:p; daughters cnu.ld 

a1so inherit .in Israel even when there were rons, a ablation for 

which we have a s..irfei.t of e\tidence in the Near Eastern t.exts. 

Another p::ssihrn:ty is "that 'rons' (Bab. maw> and 'brothers' (Bab. 

~ti~> are general terms importing persons of ooth ~es. If that 

were &;), daughters wouJd clearly have a right to inherit with 

s::ms.
11165 

Driver and Miles make this oomment about the Babylonian 

accounts rut it is equally plausible for biblical dictates also. 

The only way Hebrew has to state children, i.e. both rons and 

daughters, is with the :masculine word l.J~ ; in Chapter One alx>ve 

we saw that /'.J~ .incl.OOes rons arrl daughters in the genealogies. 

The same meaning holds true for / hlC which can be brothers or 

brothers-and-sisters. Thus when the Bible speaks of ~'...I ,J 

inheriting from their fathem, there is a i;nssihiljty that this 

incluies daughters as well. In the case of the Levirate we know 

that, accotding to the rabbis, a daughter s.rffi.ces to fulfil the 

sti.Plllation 1 [ - \\re t A I • Might this even be the &tuati.on 

has Pt:'Ompterl the oomment in the midrash "rons ••• and not 

which 
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'!be fact that Job's action of incluiing his daughters with his 

sons in the inheritance is accepterl without any a::mnent which 

atterrpts to "explain it away" sugggests that Job did not violate any 

in junction • '!be aooience of Job seems to have urrlerst:ocrl it as it 

stands and see it as of one piece with the other biblical literature 

of which it is p:trt. '!he first evidence TNe have of Job's having 

crosse:i the bourx:ls of the permissible cores in '!he Testament of Joo 

\rbich tries to haI."IlOnize the rook of Job and the law as it cane to 

be urrlerstoOO. from Nunbers 27 :8 Ctbat only sons inherit) •167 

'Ibis incident in Job is not the only indication in the Bible of 

'IOien inheriting when they have brothers. What else oould Rachel 

and Leah maan when they ask, "Have we still a share in the 

inheritance of our father's house?" in Genesis 31:14? Does this 

explain Adtsah's oonversation with her father caleb in Joshua 

15:18-19? 

When she cane [to him], she induce:i him to ask 
her father for some property. She disnnunte:i 
frcm her donkey, and caleb askErl her, "What is 
the netter?" She replie:i: "Give ire a present; 
for you have given ne away as Nec.Jeb-1.arrl; so 
give roo springs of \tater." Arrl he gave her 
Upper arrl Lower Qllloth. 

'lbe practice in Ashk:enazi a:mnunities in p:>st-Talnu3ic times is 

to give the daughter one-half of a son's share, ')?~ "3n ;(,e_ •168 

'!bat IIBY have been an innovation or nay reflect a situation which 

was already occurring. We see that in the Islamic law of 

inheritance the practice is also to give the \1DDail half of the share 
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. parable . . 169 of a man m a oom p:>SJ.tion. 

The .inheritance rights of women vary; they minimally get a 

dowry rut on other occasions receive ooditional inheritance shares 

like their brothers. It does belie the evklence to deny that women 

in general had inheritance rights. 

7. DISCRETION WHICH A FATHER HAS TO DESI:GNATE THE "F.IRSTBO RN" 

A seventh cause of "dislocation" of prirnogeni'b.lre stems from 

the discretion which is acco.trled the father in designation of the 

heir. As we shall see, this discretion may be "abs::ililte" or 

"j.Jstified" deperrling upon the circumst.ances of the individual 

situation; it .is a i;art of the patria i;x:>testas to exercise this 

.right. We saw above in oor discus:;ion of Druteronomy 21:15-17 that 

the p.irpose of this passage is to nrluce the father's authority in 

precise.1.y this realm. 

In the Ancient Narr East it appears that the father's right to 

designate the level of "hei.rship" of an individual s:m is total and 

un1i.mited. We find the father making these designations among 

natw::al as well as oooptai s:.ms. A number of texts mow the father 

either designating or confirming the designation of the individual 

son who has attainai the stab.ls of "eldest SJn."170 Sometimes, 

:tather than indicating which individual will be the "eldest s:>n," 

the father only signifies which wife's child will have th.is 
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status .171 Since one text speaks of 'What will happen if the nan 

crlopts a son as the "older son," we infer that this can be 

done.172 Another text stip.ilates that a v.oran nay not designate 

another son to be joint heir with two others •173 

In transacting an crloption it is nornal for the father to 

indicate where the adopta:l individual will rank in the inheritance. 

Usually an adopta:l son faces a proviso that he will be displaca:l as 

eldest son if a natural son is born Slbsequently •17 4 On a few 

occasions the adopte:i sons will be treate1 as equals of any nablral 

sons who rray be bom.175 One tablet which describes the 

settlement of the father's estate states that a son of his who has 

received property from the testator's brother will IDT becooe a 

. . t h . . 176 m... 1 . th )01n e1r with the other brothers. .i.ue nonna oourse in e 

Ancient Near Fast seems to be that of the father's unquestioned role 

in designating a cnild's inheritance rank. 

a. SUCCE.SSION OF '1HE KINGSHIP 

'!he succession of the kingship in Israel seerns to belong, at 

least to a large degree, to the king. It seems likely that if no 

CXJmpelling reason exists to the contrary, the oldest son does follow 

his father on the throne. But a variety of factors can change that 

situation. A king, like any other father, rray select the son of 

his choice. Or, when there is nore than one wife, a favourerl dlild 

anong the wives or ooncubines nay be selected. Saretimes Gal's 



dloice :is the influential factor. 

The pres.i mption of the kingship going to the firstborn as a 

general ruJe may be impli.Erl in the description of Il Chronicles 
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21:3: "Their father gave them many gifts ••• but he gave the kingdom 

to Jehoram because he was the firstborn." Yet, while on the one 

hand this verse links aicces;i.on to the throne with the state of 

being born first, it am may .indicate that this .in itself is not 

enough wt app:lintment to the kingship :is requirai in 00.dition. 

The evidence differs .in I Kings 1:20 where Bathsheba tells 

Dav.id: "Arxl S::> the eyes of all Israel are Ufx::>n you, O lo.rd king, to 

tell them who S'lall aicceed my lord king on the throne." This verse 

Siggests that the king's p:>wer to decide is abs:ilute and 

authoritative, unrestricta:i . and unchallengerl, without the neerl for 

any basis. Irrleerl, we aiggest that these two extremens set the 

:range for the !:Xiictice. If the firstborn is 91itahle, he Jikely 

will. sicceerl his father as king. Yet, the king may, for no reason 

or his own reas:>ns, select any heir. Connect.Erl tD any of these 

options am .is the µ;e=;jhUH:y of Gcrl's (ost:ensible) role in the 

selection, as the ultimate choice may be attriblted tn Gerl. In 

crldition, s:>metimes the people enthrone the king. 

Two examples of the people's involvement in the selection of 

the next king can be foum in Jehoahaz CII Kings 23:30 = n 

Chronicles 36:1) arx1 Ahaziah CII Chronicles 22:1). Interestingly, 

.it states: "The inhabitants of Jerusalem made Ahaziah, his youngest 

s:>n, king in his stead, because all the alder ones had been kill.Erl 
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by the troop:> that penetratal the camp with the Arabs." Although 

the people choose Ahaziah, they do ro fallowing the ru.le-af-thumb 

that the eldest {or here, the eldest sn:viving) s:>n fallows his 

father as king. Jehoahaz, on the other hand, is younger than his 

brother Jehaiakim.
177 

A father's choice of his sicces::>r can beoorne more oornplicatai 

when he has more than one wife. A favourai wife or cx:maibine' s 

.influence may catapilt her ron ahead of others normally "in line" to 

rule. David's selection of Salomon arises from his promise to 

Bathsheba, a promise which he has to make goal when Adonij:lh 

attempts premab.lrely to seize the crown. David is appraisal of the 

situation by Bathsheba with a not~tle reminder: "My lom, you 

yourself swore to your maidset"Vant by the Lord: 'Your s:>n Solomon 

S1all sicceai me as king, and he shall sit upon my throne'" a Kings 

1:17). Dav.id agrees to keep his woid and responds to her ([ Kings 

1:30): "The oath I swore to you by the Lo:rtl, the Gai of Israel, 

that your son Salomon SiouJd sicceErl me as king and that he wouJd 

si.t U{X>n my throne in my stead, I will fulfill this very day." 

Sa1omon becomes king even though he is one of David's younger 

drlldren.178 

Rehoboam's choice of Abij:lh as his Slcce:B>r arises from his 

love af Maacah more than all his other wives. We learn inn 

Chronicles 11:18-22 <rut not in the account in I Kings 14:31-15:2): 

"Rehoboam loved Maacah ••• more than his other wives and ooncubines_. 

Reboboam desi.gnate:i Abij:lh ron of Maacah as chief C Q.,, . ., F ) a.00. .,. 
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leader am:mg his brothers C \ '')'.~ ~ :; '~; f > , for he inter.rlai him to 

be his successor. " We note in the \\Oros which the Bible uses to 

express this elevation the same terminology which we saw in the 

elevation of a younger son to the familial leadership norrrally held 

by the firstborn; it states that Abijah is "dlief" and "leader anong 

his brothers." rihis is not likely tD be a serendipitous dloice of 

words rut rather the expression of a very subtle urrlerlying nessage 

that Abijah's rise to PJWer was not the nornal pattern. 

Lying saoowhere between the right of the king to select his 

heir and that of the people to do so is the episcrle in II Kings 10:3 

where Jehu dlallenges the rulers to appoint the best of the princes 

as their king. Obviously here the criterion is his being "best." 

Ge.d's role in sare of the dloices is used to explain why 

certain individuals beccm3 king. Before Jehu has establishai his 

authority militarily, he is told (II Kings 9:6): "'!bus said the 

Ioid, the Gerl of Israel: I anoint yoo king over the people of the 

I.om, over Israel." 

We have seen already that Solaron's case has been strengthenai 

by David' s promise to the boy' s nether Bathsheba. Solaron' s 

legitimacy as king is presente:i as being "by the grace of Gcd," not 

only by his SUR;Orters rut also by his opponents. .Monijah, the 

disappointai "legitimate" successor of David, tells Bathsheba CI 

Kings 2:15): "You know that the kingship was rightly mine and that 

all Israel want.Erl me to reign. But the kingship passai on to ~ 

brother; it cane to him by the will of the IDni." 'lllat is exactly 
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the approach that David takes, i.e. that Gal has dlosen first of all 

David to rule and then Solonon to succea:l him. Before his officers 

arrl other p:!Ople of \\Urth , David announces: 

The Lord Gerl of Israel dlose ne of all lTf 
father's house to be king over Israel forever. 
For he chose Jtrlah to be ruler, and of the 
family of Jtrlah, nw father's house; and of l'l¥ 
father's sons, HI?g>referrai to nake ne king 
over all Israel; and of all nw sons ••• He 
chose my son Solom:>n to sit on the throne of 
the kingdom of the k>rd over Israel. He said 
to rce, "It will be your son Solonnn ••• for I 
have dlosen him to be a son to Me, and I will 
be a father to him. I will establish his 
kingdom forever ••• " CI Chronicles 28:4-8) 

David reiterates CI Chronicles 29 :1): "Q::d has dlosen nw son 

Solonon alone, an untriai lad ••• " By showing the "divine right" to 

rule a father, oould help substantiate and justify his personal 

choice for a successor. 

b. IN ISRAEL: '!HE "LFAST" OF ALL 

'!he Bible provides nunerous illustrations of fathers using this 

free::tan to select their heir, a frea:lom which seens to have existai 

regularly in the "gocxl old days" before Dw.teronamy 21:15-17 raisErl 

its ugly head. 'lllis expression of choice, the pJWer of a father to 

i:ass over the child ~o seemingly stands next in line, is taken for 

9rantea in the Near Fast and by the kings of Israel. So, too, does 

it seem natural for the patriarchs. 

As a natter of fact, in Israel the rcost unlikely sequence of 



events transpires, for, in every generation, there seems to be a 

reversal of the expectai norm. Even the ultimate selection of 

:isr:ael, the "least" of the nations, stands out against the expect.erl 

p:tttem. Gerl Hi.rnse1f is ui;:setting the "norm"; this up:;etting has 

divine s:mcti.on. After all, it is on Sinai, the lowest of the 

mountains, where Gcd decides to give Torah.180 Gal gives clear 

notice that the biggest, the most IXJWerful., is not necessarily the 

best! 
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Abraham's clan :resp:>rrls by following this p:ittem. The son who 

becomes the p:tter familias is the son most s1ita:l to cany on 

the line with its atterrlant responsibility for transmitting the 

clan's unique religious belief - even when this res1lts in 

bypassing the firstborn. It is within the relam of the father to 

speak the fate of his son and Gcd goes along in this bleSCiing.181 

So Abraham's heir is Sarah's son and not I.shmael {Genesis 17:19-21), 

Jacob rather than Esau gains ascendancy (Genesis 25:23-34, 27:1-33>, 

Jaoob Places E.[irrai.m before Man~ (Genesis 48:13-20), Reuben's 

demise .is indicated by Jcsefil's ard Juiah's rise (Genesis 49:3-4; 

cf. I Chronicles 5:1-2). What is important is the .individual 

.involved. 

Whereas the BibJe gives recognition to the alder through the 

USe Of words like firstborn and birthright, the message of the 

"sto:cy line" often a:mtradicts that. It is not uncommon for a 

Younger son to eclip.;e an elder s:ln and, when this happens, it 

OCans withou apalogy ar oomment rut simpfy as "fact." 
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Gideon's reaction to being chargai with leaiership is one of 

surprise. At first he worrlers how the IDnl can be with them given 

what has occurred. When the reply is that Gideon should deliver 

Israel from the Midiani tes, Gideon resp::>rrls : " ' Please, my lorn, how 

can I deliver Israel? Why, my clan is the hwrblest in Manasseh, and 

I am the youngest in my father's household.' The I.om replied, 'I 

will be with you ••• ' " Gideon here acknowla:1ges his standing; nonnal 

expectations have suggested that he is not the one \\ho will becate 

leader. 'Ibis is so inconsequential a disability that the I.om' s 

d ~..::I- ' t 182 answer oes not even cuur. ess l. • 

Abimelech, in his ploy to attain p:>Wer in Sheehan, hires sare 

"thugs" to kill his brothers • Of the seventy, only one survives. 

183 
Arxl who is he? Jotham, the youngest. 

Saul's response to learning that he is to be mde king is: 

"But I am only a Benjaminite, from the snallest of the tribes of 

Israel, and my clan is the least of all the clans of the tribe of 

Ben • . . 0 184 Alth gh · th• )amin ! Why do you say such things to rce? ou in is 

instance Saul refers to his familial status and not his personal 

p:>sition, he draws attention to what would be expecte:i. Obviously, 

it is no inp:rliment; Samuel does not even answer Saul. 

In these instances just cite:i \E acknowledge that the rotif of 

Younger nay be a literary elem:!nt, a way of allfXlasizing 

humi.lity.185 Even if this is the case, symbolic language nust fit 

the range of acceptability or the p:>int will be missai. 'Iherefore, 

the rabbis of ten question the text about the use of nyoungern for 
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they recognize that the presurcpti ve praninent individual is the 

elder. If sorreone else comes to the fore, there is a reason. It is 

this notivation which the midrash seeks to unoover. When they 

recognize that Japheth is older than Shem, it proopts a digression 

up:>n younger. Using the idea that Jaktan ( \ G i' 1 
- which they 

construe as "minimising [ f G ~ 1'1 I the importance of his affairs• > is 

rewardErl for that, they ronclt.rle that even a greater reward results 

from a great nan' s minimising his importance. '!bat is how the 

midraSh interprets Efilraim I 5 being the younger i the \<tUrd n l"'I ]' 3 ';) 

neans that he minimised ( "'\'1f :3 N ) his importance. 'V11hat did he 

thereby ffirn? He attainei the birthright. 11186 The same example 

in reverse (E{ilraim, then Jd<:tan) is repeaterl to help urrlerstarxl the 

.inplications of Jacob's act in Genesis 48.187 In effect these 

midrashim raise the status of being younger fran a liability to that 

Of Iterit! 

In addition, the Bible tells stories of hunans; they are "real 

~ple" and, ronsequently, have their foibles. Any younger child 

<and a large share of the Bible's "aooience" fits this category) 

has, at least on sane occasions, seen his older brother or sister 

being sextething of a nuisance or bully. We find a hint of that in 

Eliab' s treatment of David in I Samuel 17 : 28 : "When Eliab, his 

oldest brother, heard him speaking to the nen, Eliab becane angry 

Wi. th David and said, 'Why did you cx:ne down here, and with whan did 

You leave those few sheep in the wilderness? I know your inpldence 

~Your impertinence ••• '" How these people nust have cheered to 
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see that the younger does "have his day"! 

c. CAIN AND ABEL 

With the story of Adam's s:ms Cain and Abel we are, s::> to 

speak, "off arrl running" on a recurrent theme within Genesis, the 

ascendancy of the younger drild. Without explanation the text 

announces that Abel's offering is acceptable and Cain's not. Much 

ink has been spillerl in specu]ation of why this .is ro, but the 

answer to that question can never be sire. What .is of interest .is 

how this is interpret.Erl. Ramban brings to bear the fact that Cain 

is the fll:stbom: "In my opinion the verse means: 'If you will mend 

your ways you will have your rightful. superiority over your brother 

&nee you are the firstbom.111188 In other wotds, all tlrlngs 

being equal, Cain already has an extra "e:lge" since he .is the 

firstborn. The implication of that .is that Cain must have done 

s:>mething tenible to cause Abel to gain preference instead! Our 

first reaction is that this refers to the nature of the offering; 

lhn Ezr:a, taking this tack, notes that Cain's offering seems not to 

be of p:::ime fruit 3.nce firstfrui.ts is mentionErl only in oonnection 

to Abel's offering.189 Philo notes two charges against Cain, 

first that he made his offering not at once rut "in the course of 

time," and, secooo, like 1h1 Ezra, that he offenrl from the fruits 

and not from the "fu:stfruit:s."190 But it is Cain's dlaracter 

which ultimately becomes the determining factor for the 
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interpreters. Targum Pseudo-Jonathan depicts Cain's character by 

filling in the oonversation between Cain and Abel which the Bible 

Jacks. Cain does not ffiow reverence for Gerl rot says, "There is no 

j.Jstice and there is no j.rlge" ( lb lr , ,~ ) 191 SUcb 
.) /\ I I '"' ..It I ... . < < 1' - •• , ,, ,. 

a penDn is not likely to be the one chosen. Philo, too, notes 

differences in the charact.er:s of the two brothers, describing Abel 

as a ''lover of Gerl'' but Cain as a ''lover of self" for Cain's 

offering oomes "after SJme days," not immeiiately, is "from the 

offerings" but not of the fi.rstfruits, and is a "saccifi.ce" (meaning 

to Philo that he retains p:irt) rather than a "gift" (in which case 

he would have given all of it>.192 Cain's character also .9.lffers 

derision by the rabbis in a way that has even less basis in the 

text. Cain is pi.cb.rrerl as greaiy; here, the unstatal oonveraation 

af the Bible is "Come and let us div:ide the world [between us]." 

When that is done Cain devises a plan to cbtain Abel's share a1so 

until, at last, he kills his brother. G:rea:l .is what motivates Cain 

here.
194 

From the Bible we know onfy that Gerl preferral the 

younger; the oommentaries attempt to provide us with an acceptable 

~cation for Gerl 's prej.ilice. 

d • .SHEM 

Shem is the next outstanding example of a younger s::>n who 

OUtsh:ines his alder brother. We saw alx>ve that the rabbis elaborate 

a series of reas:>ns for the fact that the names of Noah's sons are 
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given .in the order "Shem, Ham, and JaIXieth." They inform us that 

Shem is more righteous than his brothers, was born circumcisErl, he 

.is Abraham's ancestor, he was a priest, the Temple is b..tilt in his 

territory, and the numerical value of his name Ci.e. 340) .is the 

number of years after the flocrl that the Lord sispe.r.rled pmishment 

from people. In other words, Shem's promotion is a res.ill: of his 

merit as a person and his "yichus" as Abraham's ancestor. 

e. ISAAC 

Even Abraham, as we S&W in Chapter One,. is questi.ona:i in terms 

of his firstborn status. However, when the Bible treats his s:m 

Isaac, there is no question that Isaac is not the firstborn SJn. 

Much of the biblical account of Abraham concerns his fruitl.es; 

efforts to oonceive a s:m by Sarah. In desp:tlr Abraham resigns 

himself to the fact that his slave Eliezer will become his heir rut 

Gcxl reassrres him that his heir shall. be from his own S*rl.196 

Sarah's frustration results in her giving Hagar to Abraham S:> tilat 

S'ie may have a s:>n through her maid.197 But this SJ!ution is not 

the best one, cert.ainl¥ not for Sarah and not even for Gcxl. Gcxl 

J;Jromises Abraham that he will have a S)n by Sarah and that it is 

With this s:m (to· be named Tsaac) that Gcxl will maintain the 

CX>nvenant.
198 

In fact, Gcrl's command to Abraham treats Tuhmael as 

if he does not exist &nee Gcd calls Isaac Abraham's "onfy 

son .. 199 - . 
• The Bible pits the p;eferential treatment not ihto 
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Abraham's hands rut Gerl' s. 'Ihe midrash elaborates that attitude; in 

its interpretation of Genesis 25:5 ("Abraham willai all that he 

owne.i to Isaac") the midrash depicts Abraham as "begging the 

question" and ref raining fran blessing any of his children. It 

ooncluies with the a:mnent: "After the death of Abraham, Gerl 

blessai his son Isaac" (Genesis 25 :1). 200 According to the Bible, 

Gerl not only blesses Isaac rut also rorrlones Sarah's hostility 

toward Ishnael 
201 

and Gerl Himself ·tells Abraham to acca:le to 

Sarah's demand to expel Ishnael. 202 

We T/K>Uld like to suggest that Gcx1 has even given Abraham the 

authority to do this on his own, if he were to choose to do so. In 

Ge'lesis 12: 2 the :Wm tells Abraham, "you shall be a blessing." 

Rashi interprets this to rrean that Gcd tells Abraham: "Be the 

!9Urce of blessing." Rashi exp:>unds this with the explanation, 

"Arn You will bless \ilOitEver you wish. n 203 In other lNOrds, 

Abraham has Gcd's permission to select the child 'Wilcm he will bless. 

Abraham, however, has gocrl ground on which to base his 

sel.ection. Ishn'B.el is depictErl as "a wild ass of a nan;/ His hand 

again t . him .,204 s everyone,/ Arrl everyone' s hand against • • • 

Abraham would be justifiErl in passing over Ishnael. Despite this, 

/\braham does not ignore Ishma.el or his other sons, even though he 

has the penru_ssion to do so . We learn that Abraham gave his other 

children gifts205 and Gal has already guaranteed Ishrrael's 

illheri tance in the premise to Abraham, "I will nake a nation of him, 

too, for he is your sea:l."206 'lhus, Isaac's elevation does not 
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eome at the expense of Abraham's other children. 

A cronilng to the Bible and the midrash Isaac'·s merit is that 

Gerl has dlosen him to be Abraham's heir. Abraham is, if anything, 

reluctant to S'low preference to !&lac. Gcrl's will prevails and it 

:is I.s3.ac who attains the birthright. 

f. JACOB 

Jacob's competition for authority with his brother Esau begins 

even before birth, in the womb. Rebekah finally conceives and then 

"the children strugglerl in her womb ••• "207 What was the struggle? 

Later Scripture states by way of explanation: ''In the womb he 

[Jacob] tri.Erl to 9.lpplant his brother.11208 The rabbis attempt to 

explain what the nature of these struggles were. Several 

suggestions resllt: they ran to slay one another, they annullai 

each others Jaws, and Esau was antagonistic to Jacob even from this 

ti 209 me. Rebekah, too, seeks an explanation; the Lord answers in 

an oracle that two nations will emerge a.00 that they will vie for 

?:lwer. This struggle will res.ill:. in the younger's 

.PrErlominance. 210 

It wouJd seem rearonable that, knowing which dilld will 

lili::i.matecy gain pre-eminence, this d1i1d would be the first one 

bom. However, the oracle specifically states, "the o1der S1a11. 

serve the younger." That .is p::ssihle rut not the expectal, 

~for the rabbis whose world is rule:l by the dictate of 
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061teronomy 21:15-17 which denies approval for a . father's capricious 

elevation of a dilld. So the rabbis b:y to find an explanation for 

this "tum" of events. One tale they weave is that of Jacob am 

Es:tu being t:os:ai up and down in the womb like waves of an ocean; 

each kept asserting that he would be first to .emerge. FinaJly, Esau 

claims that if Ja.cob does not i;:ermit Esau to be oom first, he will 

kill ms mother and emerge through the wall of the stomach. Jacob 

acquiesces at this {Xlint to sa.ve their . mother. 211 

Rashi's acount of Jaeob's 11up:;etti.ng" the OI.tler preserves a 

very different version. He oompares the situation of the twins in 

the womb to that of two stones in a nai:mw-necke:i bottle. When one 

goes to dump the stones out, the last stone in will be the fi.r:st 

stone oot. Thus Esau emerges from the womb before Jaoob who was 

4=:~ • fo . . htful firstba 212 
.LU.::>"L m rmation and, cxmsequently, the ng m. 

The conflict continues, first as children when they battle over 

the birth.right and then as adolescents when the time comes for Isaac 

to ble$ his heir. 213 Since we treate1 these episcrles at length 

above, we S'lall not deal with them here. We note that in the 

account of Genesis 27 Jacob uses the title fi.rStbom for himself. 

This term is not appropriate· as we disaJssaj e:u:lier; that is, Ii :> ~ 

jg USed of the cfu:ona1ogical firstborn rather than the one who 

asnmes the prerogatives of the firstborn. The rabbis feel, as we 

do, a:>mewhat uncomfortable with this use of the term by Jacob. They 

notice that in Genesis 27:19 Jacob's watd firstborn like .Esau's in 

Genesis 27:32 .iS speTu:rl 1:>~ ; this .inspires their oomment: "The 
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word is 10" since he already has &)ld the birthright. Neither 

about Jacob nor about Esau is it statai 11.:>~ c ic~N)."214 In 

their minds each one at this {X>int is a "quasi-firstOOrn. ,.215 

Perhaps a oorrrnent about Isaac's violent reaction216 to what he has 

done is germane to this same idea of "firstbornship" being in 

transition. '!'he midrash notes that it is very difficult for the 

Holy One to upset the dlain of genealogy. '!his is Yk'ry, according to 

this account, that it is Esau and not Jacob whom Isaac swmons to 

receive the blessing.
217 

Other accounts explain Jacob's gaining of the firstborn's 

perquisites because of his proper noti vation. '!he targum to the 

verse dianges Jacob's action fran that of guile to wisdant
218 

In 

a:ldition, the midrash reminds us that the firstborn perform:rl 

sacrifices before the wilding of the Tenple. Acrordingly, Jacob is 

appallerl that his wickai brother will be doing that. It is for this 

reason that Jacob strives to d::>tain the birthright. 
219 

'!hat is to say, rather than focusing on what Jacob has done to 

"upset" the order, the rabbis instead tum their attention to the 

"rightness" of his action. 'Ibis appropriateness is naintainai from 

several aspects. on.e approach is to show that Esau's basic nature 

is wicked. Esau is accuse:l of sinning not jllst against his father 

but . . ~ . t hi th 220 against his fathers: he also sinnt:1.1 agains s no er. 

'lhe rabbis aid that it was Esau' s evil dee:ls W'lich causal him to 

forfeit his birthright. 221 In fact, on the day of Abraham's death 

Esau is accused of a:mnitting five sins; on that day he s.I~SErlly 
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dishonoural a maiden, murdered, denied Gerl, denied the resurrection 

of. the dead, and sr;urned the birthright!222 Philo's disoourse on 

virtue uses Esau as an example of an individual unfit to inherit the 

µitrlmony. Esau, Philo oonterrls, is disobedient, indulgent, and 

wilful, bringing sich reproaches on himself that he serves as a 

p:ltent p:oof that for an individual unworthy of nobility, nobility 

has no value. 
223 

Besides, the midrash informs us that Jacob and Esau divide the 

world between themselves while still in the womb. Since Esau denies 

the res.u:rection of the dead, he 9:tlects this world as his p:>rti.on 

hile 234 h di . . p1a w Jacob dlooses the world to oome. sue a Vl.Sl.On ces 

the birthright within Jacob's share. In cr:idition, the distinction 

between the characters of these twins .is apparent while they are yet 

unborn. A midrash tells us that the struggling which the Bible 

notes refers to the fact that, when Rebekah stocxi near schools or 

&ynagogues, Jacob struggle:l to emerge whereas Esau attempted to a:>me 

out when 9le p=issed Xialatrous temples. 235 

Still other midrashi.m speak specifically of Jacob's merit arrl 

the "rightness" of his receiving the hles;ing in place of his 

brother Esau. According to the rabbis, Esau .is delayed in the hunt 

so that Jacob can :receive the bles:;ings. Arrl, although Is:lac feels 

some misgivings about what he has done, he s::x:m .realizes that he has 

act:Erl cx:>trectly and acknowledges this by stating, "Rightly did I 

ble$ him" to which Scci.pt:w:e cdds, "and he shall be blessai."226 

The i:abbis do not leave it at ttlat level rut go on to lam 
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Jacob. They call Jacob the "dlosen one" of the Patri.arcbs227 and 

claim that Abraham is creat.Erl and preserved only for Jacob's 

sake.228 
Not only Abraham rut heaven and earth as well are 

cr:eate:i only for the sake of Jacob.229 Elsewhere, an the 

s.icces;es of !&a.el in this world as well as the Torah which Israel 

performs are atbibutai tD Jacob's merit. 230 

Even without any of the foregoing, Jacob .is the one destinErl to 

be the oontinuati.on of Abraham's line because of di.vine choice. The 

oracle of Genesis 25 :22-23 clenrly announces before the birth of the 

boys that the younger will be "number one." In case we find that 

statement ambiguous, Gerl proclaims: "Es:iu .is Jacob's brother; yet I 

have acceptai Jacob and have rej:!ctai Esau.231 The rabbis 

oontinue the theme of Jacob's di.vine selection which the Bible has 

begun. Gerl announces that Israel is His fi.r:stbom. 
232 

The Holy 

One gives His approval to Jacob's desire for the birthright 

according to the midrashic exµlSition of the verse in Jc:b, "He 

withdraweth not His eyes from the righteous."
233 

In fact, the 

.rabms .r;cint out that it was Gerl who prompted Isaac to bless 

Jacob.2~4 Arrl oo it wouJd seem that when everything is evaluat:al, 

all the other jlstifications for Jacob's ~g of his brother 

Esau represent the worlci.ng out of the di.vine select:ion of Jacob! 

g. JOSEPH 

Joseph jg his father's favourite a:> it oomes as no s.irprise 
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that ultimately he attains one af the ?eces of the birtlu:i.ght, i.e. 

. . . 'ty 235 In fa the religious J:DOD: • ct, clues that this will. happen 

occur s::attererl throughout the narrative in the latter third of the 

Boak of Genesis. Scripture gives a detailerl account af the atder 

and circumstances of birth af each of Jacob's sons and there is no 

doubt that Jcseph is the eleventh s:>n {twelfth child) bom to 

Jacob.
236 

When the text gives the line ( .Jt'\c1f1-l > of Jacob, 

however, it is quite noticeable that one and only one drild -

Joseph - is mentioned. Nee:'.ileg; to say, that statement is 

indicative of Jaoob's imputed "attittrle" rut does not accurately 

reflect the oomposi.tion of the family. Because of this, Rashi feels 

compelled. to oom ment on this unUSJal statement. After giving the 

literal interpretation of the verse, Rashi turns to the m:idrash 

which, he explains, reganis all of Jaoob's sons as seoondazy tD 

JcseiiJ for several reas:ms. First, it is on1¥ for Joseph's mot.her 

Rachel that Jacob works for Laban.238 AJso, Josefh's face 

tesembles Jacob's. 239 In a:idition, what happened to Jacob 

happena:l tn Jo;eph. 240 

Two more clues tn Jacob's p:utiality fallow in the next: verse: 

"Now ~el loved Joseph best of all his sons, for he was the child 

Of his . .i....-.:1 ~~ ... .: n241 ald age; and he had made him an Oinamenu:u. u..uu.c. 

Jacob's i:reference for Josefh is made plain and evment although the 

~n why does not seem entirely p]ansihle; Benjunin is, after all, 

even more a child of Jacob's old age. The targum gives a different 

l:eas:>n, :instead of making Josetil a SJn of Jaoob's old age, Josefil is 



. tifi'.......::I bein " . ,.242 ha id.en t1..1. as g WJ.Se. W tever the reason, Jacob's 

favouritism is reasserte:i by the special gift given to Joseph, the 

ornament.Erl tunic. First of all, this elegant present reminds us of 

one of the ways a firstborn oould be "oompensata::i," i.e. with a . 

_{referential gift. Am, while the precise nature of this coat is 

not known, it .is obviousfy IDmething out Of the Oidinary. So tlrls 

gift .is rut one more signal J;X:linting to the eventual select::i.on of 

Jcseph to fulfill part of the role normally allotte:i to the 

fustbom. 
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In the hlessi ng with which Jacob hles;es each s:>n in Genesis 49 

oo]¥ one blessing is entirely p::>si.:ti.ve :in tone, the one given to 

Joseph.243 That fits what beoorne explicit in 1 Chronicles 5:1-2 

where the birthright P3S3eS to Ja;eph from Ra.lben. Since fr is only 

in I Chronicles 5:1-2 .in which it is made explicit that the 

birthright is stripped from Ra.lben and div.idal between Ja:eph and 

Ju:lah, we ask a valid questibn af tile text ff we. question the 

Veracity of this account. Supi:ort for the Chronicles reading cx:>Il\es 

in strong form .ID all. three targu.mim to Genesis 49:3-4 where 

specific I&erence .is made to the three extra .r;:ortions which Reuben 

Stould have .received because of his birth - the birthright, the high 

p:iesthcxrl, and kingship. tnste.ad, Reuben's actions with Jacob's 

wife causes these privileges to be given respectively to Joseph, 

Levi, and Jooah. 244 

The extra p:>rtion af tile birthright which Jcseph :receives in 

place af Reuben may be what is described .in Genesis 48:22 where 
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Jacob announces: "Arrl now, I give you one p:>rtion more than your 

brothers ••• "245 We read this verse in much the same way as Ramban, 

taking /'~ ~ to be an extra p:>rtion. Since this verse fallows the 

&Dey of Jacob's elevation of lx>th Joseph's S)ns to the stab.ls of 

Jacob's own s:ms <which, as we siggeste:i above, serves as a Slbtle 

way to "p:omote" Joseph into ,EX)SSPSSion of a double p:>rtion), we 

wouJd read this verse as a "simmary" to the account of Genesis 48. 

Ramban Slggests much the same thing: 

"Moreover I have given to thee one p:>rtion 
above thy brethren." After he had blesc;ed 
Joseph's drildren and made them two tribes, he 
returned to Josei;:h and said to him: " •• .I have 
already given you the one p:>rtion in my p:>wer to 
bestow -namely, the p:>rtion of the birthright
t.o be yours above that of your brothers, ••• " 
Ali this is a oonciliation to Joseph and a 
manifestation of his Jove for him, for he 
informro him that he gave him the birthright, 
meaning that his oons will henceforth be blessEd 
by becoming two tribes... Jacob thus told him: 
~ have done for you all the gcxrl which I was 
able to do for you as long as it was in my 
p:>wer to do it." Jacob's right in the Land 
was rut one p:>rtion for he had no right to 
divest any of his s:ms of his inheritance. 
Only the birthright was his to give to whomever 
~e2~SErl, and it was to Joseph that he gave 
it. 

JoseEb's "acqulsi.tion" of the birthright is based on the fact 

that he is firstborn s:m of the wife (as indicata:i by Genesis 

37:2: •iThis, then, is the line aE Jacob. JoseEb .... ").. This must 

be the reas:m why his father favours him aoo., given the opporblni.ty 

which RE!lben cbligingly provides, grants Ja;ei;ti "title" to the 

P:-erogative which Jacob has been giving Ja;ei;ti throughout the boy's 
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life. Even though Jacob is entitlrrl to act this way the m:idrash 

goes on to show that Jasei;h is also the dlild "fit" to be the next 

.link .in the dlam of Abraham's family. One midrash on Genesis 48:22 

tells that because Jooeph buries Jacob, Jacob gives Josei;h a place 

for his buial, i.e. the tenitory of Shechem.247 In addition, 

the grourrls for Rel.ben' s "disqualification" is his sexual offence; 

this is pr-ecisely what Jooei;h avoids in refusing the a:ivances of the 

wife of Poti.phar.248 
Not onfy do Ja:;eph's dee:is entitle him to 

~ the birthri.ght249 but he receives .it. against his will 250 

even as it is diffi.culr for Gerl to sanction this switdl. in 

fX'S3PSSion of the birthright.251 Jasei;h, like his father Jacob, 

deserves the birthright because they both are 11aboohl.tel.y 

righteous."252 Although Jacob's right of discretion or the status 

of Ja=3eph's mother 9.lffi.ces to give him legitimate claim to the 

birthright, the .rabbis add evidence that Ja:;ei;h acb.lally deserves it 

as well.253 

h. MANASSEH AND EPHRAIM 

Jacob's blessing of Epmrim and Manasseh plays a dual role in 

the i;rocess of promotion of a younger child in place of the elder 

B:)n. For, as we have already seen, Jacob's oounting of these two 

B:)ns of Josei;il in the 5tme way as he oounts RE!lben and Simeon 

aureptiousI.y gives Jasei;h a double i;::ortion. This serves by fiat 

to give Jasefil the birthright. However, in the process of this act, 
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Jacob p1aces the younger E{iu:aim before Manaa;eh.254 In a great 

tw.ist of irony Jcseph, who himself has pr:ofi.tt:a:i from µitemal 

"fl=Omotion," is annoyed at Jacob's act. The jJst:ification for this 

act as stated. in the Bible and the m:idrashim is not a:> much a 

j.lstification as it is the enumeration of the ways in which E{iu:aim 

µ:ecedes or sipercErles Manasseh in Jater h:istocy.255 The rabbis 

later tzy to "jlst:i.fy" this switch and E{iu:aim, as we saw above, is 

given honour for "minimising" himself.256 This seems to be a case 

s:llel.y of fatherly -or here, grandfatherly - preference! 

i. REUBEN 

Reuben represents a {rime example of a a:>n who has every 

expectation of becoming head of the family only to have the 

p:ivileges and honour &latched from him! While there is no denying 

the fact that dmmalogically Reuben is first of all the g)ns, he 

Jases the birthright to Jose:flh, the leadership to JOO.ah, and, 

acconiing to the rabbis, the p::iesthocrl to Levi. While signs must 

have been clear to him throughout his life - after all, how cnu1d 

he not have seen Jacob's partiality first for J09eph and, when .it 

seema:l that Joseph was dead, then Benj:unin? - he must still have 

hopai that his "right" would prevail. We see him ttying to fulfill 

the role of fizst:bom when his brotheIS wish to kill Joseph. 25 7 

The Bible gives ~t notice of Reuben's downfall: " ••• Reuben went 

and Jay with Bilhah, his father's cnncubine; and Israel fown 
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t 
.,258 

OU • For that reas:m, Jacob withdraws from him the benefits 

of being first born. 
259 

There jg s:>me question as to exactly what RE!.lben has done. The 

Septuagint aJds tD Genesis 35:22: "am the thing appearai grievous 

before him." But the .rabbis prefer the C>pIX>Si.te µiliit of view. 

Their explanation jg that what Reuben has done is only move Jacob's 

oouch from Bilhah's tent t.o Leah's!260 

Because .it. jg only in I Chronicles that the Bible acb.lalfy 

enunciates Ralben's demotion, the question may be .raisa:1 whether 

this is an error. Evidence which help:; to verify ttris reading .is 

the fact that the three targumim to Genesis 49:3-4 give similar 

information.261 Here we have the details of the ''breakup" of 

p:i.mogeni.ture rights - Reuben remains .firstborn in terms of 

genealogy262 with Jacob, Jtrlah, am Levi each receiving other 

{ieces of the p:imogeniture. When oonsi.deral as a whale Reiben 

~ms to Slffer because of Jacob's special love for Radlel and, 

consequently, Jooeph. This makes Reuben's one small error the 

9l:Ourrls which Jacob neErls to div.ide the birthright as he rrefer:s. 

j. JUDAH, MOSES, DAVID, SOLOMON 

Jooeph is not the only brother who profits from Reuben's 

misfortune; Jmah, also, receives part of the honour. Jtrlah 's 

tre-em.inence is the .kingship; it is from his descemants that David 

arises.
263 

In cddition, Jooah's name gives the name by which the 
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tribeS are calla] - f'"' ·\7>' ! Jooah has eamai this distinction, 

according to the midra.sh, because he saverl Jose[il from death at his 

brother's hands. 
264 

Judah's s:ms Perez and Zerach follow tiris s:ime p:ittem of 

.....-.cf-::i. • th e1.d 265 In this . younger u~...._..gmg e _ er. _ instance no explanation 

.is given; it is simply Ga:l's decision. It does c:nntain a link of 

David (the youngest) from Perez the younger s:m of JOO.ah a younger 

s:m of Jacob the younger s:>n of Isaac. 

Moses is the youngest d1ild266 .in his family and becnmes the 

leader of the ~ple. Moses' rise to prominence .is accept.Erl as 

right, not expla.i.nal. Typical of the attitude towards his merit is 

a a:>mment in the Talmoo: "Blessai be the Merciful. One who gave a 

threefold Torah to a threefold penple through a thinlbom [Moses] on 

the thini day in the t:hi.td. month.11267 

D vid . 268 . his fa-!1. 1-.t ha a lS the youngest: m m.1.LY 1.U , as we ve seen 

above in relation to the kingship, is sel.ectai by Gerl. This is 

expres;ea not only in the historical narrative 
269 wt also 

figuratively in Psalm 89:28: ~ will app:lint him [David] 

firstborn,/ highest of the kings of the earth.n Acconling to the 

woms of ooru:olation given to the moon to appease its 9:liroW at 

being smaller than the sm;, its small statures :is its merit jlSt as 

.it. . . 270 "' ~ vid lik mber - JS for Jacob, Samuel, arrl David. .n.iLl Da , e a nu 

af other "sevenths," is stiown to be a special favourite.
271 

For 

David Gcd's selection of him makes him the unquestionai nfirstbom, 

the highest of the kings of the earthn! 
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Sa1omon's promotion stems from two areas; Solomon .is the S'.)n of 

David's favourite wife and Solomon .is chosen also by Gai. It .is 

difficu:Jt. to p.it David's children into a definite order since they 

are enu merat.00 wife by wife rut, according to the account in I 

Chronicles 3:5, it seems that Solomon .is the fourth <and youngest) 

s:>n of David's drildren by Bath-shua. Besides, we know that all the 

drlldren born in Hebron are Older than Salomon. Cert:ain]y he is not 

"in line" for s.iccealing David; Adonijih woiks ham at trying to 

strengthen his own candidacy.272 But Dav.id has sworn an oath tn 

Bathsheba that Solomon will beoome the next king and he oonfirms his 

intention to fulfill this pledge.273 ImmErliately David has Salomon 

• .&-.-.:I kin- • 27 4 anom u:u. g. 

When we read the reiteration of this incident in Chronicles, we 

find a new urxlerstanding of the "selection i;xocess." Here David 

speaks of Gcrl's choice first of Dav.id himse1f and then of Salomon. 

Solomon, David explains, has been dlosen to si.t on the throne, to 

Wild the Temple, airl "to be a S'.)n" to the Lard who will, in tum, 

be "a father" to Salomon.275 This account attempts tn mow a 

tationale for Salomon's asceOO.ancy which .is more than David's 

particular Jove for one wife! 

8. MODEL OF "DIVINE ELECTION" 

This explanation of Salomon's promotion brings us to the eighth 



cause for "dislocation" of primogeniture, namely, the mcdel of 

divine election. This mcdel itself functions on two leveJs, the 

election of Israel and the choice of specific indiv.iduals. 

Throughout biblical. history Gerl, time after time, selects the 

.indiv.idual who .is special. Israel as a whole has a1s::> been 

selected. 

We see divine interest in Noah,276 Shem,
277 

Abraham,
278 

TEa.gc,279 Jacob,280 Eprraim,281 David,282 and Sa1oIIJ.on.283 

While in s::>me instances merit has been demonstratal, Gcd's 

i;rerogati. ve does not require merit. It is Gerl' s right to choose 

whom He will. 

The other pm: of this rncxlel is that of Gcxl' s selection of 

Israel. Gcd's will, for whatever reas:n1, is to select Israel for a 

special relationship. Israel is the r.om•s "fi.rst4x:>m s::>n,11284 
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with a father-ron relationship to the Lo1rl. arx1 who receives a gocxi 

inh . 285 cd ~"1~ el be . entance. Just as G o:::cu::ct:s I.sra to special among 

His s::>ns, a father s::>metimes does that among his own sons. 

It is ev:ident that many different factors OJrnbine in ca.using 

the eleVation af a ];.Brticular s::>n to the honour and privileges 

normaJly acoorded the fu:stbom. Sometimes merit is involve:I, 

a::>metimes divine preference, while oo other occasions it is strictly 

i:artiality. F.ach situation must be evaluata:I on its own. Taken 

together, it shows that the situation expressed .in the B:ibJe 

reflects much variation and flux with no one rule governing every 

case. 
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best of all his sons ••• " 

107oriver and Miles, '!be Babylonian Ia.ws, Volune II, 
p. 61 • . 

108'Ihompson, op. cit., El'· 288-289. 

109 ,..-Ad . and . t 
\XLl , op. cit, Breneman, op. c1 . 

llOAs indicate:l above, the nature of the relationships 
is not state:l explicitly. 

111Cf. Rashi ad Genesis 16:2 and 30:3; Genesis Rabbah 
45:2 and 71:7 (Hebrew text, 71:10). 

112nriver and Miles, 'Ihe Ba.bylonian Ia.ws, Volwre II, 
p. 55. Yet ~3have an Old Assyrian, 19th century B.C.E. narriage 
a:mtract {ANET , p. 543, #4) which seems to give the wife the 
right, if she wishes, to dispose of the slavewanan whenever it 
pleases after the slavewanan has prcxiuce:l a child. 

113For texts, see the next p:rragraiil. 
Given the fact that DDst rontracts prechrle a ooncubine if 

the wife has given birth, this clause seems to crldress a situation 
as cx:mron in ancient times as it is r£M. "Adoption" nany times 
serves as a "remedy" for infertility. When that happens, a 
situation like that of Abraham, Sarah, and Hagar results. 'Ibis 
clause "'10Uld protect the wife and her offspring even \tihen they are 
younger than the roncubine's children. 
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\.or texts, seep. 109. 

115 
For texts, see the bottan of p. 109. 

168 

116rn regard to this text there is a lack of oonsensus 
in translation. Skaist translates the clause to say that he nay not 
take a ooncubine while the~ renders it that he cannot nake her a 
ooncubine or a wife of a lower rank. See Breneman, op. cit., 
W· 32-35, for a discussion of the text. 'lb.e translation of the OID 
\ttO\lld allow for his taking an crlditional wife, so long as she 
renainai the primary wife. 

117 'Ibis text nay st.ate that he cannot nake her a 
concubine. Cf. the precaiing footnote. 

llSCited by John van Seters, "'lb.e Problem of 
<llildlessness in Ne3.r F.astern Iaw and the Patriarchs of Israel," 
JBL 87 (1968), i::p. 406-407. 

119 v. below. 

120The texts are from: Speiser, op. cit .. , Gcdd, op. 
cit. , Breneman, op. cit. , and Paradise, op. cit. 

121ct. Driver and Miles, '!he Middle Assyrian laws, p. 
415, Tablet A f 46: "But if indeErl am:mg her sons (there is one) who 
has taken her (as his spouse}, he [who takes] her {as his spouse) 
[shall] surely [provide her with focrl ••• ]." Similarly, lying with a 
father's wife or ooncubine w:tS regan:le:i as an act of succession. 
Cf: Genesis 35:22, II Samuel 3:7, 12:8, 16:21, and I Kings 2:22. 

122r.e. as Hagar did for Sarah and Bilhah and Zili;ah did 
for Rachel and Leah respectively. 

U3we note, in fact, that it is not always the brother 
\!tho fulfills this obligation. Jmah does it for his son am Boaz is 
a m::>re distant kinsnan of Mahlon. 

124Louis M. Epstein, _Ma_r_r_1_' a~g._e_Ia_ws __ i_n_th.,._....e..,....B.,,..1_· b_l_e_a.trl __ th_e 
Ta1Irud. Harvard Sani. tic Series Volwre XII • ( c.ambridge: Harvam 
University Press. 1942), p. 45. 

125Sanhe:Irin 2la (Soncino, p. 114). 

126Also, Tosephta Sota 6:6. 

127oriver and Miles, 'llle Assyrian laws, w. 409-411, 
Tablet A, f 41. 



1 
169 

1280 . and ·1 . 

pp. 65-67. 
n ver Mi es, 'lhe .Babylonian raws, Volune II, 

P• 57 I 

129 
Breneman, op. cit. , and Paradise, op. cit. 

rf 
130

oriver and Miles, 'lhe Babylonian laws, Volllll'e II, 
~9144-145. 

131Pri tcharo , op. cit. , p. 160 • Cf • , however, paragraph 
26 which is broken wt which nay state that, if he rra.rrioo the slave 
after the death of his wife, the slave's dlildren do inherit. 

132 Josephus, Antiquities I. xix. 7. 

133Philo, Q.icrl deus sit imrutabilis 25:121. 

134Terry J. Prewitt, "Kinship Structures and the Genesis 
Genealogies," JNF.S 40 Cl981), W· 93-94. 

135Philo, "On the Virtues," paragraphs 207-210 in Philo, 
translated by F .H. Colson, Loeb Classical Library, Volllll'e VIII 
CI.orxion: William Heinemann Ltd. 1939 >, w. 291-293. 

136cf. Middle Assyrian raws A f 26 and f 29; Colt; of 
Hanmurabi ~il62, 167, 171, and 172; Noo-Babylonian raws ~13; Gcdd 
12 (Breneman 6) ; Paradise C-22 (HSS XIX 5) , C-23 CHSS XIX 8 > , C-26 
(HSS XIX 16) , C-27 (HSS XIX 7) , C-28 (HSS XIX 28) , and C-34 CHSS XIX 
10). 

137 Paradise C-43 CHSS XIX 13) , C-44 CHSS XIX 24) , and 
C-45 CHSS XIX 25). 

138cr: a:rle of Harrmurabi hl50, Speiser 19 CHSS V 71; 
Paradise C-18), Paradise C-25 (HSS ~-73), c-32 (HSS XIX 2), and C-42 
(HSS XIII 366 + crldenda p. 102). 

70). 

139ct: Ccrle of Hamnurabi j1a2 and Paradise c-41 (HSS v 

l 40Cf: Paradise C-35 CHSS XI:X 16). Also, Par~ise C-16 
CBSS XIX 19). 

lfiv. Paradise C-39 CHSS XIX 23). 

142Paradise C-49 CHSS XIX 12) arrl Paradise C-50 CHSS XIX 
34). 

143 JEN 18, 31, 57, and 68. 

144Paradise C-32 CHSS XIX 2). 
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145
Brenem:m 103 (HSS XIX 49). 

146
Breneman 107 (HSS XIX 37; Paradise C-30) and Paradise 

C-14 (HSS XIX 17). 

147n adi l 
ral'.'. se C- 5 (HSS XIX 18 ) • 

148p ad' 2 ar 1se C- 5 (HSS V 73), C-26 CHSS XIX 16), C-27 
(HSS XIX 7) I C-32 (HSS XIX 2), and C-33 (HSS XIX 3). 

149 
Shulchan Aruch Even Haezer 113:1 (basal on Kethuboth 

68a). 

lSOMishnah Kethuboth 4: 11. For the length of time 
maintenance is requiroo, cf. Kethuboth 53b. 

151
see Katarzyna Grosz, ''Dc:Mry and Brideprice in Nuzi," 

in M.A. l-t:>rrison and D.I. ~s, aHtors, S'b.ldies on the 
Civilization am CUlture of Nuzi aOO. the Hurrians {Winona lake, 
Irrliana: Eisenbrauns. 1981), _w. 161-182. 

152i<ethuboth lOBb [=Mishnah Kethuboth 13:3] (Soncino, 
pp. 693-694). Cf: Shulchan. Aruch, Even Haezer 112:11. 

153zafrira Ben-Barak, "Inheritance by Daughters in the 
Ancient Near Fast, n JSS xxv {1980) I w. 23-24. 

154sa.ba .Bathra llOa-b. Cf. the story of Inma Shalom and 
R. Genaliel in Shah.bath 116a-b. 

lSSPhilo, "'!be Special raws," II. 124-126, in Philo, 
translatai by F.H. Colson, I£>eb Classical Library Volune VII 
CI.orxlon: William Heinarann Ltd. 1937), i:p. 381-383. 

156sitxire on Deuteronany 21:15 and Midrash Haggadol on 
Deuterononry 21:15. Cf. Shulchan Aruch, Even Haezer 112:18. 

p. 330. 

157oriver and Miles, '!be :Babylonian raws, Volwre I, 

158Paradise translates it "total property• rather than 
"one p::>rtion." 

159rn a review in a forthcoming volwre of JAOS Samuel 
Greengus argues differently, that this is an error ofliliriitu 
( sonship) for rnartiitu {daughtership). He deronstrates that this 
is a OOllllDn granue.tical error in the Nuzi texts. 

160aen-Barak, op. cit. , w. 32-33. 
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161 
Grosz, op. cit., ;w. 166-167. 

162 
. '!be CAD K, :P· 468, defines it as a "preferential n 

share and tlus ·~. to nnply ~t it is a legacy given in crldi tion 
to the regular inheritance J:X)rtion. 

163 
Cf: '!he 1917 JPS translation: " ••• their father gave 

them inheritance arrong their brethren. 11 

164Ji b 'th la . ~, wi trans tion and oornnentary by Victor E. 
Reichert (London: The Soncino Press. 1946), p. 222. 

l6'i_ . . d 'l LJn.ver an Mi es, '!he Babylonian raws, Volune I, 
p. 338 .. 

166s· h ad te · ip re~ Da.i ron~ 21:15 and Midrash Baggadol 
ad Da.iteronomy 21:15. 

167'Ihe Testament of Jcb 45-46. 

168Rara., ~oshen Mishi:at 281 :7. 

169 
J. Brugman,, "'lhe Islamic Iaw of Inheritance," in M. 

David , F .R. Kraus, P. w. Pestmm, erli tors, Essays on Oriental laws 
of Succession, Studia et Documenta ad Iura Orientis Antiqui 
Pertinentia, Volurnen IX (Leiden: E.J. Brill. 1969), p. 85. 

l 70Paradise C-1 (HSS XIX 9) 1 C-2 (HSS XIX 15), C-27 (HSS 
XIX 7) , and C-29 (HSS XIX 22) .• 

XIX 14}. 

171srenemah Text 5 (HSS IX 24) and Paradise C-36 (BSS 

17~renema.n Text 1 CHSS XIX 84). 

173Patadise C-39 (HSS XIX 23) • 

l 7 4Speiser Text l CHSS V 60) , 2 (HSS V 67; Paradise 
C-5), 4 CHSS V 7), Breneman 98 CHSS XIX 51; Paradise C-7), and 
Paradise C-6 (HSS XIX 50) • 

175Gcdd 51 (Paradise C-8) and Paradise C-31 CHSS XIX 
44}. 

l76Speiser 21 (HSS V 72; Paradise C-19). 

l77See above discussion of II Kings 23:30-36 and the 
order of Jehoahaz and Jehoiakim. 
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178For at least a p:trtial list and order of David's 

sons, v. II Samuel 3:2-5, 5:13-16, and I Chronicles 3:1-9. 

179
Cf. I Samuel 16:1-13 for Gai's choosing of David. 

180v. Pesikta Rabbati 7:3, Midrash Tehillim 68:9, 
Megillah 29a. 

181Cf. Siphre ad Nurrbers 6:27 where Gerl says that the 
priests will use His namerut it is Gerl Who will do the blessing. 

182
Judges 6:12-16 . 

183 
Judges 9:5. 

1841 Samuel 9:21. 

185Srrall size and young age are often a:mnected to the 
ooncept of humility. '!hat w:iS true in the case of the midrashirn 
C cited alx>ve) which refer to Sinai. '!hat is the case of some other 
midrash.im which follow. 

186Genesis Rabbah 37:7. 

187Genesis Rabbah 97. 

l88Ramban ad Genesis 4:7 CChavel, p. 88). 

189rbn Ezra ~ Genesis 4:3. 

190Philo, "1lle Sacrifices of Abel and Cain," XIII: 
52-54, XX: 72-75. 

191Targum Psetrlo~oo.athan ~ Genesis 4:8. 

192Philo, "CUestions aIXi Answers an Genesis," I. 59-62, 
especially ff 60-62. 

193Excdus Rabbah 31:17. 

19 4 Jose:E;i:lUs, Anti qui ties I. ii .1. 

l95v. Chapter One arxi, as cited there, Genesis Rabbah 
26:3 and 37 :7. 

196Genesis 15:2-4. 

197Genesis 16:1-3. 

198Genesis 17:15-21. 
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199
Genesis 22:2. Also, cf. Ramban ad Genesis 25:19 

for th.is picture of Isaac as an ooly son: 
"Abraham begot Isaac ••• " It is necessary 

that Scripture return to relate this since it 
said, "An:i these are the generations of Ishmael, 
Abraham' s son • " NCM had it only said , "An:i these 
are the generations of Isaac, Abraham's son," it 
would appear that Scripture equaterl Ishnael and 
Isaac with respect to genealogy and distinction, 
all the nore so since it nentione:i the firstborn 
first. Furt.herrrore it ~uld have been fitting 
that it begin with Abraham and say, "'Ihese are 
the generations of Abraham." But Scripture did 
not wish to do this in order to avoid listing 
Ishmael and the children of Keturah. It is for 
this reason that Scripture returns and CXJnpletes 
the verse by stating, "Abraham begot Isaac," as 
if to say that it is he (Isaac] alone wilo is 
Abraham's off spring. It is oonsidere:l as if he 
[Abraham] did not beget anyone else, just as it 
says, "For in Isaac shall see:i be called to 
thee." It is for this reason that it also says 
above, "And these are the generations of Ishna.el, 
Abraham's son, whom Hagar the :Egyptian, Sarah's 
handnaid, lx>re W1to Abraham:" the {ilrase, 
"whom Hagar," etc. , is for the honor of Isaac, 
as if to say that the genealogy of these 
generations is not traceable to Abraham, 
rather they are the dlildren of the handn:ai.d, 
even as it says, "And also of the son of the 
borrl\tOYBD will I neke a nation." Scripture 
does also similarly in the lx>ok of Olronicles. 
At first it states: "The sons of Abraham: 
Isaac and Ishna.el. 'Ihese are the generations: 
the first oom of Ishnael, Nebaoith. 11 Then it 
mentions, .. And the sons of Keturah , Abraham's 
concubine: she bore Z.imran." Now it ~uld have 
been logical to follow this by saying, "the sons 
of Isaac, .. tut instead it reverts and begins: 
"Arn Abraham begot Isaac. 'lhe sons of Isaac: 
Esau, and Israel • " 

200Genesis Rabbah 61:6. 

20~or Sarah's hostility, cf. Genesis 21:9-10, Ramban 
ad Genesis 21:9, Tosephta Sota 6:6, and Genesis Rabbah 63:ll. 

202Genesis 21:9-13. 
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203Rash' -~ . i ~a..t Genesis 12:2. 
204Genesis 16:12. 

205Gen . 25 7 cf . esis : ; • Genesis Rabbah 61:7. 

206Genesis 21:13. 

207G ' 25 22 enes1s : • 

208 Hosea 12:4. 

209 Genesis Rabbah 63 : 6 • Cf. Midrash Haggadol ad 
Genesis 25:22. 

210Genesis 25:23. 

21~drash Haggadol ad Genesis 25:22. 

212Rashi ad Genesis 25:26. 

213Genesis 25:27-34 and Galesis 27:1-45, respectively. 

214ci ted in Kasher, 'lbrah Shelemah, Volmre 4, oo 
Genesis 27:32, #145. 

215.May we suggest that the sharing of the status 'Which 
the rabbis find in the orthography seems to be an appropriate 
relationship for twins! 

6:2. 

216Genesis 27:33. 

217Tanchurra Buber 'lbleioth 23. 

218Targum Onkelos ad Genesis 27:35. 

219Gaiesis Rabbah 63:13. Cf: Nwri:>ers Rabbah 4:8 arxl 

220Pesikta Rabbati 12:4. 

221Pesikta Rabbati 12:5. 

222Baba Bathra 16b. 

223Philo, "On the Virtues," XXXVIII :208-210. 

224se:ler Eliyyahu zuta, chapter 19 (FriEdtrann, 
Supplenent, pp. 26-27). 
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225Gen · Rabbah 63 6 ~-~ ·a es1s : auu Mi rash Haggadol ad Genesis 
25:2. 

226Genesis Rabbah 67:2. Cf. Genesis Rabbah 67:12 ~ich 
explains how Jacob "strengthens" his claim to the blessings. 

227Genesis Rabbah 76:1. 

228Genesis Rabbah 73:2. 

229r.eviticus Rabbah 36:4. 

230 Song of Songs Rabbah III.3.2. 

23\iaiachi 1:2-3. 

232Genesis Rabbah 63: 8 and 14: a play on Jacob/Israel 
arrl Exoius 4:22. 

231-- -"-Nunt>ers Rabbah 6:2. 

234Genesis Rabbab 67:1. 

235see above for the elem:mts which rrake up the 
birthright "package." 

236Genesis 29:31-30:14. 

237Rashi ad Genesis 37:2. 

238cf: Genesis Rabbah 84:5 aOO. 98:4. N.B. Judah quotes 
Jacob as saying: "As you know rey wife C ~~~ ) bore me t\\10 sons" 
(Genesis 44:27). 

239Cf: Genesis Rabbah 84:8. 

240cf: Genesis Rabbah 84:6. 

241Genesis 37:3. 

242Targum Onkelos ai Genesis 37:3. 

243Genesis 49:22-26. 

244Targum Onkelos ad GE!lesis 49: 3-4, Targum 
Pseudo-Jonathan ad Genesis 49: 3-4, and Targum Yerushalmi ad 
Genesis 49: 3-4. - --

245'!he neaning of this verse is not clear ~ich the 
rnidrashic tradition shows in the ~th of interpretations . (For a 
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sample, see Kasher, Torah Shelemah, Volmm 7, ad Galesis 48:22.) 
Cf. Genesis Rabbah 97:6. What can be discerne:"lin this verse is, 
~ether J:> ~ ~ is a p:>rtion or the geographical region, Joseph is 
receiving a preferential, additional "inheritance." This is 
precisely ~at the firstborn is s.ipp:>se1 to receive! 

246
Rarrt>an ad Genesis 48:22 CChavel, W· 578-579). 

247 ' Kasher, Torah Shelatah, Volwre 7, ad Genesis 
48:22, #144. 

248Genesis Rabbah 87:5 Cad Genesis 39:8). 

249
Tanchuna Buber Tetze 10 and Pesikta Rabbati 12:5. 

250serakoth 7b. 

251
Tanchuna Buber Toledoth 23. 

25~urrbers Rabbah 14:7. 

253rs there perhaps a hint as well in the Bible of 
divine selection? Jose[il is, after all, one of those privilege1 
individuals who is blessed with the ability to interpret dreams 
(Genesis 37:5-10, 40:5-22, 41:1-32) and is wise enough to help 
Pharaoh shape p:>licy (Genesis 41:33-40). 

254Genesis 48:20. 

255Genesis 48:19, Genesis Rabbah 97:6, and Pesikta 
Rabbati 3:1-2, 4-5. 

256Genesis Rabbah 37:7 and Pesikt.a Rabbati 3:5. 

257Genesis 37:21. 

258Genesis 35:22. 

259
1 Chronicles 5:1-2. 

260Rashi ad Genesis 35:22 (citing Shabbath 55b); also 
Midrash Haggadol ad°(;enesis 35:22. 

261Targum Onkelos, Pseudo-Jonathan, and Yerushalmi ad 
Genesis 49:3-4, Rashi and R.:rlak ad I Chronicles 5:1-3. Cf. 
Genesis 49:3-4. See also Baba Bathra l23a and Genesis Rabbah 97. 

262Cf: Genesis Rabbah 82: 11 <Hebrew, 82: 12 > • Also, v. 
Rashi ad Genesis 35:22-23, Midrash Haggadol ad Genesis 35:22-23, 
Baba Bathra 123a, and Rashi and rurlak ad I Chronicles 5:1-3. 
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263Genesis Rabbah 84:17 and Ge:lesis Rabbah Ner# Version 

264Genesis Rabbah New Version 97. 

265Genesis 38:27-30. 

266Exr:xJ.us 7:7. Cf. Alx>th d'Rabbi Nathan, dlapter 27. 

267shabbath 88a (Soocino, i:p. 416-417). 

2681 Samuel 16:11. 

2691 Samuel 16:1-13. 

270Hullin 60b. 

27~iticus Rabbah 29:11. 

2721Kings1:5-27. 

273
1 Kings 1:30. 

2741 Kings 1:39. 

275
1 Chronicles 28:4-8. 

276Genesis 6:8. 

277Genesis 9:26. 

278Genesis 12:1-3, 18:18-19. 

279Genesis 17:19-21. 

280Genesis 25:23, 35:9-12. 

281Genesis 48:19. 

282
1 Olronicles 28:4. 

283r Kings 2:15. 

284Exrx1us 4:22 and Psalm 89:28. 

285neuteronany 14:1; cf. Psalm 2:7. Also, Jeremiah 3:19 
an:l Exrxlus 6 : 8 • Cf • also Dru teronOO'!Y 10 : 15 • 
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