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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Sotah 39a) says that R’ Elazar ben Shamua’s 
Talmidim asked him how he had merited long life. Among the 
reasons that he gave them was the fact that he never Duchened 
without first reciting the brocho that preceded it. Many 
Meforshim wonder what was so special about this particular 
practice that it should provide ohnh ,fhrt. The MaHarSha 
explains that since Duchening is entirely for the benefit of the 
Bnei Yisroel, I might have believed that no brocho was necessary 
on the part of the Kohanim. However, once the requirement of a 
brocho was established, what was so special about R’ Elazar’s 
compliance with this cuhj ?  The Turei Even suggests that perhaps 
R’ Elazar was the author of the brocho in the first place.  In fact, 
the Gemara (Sotah) derives that a Kohen may not Duchen without 
first washing his hands, from the Posuk: …ufrcu ase ofhsh uta, 
which acknowledges that a brocho was asssociated with 
Duchening. However, since the Posuk says ‘v ,t ufrcu and not 
ktrah ,t ufrcu it clearly implies that the brocho was not the 
brocho which describes how the Kohanim were about to bless the 
Bnei Yisroel vcvtc. However, Rashi implies that R’ Elazar was 
talking about a pre-existing brocho. Therefore, Igros Moshe (j”ut 
3:17) suggests that the special deed of R’ Elazar was based on a 
Magen Avraham (j”ut 128:17) which states that each Kohen must 
recite his own brocho,  and not be tmuh with the brocho of another 
Kohen. The reason for this, as offered by the MaBit (1:180) was 
to prevent confusion, and to provide the momentum of a brocho 
recited in unison. Since there were those who were not afraid of 
confusion, and were willing to allow one Kohen to say the brocho 
on their communal behalf, R’ Elazar’s concern, which resulted in 
individual berachos, was apparently worthy of long life.     

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
For which Tefilah is there a custom to allow boys under Bar 
Mitzvah to be the Shliach Tzibur for an adult minyan ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Can one be tmuh on Yom Tov with a Shabbos vrag vbuna and tchu vkgh ?)  
Kaf HaChaim (268) says one can be tmuh. However, Rivevos 
Ephraim (6:154) cites an opinion that distinguishes between 
Shemini Atzeres and Shavuos, which do not have Chol HaMoed, 
and therefore saying e.g. vzv ,ugucav djc must refer to Yom Tov, 
versus Pesach and Succos, where e.g. vzv ,ufuxv djc is also said 
on Chol HaMoed, and thus has no specific Yom Tov distinction.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
A Kohen may not add to the three Pesukim of  ohbvf ,frc nor may 
a non-Kohen join with the Kohanim to Duchen. However, a non-
Kohen is permitted to use the berachos of ohbvf ,frc if he wishes 
to bless another Jew. This is because ohpf ,thab can only take 
place during davening. Any use of the ohbvf ,frc Pesukim not 
during davening is a clear indication of the intention not to fulfill 
the mitzvah of ohbvf ,frc. (Biur Halachah 128) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Bava Kamma 4a) states that a master is not liable 
for the damage inflicted by his gentile slaves, for fear that the 
master might anger the slave, resulting in the slave going out and 
destroying another’s property, which would (otherwise) cause a 
potential loss to the master of: ouh kfc vbn vtn – 100 maneh each 
day. Tosafos (Bava Metzia 104a) uses similar language to explain 
why a husband must pay for his wife’s Korban obligations after 
she gave birth or ended Nezirus or was obligated in a Korban 
Chatas for sinning inadvertently, but he need not pay for any 
voluntary Neder or Nedavah that she accepts upon herself, for 
fear that when they have a quarrel, she may retaliate by making 
such vows and costing him 100 maneh each day. The Chasam 
Sofer says that although an angry wife might be tempted to 
“confess” that she swore falsely about stealing something,  where 
the Posuk: ‘sc kgn kgnk obligates the confessor to pay an 
additional 20% (anuj) and offer a Korban Asham, she would not 
lie about this, and cause the Kohen to process an untrue Korban 
Asham. The Gemara (Kidushin 35a) derives from the same 
Posuk: ‘sc kgn kgnk …kfn uagh hf vat ut aht that a man and 
woman are equivalent regarding all punishments in the Torah. 
Why was the subject of swearing falsely about stealing chosen for 
this ? The Gemara (Yevamos 54a) describes how when one has 
Maaser Sheni and he doesn’t want to take it to Yerushalayim, he 
may redeem it by selling it, take the money to Yerushalayim and 
purchase food there. He must also add on a anuj - 20% of his 
own money.  Tosafos (Kidushin 24a) states that the requirement 
to add 20% only falls on a man, not a woman. Thus a divorcee or 
a widow who redeem their Maaser Sheni need not add on 20%. 
The Rambam (Maaser Sheni 5:2) rules accordingly. The Panim 
Yafos says that one might have concluded that the 20% penalty on 
swearing falsely would also not apply to women. Therefore, 
Chazal deemed it appropriate to derive the general equivalence 
between men and women vis-à-vis punishments and penalties 
from here, to clearly distinguish one anuj from the other.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A poor man entered the Beis HaMidrash of the Tiferes Shlomo, in 
search of some food and charity. Upon encountering some yeshiva 
bochurim, he asked one of them for help. The bochur replied that he had 
to go to a Shiur (class) now but would be willing to help him later. The 
Tiferes Shlomo overheard this exchange and found an opportunity to 
speak with the bochur privately. He told the bochur how we find that 
the Torah refers to the ltkn Gavriel that Yosef met in Shechem as 
simply aht. Similarly, the uag ka ura that fought with Yaakov was also 
referred to in the Posuk as simply aht.  “What made Chazal decide to 
interpret one aht as the ltkn Gavriel and the other as uag ka ura ? 
The answer is that when Yosef met his aht, Yosef was asked, what do 
you need, whom are you looking for, how can I help ? Chazal 
immediately recognize in such an aht, the ltkn Gavriel. However, 
when Yaakov met his aht and asked for  a small favor - give me a vfrc, 
the aht replied, I can’t now, I have to go say Shirah ! Immediately, 
Chazal recognized in this aht the character of uag ka ura”.  
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Kagan family. 


