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To the modern Jew the Kaddieb ha• lo•t all relevaimc• to 

life and ha• been relegated to a poeition of notb:I.Dg more 

than a •uperetitioue utterance. 

'while the componant• of the prayer ve now call Tb• Kaddbh 

are ancient the importance given them by the Rabbi■ are not 

bidden in antiquity. Tbey attributed great marit to, tbe eanc­

tification of God'• Name and tbe X\Ufdfl with the congrega­

tional reeponH X•hay Sh•lllfY Rabbab fulfilled tbia ctbligation. 

Th• Zohar etatee that by tbe merit■ of tbe Kaddi11h the 

glory of God ie more highly eulted than through any other 

prayer. (l). 

Although the name "Kaddbb" doe• not appear :lD Tiallludic 

and Midraehic literature there ar• ample reference• to~ 

§o•w Rabbah. th• Rabbi■ felt that anyone who re.,pond• 

"6R!P, Yfbfy ibemax 1\fbbfb .. witb compl•t• atncnity v~ld 

cauae any evil decree againat him to be aboliabed. 

Tb• Shulhan Arukh inetructe u• that u · • pereon can r•-
• 

•pond to either th• K&ddbh or tbe Kfdv•btb be ia t .o reapond 

to the Kaddbb (2). W• ar• even told• by a ainori.ty opinion 

in Berakhoc 21b. that • pereon may interrupt th• 6:11~ to 

reepond to tb• Kaddieh 

I I 
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The Kaddiah 1• a declaration of faith. lt 1• a aanctifi• 

cation of 1.aod' • Name and can only be recited with a deep aena• 

of peraonal involvement. lt vaa for theae raaaon• that the 

prayer ha• retained it• poaition of importance in our liturgy. 
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Rabbi David de Sola fool maintain• in hia work "Tb• 

iaddi•h" that the old••t known ver•ion of thi• prayer i• 

that of Rav Amram Geon, 860 C.i.. i'ool furtbar maintain• 

that th• ~-4di•h i• an eclectic prayer, and id•ntifi•• it• 

variou• forma utilizing the Ye1111nite, eer•ian, .\budraham 

and Mailllonidean rite•, a• wll H tbat of Saadia (l). 

nn,,~D ,~D'1 nn,,,, .,l, •D~Jl .l, ffDW "'D'1 ~,in• 
1Dfl1 -~lJl ~.,., D'l ~)1 ••Dl1 11)'D1 9 l1 11)''~l 

,,ln' ••D~J •D~,~, D~,~ ,,lD al, nDW •n• .,D. l,,, 
n~,n•, ,,nn,, aWlD'1 DDin,, , ••• ,, lllDW'1 .,D. 

annlwn an,•• •nlil ~)D -~,~ .,n ,.,l .",, DDW D~,n,, 
olDK 1,D.1 KD~Jl 1,1 Dl1 •nDDJ1 

•'DWl1 11n1l1 u,, ~.,., ~,, 11nn11l1 11nn,~1 'nrnn 
• lH 1iDtl1 

(~l~ n~s, nnni, n,,.,, Jl91) D1 •n1 ••n• lD u, •D~• •n• 
. 1n• ,,ca,~.,., ('n ~,> 

. ~•,•• ~l ~, a,~. nwr• a,n 1'D1,Dl a,~. nw,, 

nana~, an,n~ ,,n, a,n, aD~Jl al, nnw "'"', ~,1n• 
,,,D~1 -~l'" -~~,-~, a~.,,,, an,, 'llD~1 •'D'D 

n,n.~ •'D" ••• ,, Klh~I llhl~1 n,,.D nailfl aln~• 
11l'D1'l1 lll''ffl n,,,, nn1l~D .,n ,,,, .",, ,~D'1 

olDI ltip 1Dfl1 -~1Jl ~.,., h'l 'n1 ''ffl1 

By clearl,y Uluatrating th• dev•lopaent of th• liturgy 

t ool ahow• hov and why tb• x.ddiab c&M into Che prayer 

.. rvice. Th• initial r•a•on which c:au•ed for tb• intro.-

1. 
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d\lctian of the Xacldiah va■ the readln& of the ft:opbeu, bel.d 

replarl.y cm Sabbath■ and f••tivala, Uld often every aorn1ng. 

Tbt.■ led to the ♦see41& dt.■courM■, cancludllla wt.th verl.cNa 

fora.ala• Vblch eventuall.y bee.- ■,-ct.fie, fiud llC'qK■ (2). 

fOOl fiDd■ that 

•Qn• anacb doaoloa, tbat c.- into regular u■• i■ tbe 
fir■t paragraph of the l.addt.ah wt.th tbe re■pon■- of 
the congregatt.an. 11 (3) 

fOOl JMka■ no chranological dt.■tlllctt.an betwen the origin 

of the Xlr5ffltl ~agrapb ud the XWI etrz ltbbfb but doa 

illuatrat• hi■ tbe■t.■ from varioua peaaaa•• in llblch lar .. 1•• 

reply i■ X-blY ~ l\fbbab MVO::t!Fb <4 >• 

In U.gbt of 1:h•■- pauaa•• fool date■ the firat peragraptl 

of the ~diah. H• prlaarily utilise■ the legend 4 .. lllla 

vitb Rabbi Joa• b. Halaftas 

•• heawnl.y vot.c• Cbft ftP cd-■ out froa a ruin to 
Rabbi Joa• b. Hal.aft• ( cen~ry) in caafort for 
the Hadrt.at.c peraecutiOD. When l■ra•l perfora the 
vill of Heaven by ptbedag ill th• ■ynqogue■ and 
■cudy bouM■ and r .. poad 'X•bJ.f!' II lf!lf'! •!!ttkb' 
the Hol.y OD•• ble■aed be He, ■• incl ■qa .. 
• Happy i■ the Kill& to Whoa aucb pra1M• ere offewd in 
Hi■ hou■-.11 (5) 

,001 el■o diacu■■H the legend vbi.cb d .. l• vith Z-rubbabel 

b. Shealtiel, found in tb• Yallmt (11 428 to 1 .. 26): 

IIAzld when be clo■-• bi■ JI'"* addreH, zerubbabel 
b. SbealtUl atanda up ..,. .... •Ylt11ff1 D:JM!FdtM' 
to vb1cb all u■,,.r, '611!a• 11 
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Thi• apecifi.c mentlan of Y15ff4tl J!•XU)Fed•fh ia attd• 

buted to &eab w.kiab of the 3rd ceneur, c ••• (6). 

Tbe following parqrapb XM:HU!sb- accordlq to fool, ia 

3 

of later origln thu that prececU.na it (7). Be therefod 

dat•• it •oa.vti•r• betWMD tbe 2nd and 4th centu.d.-a c.s. (8). 

tbe vodlng of the TJS)F•bfl perqrapb lead• fool co tbe a•• 

auapcion tbat with the aceptloa of XtbfY DHtt it 1• pcoba­

bl.y the OldHt perqrapb of tbe laddiah. Thia parqrqb e&iated 

independently of and antedated the Kaddiah. lt va• .. raed with 

it and vaa utilised a■ a foraala indicatiDg the concluaian of 

tbe ••rvic• (9). 

Th• 91th ebe!a 1a generally accepted .. lace. fool •iA­
taln• tbat Chia aen.tence ia baaed GD tb• balf ftrH 1D Job 2S;2b, 

919 •bt!e bk:zY~ vbicb va• iDterpceced H referrlq to 

peace becwoeen the ana•l•• The 05 tbt!e traa,poMa the 14N 

of peace MIOID&•t the ua•l• to peace aaaaa•t aen. Thia cODCept, 

wbi.Ch ia DOC unique co Che Kaddiah, 1• iAcluded 1D th• Grae• 

after twala, the fberm•b itH and the W,,•btb •• wU a• the 

K.addiah. Acc ordiA& to Pool 919 tbt!P va• added to the laddiab 

When the cbaract•r of :ebex ehtJtrb a• a prqer for peace vae 

obacu.red. the o•eb •bt\ft le not, bOW8ftr, origillal co the 

laddiab, baviDg firet been 1Dcroduced 1Dto the lberm!h Ito 

and later carriad owr to the laddiah witb the lDaertioD of 
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the vord v-wu uo>. 

Th• u■- of Arama1c in the fl.rat parqrapb and in cu r••poa•• 
1• clear, becau•• a reapoaae in tb.e vernacular loalcally clo•e• 

a dbcourM rendered in tb.e vemacular (11). 

Pool b not vitall,y concerned with the Al H•!sel veraiOD of 

the ~bh found in KaHekb.et Soferia 14:12. lie nae .. that 

tu ♦A Hike\ "kfdifh" 1a 

•clearl,y an expanded Hebrew veraion of a foraala aiailar 
to the laddiah, in atyl• later than the more alapl• and 
direct J.anauqe of the Kaddieb.• (12) 

Be dbr•aard• the opinion of Heir rr\edNM ~t the Jtaddieb 

vaa originally coaapoaed in Hebrew and then later tranelated 

into uwic bacauH of rr:tedvnn•• earl,y dating of th• prayer (13). 

Pool contend• that thu dating b probably th• copyut • •, and 

f•el• that the cc:apilation of th• Mtdr,fb should be aHigned 

to the 5th or 6th centuriea. H• etatH clearly that &llY Hebrew 

vent.on of th• laddiah 1a the later rendition of an originall,y 

uamalc ♦s,,41c doxology (14). Pool conclud .. that the 61 
fft!5ol "Kf441fh" b then a prayer Whlch b etr1ctly parallel to 

tb.e laddlah (15) • 

the ~dbh ia aaaWDN to be baaed on a foraala predating 

Chrbtlan tlaea. 

"TM Paternoater lapllH tbat a laddiah-llke pr.,-er vu 
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in •xi•t•nc• at th• period of tb• ri•• ot Cbri•tienity.• (16) 

fool is of tbe opinion that even tbougb Jobn the aapciat 

va• not a regular li:Hene, be at l•a•t belonged to the •-- a•­
c•tic •chool u the Jt:•Mn••• Frequent prayer•, ••pecially tbo•• 
for the advent of ch• lti.ngdom of H .. v.n, v.re •• characteristi.c: 

of John and hi• diacipl•• •• tbe regular E•••••• Tb• connec­

tion between John and J•su• certainly played an iaportant role 

in the latter•• develoiaent. There i• DO doubt that Jobn•• 

prayer• in tbe diacipl••• qu••tiOl'la , aucb •• 

"voluntary poverty, diacountenancing marriqe, the n•• 
glect of proviaion for earthly food and drink, the im­
portance attached to luatrationa, c~i•tic mean• and 
manner of life, healing th• aick, th• gift of prophecy, 
averaion to taking an oath, the proainence given ••ch&to­
logical id••• and apeculatica•••" (17) 

point to ch• fact that the anaver• given ar• ultimately to be 

traced back to E•••nic circle• (18). 

lt may be •tat•d that the early Church derived it• prayer• 

from the &Hen•• and not from th• fbaraaaic 1ynagosu••• lt 

ha• been bi•torically proven that on• ••pent of the•••••• 

attached it••lf to early Chriatianity and the other ••saent 

vaa abaorbed lnto Pharaaaic Judaiam. Tbua •• Pool point• out: 

"To the former v. would owe th• Paternoacer, to the 
latter th• IC.addilh. 11 (19) 

Th•r• 1• no queation a• to th• Hll••ianic notion• of tb• 

opening paragraph of the IC.addilb. Still another legend bear• 

on tbia notion • • 
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Wh•n th• wan between Gog and Magog are foua)lt tb•r• will 

be an ullhering in of the MeHianic era. When victory 1a at• 

tained over the godle•• nation■ , God'• N- ia hallowd 

<xt:Jsedtfh Sh•NY Rfbbfh bf-•w> and th• fulfillment of God'• 
Will (kirutay) i• the revelation of Hi• ~in&•hip <u-•e\\kh , 
malJshytg> (20). 

Th• MeHianic doctrine in th• opening paragraph of th• ICaddiah 

i■ derived from a v•r•• in Ezekiel 38:23 

Ve-h1tgadilti ve-hitkad1ahti ve-nodat1 1•-aynay goyim 
rabblm ve-yadu kl An1 Adonai 

Therefor• any reference to a per■onal Me■■iah, euch •• 1■ con­

tained in the word■ of one of the eclectic fora■ of the Kaddiah, 

Yt·YtSINb pur;Jsepay vi-y•Jstr• v mpphthey, 1• a 1.at•r addition, . . 
aince th• popular belief in a peraonal MeHi~ datH only from 

the timl of Herod (22). 

~ the ba■b of the interpretation of Deut 32:3, "1,1 Shem 

6499•1 WI: haw godel l••HohfmY"• it becw cu■tomary to 

r Hpond with pra1H■ each time cbe N ... of God va■ mant:ioned (23). 

le b into thb pat:tem that: the X•btY SheNX Rfbbtb fall•• 

tb1■ re■pon■e ■ew to have applied to the Agadic di■cour■e 

•• well. 1n our 1',addiah, even t:houab there b no mention of 

God•• Name other thAD ltWY Rabbfh, the eapba■b b ca thi• 

magnifying and hallowing of th• N ... through th• red .. pt1oa of 

l■rae 1 (24). 
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Zv1 IArl beglna bi.a atud,- of Che lacldub by aulag ua aware 

tbat tb• deve10.-.nt of our ancient pra,-er• 1a wrapped la 11111at•ry 

and tbat we reall,y know nothing about tb•ir nolut1.on. Qar tredi­

tiGll furnhbea ua vi.th no anawr aa to --• boll or llby the•• 

prayer• were written. ~ ?al.aid _..iy decter•• tbat the MNa 

of tbe ar .. t AHeabl,y fixed beaedict1.ona and pn,-en (1). But 

w have no lndication aa to Which benediction• the,- foraalated. 

lt la Karl'• tbaaia tbat tbe ac.ddiab auffered th• •- fate. He 

ia of tbe opinion tbat tbe•• prayer• did not beco• part of the 

aervic• b,- th• deciaion of any official ca.aittH• but rath.-

tbat varioua lhf13tf Zibby[ coapoaed tb- of Chair own initia­

tive and recited them on varioua occaaiona. Later, other• uaed 

tb•ir patt•m• and evutuall,y people cuatoaar11,y recited th••• 

prayer• unc:1.1 1n due courH tbey wr• regarded a• obligatory. 

Becau•• tbe adoption of th"• prayer■ by tbe c«-mit,- vaa not 

bound up with any official decuion• th• name• of Che author• 

wr• forgotten, along Witb. the reaaon "'1,- tbe prayer•.,... coa­

poaed, tb• time of cheir compoaition ancS-the va,- la "'1ic:h tbey 

developed (2). 

IC 1a IArl'• cmtention chat th• •lbort K.addiab" conaiata of 

cvo paru. Th• firat pare begt..na with Xllst4tl and end• With 

Bt•Mtlfh y-yl-peep !FIElY Y!•w» I • tbe ffCODd part COD• 

aiata of X•btY nnn: Jabbab (3). 'theH parta wr• orialnall,y 

independent of .. ch otbar. Thia 1• evidant froa tbe fact that 

tbe author flnd• in HaHekhet lofcla th• X3:51t9•1 parqraph 
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of th• K.addiah Without the Xel,le Her• tba Yitpal concludH 

with th• vorda Yf•MFM •=, W• ca deduce froa the -.a, of 

th• Yitgefal paragraph that the pcayer W been coapleted, for 

in ewry 1n•tanc:e ill th• Paaleu - iDdicatH a coocluaioD (4). 

1'arl bolatera his argument with the vocda J••w» I • 11bich 

illforMd th• cangregatioD ~ to r .. pond lllll• lt 1a Earl'• 

aHuaptioo that thia iDdlcatH the lack of knowledge on tba part 

of th• ccmgregatiClll. lt 1• then doubtful 11b.ether aich a congre­

gation vaa called upon to recite the Y.s.g. by uare. Wherewr 

it vaa thougbt that a ccmgregatioD vaa compo•d of ignorant 

people, they var• not called upon to reapoad With aore tban lll!il• 

MaHekhet Suim.h Slb informa ua of such a caH in A1-x.ndria, 

However, we mow that th• X,1,i• vaa not alway• the reaponae 

of the congregation. 1D Sifr• {Hf•flipu), Plnkel•t•in edition, 

p. 342, we f ind that the X•bev ShW hf·Gfdol mevoruh evolr.ed 

the reapon•• k91P ul-olmfY otern1m but wa• not itaelf a r•­

aponae {6). But since the Y.S.P.. ill the Kaddiab ia a H8JIODH, 

w uuat aaw. it wa• alao origillall>' independent of the K.ad­

diah (7). 

K:arl hold• th• viw that the x,s,1, bad alnad)' been ill UH 

during the time the Jeruaalem temple exiated, mer••• th• 

Yitxt49l paragraph originated after the dHtNCtiClll of the 
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Thia 1a deduced froa a bfFfi51 1D .. rallbot las 

•When lar .. 1 enter• into aynqogu•• and houMa of atudy 
and proc:lataa, •Hq Bia great •- be bleaHd, • Che Holy 
Qlle, bl .. Hd be He, ahaua Bl• bead ad aaya •Happy Che 
U.ng Who la tbua praiaed 1D Hi• houM. Whet IIOftd a 
rather to Mild Hie children 1Dto ext.le, etc.• 

t 

l.ubl 1Dterpreted the word•, •Happy th• Ung Who 1• tb&aa 

praiHd in Hie bouM,• aa, "Happy, ao long aa Cilia praiH oc­

curred 1.n the T-ple. 11 l.aabl, according to Karl, la correct 

in 1.nterpreti.ng "Whet moved a ratber to MD4 Bia cbUdren int.o 

i&llefl tbat wre it not for Che bile, B• would •Joy Chia pralM 

in Hie bouMe 

•Hence, w conclude tbat the pcqer Xef•ft va• recited 
in Che T-pl• at a tlae When tb• prqer -✓Uef,1 had not 
yet been coapoaed.• (8) 

l'h• 14•• contained in the prqer X•f•I• VH phraaed in dif• 

ferent foraa before lt bee- atareotyped (9). 

Tb• opening word• of tbia prayer, nw1Y, X,f,11 reflect a 

conaclou• effort not to •ntiao the Ineffable •-• So that if 

we compare Xtlli &M 649Ptt pvo;:e)Sb M•t55fb D•lf S')ffl Yi.th 

X!HX Sb!Nf ht-Gfdol pvo:e!sb we n• tbat tbey are ataacturallY 

identical, but Mt• 649911 MY9Ettb baa becoee aw ht•g,dol. 
lt VH finally determined that ttmtb IMP t,yod NJ!fb!rs0 lf·e!e 

va-ed Vblcb va• ao• of the ano.,_t r .. pcmH• to the M:ttbl' -
would be uHd a• the reapcmH during tb• Sacrlilcial Mrvlc• of 

tbe Dq of Ataownt lehf iYoffh) aa wll •• between the..._ 
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pd u-fbtY5M ver:■H in the Recital of Ch• &Ila• x,,,I, llbich 

w•• •l•o an ancient r••ponH co Ch• We\'!m wa• now reHrved for 

th• JCaddiab ( 10). 

hrl, in attempting to explain the •rser of Ch• Yltflffl and 

x,,,I, find• it n•c•••ary co firat •xaaine Cb• content• of the 

X\lilfdfl• Here be concentratH tbe bullt of bi• anal.yd• on tbe 

41 Hetei "Kt411•b·• 

1n Ma■Hkh•c Soferl.111 it 1• atated that cb• Maftir recite•: 

,,nn•i n~,n•i ••ln•i DD1,n,, i••n•i w,pn,, ~,1n• ~ln ~, 
n,D~1Jl n'lpn D'l~Dn •l~D ,~D ~- lDW .,,ln1 1llln D~pn,, 

.~., •• n•l 1DJ ~l ,,1,2, 1l1Jil •ln D~i,n, "'" D~i,n .,l. 

(In the Mueller edition and the M.ahzor Vit;r;_;y the words • 

All' .,n, .li,, 1Dfl1 ninDl ll'~J ,n,,~D n•in, n~1n 
l1il, 1•Dn,l ~., •• 1DJ nD~D, ,na~• ,,n,, ll'D'l ,n,l 

1lDJ nw,• .,n D1PDR a•Dnil1 ,onll 1nl1 Dl~Wl ,,,an 
.(1~) (1DK 1iD•1) ~11ln 1D• ,1lJl 

If we com.pare the preceding pr~er with, 

,•~D•1 n•n1,,l ail,, •D~Jl ll, R'D~ .,,n•, ~,1n• 
11n••nll 11l'D1'l1 11l''ffl n•DJ ,,, •• , •••• n•nll~D 

l•ip 1Dfl1 -~lJl ~.,., ff'l ~l1 
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• ... Cb.at the cont•t• of both are identical. 

different vereion, the paHag• froe U:SMfel to 1:k»Stl iaclu­

•iv• r•eembl••• •lmo•t vord for word, Ch• fir•t pan: of ♦1 Hetol 
concludiaa with the word• bft XifFH&• Tbe won• meUP 

MltbHSIX 9-9-hayekhop Y·Y!•pJIJ dfl5hol Rft X3:KM1 ba-ese!fb 
Y•Y1•5M72 kfriy are th• •w •• 111111.fh D•FfYEttll ¥ltbU52 
tltDN bi•ph&Yffh Y•Y1-fWP W9Y• lt would .... that in due 

cour•• th• word• Yt•khirtaop kol po bft XifH•& lfroa the-A,1 

lilMil) were underetood •• if Chey were connected vitb wbat ia­

•diat•lY follow•, nwl.y, '.Utlltlfb W•tfutth NlM»SO tl&JU• 
When they introduced it into the forailation of XiSHdt\, tbey 

introduced, inetead of th• word kirtaop Ch• won bf•ptll• 1D 

tbb manner \i:V••ha'f•Y dakbol bft Yiaq•l evolftd (12) • 
• 

~rl continue• to point out the eiailaritie• between the tvo 

vereion•, and then etat••: 

"Th• difference between th• tvo prayera u ... onl.y in 
tbia: At Uetol epeak• of two vorlda, 111lena• Yifydal 
apeak• o on y on••" (13) 

1)D )w 1Dw ••Jn•1 DD1,n•1 ,11n•1 n2nw•1 'nin• )ln ~, 
n2n a)11n1 n,n a)11n .,2w n1D)112 n•2pn a•l)Dn •l)D 

)) ,,,. a•D~1,n ,,s .)., •• lDJ )) ,,s,,, lllJ,) 
•DID ,,,.n a,,D •2n,Dl lWl'ff n1Wll)) n1)a n1•,2n 

llll . nl'"" ~, ,nw,,~, ,,22n ao, ~, ,aw,,, a,, •D• 
llffll .,n , •• l'll~ ,Dill •n )l 'l'J~ lll 1DW npn• 

D•n)•~ ,, •• ,Dill . n., n,a~ll 'l .,n ,,. •n~ ,,,. 
l'Jl ,,, ,n.,l, .,D. ff'l n,2,,2 l)l,) ,~,o 1D• ,,Dt 

•n lllD ,1,• l'Jl ,,, 1 ) ,,D.lW 1Dl ,n,l )a llllD 
.,2, •n •• ,, ,,,n, ,w2 ~l ,a,, •n ,12) n)lll 11•s 
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though th•r• ia a rHemblanc• between theff two ♦A Ht!f?l 

ifdd-,him and the cuatomary ~ddi■h, at th• .... tiae then ia 

a diatinct difference. BaaicaU.y t:he content■ of both veraion• 

of the ♦l Hfkol 11Jf4difh11 are the aw and differ only 1n atyl• (14) 

Tb• writer of the Rav Amram Gaon veraioa b .. ed hia teitt on th• 

Scdptural writing■• lt ia 1'arl1 • contention that the ftl Ht)f2l 

tt~diah11 in the Seder aav AmrUl Goan i• nothing aor• than a com­

Mntary upon th• J!dY!btb of tbe Aeidfb aa the following tabula-

tion indicate•: 



-
Ba.T Allram Gaon 
il Hakol 
"Kaddish" 

To corres- ,,:i,n ■D, .,, 1nw,,p (1 
pond to the n, •nn .,, ,nw,,,, (2 
Thrice- •1•,., t•• w,pn• r,:i, (> 
Holy •n .,, 

,w:i .,, ,.,, •n ,,:i:i n',11, 
(Isaiah 40:5) ,,n• 

w,n ,,. 1•1■', ,a■11 

.,. ,:i,w:i r •,:i r•, ,n■,11 
( I saiah 52: 8) , n, 1 

•n ,,:i, n'),u, 

Massekhet Soferim 
Kaddish 

,n,,.,. n■,n, n',in 
ra,:i, n,na:i.,1•')• 

,n•:i n1:i• a, n, .:i,,, 
,n■',1 ,,n, , .11•D•:i 

'11,w• u,, n■',11 
1•,Dn :i,,:i, 1•Dni:i 

,Dn:11 fft:11 D1')9:i 
1,n a,pan a•ani:i, 

,,:i,:i 11DJ nw,• 
')n1n ,aw 

~ 
m-hwb ... ,,, .,,, .,,, 

.,, .... 1111:11 ,,,,:. ,, .. 
(IM1ab 613) 

• .,,, •'>• ,,,n ..... ,. , .. , .. 
■ 1P■ n•■ ■T', H 

, ,,:i .... ,., ,,,:i:. ,, .. , 
Intro4uct1011 to 
foll 

... ,,:a:. ,,,:a ,.,, .. 
(:lzelc. 3112) ,., .,. ,.,, .. 
., ,,.,, •••• ,:a 
:a,,, •••• , •••• , •••• , • .,,:i ,,:a, 
, •• 11:1111:a ••• ,. .. ,.,. 

,a•n'>■ •n .,.,., ••• 
(Deut. 6 15) , .... . ,. ,, ...... ,. , .. 
11ft 1J:t',D 11ft IJ•:11 

,1,•••• a,n, ,a,••1• 
•1•,., •• ,. , ••• ,:i .,., .., .. ., .. " 

1:.•n',1 •• •a• •••'1•'1 
• ., :11 ■:t ,.,, ,,:i,:a, 

0Jl to 

, ...... .,,,., .. ,.,., 
,,,, ,,,., p•I .. ,.,.,. 

(Paa.llu 146 alO) 

a:. .. ,.,, .,,, .,,, 
')a ■'>8 ■l■H 

1,1H ,,■■ ,nu 
(IM1eb 61-') (JM2eb 61)) 

.,,,a.,, .,,,s ,■ ,, ... ,,,. ... ,., .., ... ,,., ,.,. ZA~w .. ,., .... , .. .,,, fbllo111ag ,,,:a ••• ,., ••• ,. ,, ... 
la 
foll 

Uoato 

• ,,n ,,u •• ,u:a ,,,:a ,.,, .. ,.,, .. 
~. 3112) (aaak. 3112) ,.,.,. ,.,, .. ,.,, •,au, ,,., .. , , .. ,. ,. • ., :a,■:a 

•·=-•• •:a ,, • .,, 
Zllvodao1d• • •■■ ,., U■H fbllOll'ilC ,,,a:i ,,., •• 

1'11,'> IJ■•a 11,p2 
hlH l':tft ,,, ,,a:i .,, .. , ,,,., ,,., ..... ,,. 

••••a ••a'>,,,,, 
na •a,11 u• a•,, 

,, ••• ,:a,:.,.,, ... 
• ,, .,, ,,, ,,,n ,,,. .... ,,, 

. .,,,., .. ,., .. . .,,,., .. ,., .. ,, .. , .. .,. ,,,. , ..... ,,,, ,,,., ,,,, ,,,., .. ,.,.,. .., ..... 
(Palaa l~dD) JA61l0 
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'the Al Hakel "Kaddish11 is recited after the Shemoneh i:. s re and 

the reading of the Torah so that those who had not heard the 

Kedush~h mi ght hear it ( 15) . This was the purpose of the Maftir 

reciting the Kadd ish after the Haftarah, The Al Hakel Yitgadal 

\-'tas sekhet Sof erin,) , recited after the read ing of the Torah, 

undoubted l y served as a Kaddish for those entering and l eaving, 

wicnouc any mention of the recitation of Y. 3 . R. ( 16) . 

lhe Y. S . l{ . was ori 6 inally a praye r s eparate from the ~addish 

a.~d antedated it , according to ~arl, and this is t:he on l y expla­

nation for the addition of the words ve- yitaleh , ve- yithadar 

ve-yitkales. The latter were added to the Al Hakol 11 Kaddish11 

to make known that the Holy One, praised be He, is now ~agnif i ed 

in His worl d and that the angels are enveloping Hi m in majesty 

and glory because Israel had just recited Y. S . R . before the Al 

Hakol. The word ve- yitkales was added due to Y. S.R. preceding 

the Al riakol. lt is stated in the Mi drash, "Happy is the l(ing 

.-lho is thus P!:'aised (she- mekalsin oto kakh) in riis Templ e . 11 (17) . 

Henc e ci:l.e yitkales in the Al Hake l 11t<addish" is a direct r efer­

ence to the praise of Jed contained in the Y. S . R . 

Although the Y. S . R , is o l der than the Yi tgadal paragraph , i~ 

neverthe l ess follows it in the order of the service . We do not 

know when this uun-chronolog ical11 ordering took place or why (18) . 

But when Y .S.R . came to occupy its new pos ition it was merged 
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with the f irat paragraph of the Uddiah ( 19 ). lt bad been 

the cuatom that Wbenever an Aggadic diacom:•• waa delivered, 

it waa concluded with the re■pon•• x,s,g. When th• X,1,1• 

and tht. Kaddiah ·became one. Yitgadal wu also Ncited after 

the diacourae (20). Thia ia Wbat Karl calla~ NK,addiah 

Following An ¼fSadic Diacourae." Rabbinic expoaitiona were 

delivered in the vernacular. Thi■ led to the change of XehfX 

Shemo ba-Gt4ol mevorakh from the Hebrew to the Aramaic (21). 

Tbe change in ianguage took place very alowly 9 through evolu­

tion rather than by a conacioua effort. It ii clear that a:, 
haYaYkhcm u-ve-yomaykhap came in when the Kaddish waa ••id 
• 
after the di■courae. Th••• word■ refer to the peraon deliver-

ing the diacour~• and hi■ interpreter or to the other ■cbolara 

in attendance. Accordingly. u-v•-~x•x dekhol bet X1•Efel bad 

to be ■aid i.alDediately after it. The word u-ve-yomaXlfhon belong■ 

onl.y in the Kaddish which follow• the Aggadic diacourae; and 

yet, it remained even in the Kaddish of tbe prayer service (22). 

It would aeem that the redactor■ divided the tvo world■ men­

tioned in the Al Hakol "g&ddi■b": 1. tb• Uddiab of the T•fillth, 
and 2. the Kaddish of the study of the Torah. They introduced 

the word• be-alp de-aticl le-haddeta into the Kaddi■b of the 
• 

t,ggacU.c expoaition. They thua mad• reference to thi• world and 

the world to come (23). 

·I he prayer■ following the firat two paragrapba of the Kaddiab 
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(i••• I 15Hbt1• 41 lfht?tDIE X!HY fb:lrN and 91!1\ lbeMm> 
eventually wr• attached to the !Caddiah. lt 1• evid•t that 

thH• pray•r•• originally coepoaed in Hebrew. wr• traalated 

into Aramaic (24). Thia c:heng• took place very alovly and 

belp• to explain Why the 9ffh Sbal99. llhich vaa appropriated 

frOlll th• AeMM• did not have to b• traalated (25). 

K.arl alao COCIIDellta on the IC.ad.di.ah after burial. H• atat•• 

that the !Caddiah with the Id.al.• haa a connection with a paraon• • 

death. Thia becomaa evident when we recall th• word• of job 

after hearing of the death of bb •on•, nw1Y. 116,dopal PfHP 

Vf:64opai 11/§•~ yehl Sh9 649911 mev9:,!5b •.. ( 26) • 

Th• cuatoca of reciting the laddiah va• already obaerved in 

th• period of th• Gfopim. In th• Seder Rav Amru Gaon we find 

that after th• mourner recitH the Jdddyk hf·PY\• the Reeder 

recitH Yi.tgfdfl• 

Tb• act of vindicating God'• attribute of juatic• i• aacribed 

to the !Caddiah after burial, aince mention i• mad• th•r• of the 

revival of the dead. Thia reference to Jddduk bf-Dip ia not 

to be found in the .ic.ddi•h of th• t•fi.llfb (27). 

The JC.addiab after burial va• eventually recited alao upon 

returning frCllll th• c•-t•r)'• ACcording to Rav Amram Gaon and 

the i11b!"E Vi.try the 1'addiah after burial vaa Ncited by th• . 
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Shflifh Jzibbur and not by th• mourner (28) • 
• 

The l&ddiah recited in memory of the decea1ed baa no con• 

nection with the OrphUl• • laddi■h. larl quot•• llabbi laaac 

of Vienna and th• Htbf~E Vitrv who atate that in reference to . 
the recitation of the Kaddiah it did not matter whether it waa 

an orphan boy or a boy whoae father waa living (29). the 

author of the •aokeah• (Rabbi Uieser of Worm■) writee that 
• 

preference waa given to the orphan becau•• a child wbo recite• 

Yitgfdal reacuea hia father from diaaater (30). It waa believed 

that th• departed aoul condeuned to Gehinnom could be releaaed 

by the recitation of the Yitxfd•l• 

It i• larl' • opiuion that che aource for thia cuatoa may be 

found in Mauekhet Soferim where it 1a related that the l&ddilb 

bW, (the laat Kaddi■h of the aervice) waa recited after th• 

worahippera met the mourner,. At time• thia Kaddiah waa recited 

by one of the worahippera and the She\Jtb Tzibbur who normally 

officiated at the~ aervic•• Gradually preference waa given 

to the mourner aince the eaaential vindication of Uod'• juatice 

waa deemed to be hil taak. When thi• cuatom reached Germany, 

there waa another rite in exiatence there: that th• Sabbath 

~ddiah iASU wa• recited afcer En MJebtmY• The orphaned boy• 

would •aY it and the cuatom developed that the boy reciting the 

Kaddiab ilS.i.l. ahould be a mourner, or at leaat an orphan of 

more than an eleven month duration (31). 1n ancient t1-a a 
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few people faated oa the anniver■ary of the de.ath of their 

father or mother. In the courae of ti.ma it vaa believed that 

thi• fa■t benefited the departed aoul. Tb•r•fore tbey were of 

tb• opiltion that ta• K.addillh too va■ for the benefit of tbe 

departed aoul and thue it wa• aleo ■aid an tbe day • fatur or 

mother died {32). 

Karl 1a convinced that tbe oldeet ~dillh 1a that fmnd in 

Seder Rav Amr&lll Uaoa where it ia referred to a• the K.adcU.ab for 

the individual {Kaddiah l••Yfhid ). the latHt IC.addiah 1a the . 
current Yi5gt4al prayer which ia now recited regularly aa tbe 

~diab {33). 

111n general we can poait that prayer■ in Aramaic ar• 
from a later period, aa mo■t prayer• from ancient tlaaa 
were compoaed 1n Hebrew. 11 (34) 

lt 1a clear that one of th• two v•r•iana of the 6,1 Hetsol 

"!'f4difh11 Hrved aa an inapiration for the writer of the::Hcond 

ver■ion. It i• impoaaible to aa■ume that th• ver■ion found in 

Mauekhet Soferim preceded the ver■ion of Rav Amram Gaon. The 

writer of the latter baaed bia text 1n general on Scriptural 

veraea. Th••• ver■e• are the ■ole aourc• of hi• prayer. an 

tbe other band, it i■ evident that the writer of the Haaaekhat 

Soferim veraion aougbt to cOIIID■ftt upon Clat wa■ not ■o obviou■ 

in the veraion of Rav NU .. Gaon. So it 1a IC.arl' • opinion that 

tha ver■ioa of M.a•••kh•t Soferim ia later than the ver■ioa of 

Rav Amr&lll G&on. 
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,1,~, ,n,:>~D n•,ni n~1n 

in1:>~D 
:a,,, 1Dfl1 n,nDl 

~,,1n iDt ,,:a,:a ilDJ ""' .,n 
1lD'l ,n,l Rll' .,n 

lt ia evident tnat "May He e■tabliab Hia kingdom... even apeedily 

and at a near time" in the Yitydal -prayer ccmH from the pllra•• 

"May Hia kingdom be revealed and abown to ua even apeedily and 

at a near t1--" by changing the word• !!lltl.fb ve•ttJEfeh •lfmu 
to the word ve-yN9likh and not the contrary. IifHleh 1a derived 

from laaiab 40:5, "And the glory of God aball be revealed and 

.... ahall ••••" &ecau•• of thi• evidence JCarl conclude• tnat 

the Aramaic version of the .Kaddiab ia later tnan th• other t\WO 

veraion• ( 35). 
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frofe■aor Saaael lCrau.H begin■ bl■ ... q OD tbe Jtaddl■b bJ 

atatiDg that tb• popular, conteaporuy noti.on■ reaard1.na Cbe 

laddi■b bear no aim11arlt1•• to tbo■e held during tbe period of 

th• Talmud and Kidra■h. ID tb• latter vorka cbere 1• no MDtloo 

of an orphan•• laddl■h nor 1■ Cher• &D'f coanec:tion of the IC.ad• 

di■h wltb burial or Vieh ■ou.1■ of the dep&reed. the word Kaddish, 

•• • tecbDi.cal tera, doe■ not appear in tb• Talmud. lt i■ olniou• 

that it• derivation le Aramaic and ba• i:be •- -•1.na •• Cbe 

Hebrew word KIM:&• Thi■ word le fOIIDd tbree tlaa• 1D Cbe 

K•4Mtbtb 4•-IMH• nwly, Ke!!efh, Kt92fb, Kt11"M He•i EltYAAf 
plo kol hf·HtU kf-voclo. lt VH rendered in Cbe .\rwi.c .. 

~di.eh ••• laddl■h ••• ICAddi.ab... lt i■ atated in Sot■b 49b 

that the world re■c■ upon two liturgical practice■: 1. the 

¥,edu@ab d•-§i4tt and 2. tbe Y.s.g, of the ♦EMMS di■couree. 

Pram the word■ found in Sotab w mey infer Hveral tb1Dge of 

botb a poeltlv• and a negative nature, namely, 1. th• language 

of the 4,fdypbfh df•Sj.dra and the LL&• le .rwlc; 2. there 

1• non~ other than x,s.R. for the r••poa•• to tlw ♦1•19:ic 

dlecour■e; 3. th• wording of on• re■embl•• tbat of the other, 

and 4. in ae aich a■ it vaa dHl.gnated H Je3el• 4t+•1td•5t. 
we gain an inaight to iu nature, namely, U\at it followed an 

Mlld\S dlecou.ne. 

Th• vi.ev l• generally held that th• ICaddlab wa■ written in 

Aruiei.c, ■o chat even th• u.ntutored would be able to u.nd•r•tand 
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l.t. lreu•• doe• not accept thil view and be raiH■ the cru••t1aa 

that if Chia VH th• ceH why va■ not the Rermfb IHI vrl.1:ten 

in At'Wico H• reject■ th• ergumnt that een• 11£9 VH 

compo■ed when Hebrew we■ the vernacular, becau•• Ar ... ic va• 
already the •poken language. In thb connection ICreuH aau• 
th• point thet the ICaddillh 1• not a prayer vitb pl••• to Qocl • 

lt 1a ooly • concluding utterance, an addendum, at th• end of 

an in•truction period for tb• people. lt vaa coapoaed to pra1H 

the Creetor and to •anctt.fy Kil N.- pubUcl:,. Ir••• deduc•• 

tbi• fro•• •entence l.n th• K&ddi■b itHlf, nwl:,, lt1J$ ju 

l•-exl.f PHI kol birJ5bttt ;n-phireca tMfhbt .. 51 Y!·P•~•t•• 
th• K&ddi■b va■ •o forailated •• to heap up peat.a•• to God and 

not to heap up prayer• to Him. for there b no hint of prayer 

l.n th• laddt.■b (1). 

According to modem •cholera tb• 99WH b epproprt.at• for 
• 

the ending of an +,5adic diacourN, •• it ••• the cu■toe to 

conclude with word• of comfort. tbl.a b Vbat Elbogen call• 

N£•chatologica1· schlu•••N lt 1• • conclu•ioa that r•f•r• to 

th• world to coma. thi• 1• in c01Dpl•t• agreement vi.th th• 

content• of th• Xaddi•b• for many of it• pbra••• allude to 

the id•• of a world to coma, 1°•• l•-•lM yl•fWV IWYI and 

bf-•w di AA atid le-itb•4St yl•fhXtt• lt ••• actually r•-• . 
cited in tbh manner after the •tudy of Midrafh and. Mind$• 
lt 1a to be noted that there t.• no reference in tbia fora of 

the K.addt.•b to Uidduk bf•PIP ( 2 >• 
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Th• idea• regarding God•• greatn••• over all th• natioft• and 

HU killing hWDall be1Ag1 and bringing them back to llf• by bl.a 

Judgment are not foreign to th• aible. In iHkiel 38:23 God 1a 

portrayed H eaying in that far-off day, Hitgtf Uti yt•bif!5•f 'fht1 

and in 0an1e1 2 : 20,.. find i•-bfYtx enc 11-uebe •vve!sb ,an 
•W y-,f •IN (l). th• r•f•rence in Daniel, which b practi• 

call.y identical vi.th XfbtX BWY ltbbfh mevwMb lf•C)M ul• 

•&NY e)NYt, r••UlblH th• pbraHology ln th• 'Iar&\IID X•webe'S 

Gen••i• 4914 X•MY ShfNY lfbblQ •vvetb 1•-owr o\••!n• W• 

find eimilar expre11ion1 in th• tal.md and Mi.dram. ltrau•• 

draws attention to the rat:her important: fact that I.a.la&• wa1 

never intended a• a eupplication to God but va• an utterance of 

praiH to Him in connection with an t,&gfdic dbcour ... 

According t:o Albog•n people frequently recited the Kaddiab 

in tbe Hrvic• b•cauH th• .. ntenc• IW \ol b1£4b!ta ve-1birat:a 

ty1hb•b•S• v•-n•~•mata ··••d to eugg••t prayer. lt• direct 

•••ociation with mou.rning va• due to Che ••cbatological id•a 

contained vi.thin th• word P$Wft• 

'1-au11 di•aar••• with ~lbogen, for tba pbra1e lf•tJlf a1n 
kol tHlotf b not to be found in that 1entenc• and tb• men 

mention of the revival of the dead doe• not neceHarily lead 

to thought• of mourni.n&• '1-au11 1 evidence for ebb b the 

••cond benediction of th• ibeaon•b ••r• vbicb cl .. rl.y etat•• 

that Uod 11vill faithfully revive th• dead" and concl\lde1 vicb 



tu public declaration •ll••Hd art Thou o Lord llbo ~w•t 

Che dead.• Thi• benedl.ction vu not uprooted fr• it• place to 

.. rve a• a coafort for aournera. KrauH .. 1ntaln• that 1:ba Jtad­

dilh bee.- .-rt of 1:he aervice becau•• the .-ttem of .Jeviab 

pra1•r ie two-fold , DaMly, aupplicacory pr-,,er ad tb• readi.D& 

of 1:M Torah. Qlce 11: 1a realised tbac the rNding of 1:ba Torah 

1• an inCegral part of tbe worahip, then • diacour•• in tba ver­

nacular ••• called for. Tbb Mllf\c diecourH •a• followd by 

th• at.ddiah. Tb• encire Hrvl.c• ••• • learning pc-oceH ad 

Sb•r• ••• no divieion becwen the reading of the Torah, tba 

Mse:43:s diecour•• and Cb• prayer proper, juat aa there la DO 

diatinctloo in eHenca becwen Ch• synagogue and the bOUN of 

■tudy. Tbb baa remained the pattern of .Jeviab prayer to tbl.a 

day. By it• frequent occurrence in the Mrvl.c• the x.ddiab vae 

lhortene4 and it acquired th• nuaH KeM\eb fd-lf·txlf• Ktf1iph 

liiaa, J•f!!ifh kHH and Hat&l KeM! eb· 
• 

Krw•• now atteapta co offer euu••ti.oa• •• to the rea•oo• 

11by there la a Qddiph 4•-lfbhfQF - ·an Orpbaa! K.addiah and • 

Mow:nera• K.addU.b. Tb• aoumer, according to Krauaa, bad 

Nm&ined in hia boae durin& l&lm and could not •tar tbe bouH 

of atudy to recite or even liaten to the JN!flfh 4t·lfh!ltenen­
Not being able to perform thi• MHYM diatreeHd bla. ADd ao 

th• cuatoe aro•• to recite th• 1'.addiah vitb feeling and ea;ba•i• 

in th• bou•• of tb• mourner to ligbc• bu aufferingGand giw 

bia coafort. the texc ••• cbanaed aoanbat by reao.ing the 
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reference to aabbtpp .. th• bouae of ■tudy ad the Ms:14!& 41•­

cour••· lt ••• thu■ ■hortened to what va now lalov •• the Orphan■' 

laddiab (or 5fdcU,fb Na•ar) becauae it COD■titut•• • red-ptian 

that come• to the decaaaed througb the mourner, partlcularl.y to 

a father tbrougb bla ■an. Thi• ia an atan...at for tbe ■oul of 

th• deceaaed. There are tboa• ao maintain tbat the Kaddi■b, 

a■ an in■truaent of redeaptlan, ia a verbal eapreaai.OD of tba 

pa■•aa• 6Pl MPIEft Pt(fho f ounct in lidduabin 31b. 

Many people are of tb• opinion, according to Krau••• tbat 

the aourc• of the Orphan•• ~di.ah ia found in tb• atory of 

Rabbi Akiba I a encounter with tba woodchopper. 1n thia Mi.clraab 

a man la condemned to Gahinnom and ia r•d•emad only men Rabbi 

Akiba taught th• man•• aon th• BfF!ldW (4). 

Lout.a Ginsberg maintain• that th• MESH! aav in thi■ atory 
• 

the origin of th• orphan•• xaddiab, but be point■ out there la 

no mention of th• Kaddiab, only l&•Jshv• Krau•• tu.a iaaue 

With Ginsberg• a citation from the Sifre (IM+ftpy)s •n lhy 

M9P•i •&• bayy f!:od•l 1••1!9btYPY· Rabbi Jo•• aaya, 1Bov do 

wa know tbat 1n the aynagogu• vben • paraan r•clt•• BfE!khu et 

6499ai hwvorakb. tho•• preaent abould reapand larukb 649Pfi 
b•mevorfkh 1•-olam va-•d t B•cau•• of the ver•• gs. Shem 649P1i 

•kt haw god•l l••i!ebtffi•••• 

Ginsberg ia of tb• opinion tbat tbia lfF!ldN refen to Cba 
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peraon called to the Torah and not to tbe Cantor. Kr••• 4i•• 

aar•••• atating that the pa■■ag• from sure malt•• no epecUic 

•ntion of ,org ba-Torab but rather indicate• that it appU.ea 

to th• prayer service (5). We find in Sifre (ibl.d. ), "Where 

dove learn that after l.d.t.A• 1a recited tbe congregation r•­

apond• with i,-01,e ul-e)m eJtele' rrom th• verH gt lbt• 

6499•\ •kf• hfw 1odfl 1,-11obfmv•" it 1a po■■ible, that 

•inc• Sifre ia a reliable ancient aource, thia order of tbe 

recitation and reaponae waa a cuatom which 1• no longer obaerved. 

The change in our ••rvic• however ia aligbt, for the congrega­

tion repUH vi.th tbe complete aentenc• XtblY fbeffl Brh!Ml 
evuakh l•-•lte yl-al.may •)!fYft• Thia parall•l• the reaponae 

lf-olam va-ed to the recitation of lff'!kh 649Ptl, bt-•vore1m 

or to the reapon•• le-olp va-ed to th• pbraae Bl£Ukh Shem 

kfvod e:J Jf!wto. 

Tb• Al Hakol. ac:c:ording to Xrau••• 1a a type of lC.addiab. 

li• maintain• that 41 bfl52l Y1:'Fle4tl • • • x\tetflY • • • 899 abel 

melekh meuw,x ha-e,Jekb\e ha-Kfdoah barn)ch Hu parallel• X,1,1, 

@1-0J:te95 mebfra b9-o1e btffh Y!·ht-0 1M bfba para11e1a ll.:. 

&lam ul-e)'PIY •&aex• ~ kirtaogo reae■ble• dl-•L!:t dl•W[f 

)Jhlrutty. 

Xrau■■ 1a of the opinion tbat tbe Al Ht!591 vaa vritta in a 

atyl• enabling the cantor to recite one aentmce and the coa­

&r•gation to reapond with the aecond. 1.ater, lrau■■ cODttma.a, 

the congregation grew laay and th• prayer waa no lCll\ger recltad 
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lD accordance with the intention■ of the author. However, there 

ia nothing preaent 1n the 41 ff•!59l which would ••bl• ua to und•r­

atand bow it could have becoma the Orpbana• Kaddiab. 

Krau•• relate■ a cuatom mentioned in Ma•••kh•t Soferim, n ... l.y, 

that th• bddiab vaa not recited by a aou.rner but by the lh•U eb 
• 

Tfibbur. After the Jeruaalem Temple waa deatroyed it vaa decided 

that bridegrooma and mourner■ ahould come to the aynagogua to en­

able th• ccmgregation to perform act• of lovlngklndn•••• After 

th• Cantor finiahed the tu•ff ••rvic• of the Sabbath he pronounced 

a benediction over the mourner■ and then recited the K.addlab. 

However the word• b•••JN de-atid l••bfd51 were not mantianed • 
• 

The redemption of a aoul through th• recitation of th• Kaddiah 

1• baaed upon the utterance of the word 6illa• Thia word 1ndicatea 

a keeping of religioua faith and an acceptance of the yoke of th• 

kingdom of heaven ( 6). So aucb 1• implied 1n thia word, and yet 

it 1• aimple enough to be recited by the ••ll••t child. 

Tb• Orphan•• Jtaddiab, when recited •• aympatbetic magic, can­

not redeem a aoul. It ahould be ••id •• • requeat or aupplica­

tion. 

Krauaa conclud•• by atating that it ia not proper to make of 

Judaiaa a cult of tbe dead and to place reverence for our an• 

ceatora above all el••• According to the true apir1t of our 
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reU.gion the aynagogue ■hould be a place of aong and pral•• to 

God. OUr early •as•• ■poke of the joy of fulf llllna th• fd,tgpt 

and wherever po■■ibl• they removed from coamm.111 life ■adn••• 

and mourning releg.ating them only to the homa of the lndlvidual. 

ivelyn Garfiel 1n her book "The Servl.ce of the Heart - A 

Guide to the Jewi■h Prayer Book", expre■■e■ her indebtedne■■ to 

iTofeuor Shalom Spiegel for hi• guidance •in helping to unravel 

the many intertwining atranda 1n the hiatory of the Kaddlah.• (7) 

She ■tatea that originally the Kaddiah va■ a hymn to the 

greatne■a and holin••• of God•• Name, recited after an ♦ssfdic 

diacour■e or at the cloae of a aervice. 

The author trace■ the evolution of the Kaddiab from a re■pcmae 

to an A155adic diacour•• to a mourner■• prayer. 

The key to the problem, according to the author, 11•• in th• 

tvo-fold idea involved in the lCaddi■h, n ... ly, 1. the central 

role of th• Torah in Jeviah ■pt.ritual life and 2. the great 

worth attached by the Rabbi■ to th• recital of a foz:uula that 

conatituted Qddufb hf•D!fP• Kaddi■h offered auch an opport::uni­

ty, a■ it enabled the congregation to reapond J•l•I• 

At one time, ♦MfCD,c di■courae■ wr• delivered in th• hou•• 
of mourning during th• week after the death of a learned MD u 
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a way of honoring hia IDUIOry; later th• lecture• wre cootlmled 

for an entire year. At the end of each diacow:a• the lecturer 

cloaed with tbe ~di.ah and tboae in the bouH rHponded with 

la1ai• ln 0X'4er not to abalDe anyone, tbla way of honoring th• 

MIDO'Y of th• learned waa extended to include everyone. lt'fhia 

vaa perhapa the beginning of the auociatiaa of the Kaddlab vUb 

payi.ng reapect tot th• IMIIIOry of the dead.• (8) 

Garfi•l cit•• a Hi.draab to indicate th• develos--nt of the 

K.addlab. When a father dlea, aaya tb• Hi.draab, bi.a influence 

live• on in bia aon, and by looking at th• aaa on• can d•t•rain• 

what manner of man the father waa. 1f h• recite• aoaia Torah be 

learned from hi• father, be thereby bonora bi.a father•• __,ry. 

After thia diacuuion of Torab he would recite the Kaddiab and 

tho•• preaent would reapond X...W• In th• courae of ct.ma tb• 

cuatam of atudying Torab in honor of th• dead diaappeared, and 

only the ncitation of tb• K.addlah by the orphaned aoa remained 

aa an expreaaioa of bi.a reapect. By tbe recitation of the ~­

di.ah th• aon vaa able co fulfill th• SHYM of J.iddufb hf•Mhfe• 
And ao Vban the aon recit•• K.addiah ha cauNa God•• N ... to be 

1anctified by the congregation, and he tbua ncall• to bimaelf 

and to otb•r• the father who taught bi.a Torah and 5ttyot (9). 

Garfiel inform ua Chet tbe firat mantion of the Kaddiab aa 

a Mourner•• prayer la found in the HtblRE Vitry. 13th century • 
• 

le 1a therefore called th• Orpban•' K.eddiah, whl.cb aarka it .. 
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• relatlvely lat• lnatltutlao. ln the Mlddl• ASH lt galned a 

atrOiDI hold on the people, and bee.- completely a prqer for 

tb• dead. "Thi■ vaa no doubt 1n pan due to the fact that 

•aa•• for the ■oul■ of tb• departed were ■o aach part of the 

rellglon of the people around them and that Judal• had no 

equlvalent lnatltutlan.N (10) 

Th• Rabble ■truggled agaln■t th• popular idea that the JC.ad• 

diab po■H■■ed ■om■ lnterceaalanary value to th• dead. l.abbl 

Abrahaa Hurvlta, 16th century, wrote •t.t tb• ■001.: uep a par­

tlcular Mittyah which hla father '"OffllltMed hia to hold to and 

if he curl•• it out, it 1a accounted 1110r• than the K.addlah. 

The eame la tru• al■o of daughter■• ror th• Kaddl■h la not a 

prayer that the ■on ■hould Hy for th• father before God that 

He may ralH him from Sheol but it la •rlt ••• for the (n ... 

of) th• dead When hla ■on eanctiflH the N.- and (cauHa) 

tbe congregation ~o rHpond after blm, WP, x,s,1., t 11~ 

May hl• great Name be bl•••ed forever and ever.• (11) 

Rabbl Shemaryabu Leib Hurvlt&, 1n bla popular vorlt •Safer 

l:lakadleb• deale vlth tb• orlgln, development, algnlflcance, 

etyle ae well ae th• different ver■lone, law■ and cu■tom■ of 

Followlng ar• the t~• that are d .. lt vltb: 

1. Tb• laddleh 1n l■ra•l 



2. Th• lfddifh Shalem 

3. Deep Thought■ Contained in the Kaddillb 

4. the orphan■• ~di■h 

5. The Language of Che Kaddiab and lt■ Source 

6. The Boline■■ of the Kaddiab 

7 • Allu■ion• to the Kaddi■h in the Torah 

8. Kaddi■h of the H1gb Holy Day■ 

9. T~• Congregation and the Kaddiah 

10. Rendition• of the 1'add1ah 

11. ifddiah de-Rabbpan 

12. The K.addiah of the Sh•l~ Taibbur 

13. the Kaddish of the Deceaaed 

14. the origin• of the 1'addi■h 

15. Storie■ Relating to the K.addi■h 

16. i(.addiah of the Yabrzeit 

17. Cuatoma and Law• Relating to th• K.addiab 

18~ Melodie■ of the 1'.addiah 

19. Law■ Relating to the orphan•' Kaddi■b 

20. Kaddiah in the Vernacular ( 12). 

30 
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Rabbi David de Sola fool, in agrffMllt with Zlms, abowa that 

tb• JUddiah WH originally reel.tad at the concluaioa of an ♦lffdic 

diacour .. and tbat thil pr•er contained no reference to th• dead. 

Unli.P Zvi ~1. Pool arguH that th• Yitaf4al puagrapb toa•th­

er with 1&1.1.l• in their prHent wordil\a c.- into uH at cm• and 

the aame time. 1n order to prove thia and to date th••• firat 

two puagrapba he utiU.aH ••veral K14Eaabia Which mau reference 

to the recitation of th••• ••ctiona (1). 

Citing • Kidrafh in Cl.ch • lat Kel ..... to Rabbi Jo•• b. 

Halafta, iool dat•• the Kaddilh iD the 2nd century C .1 • While 

it 1a true that the word• la.I.a&• are mantionad, Chia uaage of 

tbe Kidraah i.a1.-c1iatel,y po Ha the quHticm; •>" not a late 

Midrafh contain material that 1a older than th• date of iu re­

daction I Dr. Martin A. Oohe.n cautioau th• hiatorian 1D th• 

determination of the validity of a text by atating that be imat 

beware of the "beU.•f that paHag•• cOIIDitted to writing at a 

late date cannot contain uteri.al aa early a• the time of th• 

event• which they narrate." (2). Moreover there 1• no r•f•r• 

•nee to Yitgf4al in thi• Midraah. In hi• dating of th• YitgadaJ. 

Pool cit•• a legend apecificallY atcributed to ll•ab Lakiab of 

the 3rd century c.i.. (3). thia legend, in cl.ch zerubbabel b. 

Sb•&ltiel c loaH hb Wtdic addreH and aaya "Yitgf4al v.•­
.tlt:15td•fh" 1 .. vH no doubt that by the 3rd century C.E. the 

lit&adal wa• recited at th• concluaion of an ♦:re"\c diacou.rN. 

However, w have no proof that th• Yitpdal motivated the red.t-
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1ng of 1.a.l.a&• Tb• only r••pon•• manti.oned in 1:1118 1,-c:ift.c 

legend ii 6ilfa• AU Gbat Pool ba• r-lly proved 1• tb~t tbe 

);i~,edfl WH recited H early a1 the 3rd ceotw:y C ••. Hie U• 

gulllNltl for tb• date of LLI.•• and for an orgut.c cocmectl.cm 

betwen the Jit&fdal and X•l•I• are not coovinci.Dg. 

He al•o maintain• tbat tb• ~iab waa written in u ... t.c 

ud tbat easy Hebrew vereion• an later t~ th• origlllal Ar ... i.c. 

concerning Ytbtx Ihm hf·Gfd0 1 avor•kb i•-eJee u1-2J¥Y rJen1e 
Wbicb 1• found in icclaeiaetH llabbeb9 Pool ••Y• •tbil caDDot 

be urged' a■ • proof of tba exiltenc• of tbe K.adduh in a Hebrew 

vereion." (4). Whil• z.unz, Rapoport end Bacher date tbe aboVe 

in tbe 10th century C .,; • , fool arsu•• tbat •thi• date ••• 1e prob• 

ably far too lat•, it being perhap■ tbet of tbe copyilt, Uld 

tb• compiletion of tb• tu4ra1b ebould perbap• be aHigDed to 

the 5tb or 6th century." (5). Again Dr• Cohen'• adaonition 

nHd■ to b• recalled, nemel.Y, that tbi■ material may be aach 

earlier tben tb• Midftfb• 

the ♦l Hfkol "l'fdd1fh", written in Hebrew, b accordi.Dg to 

iool a a.ach later vereion of th• Kaddiab end 1• • ~•11•1 to 

the original Aramaic (6). 

Concerning the poe■ibility of Chri■tien autborabip of Jewiab 

pr~•re Pool claim■ tbat tbe Kaddiab reflecte an early iHenic: 

influence. A• for tbe Peterno•t•r tbie ba abov• 1• predated bJ 
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1n r••PGD•• Dr. Haa L. Hargolb contend• "W• mov 

preciou• little about th• EHenH; and llby ve abould be caapelled 

to go outside th• Min body of Judaua for all tbat b bigb. and 

lofty and apiritual in the d•velopaant of Jeviab worablp 11 fail 

to underataad. 11 . (7) 

Zvi K.arl•• contention that tb• fir•t tvo paragraph• of tb• 

laddiab ver• originally two Hparate Npra:,•r•• aake• •en•• in 

view of tb• evidence be adduc:H (8). ror •xaap1' the tel.aid 

(Berakbot 3a) doe• • .._ to auggHt tbat "Xelel• vaa reciC.d in 

tbe temple at • t 1- wben Yitydal bad not yet been coapoaed." 

(9). Tbu• K.arl givH an earlier date to l.J.J.• than Pool, 

recognising in tbe above baraita material wicb ia aach older 

than the btff\tl itHlf. In tbia be above a ••dtivlty to tbe 

problem of dating, carefully analysing and evaluating each of 

hia aourcea. Hie analyaia leave• no doubt that Ch• ~• vaa 

an ancient reaponH to the Wfl5b11 , and va• ••t ••id• and r•• 

.. rved apecifically for the K.addiab (10). 

Moreover, be 1• firmly convinced that tbe Hebrew 1a older 

than the kwic, devoting the bUlk of hia book to tb• Al ""'91 

"lfdeabim. " ( 11). 

Of the two vereion• of the Al H•J5ol 11Jaddiab11
, nwly, that 

faand in Maaaekhet soferi.m and tbat of Seder Rav Amraa Gaon, 

K.arl prove• rather convineingl.y that the cm• found in Seder 
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&av Amram Gaon 1a nothing more than a coamentary upon the 

ieduabah of the 6aldfh. He offers ample evidence, but would 

have aaved the reader 1111cb tlllle and made hie point with greater 

cogency had be tabulated his finding• and preHnted tbem in 

chart fora. tbia, however, in no way detract• from tbe valid- 1 

ity of hi.a argument,. 

!Carl makes no attempt to explain. every aapect of the ICaddiah, 

•• for example, why the older Y .s.a. follow• Yit5t9:•l in the 

service. lt waa 1.d.:l• whllm vaa recited after tb• i55adi.c di•­

cour .. , but when thia waa mrged with Yit5edal they ver• reciud 

•• one reaponae. 

He offer• a detailed deacr1ption of the develosia-nt of the 

var1oua Kfdeahim. ay citing a reference in HaHekhet Soferim, 

.he aubatantiatea an opinion of Rabbi EUezer of Worma, namely, 

that preference was given to tbe orphan boy in the recitation of 

the Kaddiah, for in this way he could redeem hie father from 

Qebinnom ( 12). Every detail ia thu• dOCWllltnted. 

The question of which of tbe two Al Hakol "KfdHhim" 18 

older ia answered by a careful comparison of both text,. 1'.arl 

conclude• that the veraion in Kaaaekhet Soferim ia the later of 

the two. 

Such emphaaia upon the tril Hakol "K.adeahia" ia invaluable .... 
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for an underatand1ng of th• evolution of th• X&ddiab. 

~1, in bi■ lengthy explanation regarding th• X&ddi■b a• a 

coiaantary on the led'-'ebW, doea not mention th• reaaona for 

tb• inaertion of th• Bl!!ll into the Jdvtbeb• Howver, thi• 

1■ mor• than capably dealt with by Jacob Hann in the Hebrew 

Union Coll•&• Annual: 

•Th1• inHr1:ion of lbHlll into the g~fhth formed th• 
■ubject of a di■cu■~already in i early Gaca1c 
period. Rabbi Yebudai, Gaon of Sura (c. 760 C .i.) i■ 
th• euli••t authority mentioned who traced it to a 
perHcution in fale■tin• in the courff of wbl.c:h botb 
th• &!ea and th• daily Ieffillfh were proecribed by 
the governaant. Th• Jeva were only peraitted to aa­
aemble in their synagogue• on Sabbath morning to 
recite and to intone the Sabbath tetd~ with th• -tim connected therewith. A• a auterfuge the 

va• inffrted into ta Ktduebeb, via. the 
would intone the begimliAg and the end of 

in euch a manner aa not to be noticeable 
ficiala watching th• ••rvic••" (13). 

Iba in■ertion of Hy Elohaynu, Hu Ayipu, Hu Malkaypu, !!:.. 

UM Moahlaypu waa no doubt a polemical empbaai■ again■t Chri■-

tianity (14). 

Thia paragraph of th• Kfdv•beb concludH with th• word■ 6A1 

6499ai Elohaykhem thu■ fulfilling th• requirwnta of th• reci­

tation of the i!!!a• 

Like Karl, Profeuor saau•l lu:'auH maintain• that the Hebrew 

veraion of th8 1'.&ddiah 1a th• earlier. He reject■ the id .. tba 
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Cb• ~diab waa or1ginall,y written in Ar ... ic ao that even tbe 

untutored could undentand it• baaiDg hia erguaant on tb• fact 

Chat tb• lben• llitft waa written in Hebrew at a tima VMn 

Aramaic waa the vernacular. There 1a a logical conaiatency 

and detailed analyaia in 1'arl and xrauaa 'Illich oae aiHH in 

the tbeori&ing of Pool. 

xrauaa•explanation concerning tb• origin of the Orphan•' 

~ddiah, while perfect 1Y logical, omiu a crucial point. H• 

ltatH tbat during tb• period of Shivy. th• mourner could not 

enter tb• houa• of acudy "to recite or even liaten to the 

Kfddiah d• Rabb1P1D•" A■• reault, people want to tb• bame 

of the mourner to recite thia X..ddiab, thereby giving hia 

cc.fort. Sub1equent1Y, the text waa c:hang .. , removing r•f• 

erencH to R.abblQM• th• houH of atudy • and th• Wfdic dia­

c~... But xrauaa fail• to a■k llby they dl.d not atudy in th• 

houae of th• mourner, ao tbat tb• Kfddiph df B.abbfp-p could be 

recited. Hed th• prior acudy diaappeared by thia timaT 

Th• 41 Ht!521 according to Krauaa, b a type of ICaddiah and 

he ahowa parallel• betwaen it and Y1S1ll1 ln hia attempt to 

■how that the ,1 1Jei,9l w .. written in th• form of • rHponaiv• 

reeding which enabled tb• cantor to recite on• NDtenc• and 

the congregation to reaponcl with tbe ••cond, xrau•• ■tatea 

that 1n the courH of tiJDa th• congregation grew lasy and tb• 

prayer waa not recited in accordance with tb• intentiona of the 
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author. We are not told 'llben or llb:, the congregatioa ar- las:, 

and th• author doea not inform ua of any other prayer• 11bar• 

tb• congregatioa reacted in a alaU.ar way • 

~• of the main probleu encountered in Dr. Evelyn aarfi•l' • 

book 1a that it ii iapoHibl• to know vbat materi.al ii here and 

what ia ProfeHor Shalom lpieg•l'• (15). 

Moreover, although ah• wrote thia b~ pdmaril:, for high 

acbool atudenta, there ia atill a noticeable abaenc• of foot­

note• and citatioaa in the ••ctian pertaining to the l.eddiah. 

Garfi•l expand• the explanation of kaun regarding the 

evolution of the Kaddiah from a prayer concluding an Mffdk 

di■courH to the preHnt Orphan•• Kaddbh. In her view, Mffdic 

diacour••• took place in th• bouH of 1110UrDera during th• welt 

after the death of a learned man, a• a way of honoring hi• mem­

ory. Subaequently the•• lecture• v.re continued for an entire 

year. At the concluaion of each diacour••• th• lecturer cloaed 

with the laddbh and thoH preaent reaponded with Y.s.g. •But 

in order not to ati.m anyone , thia way of honoring the memory 

of the learned waa extended to include everycn••" (16~ Thia 

according to Garfiel, waa th• origin of th• Kaddiah a• a mourner•• 

prayer. 

She utiU.n• • Ml.drafb to aupport her argument concenalna 
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tb• iJDportance of the two-fold idea involved in the Kaddiab, 

namelY, 1. the central role of the Torah in Jeviab apiritual 

life and 2. the great worth attached by th• Rabbi• to the 

recital of a formla that canatituted liddum M•R!lll (17 ). 

Tbia Mi.dram explain•, according to Garfiel, the appearance 

of tbe Houmer•• kaddiah, for with the disappearance of the 

atudY of Torah in the houae of the mourner the lCaddiah w .. 

retained. 

Garfiel concludH by citing Rabbinic injunction• againat 

a pop.,.lar idea that the Kaddiah wa• of aome interceHionary 

value to the dead (18). 
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