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THE PROHIBITION TO CAPTURE A MOTHER BIRD ALONG WITH
HER YOUNG: A REASSESSMENT

Avi Shveka

The reason for the prohibition to capture a mother bird while she is sitting
on her eggs or fledglings (Deut 22:6—7) has been the subject of various
assumptions. This paper discusses the prevailing opinions, points out their
weaknesses, and offers a new explanation based on a careful analysis of
the circumstances described in the law. It shows that the common opinion
that links this law with the prohibition of slaughtering a domestic animal
with its young on the same day (Lev 22:28) cannot stand, as it ignores the
special circumstances described in the law and the fact that it is specifically
the taking of the mother that is banned. The view that the purpose of this
law is to prevent grief from the bird who will not see her nestlings taken
is even more problematic since, in fact, considering all alternatives, it is
precisely the course of action recommended by the law that causes the
bird the greatest grief. A thorough analysis of the law’s wording leads to
the conclusion that the prohibition on taking the mother lies in the special
situation in which she protects her young. The bird can fly away from the
nest without difficulty, and if it were not for her devotion to her nestlings,
the person would not have been able to catch her. The instinct instilled
in her to protect them makes her remain in the nest rather than saving
herself, thus sacrificing her life for her offspring. The law prohibits the
abuse of this noble instinct — the maternal sentiment inherent in the bird —
for the sake of killing her.

[SHNATON — An Annual for Biblical and Ancient Near Eastern Studies, XX VIII (2025), pp. 19-40]



THE STORY OF NADAV AND AVIHU: A RENEWED EXAMINATION
Itamar Kislev

The enigmatic nature of the narrative in Leviticus 10 that recounts the
deaths of Nadav and Abihu has long intrigued scholars and readers.
Over time, the text’s ambiguity regarding the motives of the central
characters has generated a sense of bewilderment about both the
nature of the transgression and the severity of the ensuing punishment.
Consequently, this biblical episode has elicited numerous interpretations
and explanations through the generations. Even in modern critical
research, a consensus regarding its meaning remains elusive. Some
scholars suggest that the narrative is intentionally ambiguous, prompting
various interpretations for this phenomenon. However, in our pursuit of
a comprehensive understanding of this episode, it is imperative that we
not abandon established research methodologies. Rather, we must subject
the text to rigorous analysis using the accepted tools of biblical research.
To this end, we revisit the narrative, identify the challenges it presents,
and gather all available information concerning the characters, Nadav and
Abihu. Upon closer examination, it becomes evident that the historical-
philological method holds promise in shedding new light on the story, and
employing this method, we may gain a fresh and deeper understanding of
the enigmatic narrative while illuminating its various aspects.

[SHNATON — An Annual for Biblical and Ancient Near Eastern Studies, XX VIII (2025), pp. 41-61]



MoTION AND CHANGE IN MICAH 1:2-9
Yisca Zimran

This article follows the comprehension process of Micah 1:2-9. At its
heart stands a detailed analysis of the five subunits (2, 3—4, 5, 6-7, 8-9)
presenting the content of each unit and the rhetorical devices that support
it. The analysis shows that all the building blocks of the text contain
consistent movement and continuous change: transitions between distinct
spatial descriptions, changes in natural elements, God moving from
place to place and from one role to another, and even exegetical insights
continually in flux.

The consistent motion within the unit supports several central claims.
First, it shows that the unit does not contain a single, unequivocal content
that the rhetorical devices are designed to serve. Therefore, it is correct to
say that this prophetic unit utilizes a “Dynamic Rhetoric”: use of numerous
rhetorical devices that enable the text’s content to be varied, changing
and even contradictory. This assertion has repercussions for the definition
of the nature of biblical prophecy. Second, the motion that characterizes
the unit presents a complex, multifaceted God, adopting and shedding
form both physically and essentially. The conjunction of all these features
places God at the center of the unit’s action. In so doing, the unit presents
a strong stance against the sin of idolatry, alongside a complex attitude
toward the relationship between God and the people based on this sin. The
uniqueness of this prophetic unit also sheds light upon its placement at the
beginning of the book of Micah.

[SHNATON — An Annual for Biblical and Ancient Near Eastern Studies, XX VIII (2025), pp. 63-112]



THE PROPHET AND THE PRIESTLY TEACHING:
A NEW READING OF HAGGAI 2:10-19

Hillel Mali

The Book of Haggai deals primarily with a call to build a Temple. In his
early prophecies the prophet links the desolate land with the destroyed
Temple (1:1-11), offers a cultic explanation for the agricultural condition
of the people who ‘sowed much’ but discovered that ‘it came to little’ (1:6,
9-11), and finally promises that if the people rise up and build the Temple,
blessing will return to the land (2:15-19). Among these prophecies is a
short literary unit (2:10-14) in which the prophet is commanded to ask
the priests difficult questions concerning the transmission of holiness
and impurity. From their teaching, the prophet draws a grim conclusion
regarding the impurity of the people. This unique prophecy, in which God,
the giver of the law, asks the prophet to consult the priests on the law, raises
some difficult questions. Why does the prophet, who urged the people to
build a Temple (1:7-8, 2:1-9) and promised that God is with them (1:13),
describe this very people, who responded to his call, on the very day of
the Temple’s rebuilding, as a defiled nation? How does the prophet’s
emotionally charged conclusion follow from the legalistic dialogue that
preceded it? And what is the nature and origin of the impurity that the
prophet ascribes to the people?

In this article I propose a new explanation of the prophecy, suggesting
that the priestly teaching should not be interpreted metaphorically, as a
cultic parable serving the prophet’s reprimand of the people’s moral status.
I show it is preferabe to interpret the prophecy in its context, as a cultic
conclusion of the prophet based on the priestly doctrine of holiness in
light of the ritualistic shift that resulted from the founding of the Temple.

In the first sections (A-B) I review ancient and modern commentaries
regarding the identity of ‘this people’ and its defilement, and in the final
sections (C-D) I offer an explanation based on a new reading of the
relationship between the priests’ teaching and the prophet’s statement. This
new interpretation sheds light on the cultic nature of Haggai’s prophecy—
the difference between worship of God conducted in the absence of a
Temple versus that conducted in its presence and the relationship between
moral and ritual impurity.
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WHO ARE YOU, NEBUCHADNEZZAR?
From ENEMY TO LOVER AND BACK

Naama Golan

The character of Nebuchadnezzar, the king of Babylon, undergoes
fascinating transformations through the generations. Tracing the
incarnation of the Temple Destroyer can shed light on the development
of different and opposing theological trends. Here I maintain that by
tracing how the character of Nebuchadnezzar is portrayed throughout the
Bible and into rabbinic literature, we can identify what I call a ‘pendulum
movement’, In other words, the character of the great enemy, the destroyer
of the Temple, shifts from enemy to lover and back.

The beginning of this trend is reflected in the expression
‘Nebuchadnezzar, king of Babylon, my servant’ according to MT to Jer.
25:9; 27:6; 43:10, reaching its peak in the Daniel narratives (Dan. 1-6)
and in the most extreme way in Daniel 4.

The author of Daniel 4 is aware of the theological concepts of his
predecessors reflected in Is.10-11 and Jeremiah 25, 27 and takes an
additional step. At the next stage, the extremism reaches the point of
absurdity, resulting in the reversal of the trend back to the other side. The
beginning of the trend of repetition, in my opinion, appears already in
the OG version of Daniel 4, and continues and develops in the Prayer of
Azariah and in rabbinic literature. This article offers a fresh perspective on
Nebuchadnezzar’s characterization and its theological implications.
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ON THE IMPORTANCE OF TEXT-CRITICAL SECONDARY
VERSIONS FOR RECONSTRUCTING THE LITERARY FORMATION
OF IsA1AH 61:1-7

Noam Mizrahi

Thisstudymaintainsthatversionsconsideredsecondary fromtheperspective
of textual history can nonetheless contribute to the reconstruction of the
compositional and redactional history of biblical texts. They do so by
drawing attention to points of stylistic friction and literal seams between
units that were originally independent and only later integrated into a
unified text. This theoretical insight is illustrated by a detailed analysis
of a specific case study, namely, a variant reading witnessed by 4QIsa™
(4Q60), frgs. 4-5, line 4, corresponding to Isa 61:5. The variant pertains
to a pronominal suffix, and, upon first glance, might seem of only minor
importance. However, systematic examination of Isa 61:1-7 reveals that
the distribution of deictic elements (words and morphemes pointing to
specific persons or contexts) signals the interpolation of one prophetic unit
into another—a finding that is corroborated by shifts of content, style, and
ideological outlook between the two units. Ancient scribes and translators
resolved the deictic mismatch caused by integrating the two strata in
different ways, and the various textual witnesses help contextualize the
peculiar reading of 4Q66 within its broader literary and textual context.
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PURITY LAWS, DIVINE PRESENCE AND THE SECTARIAN
REDACTION OF THE TEMPLE SCROLL

Yitzhaq Feder

This article reexamines the sectarian character of the Temple Scroll
(11Q19) in light of its laws of purity and impurity, particularly as
they relate to its conception of the divine presence. The framing of
this discussion is based on the emerging consensus that these sections
represent the ideology of the latest or one of the latest editorial layers
of the scroll. Building on recent developments in the definition of
‘sectarianism’ as it relates to Second Temple Period Judaisms, the article
examines these laws in relation to a gradated scale of ‘sectarianism’,
employing both a sociological definition focusing on isolationism and a
historical definition focusing on the Yahad from Qumran. The former is
assessed in relation to pragmatic aspects of the laws and polemic style in
their formulation. The latter is tested by reevaluating the similarities and
supposed contradictions between the purity laws of the Temple Scroll and
those found in other writings from Qumran, using additional documents
from the period as a control. The results of this study suggest additional
consideration for assessing sectarianism which have implications for the
study of the Qumran documents in general.
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THE MESOPOTAMIAN ‘MOUTH WASHING’ RITUAL:
A HEBREW TRANSLATION

Uri Gabbay

The ancient Mesopotamian ‘Mouth Washing’ ritual was the ceremony
in which the statue of the god, created in the workshop, became worthy
of being used as an actual god in the temple cult. The ritual is known
from cuneiform tablets dating to the first millennium BCE, which
include instructions for performing the ritual (in the Akkadian language)
and incantations recited during the ceremony (mostly in the Sumerian
language and some in Akkadian). The ritual offers insight into the concept
of divinity in ancient Mesopotamia and especially its material aspects.
The article briefly summarizes topics related to the Mesopotamian
religious worldview that emerge from the text and also reviews the textual
reconstruction of the ritual. The main part of the article is devoted to a
Hebrew translation of the ritual’s liturgical instructions and of the various
incantations recited.
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To SpLIT A GODDESS: THE KiZZUWATNA RITUAL
‘WHEN SOMEONE ESTABLISHES THE DEITY SEPARATELY’
(CTH 481)

Amir Gilan

The first tablet of the Kizzuwatna ritual ‘When Someone Establishes the
Deity Separately’ (CTH 481) is preserved in three copies in the Hittite
capital, Hattusa. It describes in detail the expansion of the cult of Goddess
of the Night through the ‘division’ of the deity and her transfer to a new
temple, in addition to her existing one. The division of the Goddess of the
Night is also the subject of another Hittite text, composed during the reign
of king Mursili II, which concerns the reorganization of the goddess’s
cult in her temple at the town of Samuha (CTH 482). The two texts shed
rare light on some of the most fundamental questions at the core of Near
Eastern religious practice in the ancient Near East: the ability of a single
deity to manifest itself individually and locally in different cult canters; the
notion that the deity could be present simultaneously in multiple places;
and the connection between the deity, her cult statue, and her temple. This
article presents the two texts in a new and updated Hebrew translation,
accompanied by a brief discussion of the ritual’s structure, some of the
rites documented in it, and their significance.
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‘THE MANNER OF THE GOD OF THE LAND:
THE DEVELOPMENT OF AN IDEA IN THE THOUGHT
OF NACHMANIDES

Shalem Yahalom

Nachmanides’ interpretation of ‘the manner of the God of the land’
(2 Kings 17:27) is widely known. The essence of the Nachmanidean
approach is that there is a fundamental connection between the Torah,
the people of Israel and the Land of Israel. Considering this premise, the
Ramban embraced the idea hinted in the biblical verse according to which
God’s power is confined to the territory under his control; that the Torah
is the divine judgment of the Land of Israel; and the observance of the
mitzvot outside the promised Land is of secondary rank. The other side of
this coin is the assertion that a transgression in the Land of Israel leads to
a more severe divine response.

The purpose of this study is to establish that the author formed these
insights at a late stage of his life and that Nachmanides’s early writings
do not share this late idea. Further, I aim to show that significant parts of
Nachmanides Torah commentary actually contradict this idea.
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R. JosepH HAYYUN’S HATAT HAKDOSHIM
Yohanan Kapah

This treatise, titled “Hatat Hakdoshim”, was composed by R. Joseph
Hayyun as a response to his dissatisfaction with the commentaries that
had preceded him regarding the sin of Meribah’s water. For this purpose,
he laid a solid foundation upon which to construct what he believed to be
the complete interpretation of this event. Through this, he demonstrated
why he did not find satisfaction in the interpretations of his predecessors.
After this Hayyun proceeded to thoroughly analyze and interpret the
event. Finally, he explained the principle of “measure for measure”
(Middah k’neged Middah) behind the punishment of Moses and Aaron.
This treatise is admirably organized and distinctly reflects Hayyun’s
unique approach to interpreting various biblical matters.

This treatise, which has been published in the past by Abraham Gross
as an appendix to his book, is now published again in a critical edition
with textual notes, explanatory notes, and introduction. In this edition, an
effort has been made to work out a more accurate version of the answer, to
complete missing words, to add headlines and explanatory and expanding
notes, and to briefly analyze the characteristics of Hayyun’s exegetical
method, which are expressed also in this treatise.
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THE ORAL LAW AS THE REVEALED AND AUTHORITATIVE

MEANING OF THE WRITTEN LAW IN RABBI EL’AZAR BEN

MATITYAH’S COMMENTARY ON THE TORAH COMMENTARY
OF RABBI ABRAHAM IBN EZRA

Jair Haas

The author of the earliest existing supercommentary on Rabbi Avraham
ibn Ezra’s Torah commentary, Rabbi El’azar ben Matityah, left France
in his youth and began to wander in the East: Crete, Egypt, and finally
Byzantium, where he apparently composed his book. During his
wanderings, he acquired a broad education in many disciplines that had
not been accessible to him in France, which aided him in explaining the
commentaries of Ibn Ezra. From a hermeneutical perspective, it seems
that Rabbi El’azar never actually left France, for while he explained
the narrative parts of the Torah according to their literal meaning, he
believed that the meaning of the halakhic parts is revealed in the homiletic
explanations of the talmudic sages and not in Scriptures’ literal meaning.
This view appears to reflect the reality in France at the beginning of the
thirteenth century, even though it must be admitted that our knowledge
about this period is still limited, while even less is known about the reality
in Byzantium at the time of the composition of the commentary, towards
the end of the thirteenth century. Rabbi El’azar mistakenly thought that
Ibn Ezra held a view similar to his own, and he was perplexed in face of
Ibn Ezra’s seemingly inconsistent approach when interpreting the Torah’s
Commandments.
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