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English summaries

Y. Grossman presents a comparative literary analysis of two Biblical narratives,
Yosef being sent to visit his brothers in Shechem and David being sent to his brothers
before the battle with Goliat. The author discusses the significance of the numerous
stylistic links between the two. He claims that in both cases, the experience had an
educational effect, preparing Yosef and David for a leadership role in the future.

M. Breuer applies his analytic method to the contradiction between the literal
meaning of the verse, "An eye for an eye", and its midrashic interpretation. His opinion
is that "an eye for an eye - literally" is the simple meaning of the verse, while the
halachic formulation, "an eye for an eye - payment", expresses the greater concern of
the Torah for the economic welfare of the victim rather than the appropriate
punishment of the criminal.

N. Avnery analyzes the conceptual significance of the differences between the
various sin-offerings enumerated in Vayikra 4 and the educational lessons that may be
derived from them, based on rabbinic teachings, both halachic and aggadic, as well as
later commentators.

R. Walfish presents a comparative literary analysis of |1 Sam. 13-14 (war with the
Philistines) and | Sam 15 (war with Amalek). The literary links between the two
underline the character faults of Shaul, faults which will eventually lead to the loss of
his kingship.

A. Bazak explains the nature of the terafim and the kevir izzim which Michal
placed in David's bed when he fled Shaul (I. Sam. 19), based on the Septuagint. He
claims that these two items, as well as the "arrows™ which appear in the following
chapter, are tools of divination, and he explains the significance of their utilization.

E. Samet offers a structural and stylistic analysis of the three verses describing the
appointment of Elisha as Eliyahu's successor (I Kings 19, 19-21), clarifying the subtle
meaning behind each action.
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The historical context of Habakkuk is discussed by S. Ben-David. The author
claims that this book represents a prophetic reaction to the death of King Yoshiyahu at
the battle of Megiddo.

Comments and Responses: Continuing a discussion found in several previous
issues of Megadim, H. Lachmish proposes a novel explanation of Yosef's treatment of

his brothers when they arrived in Egypt.

Two topics appearing in previous issues of Megadim elicit responses; Adam's sin,
and the interpretation of I Sam. 6, 19.
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