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Rav Unterman stresses the notion of /c0’/ Jen/020) that 

accompanies the recitation of Hallel, as evident in (1). In Meg. 14a 

[see passace (27, R. Nachman asserts that Hallel is replaced by 

the reading of the Megillah, which also points to the ko) J0N/ O02 ® 

component of Hallel. Cf. Rambam, Hilk. Megillah 3:6; Meiri, passage 

(7). The importance of ko 4/020 is ” 

"Ren bal lo Pn op plorw ‘> 

But Rav Unterman asks: How can the Megillah replace Hallel, 

for the latter comprises song and praise of God while the former 

does not even mention the Name of God? To this he responds with 

the observation (which is repeated in some of the other articles) 

that there are two aspects to Hallel: 

roenpl Pps 1 (a) 

Ow b frm oy PAD PIP ~W>) InobS bye prop Rhr0 (bd) 

He quotes some authorities that on Chanukah the basic 

purpose of reciting Hallel is to propagate the miraculous 

occurfence associated with the holiday (rather than the victory), 

(According +0 Sore Poskinn) 

which makes it,a lepuile3 el'n . 

Due to the °/ P/oo® aspect of Hallel, he concludes that 

in our time, in the aftermath of the Six-Day War, there is 

certainly an obligation to recite Hallel although without a 

blessing (but he adds -- ['3° MD VP? Pp wit ole] ). One would 

not be obligated to recite Hallel on Yom Yerushalayim only if 

the same reason(s) we don't say it on Purim were applicable 

[see (2)). But Rav Unterman quickly shows that none of those 

reasons apply to Y"Y, for the miracle taok place in Israel; there 

is no other reading -- such as a "megillah" -- to take its place; 

and we are not subject in Israel to any foreign authority. In 

Rav Unterman's words, we are obligated to recite Hallel
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At the end of his article, Rav Unterman presents three 

arguments that are used by those opposed to the recitation of Hallel: 

oe nee lnrl ee> yo i (He) 

"O/ P? Yeh () 

(? fororw Myr) ors ee Snap) Amn CAL LN alr &) 

But thése arguments, he claims, are not relevant since the Rabbinate 

in any case cannot decree a 2Z#f to recite Hallel; it can only 

declare in the form of a n/o/m that it is a mitzvah to say Hallel. 

Hopefully, he adds, with the passage of time, this @/¢2/7> 

will become widely accepted. 

critique - This article does not contain the careful analysis and 

thorough discussion that can be found in many of the other articles. 

But it is short, to the point, and representative of the Chief 

Rabbinate's position. 
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Rav Goren observes at the outset that the issue of reciting 

Hallel (with a blessina) on Israel Independence Day is tied in with 

the question whether \/skn $yn Ayo is a Eh. The resolution to this 

issue does not depend solely on halakhic sources, but it is also 

related to the issue of the messianic character of the modern State 

of Israel. Do we have through this State the fulfillment of the 

prophecies in Tenach? In this article, though, Rav Goren deals 

only with the halakhic sources. 

He points out [see passage (3) and Rashi thereto] that there 

are essentially In L) 0 ¥e 3 

a) ort (there is actually a third 
in connection with 

b) oy A aw Hallel at the Seder) 

The first applies only to Ripp and P'7V/N . The second applies 

only to a miracle of (nots I> A3>. 

Concerning the status of the obligation to recite Hallel, there 

is a well-known post-Talmudic dispute: 

Rambam (Meg. 3:6) holds that Mn plop is always /)273W. 

Ramban and the Geonim (Ramban is in Sefer Ha-Mitzvot) 

hold that Tm prer>wp is an obligation beprrp he 9H 

but the wording was fixed by King David). 

In this article Rav Goren's major concerns are with determining 

whether the second kind of Hallel ( fr mw#D) is Pla 

or only Iprel, and whether the obligation to recite Hallel is 

then [279m or DolAn Js: He cites three sources which support 

the former: 

pr upo rut 720 ew &) 

tla ba7r- © p7® N)ir aslpn 
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The Yerushalmi asks why Mordecai and Esther did not recite ave 

(= Hallel) and answers that they were outside of Israel. The 

Talmud's question, Rav Goren reasons, must be concernec with Aish 

for if Ip, how do we know that Mordecai and Esther did not 

indeed recite H@llel. In any case, if the miracle of Purim had 

occurred in Eretz Israel, we would be reciting Hallel on that day. 

Cf. Meiri [passage (11)]. 

Rav Goren then cites the Shetiltot [passage (12), from which 

it appears that the obligation to recite Hallel at’ the occurrence 

of a miracle is at least alip 979 (as the Rambam). The Netziv in 

his commentary claims that the She'tiltot is dealing only with the 

obligation to recite Hallel at the time the miracle takes place 

but not \yfv7/3/. But in the case of Jvvaf , it appears from 

the Netziv, that there is still an obligation [42994 - So too 

does he say with regard to the AIP) /> that the Talmud made 

concerning Purim ( jr! fo td” prrl afnn mo pwr pon hry). 

The AIP) | applies only to the actual time of the miracle, 

/ 
but the Rabbis established the obligation Prat : 

But Rav Goren brings proof from other sources (eg th 3) Wo Rr”) 

that the %W/A/ /p applies ~/¥3/ and that indeed there is an 

obligation even ye fe to recite Hallel on the same day each 

year of a fiats AL3p 0/+ In any case, Rav Goren concludes, 

whether jp or fn 9/13, an obligation exists to recite 

Hallel and therefore a Beracha is obligatory although it can only 

be made, according to Rabbenu Tam (see passage (10)) and the Meiri, 

3/232, 



Rav Goren concludes his article with a brief discussion of 

what he 1 A3> refers to. He brings proof from the laws of 

—pilrk that the special forms of mourning - Walid fy) 5 AT a4 

(lo yn v7) Lore refers to 23 7/> -- not necessarily freo0s 2/?, 

and the converse -- in periods of joy and deliverance -- applies 

to reciting Hallel. Thus the Jews in Israel constituted W277 279 

even in 1948. In addition, he adds, there is proof from Hor. 3a 

and elsewhere that when dealing with questions of perv ws? 

we consider only the inhabitants of the Holy Land ( - VP Vii 

"ie J? Affe) , 

Thus Rav Goren concludes in sweeping fashion: 

lo prvle Ie 5p PS JID fe INID/O> 

APP pD/e’ WA 2p Jor B/? i pkf? 

MPL, RESPIN _PIPOT, D/LA Df 13H 

wi Yon ml3rr of I DI 220 //> 
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Alors 9/2 YON wis 


