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The NM12N2 of ALY ANY

The M292 of AWY MY are unique in that only the first 292 begins with the word
“INM2” and ends with the word “112” while the other M1272 do not begin with the word
“INM2” but end with the word “T1N23”. Second, none of the M2 contain a reference to
'M2%1. The reason that only the first 292 begins with the word “J1923” and ends with
the word “172” is given as follows:
1273 NI 2151 N33 NAMM N33 DAMD T AIENT M2M2-5NYY NTIAY 1D
S22 MIIMD PN D b Il FRN2MS MMM MaNan ]‘713 DIAANRT NMENAT

That none of the N1272 of MY NIAY contain a reference to Mo5M is a problem
because the N1 establishes the rule that a {1973 must make reference to MO%M:
LD ARSI 173 PN 072 50 127 BN ,RDI—'2 aY /0 7 M513 Noom v Tbn
AN AN VAN D12 ABN L1050 112 PRE 11972 50 N 1M 1371 .00 N
;797251 ,20m2p KRS onmow 8D T RIRmn 13y 8D (17 ©9127) IN°IRT N3N0 297
YAMAW N2 1M, 237 0300 KD Mahn Ry 10p e oo nmow K9
RSl fubinipla bl )i el fy ]
It is clear from the following that the N7} was well aware that the M2373 of MWY AW
did not contain a reference to MM and expressed no objection to that fact:
;P DY NI 201 19802 T MO 3=/ aY /ND A7 1192 Noom vHaa Tmbn
13 15T ,A%00 N 190 KD ,5MNN KD R ;STIANT REp® ;AR MR DD 8D
FTIPY 3R 52 119922 B 00 PN- DA M5 [ 1T T v Moo

Several explanations are given as to why the 23923 of MY MY do not include a
reference to M27M:

B MIDN2 FIY TINRN—R Y 19 57 M52 Mabmn DS (P25N) Do 18D
75, man 51 25w N2 By KON 11950 DN PR, 01a%0 113 1R N
BN DA DN DN, MBI AN DPR Y A T ARy Y 7 70 e
,712512 1393 30N DTN 131 00 DYVAN 2 35 TR 1 NI N2 30hn Dwpan
JPINY DA IR 1729 19990 DI, 3PP DX ONAN PN 112 mINg rNeD
DB 3D OP H-RY 1IN RORY DA OO T AN BNANY 71730 D 1masm
P31 9 AN F5 QYL AR AN o0 NI MODH 112 2 DIUNN B PN

1. The M313 do not begin: "B 7217 139158 71 1NN 2.
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NP 13292 123797 ,7TR 2MN 7o

M3 DONT D Y PR S FINT 1912110 119D 1 P1D N19N2 NoDk BN
P25 13 MM OINANR DN N 95D DYUAN 2 .Ma5H 1 2wn R D1 H-N
1P ORIPI 121 PITIM IPAN BTN NI Y 0w oy 1mohnm KD 1 00k
SN 1°31 31PN Do bR T (T2 MENTa) 20057

TR BT N A TN ND 15 NARY DT Miabm o pay—op-mwn o
PR 11373 50 1NT 275D AN D 129D MPT 5D 2N0T NENIN ON
A1 20V M1a% [Y BNT 1M 3791 Mabn 7R KDY 1573 MR O NN A

M523 M 521 131 293 DY 128 M1 SN 23 1P 533,30 T T 21 5y
YID®L IS PRE DS Moo K53 DR NTDIND N33 DAMD PR N5 .20
YN 13PN TP ,BANAN 3TN PO T N2 DNAN TaY MHN TTme wSa posn
PP 77T MDY 19MN 12 DM 1IN 21100732 MANR AR 099 Mot b s

N5 o, 1mabn Arnab P 8D 1Y 7300 e o RS Mabmy N

P¥3Y 119507 11 725 Manam How 0% 90amm 7% MIDN2 IR SaN .o Ny

OrRY A 0% MMES DRnm HYY O 13 BN A1 5p 7925 0o AN

Perhaps there is a much simpler explanation. The ﬂp\‘?ﬂb as to whether a 11292 needs
11251 B involves ]AM° 2T 27, 13 27 27 were among the first DYNTIAN; 13 29
lived in PN "N and 39 lived in 533, Both lived five generations after BN 139 put
AAY A into its final form. It appears that at the time of 2% and [aMY* 29, M2723
MBAT and 1°3737 M7 were not yet in their final form. However, the M2372 of AL
MY were in their final form since the time of DN 137. Hence the M272 of MY
NA2Y were not included within their rule because of an overriding principle: ,/1273 "D

AN T NYY KD MI1D032 DD WIBL YIBAN IR 5D MIN S0 $30—'2 /1Y '
the rule that prohibits changing the form of a 2372 once it is composed. That explains
why the N2 in M1272 which discussed the case of a ¥ Y3 did not express concern
that the 111272 of MY M3 did not contain M2, Professor Joseph Heineman on
page 94 his book, Prayer in the Talmud, expresses a similar thought:

It is worth noting that the Fighteen Benedictions, which underwent their final
editing during the days of Rabban Gamliel in Jamnia, do not at all contain the
formula DY 15?3 It seems reasonable, then , to assume that the

introduction of the formula, mip2Mile! '[‘?D, did not take place before the
beginning of the second century C.E. (approximately). I tend to agree with
those scholars who have claimed that the mention of G-d’s Kingship was
introduced as a protest against Roman emperor-worship.
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TRANSLATION OF SOURCES

SN NTMAY A7D-The first Bracha of Shemona Esrei begins with the word: Baruch and

ends with a Bracha that begins wth the word: Baruch because it is the first Bracha. The

other Brachot are connected to the one before and therefore do not begin with the word:
Baruch.

'271Y /1 77 M2T2 NODM °233 TIMON-Rav said: Any Bracha that does not include G-d’s

name is not a Bracha. Rabbi Yochonon said: Any Bracha that does not include the fact
that G-d is king over the world is not a Bracha. Abayae said: What Rav said has a good
source; i.e. a verse in Devarim Chapter 26: I did not violate any of Your commandments
and I did not forget. The words: I did not violate represent the fact that I did not fail to
recite a Bracha; the words: and I did not forget represent the fact that I never failed to
make a Bracha that included G-d’s name. What is not found in that source is any
indication that one must mention that G-d is king over the world. Rabbi Yochonon
interprets the verse differently; the words: And I did not forget represent the fact that when
I recited a Bracha I never failed to mention G-d’s name and to mention that G-d is king
over the world.

N 1Y NI 77 M1373 D01 ¥933 TMON-We learned: If a person is in the middle of
reciting Shemona Esrei and he remembers that he had experienced a seminal emission, he
should not stop reciting the prayer but he should shorten his prayer. Is the reason that he
can finish his prayer, because he already started it? Does that mean that if he did not begin
his prayer, he should not begin the prayer? No, he can start the prayer because Shemona
Esrei is different because it is a prayer in which we do make reference to G-d as king of the
world. Rashi-That means that we do not find the words Melech Ha’Olam in any of the
Brachot of Shemona Esrei.

Y 1 7T Mo mabmm oowph (P258) D15wNT 9DD-Concerning Shemona Esrei
there are those who say that Shemona Esrei does not contain any Brachot that mention
that G-d is king of the world. This is based on the rule that one need not mention that G-d
is king of the world except in Brachot that involve things that have been created and before
performing Mitzvot. The reason being that G-d is acting like a King who ordered that this
or that should happen and it happened and that G-d commanded us to perform Mitzvot.
Prayer, however, is based on G-d being kind to us and on our approaching G-d with our
requests for what we need. There are those who say that the first Bracha of Shemona
Esrei, Magen Avrohom, does not require a mention of G-d as king of the world because
we say within the Bracha: G-d of Avrohom, Yitzchok and Yaakov, who made G-d King
over them and recognized that G-d created the heavens and the Earth. That is a reference
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to G-d as King because Avrohom said: G-d of the Heavens and G-d of the Earth; mighty
G-d, owner of the Heavens and Earth. There are those who say that the words: Melech
Ozer are a reference to G-d as King of the World. In that case, you need to explain why
we also say King who puts to death and who brings back to life; King who loves justice and
King who brings us close to serve Him.

A2 11D Y PID M2 NADR W’NA-The first Bracha of Shemona Esrei because it contains

the words: Ha’Ail Ha’Gadol is considered as containing words that represent G-d as King
of the world. Others say that because we say: Elokei Avrohom, it is considered words of
kingship because no one had recognized G-d as King of the world until Avrohom our
Forefather came along and taught the world about the identity of G-d. That is what is
meant in the verse: Hashem Flokei Ha’Shamayim Asher Likachani Mi’Bais Avi.

'2p—1E Md-Concerning the issue of mentioning G-d’s name and G-d as King of the

World that we have reached, I will not withhold what was said by the Holy Rabbi Eliezer
from Germayza who wrote in the Sefer Rokeach Section 265 and these are his words: Rav
who held that a Bracha that does not include a reference to G-d’s name is not a Bracha and
does not require a reference to G-d as King of the world and Rabbi Yochonon who said
that a Bracha must have a reference to G-d as King of the World; even though the words
of Rav are more authoritative, we still follow the practice of reciting an opening Bracha
with a reference to G-d’s name and to G-d as King of the world which was the position of
Rabbi Yochonon and when we recite a concluding Bracha we follow the position of Rav.
In the opening Bracha of Shemona Esrei we recite a Bracha that includes a reference to
G-d’s name but not a reference to G-d as King of the world because it is not proper to
change from the form of Bracha that Eliezer, servant of Avrohom used to acknowledge
G-d when he said: Baruch Hashem Elokei Adoni Avrohom, so they established that one
should mention G-d as King of the World following the same format. And since Eliezer
then proceeded to bow down after making his Bracha, we too bow down at the beginning
and end of the first Bracha of Shemona Esrei. The reason that Eliezer did not use the
actual words: King of the World was because G-d had not yet revealed his Kingdom to the
World as it is written: Oo’Shmi Hashem Lo Nodati Bi’Yimayhem. But in all other Brachot
one must make mention of G-d as King of the World because other Brachot except from
those involved in Tefila are words of acknowledgment and we need to acknowledge that
we are benefitting and we need to acknowledge before performing Mitzvot because G-d
commanded us to perform the Mitzvot.
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