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| 3.~ Studics in Ancient History, comprising a reprint of “ Primitive Mar-

riage.” An ingquiry into the origin of the form of capture in marriage |

aremonies. By G. T. M'LENNAN. London. 1876.

HE learned Mr. Bachofen had read. as we all have, the
story of Orestcs, who, having killed his mother Clytem-

B nestra in order to revenge the murder of his father, was sum- B
| moned to answer for his crime before the Areopagus of Athens. 8

i The Athenian women with one voice declared that Orestes had

B committed the most heinous deed of which a man, born of wo- i

| man, may be guilty. But their husbands insisted that, by re-
venging his father’s murder on the perfidious wife, Orestes had

i nobly performed his duty. The voice of eachparty was of equal | .

E weight, for we are told that in those days women sat on terms
| of equality with men in the courts of justice. Orestes was,

® however, finally acquitted by the casting vote of Mircrva, who
. ” ;
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presided over the trial. The Erinnyes—terrible goddesses of
remorse and revenge—protested indignantly against the ver-
dict, but it was favorubly received by the entire male population,
and approved by the civilization of all the ancient world.  The
verdict was ratified by succeeding generations; and, finally,
the illustrious Goethe devoted the greatest product of his dra-
matic genius—the “Iphigenia in Tauris ”—to the endeavor to
reconcile us fully with Orestes, and with Minerva’s decree.

Mr. Bachofen, however, has dared to defy this voice of ages.
After much profound meditation he has come to the conclusion
that this trial is one of the most terrible in its issues which has
ever been held. It marks, he declares, the limit between two ages,
and between two radically different concepticns of the family.
Previous to the decree of Minerva, a family was represented by
the mother ; maternal lineage was alone recognized. From that
moment the rule was reversed, and undivided supremacy ac-
corded to the father. According to ZEschylus, the dissidence
of opinions on this subject which existed between the men and
womer of Athens extended even to the gods. The younger
sided with Orestes_ the elder took part against him. It is frzm
the profound depths to which were thus stirred all consciousness,
?mm:m and divine, that was evolved that awful drama of antiquity,
in which are concentrated all horrors and muastrosities of which
the most sombre imagination can conceive.

Vhile Mr. Bachofen was engaged in unravelling the meaning
of the legend of Orestes, Mr. M‘Lennan, a Scotch lawyer, wa:
meditating upon the institution of marriage as it existed among |
the plebeians of ancient Rome. The essence of the Ceremon;
consisted in carrying away the bride by sham violence, —in re-
:r.:efnbrance, we are told, of the famous rape of the Sabines.
This ceremony is vividly described by Apuleius in his story of
the“‘Captive Damsecl” The heroine relates how her motkher, |
having dressed her becomingly in nuptial apparel, was loading
her with kisses, and already contemplating in imagination t}:
long line of descendants which was to spring from the union,
}vher} sudc!enl)f a band of robbers, armed like gladiators, rushed
in with glittering swords, made straight for the maiden’s cham-
ber, and tore her away, half dead with féar, from the bosom of |
her trembling mother. i
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The reasons alleged by the Romaas for this strange custom
were even stranger than the custom itself.  The maidens were
expected to prove their modesty by violent resistance to their
captors, and youths the fierceness of their love by the violence
with which they possessed themselves of the objects of their
desire.

But M‘Lennan is not satisfied with this reason. He inquires
pertinently : ow could the Roman legislators tolerate and even
consecrate a custom, worthy of a nation of outlaws?- Why such
brutality in a marriage ceremonial? How came an immoral form
to constitute the ~anction to a moral act? To be sure, only by
means of some idea deeply rooted in the mind perpetuating itself
indefinitely, long after the thing to which it belonged had ceased
to exist, Symbols, toc often lightly regarded, are nearly always
the remnants of extinct customs. Legal fictions, the poetical
side of jurisprudence, constitute the more or less fortunaie adap-

tation of existing conditions to others long since dead, or con- |
tinuing to survive by a sort of artificial respiration. Customs |

become embalmed in symbols, like Egyptian mummies in their
wraps. And symbols enable us to reconstruct the dead reality
of the past, of which they are the only remaining indications.
Thus, from the plebeian marriage at Rome, we learn that meu
were once really obliged to secure their wives by force, and

thought fit to appear to do so after the nccessity no longer ex- §

isted. Our feelings and instincts are shaped by habit, and mo-
rality and public <onscience are more often the effect than the
cause of public customs. (Mores, moralitas.)

Traces of the violence inherent in primitive marriages are

found in classical antiquity. The so-called “heroical marriage,” §

the Marriage of Rakchasas or Gandharvas, was defined by the ]

laws of Manu as “the seizure of a maiden by force, while she §
weeps and wails for assistance, after her kinsmen and friends§

have been killed in battie, or wounded, and their houses broken]
open.” Plutarch and Herodotus corroborate the narratives of §
legendary history. The former tells us that in Sparta the bride-
groon: always feigned to carry off the bride by violence, and,

according to Herodotus, the same practice prevailed in Corinth

and Crete.
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tribes of Australia and New Zealand, and in many islands of the
Taciiic, as well as in parts of South America,—from Cape Horn
to the Caribbean Sea. On the coast of New Guinca and the
Torres Straits, it is customary for the bridegroom to abduct the
bride and run away with her. The Fuegian youth first obtains
the consent of the bride’s relatives; then watches for an oppor-
tunity, and carries off his bride. Among the Bedouin Arabs it
is necessary for the bridegroom to force the bride to enter his

i tent.  Among many uegro tribes the girl is carried away bodily

on the back of her lover. The form of capture is said still to
prevail to a great extent in India.  Among the aborigines of

f the Dekkan and of Afghanistan it is prescribed as a marriage
. ceremony to the Hindus in the Sutrds. It prevails among the
- Khonds on the hills of Orissa, and among their neighbors and
- kinsmen, the Gonds and the Koles. Among the Tunguzes and

Kamtchadales a matrimonial engagement is not considered to be

b definitely concluded until the suitor has overcome his belcved by
| force, and torn her clothes, the maiden in the meanwhile profes-

sing to defend her liberty to the utmost. This form of marriage

f is likewise observed by the noble classes among the Kalmucks.

Among the Circassians the ceremony much resembles that

- of ancient Rome. The wedding is celebrated with noisy feast-

.

f ing and revelry, in the midst of which the bridegroom rushes in,
| and, by the help of a fevs daring men, carries off the maiden by
@ force. Then only may ste be considered his lawful wife.

In Europe evident trace s of this custom may be discovered in

| the ancient Grand Duchy of Moscow; in former Poland; in
. Samogitia, Livonia, Lithuania, Prussia, and Scandinavia; and
E fainter indications in Friesland, in some French provinces, in
l Wales, and in the north-east of Scotland. As Mr. M‘Lennan
f remarks: “ Nothing in Nature exists by itself. Every individual
f example of this custom leads us to contemplate a great area over
which it once prevailed, as the discovery of single fossil fish in
g a hill enables us to imagine the whole surrounding country as at |
L one time under water.”

What is the origin of so universai a custom? Simply the fact
that men once provided themselves with wives exclusively by

| means of war upon neighboring tsibes. War was then the nor-
In the preseat day the custom of capture exists among several i

mal state of society. ‘Peace and frierdship were unknown be-
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tween any two scparate tribes, except when they united against
b a third,”—as a cynical wit remarke-d ‘nany ages later, that friend-
‘ ship between two coquettes was irapossible, except when they
| were combining in a conspitacy against adear relative! TIn these
early and lawless periods, woman shared the fate of all other spe-
'~ cies of property, in regard to which it was universally held that
“he should take who had the power, and he should keep who
| could.” The women were a: cnce the principal cause of war
L ard most desirable spoils of victory, and were tossed from one
. hand to another with magnanimous liberality. The fate of the
women thus disputed over wus far from enviable, if we may
[ judge from that of the Australinn females who have acquired any
reputation for beauty. George Grey, a truthful and intelligent
- observer, tells us that in Australia a beautiful woman is really
¢ far worse off than her less-favored companions: “ Conspiracies
- are constantly being formed for her abduction, and, in tire scuf-

L fling which results, she is almost always injured; for each of |

the combatants orders her to follow him, and, if she refuses,
¥ throws a spear at her. The early life of an Australian belle
L is passed in a series of captivities under different masters, of
ghastly wounds, of wanderings in strange families, of rapid

flights, of bad treatment from other females amongst whom §
she is brought a stranger by her captor. Rarely do you see a |

form of unusual grace and elegance but it is marked and scarred
by the furrows of old wounds. Many a female thus wanders
several miles from the home of her infancy, being carried off
successively to distant and more distant points.” “The male
f caotives,” says M‘Lennan, “furnished by their labor additional
b mcans of subsistence, but the women were prized as wives and
 luxuries.  In the Feejee and other islar.1s of the Pacific the
male captives were eaten, while the wo.nen were generally saved
alive, except ir: a few districts where preva’led a special relish
- for the flesh of females.”

The scarcity of females naturaily added to their value. This

scarcity was artificially maintained by putting to death girl ba-
b.xes in great numbers as soon as they were born. This prac-
j tice was inspired on the one hand by motives of economy, and,
- on }he other, of gourmandism, for they were eaten up like young
Guinea pigs.  This primitive peoples had discovered long before
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the Right Reverend Malthus began to speculate that popula-
tion increases in a geometrical, and food only in an arithmetical,

| proportion. They killed the babies to avoid the expense of rear-

ing them, and then ate them to avoid the trouble of procuring
other food. The boys were spared to be educated as hunters and

¥ warriors, but the girls were at best only objects of lixury, and

hence necessarily sacrificed by a prudent community whenever
times were hard. It was deemed simpler and more economical
to capture full-grown women for wives than to incur the expense
of rearing female babes to maturity. In one village of the
Phweelongmai, East India, Colonel M‘Culloch found in 1849
that there existed not a single female child.

From this disproportion between the sexes arose the correlative
institutions, polyandry and exogamy. Mr. M‘Iennan insists
upon z distinction, which he claims to have been the first te

. point out,—a distinction between exogamy, or #zZer-tribal mar-
gamy

riage, and endogamy, or sntra-tribal marriage. Amongst the
exogamous tribes none but strangers were permitted as wives ;
union between persons belonging to the same tribe was regarded
as incestuous, and only to be atoned for by death.

“The practice of female infanticide, which rendered women so scarce, led at once to
polyandry within the tribe ard to the capture of women from without. This practice
has exist:d from time immemorizi among the same races as possess the symbol of cap- |
ture in the marriage ceremonial. With some of the €xogamous races it seems to be a
rule to kiil all the female children, except such as happen to be the first born. Colonel
Macpherson tells us that among the Khonds of Orissa, of whom we have already
spoken, marriage between persons of the same tribe, however large or scattered, is
considered incestuous and punished by death. Not even with strangers adopted in-
to or domesticated with a tribe is it permissible to marry.”

Circassians were until recently strictly exogamous, and so

| married until their nationality had been destroyed by Russia. J8

Mr. Bell writes as follows in 1840 i—

“These cousins german, or members of the same fraternity, are not only themselves

. interdicted from intermarrying, but the prohibition extends to their serfs, who must

wed only with serfs of another fraternity. The fraternity contains perhaps .several
thousand members. Formerly, such a marriage would have been looked upon as in-

cest, and punished by drowning, Now, a fine of two hundred oxen and the restitution
of the wife to her parents only are exacted.”

Notoriously exogamous are the Kalmucks, the Yurak Samo-
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