KoL HAMEVASER

The Changing Role of Shimon and Levi

BY: Ben Kandel

Cme of the most ineresting paris of the
atories of the Patriarchs 15 the desenpiion of
how Yankow's sons gradunl v developed inte
the twelve imbes of ITsmel. By the amd of
“aakov's life, most of the tribes had assumed
il redes that they would eventuallv take wlwn
thew enterexd the Land of [srael a5 a unilied
people. However, the roles of Shimon ol
Levi seem o have undergone sigmifioant
changes between the litetimes of Yonkow nmnd
Maoshe, Both Yaskov and Meshe bessed the
tribes at the end of their lives, but the way they
treated Shimaon amd Levi diffensd markedly.
Yaakow proclaimed:

Shimen and Levi are brothers; heir
WeEpaRs aee st of freaclernis o
Tewce. Tu thedy comsel mury miv sonl saf ender;
dtp i SOETRAPIRE HUTY L PRSI HOF JiH,
e dor dhveir smager theene Billed o maer cuned der theesir
caprice they rametrror™ anox Crersed is their
arger, for it is pewerful, and their weath, for it
ax Sl 0wt dfeide Seest i Falow are wald
aisperse Mg among laeael ™

Here, Yankow harshly enticized his soms
Although the exact i that Ted o the rebuke is
ledt umnamed, most commantabons assune that
abas e destruction of Slekbem m Seresfu 34
Following the mpe® of Danah, it was Shimon
amd Levi wha Killed everyone in the city of
Shekbem in order to exiricate her from her un-
fortunate umon. Because of this unaccepinble
acl, Yaakov felt that he had o divade Shamon
and Lewvi Mrom each other.

Howeewer, Moshe™s blessing fo the B
sons wns completely ditferent;

“And b Lewl e ania, " Foae Driem we-
Tumeivn Belong to vonr righteons man welioons
vour frivd ol Muasaly aoad streve witly a Uef
Merival, wive soid regarding hix fmtfer ood fix
moilier CF Dave o seen S, " and s o
s Jre aid nof recommize, and iy sons fre aid
aiarf Ao, foar ey garrled Yo wora mnd pro-
secred Yowr covemmant. They will teacl Fowr
fiwes e Yinadiowe anead Fowwr Destruetiione to ferael:
thew will place incense before For ard offer
s ove vowr aftar Bless, Ceod) Teis prapern,
and be appeased winh s aotions crish thie
Fourae o™ lifw ememitex and foee sa Gt r.rl|_'_'|' wild
arf pige

W imimediately netics tao major differ-
ences botween llw blessings of the tribes by
Wb, om the one hared, and ther trentment By
Yoakov, onthe niher. First, Shimon is missang
from Moshe's blesings. "™ Second. Levi
aggins 10 have undergone a drastic change — be-
fore, e was alinied, here. he was even given
Ml mole of a prest? What changed?

The Kidrmsh™ exploins thot both Shamon
and Lewi hod sinned 10 Shekhem, bt their he-

havier alter sinning differentiated them from
cachother. Whereas Shiman lsd continued in
hig path of sinning. resulting in his deseen-

darts” illacit relateonshi ps with the daveliers of

koah, Levi had reformed s wavs. The Tribe
of Lewi, when called upon, wos =enlous Tor
G basth im the aftermath of the 5in of the
Golden Cal{ard duriing e very times in which
il Tribe of Shimsen showed dls incormigiblicy
of its moral flaws: i1 was none other than Fine
has, frem the inbe of Leve, whe Killed the
leader af Shimen when he commatied ndullery
with the dnughbers of Maak, In this way, Levi
showwesd that b had performed resliveal, re-
pentae, aiwl that he was fitiing 1o b the
priestly inbe. Themefore, e Midrash con-
cludes., Moshe blessed only Leva and not Shi-

inntly, Shimon and Levi would never rule over
ather people. What, in particular, did Shimon
and Levi do that merited this punishmen?
Abarbane ™ sugeesis that the reason that
Ehimon and Lewt were medd permitied o have
an independent inhentance 15 that atter kKilling
il residents af Shekbem, they plundersd their
boody.™  Had Shimen and Levi merely Killed
Shekhem, the princs of the eity, they wauld
have been Justified. s they would caly have
been acting in defonse of their sester Dinah.
However, they nlso killed evervome else in the
city and stale all of their pessessions. This fur-
ilezr step was an indicaticn that their intentions
wers not solely righteous, they were propelled
b gresd. This prasd macde team unfiting 1o be
Kungs, Tor a king must rule justly and fairy:

"

However, closer examimation of the cons
sequences ¢ Yoakov's siatemends revenls a
e muaisd protune. First, as 8 consequences
of Shimen's treatment in Yaakov's blessings,

Yehoshua never allatied & separie portion of

the Land of Isrnel for Shaman; be inberited
wilh the Tribe o Yehudah. In taol, it nppesrs
bt by the time of David, Shimon bad assimi-
lated into the Trite of Yehudal o a cerfain ex-
tent, sl even the citics granbed to Shimon
were constdered Judean crves = Although Levi
wis indeed given the rale ol a prestly inhe, he
alse never gol an independent inheninmes. ™ In
comntrast b the Midrash’s imiplication fhat Levi
was reinstated into his eriginal role, he never
fully regained the status of & regular fribe.
Sinee the pronouncement of Yaakov, Levi
would always be dependent on the other inbes
lor his sustenance ™" Perhops more impar-
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someane suscephble to brihes or carmuphion
can never be appoimbed king

Taking Abarbane!’s basic understanding
of the story of Shekhem, | would like o de-
velop it one step farther, Mot only were Shi-
mn and Levi preventsd from beang kogs,
they were also prevented from ever conguer-
i nnd estnbhishing a governmend in on aren
totally under their contrel. As noted above,
Shimaon was subgect to the mule of Yehudah.
Levi was subjeet fo the mule of all the other
trubazs, 111 possable that this s the lesson we
are ko tnke from the story af Shimon and Levi:
When ane beeormes responsble for ruling over
a territory that includes athers, one must con-
atandily make surg that one’s actions ars alwavs
done enly with the best infentions. Yeshavahu
Lrchoaate notes™ that throughout the Jews”
atay wn Exile, we developed o sort of pride m
thee Emct that we never oppressed or hormed army

ather mation,  However, the reason dhat we
never harmmed any other nation is that we wene
never given the opportunity — we wens alwavs
uriler thi control of semwone else, Ones we
established contral of nn nulonamous sinke, the
real test began — would we eontinue 1o follow
in b footsteps of our fadhers and beeome & be-
nigin and constructive oo in b region, oF
wiould we mimic the sations whe persecutad
us? By always perfomang our actions anly
with the purest of infenbions, we can ansure
thal swe eontinme by deserve the tremendous gifl

and ehallenge — of an aubonenwes existence
in the Land of lsrmel.

Hiem Koange! iv o senior o 1O maajoring in
Fliesies and 15 a Mmagiag Editor for Eol
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' Bo remdered by Rashi, Herz, nnd MIPS. (xh-
ere: “roots” (b Exzm), “dwelling ploces”
(Cmkelos, Ramban, nrd Badak)

U Rarved oflen means “predenee’” of. Shemot
24:17.

B T = hamsire™ 15 1o sever the wodors of the
leg, rendenng an animal mmmokale,

" Beresiyy 49:53-7,

¥ Bee Ramban 1o Deviarim Yael
Shemesh, “Rape is Rape is Rape: The Siory of
Drunah sl Shechwm,” Seiteclifl S die Alites-
famentfiche Wigssnschall 1191, 2-21: sl
heir Stermherg, T Poefcs of Bifeal N
sefive, Blomington: Indiana University Press,
985, 443481, Comtrast o Ellen van Wolde,
“Ihoes forae Dienede Rape™™ P Testoonen-
Frenr, 520, 528-3440; Danisa Fewell and David
G, “Tippg the Balance: Sternbeng’s
Render nnd the Eape of Dinnh,” Joweaal of
Hitieal Literadore, 1102, 195211, According
i Face Wolde's excellent analysis of the
broader uses of ol in Beresir 340 fmck
mwal cemainly does deote rape.

Y Momraeim here poses a syntacioal problam.
Froam the context in the verse, it nppears b be
a construct foarm, but the word iisell” does not
inke the Form of o construet. Several possibil-
itiea have boen suggested. [bn Ezra reads mio-
eraviar &5 a direct object that modifiss “crush™
(s woudd be rramslated very roughly as “lon-
crush his enemies™). In o conversatien [ haed
with an thinernnt lingust over Sirfu Torall,
tove additional possibilities were pointed out i
. Soime have read the srem of miotmaam as
an cielitic mem (3o Horace Hummel, “En-
clitie Mam in Early Mortbvwest Semitie, Espe-
cinlly Hebrew,” Sl af Bitical L inerane,
1957 {Ta2), B3 107 Altheugh the aimport of
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