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~b&pt9r 1---Ths ?ilial Relationshio: Birli:)&l ani AnJi9nt 

Unier thA term oarental honor •s unieratani Jertain rslation­

shi os or Jbili!"!tn to•ari~ parents •hiJb involve rsa:- ani rsv9rsnJe, 

r~aD!Jt ani ven!~&tion, love ani afr93tion, ani tbe iaties wbiJb th9ss 

1av entail. ThiJ relation~hio ha~ it3 soarJe in natare. It is 9nrcr39i 

ani ~s~ulatsi bv law. It i3 oo!"rotoratsi hv kno•lei~e ani reason. Tb9 

iuties or Jhiliren towa!"is pare~ts ierive rr09 the PhvsiJal, acral, ani 

~oiritual nat11r9 or man, &!"e iehrtl!inei rv h•, ani are rurtber •otintei 

bv reason ani ohil<2ooh1! 

Je are not here JOnJernei with the rsoior~al r9lations sni 

iati's ~st~~en D~!"ents ani Jhiliren. Jnisr the ter1 OtJrantal ~onor we 

ieal ~e~elv 1ith that siie Of the 3119Stion wbilh ~on~rns tbs relation­

ships ani iuti's or Jhiliren to•ari~ their ~rents. 

The primiti~e ori~ins or· inrent~l honor is a matter or IUOb 

Jontrove!"Sv. We have listei ~9rtain e1oti~ns, sentiments, sni ~9elin~s 

or 3hlliren to1aris their oarsnts. With •hiJh or these 113 the fili~l 

relationship l'stin? 'le 3annot traoe th! l')ri~in Hre3th. Bat •e i<no• 

that ~ft39Stor-•Or3biO is r9allv the JOntinasn39 or th' rilial ~9lation-

3hio arter th9 i9ath 0~ the parent, that ft fS Wpri~ari}V a ~amilf 3Qlt 

hase1 on the iesire or the survivors to maint~1 n rri3nilv r~lations •1th 

the iepa!"teiw~• 

Antbropolo~ists ani stuients or the histor1 or reli~ion, how-

3Yer, are not c~ on~ opinion on •bat lei to these relations. Som9 bol1 

th~t it 11&8 arre3tion; others that it •as rea~; etill ot.bers that both 

rear an] arre3tion •e!"e involvei. 1.q. Saith 1rit9s: •rt ta not •itb 

a V&~Ue rear or 11nkno1n po•ere, but litb a lovin~ !"9Ve!"en~e (O!" 1fnn1n 

iois 1ho are knit to their worshioers bv stron~ bon1e or kinshio, that 

·~~--~~~-~~~--~~--~-~~~--~~~~~~~~~~-

•sa~uel ~aver: Dis Re3bte 1e!" Is!"~eliten, Athener, ani q~r. Vol. ii, 
Part II, 1247 
••w. ~ooke: An3estor lorshio anj the Cult or the Deai, R~tin~'s gn310. 
of RelHion ani ltt.hi3s 



reli~lon in the only traa seaas or tbe •Ol"d be~ine • .,. Jevons a~rees 

•itb S.ith and adds that priai tive man was •nsoessarilv led to 8U3b 

relat ions by the Operation or tbOS9 natural af rsotiODR •hiob O•in~ to 

the prolon~&d, helpless inhnov of the human bein1f, •ere iacllepensable 

to the earvinl or t.he huaan raoe."u In sapport or hie position be 

oontends that the sa1ntenanoe or the parental instinots and raaily ar­

reotion wa~ essential to the survival or pri•itive •an in the straigle 

ror exietenoe. Thia sohool, then, maintains that the dead eere refamded 
as rrienilJ ~n3 that tbis rrienjsbip an:l arreotion were aerelr prolon~­

ations Of the relat ions bet1een parents ~Di ~hildren Wbiob bad e•ist&J 

durin1 the lifetime of the parents. 

But there is the opposite vie1', that the :le~d h&i to be pro­

pitiatei beoause tbev •ere anrrienilv to the livin~ . be3&189 or the fear 

that unless the i eai were oon3ili~tei harm woali 30119 to the livin~ . 

Herbert Spen!)er states: •Anything wbfah tran~en-:ia the oriinarv, a 

sava~a thinks or as suparnat1I?'al or i ivina.•••• Anvthin~ or saoh an 

exoaptional nature rri~htens the sava~e. It beoo.es, as Tvlar in 

"Pri•itive ~ttlture• shows, a thrsatenin~ and hovsrini · spirit. To prot~~t 

hisselr a~dnst bar• be invents .ave and eans with •blob to propiti.ate 

this animistio phanoaenon • The de&i anoest or is so oonaeivei or by the 

savaqe. In as aaJh as &n~e~tor-•orsbip is meralr a GOntinnanoe or the 

filial relationship after the death or the ancestor. it •OQld appear that 

that relationship darin( t he l i retitl8 o~ the p\rsnt •as also that or rsar. 

· Bat that is harilv proven even a~Jor1in~ t~ the 'lie• that the 

dead are regarded with rear. The oit"Ou•staneas 1arin~ the lifetl~e or 
t bs parent are dirrerent rrom •b~t they beooae in the BJ99 or tbe savage 

after death. For even the savaqe does not look apon his livin~ parent 

as anrthing reurkable or Uvine . rte bas no asnaoin~ spirit to real". I r 

he is &t all afraid or his parent it is the rear or the ·~•ker ror the 

stron~er . ~hen the ohil1 ~r°"s ap, •hen be is able to aot and to •ill, 

• Reli~ion or the Semites, pp. 213-~57 

**intro1u~tion to th~ rtistorv or asli~ions 
•••?r in,iplas or 3o~iolo~1. 1, p. 411 
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natai-al atreotion and rear aar be blended into reverenoe and veneration. 

lf. G. Sumner, on the other band, oontends that "the interests 

or obildren and parents are anta~onistio,• and that "the raot that there 

are, or may be, oo•pensatione does not arreot the priaarr relations be­

t•een the t•o.•• He states further: •Kinship is purely a aatter or taot 

and history, and therefore rational. There is oo 'natll!'al arreation'. 

There is habit and ra11iliaritv, and the Mample and e1bortations or 

parents mar inouloate notions or dutv."*• Iinsbip is a prodaot of the 

tolk1a1s in its oonstruotion ani or the 1or, • . in as tar as it involves 

notions or welfare, ~onvenienoe, ri~hts, anl duties. In other •ords, the 

relation or ohili to parent ioes not involve senti118nt an3 atteotion. It 

is pnrelv rational. 

311mn!r hses the •or••· or respeot and oonte111pt on the advanta~es 

and disadvanta~es or the a~9i. A~e means a depository or •isdom, but a 

loss obvsioal lv. The a~ei asv teeo1e bu~iens. Tber9 are then t•o sets 

or .,,., •. in resoect to the a~ed: ta J those in 1bioh the aged are treated 

with arbitrarg and oonventional respect; and (b) those in 1hiob the 

doetrine is that those ·who teoo~e burdens must be re1oved. In some cases 

the ho :10des •ere in st.rjte. A1on1:r the anoient Teutons the rather oouU 

expose or sell bis obil~ren, ani the &lnlt son ooal~ kill bis a~ed rather 

and mother. There •as no fixed 1utv or chili to parent or or parent to 

child. ~ippert, •hom ~umner quotas, asserts: •As a man ~rows old and 

•eak he loses the onlv claim to respect which sava~es understand: but 

, BUOerstiti~UB (ear then 0018S to bis protection. fie •ill die SOOD and 

then bis ~host o&n take reven~e . •••• Yet Sa~ner ~oes on to say that old 

women were not a~ barbarously treated as men orotahlr because ot artee>­

tion , that the relation of chill to par~nt was far etron~er under the 

•otber-rigbt ror the sa1e reason, altboa~h the introduction or the 

rather-ri~bt •on more respect tor the ~ed man. 

It see1s that Su1ner, thou~h allowin~ tor affeotion in the case 

or the 1o~her, bases parental respect entirelr on a 1~.ter or ~vant~e 

•w. G. Sumner: Folkways, p. 3>8-310 
••1. G. Sumner: Folkways, p. 494 
•••Kultur(esobiobte, I, 229 
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or disadvantage in the oase or the father. The reapeot wbiob the rather 

~9ts is derived fro• rear. Aaeordin( to Lippert he is reared 1ben still 

in hie prime beoause or his prowess and stren~th; •ben be beoo.es old 

·beoause bis ihost •av take reven~e. Y~t as true as it ••r be that in 

pri•itive 1ays there were no fixe~ 1aties between parenta end children, 

e1pe~ienee 1oald seea to oorroborate the vie• or the pay3boanalyste that. . 
sentittental as •ell as rational motives predominated in the relationships 

bet1een ohildren an1 parents. Perhaps even the aa?erstiti~us rear that 

the dead 1ould take reven~e ~rew oat or the Bentienta or 10te and afteo­

tion for parents •ho are tberef ore to be preserved in their old a(e. 

Greek poet9, historians, and dra•atiats, tor example, allGde to the 

rilial relation in teras e1pressin~· alllOBt passionate love. The Oedip118 

and Eleotra 0011Dle1es, tho~h they are e1a~~erated states or filial affec­

tion are uot a or,otto •c nt~tlo. Ther must result rroa sosething· within 

"' the very Mt.are flt aan. It oannot be that aere aoonoaio advant~e guides 

the ohild in bis relationship ~o bis parent. ~n the sava~e ohlld is 

attaohe1 '° bis parent br senti•ent and affection if ft'Ot br intelli~enoe. 

Suob seen to be tile ne1 or most soholars and fsrohol~iats. 

P!lr•ntal lonor, then, is a relationship or ohild to parent. It 

aay be e1pr99se3 bv the varrint eaotions, sentiaenta, and realillfa or !ear, 

affeotion, and love. These are sometiaea in oonfliot, at otbar ti•98 in 

harmonr. Tber mar now take the rora of reverenoe, no• or respect, no• or 

veneration. Tbe modes or expression exist. Onlr the el'tent and the 

de~res or expression depe~d on oirouastanoes, pb1eioal, religioGB, and 

eoonoaio, and are ~uided by watters or advantage and disadvantage. Bat 

; runaaaenta111 a 3bild respeota its parent beoause or reYerenoe, vener­

ation and devotion. . .................... . 
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B. Btb Z teal 

lowever ooeroi ve may have been the p1ri11i the methods for obtain­

in~ oarental respeot, however •u3h tbs oontinu1anoe or that respeot aay 

have been erreoted by the rear that tne ~host or the parent would take 

its revenge, thih• oertain it is that in the Soriptares we rea3b that 

stage or p&l'ental respeot wbieh takes the form or veneration. and reverenoa. 

That an3estor-worsbip iid ewist in Israel in pre-bietorio dara .av be 
assu•ei on ~eneral ~rounda as well as rrom the fact that even in historio 

times there were still vestiges or anilietio n.otions. S\l()b were the 

translations into heaven (II lin~s ii, 11), the Terapbi• (Genesis rnti, 19), 

the saerifioes and orrerin~s to the dead (Genesis xl'li, 1; D9ut. xxvi., 14), 

the •oarniM rites, the lus or uncleanness, a,nd the practioe of neoroaan()J. -- -
Tbs lsutrate marria~e mav also have ori~inated in this way.• The dead 

brother needed soae one to worship his ~host. If be had no ~bild with bis 

wife, bis livin~ brother woald have to marrr her. rbe ()bild or sueb a 

union woaU adopt the nams or the 1ead brother. To do so ns, in primi­

tive an1 snimisti~ 1ars, almost equivaleat to bein~· the o!fsprin~· ot 

the dead. But of ~ourse in biatorio ti•es this conoaption was lost. 

The reaains or anoient anasstor-worabip point to a very i.,ort­

&nt developwent. RelUion, as 'If. R. S.itb shows, be~an with anesstor­

worsbip. This took various roras. Amon~· auab peoples as the Babrlonians, 

3r~eks, an1 Ro•ans the pbeno•ena or nature were invested 1itb tbe anoastral 

~hosts •ho later beeame ~o:is. A•on~ the aebrett. bo•ever, tlile snoestral 

spirits beoaae tribal ~crls. fhe ~reat man, tbie hero, the tribal anoestor 

died. His ~host was propitiatei. Reverence tor the 1ea~ aneestor in()rsased 

proportionately with the ti1e removed fro1 hil. He l!re• in •a~nitads. 

He b~am9 a ~oi. The iestinJ or the tribe was rele~ated to him. He 
-• .. e 

beoHe the tribal ~od. Tihen several related t 'ribes "H 11 anited, the 

tribal ~O:i bee1111e & national god. Tbe stron~e:st tribe set bia ap as the 

supreme national ~Od. Thus n.s the reli~loas !9Volution or th& tribal ~od 

to that or the oentral Yabwc 011lt. The prophets ma1e the nert step pos-

*3. tlar~oliouth: Anosstor-•orship---Hebrew, Ra:stin~1 s ~evolopaedia of 
Reli~ion and Ethics 
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sible. It 1&s probablJ IS a result or their intlueno9 that 11..11\li 
. ~~s J ;.,~,,T•tl ~~ 

the patriarobal avt~rroa beoomin~ a patriarobal oult. W&de an etbioal 

reli~ion or the Yahwe oult. Yabwe beoame the universal God. Tbe f'&li~ion 

or Israel beoame an etbfoal aonotbein. Thus with the viotorv or pare 

~ aonotbeisa, an~sstor-worsbip natur~llv dis&pQearea. 

Row, as bas alreadv been sholfll, anoestor-worship presuaes 

parental honor in so•e for• or another. Sinoe reli~ion be~&n witb an()89tor· 

worship, parental honor 11&1 be said to be the verv startin~~point or 
reli~lon ani oertainlv or the first tribal religion or Israel. The iaport­

anoe that parental and an~estrsl respect bas bsd for the historv or rel~­
ions, therefore, oan barilv be overestimated. 

Another vesti~e or primitive davs .as inoest. Io-aarria(e 

(endo~amv) was discouraged. 'l'be Soriptures rt"Own upon it. The inoestuoua 

act or Lot's --dau~bters (Genesis d1, 31-~) is conde11ned. It is ~iven 

'/. as the reason why interaarris~e betw99n the Israelites, on the one band, 

ani the Alllaonites and tbs ~oabites, on the other, was forbidden. "The 

nakeiness or thf rather ani the nakedness of thy •otber! must not ba 

ancove!"e1, nor "the nekednes:s of thv rat.her's wife" (Lev. mii, 7-8, 

11, 11, 14: Deut. rxiii, 1; Deut. rrvii, 1~. Z>). ~~l·allianoes betw99n 

pbil1reo and parents are forbi5den in the Bible be3ause they are aonaider· 

ei infrin~tments upon parental respeot. The reasons ~iven in [,evitio11s 

rviii, 7-8 a~ainst these roras or inoest are: "It is the nakedness or tbv 

rather," or, "She is tbJ mother", that is to 3&V, 1ou are violatin~ the 

law or parental honor. The same attitude is e1presaed in other passages 

(Lev. xt, 11: Deut. 11vii, 20; eto.) 

In the Soriptures the filial relationship appears unier t•o 

main beadin~s: rear~-~bMi ', ani honor~-ii)~. Tbs Hebrew or th9 first 
.,.- :• T 

is a verbal noan ierived from tbe i~l infinitive. It is a feminine torm. 

It expresses a sbte, i.e, a shte of rear pertains for ohildrsn in 

relation to their parents. A later development ~~ve tbe •ord the meaning· 

of reverenoe, respeot. The qebre• tor the second is a Kal intiat.ive 

used as a noun. Bot the oommand to honor ~&rents is ~i\:B8i~t{igA~lei~-
or consider u +-- - • ; 1.H• to makeAne&VJJ wei~btv, iaportant; to honor. rcHf!1't.1,.~ is •-

fheJ. 
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Parental honor in tbe Bible is sn etbioal and reli~ioos oonoept. 

Tbe datv or the ohild to the parent takes on a reli~ious oharll3ter.• Tbe 

la•, •hioh a1on~ th9 Hetre1s •\s al1ava---ani here partioalarlr---booni 

up with reli~lon, atte1ptei to st!"9n~th9n tbs natural relationship by 

9mp~asizin~ its ethio~l si~nirioan~e. ~hiliren were re~ariei as 3oi's 

oreatures. 'fhev •ere a toon ani a blessin~ to the parents (Psala ~~viii, 

3-~). God entrastei them to the parents. rbey are, then, the property 

or the oarents. The rather ani ths mother are 3od's a~ents or aessen~era 

ii. relation to their ~hiliren. Chiliren ars, therefore, obli~at9i to 

honor th9ir rather ani mother next to 3oi.•• And so just as bl&aobe•J 

ani the profanation or the name or ~od are to be punishei b1 ieatb, so 

to ourse parents, to consider them li ~btlv, or to strike the• is l i te•ise 

oanished by 1eatb ( gxoius 11i, 15, 17; Lev. 11, 9: Deut. 11vii, 1~; see 

also ~zekiel nii, 7; ·.aoah fii, ~: Pv. 1h, 2~). In Proverbs no le~al 
for 3ar31· n~ nars!ltsi b t . . . t • i """b punlsn~ent~ s- m§n lone· , u various imor~a 1ons ars oronounoe • " oso 

ourseth his rather or his mother, his lamp shall be put out in tbe bla,k­

sst iarkness" (Pv. xx, 20 ). What is meaat is ~hat he shall lose his lira 

Tbb is the ethical V9l'3ion or the le;!al pr-esoription. SiailarlJ: -The 

9Je that mooketb at bis r!lther, !lnd despiset.b to obev bis 1110tber, tbe 

ravens or the vallev shall pick it out, ani the voong vultures shall 6't 

it 11 (Pv. 111, 17). Suob a vs!"ss as, "Thsre is a ~eneration that ourse 

their father, and io not bless their aotber"{Pv. 111, 11), plaoed as it is 

• i tb ssver1.l other verses •hiob start in t he sa~e way (111) 1 ~J rerle~t 

an aotual 3ond-ition or tbe ti•e wbsn it •!U!I .ritten. That is to ear, in 

spite or the severitv or the !lnoient coje or oarental honor, in lire there 

were o3oa~ional lapses. But the etbioal n&tar~ or the verses in Proverbs 

ii. not neo98sarilv oontradiotorr to the le~al ooie in the Pentateuob. 

The law probably oouli be enror3e1. In praotioe, hOtJever, the penslties 

ror iisrespeot to parents ware not ahavs infllotad. C.aw is not life. 

p~g+~~~~~9grt~il~p~flli~sthe athi3&l obaraoter or the filial relation- , 

ship. 

•3uuel ·~a1er: Vol. II , 1247, 1243 
••Yai, Va•ri1 vi, 1: 1idJsbin 31a; Yoreb Deab 0011, 1, 4 
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The two prinoipd terms used in the Bible to en.join parental 

respeot, vz., rear a~d honor, isply reverenoe and veneration reepeotivsl~ 

rbere are, rirst of all, the ooaaaniments of honori~~?~oius ~-. 11; 

09ut. v, 1~). The faot that thev are in ~itihoeoalo~ues is suffi3ient 

proor of their i~9~rtan~e. 3tran~elv enou~h the rswar1 for obedien~ is 

stated: "That thv davs m~v be lon~ ••• " (~xoius) ; "That thr dars aav be 

lon{, ani that it mav ~o well with th!e ••• " (Deuterono1v). A8 in tM 

oase or the Sahbath 3omm~ni~ent, this one---asuallv 3ounte:i as the fifth 

---in ~1odus is rather mvsti,al in the rewarj it preearibes. In Deuter­

or;o9y, tbe &31itional 8 an1 that it aay go well with th~" is p~ablr an 

explanation of "that tby :i!US DJ be l~n~11 • and bas a sooial signit'ieanoe. 

The reeoap9nse for honorin~ parents •ill be a well-or:iere:i life, stabilitJ, 

ani prosperitv. In Leviti3us xii, 3 the reverenae or parents 899ae to be 

as important as the observan3e or the Sabbath. That hotb are .or a hi~blr. 

rsli~ious oharaater 1ust be meant bv the rather orvptio phr!lSe •h13h 

But the 3omaaniments er oarental hoLor i .. :io n~t neoec~arily 

implv that ~bildren are responsible ror the ieeis or their parents. 

Althou~h th9 Pentateu~h states that "the iniquity or ths rsthers" is 

visitei •upon the ohi l1ran unto the thir:i ani fourth ~ener!.tion" (~xoius 

11, 5; !)gut. v, 9), ~aekiel (xviii; of. Jere~iah xrxi, 29) ie3lares ex­

oresslv ror i ndivl:iual responsibilitv. In lire, n'vertbelegs. obil~!'en 

ortsn bear "the iniJuitv of the fathers". This is re3o~nizei in ~a~snt ­

·\t.1o!P Cv, 7}: "Cp~ rat hers have sinnei, ••• and •e have borne their ini­

quities." 

Varistioris 'or the ~osaic oommandll9nt to honor parents are round 

in other ~ook~. ?roverrs has the tvoi;&l exoression: "Hear. •V son, the 

instruction or thv rather, an1 rorsake not the taaohin~ or tbv mother" 

(Pv. i, 9; see ~lso vi, 20, 111ii, 22). The arfeotionate sni lovin~ 
real/r 

re~sri or obiliren ror parents is proor or what the filial rslationshiJ>j\ 

must have ~ been in anoient Israel. A oaptive woman tJ&S the 3battel 

or her Isrselitish osptor. Yet the law allows her a ~ontb's time in 

which to mourn over her parents ()eut. xxi, 13) . ~lisba be~s ~lijab: 
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"Let me , I prav thee, kiss •Y rather an1 mv mother, and then •ill I follow 

thee• (I ~in~s xix, I)). There are those final woris in ~ala.chi •hieh 

makes or the affeJtion between parents and obiliren a ~essianio hope:-

•Behol1, I will sen1 1ou ~lijah the prophet 

9ef ore the :lemin~ of the ~reat an1 terrible iay or Yabwe; 

•n1 he 3h~ll turn the heart cf the ,,~~i~I. to the ~hil1ren, an1 the heart. 

of th3 ~hil1ren to their ~athsrg .• 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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C. Bea by lon La" 

la 9ab1lonia the familv system was stron~ . alt.est like that or 

Roms.• In Israel the unity or the fatilv lsv in its reli~ioso-ethiGal 

oharsoter. The rather's authority was suore1e and the le~al enaotments 

!nroroin~ the parental autboritv were quits severe. 9ut it is qu~tion­

~hle whether the presoribed le~ielation was verv oft!n oarried out. an 

the other bani, in Babylonia, thou~h the father's authority was not so 

iespotio as that or the intsr f2ALltas. in Rome, it was far ~rsster than 

that in Israel .and 4r&biB. 

Adootion or ohiliren takes Mi important pla~9 in the Ra .. ur&bi 

Code. It 1oes not see• to have rouni a plaoe in the Hebrew Code. However, 

the obeiienoe reoui rei or aiootei Jbiliren in Babylonia app&t"entlr refleots 

what waR etpeotei or one's Oltn ohild.•• 8-0eroion was the rule. The 

filial relationship was, then, or an abstraot nature. For a conorete 

relation Gall for reoiprooal ri~hts and 3uties. The Babylonian chili, 

however. ha1 duties but no ri~bts. There was no re•onstranoe rro• the 

father's ieoision.••• Severe ponishlll!nt •as infliotei ror tbs ieni&l of 

parents, or tor rebellion a~air.st them. The ~osaio law does not le~is· 

late ror it ~ In Ba~ylonia it bai &lreadr been :30iified in the so-called 

1. •1r a son sav to his father, ' Thou art not •Y rather.,' o~e shall brand 

hi•, set a ~ark upon hi• , ~ni sell bi~ ror silv9r.• 

2. "If a son sav to his mother, 'rhou art not •r 80tb9r,' one shall brani 

his forebea1, ieny him the 3ity, aod sroel\ him f rom the house.• 

The tollowi~ two laws ~Ive the oarents th! ri~ht to ienr their aon~-

3. •rr a !stber sav to his son, 'Thou art not ev son,' he shall leave 

house an:i home. • 

4. •rr a mother say to bsr son, ' Thou art not •v son,' be shall leave 

boose and ~oods." 

The ia~rl•ataw Ha11arabi Co:ie is even •ore severe than the SOll8rian Laws 

-----------•s. A. :ook: The La• or Moses an1 the C<n! or Ha•murabi, : hp. VI , P. 12e 
••T. 3. Pinobes: Familv---Assvrian·Babrlonian in Hastin~~s ~norolopaedia 
o•Andreas ~erhartsr: ~be and Familienreoht der Bebrler, P. 184-185 
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for '.)art11in '.)hsses of a:iopt:?:i '.)hil:lren . Jh il'iren ~oul:i not 1is'.)laiin 

their foster- parents (: . ~ . 132, 192) . In Eebre11 law it see~s impossirle 

to :iisown '.)hil:iren. Jhil:iren or ~on~ubines or unravore1 wives cannot be 

'ieniei the ri ~ht to inherit equallv with th9 others. The exoulsion of 

Jephthah ( J ud~es xi, 1- 3) is either an instan'.)e whAr~ the law was broken 

or one whi'.)h prece1e:i the le~i slation u9on inheritan~e . In Sabylonia, 

on the other han1 , parents ~oul5 iisown their ~hil:irsn . The severity of 

the 13.11 n3 m::iiE ie:i in ora~.;th~ ( ~ . :;. n e> , l i31H ~sn H a son offen:is 

his f~t he r, he ~'3. nnot. r~ ex::: ?.ll":i until he i s trou ~ht to the .iu:i~e , and 

then onlv afte" 3. <>e~onO. offense(:). ·-1. i-::.a, 1.:;2). This law s~ems less 

harsh th!l.n the l aw ~on~ernin~ a stubborn an:i r ebellious son in the ~ebrew 

Code. fi1tsxiiK In 1suteronomv (xxi, 1~-?1) th?, son is brou~ht to the 

el:iers anj~if '.)onvi~t ai, is stoneJ , not ~erelv extlelle:i . Similarly, in 

t he Hamn:urabi 8ds, it' a son strikes his f?.ther, his hani is '.}Ut of!' (135); 

but the ~osai3 ~Oi9 oroviies a ieath psnaltv for smitin2 ( ~xoius x~i . 15) 

ani 3Ursin~ parents (~xoius xxi, 17; ~ev . xx, 3; see al so Pv. xx, ~; 

~!atthe!fs xv, i) . Qriver points out, ho!fever , that the "se.veritv of the 

pana.ltv was in a3'.}0r:lence with ths hi~h resoe~t pai3 to both parents in 

I sr!l.91''.n The fa3t that the same oena.ltv i!O- orovi:iei for ,-:ursin~ 

as for strikin~ oar ent s indicates, besiies the belief in the efric&(}v of 

an imprecation, that the qebrer la11 consiiP.rs 1isrespectful spea'.}h to 

parents equallv as bai as iisresoe~tf ul a~ts towa~~s them. ~he emphasis 

is on th~ hi~h re~ar:i for oarents r~ther than on thmir authoritv . The 

!'urther r'3.~t that the mothe!" is olace:i on the same plane with the father, 

thou~h the father's le~a l a.uthoritv is almost supee~e. a~ain iniicates 

that the na.r tiouhr l!lws a.r e not intereste1 in ca.rental author itv but in 

the hi~h esteem with Jhich oa~ents ~rs to be heli . 

~hilihoo-i in 13!ltvlonia was not utterlv berert of affection. 

The sever e laws were orobabl y not extensively pra'.)ticei in view of the 

9abvlonhn likin~ for chil:iren. Jhil:ihooi, on the wholf;l , •as not unplea9!lnt 

The resoect i ue to o~rents Jas . ~oparentlv will in~lv ~iven . Lett ers r.et w!!Bn 

----------- ------
*S. A. 'Jock: The ~aw of 4oses and the OO'ie of Hammurabi 
~· 3. ~. Jriver: Jambri:i~e qit l~, ~o1us ~xi, 15 
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oarents an:i 3hil:iren exoI'ess the hi~hest rs~ar'i an1 13.ffe3tion for each 

other. Bab1lonian ~hiliren , like Hetr9lf ~hildren, were ~onsi1ere'i a 

boon and a blessin~ and were known as "the chiliren of' t he ;!o::is". • 

Here we have a iirect ~roof of our or-i~inal thesis that, in soite or 
the ra~t that the law makes of ~hil:ir en mere ~h!ittels lfbbh ~ouB t-e 

soli an:i disoosei ~r at ~ill, i n life the ~ilial ani parental relation­

ship is base1 lari!elv on affe~tion and love, not merely on fear an:i 

~oer~ion. 

------------------~--

o nh-l:i ~am1" l y-- -3abylonian-Assvrian , rtastin~' s *T. 3. , in~hes: v 1 ren, 

~n~y~lopae:iia of Reli;!ion and ~thi~s 



O. !:raelt 

fbe respe3t for parents in Athens was: an ele1entarJ :iatr •hicb 

the 3reeks e1phasized as stronqly as any other people or antiqait1. 

Children bad to honor and obev their parents, ~iupph the1 •1th the mans 

ot' subsisten!)e •hen thev 30nld not do so tbemsE•lves, an!l p!"Ovide the• 

with a respe3table burial. At no a~e ooald 3bflHren :lesist t'ro1 these 

duties.• Indeed, it 1as the presuoposs:i duty or parents to ievelop in 

their children not only honor to the state but also respe3t tor their 

parents.•• It ns one or the ~rest •unwritten lats".••• The dat1 or 

obildren to.ards parents tss, then, rirst, a 11t.teri&l one, nuelJ, to 

oare ror them in their ol:i a~e. But, aiore beo11.dh, it is to be :iesoribed 

as honor t~waris oarents. There was a lH 1hii3h ~unisbe:i children •ho 

tailed to look artar their parents or allo1e:i 'the• to eutrer want. The 

atsenoe or piety towaris parents •as a le~al bar rro. publio ot't'ioe. For 

the Athenian the most repulsive phase ot the scpbisti3 attaot on 1aral 

iieas oonoerned this point. The etbioal P.r.oble1s whioh arose ror sons, 

•hen one parent Wile turned a~sinst another, prov~j e'ftrel91J intereetin~ 

to the 3reeks • .-. 

Waltreat1ent or parents was ~otionable, and ooald be ounished 

•ith the loss or oivil ri~hts. &>lon is sa11 to have aade no aention or 

suoh a 'ri11e on tb9 ~roond that he oonsidered its <X'Olll"T'enoe i1p088ible.~ 

In other 1roris, parental honor •as presupposed! by bh as an alllOSt natural 

and instinotive duty or obildren towards pare1nts. 

It ls •ell to note the e1phasis th&t. the 3r9ek philosophers and 

irri ters l&H on parental honor and on the rt U&l relationship. Their 

opini~ns ar& stron~h re1iniaoent or tbe Hebreiio attitllie to the proble1. 

Plato, for inshnoe, lava it down that after the ~oda and the de1igi:xls 

parents ou~ht to have the most honor. •I Throu~hout his •hole lite everr 

un sboul:l pay bis parents the ut1ost det'eren:se and respeot. ••~ The bi~h 

*Sa•oel ~a1er: Vol. II, I 247, B 
••Arthur Fairbanks: Faailr---3reek, Hastin~'s gnorolopaedia 
•••J. R. s. Jones: abildren---Jrsek, H.astin~'" gnorolopaedia 
0 Laws IV, 717, C- D 09Lan XI, 93'.>l~932A 

I • 
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hilfi~~ltion here ao~orded to parents is equalled only in the Yosaio 

oode. Plato ~i:>es on to say tbat piety towards parents is tbe best wor­

ship C'K the ~ods. This Platonio idea finds no dir90t oounterpart in tbe 

Hebrew ~iptt1l'e1, but it t-eeeives even stron~er Hpreesion in the VUraeb, 
Biblioal 

where eeveralAversea are so interpreted as to show that t'8 honor to 

parents is llOre i•portant than honor to 3cxi.• AO()ordin~· to Plato anyone 

who witnessed the aot or a child striki~ a parent, and railed to inter-
. 

!ere, ou~ht to be seYer9lJ punished, and the offender bi9Belr oonde•ned 

to perpetual exile or to 19ath it be ever ventured bo1e. He !"e00989nds 

that ~ttir .. parents should leave their obildren a l&gaor or tbe spirit . 
or reverenoe rather than a stor e or ~old. 

Aristotle savs that it is ~1tt•1 proper to par Qarents bon~ 

suob as is ~iven to the ~ods.•• Xenophon, in his vindioation or 3oorates 

to the Athenians, makes this philosopher retake his son ror in«ratitu~e 

to bis •other. The olai11t1 or reli~ion were not considered superior to 

those or rather and •other, oartioularlr or the latter. ~ipides biis 

ohildren love their mother. Jther Gr9ek writers soeak similarlv or the 

honor to and arf e3tion ror parents. 

The 3reeks, unlike the Babvlonians ani the Roaaas, iid "not stress 

the le~al aspeots or the rilial relationship. Their Vi9• or parental 

honor •&1 more like tbs Hebrew. FOf' tbe Israelite parental respeot 1'&8 

a oaae in ethi~ and reli~ion. ~or the 3reek the •othe was philosophioal. 

•Pesilrta 23; ~eohilta; Jerusbalai, Peah 1 

••Ethios ~13. i1, 2, 8 
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I. Roan 

The Roman parent 1aa aasUl"ei or respe~t bJ la1, not bJ arfeotion. 

The antboritJ of the father 1aa almost at:eolnte. and the le~al ralatioa 

or obild to parent •as al108t aQuivalant to that or a slave to his aaster. 

Tbe obild bad no reaonstranoe fro• the father's ~eoision. Tbe ne&i or 

the r~tly •as the nnrettr~o\~d and independent ruler ii the fa•tlr 

oirol~.• Bis autboritJ was even ~r~ter than that of the state OYe~ its 

oitisens. This slave rel&tiooehip or Roman obildren to their -parents 

•as a 1atter or eduoation. It was or •Eta ... 1iwre•e si~nifil3&noe in 

Roman la• an1 in the ievelopaent or the Ro•an obar&3tar. 

In an stte1pt to inorease tbe authoritv or the st~te over that 

Of t~e (a1ilv father, that is, in the tisb or the Roman e•perore to Aet 

themselves up as the supre1e bea1s, the state adooted 1easures to li1it 

tbe tvrrani3al nature of the father's authoritv. It 1as not entiealJ BU3• 

3essful. The fili~l relationship was in~rainei in th9 R09an obaraotar. 

It 3ould not he easilv reformed. The la• 3ould aerelJ define tbs e~istin~ 

relation ani set tortb tbe fstber's authoritJ. 

In a sooietv t~ssi on the afn.ittc orinoiple ani on the pestrta 

potedn., the maintenan~e or the family anj its ma HS a aathr Of the 

•ost vital interest ani importanos. Th9 raailr was a oult. Tbe dutJ or 
obiliren •&s therefore ,hiafl1 ~eli~iotl9. ~ore sspeoiallr. the juty or 
:>hildren wa:1 the 1orsbip or the deifisj anJestors or :H M2nas. (litaralh, 

"~ood ~ods"). l'be bed of the faailv had not onlr the paruount dutv or 

s:>rupulousb ruHillin;f the &noestral rites·, but also provide a suo:>essor 

in the person or a real or an adoptei son.•• fbe latter took up the 

burien or the saoririoes ani or the anoesteit/rites arter the rather bad 

laid it down at death. The departed spirit of bis rather was oonoeived 

or as bavin~ lost its iniiviiualitv and or having b9ooee an ia1ortal part 

or the lar~er aass or the ~t Nan1s. Thus in Rome anoestor-worsbip was 

k9pt alive. 

*Saauel ~aver: Vol. II , 1243, : 
O J93se Beneiiat Carter: Famih--R09an, Rasting's i novolopaaiia 

l 
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1'he Roman prin'.}iple or parental honor was similar to the 

Babylonian notion, but it was far more a:ivan'Jei le~all v an·J far better 

an1 more fully derine:i ani re~ul~tei. It i s to be notei, however, from 

the fa~t that children were eKpe~te:i to respe~t father ani mother alike, 

in spite of the father' s absolut9ness, that even in law the ethi~al 

relation broke throu~h the bonis of authority. The affection for parents, 

especiallv for the mother , is attestei to by manv writers. f~ ~e see that 

law :}annot ~~ount for all that the filial relationship implies. ~en in 

Rome the law was but an ajjun~t of the fun:iamental rehtionship as its it 

is founl i~ nlitur~ an~ in life. 
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P. '::ono l us.Lons 1J n:i ':ofir;n r Ls.o n3 

The ~onc9otions al~~k the rilial relationship in anti~uitv ba1, 

in many rasoects, the same charaJter in Israel, 3abylonia, 3reece, anj 

Ro~e . 'I'be prin:Jiple of o=i tar famil.las. us ev'3rV"here more or l ess pre­

valeat. In rtome ani in Babylonia it "as almost unlimite1. In 3rsece it 

"as some"hat more limite1. There, ho"evar, the le~al prin~iple "as not sa 

well :lterminei. It was more li~itei in Israel. ~here the rami lv rather's 

author itv was most absolute , coercion couli be use1. There "as more f rea1om 

"here the ratber ' s authority "as restri3tei. 

In an,ient times the ra~ilv "as centerej about the 3ult. The 

1uty or the chili was, thererore, largely reli~ious . BY the establishment 

of a ramilv oarents "ere assur e1 that thiir depar tej spirits wouli not 

have to wan1er about. The7 thus lert someone to perrcrm the ancestral 
oeroet u!!.t ion 

rites. f he 111u11111nxm of the family was thererore essential. In Isriel , 

too, the ramilv in 9~l v tim~s ~~nterej about the cult.• rhe family oult 

held the ramilv to~ethsr ani ma1e !or unity , which "as an important feature 

in the an3ient ramilv. 

Tha le~al 1Aman1s on 'hil:ren as well as the punishments 

ror infraJtions or the l!!." "ere every~hsre very harsh . rhev "ere almost 

primitive ani barbaric in Babvlonia ani in Rom9 , in ~oth o~ ihi~h the chili 

iraEl a mere slave or the rather. Th~ sevet"itV n s not !!.S freat in 3reece, 

whera an attempt r.aa maie to round the rilial iuties on philosophic pr in­

ctples. In Israel sthi,al ani r9 li ~iou~ principles were introduoeJ. 

"{et., iespite the cruelties that may have been psrpstrate1, the 

relP.tionshio or chili to parent in an:Jient times •as not an unpleasant 

onP. . Arrection bet"9en parents ~nd children •as not at all uncommon. 

*' "3.-" 1 r~e ...- : }fa b rd/ Sc. l.e S ,I/re. lt~etlu 'i/e,. ZL Tei/ - pP~ .JJ· !Ji 
*'**'*'***• •••••••••••••••• // I 



Chapter II---The ~ilial Relationship: Tal•udi3 

lhen the politi3al or~!nization b900999 disrapte~, preservation 

deaanis stron~er s~i!l aoi ramilv ties. The perioi in •bi3b th9 Talaud 

oa1e to bein~ was one or nnrsst. ~ith the ~estru3tion or Jerusale. and 

tbs reaple, tbe Jews had to seek other than territorial •eans by •hioh 

to preserve tbeaselves. ~mpbasis was, therefore, laid on the spiritual 

and oultural ohaaes or Jewish lire. 

In the facilr there •as less insiste?Y.Ja on the le~l relations 

than berore,but the etbioal ties were ~reatly stren~tbaned. There •as 

no Je•isb state to enroroa the la•. Yet, beoause o! tbe desire to 1aintain 

the integritv or Israel, raail1 lire ~as even better than ever before. 

The ~sneral principles ~uidin~· tbs rilial relationship 1f9re 

l~elr those or pre-Talaudi3 davs. Bat their expression and pr~tioa 

were f~ll eltenied. Tba ela•ents or reverenoe and stt .. tt .. veneration 

were beUbtane~. Parental honor be:>&11e alaost an Heal, s011&thin~ whfab 

was to be alwars striven for but 30011 never ba attainai. One bad to t• 

obserlve the preeept or parental honor; but that one, no •atter ho• hard 

hs triei, oouH nevsr oerror• it. rolb was r~·nise:i by tb9 ~- in tbe 

st!te99nt: "~vsn if one do so a thousand timss a tbousan:i, one IK>uld not 

vet ,ttain to balr tb9 parental honor in the Torah.•* 

Parental honor no• emer~ei as an almost purelv etbioal oonoept. 

I t beoame a utter or •oral oblU'ation ( n .. ,~,o :i::n ,,) ani reli~ioos pre-

3ept (n'ni :ttso).*• ~either the filial nor the parental ~uties were 

~ompletelv ~ifiei. In the ~ishnah both are introdoee:i aa inoi:iental • 

'atte!"S.*** I t woul:i almost seem that the ~isbaah did oot oonsi:iar the• 

as sabj&3ts ror ~o:iifi3ati on. In the 3e.iris parental respeot is iisousaad, 

but the point or view seeis Ettli~al rather than le~al. 0 r be e110tions •ere 

thus ~ivsn rree play. 00 lerelv to Derror1 tba ~O••and•entB or parental 

respect in the Sholohan Aru3b 1as not ooneidered surtioient. Arter all, 

the filial relationship ooal:i not be oo:iiried. I t •as berond oodirieation. 

*Jerushal•i, Peab 1 
**Asher 3ulak: The Foundations or Rebrew Law, Book III, ~p. IV, Pf. ~1)-70 
***Kiiashin I , 7 °Kiduahin 29a.-32\! 
00Israel Abrahams: Jewish Lire in the Mi:idle Ages, Pp. 121-12-', 344 
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Rabbi Moses Isserles <~•oi), a<>••entin~ on tbe verr first law or parents! 

honor in the Sbolohan At-uoh states: "R01Jever, the ooart oannot oo•pel 

One to perfor• the preoeptl or ,.rali~ honor or fatb8r &Di .Other,• for 

it is an affirmative pre~ept tba rewari or wbioh is isme~telv attaebed, 

wbioh is aomethin~ whose perrorman~e the ~ourt oannot QO~pe1,•••--~ . 
;'1!)0 °>1' 

11 .;,. '>'!7 l' E> l:J 4''1 n•:i 1•1t :n-:n rn~1' 1n~ ii'1lt nnc• 

That i~ to sav, there is a ~eneral rule in the Talmui that an1 arrirmative 

treoept that bas the iesi~nation or its rewar1 immaii&telv rotlowin~ th9 

ooa•and1ent itself oannot te enforced bv an eathlr ooart (~ea'• 1•, n•:i). 

I111eiiatelv arter the 30maani•ent or parental honor, the Oeoal~ue adds: 

"That thr davs ma.1 be lon~ ••• &nd that it mav ~o •ell dth thee •• ,• whfab 

is the re1ari. The assaapti~n or the Talmui, then, is that both the 

rewari and the punishment in the 1atter or parental respeot lie in the 

hanis of Soi, sinoe h9 himself assi~ns the reward in the Soriptut"es. At 

anv rate, •e sge that the Rabbis realizei tb!lt the hw or parental honor 

oan be onl1 or etbioal •lti•••r. not or le~al errioaov. 

'The relations or obiliren to nsrents are ooiiriei unier tbe 

bedin~ or !'Tbe L .. a or the Ronor or 5'ather anj llothar"--"bt1 :iit 11,:i n1:i,;,11 

Both honor an1 rear are inolu1ed un1er this headin~ . The word !O!' boner 

nse1 in t~ Talaad an1 in the oodes ism:~gg3An3erivei rrom the ?iel---1~1!• 
tt bas rererenoe to the "wei ~hty" oonsideration ror parents, henoe •honor". 

The •ord ror rear is tti;o, not.,.,~ as in the Bible. Tbe1'al1u1io •O!'d 
~ .,. ; 

is t .. ini a mss~uline noun. really a ores!!lnt partio.~p~e. derived rro• tbe 

Ripbil. It ~098 a step further than tbe 3iblioal term. I t does not mean 
ti II merely •rear•, but re~ar1in~ •ith rear. henee •respeot•. •reverenoe". 

How is a son to real" hilt fit.ther, that is, to reapeot h11? He is 

not to stan1 or sit in ! plaoe speoiallv desi~nated ror bis rather; he is 

not to oontrtldiot him, nor to evalu~te his words; ha is not to oall bia 

by name. 0 This is the passive ranotion. The a'tive funotio~ is honor. 

The son 11tl8t support his parents, olotbe them, brinlt· them in an1 brin~ thea 

oat.00 A son need not ~o be~~in~ to support bis parenta. ffe must, never-

*Yoreb Deab, 2'8 ooxl, 1, rro• Beth Joseph, based on Cbalin 110 
**Chulin 110 °Yoreh Deab ~oxl. 2 °0 Yoreb Deah ooxl, 4 
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tbe'Tl 
the less, honor i1m at such material expense to himself that if it be 

ne~essarv ror him to ~ease his "ork ani thereby te~ome a be~~ar, he must 

1o so. * There is sl~ost a paradox here. He nse:i not ~o be~~in~ in orde~ 

to support his pa~ents. Yet ir honor to the~ 1e~an1s that he leave his 

work, even it be be~ome a be~~ar be~ause or it, he must 1o it. 

'~9~ativelv,~ a son may not Jurse or revile his parents , nor 

str ike them.** The Jaurt mav ounish the offender, in the first oase, 

bv stonia~, iR tha se~ond, bv str~n~lin~ . These laws are so restri~ted 

bv the 1abris that there is small ~hanJe for the court ever to infli~t 

the 1eath oenalt ies. ~o bA ounishp,j for cur~in~ oarents the offender 

must te nrned (;iitin_.,) an:i the testi.anv of lfitnesses is re~uirsd. Jne 

~an onlv be put to ieath for usin~ one of the names of the i)eitv, not a 
i... , ~ . l)"f e?if/,~7' ",. a wte-i'PHJ' ,,.,f • icx 

substitute nama~. \ Warnio~ and witne9'Se3 are also ne~essarv berore one 

~an be ounish9d ror strikin~ his parents.•** Smitin~ is nothin~ less 

than the in(li~tin~ af a woun1 . 

It is not~worthv that the rur anl the 3hul3han Aruab omit the 

sub,je~t of "the stubborn an:i the rebellious son". SuJb a person, the 

ral~ud says, "~ever existe:i nor was ever areatei,"--~'lJl ~,, ~·;i M~". 

~ aimonides, however, wishio~ to 'ompile all the ore~~pts, whether they 

were applicable or not, whether they were "~receots that ispenj ~ the 

Lani ( ~1MJ n1' 1'n n110)" or ia not "iepen1 on the ~an1", in~luias this 

----- surjact. 0 9ut even here the law is extremel1 limited. ~o punishment 

'an be prescribej unless the son be g'iven nrnin~~ 0 3ince the !orah calls 

him "a :irunkar1 anj & ~ltltton"---"MJ1 0 1 ,,,,", ha be3omes such a person 

t 

onl~ when, in the Jompany of l ow people, he eats repulsive rlesh ani 

irinks wine ~reedily. The a~ounts that h9 must eat ani irink before he 

3an be brou~ht to trial are enormous. The a~A at which he can be punished 

is also iesi~natei . A ~inor is i rresponsible ani oannot be punished. 

A le~al fiction is used to show that one who has attained puberty can also 

not be punishe:i . 000 rhus the a3tual time in whiJh the death oenalty, ston­

in~ , Jan possibly be inflictei is only three months. IDven after all these 

~Yoreh Dsah ccxl, 5 
***Yad: '!amrim 9, 5 
000 ibi1 ~amrim vii, S, ~ 

>-x Svc,'1 it6' ,,,e.-r, 
.5a11hedril4 ..:>S'1 -

/ 

0 Ya1: Ma~rim vii 00 ibi1 ~a~rim vii , 1 



- 21-

3ondtions are l'ulHille:l, the son is not i o:me.fiatelv put to ieath. ::!is 

parents must first brin~ him to a ~ourt of three. There al'ter iue testi­

monv, be is fla~ellated. This is the ahastenin~ whiah is presaribe1 in 

the Sariptures: "An:l thou~n thev ahasten him, he will not hearken unto 

them" (Oeut. xxi, 13). H! he 1ontinue in bis evil "ays, he is to ba 

t r ou~ht bef cre ~ aou~t oe twenty-three, "hers the 3eath penaltv mav be 

infliated. ~011ever , his parents mav for~ive him. Both parents must 

brin~ him to aourt, for the ~aripturss ~~v: "Ani his r~ther ani his 

mother sb~ll lay bol3 or him" ( ~aut . xxi, 13). 

There is a rem~rkarls similarity bet"een the proae:lure in the 

a3se of a sttlbhorn 'inj rebell iou;; ~'Jn in ti1 Jewish law ani that of a 

disobedient son in the ~a~murati :oie~ Jn:ler the ·::Ode if a father wishes 

to iiSJllO his SOD , the ju11~S mu~t rirst inquire into the matter. Ir he 

have committei no ser]ous a~ime or mis1eed, his father 3annot 3Ut him off . 

1f he hwe, the .iui~e~ aonjcne hi3 fi rat of'f;mss. '-le m~v be expellei 

onlv after ~is se~'ni cr~ense . In Jewish law the penaltv orescribed, 

stonin~. is more severe, in consonance with the hi~b re~ar1 for parents. 

Despite the severit~ of the ~abbini~ law of parental respect, 

parents are warne1 not to be too exactin<, not to take too much aivanta~e 

of their ri~hts. The Bitlic!l sa.vin~: "Thou shalt not put a stumbling-
(Gev. xix 11 _ 

block before the blini"--- 11•n11::io inn it'? ;1v 'l~'I"~-- s ~1V'en a moral, not 

a literal, 3onnotation bv the ijalacha. The father mav not li9niuli~ti­
ohasis on the respect due to him. "For~ive them ani hide thine eyes ft0m 

them, for the f~ther who for~ives for his honor, his honor is ror~iven,w 

are the words cf the ·rahiu:i . ** 1'heref0rs , !l.lso, "h9 who strikes his 

~ro1rn son is excommunicate1, for he trans~t"esses on, ' Thou sh3.lt not put 

a stumblin~ block before the blind. ' "•** 

Sometimes the filial relationship assumes a reciprc~al aharacter. 

If parents rish to serve or other~iee honor their •orthv son, tbs l~• or 
pe.rental honor requires that he permit them to fo so. 

0 

-------·-------- --------
•3ammurabi ~ode: 1~2-1~$ 
**Kilushin 32a; Yoreh ')eah 1cxl , 19; Yad: '.lamrim vi, 3 
***Yoreb i)e?.h ~l. 20; Ya1: \iaml"im vi, 3; \!oed Katon 17a 
0 Yoreh Deah ~cxl , 25 
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T~ere are , ~C!fever., two ~ate<or ies or pre:::epts whi:::h a.re 

superior ta parental honor . rhese mav be ~alled (1) intelle~tual and 

(?,) reli<ious iuties. 

The Shulealln 1 Aru'.}h states expli~ith: "The stu5.v of Tcr3h is 

<re3t::r than the honor cf rather ani mother."* l'he ~lisbnah tells us 

tha.t th9 stuiy of the Law i3 eouiv~lent tc parental honor , ~harit~ble 

deeis, and a:::ts of oea~!'! :::omt-ine:i---"~?: 1 l l : :i.,, n n c'Jn". ** itfn>111h 

'Jot onlv 1oos the st.ujv of the ::..aw take ore:::e1en:::e but the honor to one' s 

tea:}he~ is pdor to th9.t of 9. 03rent. fhe te3:::her' s lost !l.rti~le must 

be sou~ht ani returnei before the rather'~ . i ~ the two be ~arryin~ heavv 

hur:iens ~t the sa~B time, the te~~her ~ust te relieved of his burden fir~. 

H both te in ~aot.ivi ty , the t~ll:::her :rust be ransom~d rirst . ~ut , of ~o~e , 

if the fat her be alsc a ~:::hol~ r. th~ P~ther takes prqce1en~e .* ** A oarent . 
"'"a1v e-mav esse O'f'e'f' t~e h~nor foe t e> him, l-ut !i te':i~~er ' s honor mav never be 

ne~l?.:3t~:l. 0 1'7liR oninion i~ not h~l:l tv q. Joseph. Yet ~rom his stat9ment, 
,,._ a'

1 
y e ,..,~,, Ir~ '1e lie."~ s Tl.At 

" Ille#\ iP ~ te':i~her RV?IP"! en3r his honer,••.'' it :39.D he inrerrei tb9.~ 8 

tsa~hsr ;;tan:is hi~h3r. Ir the son "ishes to <o el se"here to le pursue 

his studies , uarti:3ular l Y because of some fllmous teacher who is located 

t here, ani if his rather tries to orevent him f rom ~oin~ because be fears 

that harm m11 v come to him, the son nes1 not. orev bim~ 0 
i'hs spiritual 

r9htions are superior to the ohvsbal. ")ne ' s father , " t he ~ishna.h 

savs, "brin~s one to this 1mrl1, l°'ut one'3 tea~her who tea:::hes him "isdom 

trin~s hi:n to the worl1 to ~ome ." There 1'3.S no Jell'ish nation in the 

ohvsical or territorial sen3e. Its :3ulture, the oursuit of the study of 

the Torah was its onlY source of stren~th, its onlv ~eans of orsservation. 

Th9 neeis of the time built UP the ~ores. Ani so both the Torah ani th~ 

te9.~hers of the Torah took prs~eien:::e over parent al respe~t. gow mu:3h 

this iiea was a ievelopment of the times ~an be seen rrom the ract th~t . 

thou~n the Torah 1oes not even ~ention honor to ~ tea:::her, the Tal~ui 

il~kes it superior to oarental honor. 

~Yereh Oeah c~xl, 13; ~e~illah l~b **Peah I, 1 
***3s.b3. 'lezia. 33a; it:id II , 11 
0 Riiushin 32a 00 Yoreh Oeah c~xl , 2~ 
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eni. ethi " S 
The re~uire~ents or reL1~1on~atso t~ke pre,eienJe over p~rentel 

honor. A Jhili ~ust not obey his oarent if he is or1erso to 1c somethin~ 

whiJh is a~ainst the Lew; ~n~ while a Jhili is 1utv- touni to honor his 

oarants, ~ott. he ~ni his parent~ are iutv- bouni to honor }oi---r1~1~11xlf:ll 
11 'in::i::i u '::i" n o~'i D"! ilhen ths f!lther Jommanis hi3 sonto io somethin~ 

ror him, sav, to brin~ hi~ ~ ~ l~ss of water , ani there is some orecept to 

~3 oerforwei , if the oreJeot can be oerformed ~v others as •ell, he must 

obey his ~ather; otherwiss , he must hi~sel r first oerform t he ore~ept ,---

"~11~::i ~·::i••r. ~JM1 ' JM~"!• A J~~e in ethics i s that of the oarent for-

biiiin ~ his son to ~~~~ oeaJe wi t h a oer~on with whom the for mer is on 

unfrienilv term~ . :b.B son n~~i ~ot o~s 1 him:•• for as the rur puts it: 

"It is forbiiien to hat e anv Jew if nc one saw hi~ Jom~it a sin."0 Pea3e 
• al most over is a ~arjinal orin3iple in Je ~i sh law. I t takes ore3e1ee3e eweKx•t•elt 

anv kind of Jo~manjment. Another 13se in etni's as ~ell as in nommon-

sense i3 that of the oarent inter ferin~ in the 1hoice of a br iie. The 

rt~mah states e~presslJ~ "!' t he father prevent the son rro~ marrvin~ anv 

"o~an that the son iesires, he nee1 not obev bis father ,~00 I n Je•ish 

li'e oarent!; were ~ener<i.llv Hven the fa3ision in the matter of seh~tin~ 

~ brBe or a t-ri:ie~m!!l. (The wor'.is "son" ani "r11ther" !H'e not to t-e 

taken in the stri~t sense . ., ·th · ththe th .e1 er oarent 3an orevent e1 er~son or e 

iau~hter !'re~ marrvin~ anv~ne the latter oleases. ) Yet this w~s onl v 

a moral obli~aticn whi~h the ~bil1 relt he owei to his uarants . ~ven i n 

th3 9it le 3ams~n 3ouli not be prevented fr om marrvin~ a Palestinian woman. 

"Therefore shall a man leave his r11ther an:i his mother," say the Scrip­

tures , "an:i shall nleave unto hh • i!'e" ( 3enesis ii , 24) . fhg iabbis 

realizej that it woul:i be too ~ucb to allo• inter~erennb bv oarents in the 

~arital r elation. ~ere effe~tion has to be the rulin~ faotor. The two 

who a r~ sost con3erne1, ~ho ~r~ to live t~~ethe~ for the rest or their 

lives must make th3 final iaJisioo. )ne cannot live 1iti in ~arital 

rel~tion with a nerson •ho~ be iisl ikes, iespite the oar3nts ' preferen3e, . 
rhe puroose of the ~abbis was t~ stren~then th?. ra~ilv an:i t hs unitv there 

------------------------------------------
• te~a~oth ~8 · ·~iiushin 32a ···~oreh uesh ~Jxl . 1~ 
0 rur in the na1~ of the 1osh, his ~ather 
00 Yonh )~ah JJ>Cl, 2S, ·1a~!!.h, t'rom the 1.lah;;lrik Shoresh 1.:;7 
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vuiv to oneselr also ore~91es the jutv toRarjs parents. t n 

Je"ish l~• tbs "s9lf" ~enerallv takes ore~eien~e . Jne looks for bis owo 

l ost ~rticle even tefora that or his tea~her ' s.• 9ne ransoms himself 

f r om ~aptivity before aov~ne else.•• R. Ju1ab points oat that one wbo 
..:a 1 · th" · h h" ir h 1 ih1ini sh oovertl in Israel,. ~ea s in is maJner Rlt iise e os to e111111skK1~11t 1t1~1 

in a~~orian~e with the verse in Deuter onomy: "rhere sh~ll be no neeiv 

amon~ you" (')eut . xv, 1) . However , althou~h su~h be the la" , one shoul], 

a~~oriin~ t o ~ashi, ~o bevoni the la1 Ct·i~ n11~c 0 •19~). an1 have pr ior 

re~ari for tea!her or for par~nt . 

I t is hari to 1i~t in1uish 1ala~ba from Ha~ai1ah in the ral~uii~ 

iis ~oursas on oarental honor. 1~u~h that seems to be Ha~aiiah forms the 

~ asis of ~ala~ba in the ~oropil~tions o~ the later coiifiers . Ani this 

is proper. I t is not ne1e3sar1 to seoarate the t "o. The same spirjt 

oervaiec; both. 

?arents are sa3rei objs~ts , ~lmost iivine. Parents have an 

soual share with 3o1 in man. ,onor µaii to the~ is honor pai i to 3oi. 

)onsequentlv, when one 1rieves his par3nts, he al c;o Cti ~rjeves 3od.**• 

The honor t o parents is 3omst imes saii to be orior to the honor to 3oi. 

r he explanation ~iven is that to honor 1oi one must O'lfTl somethin~ in 

crier to be able to ~ive the tithes , et~ . : trot one must ••• honor oarents 

whether he owns somethin~ or not. 0 rn · J uiais~ t he relations bet~een man 

ani man are orten more emphasizei than those between Joj anl man. An 

~verpious person mi ~ht pav his iues to 3o~ but ~ail to r ealiz3 that he 

was committin~ a ~el i~ious orrense in failin~ to honor bis parents . ~. 

Joseoh, whenever he besr i hi3 mother ' s rootsteps, wouli sa1: "I shall r ise 

before the iivine presence (~J·~~) which i s enterin~ . "00 rhe parent is 

3oi' s a~ent throu~h whom a human bein~ is brou~ht to l ire. Divinity 

therefore rest on the parent . The verv fact t hat the '.lulv One • inJ lai9,i 

the pre~sot of parental honor in the Ten ~ommaniments , that is, 3oi ' s 

verv unselri shness, ~s it were , in olacin~ "Honor thv rather ani thv 

*Baba ~ezia 338 ** Roravoth 13a 
0 Pesikta 23; Me~hilta; Jerusbalmi, Psah 1 
00i{i iushin ~le 

**";\Uusbin 3''.:>b 

l 
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mothsr 11 with "Thou sb9.lt have no other gods before Me", is a proof to the 

na. t ions th~t "I aro ths Lor:i tbv 3o:i 11
• * Re ~ho ut terei su:::h a prin:liple 

is veritably the Lor:i . :::n another pb~e ths \!Brash Qusries '11hv the la" 

of parental honor is plaJej aij a~ent to th9 law ef ~~ain3t mur1er in the 

:):Dalo~us . ** 11Wh1 is the one su~ .jeot next to the other? Mersb to tea~,h 

vou: If a man has orovision wi t hin bis bous3 arri :ioas not support his 

father and hi3 mother even when thev are youn~---an:i there is no neei to 
• .. "t" 

sa:v, when t hev a.re oU--lis as ir he were a murierer before 3od d l bis 

ia•1s . Therefore it is sai:l, ' 'ifonor,' that you mi~ht'not murder'." To 

provi:ie for oarents is an ethiJal iuty withi n the IJS~SRS sphere or 
oarental honor . ~ot to support them, espeoiallv when the1 a.re old,--­

the a~ed Jere al•a;s looked uoon with aiie:i respe~t in Isra.el ,***---is 

murder in the moral sense. 

Parental respect is a most ,eigbtv ma.tter--- •nn1 ol'l::i11 ;ii1 on -W* 

somethin~ most ii~fiJult to observe ful ly. There are no limits to its 

extent. The heathen or Askalon •ho wouli rather lose soms fabul ous su~ 

o~ monev ~ than take the kev from un1ar the pillow upon •hi~h his 

father is sleepin~ is most hi~blv asteemsj by the ~abbis . 0 The ob l i~ation 

is even ~reater upon him who is ~ommaniei to honor father ani mother , that 

is, uoon an Isr~3lite. i n the Palestinian ralmui the heathen oatri~ian ll'bo 

•ouli not sit upon the stone upon •hi~h hia father sat i3 consije~ed 

hservin~ or bi~b oraise. The r'lot that he hter worships t.ha.t stone--­

lfbiob remin:i3 us or anJ9Stor-•orsbip-- - is not criticisei~ 0 ib~Hti.itt 
ratber or .mother taki a ourse and 3ast it into the sea i n his presen~e . he 
i•illll UtHxpinsns XHlfJI: 'U •JICPJHS V.tl:< 

must not ~ha~e t~1 his p~rents. 000 ~ne ~ust bear p~tientlv with his parent~ 

even ll'hen he loses materiallv and is paineJ m3ntallv. Ir parents iis~ra3e 

one in ~omo~ny, he must remain silent . ?or ir one must <*ev a human kin~'s 

order, he must ~ertainlv perl'orm this Jommaniment , 'hi~h is a divine preoe~t. 
0000 Because or the infinite iuti9S in'idved in the precept of par ,ntal 

honor, several sa~ss a~tuall1 rejoice over the faJ t that their oarents are 

*Ki:iushin 3111 *'*fan!l :i' Bei ~l Uab 2~ ; Yalkut 3bi!1oni 
***3umner: Folkways , o. 3'.)8-303 
.. n*hnJhU!na1 °irifoshin 31a 00 Jerusbalmi , Pesh 1 
000 i(idusbin 32a.; Y<1.± .1uri m •ri, 7; 'ioreb )eab :}Cd, e 
00 00 Xiiushin 3! a; Ya1: ~amrim vi, I; 'iorsh Deah ~~xl , 3 
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not livin<.' rhe burien of parental respect is such a heavv one that it 

i3 best to be saved tbs need of observin~ tbs commaniment. Jnlv Abraham 

oouli be exemptei from parental honor. because of his ~reat mission.** 

?arental honor is a sort o~ cari inal virtue alon~ with charitab1s 

deeis (.jiiar ~ ·"T ::in nl 'l'OJ) , maki n~ peace between peopl9 (n::in'I t::"tM l'::J ~g~), 

ani the stuiv of the La1 (~i 1 n "T 1 o'ln}~-though the l'st is superio~-- "•hoss 
.c It/.$ 

fruits are enjoyed in ~ •orli ani 1hose permanent root is i n the •or.ii 

to come."*'* The words auotei eay be the Rabllni~ uoierstaniin~ of th9 

~oriptural verse, "Tn orier th3t thy- :hys ma1 be lon~and that it mav ~o 

we 11 with thee" ( Deu t. v, 1:;) . ~ven a • fokel person ( 1rzn) is recompense:i 

for resoe~tin~ his parents.*''' The jestinv of nations an1 races can be 

affect9i bv the amoJnt of respect the founiers sbo1 to their parent3. 

Shem ani j apheth 1ere ra1~riea because they iealt resoectfullv •ith their 
h e ta" H h ~ tJ 1 <f ,,, ot s ~ 0111- • 

fat her. ~~m was cursei~the jsferen~e iue to a parent~ jf ~ourse the Rabbis 

l ook upon histor v as a matter of personalities rather than one of so~ial 

~roups ani movements . 

?arental honor call3 for s~emin~lv 1isre$pectrnl a1ts f~om the 

chili~en if the parent3 1e~ani th~m . ~. lshmaei is ~ommaniei to permit 

his mother to "wash his feet and to frink or the water", sin~e she wants 

to io so.00 A son "inh9rit~ the 3arien or W.ien" ~v be~oming a s lave of 

the kin~ in bis father' s place , thou~h his father be for~ei to grini r lour. 

J n the other han:i, he "inherits 3ehinom" if he treats his rather in a servile 

fashion, thou~h he feeis him luxuriou3l1. ~00 

?arental honor continues after the ieath of tha parent. Jne 

must soeak rev3rentially of bis ieo~rtei parent . Jne ma1 not mention some­

thin~ in his father ' s nam9 merely with the •oris, "So saii l&J father ." qe 

mu3t use the formula: "3o saii my father, ~v master , ---mav r be the atone­

ment for hia ieatb." 1'dlve months after the :ieath of bis pi,.r·ent s he 

must use this formula: "M9.Y his memorv be for a bless in~ for the life or 

the worl:i tcrcome! "0000 

----- - -- - -- ------ -- -
*R. Zeira ani ~. Abon in Jarushalmi, Pe~h 1 anj R. Jocbanan in ~ i:iusbin 31b 
**Beresbith ~aba 39 , Lech Lecha ''*Peah I , 1 
****Tan~hume 191oshi• 15 °8ereshitb ~aba ~~ . ~oab 
00 Jerushalmi , ?3ah 1 °00 ibi1 °000Zidasbin 32a 



The falmuii3 view of parental honor ist then, one of veneration 

t'or parents \\n:i the filial relationship is on3 of ievotion to pa;rents. 

The Rabbis make a pl ea fo~ parental respect. Thev io not threaten coercion. 

The Pentateuch is more oeremotorv. I n 8ab1lonia ani Rome the le~al relation 

is supreme. r he 3hil1 is the property of the father. In JreeJe the law 

is soiewhat milder, but the ~hili can still be sol1 at "ill by the father. 

In Israel \he father couli not even ~ive the dau~hter in m9.rria~e without 

her consent. The filial relationship l~i~i a place in the coies, but it 

is conceie:i that parental honor cannot be le~1llv enforced. 
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~hapter I1 I---0hildren an1 the ?amily 

4. f'Ja8 . !'1Hil 11: '1'1&8 Jtoth9r fa•H11 an~ tlas l'at1asr Pa•Ll11 

1. 39n3ral.---Tbe human ramilv, as that amon~ ani•als, bas as 

its purpose tbe preserv~tion or the spe3ies. It is or~anized to provide 

ror the neeis or tbs remal~ anJ to orote3t both re~ale and voun~. The 

hum~n ramilv, b3,ause or th~ lon~3r oeri o1 re~irad ror t he 3are or the 

ohildren, has ~raater oermanenca than the animal ra~ilr.• Cbiliren are 

naturally the prinoipal obje3tive ror the pressr-vation or the spe~ies. 

The mother family is the system in •hi~h des3ent and kin ars 
cu1;,.,../ 

re~konei throu~h woll8n. ) n the analo~J or tb~ra.ily as well as on ~eneral 

~rounis, it would seem that the mother ramilv, in most instanee~, preoeied 

the rather ramily, •hi!b i3 the s19t3a i n •hicb the line is reekonsi 

throu ~h men. It maJ be as~u!lei t hat the 111cther· rsmilv elista.i at one time 

or another amon~ al111ost even people. ·rbe natutral run'.)tion or the woman 

as the bearsr or 3hildren fi rst ~&V9 here th3 bi~her position in the (aai}J. 

•The eoonomio hlu! or the •Oman, as e.n importeint rsotor in the produotion 

or Mterhl ~011rorts ani ut ilities , as a sour3~1 or the aooession or 

streMt h (ro11 outsi:ia , e.n::i !lS the mother cf the1 (uture m3ahers or the tribe, 

•as reoo~nizad at arfarlv sta~e. ••• 

Jnjer the mother ramilv ohiliren !lni prop9rt1 •ere the motbsr's . 

Th'3 nearest ral&tiva s&3 her brothat", who was the nsxt male gu~Uan or 

the 3hiHren.*** ile held tbs position rhioh fot'3r be~!le re~o~nized under 

the rather hmilv ror the ra.th<:tr. At this sta;!e the r!lmily, aa an assooia­

tion or both p!lrents !lDJ the i r orfspring, O~n hardly be Saii to have 9XiSt-

8d . It •!ls a unit ~onsistin ~ or the mother sn~l ortspri~. •ors or le3s 

oloselv as:Jocbt~d lfith a mals hea::i--asual h t;he 1other's brotber-witbift 

the kin. 

The ultimate reasons ror the mother f~amilJ and ror a ohanlte to 

the rather rami lv were in th3 life eoniitions , iniustrisl arts, war, pres­

sure or populations, !to. I t U3onb b1 griju!ll stages that the husbani 

· ~ . ~ . ralle.ira: ~e.milv, Hastio~' s ~noyolopseiis or Reli~ion and ~bios 
0 ibH 
•••sumnliB~: ~olk•avs. Pp. 354- 357 
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"3.s able to se'!ure in:ieoenien'.le o~ the unit or lfhbh h-3 be.,arn? t19 hea1, 

in lo~ation , in the JiSD03~l or proosrty, ani in the orierin<s or the 

lives or its m9~bers. The sutstitution or the p~trilineal ~or ths matri­

lineal iesJent---so~eti mes ies~ribej ~s the sutstitution or t he patriar~h-

nent or the ~r~ani~ation of the so~isl unit . : t n~v ~all be be l i~vai 

tb't the ~h3.n~s from the mother f~milv to the father famil1 is t ha ~reatest 

~ni mo~t r~volution~r7 in th~ historv of )ivilization. Sy ~han~es i n t bs 

life Jonitions it beJl~e possit l e for th~ man to ~at his wifs to hims~lf 

a~av f rom her kin , 'n:i t m b9eorne V19 owner of his ~hilfran . • !he father 

t hen ba3,me th~ supreme ha~i or the ramil? , the p~tgr r2mtli~,. Perhaps 

to 1efeoi himself fro! tha rnot1~P i n1 her ~in , ~ho ~3 n 3 Jon.~~l~J~l• o~ 

t r! 1J . . .;11..J1,l_1 strivin1 to br i!l~ t~k t~e '!On'Jition Of the !!!Other ramilv, 

it ~ '.ls hel3 n~~essarv bv t he father to assume absolute authoritv an1 to 

en~ ~r~e his auttority by reli~ious , '.livil, an:i state laws. 

?.. 3it:li ~'.11. ---:n histori ~ times t he IsneU t i sh h!!!ilY ha:i 

alr~'.l1V rea'.lhe:i the st3~e or polv~amy "hich is aJcompari9i hy the father­

ri~ht . Like all the ether ~e~i~g~;~ihe nebrews P'.lsssi thrca~h the sta~es 
or tote~is~ . en1o~a~v . an:i r~1koninj jesc9nt in the female line. There 

are 1istinct tra~es or an earlier matriarchate. The matrilincal iescent 

of the trites from the ~ives or Jacot somet imes aopears. Th9re are in5i­

cations of oolvanjrous rel~tions, relations lfhich ~ou l1 onlv exist in the 

mother familv . jar ital conne'!tions retween brothers anj sisters, which 

0·'3cu~re:i only in a oolvanirous st!lt8, are hear1 of in the Scriptures . 

Ac'.}()r:iin~ to N. ~. ~mitb , the levirate marria~e also sorQfl~ Crom pol vanirv!• 

A V-9~ti~e or th-3 mother-ri~ht is roun:i in the ra~t t hat ct.illren "ere 

usually name1 by the mother (1enesis iv, 12; xix , 3~; xxix, 31; xx, ~; 

xxx•1 , 1::;; xxviii , 2~; .JuHes xiii, 2~ ; I Samuel i, z:>; iv, 21; Isaiah vii, 

li). The ~ire could aiopt a maiiserv~nt as a con~ubine for her husbani 

----- ------------ ---- ---------------- --
• 3umner: ?olk"avs , Pp . 2fi4-357 
0 w. =1 . 8mith: Unshio an:i 'darri a~e in ~arlv Arabia 
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ani aoo!'opriate the 3hiliren of 3u~h a union (3enesis xx, 3f.) . The fa~t 

that Sarah i eclarej th~ snn of the ~on~u~ine , q~~ar, "oul; not inherit 

"i t h her o1'n ~::>n (3enesis ui, 10)---~ontra!'V to the Oeuteronc'llb lalf 

w hi~h makes e3ual heirs of all the orfsprin2 of the father , no • atter 

what position thei r mothers heli---mav also imoly a vesti~e of the mother­

ri~ht . • 

]hztsv~r rAmainQ of the ~other-ri~~t ~av he rcuni in the 9ible, 

there is, n9V9~th9l~ss, no 1outt t h~t the Pamilv is assumei t o be a iistinct 

patriar~h1t~ an1 that th~ father-ri~ht i s o~eicminant . ~he purpose of the 

~arrelf f1milv ~as tJ mainlsin th~ oatrili~3al ies~snt ani to preserve the 

oatriar3hal b~aishio . fhe ~i ~ of •eilock lf~S to have an1 to ~rin~ up 

chil1ren •ho wcul: 3arrv on the r~milv t ree (3enesis iix, 1: xxiv, ~; 

1 ~amuel i, ~P.; 39nesis xvi, d). 1t i~ natur~l that unier the f~tber­

~i2ht, thou2h ~irls ~ere not obje3tei to, bovs w~uli te pref9rre1 . Tbev 

'01111 ~arrv en the cult and m!tintain the pattilin9al :iescent . 

------------ -------------- ------------ --
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e. f~ther Qn~ Mother 

1 • .39neral.---The ~ban~e rro• the 11<>ther ra•il• to the f&tber' 

raailJ throws mu~h li~bt on the suoerior authority anj honor ~corded to 

the rather. The mother bears the obili. 3he usuallv nourishes ani t'S&rs 

it. Y9t the father has the treater power. 1'h1? !he father family is 

be~- maintainei bv superior physi~al foroe. That is its ulti•ate stren~th. 

It is that whiob allows it to assert itself le~allJ. The soaroe or the 

sesi-m1sti~al notion that the mother is notbin~ •ore th&B the rieli on 

•biob the rather so1s, that is, that she is marelv the passive eleaent in 

a union or •hieh the rath~r is the aetive element, lies in this su~erioritJ 

88SU~ption or the father familv . ~e know th&t the relation or ebild to 

parent was 3tron~~r under the mother-ri~ht, that old •Ol!len were not so 

barbsr-ouslv trsatei as olj •en.• ~he ievotion or a ~hili to its mother 

is ani u s universdh ~reater. But the intro1uotion or the h.ther-ri~bt 

won ~ore r~psot for the rather beoause or the le~al authoritv enfor3ed 

bv ani roun1ed in pb1si3al stren~th. 

~others orten sho• resentmsat •hen a la!Ubter is ~iven or sold 

in marria~s. That r~t is not at all stran~e. The moth9r bears ani rears 

the Jbili. Yet she r&:)eives no 30•P6DSation ror it. Tbe rather &SSU•es 

the ri~bt to sell the ~i rl ani to take the bride-prio~. 

rr pro3reation hai not been put un1er the dominion or a ~reat 

passion, ir the ~roup inter9st iii not ie~aai that they bear obildren, 

aothers would probably reruse to do so he3ause of th9 burden ohildren 

entail. •There is nothin~ in ths set relation, or in prooreation, to brin~ 

about a 3ontinuin~ relation ~et1een a •an ani s ~011&n. It is the oare ant 

the eiuoation or the ohiliren whioh rirst oalls ror euoh a oontinuin~ 

relation.••4 A man and a tr01an were broa~ht to~ether bf s hi~ber inteMHt. 

in the stra~~le for existen~e. The woman with the obili needed tbe union 

aore, and probsblv she 1as more un•illin~ to enter it. Sinoe she neeie • 

the aan. the 1oman •ust endure her inferiOf' position. 

• suaner: Folk•aJS, P. 308-309 
.. ibii, ?. 345 
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2. 8lblioal.--In histot"fa ti.as the He1bt"e• fa•ib •as alread1 

a 1istinet patriarohate. Tbe patriarobal fa•ilJ was evidently l~ked at 

in the li~bt of a aonarehioal state. The wife •!1s in a subordinate positim. 

The famih •as the most important sooi&l unit an:I the 1hole of the sooial 

or~anization berore there was tribe or nation. Bome authoritv was neoes­

sarv, snd in the rather famih this u s nataralh vested in the rather.• 

In Israel the state •as ba~ilv !Ver a stron~ an1 well or~anize1 unit. It 

eool:i nHer prO:)Ur! the loyalty whleb wss ~iven to tbe f&111ly. Henoe even 

arter the social organization ~re• 110re eomplex and aanv kindred fa•ilies 

lived tc~etber as tribea ani t r it-es M nations, 'the patriarob&l ruib 

was the most powerful unit and rstained its pristine strsnth and autboritr. 

The father was the soprsae authority in the family. The intrta 

oot ss~2s. was not, as so!ll9 aut horities bold, absolute, bot it was extreaelJ 

powerful. Abraba~ prepares t o s~rifioe Isaao (3enesis 11ii). Jephthah 

saorifi~s his :iau~bt!r ( Jui~es ri, 3iH. The pr•otest or tbe prophets 

and the Pentateuobal ls~islstion a~ainst ~hili-e1aorifioe iniioat9e that 

tb9 ora,tbe was not unoomaon. Tbs fsther's aut.horitJ va• veste:i in the 

entire householi. The :iau!!hter-in-law was un:ier• his :io11inion. Judah 

or1ers Ta!ar to be burnei ror breskin~ the marr1iag9-vow (3enssia 1r1vii1, 

24). ChiUren are the orooertv or the rather and oan be seized tor :iet:t 

(II lin~s iv, l; ·~ehemiah v, 5). The rather oouH sell bis daa1htsr in 

ur.ria~e an:i into slaverv -d•n (811:01os ni , 7 •• 11). He !X)old also arran~e 

bis son's Hrria~e (3enes is u iv). He bai the 1~i~bt to obaatiae his 

ohiUren an:i to applJ oorporeal punishment (Deut~ . viii, 5, ni, 18; Pv. 

xiii, 24; xiii, ~. 15; rriii, 13-14; xxi1, 15, 17). He ooul:i insist on 

t.be utmost respect an1 obedience from thsa (E1odus n, 12; Lev. rh, 3; 

Oeat . v, 1~: Ezekiel 11:1ii, 7; ~io\h vii, ~; ?v. i, S; vi, 2'.>~ rriii, 22; 

r1viii, 24; xrx, 17) . Tbe rathsr ooal1 :iis~llow the vow aade bv an anmarr~ 

dau~bter (Nu11be_!'s rn, 4-~ ). 0 

Bat the rather :iii not alwayg assert his autboritv. David oon­

tinuallv for~ives Absaloa for his rollies. lfben Absaloa is slain be •ourns 

for him most bitterlv, and sbo•~ ~enuine affeotion (II 3aauel 111, 1). 

*T. 3. Soares: The Sooial I nstitutions and Idea.la or the Bible, Cbp. II1 
**.Jewish ~nevolopaedia: Fa•il Y and ~&ailJ Life; Patb9r 
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Usuallv respeot to oarents was willin~lv ~iven. Isa~ is ~ntent to let 

his rather 3hoose a bride for him (Genesis xxiv). That he mi~ht have 

seleote1 her himself oan be se9n rro• Ja~ob's aotion. ~oreover, under 

the Biblioal law the rather oould not ~ive bis son in •arria~e. Solo.on 

shows aarked iltiii~i011ri\s mother, hlt~!~gbl!: ~'·Aontrast whioh we 

observe he!"9 bet.sen Absalos' s rs volt Md nst bis ht her and Solo11an 1 s 

hi~b re~ari ror his ~other ~ives us a true life-pioture or filial relation­

shios ani .or ramilv life in ancient Israel. Parental authority was almost 

atsolute, but it is eviient that in life it was not alwa19 expressed. 

Tbs ohiliren belon~ to the rather. The ohildren or oonoubines 

ars therefore equal to those or the 3hier wire, ror thev are all the 

ohildren or the rather. ?atherhoo~. then, i s assured. ~otherhood is 

uncertain unl~ss the f'11ther rsco~·nhes it. 

There wsr9 .... limitations en the father's authoritv, and soae 

or these arosa rro~ the mother's authority ani inrluen~!. In questions 

or honor and r83na3t she stan1s on an 9Qual olane with the !ath9r {g1crlus 

u: , 12; lti, 15; Lev. th, ~; n, 3; Deut. v, 1~; ni, 18; nvit, l'i). It 

is to ba obs"9rved that tbe la• !Ono9t>nin ~ a stubborn anlf~~e\l\bal&s~> "· 
oalls for the •other•s oooperation: •r r a •an have a stubborn and r9bellious 

son, that will not hearken to the voioe or his rather ani the voioe or bis 

mother, ani tboa~h thev ob11Sten him, he will not hearken unto the•. Then 

shall hie rath9r and his •other lav bold on hi•, an1 brin~· hi• oat anto 

the elders or bis oity ••••• And thev shall sav unto the elders or bis eity: 

' This our son is stubborn an3 rebellious; he doth not . hearken onto our 

voioe; b9 is a ~lutton and a drunkari .'" 

i l l · i ,the th l In spite or the subor inate eqa posit on Ol a •o•an, e P aoe 

or th~ mother n s verv hi~b in lsr&91(Ps. dv, 1~r. ). In tbe Deoal~ile as 

well as in the Holiness Code she stands with tbe rather as the reeipient 

or honor ani respect ( ~xodus xx, 12; ~av. rix, Z; 09ut . v, 1~). ~er 

ethical eooality as •911 as her wo~~' ani arreotionate position in the 

botte is attest91 to in manf Soriptural verses (Jenesis rxviii, 7; Joshua 

11, 13, 18: vi, 23; Jud~es 1iv, irr. ; I Samuel riii, 3; IISa1uel xix, 38; 

I lin~s xi x, 2J; ~zekiel xxii, 7; Ziaheriah riii, 3: PsallS 11vii, 1~; 
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?salms ~ix , 14; manv passa~es in ?roverrs) . In th9 ho"e lire an1 trainin~ 

th:! :net her is of eJual imoo!'tan~e lfith th9 rat hei: (.Jere'llia.h xvi , 7; ?v. xn, 

17). Tender relation~ are portrave1 by a mother ' s love {3enesis xxiv, ~?; 

Jeremiah rxx i , 15; Isaiah lxvi. 13; Lamentations ii, 11- 12: ?s~l!l!S xxxv, 14; 

?v. iv, ~) . In the 8ook of ? rover~ s tha hi~h position of the ~other is 

oartbularlv stresse:i . 1er tea~hin~s are ~onstantlv en.ioin9j as bein~ of 

e~ual lfai~ht lfith those of the fat her (?v. i, S; vi, ~; x, 1; ~v. z:> ; 

xvi i , 2.S: dt , 2,; xx, ~: xxiii , 22, 2!3; xxviii , ?d; Ull;'. , 11, 17). Spe~ial 

ett9nt i on mav ce 1ir~ctei to 0 roverbs xxx , 1 where the lfise savin~s or kin~ 

Lemu9l are sai:i to have teen tau~ht t o him hy his mother . The queen 

historv or t he kin~~ ~e~ n~~e is !iven in lOnne~tion wi th the 33~ession or 

her son as kin~ io th9 set ohra~e . "~ni the name of the mother w~~ •••• • " 

(I ~in;!s ~i, 2~; xiv, 21, ~1 ; xv , 2, 1'.); '<Xii , 12; IT Kin~s viii, 21i; xiv, 

2; xv, 2. 13; itviii, 2; xxi, 1, ld; :<xii , 1; niii, ~1. 1~; xx iv, '3, 1~; 

er . I ~in~s i , 11; ii , 13, Z) , 22) . In the Aoocrvoha the mother's oosition 

is verv hi ~h. Sen ~ira ( :;:,~lesia~t b•B iii. , 1 !l} '.le~lares : "1a that provoketl 

his :nether is JUrsei of th3 Lor:i . " In TV ~a,cab3es t:i tha 1othsr is h~li 

in hi~h sst~em. Th~ aar lv eiuaation or th9 ohi l irea was i n the hanjs of the 

mother (Pv. iix, 1) . Provar ts oontaia3 ~any referenoes to the instruotion 

or tha father ani t~e teachin! of the mother . r he wor i io1 0 ~Jt usei 

for i~stru)tion imolie3 revarenoe ani :iis)ipl ine, ~spscts or pa~ental 

respect 1'hich are in !i-,,od with th<1 rather' s cower . Phe lfO!":i :n1n use:i 

for t eachinj ~iir~h~ sanse or lovin~ ~uiianoe, or moral monitorsb!p, i n 

a'coriance with the mother's function. 

The le~~l position of the , oman in relat ion t o her )Uiljren was 

a ouite wor thv one i n anoient Israel . rne l ove or the 'hil:i telon~ei to 

the mother, re3pe't an:i obeiienoe to the father . • But that the mother 

w a~ 'omol9telv aa~al to t he father in authori tv ani in oosition cinnot 

~~-.,.,--~~~~~~~~~--~~--

*Ben zin~er: Bebr~is~hes Ar)haelo~ie 
" ••A. ~berhartar: ~h9 uni ~ami li9nre~ht ier Hebraar, P. 184- 1~5 

.19 ,.i~b iiJ ncv~lotmii a: F'ath~r. Yother, Ghil:i.r9n , Famih ani Famil1 Lire 
~astin ~ ' s ~n~7)lopaeii.a: ~amily---3ibliaal ani Jhristian 
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3. B&bylonian.tt-In Bab9loni~ tbe orin3iple or txJt•r r~•tLias~ 

wbi3b ~gnerallv a330spanies the rather ra1ilv, held rull swav. ~e have al­

ready statej that the father's authoritv was not as iespoti' as i n qo~e. 

but W&3 ~r~ter than in Israel.* There was no re1onstranoe rro1 the 

r~ther'w deJision. There W!S rr~ the ~other's. For both the ohild anj 

the 90tber were tbe rather' s orooertv. The rather had the power or lite 

and death over hio ~hilirsn. 1e 3ouli s~~ririJe them to the ~ois or sell 

the~ for 1ebt or into slaverv!• H3 ooulj bani his sons over to priestlv 

ani his dau~bters to vestal servi3e. But upon ioin~ so, be lost his 

autboritv over them. I n the oase or a busbani's lon~ absen3e rrom b011e, 

if there ~as no provision in the bouss, a woman ooald beJ0111e another •an's 

aiatress. Wit h the return or her rirst husband, she resumed ber roraer 

pl~e. But the ohil1r9n re•ainei with their real rather.*** Tbou~b she 

bore ani rearei tba ~hilir3n, she hal no further authoritv over them; she 
wA.S 

re~eive• no JOllpen~ation , but ~the propertv or her h113han1. 

rr a son @truck his father big bani was out orr.•••• The mother 

i s not mentione1, oontrarv to Biblioal l\w whioh olaoes t ~e 1otber on an 

equal olane with the rather in all in~tanoes or ~arent~l honOf', respaJt, 

ani ievotion. Dii the gabvlonian law, nevertheless. applr to the mother 

an1 the word tor "father" really meant •oarent•, er was t he rather-ri~bt so 

pow3rfol that ths son couli not be punishei foYo strikin~ or for iisraspect 

to his mother unlass the father par1ittej? 

Yet t he mother hai ~reat inrluen,e. As in Israel, voun~ chili­

r an lBre anier the mother's oars. She hai the ri~ht to hand them over to 

a wet-nursa. 0 She took them •ith her when she was iivorced, althou~b 

the1 returned to t he rather whan they werr oli enoa~b. 00 Whan tbe rather 

was awav on orfiJial business, the mother ani th! ohiliran were to be 
~itb the 3biliren. oroviie1 for; otherwis9, she oouli enter anotner house, To ner was left 

the survsillanoe over the chiliren as •ell as over the housebol1 while 

the busb~ni was ahsent . 000 The Su~eri~ Laws ~ave her as well as her bus-

•p. 1'.> u c. H. 11~117, 210 n•e. R. 23f. ****0. H. 195 
0 S. A. Cook: Law or ~oses and the : ode or Ha•1arabi, Pp. 128-137 
0 °C. H. 13S, 137 °00J. q. 29f. 



-

-3~ 

bsni the ri~bt to 'xp~l hsr son.* On the other han1, if the son jenied 

her, be •as several1 punishei. The Code savs nothin~ about the •other's 

ri~ht to out orr her son ror iisrsspeJt.** This is unlike th9 Deuteronomic 

la. (ni, 13f.) 1hieh calls expUJitlv ror the 3ooperation or the mother. 

But in the Jsse or oertain ••t ~lasses or lrloptei ohiliren, fathar and •otter 

ars msntione1 to<ether ror the punishment that •• is to be infli3tei in 

oase su~h 3hili~en 1isolsia them.*** 

Letters bet•39D ohil1~en an1 parents sho• not onlr respect an1 

reverenoa ror par3nts cut also ievotion to an1 ~rrection for rather ani 

•other, partioalarlv ~or the mother. 

* Atcve P. 10 . .. ., ..,. 
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4- 3rsek.---In Athens the rather ra9ilv was, or C0ll?'88, the 
w11le 11 i . t• the • • ~pon 1voroe or separa ion or~pa?'9nts, the obiliren reaained with 

the father. The mother retrrnei to her f&11il1. 3he ~ouli la' no olai1 

uoon the 3hiliren. Ther belongai t~ tbs raailr or the rather . 

As in Israel, however, th~ mother in Athens hai ~reat inrlus~e. 

She was 9'1)al in honor and resoeot. She was aore afreetionatelr oonsiderei 

than t he rather. ~aripiies bii~ 3bi liren love their mother , •rO!' there 

i s no sw1eter love than this~. The wor1 he uses is a stron~ one, ienotin~ 

passionate and ev~n senti1119ntal attacbm3nt. Jne 3reek writer bolds tbat 

the 3laim3 or reli~ion are not suoerior to those or a aotber. Xenophon, 

i n his viniieation or So;~rcites to the Athenians, makes this ollilosopber 

rebuke his son ro~ ingratituls to his mother. The trainin~ \~early J'9&rs 

was supervised bv the mother.* The ohilosph~rs ani writers mention the 

mother l•s with the rather for equsl honor ani d3votion.•• This raot ir 

even ~ore noteworthr be~aus9 or the low oosition or women in Atbnes. In 

qomsr •be woman is eQoal. In Soarta she re1ainei so. There her le~al 

ri ~ hts as a aother were equ~l to those or the father. 

5. Roman.---In Rome the !itu~tion •as very 1uoh like that in 

Babvlonia. · The orin:}i9l9 or 02trti ootestas re3eivei its 13lassh erpreB­

sion a•on~ tbr ROiians.••• Tbs ~01an rather was assurei or resos3t by law, 

not bv affe~tion. The :}hil1 1a3 asetioallv a slavs of the fatb9r. He hai 

the power of life and ieatb. He couli sell them into slavery or into 

marria~e. His son ba1 to worship his Di Manes. Re was subjeotei to striot • 

dis~ioline as a ~hili, ani nevmr es31pei from its erreots throo~b life. 

1he 1110ther, nevertheless, bai her influenoe within the inner 

oirole ~r the family. The earlv trainin~ or the 3hili was in her hanis. 

M&nJ writers speak of the &ffeotion bestowei OD the IOther. Jhiliren were 

etpeotei to respeot rather ani 1other alike. Jben pa!"9nts were separ&tei, 

roun~ 'bi ldren went to the aother if the 1eilook h!rl not been broken tbrou~b 
fathflr. 

any raolt or hers. : hiliren were obli~atei to support her as well as th9A 

' --- - - - - - - ---- - - -- --- -
•Hastin~'s ~novolopaedia: ~a1il1---3reek; ~hiliren---3reer 
**Above P. 13-14 •••See abo~ P. 15-1~ 
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~. Talmu:li~ an:i 1aht-i nb.--In ·!alf'.:}h~ t he ~ Jpe"'inr pO~i t ion 

or t~e r~th9r was maintainsi.* As far as the rather was aon~ernei, for 

e1ample, no iistinotion was aa1a between le~iti~te ani ill9~iti•ate 

ohiliren.•• A cbild is ~onsider9i le~al when it is r900~ni~ed by the 

rather. The eviienJ~ or tbe father l!lS ~onolusiva •hen be testifiei that 

a given person was his son, whether be was so known by ~01aon r9pute or 

not. Without such a re~o~nition neither the chili nor the mother bas any 

cl•im on the father.••• Soma s3holars in the mii1ls a~as, who hai been 

inrluenoed cv Aristotelianism, ar~ue1 that thou~h .J91ish la. bai ma1e no 

provision for obiliren---particularl1 for those of a heathen 101an by a 

J9wish rathar---ir thev were not raoo~ni~ei bv the father, natural justi~ 

ou1ht to interfere ani ~omoel him to reco~ niz9 tham. Suoh 1as the question 

put bv i. Israel to Rabhenu• Asher bsn .J~ohisl. The lattsr was opposei 

to an1 ar~ull\9nts rroM ss3ular loi!io.•••• ~abbgnu Asher's opinion r9•ained 

the authoritative one. 

In the ramilv tbs p&triar3hal a3 jistinot rro~ the aatri&robal 

svstsm wss oontinusi. 3ensolo~v was trs3~i through the r~ther. "The 

family ot the rather is 3~llai ramilY; the ramilv or the mother is not 

ealled ramilJ"---~:'llJDWO n•11~ ~J·M ~ OR n~D~C ,n~D~O ~·,,~ lM n~D90~. ~o 

Sinee the rather is the hea1 o~ the ruilv, jst'~ren3e to hi111 preca:ies 

that to the mother. ~hen both orier thsir son to io so1119thin~ at tb9 s&m!l 

ti~e. ror instan39, to bring them a :irinl or wster, 00 he inst rirst ~r­

rorm the bii:iin~· ~r the rather. ror both the son ani bis mother are llllder 

the auth~rit1 or th9 rather. A son m!lSt show resoaot to his rather's wife 

who is not his mother sni to bis mother ' s hu3t-.ani who i.s not his htber000 

probably because the man in the house, "bather be be his fathsr or not, is 
the heai or the ramib. The q11bbis, ho"e11er, put this entirely unier the 

prinoiple or parental honor, that is, that the javotion one has for his 

real parents wouli natarallv aall for so13 respeat to bis foster-par9r.t. 

---- - --- --- -----·----- --- -
*Sea above Pp. 13- 27 Ill ~it" 
**Dr. 0haim Tobernowit~: Inheritan~e or i1irt11~iiiren a~3or:iin~ to Jewish 

~llsaausl Yaver-: JJ.':' ~3Jbta :ier Isr\aliten, Atbener, uni 3omer, Vol. II , j 2t5 q 
****Rosb: ~esoonsa LV, 9 °Baba Rathra 109b 00~idasbi~ 31a 
000gatuboth 103& -
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Jhel'e the patriarohsl hesfabio is not involvai ani •bsre tbel"a 

is no 3onfli't bet1een tbs biiiing or the father ani the aother, the t10 

are on a plane of equ~litv.• 'hen they are 1ivol'oed, the son ma1 himself 

l93ii~ •hioh of the t~o to ob!V first. •* ~ot all of the authorities al'e 

~~reei on this ls•. In tbe T al~uj a w iio~' s son inouirei •bi' h parent 

must be ri~3t obe1e1 in t~3 ~ase or a 'on!li~tin~· orier. Tbe ans•er 1as 

that the fatha~ i a sapre~9 . Th~ wiiow's son then askei, •qo• is it if 

she be iivor~91 ? " , ~ is humorouslv answ9rei: "~rom thy eve-lids oan be 
"'9t seen that thou art a 1iiow'g 3on. i1t water ror the1 in a bo•l ani :>all 

the~ as one wouli h~ns.•••• ~aimoniies tsx•tt••t presumably 1id not tisb~o 

ierive anv 1~~ r~om t his h~~orous in~ijent. !or he is silent on the ~atter 

or hot obeiisn3e i ~ to b3 s ho~n to iivor,ei parents. 91t 133&3 o! Fez 
(Alf!ssi) assu~es, from the ans1er ~lven lo the •iio•'~ son, that the 

oare:t~ 3l"~ ~qual ~h~n th~7 ~~~ i ivorJai . 

In the :l&se or a stubborn ani rel::ellioas son t i1e r!lth9r's 

authoritv is restriotei bv requirin~ the 'onsant and tne Jooperation or 
the mother to brin~ tb9 son to trial. Both must a~l"ee to have hi• ounisbei, 

ani both must t:rin~ him to tria1.•••• 

Youn~ ' hi lirsn 1tere unier the m:thsr' s ~are. The aotbsr t• was 

a moral monitress. A boy is ie,larei to be 1ore att~hed to bis 10tber 

irben he i s vount. 0 A 'bu~bter ahavs rem&ined •itb her mother until she 

"88 Ht"l"iei. 

f t i s in,umb~nt uoon on3 to ranso~ bis moth9r from oaptivi.ty 

berore anyone else. 00 This i~Jlot 119&n\ ,to be• superior estimation of 

the mother. 0aotivitv in an,lint times for a woman meant se1ual misuse 

an1 ?Ollution. Her o!lptor :lOuli use bet' as his mistress or sell her into 

slavery, as he desirei. 3enoe one 11:1 bis utmost to l"Snsoa an Ist'aelitess. 

•Yai: ~amri9 vi , 1; Tur: Hilohoth Kibud Ab v'~m; Kidusbin 3)b 
**Yoreh l>eab ooxl, 14 ***Kidusbin 31a 
****Sanhedl'in ~8t-70b; Yai: ~amrim vii, 5, ~ 

·~stubotb 102t: , ~Sb ; Yai: Ishotb xxi, 17; rur F.ben Haezer 92 
~•noravoth 1 3~ _, 



rr she were one' s mother tbe son naturally had to ransom her rirst. 

The Rabbis reoo~nize that in lire one is 11sually more ievoted 

to his mother.• The reason ~iven by the Rabbis is unwortbv: "Beoause 

she entices hi• with woris"~-"c,iJiJ 1n~i~c~ 'Jge~. Jn the other hand, 

one reveres (rears) his rather More than his mother. To equalize matters, 

the Torah, sav thev, names the mother berore the !ather ror reverence 

ani the rather before the aether ror honor. lfbat we may ~&ther from all 

this is that the ~al:his e11phasize that both parents must be e~aallv 

revered an] honorea. 

The mother i~ bi~bly re~~r1ed in the T~lmai ani in the ~idrasb. 

The heathen or Askelon is ~onsi1ered oraisewortby be3ause he did not ~om­

plain when his imb~oile mother insulted and revilei him in the presence or 
aristocratio ~om~any.~* Rabbi Ishmael was or:lerad to ~oeie to his 

mother's demani to wash his feet an1 to irink or the water.••• ror her 

it 110ant honorin~ one or hi~b intslleotual attainment. To him it seeme:l 

a base thin~ to allo• & 1110ther to do. Yet his oollea~ues insisted that 

she be obeys:l, whsn she ~om9d.ain9i that he us not ~oniu~tiM him.seU in 

a bono?"able mannsr towar:l hsr when he oh.js3t9:1 to lettin~ bar :lebase herselr 

before him. Rabbi Tarron's a3t or havin~ his mother walk on bis han:ls 

•hen h9r san:lal s fsll orr her rest •as oonsidered but an inrinitesmal part 

or the obli~ation or parental honor.•••• ~vsn his :leei or havin~· hie aged 

1other oliab on his baok when she ~ot on or orr her hei was not oonsiiered 

as somethin~ particularly r9markabls. 0 The hi~h sstesm or the mother by 

the Rabbis i5 well illustrated in the wor:ls of iali~·Joseph: "Whenever · 

he heard hi~ mother's footsteps, he wouli say, 'I shall stand before the 

divine pres~n3~ (~J''w) which is enterin~.'"00 

•u:tushin 31a 
•••Jerusbalmi, Peah 1 
0 Iiiusbin 31b 

•*Jerusbalm~ Peah 1; Ki:lushin 31a 
00ibi1 

00 ibij 
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The 3eraiths teaohes the inrlaenoe or the ~ther on her orr­

sprin~· throu~h siaple hsreditv when it savs: "Most son.. rollow the nature 

or the mother's hrothers.~• This is a peculiar reminisoenoe or the 

conjition unier the mothsr-rasilv. 

Ju~t as the chilir~n •~re l!~all1 lsss bound to the mother so 

had tbs motb9r almoat no obli~ations to1aris tbsm. Tbe rather ba:i to 

provide ror the voun~ 'hilj, oirouM3ise his son, redee~is first-born.f, 

teaob hi~ Torah, ~et him (o~ his jau~btar) •arried, tea.ob his a trade, 

anj ~oorjin~ to some, ev~n tea3h hi~ how to swim. out the mother ba1 

none or these 1uties.•* 

Go~parativel; soeakin~. then, the oosition of the 1t0ther in 

Rst~ini' literature is quite hi~h . W.ver1where, in Israel , in 9abvlon, 

in Athens, an1 in Rome t he woman's inrerior le~sl ri~bts li1l"8iaiiiK. 
oorresoon~id with the ~9neral l o• oosition or •o'1!9n. But ethioall1 the 
ux~~n 

mother was on a plane or eoualitv with the rather. 

•Baba Bathra llOa 

••111ushin 29a-30t; ~ifra, ?arisha \iiushin; Toserta I 



O; ~ so"'· ud Oaufht•r•. 

1. Gene~al. ---The rstber-right imolies tb! inrerioritv or the 

woman in tener-1. The son mav so~e dav be~ose a rather. Re •ill oontinue 

ths patT"ilineal des~ent. He 'Ifill maintain the 311lt. The dau~hter, on 

the other bani, will have to aiopt her husbani's naae ani enter hie 

rHilv. Sh~ will belon;? t o his ~hn and tribe. 1~n· :>ulliU ~at or the 

husband. She is therefore inferior to the son and ia less desirable. 

She is usuallv a ~ere ~hattel or he~ parents while the son has some pri­

vile~es. It is true that in the ~rient a dau~hter ooul1 oontinue her 

father's line thr~u~b h~r sons if he hi•selr hai none. But be oouli 

le~ally aiopt a son if he desirei.• 

2. Bitlioal.---Thou~h the mother in Israel •as hi~hlr eeteeaed 

and heli a hi~b oosition in the hose, the dau~hter's plaoe W&s as low as 

elsewhere in •ntiquitv. ?ra~tioallv all the presoriptions ror parental 

honor in tbe Bible, all the wisdo1 tea~hin~e in Proverbs are iireoted 

towards the son, not to1ar1e the iaughter. Tb! reason for this is not 

th•t th9 dau~ht9r 111 not need to r9spe3t her parents but tb~t there was 

no suob problem a! rar as she was oonoernej. 3he was the father's ohattel 

an1 he ~coli do with her almost ~s be pleasei. The rather mi~ht arran~e 

the marriage of his son (39n9sis 11iv); hut he ooul1 not sell hi• or ~ive 

him in marria~e. ~amson insistei on ~arryin~ who•soever he wished, even 

out or Israel, ani his parents had to ~onsent (Ju1~es xiv, 1-4). A aan 

oouli sell bis j1u~hter even into slavery, tbou~h not to forei~ners (i1odus 

1xi, 7-11). The par3haser or bis son must aarrv heP; otherwise, she leaves 

bis house. If a man's iau~bter is seduoei, the father bas the right to 

force her aeiu~er to aarry her or, 1r the rather ~oes not Irish hi• to 

•~rrv her, he oan extract sonev from h11(~1oius 1xii, 15-1~). The dau~bter 

*Samuel Maver: Vol. I I , 124~ 

I 
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apparently has no s&J in the matter. It is to he ob8erved , however, 

that sons as •ell as lan~bters esre seizei !or 1ebt (II ~in~s iv, 1: 

Nehemiah v, 5). ~n Nehemiah t he si tustion is ieplore~, 
:i Partfo12larly 

beaause dau~bters 1er~ein~ brou~ht into bonda~e. This indioates that 

in lire the dau~hter 1as not oonsi1ere1 a 98re chattel. 

Tt is usuallv said that in Israel the rather bad the po1er or 
lire sni jeath over his obiliren. part ieularlv over bis isu~bters. But 

this is unoroven. In tbs case or sons t hs rather oertainlv bad no suob 

r i~ht. Tbs sa~ririee or chil1ren to Saal ani to ~cloch, a praoti3e •hicb 

is hro~bt as proor or the rather's power or life ani ieatb, •as a 

Ganaanitie oust0\11 1hieh aa•e over to Israal. The intenied saoririce or 
Is!~ i s sa11sthin~· •hich b&s crept into the 3ihle rro• ori•itive days, 

ani it is really an ans•sr to those •ho thou~ht that Yah1e reauirei the 

life or t he MOSt beloved obj ect ror atonement. The s~riri::s or Jephthah's I 

1a~~~SP~iff-as~&t~ th9 ertioaev or a vo• rather than the power or i1ra 

ani ieatb. It •ouli see• rroa b9r aasl9r that her 30n3snt 1as neoessary 

berore sbe oouli be ss3riri~ed: wAn1 she saii unto him: 'Wv rather, thou 

hast o~ens1 t~J month unto the Lord; io unto •e a3oor:iinq to th&t wbioh 

hath ooee out or thf mouth. '" There is no doubt that the Israelites 

•rten tbou~bt to avert Tahwe's 1rath bv the saoririoe of 3hil:iren. But 

le~all1 the rather bad no ri~bt to do thisCLev. xviii, 27; xx, 1-5; 

Deut. xi i , 3'.>r.; xviii , 9-12) . rhe propltita :ienounoei it vebeaently 

{Jeremiah Vii, 31; Xii, 5; Xlli i, 35; ~Z9kiel II, 3Qr).* rbe propbe~' 
is (C~el{ ;e-1 .. ~ 

rurther9ore, ieolare1 that the 3hil:i ... not responsi~le ror the father/\ . 

That •onld automati3allr dis~ense with tbe need of ohil1-saorifioe, ror 

the ohili 30uld not atone ror the sin or t.b! rathar. 

It wouH seem that .just as the father 0011U have a :iisobe:iient 

son put to 1e~tb {Deat. tti, tPr.), so oould he have his i•llOl"al daa~bter 

•Anireas 8berharter: ~be und ?amilienrsoht :ier Rebraer, P. 194-135 

J 
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like1ise ounishe:i. Judah or:ierei Ta.mar , his hu~hter-in-1!1.1 to be burnt 

ror pr09titution (3enesis 1nviii, 24) . Bv marl"'V1n~ Jdah's son Tamar 

ha:i beoo•e a memt::er ot that familv. With the dleath or her busbani, she 

t:ein~ Jbililess, tbe rather held parental autbe>rity OV8T' her. No1 we 

sbonl:t esrtainh expeot tbe r~ther to have at least as· much ri!!bt over 

his OID iau~ht9r. I n the Brissth Jade iii-1 iEI deriniteb stated that 

tr \he dau~Pter or a pri9st ?lavs the harlot , ~he shall be burnt(Lev. 

9) . The rather an1 the mother are the !!uarii&Ets ort.li9ir iau~bter' s 

vir~initv. I r th~ busbanj accuses bis 1ire or not havin~ been a vir~in, 

an:i brin~s proor therefor~, she ls stoned. Sh!1 bas iis~raoed, not her 

hust::an1, but her htber's house(Deut. nii, 13-·?1). And or 3ourse un:ier 

no oir~u~stanoes •as the rather allo•ei to cause his da~hter to beooll9 

a prostitute (Lev. 1i1, 29). 

The rather •av forbid ti1ff~[Jlb\er's vows (~umbers 1.a, ~-~). 
hut apoarentlv h~ oannot rorbj1 his son's vows. Here the ahsolateness or 
the father's authority over his dau~bter is llOSt conoretelr expressed. 

Tbe oonsolstion ~iven the dau~hter tor the ratb1er's aotion is almost 

1vstio&l in si~nitiJanJe: •Ani the Lord dll rc>r~ive her beoaase ber 

rather Usallowe1 her." Tbs rather's authoritlr is set up even a~ainst h!!' 

VO• to Yah,.9. 

Ontll she 11arries s iau~bhr r!Mins with her mother. lfhib the 

~on, arter a re" ve~rs, is under the father's s1uoervision or is ~iven over 

to s nurse (~umbers ..,. xi, 12; Isaiah xlit, Z3). 

The :iistinotion mais bet1sen sons an:ll :iau~hters oertainei oar­

tiJularly tc the ramilv 'ult. ~ales eontinuei tbs line and aaintained 

its oult. ~ons remainei •ith their f'ather to b·uili up bis household. 

The sons were the tirst heirs. O&u~hters, even when tbev di1 inherit, 

as in the oass or the iau~bters or ?slooheha1 (Numbers 111vi. ~. 8), had 

to marry within the ra•ilJ or their father's tribe. Inberitanoe bv 

iaughters is a~ exoeption which is permltte~ only when the rather bas no 
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other male bsirs. r..k·en•r 1 ~ ~ht ·~ .. a , ..iau.,_ ers •ere l ost Lo t he "at.Zier when 

t hev e nt~rE-i 11!v· !"o; t i 1;-i 1·- 1:,- l ·: ·.'i ' ,-; houssholi. Tb3 hriie-prios •as 

Jonsii!rei a 30rt or iniemnitv. )au~htsrs 11ere thsrerore not in a oositbn 

to 'arr7 OD the ratber's ~ult.• SinJe the allii. purp0qe or the 

Israelitisb ramilv •as to ~aintain the line, the 1r~ats~ - ~ "' imporhn:)e or 
sons in a patriar3hal syste~ is a natural Jonsequenle. 

2. AnJi2nt.---!n the 1a~~urari Ooie iau~hters are har111 

mentionej i~ thsir relatio~s to oarents. Ir a son struJk his rstber, 

his bani •as Jut orr.•• Sut the iau~hter •as a 191"9 chattel, ani DO 

ioubt wouli not hava iare:i to strika her rather. rr she ii1 the rather 

In 1a~re~ law it i o9s not see~ that the rather bai tbs ri~bt to 

l!l'lke his so:is rssoonsitla ror his i et-ts, ror no11hare is he ~i119n the per­

~ission to sell hi'3 sons . !'hat thig it!ls, nevertheless, ions is evilent 

rro!I ·~ehe111iah v, 5. In 11at vloaian la" ~ man's sons an:i :lau~htsrs !S •ell 

as tbeir 2otbsr ~ouli be seizei ror :lebt. Babylonian la• 11akes no •9ntion 

or the ri ;!ht or th9 father to iiso•n bi3 iau~btsr &9 it ioes or & son. ~or 

ices it prss~rib' an1 9unish!snt ror a iauthter •ho iisolaims her pa~nts!•• 

~~either was possiHs. A iau;!hter ns the proosr-tv of th9 rath9r. He Jouli 

io • ith bsr ~s he ~isbej. 1e ~oulin' t i is~•n her for she iii not inherit 

aavbo~. 1~ ::oulj no j oubt j~i119 bsr out or ths house. There 1sre sli~bt 

li~itations on bis autboritv ovsr ~on~. But h9 bad the oo•er or life 

an:l :leatb ov9r toth. The onlv e~leotton was •hen thsy entsre:l the Temple 

ssrvi3s. Then tbev belon~ei to the ~oi in •hose servile tbe1 •ere, not to 
the htber. 

•qenzin~ar: Hstr-lis,hes Ar~haeol~ie, Pp. 14? i5o; H. Ploss: Das lini in 
Brauch unj ~itte ier V8lcer 

•••J. H. 1~8-1~9; Su89ri&11 La•s 



In Atb9ns the r~tbet" ba1 the po1er of lire an1 isatb over his 

ohil1ren. Solon limitei this ri~bt to the sellin~ or dau~htsrs into 

sl~vsrv ani to ths iiso1nin~ or son3 ir thev •sre iisob9 itent. As in 

Bahvlonian la• this bai to be pre~eiei bv oourt aotion. The rather oouli 

~ive his iau~hter a•av in marri~e. q9 'ouli allow a stranger to adopt 

his son. The adoptei son, as in Babvlonian ani Roman law, hai the aaae 

ri~hts as a r~al ohili. In the ~osai~ 0ode--aioption is not a matter for 

le~al COn3iier\tion. In 1reek law the ~hiliren belon~ei to the rather, 

bat the iau~hter •as raisaJ by the 'other. Ths rat~er loat hia autboritv 

ov~r his son •hen he be~ame or a~e. over his iau~bter when she wss marrie1. 

In Roaan la• both s~na ~ndiiu~hter •sra pr&3ttoallf the sl~ves 

or their f~ther. Hs ha1 the po•~r or ljre ani death, ,ouli sell them, 
ani diso1JTI tb~m at will. ?he iifrerenoe •as that tbs son 3oali inherit 

~ro1 the rathsr ani Ja.rrv on his 'ult, 1here~s tbs iau~htsr Joali do 

neither. Both, as in B~bvlonia, 13re r~leasei rrom the rsther's autboritv 

•hen thev enterei tbe remple 3srviJe. 

4. ral~u~ ani Rabbinia.---Tbe le~al status or the daughter 

oh&n~ei materiallv in the Taliui. She ~culi not be soli.' Arter rsa,hing 

her ~ajority (ni l'~• arter tbs ~~e or t1slve vears and s · • months) sh' 

l&S inJ9pen1ent.'' ~h9 iij not inherit rro~ her (ather, but she bad to 

be provided ror after his i~3th until she marriei.'*' She as well as the 

son had to be supoortei. )nJe she ~as marriei, even ir sh;~fhereafter 
divoroei or . . I••••• w11owed, she remain&j in1epen1snt or her rather.•••• 

The eomp~r3tive 1utv or the rather tiaws~ia to his sons ~ni t o 

bis dau~bters iii not oorrespoo1 1ith bis authoritv ever e~b or these. 

There were onlv a rs1 li1it3tion3 on his autboritv over his dau~hters. 

Yet his onlv iaties t o tbs• were to provide them with a io1rv an3 ~et the• 

•a~rie1. qe bai (\r lass autboritv over his sons. Yet his juties to them 

•liiushin ~a; Yai: Abaiim t, 1~ ••i~taboth i v, 4-~; ibii G9m~ra 4~b; 
Ketuboth iii,·~; ~tiiah v1 7; Baba ~e3ia i, ~; J . ~.: Oau~hter 

•••~stuboth Iv, ~ •••• ~etuboth Iv, 2 
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•sre 1or9 numerous. In adiitio t th d n o osa uties •hiob ooulj te performei 
onlv in rel!tion to •~les Ce ~ oirousoision ~ ~ • • ana reaemption or the f il"8t-
born---enl1 a •ale •as oonsidere:i a !irst-born, ,,~J), the rather ba:i to 

teaoh hie sons Torah, tea"h tg~~ "itrrh:1?tfj even te&"'h th .. 
' ..., 9!1 uOI to S1'illl. • 

Rut it ~ust be remeberei that jau~bters were sxpeoted to JO!le OD:ier the 

surveillanos or their bushanis anj 101111, thererore, have no nee:i or the 

preparation that sons reJeivei. 

In ·ramdi~ hw 9!.r3ntal honor is as ino11111bent upon tbe :tau~bter 

as it is upon the son. 3he mav not ~ur~e her o&rents.•• 3be aay not 

s~ite them.••• The la~ or rili~l pi3tJ in rel~tion to dautbters is SU9-

mari~ej in the rollo1in~ words: •Both 1an an1 woman are iut1-bouni in 

rear ani in honor. But~~an bas ths means to per~ it, ani the 1011an 

has not the 13ans to perror~ it, for the •utboritv or others is over her. 
1enoe ir she be iiVOt"Jei or wido1ei, both are a,ua1.••••• The law or 
parental pietv, then, is the same for both sons an1 i~u~hters, e13e9t 

tbit unier the 'oniitions in the rather ramilv, whi3h is assumsi, the 

husbani ~an preven~11.Jif~om testowin~ honor on her parents. There ia 

one rurther ex~eption. A 1au~hter 'ouli not be punishei ror bein~ stub­

born sni rebellious, •r~r it is not her •av to iniul~e in fooi and in irink 

as a man, ror it is saii (}n the ~ripture~ 'son' ani not dau~hter•. 0 In 

Bibli,al la• a stubborn an1 rebellious d~u~hter was an i1possibilttr, ror 

the father couli io with hi s iaa~hter al•ost as he pleasei. But tbe 

3abbis iii not ~ive this authority to the rather. Sinoe the praotioe or 

punishin~ a iau~bter ror the vizs or irinkin~ ani ~r~ed 1id not e1ist, 

thev hai to rini an exphnation. Ani so, in a'.3eori&n38 litb their 

eae~eti3 metbois, tbev laii emohssis on the wori •son•. Bot in Talcudi3 

iavs the la• reallv bai no oraoti3al Y&tae, ror it probablJ •as not usei 

even in relation to sons. 

In ~eneral, then, in ~abbini3 lsw,as in evsrr an3ient la•, 

•ros. liill3bin 1, 11; Jerushalmi Ridasbin ~la: liiusbin 29a-t, 3'.la: 
Ta~aaa, Buber edition, Shelaob 12~ with note 108, eto. 
••Sanbeirin 95b; Yai: ijs1ri1 v, 1: Yorsh =>eah ~oxli, 1 
0 *it-il i '\nheirin; ibii Yor$b Deab; ibU Yd: Yuril v, 5 
••• Kiiushin '.30b; Sirra: ~idashin; !oe9(t~ I; Y~i: ~amri• vi,~; Y. u. ooxl. 
•y1..J ~ ~ .... ,,..j,,. &.-iii Iii ..S:..11Je.J.-;,,, ''L--700.. I 
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parsnts had greater authority over iau~bters than over sons. In most 

~oi9s , hoirever, there •as no problem or oarental ptetr in ,_,&rd, to 

jau~hters beoause ta•i~lrs were merel1 the property or their parents. 

But in Je•isb la• this question does ariae; ,ani the ieoision is that 

jau~bters, unl~ss thev are marr iei, b~ve the sate duties to their parents 
as sens.• 

~--- ---- - - --- ------------·---•see abova: 1b9 ?ilial ~alationship, Talmuiio, ,o. ltl-27 
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Chapter IV---Filial Pisty in .Jewish Law 
with Comparisons to other Lats• 

A. f!as 19nsr'l l Author tty of P'lr11nt9. 

The authoritv or the rathsr ovsr bis 3biliren D'3rtdn9 to tb9ir 

persons, their tbin~s. and their ~tions. The mother ba1 no authority 

over her ~hiUren on Iler olfn aJ3ount. She ierived it fro• tbs father. 

In Israel ~bil1ren ar·s oonsi:iered ~lrts or 3oi. It ns a 

tsnerallv ao39pted opinion tbat the worli ns 3raatsj for the multipli­

~ation or the speJies (3snesis i, 28),** alle~in~ Issi&b Tlv, 18: "He 

~reatei it not\ wsste; he rormei it tote inhabitea.•••• To have 3bili­

r~n is a blessin~ or Joi. As the parents themselves, tbsy belon~ to Joi. 

Parents are 3o1's a~snts ani representatives in relation to their obili­

ren, that is to sa1, the1 ierive their authority rroa 3oi.•••• Their 

po1'er over their 3hiliren is, tbererore, almost as ~reat as 3oi 's. 

In Babvloni&n ani Rom~n l~lf the ~t9r f2aLlt~s. was sup?'9ae. 

There 1as no re~onstran~e fro• his ieoision or authoritv. His po1er over 

bis Jhil:iren 1as like that over his slaves. He bad the ri~ht of lire ani 

d9att. In Ath9ns this ri~ht ns lbitsd by Solon to that or ssllin~ bis 

iau~hter into aarria~e or into slavsrr ani iisownin~· bis unrulv son. In 

Isra9l, ones a ehili •as reoo~nized, it ~011ld not be diso•n9d or expelle~. 

The Yosai o Joie ~ives the rather the right to sell his daa~hter, but onlv 

on the ooniition that the ourch~ser or bis .. n 1arrr her. She 1a1 not be 

sold to roreUners. Rabbinio b• maie the sale or da11~bters 9ntirelt 

inerr~tive. 

*Note.---This ohapter is, to soae e1tent P sumaarv. As snob it is lar~elJ 
bassd on what has alread1 been saii. Tb9 principal souroe here ased is 
Samuel ~aver: Die Reobte der Iara~liten, Athenar. uni R~mer, ti~ltil Vol. I I, 1 

Part ii, P. 4torr., #243-249. Where the rsterenoe is not ~iven, it is tc 
be unierstooJ that the assertion is basei on •hat has .ai-eaiv been saii 
or on Samuel Uavsr . Other rsrerenees will be iesi~natEd as they ooour. 
**Geor~e Foot VOOl"e: Judaism in tbs 9'irst J9nt11ries of the Christian &ra, 
Volu119 II, Pp. 11~140, The FaailJ •••~itl.Jotb i, 13 
****The lnjan3tion is in the Oeoal~. whioh is pres1111ad to have been 
revealei by 3od. 



-ro-

P&r9nts nv ~hastis9 tb,ir obildren. Tb9J taJ intliot oorporlal 

punishaent upon thes ror tbs s~ke or iiscipline.--t:l~iit not bav9 the 

poJer or lite and ieatb. The Oeuteronomio Code requirei that a ii3ob9ii3tt 

son be ban:iei over to justice, •biob,arter due proce3s or the law, 1av J 

assu1e tb9 ri~bt or lire an1 i9atb CDeut. xii, 13-22). Tb9 law requires 

that both the rather ani the mother bring him to trial. Oonstitutionallv 

speakin~ this pr88oription a3~01olishes t10 purp09es: (&) it li•its tb9 

&utboritv or the fstber inss•u~h as the deoision or the oourt is nea3ed: 

(b) it sets up th' Jooperation or tbe mother tbrou~b •hiJb the r&tber's 

aistreatment or the son is prevented. 

In Tal1uii3 lsw ~orporal pur.isbaent 1av be inrli~tei onlv on a 

minor, that ie, a bov who has not yet att!lina:i the a~e or thirteen vears 

ani one iav or a ~irl who is not vet twelve 1esrs ani six 90ntbs olj. 

The rath9r is rorewarnei not t.o strik3 a ~rolll ioo. TM ed~en:>i&S or 
the situation mar stir the son to iereni himselr and to strike hia parent. 

Thi3 is rciJijien in the Soripturas, but the fsther brin~s it upon bi1:Belr. 

R9 has, fi~ur&tivslr speskin~ . set a "st~mblin~-bl~k b9tore the blini".• 

Ghastigs1snt should be an eviienos or lofe. R. ~ii,zsr ben3~i!at,tairlirss: 
"'lhOl!I the LO!'i l ovstb ~e oorre3tsth, ~v'n as a r11thsr the son in •bo• bs 

takes pleasure' (Proverts iii, 12)."** R. ~eir iiilf8
: "' Thou shalt koo1 

in th1 heart that as a Hn 3hastisas bis son, so the ~ori tbv 3od 3hastises 

thee' (09ut. viii, 5).w••• A father 1oes not punish his son a.J30l"din~ to 

hi~ ieeds but out or a desire to be,ter bis wavs.•••• ~i:~adt~g~~ltes 
lo not Jonsiier the son too oli ror 30rporal punishment until be bas psssed 

his twentr-fourtb (a,~oriin~· to others, his t~snt1-s~onl) rear, ---~nle3s 

hs be 1arried, in wbi3h ~se be is always 3onsiiered an siult.• 

Chilir'n •ho have pssssi their 'inorit1 ma1 marrv with~ut the 

par~nts' permission or oonsent . •• 

•li(oed Xaton 17a **Sirra, ~rie1mann' ~ e)ition, 72bt: see also Hebrews 
xii. sr and qevelation or John iii, 13 •••ibid; see also Ap~alllse 
or Baru3b 111i1, 2 

.... 3eor~e Foot \laoro· Judaisa, Vol. II , Cbsstisseot, P. 254 
· iuushin ~p. KtfBi whiJh the auab, Yorah D9ah 03d, 2D b!ll!)S hilselt 
Hharshal ~ on Udusbin ~hp. I ••yor9b Dsah O:ld, 25, Raaab, based 

~., -t4~ 'Mo~•vlJ(1 ~ ''7 
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The father HJ release his unmarried ~ht.u~hter from a vo•C Numeers 

Ult, 4-~). 

lbatever 1inors mav find belon~s· to the father. lbat thev aay 

fini •b9n they have at tain9:i their majority bei1n~ t o them.• A ~irl 
(.//1~1 : 

is consiierei adult when she reaohes oub9rt1J'(. :ut a son is :x>nsidered a 

minor as lon~ as his father supoorts him. I n su.oh a oase be 1ust ~lve 

any artiole that he may fin~ to bis hthe!"!* Tbe1 fatbe!" also baa a ri~ht 

to the eervio·'3s or earninits or his ohildren :iurin~ their minority.••• 

*Baba ~ezia i, 5 

••Baba Vezia 12a 

•••Ietuhoth iv, 4 

't 
I 

'I 
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8. f'!/f138. or lathsrhood 

I~• aut~orltr ot tia tatber is ~enerallr ierived from the 

raisin~ or ~hiliren in a le~allv re~ulatej 1a~ital state (i.e., in 

wsilook), rroa the le~iti~ation or obiliren brou~bt up outside or the 

marital state, or rros the le~al a3ootion or stran~e ehiliren. ~egatlv 

ohil iren in relation to the father are like the sut.1!0t or the abter 

natur&l, oivil, aopropriatej (aie>11tei) . 0orrespondin~lv ooe is a rather 

bv nature, tbrou~b marria~e, and bv aioption. 

1. The Fatherboo.i or ~ature and or Marria~e.---In 3rsek and 

30111&0 law a obild was not oonsHera.i le~itillate unless 1t were bo-:-n or a 

rree woman in tull we1l~k. A ~hilj horn out or wedlock or of a to•an ot 

lo• oaste, that is, a so-called natural 3hild, was considered fatherless. 

It belon~e1 to the sa~e ~lass as the mother 1ho had to nourish ani rear it. 

I n Israel fatherhood iosR not iepenj on wedlock but on blood­

relat ionsbip. :here is no distin~tion between le~itiaate and ille~itimate 

ohil iren. A Jhild is consiiered le~al~&rt is r9'o~ni1ed ~, the rather. 

The evidence or the rather is conclusive when be testifies that a ~iven 

person is his son altbo~b he i~ not so known tf common repute .• Without 
reoo~nition neither the ~bild nor the 1other oan ol~ie anv ri~hts.•• A 

j . 

ohilj born in weilook, however, cannot te 1e~lare1 a bastari u~less the 

~other a~raej to io so with the rather.••• 

2. The ~atherhooa ot Aioption.---Aioption is a a&&ns or approp­

riatin~ ebi ldr~n. It is a~artiricial wav or aoquirin~ children, wbereb1 

a person 1eclar9s le~al rights, iuties, and responsibilities in relation 

to obiliren who are not his own either tbrou~b matrimony or hr oatore. 

Adoption was a wiie-s9re&i ~ustom in Asia and in the Jrient . It was held 

to b• a reli~ious iutv to have a son who would inherit the est~te, 1ain­

tain the oult , and oontinae the line. Ir one bad no son, bis dau~bter 

oouH re9resent him thro~b her sons. But a rather 3oul d adopt a son and 

declare bi• to be his spiritual as well .. bis le~al heir. A father could, 

•Or. Chaim Tohernowitz: The Inheritance 8r Ille~iti1ate Children aooor~in~ 
t o Jewish ~~• ••!;hen Haezer iii, 9, 1111, 4. iv, ~. rxii,2 
•t••hi n. Jewish ?.aw a bastard C,too)1i$ a obil:i or anbine>9atuous union, i.e., e issue of ~n1 oonn9otion ror~ dden 1n the Tora • 



- 53-

ho1ever, also adopt a dan~bter •ho •ould stand in the same le~al position 

as his real iau~hter. 

In Babylonian, )reel<, anj Roman la• a1option •as 3oamonlr 

praoti3ej. In the Rammurabi Co:ie ~option takes a verv important plaoe. 

In ra3t, the la• relatin~ to filial piety is lar~ely that of the aioptei 

son, &ni it oan onh be ass.umei---it b not :ieriniteh at&te1-tbat tbe 
same obed1~~3e was require] or ~ man's o•n children. Adopted obiliren 

in Babvloni a, Ath9ns , ani Ro~e ba1 the sase ri~hts &ni duties as real 

chiliren. A rather couli a1l o• his 1oun~ son to be adopted in a stran~e 

house, and the one who aiopte1 him then assu1ei the fatherhooi. 

"In an3ient Israel, as in other nations or snt iquitv, no ~reat 

distinotion was made htween ~loof r-elatinrasbio. an!i artiti3ial kinship, 

~r!ats:i by anv sort or atta3h11ent to the ramilJ, e. ~ •• tbrou~h adoption 

ard the like."* In 'cosai~ h• th~ oo•er or t!M9 t.atber was restrfotei in 

the matter or adoption. Jnlv natural Qbildren ani kin 3ould inb9rlt. The 

sons or aonoubines had the same ri~bts as those or t he ~htPr dv9S, and 

those or iislike~ wives were on an equal footin~ •ith those of favorite 

wives. 

In Tal1uiio la• ~ ~etbo:i or aioption seems to have been founi. 

0ne ~an ie~lare that a ~iven person is bis son, an1 oan make hi• his heir.•• 

•rr one say, 'This is mJ son,' he is to he bel~ei."••• Sinoe the father's 

1ori is snffi~ient, it would see~ that he oan ieclare tbat an10ne is bis 

son an:i heir, tho11~h he rea11J be not bis orrspring·. 

*Or. Chaim Tohernowitz: ibid 

••Baba ~ezia 134& 

•••Yai: Yerusba iv, 1; Choshen ~ishpat ~l~xix, 1 
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c. Duttes. 

"- reoiprooal duties between parents and ohi ldren have their 

souroe in nature, in law, an1 in kno•led~e. Amon~· 108t peoples these 

duties derive fr011 the physiosl, moral, and spiritual nature or man, ani 

i nvolve the preservation or the species. as well as the propa~ation of 

the same. Io as far as thev are j eterminei by law, ther have the speoiri3 

obaraeter or a st ~ts orinci9le. 
: n 3~bvlonian. 3re9k, ao1 ~osan la• the iutv or th9 rather •as 

espeoiallv reli~ious, i . e. , h9 h!i to prepare the son in the perfol"lllanoe 

O( the 3Ulti' r i tes. rhis ~crresponds, to 30~8 9ttent, to the tather 'S 

iutv in Israel of tea,hing his s:m Torah. All ocrles re11Uir9d that parents 

rear their ~billren. Absolute o~eiience was ieaaniei or chiliren. In 

Rome and in Athens cbili~en were ell)eote1 to ~espe~t rather and eotber 

alike. As i n Inr~el they hai to provii9 them with the means or subsistence 

when they wers unable to Jo so themselves, sither on aooount or old a~e 

or on a3~ount or i ll health. In Athens obiliren hai to orovide a respectab}IJ 

burial for t heir parents. This is or~Jticed in Israel hut ioes not take 

the ror~ or a stri3t la,. Io Greek l a• at no a~e •ere the ohildren rsleased 1 

rro~ these oarticular juties. Io Jewish l~• honor t o parents was obli~atO!'J 1 

at all a~es and incumbent on both sexes. But a aarriei iau~bter ooul1 

not be requirei to perrorm her filial iuties as she was under the dominion 

or her busban:i. 

Por the Israelite the reoiorooal foties betleen parents ani 

ohildren are reli~ious . Por the Atheni•n they were reli~ioso-oivil. For 

the ~oman an:i the Ba~vlonian they were ~hiefl1 le~al. rhe autboritr of 

the rather waa atsolute . The la• attemotei to stren~tben as well &S to 

re~ulate his authority. 

The Je wish father has to support hie ~bilirsn while thev are 

roun~. He must oi~oumcise an i reieem his son (i.e., bis r i rst-born son 
r 

rrom t he priest); be must t each hi• Torah, ~et bi1 a wife, tea.ob hi• a 

t.raie; be must , aeoO!"din~ t o some, also teaoll bi• to Him.• Hia soo is bis 

•xHusbin ?.aa 

J 
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heir. He must orovid9 his iau~hter with a dowry, lsave provision ror her 

after his ieath if she be still anaarried, and ~et bsr •&rried. 

Children are iatf-hound to respect and to honO!" rather and 

mother next to 3od. 'Thev lftust supoort tbe11. • To have li~ht re~ar-d (O!" 

oar'ents or to strike them is punished bJ ieath (€xodus 1~i. 15; Lev. x1, ~; 

D9ut. -nvii, 1::;). Dear to 3oi is the bonor of father and !IOthM, ror 

the Soripturs emolovs tbe same atprassion ahout honorini, reverin~. and 

eursi•~ pai!ents as about honorin~, reverin~, and Jursin~· ·3oi, tbus aooorJ­

in~ to the her!aneuti~al rule equalizin~ the tbin~s tbeaselves.•• The 

rewaris attaobe1 to them ar e(e~uivalent . It is lo~io~l that rather, mother, 

·'301 sboull re t hus joined, ... ror thev are so to soeak, partners in brin~­

in~ the ~bil1 t~ lire.•••• 

*Kidushin 3la; Yad: !i(amria vi, 13; Yoreb De~h e~xl, 1, 4 
0 •n Hah 31a; Yeohilta ie-il. Simeon ben .Jochai on ~oi:is n, 12; !ileebilta 

~n ~roias xx, 12; Sifra on Lev. xix, 3; Jerusbalm~ ?eab 13~; ~idllBbin 30b 

•••G. ~. ~oore: Judais1, fbe Family 

••••ibi1 Meobilta ie-~. ~iaeon be J~hai: ibii i11usbin: ibi1 Nidiab; 

or. ?hilo: jn th9 ren Com.an111ents, IXY:ii-x~iii 



D. f'lag Re lat ion of ClatL:tru to Dtoorce1 (S•JX1rat•d) pgr,no. 

i. the rather familv the obiliren always belon~ to the rather. 

In Athene, upon separation or tbe parents (or upon the hasband's jeath), 

the mother returned to her ramilv and the ~bildren remain91 with the 

family or the father. The gamaurabi Gode asssrts that tr the busbanj is 

absent an~ leaves his wife and ohildren unprovid9d for, tbs mother aay 

be,oae the •istregg of another man and aar take her ~hildren •ith her. 

3he must go ba~k to her first husband • hen hs returns. The , hildren 

al•avs belon~ to the real rather. Those or the rtrst husband IU8t be 

brou<ht ba:)k to hi• ; those or the seconj husband must be left with hi•. 
In ~Oman law, after the authoritv or the rather ba1 been restri~ted bv 

the e1parors, t he a1vanta~e or the ohild was the priaarv oonsideration 

in tlt9 :Jase or the separation or .e. parents. Youn~ ohildren gener&lh 

remained with the moth!r , unless the 1ei lo3k had been broken throu~b ber 

fault. The expense or rearin~ t hem •~ the rather' s. When they beoame 

or a~e ther went to the r~ther . In ~eneral, in Babrlonian, 3reek, and 

Roman la• ~hiliren belon~e1 to the fathe~ upon seoaration or the parents. 

But rilial oietv had to be shown to both parents none the less. 

:n .Jewish la• the wire :>Olles unier the bosbani ' s authority as 

lon~ ~s sbe is married to hi~. ~is power over the ohiliren is tberefOt"e 

~reater than hers. r r bar husband is not the r~ther or her obildren, she 

takes oreoeienoe; ani or oourse ir she be not the mother or her husband's 

3hiliren, he takes pre~e:ienoe. But upon the separation or the parents by 
to obev divoroe, ohil1ren must honor th~ir parent s squally, and mav chooseAwn1dever 

parent thev wish i n case of a oonf l iotin~ orier . 

rbe aoportionin~ or ohildren •hen the p~nts are :iivoroed 

iepen:is on the sex and the a~e or the :>hil:iren. A :ian~hter belon~s to 

her mother. A som remains with his lifiai if she so desires until his 

sixth rear beeause a bor until this a~e is more attaohed to his 1otber.• 

Tbe expense is the rathsr's. gven tr the mother be at raolt, as lon~ as 

there is no prohlem or hsr na~l s~tin~· her children, a 1oun~ son 1"91~ins 
~ith her. 

*Ketu'botb 102b; ~Sb; Yaj: Ishotb rd, 17; Tor !i.lben lI89Z9l" =e; ~en gaezer 82 \ 
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J . B•·l•as•, of Chtl~r•n fro• Par91tt~l Jutllortty 

llat.~tti in an~ient la• was anli•itsi in t i1e as well as in 

ie~ree~ Tbat 1'!.s \h• flP~ Pala. But as ti1e •ent on, ani la• be~'n -t. 
branob~ oat, this prin3iple was , 0 niit' d ~ ions an~ more olosely derinei. 

In Rabvlonia tbe rath9r's authoritv oeased •ith his 1e,tb, • i tb 

t he entranos or his 3hiljren into t~mple servioe, ani •ith the s&rria~e 

or his iau~hter. The real rsther lost bis autboritv over his obil1 i f 
bB oermitted so.eons to ajopt him. 

An Athenian rather l ~st his authority uoon bis natural ieatb 

ani upon his ~ivi l death Ci. a., upon the lo3s of his ~itizenship). As 

~ in Jewiab l~w, be also lost it •hsn the 30n rea,,hai the a~e or twenty. 

It enjei when the father permittei another oerson to aioot his son, when 

he 1is~wnei bis son, sni when he ~ave his isa~bter awar in 1arri~a. But 

if her husbsni ii~ aii iivor~ei her, she returnei to her ratber's family 

ani paternity •!e rssused. 

In Rome the ~eneral orinJiole 1f&S that patsrnitv 'ae absolute 

in ti~s as well as in ~3~rea. ~~stri Jtions ~rew up later. The rattler's 

authorit f 3oul1 be lifte1 in three wavs:-

(I) I t enied: (1) ir tbs rather iied a natural death: (2) ir be diei a 

~ivil death Ci. s •• lost his c i tizenship} ; (3) if he soli hie daa~bter, 

ir he expelled his son, or i r be enter~1 into anotb9r ani inoestuoas 

marria~e. 

CIT) I t ooali be lirted: ( 1) throu~h a ror~al relesse si1ilsr to that or 
frsein~ a slavs~-ror the slave relatiooship applied bet1een rather and 

~hilir~i. 9., 911&DOipation; (2~b~ub1ission or the rsther to tbe 

authority or another 112tsr f2•flf29y ' · ~ •• arr~2tto~; (3) tbroa~h the 

aiootion or bis son into anothsr ramu, bf tbs permission or the red 

father. 

(III) It eeasei: ( 1) •hsn the son t:e3H9 a Prhst and the 1aa~ht.9r a festal, 

bat not •hen the son b9Mt119 a Consul or a Senato!', that is, as long as the 

pate!'nal authoritv dii not oonrliot with that or the stats; (2) lhen the 

dau~bter ended a eomplatelJ biniin~ ani le~al weil03k, •berebv she sabaitted 
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to tbe Di ¥1n98. O( har husbani or to those or her rather-in-la• if bar 

husband was still un1er pat9rnal authorit1. In a tree and ille~al aarria~e 

bar rather retainei his autborit9. Hs oould witb1ra• bar rrom it at will. 

She bad to ~et permission rrom hia to marr1 another it she b~ame a wiiow. 

Thus in Roms, bea~use or the absoluten~s or 9aternit1, a ~ompli0&.ted 

svste~ or le~islation was neeiai to obtain release from the father's 

authority. 

In Jewi3b la• a ba3tard is le~allv released from bis father's 

autboritv. ~thicall1 he was sxpected to sbo• pietv towari his rather.• 

A 'hili either or whose parents is unknown is released from tbs authority 

or su~b a parent, even it it be later testified as to the iientitr or the 

unknown parent.•• A proselyte is le~allv releasei rro1 bis no~-Jewisb 
nevsrtbel,ss • father's a~thoritv. He l~tpe~te1 to show 3eferen3s to bis parents.•• 

rr one's rather be evil, be is lega11, rsl3&S91 rrOll •is authoritr. But 

he mav not smite bis parents or revile them.•••• ~ne •hose parents have 

be3ome mentally unbalan3ei i$ relaasei rro1 their authority. 0 

r11s ls~al authority or the rather also enie with bis death, 

l 
I 

when bis son has attained bis twentieth rear, or when be bas ~iven bis 

dau~bter in marria~e. 00 However, one is never released ft"om filial pietv:-' 

not even arter the ieatb or his parents.000Par~nts cannot entol"'3e their 

authority sc as to prev9nt their obilirsn rl"Oll marrvin~ wboasoeYer thev 

mar issire~ rrom aakin~ peace with 1b011soev~r tbe1 may wisb~x troa 
x•x 

stuiyin~ TO!"ab wherever ani with 1homsoever they mar want. • 

*This is a question or filial oietv in the first instanoe c~,"n,,) but 
oallin~ tor no penalty if it is not shown (,,,,~). Yeba110th 22&: Kiiushin 
32b; Ys1: Y!lrim vi, 11 *•Yebamo~h ii, 5; Vai: Yamrim v, 9-t>---
Suoh a 3bili us known as a 1JJ1t u1lt (?ml') .. ._..,., 22a; Ya:i: I 
\hu1ri11 v, 11 °*•Yebamotb 22b; Sanbsdt"in 35a; Yad; 'l1111rim v, 12-13 
0 Yad: ~amri; vi, 5; ibid Rabai, Ran, Beth Josspb; Ttr on Ra•baa; Kidushin 31> 
Rab Assi left his iMbsoil' 11ather and went to Palestine. From-tbis ~aimon­
idas derives the law that one is to io the best one ~n with parants or 
unbalanoei mind, but may l9ave them it be osn no more endure the•. Tha 
Rabai obje~ts: "If he ~oes· &•aY & l!aves bi• 1b011 may he bid to keep' the•?" 
The ii•t .. ia• Shul3han Aru~h &'~ept ~aimonides' vie•---Yoreb Deah oorl, 10 
•

0 letohoth 148a; ibii iv, 5 °0 °Kiiushin 31b; Y~i: i amI"i• vi, 5; Yoreh 
Deab ~311, 1 xtbid 2.5J •Xf bid 1~ xxx17 
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Chapter V---loaelaaion: The Phi losopbv or the ~i lial Rslationsbip 

rr it is i1portant to know ho• a thin~ arose, it is just as 

i1port&nt to know •hat the thin~ latsr ba~aaa. Whan we turn from the 

ori~in ani sour~e or the notions or riliBl pietv to the Talmuii' ani 

Ratbini~ Ans~h2uun~ ws rini that those oli~r notions, •h9n tbev still 

eai.st, are now un~ons3ious, that a iavslopment has taken ol&''• and that 

&n antirelv new ohilosooh1 h!3 b3en woven !bout the rilial relationship.• 

:fhat prin,iples ani what reasons a-rs l:shin1 the -hlfisb ;jo]e or r'ilial 

pistv?** ijow ioes 13~31 ohilosophv applv to it?*** 

1'hs reht i l)!l t-eh3sn D!lrent ani 'biH is a isrintive or the 

~onju~al. It is first abstra,t, th!t is, the }bili bas no a~tive sbara 

in the rslationsbip. ihen th~ child ~ets ol i ei-, wh9n it 'an io and will, 

it i s concrets. Tn ths ,lawis11 0oie that relation is natural and. therefore 

1ivine; it is not artiri'i~l ani rational. A ~hili is su3h hv virtue or 

tein~ a man's o~n o~r3?rin~. not bv virtue or ajoption or arrotation. 

Tbe ralationsbio i~ ~ania~~ntal. ~an ty marris~e lives in another. Bv 

~enaration he r9 l i11u. in another. ·rt, 3hili h ~hen bi! bJ 3oi in ol"i'~ 

that he si~nt so rali~e in another. Father and ~other have eaah an eqaal 

share with 3oi in the ohilj. The three rorm a oartnership in the 'hili . 

The ~hi ld i3 or the parents' soul. bo~v. blooi, ani r1e~h. 

The child is join9d to the parent ty the t~res rani~~ntsl 

ps13hic iivisions or man: sentiment, inteiliienoe, sni af ~e3tion. 39~1139 

the parsnt has a ,ausal relationsbio to the 3bil1, that or ~ena~tion . ~; 

must sl1a1s be superior to the chili. "~hat 3oi is to ths worli, ~ Fhilo 

asserts, "that oarents are t o their 3hiliren; sin3e j ust as 3o1 ~sve 

existence to that whi3b hai no existen3e, thev also, in imitation or bis 

power, as far at l east as thev were able, make the ra~~ or mankini everlast­

in~. "**** Jlier 1en are 30nRiiar~1 hi~her than voun~er 1sn. Parents 1ast 

•899 ~hapte~ I . '· • 1h! ~ili~l i~lation~hip 
0 The .Jsdsh aspa~t or tha p,.ohl em is b"~si on pr'!vious 1isMRsiona ani 
on Pbilo's trsatisea 6n the 7irth ·;omm!lntl,nt~n1 i n t.hA Honour :lua to 
Parants. "'The (1.,n.,r"l l\RDfl'1 t.K ,.,., hllM.i on [,ui?.i \firaHia: 
Goll)&rativs La~&l Phi10ROPhv--- rr . rrom t.h,, l hl IM hy .John L\Rle 
00?hilo: On the Honour 1u" t.o Pllr-,nt<l, .• n. Yl)n~e\t 1ti., Vol. I J J. 

'/' · :J., 9 3- 3 0.:J 
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be r9spectei ror tbei~ a~e. M!re honor to the a~e~ is plscei n9it to 

tbs rear or 3o1: "Thou 3talt ris9 UD before the hoary baai, anj honoar 

tbe ra3e or the oli ~an, and thou shalt rear thv Goi: ~M tbs ~orj• (~ev. 
: 

tiK, 32). Parsnts, then, are superior to their 3hiliren not onlv be3aase 

thsv are older th9n their orrsorin~ but also because thev are thos9 •ho 

proju3ei ani 3~usej th3m ani h~V9 ~3~r91 t ~..sm . Tbev are the •ost tboroa~h 

bener.a3tors or th~ir 3biHren. P!irsnts ~r3 sel3tsi not flv hmnn '.lbofae, 

not bv lot1 or 3leotion, but bv that in nature ftwbieh re~ulates all iivine 

and human arrairs in S3JOl"l~n3e •ith j usti3e•. rhererore, those who are 

meti~ulous about the honor or their parents are not ss11Diall1 worthf or 

pr!lise. • 

The raot that the parent bas ~i7en birth to the Jbili ~ives 

rise to a 3hain or senti~ent. a ahain wbioh oan never be broken. The 

sentim~nt is two-!oli: (s) Che parsnt h~s Jbili~3n ror hia own sak9, ror 

his own ~ocrl, to relive in tbs~ ani to ~ontinue bis ~sneolo~i,al line; 

(b) the parsnt bas Jhilir9n ror their gpoi, ro~ the propa~&tion or the 

S?e3ies . 1n the Jewish view 3hiliren are a 1ivine ~irt. Parents are 

30!llllaniei ·to ha'19 Jbilir'n not 0011 be3ause tbev sr' to r9liva in th9m, 

to ~ontinue livin~ throu~b them, but also be3ause it is so ooa1an:led. 

"Be rruitrul ani multipl?"---"1J11 11~".---is the rirst or the sit hundrei 

and thirteen oommaniments (n110 ''"in). 1o have 3hilirsn ror the sake 

or 3biliren is just as important as to relive in others, to 18!.ve those 

•ho •ill pray ror their souls •hen thay are qone c~·1p), and to leave 

heirs. !be latter is sa3riri~ei ror the rormer. 

1'he ,ntr ta oottJs.t~~ h i'lrived rrom the 3au::1al relationship. 

throu~b 3od's wish tba oareot ~ave birth to the Jhili. "~arents, • HJS 

?bilo, ftare the servant.s or 3o:l ror tbs pro~~ation or 3bildren, ani be 

who diRbonours the servant iigbonours also the master.ft•• The parent is, 

then 3oi's messenger ani repr2sentative. Th9 ~hild aust obe1, honor, and 

------- -------- -
•Philo: ibii 
••Philo: On tbs Ten ~omm~niments~ Vol. II I , 11ii-l'1iii,Po. l;;cJ-1~3 
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th'3 r 'ither n'it 'lr~ll7 Sll:SrJiSS3 it. 

Parents, t. hsn,, are both th~ masters ani tbs rulers over tbair 

tlhiUrsn, an,:i the ~hi Hr-en are their sernots. 1'be1 have the ri~ht to 

tr3it obillren severely an~aXie~~B~t them to i'a'l ir tnsv ar~ s1treaely 

iisoee:iient aoi un!"uh (0eut . tti, lBr .). Su:)h ~ 3on, ieuri~i ss a 

irunkari an:i e. Hutton, \s put to :ieatb "on a:J\lount or •bat be •ight 

bs~ome, be3Wlflle he will li~elv he a ~urierer 11 .• 8ut the ~s~1ission is 

not ~iven unless both parents are a~reei, ror the punishll9nt is too 4reat 

to bs ie~He:i bv one parant. "It i3 not prob.abls that both •ill a~ree 

unless hi3 ini~uities are vsrv ~rievous, ani 1ei~h 10tn by a 3ertsin un­

ioubtei pr3ponisrsnoe that rirm arrsotion •bitlh is rir~lv implantei in 

the oa~~nt3 by nature."** 3o also he who strikes bis parents is alain, 
11ror it is not rit that ~an shouli live •ho insults those •ho are the 

oaus3 or his 1 ivin~. uu Re is kille:i, as 'laimoniiss puts it, •on &!33ount 

ot' bis ~rsat ~ufa,it 1, ,ni hsoau39 be un:isr11i'nes the oonstitution or ths 

fa~ilv, •~i3h is th' roani~tion or tb9 stats. 11
•••• It is not reasonable 

that a man 3houli b~v~ bis b~ni r~~ovsi ror s~itin~ his parents, as tbe 

lus or so:ne peopl9 prss~ribe, !or it fa 3ens1:tl9Ss msrslJ to oast swav the 

swori of him who mur19rsi with tbs swor1. ~e and not his· banis must be 

punis·ll9i for th' ~uilt . H3 "ho belittles bis pareoh is liiewisa slain 

beoaas~ be is· a public eosmJ or all men sin3e he is the e191v or the authors 

or his ?:-sin~.· 

Sin~s to ~ontinue to live in othsrs is the main obje:rt., t~re 

oan be no listin3tion bstween le~itimate ani ille~iti~te 3biliren. Tr 

the ~bill is or the liil- or the parent be o~n relive in him. rr be is 

not, ir he is ~erelv a:iooteiJhe ioes not re~llJ oontinue to relive in him. 

Aioption is thersrore not 3ommonlv praotioe1 in Israel. 

To ~on~lu1e: in Jewish law tbe rilial relationshio is ierive1 

rrom the p&r9ntal wish to relive in others. Alooi-relationship is run~a­

mental. Filial oietv ierives rro1 the 3ausal relation, .... 1-.nt, arreotion, 
ani intelli~enoe. 

•li(aimoni:ies; :ioreh N;-bu-ohil~Irr:-d--i--•• -,.P-bi1o: '.)~Nonour iue to Parents 
•••ibi:i ••••Mai!oni~es: ibid 0 Philo:ibi1 
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