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\ 4. I/Voafzaﬂ(;;ﬁ’dru'mu o the Oracle of the Dead, Noes R HE opinion has found considerable currency that woman, on
5 = 2 ! e |
wher Cognale forms of DNvination 140-1 account of her sex, was disqualified to perform the: duties of
© v I40-141 = 'EWS - g
e A e _— the religious cult among the Hebrews ; that in the absence of males
L. The Propiet Yt oL 141-148 in the family, the cult of the deceased could not be perpetuated.
i esses . . . L., T i i ' h ity B
(1) Huldah S HWB RN B R oy s B . I'he chief representatives of this view are Stade, Schwally, Benzinger,
e m} P? opﬁam“ e B o and Nowack., Benzinger (Hebriiscie A?'C/{Efrlf/ﬁ:ﬁ'r'lﬂ': D 140) has given
(3) Miriam . . . | . L $owom A s wmam 143-144 1t amplest expression ; and, in OI'(lEI'. 0 Qe clearly bﬁfm"e 11.'5', g
2. Women as Officials in 1) e moamw mg 144 quote his words in full: * Noch an einem anderen Punkt zeigt sich
icials in ¢, 1 - i T . Wy
(1) “The Serving ;:' i2 Trszmm:& and the Temply | 145-148 die Inferioritit der Frau deutlich : die Frau war nicht fihig zur Ausii-
onien’ 3 -
S Siie des Sulbagerche setzt fis Anschau-
(2) Women Stngers . .. . Tt e 145-147 bung des Kultus. Die Sitte d,,cr bCh\H:lgEILbE setet e J-Jﬂ-ll.‘j
o a d 147-148 ung voraus, dass Frau und Téchter nicht im Stande sind, den

Kultus des Toten zu pflegen. Aus demselben Grund kam ihnen
nur ein sehr beschrinktes Erbrecht zu, ebensowenig wurden der
Frau nach dem Tod kultische Ehren zu teil. Nur als Ehefrau war
ihr eine gewisse Teilnahme am Kulte des Mannes gestattet. Bis
auf den heutigen Tag hat sich bei den Juden diese Vorstellung
erhalten: die Franen dirfen dem Gottesdienst in der Synagoge
anwohnen, die Midchen sind davon ausgeschlossen. Nicht minder
wird im Islim die Frau als unfihig zur Kultusiibung betrachtet.
Dass schon frithe einzelne Frauen als Prophetinnen auftreten, ist
eine Ausnahme, welche die Regel bestitigt.” _
Nowack (Hebriische Archiologie i. 344 f., 348) is less sweeping
in his statements, but also affirms that the ]e\lmte law had for its
main object to provide male descent for the dead, because woman
was unqualified to participate in the cult; that this disqualification

also lay at the Dbasis of the Hebrew laws of inheritance ; and that
1ix :
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only the son, or the nearest male, a
to transmit the cult of the testator.
The expression of this view reacl
height, when Schuwally (ZATH . xi.
word =25,
m cul

nd not the female, was qualified

1es, it seems to me, the strangest
176 ff.) endeavors to explain the
‘male,’ as connected with mvToUN 23 I, ‘to call
t upon God,” and meaning therefore first ‘a cult
then, on the assumption, according to the view
cultic person can be in all Israelitish and Semitic antliquity only a
man, meaning, secondly, ‘a2 male.’ This sexual meaning was then,
thirdly, transferred from men to animals, and reached the highest
point of development in the Arabic and Aramaic in the meaning,
fourthly, ** das mannliche Glied.” Leaving out of consideration the
assumption as to cult, such a view of an etymological development

from a distinct spiritual meaning to the lowest Physical will never
commend itself as an improvement on the older view represented by
Gesenius, 5.7.

tic person,’
in question, that this

None of the three authorities mentioned seems to speak from
independent investigation of the subject of woman's relation to the

Hebrew or Semitic cult Al three are evidently dependent upon
Stade, and simply follow him,

Stadle reaches his conclusion in 2 peculiar manner, He ig dealing

with the Hebrew family in pre-prophetic time, and he finds in the
customs of mourning evidences of a cult of the dead and indica-
tions of ancestor-worship. He concludes from these indications that
ancestor-worship was a prime factor in the the ancient
Israelitish family. Here he begins to call attention to similarities i
the organization of the ancient Greek, Roman, and Indi
and to draw parallels between them and the Semitie,
Indo-Germanic family was a Cultge
the common bond of worship of the
altar is the family altar, and whose p
of the house. This cult expl

formation of

an families,
The ancient
together by
ancestors of the family, whose
riest is the father and the lorq
ains the most ancient laws of tt
Can similar ancient Hebrew laws find a similar explanation? Ip
answering this question affirmatively Stade proceeds to instanee th
law of inheritance. This law among the ancient Hel
the ancient Greeks and Romans, was origin
ancient Israel the son only is the heir, not the daughter,
asserts that wherever this law of inheritance is founc
it is that only the son, or the nearest m

nossenschaft,” held

1€ peaple.

e
PTews, as among

ally that of agnates. In

Stade
1, the ground for

ale relative, taking his place
as the heir, can perpetuate the cult of the testaror (Geschichte i

388-3971].
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ta i ng wonman
11. ‘E) 1 nportant to Ob‘}t‘l'w, that Stddt"a CODCILISKJU, den\]l’]a W :
| 1-¢ 1 I 1 L 2 ny dlref;
her ‘5]‘1'11’8 ]:11 the Elncit,ﬁl.' .[[ebre\'f' Cll]t, 1s not bas(.l.l Llpon a y t
B o e S s
& 'r'" lE 1ce d(.,ri\«"ed frolTl the O!ll rl estament ltbf_'].f, but upon HA lll_ ate
2 111 ‘ } 5t f‘lt"illtlﬂ.to
o ]I % zstion O cu W
B F -'I ICh LUnI]CCtS 9 unb
al‘.l[:l sup )DS(‘:d andlo_, W o ‘ l E o
] 2 l AL Of il]hel‘itﬂl'l("l; cind upon at utter dlSIEgard Of :‘.ll phCHO c
the law -y : - ne
a5 % 1€ 16T wWay.
in. LhE Old 11{, tﬁn]cnt thﬂt lnﬂ.)’ lJ{Jlnt.t] Otl i l‘ 1 10 1 .
l‘lle CcOo Ille!:tioll Of tlle IZ‘.“" O{ .llilf ritance \\r’”.h the L{Chl] 55101 t(). ]I.t:
21 ’i Al ll e e ]J anation (Jj t 2 i "C el entirely
1 X l I i 1 I]e f(_)l'lne] flol]] tll]S SOUTTC e, are r]j
‘ , . -. inl it 2 i [.' Al WwWas
:- o (.1 d 115: 'iSf‘lCtUr}’ (l‘hat th(.. lnherilan(:c 111 O]Ll sTa
areed an: U il <l . I‘ by 1 T
i te[l to agnates 15 i [ ell()ugh (\]L)“ ﬂ(.l\, A} f)‘}_’ 3 8 f ) £ L
restric dglle 4

r 7 o gl F tl tl]el 2 15 11. Lo 1

e we 15 etne 5 not a st .)ler XI 1 (8] [
¥ el N 1m explanat 1 f t

v 1d W 11 k)

g Z reakness of Stad ;
act, The weakness 0 ' . reni
I' ‘vlr' ttemnpt to support his view of the dependence of AR i
in his atte & gk Liggety
i i admission to the cult, he refers to 5 f

i the ancient custom that in default of a son

e’s position becomes very apparent when,

7 . Tow
solitary evidence. INOW, A ; Abraham had
b?hmly f the master becomes helr may prove that Abrahz )
the slave o as

rove that Eliezer was the last representative

L3 1 T4 j - al 2] T
no son, but how it can | ion of that which Stade endeav-

' ssumpt
of the family cult, save on the assump
ors to prove, I cannot se::. ——

But the fact of woman's exc usior e e gt L es
ed explanation from her rela > th
i I; bertson Smith mentions a similar law among
i R W. Robertson =
is a better way. .

the Arabs. Smith show

om the Hebrew laws of inheri-

s that antique Arab society had its basis q??t
; . rchal authority, the familyt but in the btoc} or kmnng
e palrldrc“ i that has for its object offence and defence, an
e Orgﬂmza“m’; th; old Arabs resolves itself into a law of war,
e 1 Iood-\\.'ite, and booty are the points on which
o “’hi‘lﬂ_l mTOd-:euqi‘h)e law of inheritance there follows the law of
everything turns. » 1

 of which the individual hac
The tr med the property o
booty. The tribe ownet

| which fell to be divided after his deml.l‘like the
o s HSUfmCt,'%m soht of inheritance belonged to the active mem-
e i lhe’ l]]g] explains the relation of woman to_ the law of
pers of the tleE-l ‘l . ‘oridance with the old law of Medina, quoted
inherimnc?j 5111(1'15 " -aCLen were excluded from mhcritanc‘e on the
L Sl}lith’ . “:]:HCh :‘.(::n Le heirs who do not take purt' in ‘battle,
priugiple that - aon: f operty.”  See W. R, Smitlla, Kinship and
il e e l" nodte on “ Law of Inheritance,” p. 263.
S Pp- 3855 m:;ii::l fact that the affinity in social organi-
g “v,e“_rifjoa is far ereater between the Arabs and the
i E‘”Cle”t_ j“’ the Se:ﬁtes and the Greeks zmcll Romans.
I;Id;rews thanl:}ze:liiiio11 from inheritance finds here, it seems to
And so woman’s e:
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me, a natural, reasonable, and more direct explanation, and does not

need the assumption that woman was excluded from the ancient
Hebrew cult, 14 thus appears that the current Opinion on woman’s
relation to the Hebrew cylt i by no meang based upon a special and
direct nvestigation of the subject, This phase of Hebrew antiquity
has so far received no critieq] treatment,! Because in later Levitical
legislation map is made Drominent ip the cult, and lgger Judaism hag
in Herod’s Temple 3 « Court of Women,” ang the Mishpa exempts
woman from reading the Shema® ang the ritya]

(Berakoth 3", and in the Middle Ages woman Was relegated (o the

galleries of tje Synagogues,? ang Jewish mep RO pray: ¢ Blagsad
art thou, Lord, our God, King of the world, that thou has not made
me a woman » (Hebregy Lrayer Boop ¢ oPart of the (u; ly morning
Prayer), and because Islam excludes Woman from the cult, it hag

been taken for granted that t)ig exclusion g from the beginniug
a distinctive feature of Semitic eyt The facts an the subject, a5
contained in the Old Tt:stament, and supplied by other Semitic
religions, have pot been collected ang Squarely looked iy, tl

To supply this evident lack is the object of thig essay. My method
of ‘treatment g to collect, arrange, and explain sompe of the more
prominent faets ip regard to Woman's pogitinn n other Semitic
cults in general, but more especially, o the facts bearing Upon
Woman’s position in the ancient and | S contained
in the Qld Testament, facts thyg
treated have leg me, s 18 that the Semiteg
in barticular, apq the latter especially
of their history, exhibit no tendency g dis-
criminate between man and woman gq far as regards pmticii}ation in
religious practices, but that wWoman Participates in 4 the €ssentials
of the cult, both as worshipper and official ; anq that only in laper
time, with the Progress in the dev(:lopment of the culg itself, a tep.

dency appears, not so much, however, to exclude womay from the
cult, as rather to make manp Prominent iy iy

of the Phylacteries

1€ face,

ater Hebrey cult g
The conclusion tq which the
iEE] may here anticipate
in general, and the Hebrews
in the earljer periods

1 Sr:hechter, in his Stzios in
and Synagogue, touches lightly
facts of the subject

Sudaism, under the caption, « W

sand in g Popular way,
- Iis essay

Oman iy Temple
Upon some of the
SAY cannot e ‘egarded a5 4 Citical ggy
the subject, and in fact he doeg not lay claiy ¢, such a contributigy,,

2 CF. Tsrael Aln-ahams, Sewish Life i the M ideile Ages, p, 2 5L

a7y hope, at some futypee time, a5 a secong part of thc
the causes of Woman's Jage, inferigy Pusition in the cult
entire, exclusion from i,

surface
tribution tgo
See Pi 313,

subject, ¢ treat fully of,
2 and hey final, apparently

< L0 = - 11 5
Pl OMAN IN THE AD CIENT HEBREW CULT
TRITZ ¢ WOI

9 Woman in Other Semitic Cults.

i has
lts for light
on to look to other Sen;u‘Echémith en:.)bodit?d
. Teas i V. I ?
That we have strated by the researches of tal institutions of the
been fully demomf; S{‘;}E;If&; The fundawmen :lf S
4 . 2o liotan e ’ " . P . e 0
in his Keligion of igin with those

or itic cults has
Israelites had a commonf coman to the other Semitic
‘ ation of woms

st all the more
THasyel . and must all
peaples:  The ;Lb ring on our question, an
] ratal bearing
therefore a v

o i laims that
. xi. 178) ¢
ention, since Schwally (ZAZ"t'schen Altertum,” man
receive some atten iih ‘,rh’Lth im ganzen semlé os—
. P =11, 112 © = : '_1'1 e
“im ];,1‘1L_llt15;§h(l- ,quql[ﬁcﬂtion to pclfolm 1 P
L ;ecl the C
only possess

of the religious cult.

r Cwlt
s Arabic Cu ST
T Woman in e unadulterated source as to _I?Plg’
ient nor ion of the early Hebrew cult,
ation Here we

i > nc
Islam is no such ar

in the investig Iy
L ful in the ic. Arabic heathenism,
much that ]:} hel[t) with pre-Tslamic, Arabic
: ifferent w
It is far differ

glanations. We are

, Gdence for analogies 1111F1 e?l\}:ill: 11t;hC o

may well go with co‘ll inger, so much concerned aidhinn s oo

not: therefore, like bcﬂjzs]rzn ,'1-5 with her 1'(31111'@1 -to 5 e G

TpEan fohE il o te;\f meagre as the smllci-on \?-ol‘nﬂn’s rela-

heathenism. Forlm::"{l t::; leave beyond any quj? fimm i
yields material enou?i‘he facts, as collected mainly

3 at this rela-

. . onclusion tha

tion to Arabic cul}j_ s leadiiodlE
rabischen i1¢

Keste arabise

tion is ::f notp (Ct]] L [ 1 I
¥ 1 L TN 'hEle 1 Cln'_,
e!.{-_. ﬂl‘it}" \.1“] ihﬂt O-f ]fl N 3 ]]f 1 1 IJ Oi]lot
i : 1 - ﬂ]l ] th'ﬂ‘_ ‘i [ uesilon Of sE€X f Oom a rengious p 1£
1o st 1 dicﬂt]oﬂ «f o
the S]]ﬂ,htCat m

s Jeration. |
i wsideratiorn Tr . ‘ous, and
. G es into const livinities are numerous,
of view ever com ities __Femﬂlc €11 1 : The ]inns even
nale Divinities. - Arabic heathenism. ST
(r) ook tant role in Arabic I Local divinities of
s "
: JeTy 1IMpo
play a v

it . 135).  Local divnites of
.. wellh., Heid., . o In the Kaba
were mostly feminine man and wife (p. 73

A g rreat Se-
Mecca were IsAf and 1::‘11; wood, a fact Pot?ju.ﬂéi- tc())F 21112 DE,E:OPlc of
Mecca stood a dove 0 ‘Slnrﬁ‘, one of the ﬁ\:e 111({ b1'n the form of a
mitic goddess (p- 70)- 1 by the Beni Hamdén, anc ccording to Well-
Noah,” was \~.=(:1‘Slﬂ1!3l-’e_(. e says, which, l]o\vevf-‘l‘,_ z?“nius t]:e vanshlh
woman; so a late traditio 16). According to IH?l,lj-‘an-mthe:r (p- 46).
hausen, is not reliable (l?: ted with that of his \rllglllln three daughters
of Dhu IShara was "1“550“12) But chief of all are t“‘ whose \\'Enrshil)
Shams was a goddess (D.ﬁal\l ’L-&t, Mandt, and Al _I[Ju‘l;f all the male
of Allah,” the gOdQEsﬁfa ;_md importance than U:Lts sioss yedlously
possessed IET;? \:nll];; yexceptcd. All Arabia we
divinities, Alla
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devoted to them, the polemic against them in the Koran being but a

small part of the evidence of this fact (p. 21 ff,, p. 7). A I‘Clié‘,iu“l
that pays such homage to female divinities is not likely to discrimi-
nate against woman in matterg of cult; at any rate only the most
positive testimony can ¢

arry any weight in the matter.

(2) Women as Devotees, — Women frequented the places of wor-
ship. At the annual Hajj at Mecca married and unmarried women
Were present (p. 8g),

The reference in Yaqut to the backs of the
women jostling at Dhy IKhalasa is an indication in what throngn
the women attended the sanctuaries (Wellh., p. 43 ; Smith, A7uskis,
P- 295).

But the women's devotion was not confined to simple attendance ;
they Dbrought thei; votive offerings. There is ancient testimony (o
the fact that the Women worshipped Al Ugzzg daily with sacrifices
and giftg » (Wellh,, p, 37 ¢f also pp. 112, 101).

The two Principal acts of Arabic worship, the “stroking’ (fa-
massih), and (mogy Important of all) the zawaf, or act of encircling
the sacred stone, were Participated in b);' the women as well as by
the men (Welln,, PP- 52, 1051, 118).

In the cult of the dead the wonien had even more than their share.
It was theirs (g chant the rhythinica) dirge; the institution of the

professiong] mourning mey is later than that of the mourning women

{4 i
(]}‘_EGO)_- The re sman during the period of h?r
]pmm]catlon must p 1€ sanctuary (pp. sz and 118) i3
Mt the evide ‘ | ! :
; 1] evidence gf € exception that proves her inclusion ”:
he cult, ——— . pdlusior
teresting story of the conversion of a Dausite ant

ating Many pointg of the intimate association of man

religion, gep 1va ; 5
(3) Womay . Z‘ ’- see “,L“h'! [ififf»; P. 45. ief
cult?c official; fl..‘ _e'!/!zc Officiad, — Arabic heathenism had two chief
t l L-].J 1 Sddin (tey ple Watchman), or %djit (doorkeeper), the
fmple servant o Priest, anq #dhin .
class women are ’

gulation thay W

Ot approach ¢
the singl
For ap
bis wife, illnsty

with woman in

. P =
S€er, prophet.  In the latte

el Numergyg (‘\\’elih., P- 130) ; but of the woman
X 7 there i i ! .
o 1? not a single Mstance that 1 cap find. But this fact
g simple i I
amines e SXPlanation 95 500n as the nature of the office i
xamined. Ty S4din wag 1

at Ot & priest whoge specific prerogative 1
Al the altyy. Such ap official the Arabs never had.
Aerificing, ang, thoug

) In general, offi

He was not ne

5 11
: h the sacred lot was 1
his keeping, ang he he sacrec

ated at the casting of the sacred
4% Dractigeq
s foung alsp

Some triheg
fi AMONT capta: s
e featype in the c ; ngr Certain unciviljze

: among

+ upen girls (p. 1541, 1681):
d tribes in Africa, was merely
f the tribe to the deity.

of all the Mmembers o
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PERITZ : WOMAN D
) : The
i - him (Wellh,, p. 129). 'L
witheut him ( ;

' uld be done iy Ay

o Eumy e names indicate, was the w JLLhn_nm, oor

e Arabic nomadic life had given a pec ‘t

G, ceneral the sanctuaries did no
In g

sddin ov hdjid, .
keeper of the sanctuary.

o thi fce. . ki
B B e 2 fht emained stationary ; but there are cases
i tribes, but remaine:
wander with the

idol did share in the nomadic life, and \:-'él‘; cagfi;i?

S It]l“; lt(}:; "(er of Jahveh (Wellh., pp. 1.‘;):111(1']1;_69£&.H e
” i : L 18).

:itléeo{ e e Ui— ?jjrtmillimciFcﬁiéir, and, in tin?.e, the ac;:rual
s s mamel B ]eal-( ~Lr1 , By a natural law of selection, the o .]ie
possessor of the sam-:tu&ir)l.poss;‘.essor would fall to man .am‘l{no; bz
o e prOtICCt:(I::: zLlf woman from this office cannot therefor
The abse

L = g o 1 to tht,'
Ll bl E 1 n rejercnce

1 e 11 ]l\ i 1 1 dl")CI minatior aa M5E WOl e

1 711 © 21

take o 1114 f1o11 aga WOITANn 1 1

cult. r
This view is confirmed D}

iz hich
. kdhin, whic ; arent when
from the office of . T,-mcc becomes all the more appar
This Slgm-lc‘

sition of the Adhin is recognize_d ;H;ﬁre ;incx;l:l
the original 13031‘t10“ . conclusion of W. R, Smltlh,_ We ?au 1,.‘1 %
reaon fogmee el B Cf” e of the sddin was originally includec I1 :
MpSt/man e th.ﬂt thlc' ‘C; nzorresponded very nearly 1:0‘ thELt‘ of‘1te];
ek ke e rse of development the Adkins b anich g
G i B Il?' C(:; : body, carrying with them thf-: prlnm.pal
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But the most abundant evidence we find in the Old Testament
itself in the numerous allusions to woman's participation in foreign
cults, of which I treat further on. See p. 120.

(3) Homan as Cultic Official. — Meissner, in his Beitrige sum
altbabylonischen Privatrecht (pp. 8 and 111, § 12), speaks of financial
functions of priests and priestesses, the latter’s official position in the
temple being indicated by SAZ (or UD) Samasi; cf. also Peiser,
Babylonische Vertrdge o. Berl. Mus., pp. xvii—xxix.

There were priestesses of Ishtar at Uruk (cf. Jeremias, fzdndar-
Nimrod, p. 591£).

Prophetesses, who tell the messages of the gods, are mentioned in
connection with the *seers’ in the text of Gudea. Cf. Amiaud, “ The
Inscription of Telloh,” Records of the Past, New Series, i. 42, ii. 18.

To the same class of officials belong, most probably, also the
priestesses or prophetesses whose names are attached to the oracular
responses of Istar of Arbela. Cf. Pinches, “The Oracle of Istar of
Arbela,” Records of the Past, New Series, v. 129 ff. ; Tiele, Gesch. d.
fel, p. 195.

These scattered references have led me to go carefully through
Delitzsch's Assyrisches Handwirterduch in quest of designations of
these female officials. To give this subject the thorough treatment
it needs would require too long a digression, and I therefore present
these designations in a simple alphabetical order : —

(1) #kdtu, eine weibliche Hierodule, niher Dienerin der Géttin Istar von Erech.
They appear also as # Klagefrauen beim Tammuz-Fest” (Del,, p. 41).
(2) épisen, fom. of part, pi5n, Hexe (p. 119).
(3) diipea, fem. of d5ipe, Beschworer (p. 247).
(4) zérmaitfa, ein Epitheton, bez, Name der Zauberin oder Hexe (p. 264).
(5) Aarimin auch farmats, eine weibliche Hierodule, niher Dienerin der Gittin
Istar zu Erech (p. 2g0).

(6) kakiaptu, lem. of Laiiapn, Zauberin, Hexe (p. 360).

(7) mahkuin, fem. of maklie, der von Ekstase beflallene, von Sinnen seiende
(vgl. vy}, Prophet, Wahrsager, pdyres, bez. Prophetin (p. 397).

(8) kadiitn (g}n‘fa'jfu), Hieradule, eine dem D_ienste der Goltin Istar geweihte
und dadurch entweihte Jungfrau (vgl. AWTR). The term. s also used of
the Zauberin und Hexe (p. 581).

(g) Sabrdin, feny, of Jabri, eine best, Berufsart, viell. Magier, Seher (p. 639).

On woman's position as official in Pheenician cult, the Eshmun-

azar inscription furnishes a word that is of the highest import. The

Sidonian king, naming his mother, calls her not only NORWIRR, but

he designates her also DANWYE RT3, the feminine form of =5

found here for the first time. Cf. €75, 3, L 14 L
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provides for woman's presence at the sanctuary at festal seasons
(Dt 12" 142 5% 1610 In like manner, at that great religious
gathering, the reading of the law, in the days of Ezra and Nehemiah,
woman appears side by side with man in all the solemnity and joy of

: T 8 &
the occasion (Nel. 8% r2#).
2, Woman's Parficipation in the Sacrificial Meals.

‘There is full evidence that women were by no means mere idle
spectators at these religious gatherings, hut that, on the contrary, they
shared in every important cultic act. Chief among these were the
sacrificial meals. When Elkanah sacrifices he gives to his wives and
danghters “ portions ™ (1 8. ). 1If it were certain that =RL'¥ in
2 8. 6" and its parallel 1 Chr. 16% means “a good piece of flesh,”
AV, or “a portion of flesh,” R.V,, as some ancient versions render
it, and as may well be expected here to complete the triad of such
festival occasions, bread, flesh, and wine," it might furnish another
instance in earlier times of woman's participation in the sacrificial
meal. But the text is altogether too uncertain.®  But we have by no
means need to depend upon uncertain data. The Deuteronomic
legislation is as full as it is explicit upon woman's participation in the
sacrificial meals and leaves it beyond any question. Regulating what
was no doubt an antique custom, it specifies in a number of distinct
passages that at the great sacrificial feast at the central sanctuary
woman is to have her share (Dt 12" 14™% 5% 6™ 1595y, An
important illustration on a large scale, that this custom existed not
simply in law but in actual practice, even in post-exilic times, is
furnished by the sacrificial meal at the publication of the law in the
time of Izra and Nehemiah (Neh. 12%). )

Additional evidence of a similar character comes to us from a
somewhat different source. The Levitical legislation is much con-
cerned with the disposition of that part of the sacrifice which fell to
the priest. The material is divided into oYP WP and WP

% In view of this definite provision, the regulation # Three times a year shall all
thy males appear in the presence of Jahveh” (Ex, 237 34% Dt. 16!%), can not

possibly imply the exclusion of woman, But more on that subject below.

1) The word T3 is a technical term almost exclusively used of the portion of
sacrifice that falls to the priest, or of the sacrificial meal that falls to the wor-
shipper (Ex. 292 Lev. 58 820 2 Chr. 31 1 8. 9*1).  When in later usage the
term is widened to cover portions of other meals, the festival character of the meal
is still apparent (Neh, 81% 12 Fsth, 2% g 2).

1L Cf, Klostermann, Samereedis, in loc,

12 Cf, Driver, Text of Samuel, p. 207 L
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solemnity. Levitical legislation emphatically provides that the food
must De eaten within a specified time, that is, before there was any
danger of putrefaction ;" otherwise it is to be burned; nothing
ceremonially unclean must touch it; the person, ceremonially un-
clean, who eats of it “shall be cut off” (Lev. 7% 19" 22"}, Similar
precautions surround the eating of the priest’s portion. That the
eating of the priest’s portion of every sacrifice constituted a sacrificial
meal like that of the worshipper may well be questioned (cf. Benz.,
Arekitol, p. 436 £}, but is of no essential importance in our inquiry.
Apart from that, there is every evidence of the sanctity of the food.
It is called W2, it must be eaten in a holy place, the ceremonially
unclean are forbidden to eat it, and members of the Aaronic family
and household only are allowed to partake of it.

The reason for all these precautions is obvious: sacrifice and the
sacrificial meal were acts of communion between the god and the
worshipper, and approach to it, or partaking of it, was surrounded by
all the possible safeguards that surrounded the approach to the god.
Yet woman, as has been shown, had free access to it. It is obvious
that the participation in an act of such cultic importance finds a far
better explanation in woman’s inclusion in the cult than any ignoring
or beliltling of such inclusion can pessibly furnish.

._

3. Woman's FParticipation in the Sacrificial Act.

In approaching this phase of the question it is necessary to call to
mind what is now well recognized, that the act of sacrifice in the
Hebrew cult had its own history of development!® At first all
slaughter was sacrifice ; no priest was nceded to perform the sacri-
ficial act, the worshipper was in this respect his own priest. Later,
with the growth of the ritual and a priestly caste, sacrificing hecomes
the business of the priest, the worshipper recedes from the altar, and
his share in the sacrificial act is confined to the laying of the hand
upon the victim,™ which, if we may judge from the analogy of Lev.

17 The reason that W. R. Smith assigns for this requivement, viz., that the old
sacrificial feasts occupied but a single day, or at most two days, and as the act of
cating is part of the service it is to be completed before men break up from the
sanctuary (Rel. of Seme., p. 221), does not seem to me to be altogether plausible,
and I prefer to follow his view on the same point as expressed in another connec-
tion. See p. 203, note &,

#® Gmith, Rel. of Senr., p. 199 .5 Nowack, Arek. ii. 87, 211, 218 £; Benz., Arch.,
405 f. .

1 Tev. 3% ele. On the meaning of the custom cf. Smith, Ael., pp. 335 and

401 [; Benz, p. 453.
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the presentation itself as a part of the sacrificial act.® But whether
the presentation itself was a cultic act or not, it is agreed by all that the
laying on of the hand was. If there were any need of evidence on
this point, it might be furnished by the fact that the Mishna 2 explic-
itly denies woman the right to perform this act. This is characteristic
of the Mishna's treatment of woman’s position in the cult, on which
more will have to be said in another connection. Here it is sufficient
to say that however valuable the Mishna is as a witness to the views of
the tradition, it is not a safe guide in the exegesis of any particular
passage of Scripture. There is no basis in the text for such a dis-
crimination against woman. The laying on of the hand is the regular
feature of the 2% (Lev. 4, and woman’s offering is an ooy
which, judging from the words N°2N and f"lﬂP'?, she herself was to
present TV SR8 MO 5N (Lev. 12°%). The absence of the
specific mention of the laying on of hands cannot be urged against
it here any more than it can where the offerer is a man (Lev. 14"
From a source of greater value on this particular point than the
Mishna it would seem that we have direct testimony that women
did touch their sacrifices. In the complaint over the idolatry and
sinfulness of the women (Baruch 6%, the Epistle of Jeremy), t]?e
statement occurs: ¢ The menstruous woman and the woman In
childbed fowch their sacrifices”” The reference here is evidently %
in Lev. 12% and may point to the custom
men laid hands on the sacrifices which
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that the women like the !
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in it, and so we meet here the Hebrew woman for the first time in
our investigation not only as a worshipper but in the possession of the
sacred objects employed in oracular inquiry.

This leads us to consider next the intimately related question,
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2. Women as Officials in the Tabernacle and the Temple.

I must now call attention to the direct testimony on woman’s
official position in the Jahveh cult as contained in the repeated men- ]
tion of woman’s service in the tabernacle.

The passages are TP DR MDD IWIX WN NNIRT (Ex. 389)
and TP DOR N2 PR2XT W33 (r S. 2*). The text in
Samuel beginning with DN DNRY is almost unanimously regarded
as an interpolation. (See Driver, Zexs of Sam., p. 26; Kittel in
Kautzsch's Heilige Schrift d. 4. 7" ; Klostermann’s Semiuee/,; Budde's
Samuel) The evidence that the context speaks of a 'D;"ET and not
of an 5?‘IR, and that the passage in question ascribes to the sons of
Eli a sin entirely different from that of vs.2% (see Stade, Gesc/. i.

199, note 2}, is far stronger than the absence of the passage from the

LXX in Codex Vaticanus, which is, moreover, somewhat counterbal-
anced by its presence in Codex Alexandrinus and in Lucian's recen-
sion, The fact of the insertion of the passage in Samuel seems best
explained as originating in a marginal note sugges.ted by Ex. 38% '
There is no such guestion of text connected with the reference in

Exodus ; it belongs to T, and is definite and clear enough for our

purpose. . .
We must first determine, as far as possible, the meaning of the

word R3X as used here. The versions exhibit a marked variation in
g ) : nEEm
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anslating ord. b B
288 rdy porevsacdy dl anjorevoar ; Cod. Alc:x. lrELl'l:;lthLS.D I
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-1 [ PR ; “I
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