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SHABBAT SHALOM.  Today is 12 Sivan 5779. 
 

 

TORAH DIALOGUE   
(p. 586 Hz) (p. 814 S) (p. 527 Hi) (p. 748 AS) 

NASO    Numbers 4:21 

[Compiled by Rabbi Edward Davis (RED) Rabbi Emeritus 
Young Israel of Hollywood-Ft. Lauderdale] 

 

1. The narrative continues the description of the jobs 
performed by the Levitical families in the Mishkan.  This 
Chumash began with the organization of taking a census and 
situating the tribes in their encampment around the Mishkan.  
The leadership of the people is primarily determined by the 
Almighty, and He determined the role of Moshe the ultimate 
leader, Aharon the High Priest, Aharon’s sons the Kohanim, 
the Levitical families, and the rest of the people.  Whereas 
there is obviously no equality, and some have to assume 
positions of leadership, the ultimate punch line is reserved for 
the end of the parsha when the people are presented as 
equals in their approach to the Almighty.  The Kohanim give 
the priestly benediction to the people every day in the name 
of God.  Then all the tribal princes will give the exact same 
contribution to dedicate the Mishkan and the Altar thereby 
indicating an equality that is required to permeate Klal 
Yisrael.  (RED) 
 

2. One of the most enigmatic stories is the law of the 
Sotah, the suspected adulteress wife who was not subjected 
to the whims of a jealous and over-zealous husband.  She 
had been warned by her husband about her repeated 
suspicious behavior with a possible paramour.  The Torah 
does indeed describe the husband as being “jealous of his 
wife” (5:14); the Talmud (Sotah 3a) explains that the husband 
of a Sotah must warn her in the presence of witnesses not to 
act in a suspicious and untrustworthy fashion.  When the wife 
ignores this warning, and continues in her inappropriate 
behavior then she can be subjected to this most painful ritual 
described in the text.  The efficacy of this trial by fire is 
predicated upon the virtuous behavior of the husband.  If he 
is not virtuous and is himself sinful then there is no test to the 
wife.  I find it quite puzzling in a scenario where the wife might 
be aware of the husband’s inappropriate behavior, and 
consequently knowing about her husband and the laws of the 
Sotah, she is entering into a test which she is perfectly aware 
will be ineffectual in her judgment. There would be no fear or 
risk to her as a result of knowing about her husband’s 
inappropriate behavior.  The whole scenario becomes 
corrupted by the misbehavior of the husband and the wife.  
The upshot is that in order to have a successful marriage 
there must be trust in the relationship.  The Talmud records 
a case where a husband is giving his wife money to run the 
household.  He suspects that she is misusing the funds and 
wishes to take her to a Beit Din.  The Beit Din refuses to hear 
the case because they are married.  The Beit Din says to the 
husband: “If you don’t trust her, divorce her; but if you remain 
married to her, then trust her.” Trust is the necessity in 
marriage. (RED) 
 

3. The priestly benediction is divided into three sentences, 
the first of which is defined by Rashi to be a blessing for 
material wealth and the ability to retain the brachah of 
materialism.  The Seforno wonders why the brachah should 
begin with the blessing of materialism and affluence as 
opposed to a loftier and more spiritual blessing.  The Seforno 
answers with the statement that we are familiar with from 
Pirkei Avot (3:17) “if there is no flour, there is no Torah.”  

Spiritual values are very important but without the material 
monetary ability to sustain ourselves we are stymied in our 
attempt to develop spirituality.  Consequently the Kohanim 
bless us first and foremost with prosperity.  Once we are able 
to enjoy financial security we can begin to focus on our less 
immediate but no less important spiritual goals and needs.  I 
view the blessing as a lesson to our development of family 
life: to develop family, children, the education of the children, 
and all the other requirements of a successful life, is 
predicated upon the ability to sustain the family life.  Money 
does not solve all problems.  But it gives us a basis from 
which to operate.  It relieves an otherwise difficult problem.  
Once the question of material sustenance is granted then 
there really is no barrier to the successful development of all 
other components of family life.  (RED) 
 

4. The Netziv correctly points out that the first tribal prince 
to offer his sacrifice is not identified as a “prince.”  All the other 
tribal leaders are identified with the word  meaning a 

prince. Not so Nachshon of the tribe of Yehudah. What 
troubled Nachshon not to declare his princely status when he 
brought his “offering” suggests that the day that he came 
forward was still a day of tragedy and sadness for the family 
of his sister Elisheva with the sudden tragic death of her two 
sons Nadav and Avihu.  He came forward with the pain of 
sorrow as a mourning uncle.  The national simcha of the day 
mandated Nachshon’s participation and leadership in 
bringing forth the first tribal offering to the dedication 
ceremony of the Altar, but the family mourning, although 
halachically set aside, nevertheless resonated still 
throughout the community if not also throughout the nation.  
It must have been a very difficult moment personally for this 
particular family, both in Aharon’s and sons’ performance, as 
well as with the tribal leaders.  I am sure that other 
commentators are sensitive to the biblical language and raise 
other suggestions as to why Nachshon is not labeled as a 
prince in this narrative.   
   

HAFTORAH  
(p. 602 Hz) (p. 835 S) (p. 890 Hi) (p. 1181 AS) 

JUDGES   13:2 
  

 The story of Samson is the subject of the haftorah 
because Shimshon was ordained to live a life of sanctity as 
his entire life was to be as a Nazir.  His parents carefully 
protected him from all impurities and raised him in a perfect 
atmosphere of sanctity.  This childhood groomed him to be a 
perfect candidate for the constant manifestation of the Divine 
Presence.   However, as we painfully discover, none of the 
above guarantees one from following immoral influences.  
Alongside the purest of motives, one includes physical drives 
and passions; the result can be devastating.  Even the pure 
Shimshon was then prone to plunging deeply into immorality 
and open to forfeiting all that life had in store for him.  From 
this we learn the importance of pure motives and that any 
degree of intended personal gratification can undo all the 
good we seek to accomplish (Rabbi David Siegel).  I add to 
this that just as the Nazir is linked to the Sotah, in the Torah 
Shimshon’s form of Nazir was supposedly lifelong, and yet 
his downfall was similar to the Sotah – a sexual desire that 
was unchecked and left undisciplined.  So, just as the Torah 
placed the Sotah and Nazir together, so does the haftorah, 
all wrapped up in one individual: Shimshon, Samson.  (RED.) 
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QUESTIONS FOR PARSHAT NASO 5779 
by Rabbi Edward Davis, Rabbi Emeritus 

 
 

I. From the Text  
1. At what age span did Leviyim work at the Mishkan? (4:22) 
2. Which of Aharon’s sons was ultimately in charge of the work done by all the Levitical families? (4:28) 
3. What happens to the Sotah (suspected adulteress) if she is proven innocent? (5:28) 
4. What are the restrictions of a Nazirite? (Ch. 6) 
5. Who was the first tribal prince to bring his offerings to the Mishkan? (7:12) 
II. From Rashi 
6. “ ...everyone who comes to perform the work of service...” (4:47). What is the work of service? 
7. What happens to the Sotah if she refuses to drink the water? (5:27) 
8. Why is the subject of a Sotah followed in the Torah by the subject of a Nazir? (6:2) 
9. On what calendar date was the Mishkan permanently established? 
10. From where did the tribal prince take his offering to give to the Mishkan? 
III. From the Rabbis 
11. What are the 3 types of blessings in the Birkat Kohanim? (Midrash) 
12. Why is the final blessing one of peace? (Midrash) 
13. On the 7th day of inauguration, the prince of Ephraim brought his offering. How was he allowed to? Private offerings were not al-
lowed on Shabbat! (Da’at Zekeinim) 
IV. Haftorah : Judges  
14. Who was greater, Samson’s father or mother? 
V. Relationships  
a) Itamar - Pinchas 
b) Aharon- Elazar 
c) Shimshon -  Mano’ach 
d) Yocheved - Elisheva 
e) Gershom - Calev  
 

 
 

ANSWERS FOR PARSHAT NASO 5779 
 
1. From ages 20 to 50. 
2. Itamar. 
3. She should have children (easily). 
4. He is forbidden to eat or drink grapes and grape products. He may not get a haircut. He may not be defiled by a human corpse. 
5. Nachshon Ben Aminadav of the tribe of Yehudah. 
6. Music accompaniment. 
7. They force feed her the water. 
8. Anyone who sees a Sotah in her state of degradation should prohibit himself by taking a Nazirite vow to keep himself from sexual 
temptation. 
9. On a Rosh Chodesh Nissan. 
10. From his own pocket. 
11. a) material blessing, b) spiritual blessing, and c) God’s compassion and the giving of peace.  
12. One may have prosperity, health, food and drink, but if there is no peace, it is all worthless. 
13. Because God said so. 
14. His mother. 
 
Relationships  
a) Uncle Itamar 
b) Father Aharon 
c) Father Mano’ach 
d) Mother-in-law and Daughter-in-law. 
e) Uncle Calev 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


