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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Berachos 34a) states that one who davens for mercy 
for his friend need not mention the friend’s name during the 
Tefilah, as derived from Moshe’s short plea: vk tb tpr tb k-t on 
behalf of Miriam, who was sick, without mentioning Miriam’s 
name. The Magen Avrohom (j”ut 119:1) quotes the MaHaril who 
says that there is no need for the name when one is davening in 
the presence of the person who is sick, but if not in his presence, 
one must mention his name. The Meforshim suggest that it is 
better to avoid mentioning the Choleh’s name if possible, because 
sometimes, a person’s illness may be tied to his name, which is 
why seriously ill people have their name changed (i.e. added to).  
Also, the mention of a person’s name may lead to a heavenly 
investigation of his deeds, which is never recommended. For this 
reason, one is always encouraged to fulfill the mitzvah of Bikur 
Cholim with a personal visit, rather than by telephone or from a 
distance, so as to avoid mentioning the Choleh’s name. However, 
this may only be true when davening for a Choleh. When 
davening for someone for some other purpose (e.g. for a 
Shidduch, for Hatzlachah etc..) one should always mention his/her 
name, even in their presence, as the Gemara (Taanis 25a) relates 
that a woman complained to R’ Chanina b. Dosa that the beams of 
her house did not reach from wall to wall, and before R’ Chanina 
davened for her, he asked for her name, and included it in his 
Tefilah. The Sefer Chasidim (789) says that when the residents of 
a certain city are coming to attack, one should daven that Hashem 
save him from them, naming them, and add: hrrum kfnu – and from 
all my attackers, as the Posuk: hshc vzv ogv ,t i,, i,b ot 
indicates (see Rashi) that Amalek tried to confuse Bnei Yisroel by 
speaking “Canaani” so that they would daven to Hashem, asking 
to vanquish Canaan. Bnei Yisroel saw them dressed as Amalek 
and speaking Canaani, and asked Hashem for help against vzv ogv 
– this nation, whomever they might be. Apparently, Bnei Yisroel 
would normally be as specific as possible in their Tefilos, naming 
the enemy, as the Zohar derives from uhag shn hjt shn tb hbkmv.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If someone did 2 things to warrant a punishment of execution, if 
he somehow survives the first sentence, do we apply the 2nd ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Is threat of suicide sufficient Pikuach Nefesh to be Mechalel Shabbos ?)  
The Chasam Sofer (z”gvt 82) rules that without coercion or an 
apparent medical necessity we do not permit Chilul Shabbos to 
save one from his own unsubstantiated Pikuach Nefesh claim.    

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one finds money among his possessions labeled as Tzedaka, he 
must assume that it is. If it is not labeled but he suspects it might 
be Tzedaka, he must also give Tzedaka the benefit of his doubt. A 
promise to give Tzedaka can only be nullified via Hataras 
Nedarim, and only before the Gabbai receives it. (ost ,nfj 148) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Sotah 47b) states that when there was an increase in 
“ckv hjujz” - those who did not pay attention to the teachings of 
their Rebbis, relying instead on their own thoughts (Rashi), there 
was a corresponding increase in Machlokes. The Gemara 
continues, when there was an increase in the number of Talmidim 
of Shammai and Hillel who had not served their masters 
sufficiently, there was also an increase in Machlokes, and the 
Torah became like 2 Torahs because of all the differing opinions. 
However, the Yerushalmi (Sanhedrin 4:2) states that the Torah 
was not given to Moshe as a set of hard and fast Halachos, 
because Hashem wanted the Chachomim to come up with 49 
reasons for vrvy and 49 reasons for vtnuy on every question, 
relying on the majority for Psak Halacha. This implies that 
Machlokes can be a good and desirable thing. Obviously, the 
circumstances play an important role. A Machlokes generated by 
ignorance and negligence is not what the Yerushalmi had in mind. 
The Midrash says that when Moshe came up to get the Torah, he 
found Hashem quoting the opinion of Rabbi Eliezer on the age 
requirement for the Parah Adumah. Moshe was surprised that 
Hashem would be quoting him, particularly where the Halacha 
followed the Chachomim who disagreed with R’ Eliezer. The 
Chasam Sofer explains, by reference to a Mishna (Eduyos 1:5) 
that the minority opinion is quoted in every Machlokes, even 
though we apparently have no need for it. This is because of the 
rule that a Beis Din cannot override the ruling of an earlier Beis 
Din if the earlier Beis Din was greater. Where, however, the 
earlier Beis Din had a dissenting opinion, a later Beis Din’s 
conflicting opinion can (or must, according to the Raavad) rely on 
that minority and override the earlier ruling. This may explain the 
Midrash that says Korach saw the Parah Adumah and decided to 
rebel. Even if he would be unsuccessful, he would be laying the 
groundwork today as a minority opinion, for the future, when he 
hoped, circumstances would be more suitable.   

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R’ Levi Yitzchok of Berditchev once stopped off in a small Kretchmer 
(inn) to spend the night. While there, he overheard a loud group of men,   
which he quickly determined to be a band of thieves, comparing 
exploits. One thief in particular, was entertaining his friends with the 
difficulties of his latest robbery. It seems that one snowy night, after 
squeezing through a hole in a cellar window, and locating the object he 
was after, he was forced to escape from the roof, which required a 
significant jump and more than a few perilous moments until he finally 
made it to safety. R’ Levi Yitzchok wandered over in the direction of this 
speaker and said loudly: “Look HaKadosh Boruch Hu ! It’s in the middle 
of Teves, months before Yomim Noraim. But here comes a Jew, willing 
to say Viduy over his sins long before he has to ! Surely he is deserving 
of your forgiveness !”       
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Zelcer family.. 


