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You shall not swear falsely by My name, thereby desecrating the Name of your G-d-l am
Hashem.

Rav Meir Simcha directs us to the Midrash Toras Kohanim on our pasuk: "mwa 1u1wn N7

1PY2-what is the intent of this phrase? Since it says (in the nNiN2To NwyY), 'n DY NX XN N?
NI¥? '78/You shall not take the Name of Hashem, your G-d, in vain (which 2"1n explain to
mean that it is forbidden to use His Name to swear falsely i.e., that an obviously wooden
object is gold, or to swear in vain i.e., that a wooden object is wood), | might think that one
is liable only when using the Tn1'nn DY i.e., the Tetragrammaton/n"n DY. From where
would we derive all of the other n'11a/nicknames (which includes a long list of pronouns and
adjectives e.g., 130l DINT)? It is, therefore, written M2 1wawn N71-with any Name that |
have.” So that according to the Toras Kohanim, mvi is inclusive. 7iTa [1'v 71¥I, asks Rav Meir
Simcha, that the Sifrei, in the Parsha of 0'202 N213, where the Torah writes, 2V 'y nx N
7N 1 /Let them place My Name upon the Children of Israel, explains that when earlier the
pasuk said, 781! 112 NX 127120 N3/So shall you bless the Children of Israel, one might think
that this blessing could be done with any of the 013, “it is therefore, written mw nx nwi-
only with My Tn1'nn DY may this blessing be performed.” According to this, 'Y is a very
restricted noun!?

Rav Meir Simcha admits that he is not the first to be bothered by this. Rosh in T P12 niviay
T2 270 points this out and answers that since the second half of our pasuk writes, nx n%7n|
A'P7% DY, the pasuk’s first half 'nwa cannot just be the n"IN DY but must include any Name
of Hashem-'2 vi'vj DY 72. However, Rav Meir Simcha is not happy with this answer because it
would not fit with the opinion of “his Rebbe”, Rambam, who rules in his Yad HaChazakah that
there are seven names for Hashem and whoever erases even one letter from any of these is
liable for lashes. He lists them as follows: ix wann nwin &Nl R"p "N KR"p 7' 2AN11D DYWD
nip2axt ,'pYyl 'poR1e DRI I 201 ,'-2-T-X AN, According to him, these are all niny
D'TNI'N so that once again, 7'7X in our pasuk becomes restrictive and how do we align Toras
Kohanim, which says that '@ in our pasuk includes all the 013, with the Sifrei which limits
MY in the D'202 N2 to only the n"1n Dw?

Rav Meir Simcha proposes that according to Rambam, the pasuk in the ninaTn MWy, Xwn N2
NIY? A'07% "N DY N, is referring to his seven D'TN1'M Niny, which therefore become a vV,
as it is excluding all the other 0113, and the word mwa in our pasuk is a second iU, so that
we can apply the rule nia1? X72x LIV DK LIV 'K i.e., in both of these pasukim, we can be
expansive and include all the o'TnI'"M NinY and D0'112. Rambam therefore can be consistent



with the Toras Kohanim’s exegesis. Rav Meir Simcha though has a problem with this
explanation from :2 NiviaY where a R)MNK NI proposes that the prohibitions to utter a ny1aY
NIY and a 1Y NVIaY are the same, and in fact were uttered by Hashem simultaneously at
Har Sinai. The Gemara rejects this-n'? 'wva'm xN217n '~n%-for then why do we need both
pasukim? According to Rav Meir Simcha’s explanation of his Rebbe’s version of the Toras
Kohanim, we would need the two pasukim to derive all the other D13 as part of the |'N
Nian? N7 vV DX LIVN? (Rav Meir Simcha tells us that although there is the opinion of R’
Chanina bar Eidi, who argues with the Toras Kohanim and believes that Xl¥ nuiaw and nuiay
1Y are prohibited only if the n"'In DY is used, he is a T'N! NYT and it is unlikely that the nIn
N1'K was working with only his opinion.)

Rav Meir Simcha therefore presents an entirely different explanation for the Toras Kohanim’s
exegesis and its brilliance is in its simplicity. He points out that by 0'Jna n21a the pasuk writes
'NY whereas in our pasuk it says mwl. There is no question that 'y, as the Sifrei tells us,
refers to My Name-the vniann oy, which is the n"1nn nw. Adding the prefix 2 to 'nY-mua-
as he puts it, N0 onN' NN, creates a wider relationship, more of an approximation, i.e.,
anything that can be considered like My Name and can therefore include the o3l

Finally, Rav Meir Simcha points out that the opening question of the Toras Kohanim, N7
Y7 'Y 1wawn-what is the intent of this phrase?, is hard to understand since we need it
for the actual prohibition of 1pw nu1aw? And because of this, the Vilna Gaon removes the
word mvjl so that the Toras Kohanim is asking, “Why could the Torah not have written just
A'278 DY NN NY201 Y7 1wawn N21-why the need for wa?” Rav Meir Simcha’s explanation
allows him to keep the original X012 and maintain a smooth flow to the Toras Kohanim: "N7|
1PY? 'Yl 1wawn-what is the intent of this phrase?” And the answer is that since it says in
the ninaTn My, NIY? 77X 'n oW NX RWN X7, which can be understood to mean that one
is liable only for using the n"un ovj, from where then would we derive the n™Mia? It is
therefore written, 1pw? 'mwa 1wawn X71-with any Name that | have.

Impressively, with one “proposal”, Rav Meir Simcha has removed the difficulty between the
Sifrei and the Toras Kohanim, allowed Rambam to follow the Toras Kohanim’s exegesis and

obviated the need to change a X01'A. And all based on one letter!
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