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OVERVIEW of the Daf Distinctive INSIGHT 
Hallel and Megilla readings are special 

 אלמא כיון דחביב יהיב דעתיה

T he rule of the Gemara is that it is impossible to discern 
one voice of many spoken simultaneously. One major exception 

to this rule is when listening to the reading of Hallel or Megilla. 

These readings are “חביב,” and therefore a listener can hear the 

individual voices among the many. Rashi explains that “חביב” 

means that the event is a new one, and being that it is so spe-

cial, a person listening will be exceptionally attentive and hear 

the individual voices among the many being spoken. Sefer  יום

 notes that according to Rashi, the reading of the Torah תרועה

on a weekly basis should be a new experience, in that the por-

tion read each week has not been read publicly since the previ-

ous year. Why, then, do we not say that we allow ten readers to 

read from the Torah, as we do for the reading of the Megilla? 

He answers that on a weekly basis, there is a requirement for 

each individual to personally review the entire parsha twice, and 

once with Targum. Therefore, by the time the Torah is read 

publicly on Shabbos the reading is no longer “new” for him. Or 

Zarua answers that although the specific reading of any particu-

lar week has not been heard since the previous year, the event 

of Torah reading is one which is done routinely, and it does not 

represent a new experience where the listener is overly motivat-

ed to catch the individual voices if it would be read by multiple 

readers. 

Others (Levush, 488:2, and 690:2) explain the term חביב 

differently than Rashi does. They explain that the reading of 

Hallel and Megilla are special due to the fact that they represent 

the miracles of the various festivals and of Purim. חוות יאיר 

wonders about this explanation, however, because the Hallel of 

Pesach or Chanukah might have this connotation, but Hallel 

(Continued on page 2) 

1) Gold plating the mouthpiece of the shofar 

A contradiction is noted between our Mishnah, which al-

lows plating the shofar in gold and a Baraisa that prohibits gold 

plating the mouthpiece. 

Abaye explains that the Mishnah refers to where the plating 

was not on the mouthpiece. 
 

2) Blowing the shofar and trumpet simultaneously 

The practice of blowing the shofar and trumpet simultane-

ously is challenged based on the principle that one cannot dis-

tinguish between two sounds. 

The Gemara explains that the shofar is blown for a longer 

period of time to address this concern. 

This explanation is unsuccessfully challenged. 

Another unsuccessful attempt is made to challenge the rul-

ing that the shofar and trumpets are blown simultaneously. 
 

3) Shofars 

The Gemara questions why the mouthpiece of the shofar 

blown on Rosh Hashanah is gold and on fast days it is silver. 

Two explanations are presented. 

R’ Pappa bar Shmuel thought to use shofars and trumpets 

outside the Beis Hamikdash until Rava informed him that that 

procedure is reserved for the Beis Hamikdash. 

A Baraisa echoes Rava’s teaching. 

A pasuk is cited that serves to distinguish between blasts 

blown in and out of the Beis Hamikdash. 
 

4) Rosh Hashanah davening 

Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchok notes that the declaration made 

in the Rosh Hashanah tefilla, “Today is the anniversary of the 

start of your handiwork etc.” follows the opinion of R’ Eliezer 

that the world was created in Tishrei. This statement is unsuc-

cessfully challenged. 

A second version of this exchange is recorded. 
 

5) MISHNAH: The Mishnah begins with a discussion of char-

acteristics that disqualify a shofar, and it proceeds to discuss 

circumstances that disqualify the shofar sounds. It then con-

cludes with a discussion regarding intent to fulfill the mitzvah. 
 

6) Shofar halachos 

Two Baraisos present numerous halachos related to the 

physical characteristics of the shofar. 

R’ Pappa clarifies the last ruling in the Baraisa. 

(Continued on page 2) 
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 REVIEW and Remember 
1. Explain  תרי קלי לא משתמעי. 

2. According to the siddur, when was the world created? 

3. Is intent required to fulfill the mitzvah of shofar? 

4. What is the minimum size of a shofar? 
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Number 671— ז“ראש השה כ  

Something attached for beauty does not interpose 
 ציפהו זהב במקום החת פיו פסול

If the shofar was cover with gold on the place where he puts his mouth 

the shofar is unfit for use. 

T he Chelkas Yoav1 questions the ruling that a gold plated 
shofar is unfit for use from the principle2, “anything that is meant 

for beauty does not interpose.” According to that principle, a sho-

far covered with gold to add beauty to the shofar should not be 

disqualified.  

The Avnei Nezer3 limits the principle to those cases where 

there is no requirement for physical contact between one item 

and another. For example, the mitzvah of lulav does not require 

direct physical contact per se; consequently, we can apply the 

principle that something added for beauty does not constitute an 

interposition. On the other hand, we do not apply this principle 

to those mitzvos that require direct physical contact between the 

person and the object. For example, Rav Yosef Chaim of Bagh-

dad4, the Ben Ish Chai, does not permit coating the parchment 

of a Sefer Torah with plaster, because there is a specific require-

ment that the ink be in direct physical contact with the parch-

ment. Accordingly, since there is a requirement for direct physical 

contact between the shofar and the mouth of the one blowing the 

shofar, the principle of, “anything that is meant for beauty does 

not interpose,” does not apply. 

Another example of this principle relates to tefillin. The 

Gaon Chida5 writes that one must be careful not to have water 

interpose between one’s tefillin and their body. Although the 

Gemara6 rules that liquids do not interpose, nonetheless, since 

there is a specific requirement to wear tefillin directly on the 

body7 the principle that liquids do not interpose does not apply, 

and thus one must be careful that there is no water intervening 

between the tefillin and the body.   
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HALACHAH Highlight  

The shortened Shofar 
 ארוך וקצרו כשר

I n the home of Rav Matzliach Mazuz, 
hy”d, the entire household was busily 

cleaning for Pesach. In a dark and forgot-

ten corner, they stumbled upon a very old 

and badly neglected shofar that was yel-

lowed with age and had seen better days. 

The family asked the Rav if such a shofar 

required genizah, but after examining it 

carefully, the Rav pronounced, “I think we 

should keep it.” 

His answer was surprising considering 

the poor condition of the shofar. “What 

could be the point of keeping a dilapi-

dated object like this?” his family asked. 

“It clearly has no more use.” 

The Rav responded, “It is well over 

the minimum dimension of a shofar and 

after inspecting it I see that it is not punc-

tured or cracked except at the extreme 

edges. The Gemara in Rosh Hashanah 

27b writes that as long as it maintains a 

minimum dimension, even if a shofar is 

cut down, it is still kosher. We can short-

en this shofar and it will still be one hun-

dred percent valid.” 

The family still seemed unimpressed. 

Why should they keep it just because it 

could be made kosher? 

The Rav answered, “We find in 

Chullin 9 that a scholar must know how to 

practice safrus, circumcision, and kosher 

slaughtering, because it is possible that he 

will find himself in a place where no one 

else can perform these integral services for 

the community. The same holds true 

about blowing a shofar, especially in our 

small community where we have only one 

really qualified ba’al tokei’ah. I am out of 

practice because I didn’t have access to a 

shofar, but now that we have this one, I 

will be able to practice just in case.”  

That very year, the regular ba’al toke-

i’ah fell terribly ill on Rosh Hashanah. 

Fortunately, the Rav himself, who had 

practiced, was able to assume the responsi-

bility!   

STORIES Off the Daf  

on Shavu’os and Sukkos do not represent 

any particular miracle. This is certainly 

problematic in regard to Hallel of Rosh 

Chodesh, as well.  

Meiri explains that “חביב” is the fact 

that the Megilla has within it the story of 

Mordechai and Esther, and people are 

attentive to follow and understand it with 

its commentaries. Hallel is also special 

because of the story of the Exodus from 

Egypt which is described in various de-

tails.   

(Insight...Continued from page 1) 

A Baraisa discusses the halachos of adding to the shofar 

and a dispute regarding filling in a hole. 

Two versions of R’ Yochanan’s qualification to R’ Nas-

san’s lenient ruling regarding the filling a hole with shofar ma-

terial are presented. 

A Baraisa presents additional halachos related to the sho-

far. 

An additional ruling related to boring a hole into the sho-

far is taught. 
 

7) Blowing a shofar into a pit 

R’ Huna rules that one who stands in the pit fulfills the 

mitzvah and the Mishnah’s ruling refers to one who is outside 

the pit. 

A Baraisa supports this qualification. 

An alternative version of this discussion is presented.   

(Overview. Continued from page 1) 


