Honour and Shame

In this essay I will be looking at the two social values of honour and shame in early anticity. I will also be answering the question of if early Christianity supported or subverted these to social values and why they did or did not support them.
These two social values are ones that have help make decision making over the years a lot easier. They are even call the bottom line values of decision making[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  The Cultural and Social Word of The Early Church Dr. Daivd deSilva  – used 05/07/18] 

[bookmark: _Hlk519075555]I am going to start this essay by looking at the two different way someone can gain honour. The first wat is simple being born into a family name that already has achieved Honour, a modern example of this would be the English royal family. This type of honour is called attributed honour because they these men and women did not have to gain it they were simple born into it. Women can also marry into the honour if her husband is in a family with attributed honour, but it will only extend to her and not her family members and they same goes for men who marry a woman whose family has attributed honour. The second way to gain honour is called achieved honour, this is actually something other grant you by your actions with in the social group you are in. For example, the martyrdom of Polycarp there are man example of what on can do to achieve honour in not only other eyes but in gods eyes. Martyrs of Christ who had heard god voice where seen as honourable because they got to hear the word of God [footnoteRef:2]. Achieved honour is actually a way of which social groups like Christianity use to control its members[footnoteRef:3], which in turn made the groups work better because there were also people who were always willing to do what ever to achieve honour if they already did not have it. Achieved honour is a very much is to do with how one’s actions determine if you are worth or not to be honoured and apart of social groups. [2:  Ehrman  After the New Testament: A Reader in Early Christianity – used 05/07/18	]  [3:  The Cultural and Social Word of The Early Church Dr. Daivd deSilva  – used 05/07/18
] 

On the other hand, there is shame. Which like honour has two sides. One positive and the other negative. I will be looking at the negative side first. Dishonours or shame is when the social group you are apart of labels you as dishonourable. Now the positive side of shame just having modesty about yourself and your social views. Having both sides of shame leads people wanting to seek the positive side of shame more than the negative side. Which again was hoe Christian managed to control there follows by having the same two side to shame. The early Church was actually a lot harder on the men then of the women because of how the society saw their place. Men the strong leaders and women being the weaker follows to men.

Honour and shame were different for both men and women within early Christianity this is the one thing both Christians and non-Christians can aggress on. That men are better than women. Women were seen as the main cause of shame within Christianity because they were the ones to stay at home and be mothers. It was thought that if they were not protecting and their husband was not being a good giver sexuality to them that they would run off with another man which of course is shameful and a sin to do. Also, if a woman was not modesty with how she looks and the way she dressed that was seen as shameful as well but as I was looking through my choice text to analgised I noticed that it was more based toward men and there really was not much about women at all. For any women to be honourable she had to be what we would see now as good house wife and if she was to leave the house she would have to have her husband or father if she was not married with her. On the other hand, for Men to be seen as honourable they would have to prove that they were strong enough to not only look after themselves but also their women. They also had to please the leader of the church to be called honourable. Though the most honourable out of all men were the one who were the Martyrs of Christ because they suffered as Christ did after his death. They were seen as the truest believers in God, even after they Martyrs died their family name would be seen as either Honourable if they went down the peaceful path or dishonourable if they asked to be died, Because Christ never asked to die because he choice to die for us to save us from our sins. This was seen as norm that women and men were viewed so differently of each other and not as one. To this very day men and women are still treated differently. Women are seen as the ones who bring shame to others[footnoteRef:4] because they are the one less likely to follow what god says because of Adam and Eve. [4:  Honor and Shame by Halvor Moxnes - 05/07/18] 

Early Christianity did support honour and shame, because without either of these values we would not have the church we have today. Honour and shame was something to help leaders of Christianity keep control of their follows. It also helped them to choose what paths to take with their group, which is how Christianity has managed to last as long as it has. 
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