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THE MISSING 1”3 IN 2N

We just completed MW %2 NAWY, a ten day period in which we recited many DY1'D.
It was hard not to notice that many of the B2 were written in Aleph-Bet order or in
reverse Aleph-Bet order. Unlike '|'7f3-'l 17 who authored "IN, none of the authors of
the QYYD skipped the letter }"13. It is therefore a fair question: why did '[‘7?3:'1 T not
include a verse in YN that began with the letter }”33. We know the reason given by the
N
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The answer of the NT) is problematic for several reasons. First, the interpretation of the
PIDD given by the scholars in 922 was the exact opposite of the interpretation of the P1DD
given by the scholars in DN "IN, Was '[‘7?3” M7 concerned about the fall of the Jews
ot the fall of the enemies of the Jews? Moreover, how do the scholars in 233 who believe
that '[5?3:'[ 7 was concerned about the enemies of the Jews reconcile their opinion with
the statement of 1M1 27 who sees a relationship with the next P1DD: babm 70

2°9917. Did the scholars in 9323 believe that '[‘7?3:'[ T was praising the o2 b 19an
for lifting the enemies of the Jewish people?

There is a more fundamental problem. If the letter }”33 reminds '['7?3.1 T of the PDD:
SN NSN3 O 01N KD 1198, then why did 798 T include 20D that begin
with the letter 1”11 in the other chapters of 09711 which he wrote in alphabetical order
such as 12 QYPAD; 5 and B2,

Let us spend a moment reviewing the comments of the R'¥79%2 on the P1DD of:
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This is the comment of the PP NTD:
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It should be noted that in trying to understand why 'lbfbﬂ M7 failed to include a verse that
begins with the letter "3, the NA12J looked for guidance from the P1D8 that began with the
letter 57”120, hoim 5% 1 7D, the PIDD that followed. Perhaps the NA1J should have
looked to the PYDD that began with B, the PYOD that preceded. Perhaps the PWDB of
D’?_J'?}J—‘?; ﬂﬂ:?@ ﬂmbt?@, caused '|‘7D;'l 7 to consider the circumstance of his own
monarchy. In doing so, he may have anticipated the message of the PYDB: /DN N5 1503
SN2 N5INa 2. '['7?3-7 7T became king only because of a m12'93; because "['7?3:7 PNy
failed to follow the direction of the B2 9% 131237 to destroy P‘?DIJ. As a result, 2INY
'|'7?3|'I became a lame-duck king. The descendants of 75Dﬂ DINE? lost the opportunity to

succeed him. The monarchy and the line of succession were transferred to the descendants
of '|'7f3ﬂ 7. By omitting the letter 1”13, '[5?3;'[ 7T acknowledged that his family line was

not the first choice to be the family line of Jewish monarchy. The family of '[‘7?3-'! AN
was the first, the 9112, 9711 choose "MWN to hold its prominent place in 1780 because

by leaving out the 1”1, '[5?3-'[ T expressed the humility he felt that his family was chosen
for the monarchy only after the failure of the first family chosen.
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TRANSLATION OF SOURCES

'2—"9—N1272-Rabbi Yochanon said: why is there no verse for the letter “Nun” in Ashrei?
Because there is a verse that begins with the letter “Nun” that prophesizes the downfall of
Israel’s enemies as it is written (Amos 5):Fell and will not be able to rise the young maiden
Israel. In Israel they interpreted the verse differently: Fallen and she will no longer fall, the
young maiden Israel. Rav Nachman the son of Yitzchak said: Because of this prophecy,
King David referred to the issue in the next verse when he wrote by way of prophecy: G-d
supports all those who fall.

‘2 PDD 1 P DAY YWA-After they will be exiled in the days of Hosea the son of Eilah
(Kings I 106), there will never again be a king appointed from the Lost Ten Tribes.

‘2 PDD A PAD DY P"I7-They will not return for a long time. This was said about the
Ten Tribes who were exiled by the King of Assyria at the time of Hosea the son of Elah
and who have not yet returned. The people who were exiled to Babylonia were able to
return, but the Ten Tribes did not return. Several prophets phrophesized that the Ten
Tribes will someday return. We find similar uses of the word: “they will not”. The word is
not meant to convey the meaning of “forever” even though in the context of the verse, the
word appears to mean “forever”. A similar meaning for the word is found in the verse: the
armies of Aram will not enter into Israel. We later find a verse that tells us that the army of
Aram returned. Another verse in which the word has the same meaning is the verse: And
the King of Egypt will no longer leave his land. We later find a verse that relates that the
army of Egypt embarked from Egypt.

‘2 PDD A PAD DAY T NTEBD-The verse should be interpreted as follows: at this time

the Nation of Israel has fallen to a very low point. The Nation will not return to its original
position, being the govenment that it once was until it is exiled (but in the Ultimate
Redemption they will also return just as the tribe of Yehudah and Binyamin will return.
Then once again there will be one king for all of them. At that time, they will return to the
status that they once enjoyed.)

TP MY =W [12] AP MTD-There is no letter Nun in the prayer of Ashrei because
King David foresaw the downfall of the Jewish Kingdom as the verse states: Fell and will
not be able to rise the young maiden Israel. The downfall occurred in the 50th (Nun)
generation. From Adam, the first man, until King Tzidkiyahu, there were 50 generations.
That explains what was meant in another verse: Because they were a generation of
perversity. The word “Haim” was not used but the word “Haima” was used which in
gematria (Hey=5+Mem=40+Hey=5) equals 50.
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[The Rokeach then proceeds to enumerate all 50 generations.] We find that Tzidkiyahu
was the 50th generation. We do not count King Yihoachaz nor do we count King
YiHoyachin because neither reigned for a full year.
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