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Preface

You hold in your hands yet another Pesach kuntress, an expanded one
bs’d.

This year’s edition includes several special features. These include a
chapter from a new Sefer by Rabbi Nesanel Kasnett on page 87; my
good friend and long-time ArtScroll colleague has graciously allowed us
to include this chapter in our kuntress. | was surprised and touched by a
joint effort of the Kehillah in recording some of the things they have
gained at BMR. This piece, in our Kabbalas HaTorah section on page
117, is presented without my input; many thanks to Label Cooper for
organizing it.

We again celebrated many Bar Mitzvahs this year, and we are fortunate
to have contributions from the Bar Mitzvah Bachurim in a special section
beginning on p. 120. This is followed by a new section this year,
Navigating the Chinuch System, which includes much input from inside
and out of our Kehillah. I hope this section help us appreciate and utilize
the tremendous Mosdos HaChinuch we have in our community.

Finally, I have included in the Hebrew section at the end of this kuntress
a peirush on a selection of the Ramchal’s Derech Eitz HaChaim, which
we are currently learning in our chaburos; this piece gives insight into
the proper appreciation of the Torah. And it is with great pleasure that
the Hebrew section concludes with a peirush on the Rambam’s Hil.
Chametz U’Matzah, by a familiar name to our Kehillah, R> Shmuel
Chaim Naiman. This is part of his Giznei HaMelech, in which he offers a
new commentary on the Rambam’s Yad HaChazakah We wish him
hatzlachah in this endeavor, together with his other projects.

Our annual final word about the bulk of the divrei Torah in this kuntress.
The goal was not to create an original chidush, although there are many
here. The assignment was to pick a dvar Torah that resonated in one’s
mind and heart, which he felt was worth sharing with his fellow



members of the tzibbur. You, the reader, will therefore find a diverse
selection of topics, but all written from the heart, each composed with the
conviction that his words are worth writing and sharing with others.

I will close with a thank you to the members of the maareches who were
indispensible in producing this work: R’ Chaim Sugar, R Moshe Rock,
and R’ Michoel Keidar. Thank you to Avi Dear for producing the
beautiful new cover. Thanks also to the generous sponsors who made the
printing possible.

A final thank you is due to my eishess chayil, the Rebbetzin, who
allowed me to spend even more time away from my family duties to
work on this kuntress.

Each year I express the wish that we all be zocheh to produce another
kutnress next year, in Eretz Yisrael, with the coming of the Mashiach,
TR 1A 77Tm2. We have produced another kuntress, but sadly we are
still in galus. May this year be the end of our long galus, and may we be
speedily redeemed with the geulah sheleimabh.

Abba Zvi Naiman
Adar I1 5776
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Section I: Galus Mitzrayim

Tolerance in Our Communities
Jeff Silverberg '

Yosef HaTzaddik had a lot on his plate as the viceroy of Egypt, the most
powerful country on earth. There were to be seven years of enormous
plenty, followed by seven years of terrible famine. Yosef had to arrange
for the storage of an unfathomable amount of grain, to supervise the
transfer of almost all privately owned land to the throne, and to set up an
arrangement of sharecropping to enrich Pharaoh’s coffers while
providing sustenance to his subjects. The Torah explains this in great
detail so we can understand how the stage was set for the arrival of
Yosef’s family to Egypt.

But the Torah does not stop there. It relates further how as the famine in
Egypt intensified Yosef ordered the residents of every Egyptian city to
move to another city (Vayigash 47:21). Rashi there explains that he did
this in order to solidify the power of the Egyptian monarchy for the
trying times ahead. But why do we need to know Yosef’s methods in
strengthening his rule? Rashi answers that Yosef had an ulterior motive
in this maneuver. That was in order to make the native Egyptians
“strangers in a strange land,” just as his family was. He wanted to
remove any social embarrassment from his brothers by preventing any
native Egyptians from calling them exiles. Accordingly, this effort
teaches us another admiral decision of Yosef. He wanted his family
members to be comfortable with the natives of the land (although of
course while maintaining their identity through maintaining their names,
clothing styles, and language).

! Editor’s note: We are reprinting this piece from our first kuntress in response
to an incident this past year where a public performance was widely viewed as
inconsistent with the values of tolerance espoused by our community. However,
this in no way condones the racial crime that our community has recently
suffered, and we empathize with the innocent victims of the violence and theft.
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The Baltimore Jewish community, thank G-d, is notable and renowned
for its genuine achdus. The mutual respect that our rabbanim have for
each other, the participation of leaders with different outlooks in
community events, and the mixed attendance of different groups in all
kinds of shuls, all demonstrate this achdus.

This is a wonderful berachah. However, 1 believe that we must also be
tolerant of other Jews who are not as observant, towards our fellow
citizens who are not of our faith, and particularly of those who are not of
our color. My goal in this essay is to argue that tolerance, not just for
other observant Jews, but for all Jews, and indeed for all people, is
imperative.

The Gemara (7Taanis 20a-20b) relates in great detail a story about the
Tanna R’ Eliezer ben Shimon. One day he was enjoying a ride along the
bank of a river feeling quite proud of himself for his great Torah learning.
An unattractive man approached and greeted him. But R’ Eliezer did not
return the greeting, and instead asked him, “Empty one, are all the people
of your town as ugly as you?” The man answered, “I’m not sure. Why
don’t you ask the Craftsman who made me why He created such an ugly
vessel?” Immediately, R’ Eliezer realized that he had committed a wrong
and begged the man for forgiveness. The man refused unless R’ Eliezer
agreed to ask HaShem what His purpose was in creating such an
unattractive person. R’ Eliezer followed the man back to the city, where
the townspeople greeted their rabbi with great respect. “Who are you
calling ‘Rebbi, Rebbi’?” the man asked. “The one who is walking behind
you,” the townspeople answered. “There is no rabbi like him in Israel.
Why do you ask?” After the man explained what R’ Eliezer had done,
the people urged him to forgive him for he was a great Torah sage. The
man agreed to grant forgiveness for the people’s sake, but only on the
condition that R’ Eliezer pledge never to act in this manner again.
Immediately R’ Eliezer agreed and taught the people that they should be
“flexible as reeds, and not hard as cedars.” Tosafos write that the
unattractive man was Eliyahu HaNavi, sent to earth to arrange that R’
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Eliezer correct this character defect. We see from here that proper
behavior is not defined solely by Torah knowledge. In fact, the story
proves that Torah learning is not enough by itself. Tolerance is also a
requirement of proper conduct.

It is interesting that the Gemara does not reveal whether R’ Eliezer
believed that the unattractive man was Jewish. Perhaps not; it’s not clear
from the text. It is reasonable to say that this ambiguity teaches us
another lesson: Tolerance isn’t just required for other Jews, but for every
person. A lack of tolerance, warrants a visit from Eliyahu HaNavi.

Another Gemara (Berachos 17a) informs us that it was said of Rabban
Yochanan ben Zakkai that no one in the marketplace ever greeted him
before he greeted them, even non—Jews. Never! Imagine! This tzaddik
was a Tanna and the leader of the Jewish people. It is safe to say that he
was a very busy man. But he took the time to say hello to all those that
he passed, to all neighbors, and to all strangers at the store. He greeted all
non-Jews as well as all Jews. Then, should we ignore those whom we
pass on the street and fall prey to bigotry? I will cite three examples that
I find egregious, all from my own experience.

e Many of us will remember the awful story of a woman in South
Carolina who committed an unspeakable crime against members
of her own family. Rabbi Tzvi Hersh Weinreb, shlit”a, was the
rabbi of Congregation Shomrei Emunah at the time this incident
took place. He wondered that week at shalosh seudos how a
mother could harm her own children. After offering some
explanation, he stressed that it was important to remember that
the worst murderer while detestable, the worst terrorist while it
might be a mitzvah to kill him, was still betzelem Elokim, created
in the Image of G-d. “Not the n s,” said the man sitting
next to in a low but certain voice, and then repeated his words a
second time. Is such an attitude a fulfillment of ratzon HaShem,
the Will of G-d? Should not we, of all peoples in the world,
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comprehend and abhor the ultimate danger and consequences of
such dehumanization?

e Some time ago I was often in a yeshiva bais hamedrash. After
one of the boys used the word “shvartza” and 1 objected, I
became engaged in conversation with groups of young men on
this topic. It was my experience that almost all of them were
incredulous that I found the word objectionable and that I did not
accept their casual putdowns of black people. I was even asked
once why I didn’t know that Cham and his descendants were
cursed. I asked the boys which of the monei hamitzvos count the
fulfillment of this curse as one of our 613 obligations. They
could not show me any source, but it was clear that to some of
them casual bigotry was acceptable. But how could they find it
so easy and attractive to use demeaning terms towards blacks? It
is true that the word “shvartza” means “black.” But in 5772 it is
less than honest to contend that it is not, by its very nature, a
derogatory term, even without insulting adjectives attached. Any
of us under seventy who did not grow up in a home where
Yiddish was the primary language have no business using this
word. The use of such language demeans us much more than
those to whom it is directed.

e [ have often witnessed the use of bigotry — sometimes real,
sometimes feigned — by those who wish to avoid serving as a
juror in a trial. Jury duty can be inconvenient and it is only fair
to the system that prospective jurors answer truthfully. But is it
really proper for an observant Jew to stand in a filled Baltimore
courtroom and unashamedly make known his racial prejudice?
Does convenience justify falsely asserting bigotry in order not to
be selected? How do we feel when others publicly proclaim their
disdain for Jews? Should we not be sensitive to the feelings of
others to our displays of prejudice?

Some might counter that the halachah provides for different treatment of
non—Jews. For example, the Gemara (Sanhedrin 76b) criticizes those
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who return a lost object to an idolater. However, according to most
Poskim, this does not apply if kiddush HaShem will be achieved by the
return of the lost object. Is it not true that greeting everyone beseiver
panim yafos is a virtual guarantee of creating a kiddush HaShem?

There are those who may suggest that our prejudice is justified by the
crime that occurs in our community. I have been told that victims of
crime have an excuse to be prejudiced against an entire group if some
members of that group have wronged them. But is this really so? Victims
of a crime might certainly be expected to have a strong negative reaction
to the actual criminals who personally harmed them. Every individual is
created betzelem Elokim. How can it then follow that the actions of one
of more members of a group justify bigotry against the entire group? Try
that logic in reverse. Does the fact that a certain Jewish money manager
ran a Ponzi scheme that defrauded his clients of untold millions of
dollars, greatly damaging their lives in very profound ways, justify
hatred of all Jews?

I have been the victim of crime more than once. I do not consider this to
be a p'tur, a license, to adopt racist attitudes. Rather, it is a nisayon, a
test, to avoid falling into that unhelpful and negative mindset.

Many years ago I learned a profound lesson from my father-in-law,
Eugene Hettleman, a "4, who was a man who did not believe in allowing
himself to become aggravated. A person had insulted me and caused me
a fair amount of inconvenience. My father-in-law encouraged me to let it
go. [ insisted that I had a right to be upset. “Well, he said, looking at me
over his reading glasses, if you have a RIGHT to be upset, please don’t
let me talk you out of exercising that RIGHT.”

His point was simple and obvious. One who is insulted may have a “right”
to be upset, but how does it benefit him to insist on being upset? Is it
such a privilege to be upset? A victim of crime may think he has a right
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to become prejudiced, but how does it benefit him to do so? It hurts a
person to be upset. It hurts a person to insist on holding on to prejudice.

Hashem Yisbarach in His infinite wisdom found it fitting to create every
single human being that inhabits this planet. We can raise ourselves only
by improving ourselves, not by putting others down. May these be our
goals and may it be Hashem’s will that we succeed.
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Even Among the Thorns
Avi Dear '

Day one of my second year in Ner Yisrael: moving all my belongings to
my new room. | was dragging an overstuffed suitcase up the never-
ending staircase to my new dorm room. Stair by stair. It was a long day
of traveling and I was putting my last ounces of effort into pulling on the
handle of this suitcase as I willed it to get up the stairs. Pulling
desperately with both hands, each step was a victory! And suddenly, as I
went in for another helpless pull, hoping for another step, the suitcase
slowly lifted up off the ground! It hovered three feet off the stair. As if in
slow motion, I turned my neck to look back and there was my friend
from LA! With a big smile, my friend gripped the bottom of my suitcase
in one of his massive paws. To him, the suitcase was a marshmallow. I
didn’t even know he was going to be coming to Ner Yisrael...and here
he was in the stairwell hoisting my suitcase! We slowly walked up the
stairs together, me holding on to the handle pretending I was helping, and
him lifting it effortlessly in his one hand. He slowly placed the bottom
wheels on the ground at the top of the stairs and we went to our rooms.

The slavery begins. Bnei Yisrael experience intense pain as a nation. But
as we are introduced to this T2°yw, as the Torah describes the terrible
suffering that we endured — we are shown numerous examples of one
vital middah. These Parshiyos are littered with lessons of being 21w Rw12
1°an oy, carrying the burden of our friend. Feeling our friend’s pain as if
it is our own and lending a shoulder to help lift that burden.

Let’s take a look:

I. Baby Moshe flows down the river in his famous wicker basket.
Pharaoh’s daughter, Bisyah, notices this crying baby flowing toward her,
(1,2) "7 272wA TR WARM PHY 7A0M 752 W1 73N 727 DR IR nom”.

" This was written n»w1 »2y> my grandfather, 7"y ,vo1 07738 12 VW,
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The Ben Ish Chai observes, that it seems from the pasuk that because of
this baby’s cries, she knew that it was a Jewish baby. How is that? The
Ben Ish Chai answers with a story: there was once a decree to banish all
the Jews in the city of ¥nnva. When the Jewish community found out
about this decree, they decided to send one of the big Sages of their town
to approach the king and plead for his mercy. When the Sage came
before the king, he let out a string of tremendous wails! His powerful
voiced cried and cried. The king was finally able to interrupt this
screaming man, and asked him why he was crying so loudly. The Sage
answered, “my voice is a combination of all the cries of my Jewish
brothers, who are crying and pleading with you to annul your decree.”

The same with baby Moshe, answers the Ben Ish Chai. The pasuk says
"1132 w1 73m 791 nXORIM". The Gemara asks on this why it firsts calls
Moshe a 72, boy, and right after calls him a 7w1, /ad? The X3 answers
that although he was only a young boy of three months, the sound of his
cries was of a much older child, of a 7v1. So when Pharaoh’s daughter
heard such intense cries coming from such a little baby, she wondered to
herself, “how is it possible that such a little baby could have such bitter
cries?” And then she realized, explains the Ben Ish Chai, he must be a
Jewish child from a nation wailing from the pains of slavery. He is not
crying for himself, but rather for his nation! His cry is a combination of
the cries of all the Jews enduring their bitter slavery.

II. Our baby Moshe has now grown up. Literally and figuratively. The
pasuk says, "DMH02 R PAR OR R¥) 7w 970", And Moshe grew up, and
he went out to his brothers, and he saw their burdens. Rashi famously
says, "0y X% N1aY 129 1YY 1", He focused his eyes and heart to feel
their pain. He not only saw their pain, but he deeply felt their pain as if it
was his own and he lent a shoulder (as the commentators say) to help
them. That is real gadlus! R’ Dessler brings a Midrash that says: 2nR"
"RV Y NAY RYT IRD 72907 028N DRI W 1Y MIRT? YN 10 A"apn
Only after Hashem saw his middah of being 91v2 X1 with his brothers
did He deem Moshe worthy of leading them.
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II1. Hashem then appeared, years later, to Moshe in the famous “burning
bush.” Why not a burning cedar?! Or a monstrous redwood?! As Rashi
beautifully explains, Hashem resided in a puny thorn bush, 913°23,
because of 77¥2 21X my. Hashem was with His nation in their pain,
Hashem shared their pain.

IV. “And I have seen their pain,” Hashem tells Moshe, “I have heard
their cries.” "1"2on nX *ny7 3" “I know their injuries.” Rav Shamshon
Raphael Hirsch describes the meaning behind those four words: *ny7 °>
12121 nX. He writes, “I have not ignored the personal suffering of the
individual. I have felt every lash, every pain, every bitterness as though
they had been inflicted upon Me.”

V. Moshe asks Hashem, “When Bnei Yisrael ask for your name, what
should I tell them?” Hashem says, "7-"n& 2w 7-"nx" “I will be what I will
be.” And as Rashi says on those words, “I am with them in this calamity
just as I will be with them in future calamities.” Hashem’s Name alone
relays the message, the feeling that He is with us in our pain. And He
always will be.

VL. In Parshas Mishpatim, when Moshe, Aharon, and the Elders see
Hashem, the pasuk says how they saw X2 *P1%X% and under His feet,
right under His Throne of Glory, was "50n n13% nwynd", sapphire
brickwork. Hashem placed this under His throne during the slavery of
Egypt, explains Rashi, to remind Him of the n17X of Bnei Yisrael who
were enslaved with brickwork. Hashem felt our pain! He fashioned His
throne in order to forever remember the pain that His children, Bnei
Yisrael experienced in Egypt.

So there you have it. Six instances, six clear and distinct examples of
being 1°an oy 9wa &w brought out from the Torah’s description of the
slavery. We saw (1) that baby Moshe’s cries as he floated down the river
were not just any simple cries. They were the cries of a 731, an older
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child, coming from the mouth of a little 72°. Pharaoh’s daughter
understood that he must be a Jew, and his cries are the combined cries of
his people. As a young baby, Moshe apparently exhibited this trait of
feeling and carrying the burden of his people. This trait continued into
adulthood when (2) he went out and not only saw their pain, but lent a
shoulder! This is the man I want, says Hashem! Hashem’s 137177 focuses
much around this middah as well, thereby teaching us to emulate Him
(As the Gemara says, D11 AR AR 2170 RYT 92 ,°M772 p2703") and live
with being 91w w1 as well. We see (3) how Hashem chose to appear to
Moshe in a thorn bush, relaying to him that 77%2 *21% v, I, Hashem, am
with My nation in their pain. And (4) Hashem tells Moshe, nx °ny7> »2"
"paRon, I know their injuries, as R’ Hirsch beautifully says, I feel the
pain of every lash! Hashem’s name (5) as well, relays this message. -7X"
,'1-mR R 1 1 will always be with you, I will always share your pain.
And lastly, (6) Hashem places sapphire bricks under his Throne to
constantly remind Him of the bricks that His children bent their backs
over.

Now that we recognize the many instances this middah of being 21v2 R
17720 oy surfaces around the slavery, let’s fully understand this middah
and all it entails...

Rabbi Kestenbaum, in Olam HaMiddos, brings a parable: Reuven wants
to go to a wedding and finds a ride with Shimon who is going as well.
Perfect. The morning of the wedding day, Shimon calls Reuven
apologetically, explaining that he is not going to the wedding because his
wife is sick. Reuven responds, “okay, not a problem, what can you do?
That’s life...have a good day!” And Reuven proceeds to scan through his
contacts to find another person who can give him a ride. Did Reuven for
a moment pause and try to feel what Shimon was experiencing? Did he
pull himself out of his own selfish needs and goals and try to understand
Shimon’s situation?!

10
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Well, tell Reuven to act his age! A young child only focuses on his/her
needs. I’'m hungry so you must feed me. Babies don’t really care that it’s
three o’clock in the morning. I’'m hungry. That is an explanation behind
the words we say at a bris, says R’ Kestenbaum. We proclaim jopin a7
"7 7173 meaning that this 8-day old baby should grow up to be a ?173
who cares about other’s needs, who lives his life not for himself, but
externally focused! Just as the 973 of Moshe communicated his shift of
being w2 Xwwu with others, so too this child should grow up and
graduate from being a self-focused 72°.

As it says in the introduction of the Nefesh HaChaim: °2X% 1127 7°7 79
MWY? M2 KXY WK 932 210KR? D2 27,8021 M85 XD 0787 92 1w 7000,
“And so were his words to me always: ‘this is the entirety of man; he
was not created for himself. Rather, to help others in whatever way he

ER2)

can.
The entirety of man.

One of the four types of people the Gemara in Nedarim lists that are
nno own, considered dead, is a blind person. The reason why this is so,
explains the Sichos Mussar of R’ Chaim Shmuelevitz beautifully, is that
a blind person cannot feel and experience another person. It takes the
sense of sight to fully grasp and understand another’s situation and what
they are experiencing. As we saw by Moshe, R399 1R X% XY™ qwn 270"
"om?20a. It was when Moshe saw their situation that he was able to feel
their pain. And so a blind person is considered dead. For one who cannot
feel and experience another’s situation is living a life entirely alone in
this world. He is therefore considered dead.

So our first point, and perhaps the most vital, is too shift our focus, pull

ourselves out of our selfish world, and genuinely feel the situation of
another.

11
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There is a famous story of the Beis HaLevi, where a poor person came to
ask him a shailah. It was Pesach time and this poor person wanted to
know if he could use milk for the four cups of wine at the Seder. The
Beis HalLevi answered his question according to the Halachah, but when
Pesach came he sent the poor man a few bottles of wine and some meat.
Somebody asked the Beis HaLevi why he was sending meat as well? The
poor person clearly only had said he didn’t have wine? The Beis HaLevi
answered that if this man can’t afford wine and is going to buy milk,
apparently he doesn’t have meat either...for he wouldn’t drink milk with
meat!

It is true, the poor person did not say that he didn’t have meat. But the
Beis HaLevi thought about it, it concerned him. He thought deeply to
himself about this person’s needs and realized that he must also need
meat for Yom Tov. Such should our concern for our friend be! Being
17721 oY w1 R requires us to think about our friend, to put ourselves in
his/her situation to fully understand our friend’s needs. Rabbi
Kestenbaum in Olam HaMiddos brings a story about himself. As a young
man, he once needed precisely 5 shekelim to ride the bus. But alas, he
only had a 20 shekel bill. He went around asking for change, but nobody
seemed to have. Then, he turned to one man who said, “I don’t have
change, but I could lend you 5 shekalim?” It is so simple, but it teaches
us a necessary piece in being 11°2n oy 7wa XL

We have to be 33120, we have to think about how to best help our
friend. What does our friend need? He might be asking for something
which I don’t have, but maybe I could help him in some other way?

During high school, I volunteered for Chai Lifeline in their Big Brother
program. I spent a few hours a week with three children whose father
was battling cancer. I provided positivity and warmth to children going
through a rough time. The beautiful thing about Chai Lifeline (as well as
numerous other organizations — X Tayd 7!) was that I was part of a
tertiary need. The children I spent time with had no illnesses, baruch
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Hashem. But they were affected by their father’s illness! Such a need is
not apparent. It is not the first thought when thinking about someone who
is ill—but it must be dealt with nonetheless. It requires sensitive thought
to realize and understand such a need.

It is said of the Chafetz Chaim as an older man, that he refused to sit on
any armchair that was brought for him, “Bnei Yisrael are suffering, and
I’'m going to sit in an armchair?!” he would say. The Oznaim LeTorah
describes Moshe’s middah of being 21w X1 as W 07w¥2 7713 MO
X, completely joining in the pain of Bnei Yisrael. Feeling their pain
as the Chafetz Chaim did.

The Alei Shur brings a story of R’ Avraham Grodzinsky that he once
went to visit family in Warsaw. The family gathered together and they
sat and talked. Suddenly, R’ Grodzinsky glanced at his watch, then began
to sing! He stood up and started dancing around the living room for an
hour. The rest of his family sat on the couches in amazement as they
watched this spontaneous dance. When he finally sat down and met their
questioning looks, he explained to them that right now, at this moment,
there is a wedding of one of his students in Slobodka. “I can’t rejoice
with him for I am very far from there, but I myself can rejoice, for it is
also my simchah!”

We must feel another’s pain as well as another’s joy as if it is our
own!

Everyone has their pain. Everyone has something that is eating at them,
something that is troubling them. Each person’s situation is different.

But try to understand. Try to be sensitive to each person’s situation. Try
to pull out of your outlook, your world, and take their perspective. Lift
their “heavy suitcase.”

13
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It might be uncomfortable at times; you might be required to put yourself
in a situation that you wouldn’t prefer. But just as Hashem resided in a
thorn bush, we must squeeze into that uncomfortable place and feel and
understand the burden of our friend...and try to lift that burden three feet
off the ground. Try to ease the burden from their shoulders.

As Rav Shamshon Raphael Hirsch writes, Hashem was telling Moshe
and Bnei Yisrael,

“I am with them even among the thorns.”

14
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Shifra and Puah

Louis Leder !

In Sefer Shemos we are introduced to our great leader Moshe Rabbeinu
and his family. Unlike the society we live in, which promotes fame and
publicity, the Torah teaches us its antithesis. The identities of Yocheved
and Miriam are hidden under the names Shifra and Puah. Furthermore,
the historic remarriage of two giants, Amram and Yocheved, who bore
Moshe Rabbeinu, is modestly referred to as the marriage between a man
from the house of Levi and the daughter of Levi (bas Levi), with no
names given. Moreover, the Torah does not even connect the fact that
this bas Levi was the very same heroic Shifra mentioned a few pesukim
earlier.

The Maharal explains that the Torah is teaching us that when it comes to
leadership and serving the klal, we have to know that it's not about us
and our legacy. The names Shifra and Puah describe the actions of
Yocheved and Miriam of beautifying and caring for the babies, for that's
what they focused on, and that is the only thing that counts. It is about
our actions, not our name. When Yocheved finished her gallant mission
of saving the Jewish children, she did not allow herself to retire and be
satisfied with her past accomplishments. She was the very same bas Levi
who was eager to accomplish more and more for Hashem and her people.

When our lives are focused on doing what is right and not establishing a
reputation for ourselves, we will be able to faithfully help those around
us. Then, and only then, will a true keser shem tov emerge.

" This is based on an article by Rabbi Moshe Don Kestenbaum, which originally
appeared in Yated Neeman.
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Experiencing Personal Liberation Every Week
Rabbi Doniel Horowitz

One of the overarching themes of the Seder and Pesach is that we not
merely commemorate the liberation from bondage that occurred over
3,000 years ago, but internalize and experience our own liberation — as if
the exodus is transpiring now and affecting every one of us living today.
This is why the Seder is full of interactive mitzvos and references to our
modern-day manifestations of those mitzvos. As we declare at the end of
the Maggid: X X371 982 %Y DX NIXT? 28 220 2N 097 923, In every
generation, we are obligated to view ourselves as if we left Mitzrayim.

Not only is this personalization of the mitzvah incumbent upon us on a
yearly basis, but even on a weekly basis as well. By examining the
intimate connection between Shabbos Kodesh and the story of Pesach
and what it represents, we can discover an obligation to experience this
personal feeling of liberation 52 times a year — every Friday evening as
the Shabbos candles are lit and the feeling of serenity descends upon the
Jewish home.

During the Shabbos night Kiddush we invoke two remembrances in
relation to Shabbos: nWx72 nwyny 19931 and ¥R NROYH, T, a
remembrance of creation and a remembrance of the Exodus from Egypt.
The relationship between Shabbos and the creation of the world is
straightforward. By resting on Shabbos and emulating what Hashem did
on the seventh day of creation, we are giving testimony that Hashem
created the world in six days. But on the surface, the connection between
Shabbos and the Exodus seems quite tenuous. Why should Shabbos
remind us of yetzias Mitzrayim more than any other day of the week?

In reality, there is quite a momentous connection between Shabbos and
yetzias Mitzrayim — both in terms of the impact of Shabbos on the
Exodus and the role of yetzias Mitzrayim in remembering Shabbos and
making its observance more meaningful in our everyday lives.
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According to the Midrash (Shemos Rabbah 1:28), when Moshe Rabbeinu
was a young prince growing up in the palace of Pharaoh, he convinced
Pharaoh to grant the Jews a reprieve from the slavery every Shabbos.
The Chasam Sofer believes that this decree was operative for the final 67
years of slavery, which means that the Jews benefited from
approximately ten years of respite by not working on Shabbos. And
given that galus Mitzrayim was deleterious both to the body and soul of
every Jew, Shabbos brought about a weekly redemption both on a
physical and spiritual level. Hence, the Jews were not merely blessed
with a ten year reduction in their sentence; they were given an
unexpected berachah of geulah every week, which sustained them
through the travails of the subsequent six days of the week.

At the end of galus Mitzrayim, when Hashem commanded Moshe to
begin demanding the emancipation of the Jews, Pharaoh responded by
ratcheting up the intensity of the work and persecution. At the end of
Parshas Shemos, Dasan and Avirum accused Moshe of sabotaging their
political capital with Pharaoh and held him responsible for exacerbating
the slavery. Moshe then complained to Hashem that his attempt at
freedom backfired. But according to the Chasam Sofer, Moshe wasn’t
chas v’shalom blaming Hashem for making the situation worse, rather he
felt guilty and suspected that his intervention on behalf of the Jews 67
years beforehand played a role in Pharaoh’s new harsh edict. Moshe was
concerned that the ten years of time off due to Shabbos — the leniency
that he personally secured from Pharaoh — had to be offset by a tougher
level of slavery in order to fulfill the decree established at the bris bein
habisarim.

This is alluded to when Moshe said to Hashem (Shemos 5:23): nx2 m8m?
717 0YY ¥ Inwa 1277 Y19 8. Moshe feared that already 67 years ago
when he originally interceded on behalf of the Jews by granting them
freedom for Shabbos, it irrevocably harmed them on the back-end of the
galus.
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It wasn’t until Hashem gave the Torah to the Jews at Har Sinai and
commanded them to keep Shabbos that Moshe was comforted and
reassured his innocence in the matter. According to the Tur (Orach
Chaim §282), when Moshe heard that Hashem commanded them to keep
Shabbos and invoked yetzias Mitzrayim in explaining the very
foundation for this mitzvah, he knew there was no way the respite of
Shabbos during the galus could have provoked such a travesty. This is
perhaps why the Torah chose to mention yetzias Mitzrayim only during
the second luchos mentioned in Sefer Devarim, which is Toras Moshe. 1t
confirms that Moshe was justified and rewarded for his intervention on
behalf of the Jews and Shabbos.

This, according to the Tur is why we say P97 nian2 nwn naw» during
Shemoneh Esrei of Shabbos morning. Moshe rejoiced not only because
we were given the beautiful gift of Shabbos, but that Shabbos itself is
zecher leyetzias Mitzrayim and was not at fault for extending or
exacerbating the slavery.

Not only did Shabbos help the Jews cope with the galus, but in this
symbiotic relationship between Shabbos and yetzias Mitzrayim, we
experience the redemption of Mitzrayim every week before the arrival of
Shabbos. As the Shem MiShmuel explains, just like the geulah from
Mitzrayim was bifurcated into a spiritual and physical redemption; so too,
we experience a spiritual and physical reprieve from galus every Friday
evening. Throughout the week, we are not only physically taxed with our
mundane responsibilities and hard work, we also languish from spiritual
malnourishment. It’s only once the Shabbos candles are lit, the Shabbos
candles which are intended to usher in a sense of physical and spiritual
serenity, that we can experience true shalom bayis. After all, how can we
be at peace with our family unless we are at peace with our own body,
soul, and mind?

The Shem MiShmuel takes this analogy between redemption from
Mitzrayim and our weekly redemption a step further. Just like Hashem
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proclaimed four declarations of redemption prior to yetzias Mitzrayim,
there is a minhag to blow the shofar several times before Shabbos
(Shabbos 35b). The same way the geulah of Mitzrayim occurred over
several stages, as expressed in the promises from Hashem in the first
three leshonos — vehotzeisi, vhitzalti, and vegoalti — the freedom from
our physical labor on Friday was phased in through the first three shofar
blasts. According to the Gemara, the first shofar blast was to stop the
work in the field, the second blast was to close down the stores, and the
third was to remove the food from the oven and start lighting candles.
The fourth step in the Gemara — “shovas,” to rest — corresponds to the
fourth lashon of geulah, velakachti. This is when the spiritual redemption
was complete and Hashem took us for a nation, which, according to
many meforshim, refers to receiving the Torah at Sinai. To continue the
analogy, this is the moment we become at peace with our body and soul
and accept the kedushah of Shabbos, engage in Torah study, sing
Shabbos songs, and enjoy a festive meal.

There is actually a powerful connection between the spiritual and
physical redemption experienced through the acceptance of Shabbos and
the acceptance of the Torah, which completed the final stage of the
geulas Mitzrayim — the fourth stage of geulah. In the popular Shabbos
zemer we recite every Friday night, it is written ) W w naws ol
OX°9m1 1 “22pn3. We declare our excitement and level of happiness for
the gift of Shabbos to be on par with what our forefather experienced
when accepting the gift of the Torah. Again, the fourth and final stage of
geulah.

In what respect is the joy of accepting Shabbos similar to that of
accepting the Torah? According to the Seforim, the word sasson (PwW) is
distinct from simchah (W) in that the former connotes a degree of joy
upon obtaining something special unexpectedly, experiencing the
newfound euphoria precipitously. Simchah, on the other hand, is
experienced incrementally when expecting and looking forward to a
known pleasurable time or event.
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When our forefathers were at Har Sinai, although they knew they were
about to accept the Torah, they were pleasantly surprised by its beauty
and fulfillment beyond their wildest imagination. As such, they were
overcome and overwhelmed with joy instantaneously, as if unexpectedly
discovering a chamber full of treasures. As it says in Tehillim (119:162):
27 9%W RYIND IR PY 00 Wiy, This same sudden feeling of exhilaration
is what Jews experience every Shabbos. Although we long for Shabbos
and certainly anticipate its arrival every week with a degree of
incremental simchah, there is a feeling of euphoria — sasson — that
overcomes every Jew the minute their bodies and souls are free from the
trials and travails of their daily grind and usher in the kedushah of
Shabbos. The freedom from shutting out the world and obtaining the
neshamah yeseirah is so fulfilling it’s as if we never experienced it
before. The excitement never ebbs from week to week. That is why we
say in the zemer that our happiness and euphoria over Shabbos is akin to
what the Jews experienced at Har Sinai when they came full circle and
completed the geulas haguf and geulas hanefesh.

Even though Shabbos has been scrupulously observed by Jews for
thousands of years, the challenges of the past decade have borne out an
opportunity for greater appreciation of the day of rest, perhaps, more so
than ever before in our history. With the advent of digital and mobile
technology, many of us never escape our jobs and the sundry distractions
and interests that keep us glued to the outside world and away from our
family, spiritual growth, and our own internal peace of mind. The
mundane world around us has become so fast-paced, intense, and
interminable that we are living in our own personal “galus Mitzrayim.”
We are robbed of our serenity and “down-time” for introspection,
spiritual growth, and all-around relaxation. Our capacity for deep and
relaxed thinking and placing our lives in proper perspective is stymied by
the same M7 X, shortness of breath, the Jews in Mitzrayim incurred
for 210 years.
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This is where Shabbos comes into play. The minute the candles are lit
and we sing Kabbalas Shabbos, our bodies and minds are free from the
enslavement of our daily responsibilities and distractions, making them
whole with our souls so we can appreciate our lives, families, and service
to Hashem — both physically and spiritually. We experience our own
personal redemption and salvation every week, again, now more than
ever before.

The deep and poignant connection between the redemption from galus
and Shabbos is especially salient this year with the first Seder falling out
on Friday night. As we recite the Kiddush for Shabbos and Pesach and
invoke the remembrance of yetzias Mitzrayim, we will be asserting a
double entendre in the true sense of the word. We must remember that
just like Shabbos reminds us of yetzias Mitzrayim, we should appreciate
how every week Hashem has bequeathed us this gift of spiritual and
physical redemption on par with what our forefathers experienced in
Mitzrayim. And if all of us Jews truly internalized this appreciation for
Shabbos, we would likely see the “fifth lashon of geulah” — veheivesi,
and merit the ultimate Geulah when our entire existence is yom shekulo
Shabbos, a time that is completely Shabbos.
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Ten Plagues and Ten Utterances of Creation
Roman Kaplan

The ten plagues parallel the ten utterances/statements (MnRM 7WY)
made by Hashem in the beginning of creation,' in reverse order. Why
reverse? MIARA 77wy are words of Hashem that created the world, they
are, in other words, creation of laws of nature. With every utterance
Hashem created a veil of nature that would hide Him. The Navi says
(Yeshayah 19:22): ®id7 A1 %n N8 71 030, Hashem struck Egypt with a
blow and a cure. And the Zohar HaKadosh explains that this refers to “a
blow for Mitzraim and a cure for Yisrael." Every makkah (plague) was to
punish the Mitzrim while at the same time to enlighten the Bnei Yisrael
with Hashem's Shechinah.

Furthermore, every makkah paralleled the ten statements of creation in
reverse order, so that one by one, they removed the layers of nature that
covered Hashem’s presence, until the tenth and final makkah when
Hashem's ultimate presence as the Creator of the World was felt. After
the ten plagues, the Jewish people, the Mitzrim, and the whole world
knew that Hashem controls all ten aspects of nature that He created.

" We learn about the ten utterances of creation from the Gemara (Rosh
Hashanah 32a). There it is explained that the statements in the first parshah of
the Torah (Bereishis) that begin with Vayomer Hashem, [and Hashem said],
represent a statement of creation. However, there is a problem; there are only
nine such statements. The Gemara answers that the first pasuk, Bereshis bara
Elokim... is also one of the statements, as it also refers to an act of creation.
Chazal teach us that these statements were not merely Hashem’s plans to create,
but were actual forces of the creation. Hashem’s words became that creation
(they materialized into the creation). Hashem used Hebrew to create the world
and that is the beauty of Hebrew, the holy language of Hashem, as the words do
not merely mean something, but they are the actual essence of that object — each
letter corresponding to the spiritual force of the object. In Hebrew, the word 127
means “word” and “object,” as the name of an object is the essence of that
object.
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So how do the ten plagues reversibly parallel the ten statements? Let us

examine the following chart:

DRRR 7MWY

NaRk Wy

Parallel

10. “I grant you
vegetation for
foody”

1. Water turning

into blood

Egyptians saw Nile as their source
of food, as a source of sustenance.
Hashem shows them that He is the
Source of sustenance.

9. “Let us make
man in our imagey”’

2. Frogs

The Gemara (Pesachim 53b)
mentions an incident (Daniel Ch.
3) where certain tzaddikim gave
up their lives for Kiddush Hashem
rather than bow down to a statue
of Nebuchadnezzar. It asks: Why
did Chananyah, Mishael and
Azaryah [want to] enter the
furnace and give up their lives?!
(They did not expect that Hashem
would miraculously save them.)
The Gemara answers: They made
a kal vachomer from the plague of
tzefardi'im (frogs) — even though
frogs are not commanded about
Kiddush Hashem, they still
entered ovens and kneading bowls
(as it says in Shemos 7:28). Since
we are commanded about
Kiddush Hashem, all the more so
we should enter!

8. “Let the earth
produce living
creatures.”

3. Lice

Hashem created lice out of dust to
show the Mitzrim that He is the
Creator of even small creatures
like lice, which cannot be seen by
the naked eye.

7. “Let the waters
teem with
life...and let birds
fly across the sky.”

4. Beasts

Hashem created all the living
things of the water, air and land
prior to creating Man. When Man
was created, he was blessed to
“fill the earth and subdue it, and
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rule over the fish of the sea and
over the fowl of the sky and over
all the beasts that tread upon the
earth.” Instead, the Mitzrim
stooped so low in their immoral
behavior that animals were now
ruling over them.

6. “Let there be
lights in the sky.”

5. Pestilence

Just like there were those who
worshipped the stars, Egyptians
treated cattle and sheep as deities.
Hashem destroyed their animal
stock through a plague of
pestilence. Message to the ovdei
kochavim and the Mitzrim that
they are worshipping nothing, that
Hashem is the Creator of all.

5. “Let the earth
produce
vegetation.”

6. Boils

Vegetation is a form of productive
growth, while boils are a non-
productive growth on one’s body.
Vegetation provides food,
nutrition, shelter, filters the air,
while boils are an unwanted
painful nuisance.

4. “Let the waters
gather for the dry
land to appear.”

7. Hail with fire

The separation of water and dry
land is a miracle that is present to
this day. The nature of water is to
flow; it does not like to be
confined. Nevertheless, it stays
within its boundaries due to
Hashem s will. Hail/water and
fire, are opposite forces, but are
able to co-exist at Hashem’s will.
This principle is expressed in the
statement of X377 Vi3 iYW npiy
W9y i nwy>, The One Who
makes peace above, will create
peace for us here [as well].
Hashem is the Creator of peace
and co-existence of all forces,
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even of those that oppose each
other.

3. “Let there be a
firmament between
the upper and the
lower waters.”

8. Locusts

Hashem created a separation
between Heavens and Earth. A
sky — on a simple level, the
separation of the lower and upper
waters (air is also composed of
water particles, evaporated; when
water evaporates, its particles rise
into the air). On a deeper level,
that separation was spiritual — a
division was made between the
physical and spiritual realms.?
The locusts “covered the sight of
the earth, and the land was dark”
(Shemos 10:15), the locusts
separated between the sun and the
earth — the “new rakia.” This was
a physical separation, representing
the current world’s (especially the
Mitzrim’s) existence being so far

removed from reality of
realization of existence of
Hashem (the light is blocked).?

* Eretz was separated from Shamayim. ¥ 9, reish-tzadi from yax is part of
1%, desire. » W, shin-mem of o°nw, means “there.” While being here in the
physical world, Man should strive (have desire) to reach higher (be “there” so to
speak), to reach higher spiritual realms. As it says in Tehillim: ...masbia le chol
chai ratzon” — Hashem satisfies everyone with desire (not that He satisfies every
one’s desires). It is a blessing to have the ability to have the desire to reach for
higher spiritual potential.

3 Shlomo HaMelech writes in Mishlei (30:27): 193 v¥1 X¥M 72787 X 797, Locusts
have no king, they go out together en masse. Locusts represent a society without
order, without a common goal or desire/aspiration.

The makkos are separated into two parshiyos, seven in the first and three in the
next. Prior to the eighth plague of locusts, Hashem tells Moshe to go to Pharaoh,
as He has hardened his heart, and He will make mockery of Egypt, so that we
will tell of this to our children. Why does Moshe need encouragement now to go
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2. “Let there be
light.”

9. Darkness

Bnei Yisrael are elevated through
the light that was hidden away on
the first day of Creation. This
light was created before the
luminaries (sun and moon), which
we perceive as the source of light
in the physical world. Thus the
light created through yehi ohr is
different, not the same, as the one
from the sun.

1. Bereshis Bara
Elokim...

10. Death of first
born

Man may have a false image of
himself as a creator. He farms the
land and produces food, he creates
children. Hashem reminded the
world that He (and only He) is the
Creator, everyone and everything
else are His creatures.

to Pharaoh? Is Moshe suddenly fearful of doing it now?
The number seven represents the physical world: Seven days of the week;

seven-year shemitah cycle; three dimensional objects have six sides and the
seventh representing its entity, etc... Once seven plagues passed and Pharaoh
did not release the Jewish people, Moshe began to worry. He did not, of course,
question Hashem’s ability to take out the Jewish people from bondage; he was

questioning his understanding of what was happening. Moshe thought that seven
makkos should be sufficient to break Pharaoh. Thus, Hashem explained to him
that He has hardened Pharaoh’s heart; there are still “signs and wonders” in

store that need to be performed, not just to punish the Egyptians, but also for the
Bnei Yisrael’s sake (as explained above). The first seven plagues were of
“physical” nature, crushing everything the Mitzrim perceived of the world as
“reality.” After the first seven makkos revealed a false conception of this
physical world, the last (or next) three revealed a higher dimension. The makkah
of locusts thus served as a bridge between the first seven “physical makkos and
the last two “spiritual” makkos.
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The Percentage who Left Mitzrayim
Roman Kimelfeld

In Shemos 13:18, the pasuk states: yINn 2877 °12 19y Dwnm
%71, Bnei Yisrael went up from the land of Egypt “chamushim.’
Rashi cites two interpretations of the word “chamushim.” The
first interpretation is “armed” (as Targum Onkelos explains).
Then, Rashi brings the second interpretation, where he cites
Midrash Tanchuma (Beshalach §1), which relates the term to
chamesh — appearing to say that only one fifth of Bnei Yisrael
left Mitzrayim, whereas the rest of the nation perished in the

>

plague of darkness.

While Rashi quotes only the first opinion from Tanchuma,
Tanchuma actually brings several opinions on this topic. Here is
the full text of this Midrash:

QMM IR PRI 012 19y oM. One out of five. And there are
those who say one out of fifty. And then there are yet others who
say one out of 500. R’ Nehorai said: Haavodah [i.e. an oath], not
even one out of 5,000.

[Midrash Tanchuma continues.] When did they die? In the days
of darkness they [the Bnei Yisrael] would bury their dead while
the Egyptians would sit in the darkness. The Bnei Yisrael praised
Hashem that the enemies [i.e. the Egyptians] did not see [the
death of Bnei Yisrael] and they did not rejoice in the calamity
[that befell Bnei Yisrael].

As already mentioned, Rashi cites only the first opinion in
Tanchuma (“One out of five”). The other opinions cited in
Tanchuma appear even more implausible (especially R’
Nehorai’s opinion). While it is very difficult to accept that 80%
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of Bnei Yisrael perished in the days of darkness — it is virtually
impossible to imagine that this could have happened to 4,999 of
out 5,000 Bnei Yisrael. So, how should we understand this
Tanchuma, and especially R’ Nehorai’s opinion?

The commentary on Tanchuma, Beur HaAmarim, explains that
the opinion that only 1 out of 5,000 survived cannot be taken
literally. This is because this would have implied that originally
there were 3 billion of Bnei Yisrael in Mitzrayim. (If we start
with 3 billion — we would end up with 600,000 — after only one
out of 5,000 survived.) Of course, this could not be taken
literally, since there were not even nearly that many people in the
world at that time. However, Beur HaAmarim points out that R’
Nehorai’s opinion could not be merely an exaggeration. This is
because he says “Haavodah,” which is an expression of an oath.
Since R’ Nehorai uses an expression of an oath when he states
his opinion, it must not be a mere exaggeration; rather we need
to find a way to find true meaning of R’ Nehorai’s words.

Beur HaAmarim interprets Midrash Tanchuma in the following
way. He points out that in the very beginning of Parshas
Beshalach, Torah refers to the Jewish people three times as
“HaAm” — i.e. “The Nation,” which is a derogatory way to refer
to Bnei Yisrael. The word “Hadm” implies that the Jews
completely resembled other nations. Then, the Torah says: Bnei
Yisrael went up chamushim. Bnei Yisrael is an endearing way to
refer to the Jews, implying that the people acted in the proper
Jewish manner. According to Beur HaAmarim, all of the
opinions in Midrash Tanchuma that we cited above merely
debate what percent of the people deserved the endearing term of
“Bnei Yisrael.” According to the first opinion in Tanchuma —
only 20% of those who left Mitzrayim behaved like Bnei Yisrael.
(This first opinion interprets the words “Bnei Yisrael went up
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chamushim” — as saying that 20% of those who left Mitzrayim
were acting as true Bnei Yisrael.)

Thus, according to Beur HaAmarim, there is no opinion in
Tanchuma that holds that many Jews died during the plague of
darkness. Rather, Tanchuma interprets the pasuk to mean: 20%
(or 2%, or 0.2%, or 0.02% according to R’Nehorai) of those who
left Mitzrayim were acting like Bnei Yisrael.

Now, Tanchuma that we cited above does mention that there
were Jews who died during the plague of Darkness. Beur
HaAmarim explains that this statement of Tanchuma refers to a
relatively small number of the worst sinners who did not want to
leave Egypt due to their great wealth and the position of high
prominence. Beur HaAmarim bases this interpretation on a
different section of Tanchuma (Va’era §12).

This section of Tanchuma describes the people who perished in
the plague of darkness as follows: “There were sinners among
Bnei Yisrael, who had Egyptian patrons, and they had honor and
wealth, and they did not want to leave Egypt.” Clearly this
section of Tanchuma refers to a very small number of Bnei
Yisrael, since the great majority did not have great honor and
wealth in Egypt. Thus, as Beur HaAmarim explains, only a very
small number perished in the plague of darkness.

It emerges from our new understanding of Tanchuma that the
great majority of Bnei Yisrael did indeed leave Egypt. However,
at the time of the Exodus, most of them did not yet act as true
Bnei Yisrael. The various opinions in Tanchuma debate what
percent of those who left Mitzrayim did act like Bnei Yisrael.
According to all opinions in Tanchuma, at the time of the
Exodus, there was a great disparity in the spiritual level of those
who left (i.e. some acted like Bnei Yisrael, but most did not).
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Fortunately, this disparity did not last long. Less than fifty days
later, when the Bnei Yisrael came to Midbar Sinai, they became
completely unified in their desire to receive Torah. Rashi says in
(Shemos 19:2) that they were like “one man with one heart.”
They were no longer “HaAm,” they all became “Bnei Yisrael.”
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Will That Be Wheat Or Barley?

Louis Leder !

As the barad rains relentlessly over Mitzrayim, Pharaoh reaches
out to Moshe and beseeches him, in what was by now a familiar
routine, to call the makkah off. "I have sinned this time," he
proclaims remorsefully. "Plead before Hashem, and I shall send
you out." Despite his skepticism, Moshe acquiesces, "As soon as
I leave the city, I shall spread my hands in supplication to
Hashem; the thunder will cease, and the hail will be no longer."
Yet, before he leaves, Moshe makes sure Pharaoh understands
that he holds no illusions about his true intent. "As for you and
your servants," says Moshe, "I know full well that you have yet
to truly fear Hashem."

At this juncture, the Torah digresses, interjecting two seemingly
unrelated pesukim before picking up the narrative and describing
how Moshe indeed interceded on Pharaoh’s behalf. Describing
the damage inflicted by makkas barad, the Torah tells how "the
flax and barley were entirely crushed, for the barley was ripe and
the flax in its stalks, while the wheat and spelt were not crushed,
since they had yet to ripen." For generations, commentators have
sought to make sense of this hail-casualty bulletin and its
unusual placement. In fact, for lack of a better explanation,
Rabbeinu Saadiah asserts that these words must have been
uttered by Moshe himself in response to Pharaoh and are
therefore a continuation of the earlier quote. Yet, even that, as
the Ramban points out, merely gives way to another, more
troubling question: Why would Moshe find it important to relay
information about the plague's precise impact on different grains
to Pharaoh?

" This is based on an article by Rabbi Elchonon Jacobovitz .
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R’ Akiva Eiger provides a most enlightening explanation. By
telling Pharaoh which grains had been crushed and which had
survived, Moshe was imparting a hidden yet pointed message to
Pharaoh about his own conduct. What he meant to say was as
follows: You and your ilk have yet to truly fear G-d, and I know
it. Even so, it would be worth your while to take a lesson from
the grains, and at least soften your naughty, time-hardened
posture. Just look at what happened when the hail struck. The
hard grains were crushed on impact, while the soft ones were
able to avoid that fate by virtue of their flexibility, which
allowed them to bend under bombardment rather than break. If
you, Pharaoh, don't want to be crushed, don't be so tough and
haughty. Adversity rarely succeeds in breaking the humble and
unpretentious, and rarely fails at shattering the prideful.

The message is incisive. Rigidity breeds ruin, while flexibility
ensures endurance. Yet the true lesson runs even deeper. What
made the wheat and spelt so soft? The source of their elasticity
was the fact that they were still engaged in the process of
growing, while the flax and barley were already fully mature.
When one is through with growing, he grows hard and lifeless.
At that point, the slightest hint of adversity can crush him,
throwing him off of the high perch he has established for himself,
from which to disdainfully observe the rest of society still trying
to make something of themselves. To one still actively engaged
in the never-ending process of self-creation, on the other hand,
adversity is nothing more than another crooked step in the
obstacle-ridden ladder of growth. Survival is simple: Take a hit,
bend momentarily, bounce back, and keep on climbing. Which
one would we rather be?
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Faith, Signs, and Redemption
Jeff Silverberg

The Slonimer Rebbe, zt’/, describes Pesach as the Chag HaEmunah, the
Festival of Faith. “Chazal say, in the merit of emunah our ancestors were
redeemed from Egypt and in the merit of emunah we will be redeemed in
the future,” he writes in his fourth essay on Pesach in the Nesivos Shalom.
The Jewish people believed that Hashem would redeem them and, as a
direct result of that belief, He did so.

There is precedent for this cause and effect relationship in our daily
prayers. Redeem us, we pray, 217 23 1°1p Ty~ 3, “because we hope
for your salvation all day long.” Save us, we beseech, 72 1mIR 2°nn
“because we are waiting for You.” nnRa qnwa oonan 25% 2w 0w M,
“and give goodly reward to all who sincerely believe in your Name.” Our
very faith, we assert, is the reason we should be saved.

It is therefore striking to the Ramban that when Moshe Rabbeinu
encounters Hashem at the burning bush, he seems to show a lack of faith.
Hashem instructs Moshe to return to Egypt to tell the people that Hashem
has remembered them and that Moshe will be His messenger in taking
the Jewish people out of slavery (Shemos 3:10) and into its destiny as a
free nation. Hashem tells Moshe that the people will serve him at this
place, at Har Sinai, (ibid. 3:12), an allusion to Revelation and the giving
of the Torah. And He assures him that 7997 1mywn, “they will listen to
you” (ibid. 3:18) and the elders of the people will go to Pharaoh with
Moshe to demand a three day sojourn. Once the people hear the phrase
nps o, “I have surely remembered you,” they will recognize this
code phrase that Rashi reminds us (ibid. 3:18) was a sign of the imminent
redemption from the days of Yaakov and Yoseph. No one would
question Moshe’s words, the Ramban on that pasuk assures us, since the
people knew that the first person to assert this phrase would be genuine
and not a charlatan. Hashem assures Moshe (ibid. 3:20) that He will

33



Divrei Nechamah

strike Egypt with His wonders, that Pharaoh will send the people out, and
(ibid. 3:21-22) that the people will take the wealth of Egypt with them.

How, after all of these Divine assurances, Ramban inquires, can Moshe’s
response be explained? “And Moshe responded and said, ‘Behold, they
will not believe me and they will not heed my voice, for they will say,
Hashem did not appear to you.” (ibid. 4:1). In fact, Ramban says on the
spot that “at that time Moshe spoke inappropriately, for HaKadosh
Baruch Hu had told him that ‘they will heed your voice.” ” Ramban
proceeds to provide several possible defenses for Moshe. In his opinion,
the most likely justification is that Moshe thought the people’s trust in
him would be limited to their willingness to accompany him to confront
Pharaoh as they had nothing to lose by doing so; however, the promise
did not include a guarantee that the people would believe that Hashem
had appeared to Moshe and that the redemption had arrived.

In any case, Ramban points out, Hashem answered as if Moshe’s
erroneous statement and/or misunderstanding was correct and gave him
mnIR, signs, with which he could convince the Jewish people that
Hashem had indeed appeared to him.

The Nesivos Shalom (Shemos, p. 40, “Inyan HaOsos”) raises several
issues pertinent to this episode.

1. Why did Moshe suspect that the Jewish people, “believers, who are
the children of believers” would not have faith in him and listen to his
words?

2. Bringing a question from the Ramban, why did Moshe himself have to
see the signs during his encounter, when he clearly knew that Hashem
was speaking to him?

3. Why did Hashem ask Moshe what was in his hand and why did Moshe
tell him a mateh, a “staff?” The staff was in plain view. What was the
purpose of this exchange?
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4. Why was it necessary to have more than one sign and what advantage
did the second sign have over the first, that it would cause the people to
believe if the first sign failed to do so?

5. What is the significance of the fact that the first two signs involved
temporary changes to the staff and Moshe’s hand, each returning to its
original state, while the third sign was permanent — the water that turned
into blood remained blood?

He offers a beautiful mehalech, a wonderful explanation. Moshe saw a
bush burning with flame, and yet the bush was not being consumed by
the fire. He turned aside because he wanted to understand how this could
be in order to understand how it could be that his nation was enslaved
and immersed in the most degrading levels of impurity in Egypt and yet
still had survived. What was the secret strength of the bush and that of
Am Yisrael? Hashem told him “Remove your shoes from your feet
because the place where you are standing is holy land.” Hashem
explained that the connection between the land on which the bush was
situated and the Jewish people is that both are inherently holy. No matter
how mighty the fire became, the bush would survive. No matter how
terribly difficult the situation of the Jewish people was, they remained
Synn opoR Pon, “a portion of G-d above.” Hashem instructs Moshe to
describe the people as (Shemos 4:22) X 7131 °13, “my son, my
firstborn, Israel” in his very first meeting with Pharaoh, before any
improvement in their spiritual state has begun. The Jewish people were
still beloved by Hashem, they had the potential to return to their holy
source, and they could not be destroyed.

This, asserts the Nesivos Shalom, is the essence of the purpose of the
signs. The Jews believed in Hashem, but they no longer believed in
themselves. They knew that Hashem had promised to take them out of
Egypt, but they could not imagine that they had not forfeited this heritage
by allowing themselves to sink so far. Moshe knew this about the people
and perhaps thought that their hopelessness was well-deserved. That is
why he had doubted that he would be believed.
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How did Hashem reassure Moshe? He gave him the sign of the staff
turning into a snake and then returning to being a staff. 7"7°2 17 in, “What
is that in your hand?,” He asks Moshe. Is it a “makal” or a “mateh,” both
words referring to a stick or a staff. A makal is a staff made for the
primary purpose of beating people. A mateh is intended for productive
purposes. Moshe’s staff was a mateh, a “good” staff. Even though it
turned into a snake, the very embodiment of unholiness, it was still
inherently a positive creation. Its existence as a snake was just by chance
and not intended to be permanent.

So too the Jewish people. Their involvement in impurity was also mikreh
“by chance,” and temporary. Its essence remained holy and connected to
Hashem. The nation could overcome the impurity to which it had sunk
and return to its proper place.

The second sign was the transformation of Moshe’s hand into a leprous
appendage, again the embodiment of impurity. Perhaps the people might
concede that a return to holiness was possible, but limit this potential to
inanimate objects. A staff yes, it is but wood no matter its source, but
surely not a person or a people who have free choice and abuse this gift
by willfully following after desires that are harmful to themselves and
contrary to the will of Hashem!

This was the advantage of the second sign. Chazal tell us that a person
with tzaraas “leprosy” is compared to a dead person. The people had
committed sins that would have made them liable to the death penalty.
Nevertheless, Hashem showed them with this sign that they could still
return to their Source, to Hashem.

The third sign was different, the Nesivos Shalom continues. The water
turned into blood and that blood remained blood. He explains that at that
point 797 7712y T2W WOM AT AMay 72w Won, “that both they (the
Egyptians) and they (the Jews) were idol worshipers.” The Jews’ final
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concern was that the “gods” they had worshipped in Egypt now had
dominion over them and would prevent them from leaving. Hashem
showed them with this sign that these Egyptian deities were nothing and
that He would destroy them all in the process of redeeming the Jews.

The Jewish people always had faith in Hashem, but had lost faith in
themselves. The signs signaled to them that Hashem had not and would
not forsake them and that they remained attached to Him as a result of
their inherent holiness. The path to the redemption from Egypt, as a
direct result of this faith, was now clear.

May we have faith in Hashem that He still loves us and always will, and

faith in ourselves that we are still redeemable; with those merits, may we
see the final redemption, speedily in our days.
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Shalach Yad: Send Forth the Hand

Dr. Eli Lazar Singman

Every morning prior to Shacharis, we have the opportunity to study the
Akeidah, one of the ten tests of Avraham. During that test, Avraham was
prepared to shecht his son Yitzchak but Hashem stopped him. The phrase
used in the Torah for this act was “send forth the hand.” This seems a
curious choice of words. Is the hand a messenger that one can send forth
to do work? Can the hand act independently without the continuous
direction of the mind? Is this phrasing always used in a way that
connotes a negative act?

When we explore the usage of this phrase in Tanach, we find 38
references. It is striking to see that most (28 of the 38, or ~ 74%)
explicitly refer to a negative act, in which the hand would be sent to do
harm, misappropriate items of value or obtain/prepare a weapon.®

Notably, one could suggest that at least 7 of the remaining 10 passages
that do not directly fit this category could still be included.

Two of the passages (see 6 and 7 in addendum) refer to Moshe’s
encounter with the Shechinah at the burning bush. Here Moshe sent forth
his hand to grab the snake that formerly was his staff and turn the snake
back into a staff. That staff became a weapon which helped bring plagues
upon the Egyptians (Shemos).

One of the passages (see 20 in addendum) refers to one of Elisha’s
talmidim who lost a borrowed axe head in the river and Elisha made it
miraculously float to the surface so that the falmid could send forth his

¥ For the sake of brevity, those 38 passages are provided in an addendum to this
essay; however the reader is reassured that one can complete this essay without
referring to the addendum.
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hand and take the axe. Although this was certainly a positive event, the
axe was a metal implement. Metal implements were associated with
violence to the point where Hashem specifically prohibited stones cut
with metal to be used in the construction of the altar (Shemos 20:25).
Another of the passages (see 22 in addendum) refers to Hashem putting
words in the mouth of the prophet Yirmiyah. Thereafter, Hashem said
“behold I have placed My words in your mouth. See, I have appointed
you this day over the nations and over the kingdoms to uproot and to
smash and to destroy and to overthrow...” One could suggest that when
Hashem sent forth his hand to put words in the prophet’s mouth, He was
preparing a weapon if not, frankly, weaponizing His prophet!

One of the passages (see 27 in addendum) refers to the men of Yehudah
rebuilding the defensive walls of Yerushalayim. They built with one
hand (yad) while holding a weapon in the other, ready for battle. Notably
the actual word for weapon is “shalach” and that is why the passage has
a “yad’ and “shalach” in it. While the phrase “shalach yad” is not
explicitly present, the connotation about violence is obvious.

Finally, two passages (see 37 and 38 in addendum) refer to the tragic
incident that occurred when David HaMelech was arranging for the aron
hakodesh to be brought up from Kiryas Yearim to Yerushalayim. He
mistakenly had the aron transferred by an ox-pulled wagon rather than
carried by Kohanim. The wagon driver, Uzza, stretched his hand toward
the aron when he thought it would fall; Uzza died as a result of that error,
since the aron can actually support itself. Although Uzza was not taking
anything, he certainly was putting his hand where it did not belong.

Adding these 7 phrases to the 28 already highlighted would mean that 35
of the 38 (or 92%) passages in Tanach containing “shalach” and “yad”
are connected with violence, stealing, touching something that one
should not, etc!
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What of the 3 remaining passages containing “shalach” and “yad”? The
first occurs in Parshas Noach (see 2 in addendum), where Noach sent
forth his hand to take the dove back into the teivah after the dove flew
around looking for dry land but found none. The second also occurs in
Parashas Noach (see 3 in addendum), when the angels sent to save Lot
and destroy Sdom had to stretch forth their hands to pull Lot into his
house, thereby protecting him from an attack by the natives of Sdom.
The third occurs in Shmuel II (see 17 in addendum), where the rebellious
Avshalom would, in a show of false modesty, stretch forth his hand to
prevent would-be followers from prostrating themselves in front of him.
In each of the cases, the hands sent forth provide help! Specifically,
Noach helps the dove, the angels save Lot, and Absalom prevented

people from inappropriately prostrating themselves to him since he did
not really deserve that level of honor (even though he probably believed
that he did).

Looking at these three situations another way, however, suggests that
they too might fit into the category of misappropriating.

a. Concerning the dove, we can say that it truly belonged to
Hashem rather than Noach. Indeed, Rashi tells us that when the
dove returned after a second trip with an olive leaf, it was saying
"Rather that my food be bitter as an olive but from the hand of
G-d, than as sweet as honey from the hand of mortal men."

b. Concerning Lot, it is sad to note how deeply he had sunken into
the culture of Sdom. Rashi says that when Lot left Avraham, Lot
thought to himself “I want nothing to do with either Avraham or
His G-d.” Lot was so inculcated in the daily life of Sdom that he
was appointed a judge. Furthermore, according to Me’am Loez
(Bereishis 11, VaYera, p. 224), Lot offered his betrothed
daughters to the Sodomites so that they should not take his
guests (the angels). Lot reasoned that even though the Sodomites
would have committed adultery with the betrothed (but as yet
unmarried) girls, this was the more minor infraction than
handing over the guests. In the series The Midrash Says
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(Bereishis p. 175), the Midrash indicates that when Lot offered
his daughters to the Sodomites, Hashem said “I swear you keep
them for yourself!”, proving adultery was not as major a concern
as it should have been to Lot. All this being said, I believe we
could argue that Lot really belonged to the Sodomites by the
time the city was to be destroyed! He was actually the property
of Sdom and the angels had to make a kinyan by pulling him
inside his house, stealing him from the Sodomites, even if it
were for his own good.

c. Finally, concerning Avshalom, his act of reaching out to his
would-be followers to prevent them from bowing was stealing in
two ways. First he was fooling them into thinking (geneivas daas)
that he would be a better king than his father David. Second, he
was stealing David’s supporters, i.e., Am Yisroel.

If we accept these proposed interpretations, then every passage in Tanach
with “shalach” and “yad” would connote either violence, reaching
for/preparing/holding a weapon or reaching for something that one
should not touch/have. The question remains why this phrase is used?

Perhaps it would be helpful to contrast passages with “shalach” and
“yad” with those in which only “shalach” or “yad” is used. While there
are many times “shalach” or “yad” are used throughout Tanach, I believe
the following examples will be useful.

A. A passage with shalach but not yad:
In Parshas Shemos (2:5), we read that Bas Pharaoh sends forth her
maidservant to fetch the infant Moshe from the river. Notably the
Midrash explains that she actually sent forth her hands and her arms
miraculously elongated. Therefore, the Torah could literally have written
“send forth the hands”! However, if the thesis that “shalach yad” is
always negative in some way, then it could not be used here. Bas
Pharaoh intended no harm. On the contrary, the Torah makes it clear that
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Bas Pharaoh was supposed to take the infant Moshe, i.e., the Torah
chooses to employ Bas Pharaoh’s name for the child she found.

B. Passages with yad but not shalach:

We encounter “yad” without “shalach” in a number of phrases that
contain “poseach yad,” i.e., open hand.

a. In Tehillim (145:16), we read that Hashem opens his hand to
provide sustenance to all living things.

b. In Devarim (15:11), every Jew is commanded to “surely open
your hand to your brother, to your poor and to your destitute in
your Land.”

c. In the long tachanun we recite on Monday and Thursday during
Shacharis, we declare to Hashem: “You who open Your hand to
accept repentance, to receive transgressors and sinners.”

d. In Shmuel II (24:13), David says to the prophet Gad “let me fall
into Hashem'’s hand, for his mercies are abundant, but let me not
fall into the hand of man.”

Interestingly all of these circumstances represent situations diametrically
opposed to violence or stealing. The “open hand” in these passages
represents the greatest opportunities for man, i.e., tzedakah and teshuvah.
Evidence of this is that in the Yom Kippur service, we declare that
tzedakah and teshuvah (along with tefillah) are the steps we need to
elevate ourselves to the levels of angels or even higher!’

Notably, all but one of the passages in Tanach employing “shalach yad”
denotes the hand of man. And the one time “shalach yad” refers to
Hashem’s Hand, the Torah states that He forbearingly refrained from

’ Nota bene: A computerized search of Tanach for the phrase “open hand”
reveals five passages, of which four are listed above. The fifth is from Yeshayah
(62:2), in which Hashem says concerning his chosen people that they “shall also
be a crown of beauty in the hand of the Lord, and a royal diadem in the open
hand of their G-d”. It seems evident that “open hand” in Tanach always denotes
something very positive!
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sending forth His hand against the elders who ate and drank in the
presence of the Shechinah, despite the fact that punishment was deserved
(see passage 10 in addendum). This is the exception that proves the rule,
i.e., that “shalach yad” means that man can and often does send forth the
hand to do violence or inappropriate reaching. But because man should
strive to be at the level of an angel or higher, and because every person
has that great potential, it is not a natural act to do harm or
misappropriate an item. Rather, man must “send forth his hand”, almost
unwillingly, almost as if that hand were being forced to do a task that its
owner would prefer, deep down, to avoid.
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Addendum

1) Bereishis, Ch 3 V 22: Man would send forth his hand to take from
tree of life, against the orders of Hashem.

2) “, Ch 8 V 9: Noach put forth his hand to take in the dove which
found no resting place.

3) «, Ch 19 V10: The angels stretch out their hand to pull Lot into his
house in Sdom.

4) “, Ch 22 V10: Avraham stretches out his hand and took the knife
toward Yitzchak.

5) “, Ch 22, V 12: The angel of Hashem called to Avraham NOT to
stretch out his hand against Yitzchak.

6) Shemos, Ch 4 V 4: Moshe was commanded to stretch out his hand
and grasp the snake that was formerly his staff.

7) “, Ch 4, V4: Moshe stretched forth his hand and grasped the snake
and it became a staff again.

8) “, Ch 22 V 7: The householder safeguarding property swears that he
has not sent his hand upon his fellow’s property.

9) “, Ch22V 10: A shomer swears that he has not sent his hand upon
his fellow’s property.

10) “, Ch 24 V 11: Hashem did not stretch forth His hand against the
great men of Bnei Yisroel, who gazed yet ate and drank.

11) Devarim, Ch 25 V 11: To rescue her husband, a wife stretches her
hand to his assailant’s embarrassing place will have her hand cut off
without pity.

12) Shoftim, Ch 15 V 15: Shimshon stretched out his hand to take the
jawbone of a donkey as weapon against the Pelishtim, killing 1000.

13) Shmuel 1, Ch 17 V 49: Dovid stretched his hand into the sack and
took a stone to sling at Golias, killing him.

14) “, Ch 22 V 17: The servants of Shaul ha-melech did not obey the
order to kill the Kohanim of Nov, i.e., they were not willing to send
forth their hand against them. Doeg, however, did obey the order.

15) “, Ch 26 V 9: Dovid commanded Avishai not to kill Shaul ha-melech
while the king slept, for “who can send forth his hand against the
anointed one of Hashem and be absolved™?

16) “,Ch 26 V 11: David said it “would be sacrilegious before Hashem
for me to send forth my hand against Hashem’s anointed one”.

17) Shmuel II, Ch 15 V 5: Avsalom was attracting followers in
preparation for a rebellion against David HaMelech. He would tell
them that he would right any grievances they had if they would
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support his leadership. Further he would not let anyone bow to him
but instead “and it was that whenever anyone came near to him to
prostrate himself before him, he would stretch out his hand and take
hold of him and kiss him”.

18) “, Ch 24 V 16: David asked for a plague of 3 days rather than 7 years
of famine or 3 months of fleeing from enemies in battle when offered
a choice of punishment for his sin of counting his people incorrectly.
When the angel stretched out his hand against Yerushalayim to
destroy it, Hashem told the angel to stay his hand, stopping at the
threshing floor of Araunah the Jebusite. This was the site on Mt.
Moriah where the Akeidah took place.

19) Melachim I, Ch 13 V 4: Jeroboam, king of Israel, established idol
worship for political reasons. A navi denounced the king at his altar
and told him that the house of Dovid will slaughter the kings
idolatrous priests; as proof the king’s new altar would split and the
ashes would spill. The king stretched out his hand from upon the
alter ordering the navi to be seized but the hand that he had stretched
forth became paralyzed and the altar then split.

20) Melachim II, Ch 6 V 7: One of Elisha’s disciples was felling a tree
by the Yarden when his borrowed axe head fell into the water. Elisha
made it float by throwing in a piece of wood and told the man to pick
up the axe head, so the man sent out his hand and took it.

21) Yeshaya Ch 11 V 14: Ephraim and Judah will unify and send their
hand over Edom and Moav.

22) Yirmiyah, Ch 1 V 9: Hashem extended his hand and touched the
navi’s mouth and told him that he has placed His words in the navi’s
mouth

23) Yechezkel, Ch 10 V 7: In Yechezkel’s vision, the Cherub stretched
out his hand from between the Cherubim to the fire that was between
the Cherubim and took the fire and put it into the cupped hands of
the one clothed in linen. These cupped fire-coals were the ones to be
thrown at Yerushalayim.

24) Iyov, Ch 28 V 9: Hashem stretched out his hand against Sdom and
overturned it.

25) Daniel, Ch 11 V 42: Prophesying about the time of the end, [The
king] will stretch forth his hand against lands, including Egypt,
Lubia and Cush.
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26) Ezra, Ch 6 V 12: Cyrus, king of Persia, ordered in a written decree
that the temple may be rebuilt and asked Hashem to topple any king
or people who may stretch out a hand to disobey the decree.

27) Nechamyah, Ch 4 V 11: The people of Yehudah were rebuilding the
defensive walls of Yerushalayim. “Those who built the wall and
those who lifted and carried the burdens would do their work with
one hand, while one held a weapon”. Notably the word Shalach here
means weapon!

28) Shir HaShirim, Ch 5 V 4: Hashem sent forth his hand in anger; i.e.,
He sent Aram against Achaz, king of Judah, because of Baal idolatry.

29) Esther, Ch 2 V 21: Bigsan and Seresh sought to send their hand
against King Achashveirosh; Mordechai overheard their plot and
informed Queen Esther who told the king, saving his life.

30) “, Ch 3 V 6: Haman was furious that Mordechai did not bow to him
but thought it “was contemptible to send his hand against Mordechai
alone”, and rather wanted to destroy all the Jews.

31) “, Ch 6 V 2: King Achashveirosh could not sleep so the records were
read to him and he was reminded how Mordechai saved him when
Bigsan and Teresh sought to send their hand against the king.

32) “, Ch 8 V 7: King Achashveirosh hanged Haman because he sent his
hand against the Jews.

33)“, Ch 9 V 2: The Jews organized themselves in their cities
throughout the Persian Empire to send their hand against those that
sought to hurt them.

34) “, Ch 9 V 10: The Jews did not send their hand upon the spoils of
their slain enemies or Haman’s sons.

35) “, Ch 9 V 15: In Shushan, the Jews slew their enemies but did not
send their hand upon the spoils.

36) “, Ch 9 V 16: The Jews in the provinces slew their enemies on 13
Adar but did not send their hand upon the spoils.

37) Divrei HaYamim I, Ch 13 V 9: Uzza sent his hand to grasp the Aron
“for the oxen (pulling the wagon upon which the Aron rode) had
dislodged it”.

38) “, Ch 13 V 10: Hashem struck Uzza for sending his hand to the
Aron when he thought it was falling off an ox-cart and Uzza died.
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Three Lessons from the Parshiyos
Chaim Sugar

I. The author, or better the compiler, of the Hagadah is not known.

However, it is certainly clear that the Hagadah contains many statements

made by, or about, Tannaim and Amoraim. One of these statements is a

quote from the Mechilta in Parshas Bo 13:11. The Mechilta states, in

part, “One might think (that the obligation to discuss the Exodus

commences) with the first day of the month of Nissan, but the Torah says:’
You shall tell your son on that day...” In other words, initially the

Mechilta was thinking that we perhaps need to start the Seder from Rosh

Chodesh, the new moon, but since the Torah says “on that day” we know

the obligation does not begin until the fifteenth of the month.

’

Often when learning Gemara we encounter this same structure of an
“initial thought” and then an explanation of why that thought is not
correct. This “initial thought” is called the Gemara’s hava hamina. And,
even though the Gemara rejects its hava hamina, often much time is
spent trying to understand what the Gemara had in mind that led it to this
“initial thought.”

The word used in the Mechilta for “one might think,” is yochol. This
word yochol can also mean “able” or “capable.” And this was the
purpose of the hava hamina. To teach us that if we want to be able and
capable of telling our children, during the Seder, the story of the Exodus,
that can only happen if we begin the preparations at the start of the
month. If we wait till the week before, or the day before, to prepare
ourselves to correctly fulfill the obligation of “You shall tell your son,” it
might be too late.

II. In Parshas Va’eira, the pasuk in Section 18:21, when talking about
the plague of barad, hail, tells us that those Egyptians who “feared” the
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word of Hashem brought their servants and livestock indoors. The next
pasuk states that those whose “heart” did not listen to Hashem left their
servants and livestock in the fields.

R’ Abba Zvi Naiman, our Mara D’Asra, noted that the two pesukim are
not symmetrical. If the first pasuk is referring to those who “fear”
Hashem, the second pasuk should have been worded as referring to those
who “do not fear” Hashem. R’ Naiman pointed out that at this point there
had already been six makkos; six times where the word of Hashem was
executed exactly as Moshe said it would be, with devastating results for
the Egyptians. It is not possible that after all of the destruction there were
still Egyptians who did not fear Hashem. However, it is possible to fear
Hashem but still not have it in your heart, to be fully aware of Hashem,
to fully admit at all times that everything that occurs is not happenstance
but rather an event directed by Hashem. The pasuk is telling us that we
may think, intellectually, that we fear Hashem, but if we don’t have it in
our hearts, we don’t have it.

III. The first Rashi in Parshas Yisro tells us that Yisro, Moshe’s father-
in-law, had seven names. One of his names was Yesser, which means
extra. Rashi explains the source of that name, explaining that Yisro was
the cause of an additional parshah, “sheyiteir, which Yisro added to the
Torah. And that is when Yisro advises Moshe how to operate the court
system, the parshah of “Ve’atah techezeh, you shall seek.”

Now if you look at that parshah, you will discover that ve atah techezeh
is actually the ninth pasuk of the episode described there. For the episode
starts at pasuk 13, and the ve ateh techezeh is pasuk 21. Asks the Kotzker
Rebbe, if the episode started at pasuk 13 why did Rashi write that the
section of the Torah that was added because of Yisro begins with pasuk
217
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He answers that if you look at the parshah carefully you will notice that
Yisro solution to the problem does not start until pasuk 21. From pasuk
13 through pasuk 20 what Yisro is doing is complaining about the
situation, not offering any suggestions on how to correct it. Complaining
without offering something constructive would not qualify for an
additional parshah in the Torah.

49



Divrei Nechamah

Kerias Yam Suf and the Beis HaLevi
Rabbi Yehuda Menchel

Did you ever wonder why 710 0> ny"1p gets its own individual attention?
Don’t ask me “It gets its own individual attention?” It does! Don’t we
lain about it separately? HRw° 995 sang a whole 77°w about it — no such
77w was sung about %1 nR°¥°! Don’t tell me that what makes it unique
is that it was such a huge 01, because during 2°7%¥n NX"X> we experienced
hundreds of o°0°3, non after 7on, each clearly showing Hashem’s
existence, His nmwi, the concept of wny 75w, and much more!
Additionally, each 791 negated a certain concept of 777 nmav.' It’s true
that the 77727 tells us more 2°0°1 occurred at 710 2° Ny*7p than during XY
oxn, but does more of the same deserve special mention? There must
be a unique lesson to be derived from 710 o° ny1p that compels us to give
it such prominent display.

To answer this question, we must ask another question: The w7» in
mowa nwad on the P109 of '72 1PAKRM 'T DR QYA IRTLLKNIT QP T YW
(% ,7 mMnw) 172v "wn relates that until this point in time they did not
fear Hashem, but from herein (710 o° ny>p) they did fear Hashem. This
w171 needs to be understood. All of PXw 593 witnessed the w1y that the
o»1¥n experienced through the mon. It would seem inconceivable that
this would not have given them 1x7. It would seem to be that there was a
new level of ;i that had been achieved by the o°. What was it?

The key to understanding this is the knowledge that there are three types
of onw nNX, each with its own motivations and characteristics. These are
awsa IR L wnyi Ak and mamna nRY. The first and simplest is nX7
wnyn — fear of the consequences of ones actions. This feeling of fear
comes from being 112n» regarding one’s M2y and their punishments.
awsi PR however, is when one is PnRn with a deep recognition that

"' See Kli Yakar (Shemos 7:17) at length.
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Hashem is being nwX"2 7wyn 790 01 952 winn, that every millisecond
Hashem is recreating the world anew. With this, a new fear sets in, a
humbling fear, a fear which comes from one’s recognition of his total
dependency upon Hashem’s Will. This fear however, is intertwined with
a love and gratitude toward Hashem. 5wn?, a drowning man is grabbed
out of raging waters by the rescuer’s hand, and is slowly dragged from
the current. As he is dragged out, he fears that the hand may let go. For
every moment that the hand does not let go, he is filled with gratitude.
The two, the fear and appreciation, is called awi nX7. It is called such
because this fear and love together can only truly exist as it relates to
Hashem.” This fear does not come naturally. Even if one were to achieve
this level, with but a momentary loss of focus this highly achieved level
can dissipate into thin air. M7 IR, the third type, is felt when one
focuses on the contrast between Hashem’s exaltedness, and our
astonishing insignificance.

Says the Beis HalLevi: In o 1xn, at the time of the n1on, we were, as a
nation, introduced to Hashem. We were saturated with wnwi nX7.
However a0 0° ny°p was a demonstration of a fundamental n7p3, a life
altering perspective in our understanding of Hashem. We descended into
the o7, and all laws of nature were instantly suspended. We saw the water
forming tunnels for us to walk through and we were completely and
totally aware of our utter dependence upon Hashem. The water could
change back, and hundreds of thousands of gallons of water could
envelop us, if He so desired. Think about it! Visualize yourself in the
tunnel of water — is your heart pounding? Are you holding your children
tight? Possible disaster is imminent! Glance behind you, and see it
collapsing upon the hapless Egyptians! Yet, it continues to hold firm
throughout. Right now you are terrified — yet you look around and see

2 Well, why not of the hand that pulls you out of raging waters, you ask?
Because in truth, that hand only exists due to Hashem, only has the ability to
pull you out of the water due to Hashem, and only continues to exist due to
Hashem. Furthermore, the raging waters themselves only exist due to Hashem!
Without Hashem, there is no hand, no water, and... no you.
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Moshe and all of Klal Yisrael calmly walking through the tunnels, with
fruit hanging from the ceiling, spigots of fresh drinking water, available
at arms reach. An overwhelming sense of gratitude to Hashem permeates
your heart. Thank you Hashem! The entire nation experiences a new
understanding of Hashem, a own nx7°. The wiwia nXY was a ¥y 7o,
holding us back from what we were not to do, an 212°y. The awi PR we
experienced in the 2> was an 2w nwy, creating within us a fierce
motivation to be worthy of being created right now, imbuing within us a
recognition the gift of every moment.

With such a valuable and crucial lesson to be learned from 710 2° ny*p, it
is of no surprise that we give 710 0° ny>p its own unique focus. This day
affords us the opportunity to focus on the unique aspect of 2»w nX7 that
we gained in the 710 @°, and use it as a means to propel us forward into
the upcoming preparation for 7707 n22p.
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The Four Kosos; the Four Leshonos of Geulah :
Daniel Menchel

Rashi on the first Mishnah in Arvei Pesachim writes that the four kosos
correspond to the four leshonos of geulah in our parshas Shemos. (Please
note that Rashi later on daf 108a interestingly gives a different reason
and says the four cups correspond to four times cups are mentioned in
the dream of Pharoah’s sar hamashkim.) The Mordechai asks: why four
cups and not four matzos? (Not a question according to the Rashi on
108a). The Mordechai answers that cups are mentioned in pesukim that
relate to geulah, e.g. kos yeshu os esa, so we use cups of wine.

The Netziv just slightly rephrases the Mordechai’s question. The way he
puts it is why four cups and not four matzos or four pieces of meat
u’k’domeh. In other words, if all we are interested in is representing the
number four, who cares what we use or how we do it. That’s a very
broad way to read the Mordechai. You could read the question more
narrowly: why did Chazal institute a new mitzvah of four kosos instead
of building the representation of number four into an existing mitzvah?
The Netziv answers that the idea of the four leshonos is that geulah is a
gradual process. One does not go from being a slave to a free man
overnight. Even if the shackles are off, there is a psychological
adjustment, a social adjustment that has to take place. Chazal used four
cups to represent this gradual shift because when a person drinks, there is
a gradual change that happens as the person drifts closer to (or deeper
into) inebriation.

R’ Tzadok HaKohen (Pri Tzadik, Pesach §5) adds an extra twist to the
question and formulates it like this: the four kosos are a Rabbinic
requirement; matzah is a Biblical law. Why would Chazal incorporate
the representation of four into a Rabbinic mitzvah when they could have
incorporated it into a Biblical one?

" This is adapted from from http://divreichaim.blogspot.com/.
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R’ Tzadok sees the difference between Biblical and Rabbinic as not just a
technical distinction, but as representative of the difference between what
is ingrained in a person’s neshamah vs. what can be achieved through
avodah. The four steps of geulah are four stages in defining who we are
as Jews. The pinnacle of all these stages is the permanent banishment of
the yetzer hara from within. We achieved that level when we received
the Torah, but lost it almost immediately — it did not become
permanently ingrained in us. Three of the four leshonos of geulah were
achieved, but we missed the final step. Therefore, when it comes to the
Biblical, reflecting what is innately part of us, we only take three, but not
four matzos. When it comes to kosos, we take four as a symbol of what
we hope to achieve by the dint of our efforts, through the Oral Torah and
Rabbinic law. Matzah, three, is about who you are now; kosos, four, is
about where you are going and what you want to become.
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The Fifth Cup of Wine
Rabbi Moshe Grossman '

Every Hagadah that I have seen, from Maxwell House to ArtScroll,
mentions that we are obligated to drink four cups of wine at the Seder.
The Yerushalmi in Pesachim (10:1) gives four reasons for this
requirement.

The first reason is the well-known explanation that the four cups
correspond to the four languages of redemption that are written in
Parshas Va’era to describe the four phases of the redemption from Egypt.
The first phrase used is, “I will take you out of the burdens of Egypt,”
meaning that Hashem will end the slavery. The second is, “I will save
you from their labor,” meaning that Hashem will take them out of
Egypt’s control. The third is, “I will redeem you,” which is an allusion to
the splitting of the Yam Suf. The four phrase is, “I will take you to be My
people,” which refers to the giving of the Torah.

The second reason given in the Yerushami is that the four cups at the
Seder are a reminder of the four cups of wine mentioned in the Torah
when the sar hamashkim [butler] related his dream to Yosef. The
mentioning of a cup of wine four times at this point is an allusion to the
redemption from Egypt.

The third reason is that the four cups are an allusion to the four kingdoms
that will subdue and rule over the Jewish people: the Kasdim, the Madiim,
the Greeks, and Edom, i.e. Rome.

The fourth reason for the four cups at the Seder is that they are an
allusion to the four cups of punishment that Hashem will mete out to the
nations of the world for their treatment of Jewish people.

' Dedicated in honor of my granddaughter, Tali Grossman, whose question
brought about my writing this dvar Torah.
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However, it is difficult to understand the last two reasons in that they do
not refer to Pesach at all. The four cups of wine are one of the main
symbols of the Seder ceremony. We would think that they would be
some reference to the Exodus from Egypt.

I think that we can answer this question based on a comment of
Rabbeinu Bachya in his commentary on the Torah in Parshas Va’era
(6:6), where he discusses the four phrases of redemption. Then, he treats
the phrase in pasuk 7, “1 will bring you into the land,” as another phrase
of redemption. He says that this promise was supposed to occur soon
after the Jewish people left Egypt. However, because of the sin of the
meraglim, Hashem could not fulfill this promise at that time. This part of
the redemption would have been the final redemption, which, of course,
has not yet come. Rabbeinu Bachya is saying that we are still awaiting
this part of the redemption. That is, the entire history of the Jewish
people from the Exodus until today has been a continuing process to
bring us to the final redemption. All the troubles, sorrow, and suffering
that we have experienced are part of this process. On the other hand, all
the mitzvos and mesirus nefesh of the Jewish people have contributed
and continue to contribute to reaching the goal of the final redemption.
Therefore, the four kingdoms and the four cups of punishment are part of
the continuing story of the redemption. We celebrate Hashem’s
redeeming us from Egypt, His protection throughout the years, and His
promise for a complete redemption.

With this understanding of the four cups, we can understand the meaning
of the subject of this piece, the fifth cup of wine.

The Mishnah in Pesachim (117b) tells us that we should not have less
than four cups of wine at the Seder. The Gemara (118a) then cites a
Baraisa that R’ Tarfon says that we should complete the recitation of
Hallel on the fourth cup. However, there is another version of this
Baraisa that the Rif brings, as follows: R’ Tarfon says that we should
complete the recitation of Hallel on the fifth cup of wine. The Ran
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concludes, based on the Gemara, that drinking the four cups is an
obligation and the fifth cup is optional. The Rambam also mentions that a
fifth cup of wine is optional. The Tur in Orach Chaim brings a dispute
among the Rishonim on this matter. The current practice is not to drink a
fifth cup unless one has a great need to do so as is noted in the Rama
§481). This is a very brief and incomplete presentation of this matter that
is mentioned here only to serve as background for the next part.

We have seen that Chazal give reasons for the four cups. What is the
reason for the fifth cup? The Raavad on the Baal HaMaor explains that
the fifth cup is for the fifth expression of redemption, “I will bring you
into the land,” which follows the first four. As we have mentioned, this
expression refers to the final redemption according to Rabbeinu Bachya.
However, I personally have not seen anyone drink a fifth cup at any
Seder that I have attended, nor have I heard of anyone doing so.

Even though it is not the practice to drink a fifth cup of wine, we actually
have a fifth cup at the Seder, namely the cup of Eliyahu. The Vilna Gaon
explains that the reason for the cup of Eliyahu is because there is a
dispute as to whether we need a fifth cup, which has not been decided.
Therefore, this dispute — like all disputes — will be decided when Eliyahu
comes. We pour a fifth cup and refer to it as the cup of Eliyahu since he
will clarify whether a fifth cup is required or even allowed. Therefore,
we do not drink this cup since its status is unclear.

However, the Taamei HaMinhagim cites the Toldos Esther that states
that the purpose of the cup of Eliyahu is for the fifth expression of
redemption, “I will being you into the land,” similar to the Raavad in
reference to a fifth cup that would be drunk. He also mentions that this
expression refers to the final redemption. Based on the Toldos Esther, we
would conclude that we do not drink this cup since the final redemption
has not yet occurred.
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It appears from these sources that the cup of Eliyahu is to remind us that
the redemption is not yet complete and will not be complete until the
final redemption. The Seder should instill in us the confidence and faith
that just as Hashem redeemed us from Egypt, so too will He bring the
final redemption. Furthermore, we must understand that since we did not
merit the final redemption immediately following the Exodus, the
redemption process has continued throughout our history from Egypt on.
We must realize and consider at the Seder that all the events, whether
good, bad, joyous, or tragic, are, in some way, necessary to bring us to
the final redemption.
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A Berachah for Sippur Yetzias Mitzrayim
Rabbi Yitzchak Friedman

The Rishonim wonder why there is no berachah recited on the mitzvah of
Sippur Yetzias Mitzrayim. There are a few answers to the question that
“wow” me.

(1) The Chasam Sofer quotes the Abarbanel who says that the berachah
at the end of Maggid, o>¥nn 1MIR NR PR WORA WX, constitutes the
birchas hamitzvah enacted for Sippur Yetzias Mitzrayim. The Chasam
Sofer wonders that in light of the halachic requirement that the berachah
be recited prior to the actual performance of the mitzvah, why we wait
until after Maggid to recite the blessing. Our goal at the Seder is to
recreate the Yetzias Mitzrayim narrative. 12°K2 %XV DR MIRI? DX 22 270
oxnn XY, To accomplish this feat, one needs to recreate the pre-
redemption state of mind. At that point, the Jews were still subordinate to
Pharaoh and not able to be commanded in mitzvos. Hence, prior to the
Hagadah recitation, a berachah is inappropriate. Once we recount our
being freed from bondage and our commitment to serve the Almighty,
then, and only then, is a berachah recited. This is similar to the law that a
Jewish woman who goes to the mikvah recites her berachah before
immersion, and yet a convert recites the berachah after immersion!

(2) A berachah is not recited on a mitzvah that is accomplished through
speech! For example, there is no berachah on the mitzvah of Shema and
Birchas Hamazon. Similarly, Sippur Yetzias Mitzrayim is accomplished
through the recitation of the Hagadah, no berachah was established to
precede this mitzvah.

(3) Two years ago, I heard Rabbi Sholom Rosner’s Hagadah shiur,
through OUTorah.org. He quoted Rav Shlomo Zalman Aurebach, as
saying the following. When one experiences an awesome act of
benevolence, such as yetzias mitzrayim, it would be inconceivable that
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one would not be filled with a sense of gratitude. It is unnecessary to
command the Jewish people to thank Hashem for such kindness.
Moreover, the thanksgiving that is expressed via command is contrived.

One might wonder: it is a no brainer for those who were actually the
beneficiaries of yetzias Mitzrayim, to recognize the enormity of the gift
of redemption. However, for us in the 21st century (3,828 years later)
how do we engender this deep feeling of gratitude that is due the
Almighty for our deliverance?

Many ideas have been suggested. However, these methods are usually
divided between those that are addressed to young people and those
addressed to adults. The methods that are aimed at the youth are
subsumed in the dictum of Mmpwnn R w °75. They are usually
experiential, for example, make believe props etc. Adults spend time
looking at the numerous works on the Hagadah or the meforshim on the
Chumash on the yetzias Mitzrayim story.

A friend of mine witnessed the novel approach taken by Rav Shlomo
Wolbe z¢”[. This friend came back to Yeshivas Be’er Yaakov in the days
before Pesach. The yeshivah was on bein-hazmanim break and Rav
Wolbe was not expecting anyone to be around. My friend found him on a
lawn chair (Rav Wolbe had hearing issues, and he didn’t realize that my
friend was approaching), replicating with his hands frogs jumping all
over his body. He was trying to recreate the joy that Jews felt when the
plagues miraculously arrived to afflict the Egyptians.

In other words, adults do well by also using their senses to recreate the
life in Egypt, approximate what slavery looked and felt like and what it
must have felt like when G-d rained down plagues on our arch-enemy. In
a decade, where even adults feel a need to watch videos/movies, we can
relate to their need for visual/experiential props. Perhaps, in next year’s
Kuntress, we can have a collection of ideas that enabled the Seder to
come alive for adults and kids alike. Gut Yom Tov!
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Stolen Matzah '
Chaim Sugar

The Shulchan Aruch in Orach Chaim (454:4) writes that one cannot
fulfill his requirement to eat matzah on the night of Pesach with matzah
that was stolen. He then qualifies this statement and explains that this is
true if the individual stole a matzah. However, if someone stole flour and
then made a matzah with this stolen flour, that matzah can be used to
fulfill the requirement to eat matzah on the night of Pesach, because the
thief acquires the matzah through the change that was made to the flour.
The Mishnah Berurah §15 points out that this rule of not being able to
fulfill the mitzvah of eating matzah applies only to a stolen matzah,
whereas if one borrowed a matzah there is certainly no problem. (In
recent years, using a borrowed matzah has become an issue. Perfect for
those who need a new chumrah.)

In the Beur Halachah, the Chafetz Chaim notes that the Poskim write
that specifically with a stolen matzah one cannot fulfill the requirement
to eat matzah because 77°2va R2 790 7X¥nA, the matzah itself got here
through a non-permitted act. However, if on Shabbos, one carries a
matzah from a private domain to a public domain (or more than four
amos in a public domain; for this writing the two will be used
interchangeably), that matzah can be used to fulfil the mitzvah and a
berachah can be made on that matzah. The reason is X2 772y 12y RIW
77°2va 79 X0, He committed a sin, but the matzah itself was not with a
sin. To help us understand the distinction between a stolen matzah and
one that was carried from one domain to another, the Chafetz Chaim
instructs us to look at the Mishnah Berurah 318:1 and in the Beur
Halachah there.

" The following is an excerpt from a Minchas Chinuch Shiur (Mitzvah §120)
given by HaRav Yosef Dovid Schleizinger on the 9™ of Nissan, 5772.
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Section §318 in the Shulchan Aruch deals with the issue of the
permissibility of using an item with which a forbidden melachah was
performed on Shabbos. Various circumstances are discussed, i.e. if the
Shabbos violation was done by accident or intentionally, when may the
item be used and who can use the item. At the beginning of this section,
the Beur Halachah quotes the Chayei Adam who says that the rules of
Section §318, regarding using items that were used on Shabbos in a way
that violates a Shabbos prohibition, applies only to items where the
violation effected a change in the body of the object, such as cooking;
but if the violation did not cause a change in the object, such as carrying
the object from one domain to another, and the carrying was done
unintentionally, the object may be used even on that Shabbos and even
by the one who unintentionally committed the violation.

With this in mind we can get to a question that is especially relevant to
Pesach in the year 5776, when the first Seder falls on Shabbos.

The Gemara in Tractate Succah, at the bottom of page 42b, writes
“Rabbah said: The Rabbis issued a decree against taking a lulav on the
Sabbath, lest one take it in his hand and go to an expert to learn the laws
involved in its use.” Rashi, writing to explain the words “to learn,” points
out that the Gemara is referring to the laws of waving the lulav or the
blessing to made on taking the lulav.

Based on this Gemara, the Sedei Chemed (Rav Hezekiah Medini, 1834-
1905) in Marareches Chametz v’Matzah asks why the Rabbis did not
also invoke this decree regarding not eating matzah on the first night of
Pesach that falls on Shabbos. The Sedei Chemed first gives an answer
from the Haamak She 'eilah that people do not go out at night.” The Sedei
Chemed does not like this answer and suggests that a decree was not put

2 Rav Schleizinger noted that even if people are afraid to normally go out at
night, since the night of Pesach is a “protected night”, this concept might not
apply to the night of Pesach.
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into place because there really is nothing one needs to ask when it comes
to the matzah.

The Sho’el U’Meishiv (Rav Yosef Shaul HaLevi Nathonson, 1808-1875),
rites (Volume IV §5) that he was asked by a Rabbi Shimson why the
Rabbis did not make this decree on eating matzah Pesach night that falls
on Shabbos. Rabbi Shimson quotes the Rashi in the Gemara in Succah
and says that for matzah a person might also need to ascertain the proper
berachah one makes on the mitzvah of eating matzah (for a berachah
different from the one we normally make — see Rambam). There are in
fact other possibilities as to why someone would carry his matzah to an
expert. For example, is the matzah kosher with no parts folded over, and
how much matzah has to be eaten to qualify as olive size?

Rabbi Tzvi Pesach Frank (1870-1960), in his sefer Mikra’ei Kodesh
(13:2), tells that this question was asked by Rabbi Yitzchak Yeruchem
Diskin (a son of Rabbi Yehoshua Leib Diskin). Rabbi Diskin answered
that since to fulfill the mitzvah of matzah all you need is a piece of
matzah the size of an olive, and to violate the prohibition of carrying in
public on Shabbos the size of the item needs to be the size of a date, so a
person would not be in violation of the carrying in a public domain if he
is only carrying a piece of matzah the size of a olive. Rabbi Tzvi Pesach
does not accept this answer. He is concerned that since in this situation
an olive sized piece of matzah is significant, you can use it to fulfill you
obligation to eat matzah, it might also be considered large enough to
make one liable for “carrying” on Shabbos. Rabbi Frank gives his own
answer that since the mitzvah of lulav is performed in the morning a
person might carry it to an expert the evening prior to learn how to
properly perform the mitzvah. However, since the time for the mitzvah
of matzah is in the evening, a person with questions would have taken
the matzah to the expert during the daytime, before Shabbos.

Earlier we mentioned a Beur Halachah that says that if one carries a
matzah on Shabbos in a public domain, that matzah can still be used to
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fulfill the mitzvah. This is based on a Pri Chadash (Rav Chizkiyah De-
Saluha, 1659-1698) in Section 454, which in turn is based on a
Yerushalmi. The Yerushalmi in Shabbos (13:3) discuss a situation where,
on Shabbos, an individual tore his clothing in mourning for the dead,
Chas VeSholom. Does that person fulfill his requirement of tearing his
clothing or does he have to repeat the tearing after Shabbos? When the
Gemara attempts to say that the tearing obligation has been fulfilled, the
Gemara asks how this can be so: did we not say that a person cannot
fulfill his obligation to eat matzah on the first night of Pesach with a
stolen matzah? So too, one should not be able to fulfill the requirement
of tearing “keriyah” if it was done in violation of Shabbos laws. Both the
matzah and the keriyah should be considered a mitzvah that was
performed through an aveirah. The Gemara answers that concerning the
matzah, the matzah itself is connected to a sin. But the case of the
mourner, the mourner committed a transgression, but the garment itself is
not considered an item connected to a sin. The Gemara ends with the
following statement: “Do we say the following: that if one took out
matzah from a private domain to a public domain on the Sabbath, he
cannot then fulfill with it his obligation to eat matzah on Pesach
because it is a mitzvah brought about through a transgression?

This last statement matches up with the Beur Halachah; we do not say
that a matzah that was carried across domains on Shabbos cannot be used
to fulfill the obligation of eating matzah on the first night of Pesach.
However, this works out well if the last statement of the Gemara ends
with a question mark. If you remove the question mark, the statement is
saying just the opposite of what the Beur Halachah said. Sometimes,
with a Yerushalmi, it is hard to tell if the statement needs a question
mark at the end or not. Both the Korban HaFEidah (Rav Dovid Fraenkel,
1704-1762) and the Pnei Moshe (Rav Moshe Margalit, 1710-1780),
commentaries on the Yerushalmi, say that the question mark belongs at
the end of the statement. However, the Pri Chadash quotes a sefer called
the Beis Moed, who writes that the question mark does not belong there,
and the Gemara means that, in fact, you cannot use a matzah that was
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carried in public just like you cannot use a matzah that was stolen. He is
of the opinion that as far as the matzah’s status as kosher for fulfilling the
obligation of eating matzah, there is no difference between a stolen
matzah and one that was carried in public.

So where does this leave us? We now know that you cannot use a stolen
matzah but you can use a matzah that was carried from one domain to
another. We know why this is so and the distinction between the two. We
listed a number of reasons why the Rabbis did not institute a decree not
to eat matzah on Pesach night that falls on Shabbos. Putting everything
together, let’s list just one more reason.

In a famous Rabbi Akiva Eiger, he asks a “what if” question. What if
someone does blow shofar on Rosh Hashana that falls on Shabbos?
When that person reaches the next world, will he get credit for
performing a mitzvah? In other words, when the Rabbis said not to blow
shofar, does that completely uproot the mitzvah, or is it that the mitzvah
is still there but it does not need to be performed? He seems to lean
towards the idea that the mitzvah no longer exists and no reward will
come to the individual who performs an act that the Rabbis forbid.
Another of the great Achronim noted that this great power the Rabbis
have to uproot a mitzvah is only for mitzvos that were given at Sinai, not
for those that were given before Sinai.

Now the rest is easy. Matzah is a mitzvah that was given before Sinai. It
goes together with Korban Pesach, which was before Sinai. When the
Rabbis tell you not to perform a mitzvah, they are uprooting the mitzvah.
The Rabbi’s authority to uproot a mitzvah is only for mitzvos that were
given before Sinai. Therefore, the Rabbis were not able to make a decree
that would uproot the mitzvah of eating matzah on Pesach night that falls
on Shabbos.
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The Hagadah’s Relevance in Modern Times
Baruch Raczkowski

Last year at our Seder we decided to focus on what we can learn from the
Hagadah that applies to us today. While I was preparing for our Seder, |
came across a beautiful Shem MiShmuel that talked about the last
interaction between Pharaoh and Moshe before makkas bechoros. 1 also
found a number of interesting articles about that last formal meeting
between Moshe and Pharaoh. It was intriguing to me how the dynamics
of that last meeting had effects that reverberated throughout the centuries,
and if you listen carefully, that same dynamic still exists today. I used the
Artscroll Midrash Rabbah on Parshas Bo (Chapter 18 page 1) for the
insight and the following translation.

This discussion took place before the final makkah was about to occur,
giving birth to a nation. It is just after the plague of darkness had ended.
Moshe was standing in front of Pharaoh, demanding that Bnei Yisrael be
set free. The discussion according to the Midrash went as follows:

Narrator: Pharaoh was very angry after the plague of darkness and he
made sure that Moshe understood his displeasure.

Pharaoh: Go and serve your G-d; only your cattle and your sheep will
remain here (i.e. a security to ensure you return).

Narrator: Moshe could not accept this because Pharaoh would think to
himself: "I, Pharaoh negotiated with the G-d of the Jews and cut a deal.
We negotiated as equals; I gave him the people and kept the animals."
Moshe could not let that happen so he upped the ante. Pharaoh needed to
understand that in the grand scheme he was only a man that ruled over
men. There is only one God and that is the King of Kings, HaKadosh
Baruch Hu (see R’ Yisroel Miller's book What's wrong with being happy?
Pharaoh Fantasy pp. 91 - 104).

Moshe replied: 7070 IRwN &7 11y 722 1pn o3, , "By your life, even
our livestock will go out with us, not a hoof will be left behind." 1 >3
TNR T2Y1 a7 Y71 X2 AR 1p1, "For from it we shall take to serve Hashem
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our G-d; and we will not know in advance with what we are to serve
Hashem." Even an animal partially owned by a Jew will be taken.

Moshe continued: (I am paraphrasing this; see the Midrash Rabbah for
the exact text) “If you, as Pharaoh, a king of flesh and blood, were to say
"Collect for me a certain amount of taxes," the world would do it for you.
Certainly if the King of all Kings, Hashem, tells us to make up all 210
years that we could not sacrifice, we would have to do it. We therefore
do not know how many sacrifices we will be asked to bring.

Narrator: Pharaoh was angry. Moshe just told Pharaoh that he was flesh
and blood and finite, whereas Yisrael is the servant of Hashem who has
no bounds! Pharaoh's plan was to force Yisrael to leave behind their
cattle as security to force them to return. Pharaoh did not appreciate
having his plans thwarted.

Pharaoh replied: For how long will you continue to come before me, go
and beware, 10 MX1 non 2R, "Do not see my face anymore!"

Moshe answered: You have spoken well. I shall never see your face
again.

This Midrash started by mentioning the pasuk in Yeshayah (44:26): o pn
DOW VIR N¥YY 172V 127, Who confirms the words of his servant, and
fulfills the counsel of his messengers. R’ Abahu says that this pasuk is
referring to this final meeting between Moshe and Pharaoh. It was at this
meeting that Hashem confirmed his servant’s words. Hashem did not
want to make Moshe a liar by making him go back to Pharaoh with the
final prophesy of 72°%71 n¥md *7™ ' K 72, Rather, Hashem appeared to
Moshe in Pharaoh's palace and gave Moshe his final warning to Pharaoh.
This was done in Pharaoh's Egyptian palace filled with all sorts of idols
and objects full of tumah.

This aspect of the final exchange is difficult to understand. For all of the
other makkos, Moshe would appear before Pharaoh, negotiate with him,
and then leave to daven to Hashem outside the city in order that Hashem
should not have to respond to Moshe in the tumah of the palace. Why in
this case did Hashem appear to Moshe in Pharaoh’s palace?
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The Shem MiShmuel (Bo 5676 pp. 141-142) answers in depth. Moshe
wanted to set a precedent at the very beginning of the relationship
between Hashem and the new nation Bnei Yisrael. Moshe wanted to
establish the concept that Hashem remains close to the Bnei Yisrael at all
times, even when they have sinned (and do not deserve to have Hashem
with them). Moshe wanted to establish an unconditional commitment
from Hashem at this early stage of their relationship so that in all
generations, Hashem will be with Yisroel even in the contaminated
environments the galus brings us.

Centuries later, a queen entered the inner chambers of a king's palace
which was filled with idols, where she lost her ruach hakodesh in that
environment. She cried out *1nary 1% R X, My God, My God, why
have you forsaken me? Queen Esther lost her ruach hakodesh in the
tumah of Achashveirosh’s inner chambers. Scared and surrounded by
Achashveirosh’s guards who were ready to kill her, Queen Esther turned
to Hashem to come and help the Bnei Yisrael. Achashveirosh was
angered by the thought that Queen Esther would enter the inner
chambers without being called and was ready to have her killed. After all,
it was an affront to his honor! As we know from the story of Purim,
Hashem caused his presence to rest on her and came to help Bnei Yisrael.
This is similar to how He helped Moshe deal with Pharaoh before the last
plague. He caused an unwilling king Achashveirosh to stretch out his
royal scepter, saving Esther so that she could help bring about a yeshuah
for Bnei Yisrael.

There is a famous story told about the Chafetz Chaim. A bill was passed
by the Polish Legislature that required all Polish Rabbis to speak the
Polish language or they would not be permitted to represent their
congregants. The bill was waiting for a likely signature of the Polish
President. The Chafetz Chaim led a group of Jewish leaders to stop the
President from signing the bill. The Chafetz Chaim explained that the
Torah says to daven for the kingdom you are in, and that he did daven for
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the Polish government each day. He also described to the President that
if you interfere with our religion, the nation would experience a downfall
like all our enemies have experienced. The interpreter for the Chafetz
Chaim did not know what to do. If he translated the words of the Chafetz
Chaim, the President would take it the wrong way. Translating the words
differently was not an option either; it was the Chafetz Chaim's words.
Baruch Hashem, before the interpreter began, the President of Poland
said he did not have to translate the Chafetz Chaim's words because he
knew it came from the heart. He then told the Chafetz Chaim he would
not sign the new legislation into law. This is a twentieth-century example
of Hashem giving assistance to a Jewish leader to help prevent a terrible
calamity from befalling our nation. While in the presence of the tumah of
the seat of Polish government.

This special hashgachah of Hashem began in Mitzrayim, when Hashem
appeared to Moshe in Pharaoh’s palace, the epitome of tumah. We can
therefore rest assured that Hashem is with us even in our galus today,
may it speedily end 2% 1172 7702,
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Mosheh Rabbeinu and the Hagadah
Yitzchok Raczkowski

Although the K/i Chemdah is a commentator who focuses on the
pesukim, in his introduction to one of his seforim, Rabbi Meir Plotzki
talks a little about Pesach, because when he published this work it was
around Pesach.

Someone asked him the following question: Why is Moshe Rabbanu’s
name not mentioned throughout the entire Hagadah? He was the one who
led us out of Egypt and it would only be fitting for his name to be
mentioned at least once.

Rabbi Meir Plotzki’s initial response was that any redemption by man
will always be flawed and therefore will never last for eternity. So we try
to avoid the fact that this redemption would not last for all of eternity. He
then proceeded to think about the matter a little more and thought of a
bomb kasha. Chazal said Hashem would take us out of Egypt. So, was it
Moshe or did Hashem who took us out of Egypt? Really they both took
us out. How is that possible? The answer that Rabbi Meir Plotzki gives is
that there were two redemptions; one was physical and one was spiritual.
Moshe did take us out but only physically; Hashem took us out
spiritually.

Rabbi Meir Plotzki proves this point by asking another question. Why do
we sometimes say 7277 like we do on Chanukah and sometimes, as on
Purim, we do not say 9271? The answer is that we say 7277 when there was
a spiritual redemption and we don’t say 9277 when it was a non-spiritual
redemption. Let’s take a closer look. On Chanukah, we see that the
Greeks wanted the Jews to assimilate into the Greek culture so that was
spiritual and we say 971. However, during Purim when the Persians
wanted to kill us, not necessarily to assimilate, this is not spiritual
redemption — which is why we don’t say 1.
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Shiur HaRav Y. D. Soloveichik z¢”’/

on Birkas Kohanim
submitted by Rabbi Yehoshua Cheifetz '

"Speak to Aaron and his sons, saying: So shall you bless the children of
Israel, saying to them (amor lahem)" (Bamidbar 6:23). Rashi says (1)
amor is similar in form to zachor and shamor (in the Ten
Commandments); (2) amor is written in the full form (with a vav), [to
teach us] that they should not be in a hasty or bewildered state when they
bless the people, but rather they should bless them with the proper intent
and with a full heart. The Rav examined both of these ideas.

Why did Rashi compare the form of the word amor to that of zachor?
Zachor is the infinitive form (the root form of the word). The imperative
form (¢zivuy) would be zichor. If Hashem was commanding us to keep
the Shabbos or to remember the Shabbos, why not use the imperative
form of the word, zichor, shimor? Rashi (Shemos 20:8) says that the
infinitive form teaches that one must always be thinking of Shabbos.
Rashi quotes the opinion of Shammai to set aside the choicest objects
encountered during the week for Shabbos. The Gemara (Beitzah 16a)
says that Hillel had a different approach, that he would dedicate all his
actions to the glory of Hashem and use the best that he had available
before Shabbos. Rashi and the Rambam agree with the opinion of
Shammai in this case, even though we have a principle that we always
accept the opinion of Beis Hillel, because in this case Shammai's opinion
matches the commandment as written in the Torah. Zachor teaches that
no matter what day of the week it might be, one must always think of,
and look forward to, Shabbos.

" This summary is copyright 1997 by Dr. Israel Rivkin and Josh Rapps, Edison,
N.J. Permission to reprint and distribute, with this notice, is hereby granted.
Thank you to Rabbi Cheifetz for making this available to us.
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In the Parshah of Birkas Kohanim, the Torah says amor lahem and not
emor lahem. From the use of the infinitive form instead of the imperative
form, we learn that once a Kohen is oleh leduchan, goes up to bless the
people, he retains a perpetual obligation to bless the people whenever he
is asked to. (This is Rashi's opinion, Tosafos disagree, see Sotah 38a).
This perpetual obligation to bless the people is similar to the perpetual
obligation to constantly remember the Shabbos. That is why the form
amor is used, similar to the use of the form zachor.

The Rav explained the other statement of Rashi as to why amor is
written in the full form, with a vav. Prior to blessing the people, the
priests recite a blessing that Hashem sanctified them and commanded
them to bless the people with love, be ahavah. It would appear from the
text of this blessing that the true fulfillment of the biblical obligation to
bless the people requires that they do it with ahavah. The Shulchan
Aruch notes that a priest who is in mourning for one of the seven
relatives, does not bless the people during the shivah period. The Rama
extends this, and says that a priest who has lost a close relative should
not duchen for the full year extended period of mourning. Had birkas
Kohanim been a Mitzvah of simple recitation of some text, it should have
been treated the same as tefillah and Kerias Shema, which are mitzvos
that the mourner must fulfill despite his depressed frame of mind.
Apparently the requirement to perform Birkas Kohanim "be’ahavah,"
prevents the Kohen mourner from being oleh leduchan.

The Rama rules that in Chutz Laaretz the Kohanim do not perform
Birkas Kohanim daily because they are preoccupied with thoughts of
daily survival and the need to earn a living, [which precludes them from
fulfilling their obligation with its proper intent]. We do not find that
similar pre-occupation removes the obligation to recite Kerias Shema or
to pray on a daily basis. The word amor teaches that there is a Biblical
obligation to perform this mitzvah be’ahavah, which is different than
other Mitzvos. The fulfillment of be ‘ahavah requires the priests to bless
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the people with the proper intent and with a full heart and not to bless
them while in a hasty or bewildered mood.

The perpetual obligation to bless the people indicated by amor (similar to
zachor) is connected to the obligation to bless them be’ahavah. Amor
teaches that the Kohen must always be ready to bless the people based on
this perpetual obligation, just like the Jew must always think of Shabbos.
Amor also teaches that it must be done through ahavah, that this
perpetual obligation can only be fulfilled when the Kohen is of a clear
frame of mind.
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Modim
Moshe Rock

Reading the Modim every day, I am intrigued by the wording at the end.
It says: T°700 10 X2 °2 DOWI , TR0 192 ¥ 2 2ivn, The Beneficent, (or
Good) One, for Your compassion never cease, and the Compassionate
One, for Your kindnesses are never exhausted.”

From the basic reading it almost sounds like Good (211) begets or is
defined by compassion (7"nm0), and Compassion (onni), begets or is
defined by kindness (7°701). As if there is some sort of hierarchy with the
words building up from Good to Compassionate to Kindness.

I asked my son-in-law, Avi Dear, if he ever heard anyone talk about this
and he replied with something he had heard said over from R’ Elya
Lopian zz"l.

Let me elaborate using two scenarios.

Scenario 1:

Imagine a friend in need asks to borrow $100 dollars from you. Happily,
you turn over the money to him. The next day he comes back for another
$100. This time, however, while you still feel badly for him it is a little
weaker of a feeling so you give him $80. The third day $60...

Scenario 2:

Imagine a friend in need asks to borrow $100 dollars from you. Happily,
you turn over the money to him. The next day he comes back for another
$100. You still have the same level of compassion for him and an equal
desire to give him another $100 but you simply don’t have the funds. The
next day as well, you wish you could help him out but you are unable to.
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These scenarios can help us to understand the love and compassion that
Hashem has for us.

2ivg, He is good. 7m1 192 X% °3; His compassion does not cease. In
Scenario 1, We are being good to lend our friend the $100 dollars on day
1, but after that, our compassion for his situation diminishes and we
lessen the amount of support that we give. But with Hashem, His
compassion does not cease. Not Ever!

and), The Compassionate One, 777017 30 X2 3, His kindness is never
exhausted. In Scenario 2, We maintain the same level of compassion for
his situation and would like to continue giving him $100, but we don’t
have the physical means to maintain that amount. But with Hashem, His
Kindness, His means are never exhausted. Not Ever!

This point is also beautifully stated by R’ Hutner z¢"/, who said regarding
the Tefillah, Avinu Malkeinu:

Sometimes a father wants to give to his child but is unable;

A king is always able but he may not have the desire to give.

Hashem, however, is different.
As a Father - He wants to give!

As a King - He can give!

There is no end to G-d’s compassion and G-d extends Himself to us in
limitless ways.
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Hitting the Rock: Tefillas Geshem '
Shimon Weichbrod

In the Tefillah of Geshem, recited by the Chazan at Mussaf on Shemini
Atzeres, the paytan utilizes famous Torah personalities, and situations
that involved them and water. One of these is the story of Moshe and the
rock — the paytan mentions that he hit the rock and water came forth.

NS TR 9T MR oy T 1 R N33 en M
0 WEN T voer by .omb wns Ny 70N oM
O DY 1T P8R

The obvious question is, when asking Hashem to recall our forefathers

and have mercy and provide rain for us, why would we specifically

mention something that, according to most commentators, was an error

on Moshe’s part — when he hit the rock instead of speaking to it. Even if
we assume that the paytan is referencing the story in Beshalach, where

Moshe was instructed to hit the rock, why is that not clearly identified.

When recalling the story, does it not bring to mind the version in Chukas?
Additionally, the paytan uses the word v70, which is how the rock is

identified in Chukas. In Beshalach, it is called a 7% — thus making it

clear which story is being recalled.

Secondly, the paytan uses the term p7%3, with his “righteousness.”
Whichever water/rock story you choose, what was the righteousness? In
Beshalach, he did what Hashem commanded, and in Chukas he did not —
which of these can be deemed righteous?

' This Dvar Torah is based on Kemotzei Shalal Rav on Parshas Chukas.
Although it does not directly relate to Pesach, I’d like to apply the gezeirah
shavah of Chamisha Asar-Chamisha Asar (Succah 27a) to repeat a Dvar Torah I
had seen relating to Succos (or more specifically, Shemini Atzeres).
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The 7zitz Eliezer, based on how the Lev Aryeh explains the entire story
of the Mei Merivah, answers these questions, by first looking at the
common questions asked by many commentators on the two stories
themselves.

1. How could Moshe have directly defied Hashem’s commandment?
Hashem said to speak to the rock, and Moshe hit it.

2. Why in Beshalach was Moshe instructed to hit the rock, and then
in Bamidbar he was told to speak to it? What changed, that
caused the mechanism of obtaining water from the rock
(presumably the same rock) to change?

There are many answers to these questions. However, the Lev Aryeh
introduces a novel approach. He does this by first explaining the
mechanics of miracles. In general, nissim follow teva as much as
possible, and the miracle is minimized. A person’s spiritual level,
however, can directly affect how much a nes can deviate from feva.

As an example of the miracle relating to the greatness of the person, the
Gemara in Chullin (7b) states:

,(RD .30 2-0°3%1) IMRIW ,17°°127 TN NN DO 2O17 LRI 72 Ran M NN
Y3 7901 VWOOR 9202 WORT DR 1200w T [DR] IR 73T weR o002 an o
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Rav Chama said: Tzadikim are greater after they have passed away then
when they are alive. He proves his point from Elisha. Sefer Melachim
tells the story where the people were burying someone and they placed

% In fact, the Ramban in Devarim (20:9) writes the following:
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Hashem will hide the miracle and does not want to change the natural order of

the world unless there is a great need, or in situations of Kiddush Hashem.
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the man in the kever of Elisha and the man touched Elisha’s body and
came back to life. Rashi comments on this Gemara:

DWW TN DOANWT 12 NPT I8IWI 1M 120K LMY PRYDR NIARY RORT YA
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Rashi contrasts this story with the story of the Ben HaShunamis, where
Elisha had to place is face up against the child, his mouth to the child’s
mouth and his eyes to the child’s eye and beg for mercy. (He rested on
top of him to warm his body, according to the Mefarshim — and it even
sounds somewhat like CPR). This, says Rashi, is how we see that Elisha
was greater after he passed then when he was alive — when he was alive,
it required a more “natural” approach, but after his death, the other
person only needed to touch his body — an open miracle. A larger miracle
requires a greater person, and Elisha, the Gemara tell us, was greater
once he had died.

This, the Lev Aryeh explains, is the difference between obtaining water
from the rock in Beshalach, and in Chukas. We all know that the well
was present in the merit of Miriam and disappeared when she died. This
well is the rock in the pasuk. If the well was following Bnei Yisrael for
forty years in the zechus of Miriam, once she passed away, in whose
zechus did it to return? It must be, says the Lev Aryeh that the well
reappeared in the zechus of Moshe. This, then, is the difference in the
two miracles. Moshe being on such a much higher level was able to
accomplish (maybe require) a greater miracle and speaking to the rock
was sufficient, whereas in the zechus of Miriam, a more teva-like miracle
of hitting the rock was the appropriate action.

However, says the Lev Aryeh, Moshe’s humility was his error. He did not
want his sister to be considered of lesser greatness then himself, therefore
he wanted the miracle to be the same for himself as it was for her, and
occur only with the hitting of the rock. The error was that this was not
the time for humility, and instead Hashem wanted all of Bnei Yisrael to
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see how great Moshe was, and what miracle could be performed in the
merit of his greatness.’

This explains the story of the two rocks, but does not yet explain why we
mention it during Tefillas Geshem. For that, the Tzitz Eliezer brings a
pshat from Rav Yisrael Salanter on a very famous Gemara in Taanis.
The Gemara (25b) states:

27 77 7IV1 RPY NIDT2 YR DMWY WARY 72007 2190 TR TYUOR 0272 Twvn
1OV N TavaY 11097 IR INR ROR o0 19 PR 119972 IR MR PR RPY
T ORDR AT D17A W 0197 K AAKY PP N2 ONX 1127 020 NA 20nwA 1TM

PR DY Pavn IR N PMIN HY van

There was a story where Klal Yisrael had no rainfall. Rabbi Eliezer went
up to daven and said the standard 24 berachos for this situation, but no
rain fell. Rabbi Akiva went up and stated two Avinu Malkeinus where
upon it began to rain. The sages of the time were starting to wonder
about Rabbi Eliezer, when a bas kol came out and said, “it is not that this
one (Rabbi Akiva) is greater than this one (Rabbi Eliezer), only that
Rabbi Akiva was a man that was willing to forgo his honor and Rabbi
Eliezer was not.”

To the average reader this last line of the Gemara should seem very odd.
If one were to ask anyone: who is a greater person, someone who would
forgo his honor or someone unwilling to do so, which would you choose?

3 This could fit nicely with the Ramban mentioned in footnote 2. If the purpose
was simply to provide water for Bnei Yisrael, then Moshe’s approach could be
correct — minimize the nes while at the same time honoring Miriam. However, it
would appear that Hashem’s intent was, in fact, to create a Kiddush Hashem
through Moshe’s act of speaking to the rock. If this is the case, then the bigger
miracle, shelo b’derech hatevah, was required, and the pasuk testified to this
fact as it states (20:8): ¥907 PR ONI2TY, AR VIR ANKR TV DR 20R 707 DR 1P
o7 1y2. And after hitting the rock (20:12): anaaRi R 1¥° 7R 281 7w 9R 17 08"
DRI 212 1YY TR N,
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The unanimous answer would be — someone who doesn’t stand up for his
personal honor would be the greater one. So, what is the pshat in this bas
kol? Rabbi Akiva, a person willing to forgo his honor, is the greater
person — and the fact that his Tefillah caused rain to fall proves it!

In fact, to understand the difference between Rabbi Eliezer and Rabbi
Akiva, one must first know their educational background. Rabbi Akiva
was a student of Hillel, and Rabbi Eliezer, a student of Shammai.

We know that Shammai was known as a 779p, and refused to forgo the
honor of Torah, whereas, Hillel was known as a 7720 and was more
accepting and willing to accept everyone gracefully and forgo the honor
of the Torah for the greater good. The Gemara in Shabbos (31a) gives
four examples of this: Three people on three different occasions came to
Shammai to convert with stipulations®, and each time Shammai chased
them away, yet in all 3 cases, Hillel accepted them and also showed them
the errors in their ways. The fourth situation was regarding the man who
wagered 400 zuz that he could make Hillel get angry, but failed after
many attempts.

At the same time, we need to understand that this was a difference in
approach only — just like Hillel and Shammai argued in prohibitory law
they argued in the approach to Torah learning, but as Chazal state: “Eilu
V’eilu divrei Elokim Chayim” there was no right or wrong approach —
just different approaches to serving Hashem. Rabbi Eliezer and Rabbi
Akiva, being talmidim of these yeshivos, would have developed similar
approaches to their teachers. This is what the first half of the bas kol
meant. Both Rabbi Eliezer and Rabbi Akiva were equals.

However, there is one place where the approach to Torah makes a
difference, and can affect the outcome. When Hashem holds back rain in

* One refused to accept Torah SheBaal Peh, one wanted to learn all of Torah on
one foot, and the third only wanted to be a Kohen Gadol.
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Eretz Yisrael, it is because of the sins of the nation. Both Rabbi Akiva
and Rabbi Eliezer were standing in the presence of the Kehilah to ask
Hashem to have mercy, and go Lifnim Meshuras Hadin and grant Bnei
Yisrael something that they do not deserve. In this case, it takes a certain
type of person to make this happen. As Chazal state: 1"m7a %y 22ynn 92
PYWD 93 9117 1%avn, someone who can forgo his honor, Hashem forgoes
his sins.

The bas kol in fact is clearly stating that neither Rabbi Eliezer or Rabbi
Akiva is greater, however, everyone knows, if there is skilled work to be
done, the right tools are required. To ask Hashem to forgo Bnei Yisrael’s
sins, you need someone who constantly forgoes their honor — and this is
Rabbi Akiva.

This, then, can be related back to our story with Moshe and the rock, and
why it is mentioned during Tefilas Geshem, says the 1zitz Eliezer. When
Moshe hits the rock he is doing it specifically in deference to his sister
Miriam. Initially, in Miriam’s zechus, the rock had to be hit — because of
her lower status as a fzadeikess compared to Moshe. However, for
someone as great as Moshe, speaking to the rock is sufficient to make the
miracle come about. However, how would it look for the honor of
Miriam, if a greater miracle would come about through Moshe? (Note:
this doesn’t quite explain how Moshe could go against a direct order
from Hashem to save face for his sister Miriam, it would only explain the
rationale of wanting to do it).

On the day that we are asking Hashem to grant us rain, and to overlook
our mistakes — we are not remembering Moshe’s error, rather we are
invoking the special kindness that Moshe had to overlook his own honor
in order not to embarrass his sister, and asking Hashem to overlook our
mistakes — and that is precisely why the paytan chose the words “Btzidko
Chon Chashras Mayim” it was his 7zidkus in deference to Miriam that
we are evoking when asking Hashem for rain.
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As Pesach begins the days of Sefiras HaOmer — where the lack of respect
between the talmidim of Rabbi Akiva caused the loss of 24,000 of them,
it is an opportune time to think about forgoing our personal honor and
respect others, and in this zechus, may we merit to have Hashem
overlook our mistakes as well.
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Sefiras HaOmer before Nightfall
Rabbi Abba Zvi Naiman

Counting bein hashemashos

There are various views among the Rishonim about the proper way to
count the omer when one is davening Maariv during bein hashemashos
(i.e. between sunset [shekiyah] and nightfall [tzeis hakochavim], 45
minutes after sunset according to the Rosh HaYeshivah, Maran HaRav Y.
Y. Ruderman z /).

At first glance, we would think that since the mitzvah is to count at night
(see Menachos 66a), and the legal status of bein hashemashos as day or
night is uncertain, one must wait until ¢zeis hakochavim to count. In fact,
Beur Halachah (489:1 m»p0> n"7) writes that our custom is to take care
not to count until nightfall because according to Rambam and other
Rishonim the mitzvah to count nowadays is still Biblical and you cannot
perform a Biblical mitzvah that needs to be performed at night [e.g.
eating matzah| during bein hashemashos.

Tosafos (Menachos 66a), though, hold that counting the omer nowadays
is only Rabbinic, as a remembrance to the times of the Beis HaMikdash
when the omer-offering was actually brought. Accordingly, they write
that the omer may be counted even during bein hashemashos, when it is
uncertain if night has yet arrived because it is a doubt in a Rabbinic
obligation. This view is supported by other Rishonim as well.'

' However, they may not all agree with the reasoning of Tosafos. For example,
Piskei Tosafos (authored by Tur) there leaves out the part of counting being only
Rabbinic and writes only that one may count when it is uncertain if it is dark and
one need not wait until night. It could be that is relevant to a shiur I recently
heard from Maran Harav Moshe Shapira shlit’a, on the Beur HaGra to Mishlei
(7:9), where the Gra z”[ says that at sunset the day has ended and the next day
has begun, but it doesn’t become night until later when the stars come out. The
Piskei Tosafos might therefore hold that it is not necessary to count the omer at
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Shulchan Aruch (489:2) writes that those who are meticulous do not
count until tzeis hakochavim, and this is the proper way to act. And
Mishnah Berurah (§14) explains that although one could conceivably act
leniently to count during bein hashemashos since according to most
Poskim counting is only Rabbinic nowadays, it is nevertheless not proper
to count initially [7%1n57] in an uncertain time period; meticulous people
therefore wait until tzeis hakochavim when it is certainly night. He writes
further (§15) that from Shulchan Aruch it appears that if one did count
during bein hashemashos, he has fulfilled his obligation after the fact
[123°72]; however, Elyah Rabbah argues that one must count again
without a berachah after tzeis hakochavim if he counted during bein
hashemashos.

Davening Maariv bein hashemashos

What should you do if you are davening Maariv in a shul after sunset,
but during bein hashemashos, and the chazzan counts the omer then in
conflict with the aforementioned ruling? Shulchan Aruch (489:3) rules
that you should count then without a berachah and after nightfall you
should count again with a berachah if you remember.

Mishnah Berurah (§16), following Magen Avraham (§7), explains that
Shulchan Aruch is addressing someone who wants to follow the halachah
meticulously and count after nightfall. However, there is a chance that he
might forget to count later and he now has an opportunity to count, albeit
not at the primary time. So to avoid any problems, he should count at the
minyan without a berachah, and with the following mental stipulation:
“If I remember to count at the proper time after nightfall, I don’t want to
fulfill my obligation with this count.” This allows him to count later with

night. It is necessary to count after the day has ended and that can be done

during bein hashemashos.
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a berachah, since he now retroactively did not fulfill his obligation in the
questionable time period of bein hashemashos.’

Although this seems like a nice solution to the problem of possible
forgetfulness, it is not without its disputants. For example, Taz (§6)
writes that such a stipulation is not effective at all because the mitzvah is
to count the day of the omer, and you are not doing so if you are saying
that you might not want this count to count. He therefore explains that
Shulchan Aruch says to count with this early minyan only so people will
not think that you do not plan on counting at all.

However, despite the disputants, most Poskim agree with Magen
Avraham’s understanding of Shulchan Aruch in addition to Mishnah
Berurah, including Maamar Mordechai, Shulchan Aruch HaRav, and
Kaf HaChaim. 1t would therefore seem proper for someone faced in such
a situation to count without a berachah using the aforementioned
stipulation. And although the Poskim write that it is proper to count the
omer with a minyan, Sefer Sefiras HaOmer (p. 21) rules that it is better
to count alone after nightfall than to count with a minyan during bein
hashemashos.

Seventy-two minutes

There are many people who follow the view of Rabbeinu Tam in
considering nightfall to being 72 minutes after sunset. Do they have to
wait 72 minutes to count the omer as well?

Minchas Yitzchak (Vol. 9 55:1) writes that for someone who accepts the
stringency of Rabbeinu Tam only regarding ending Shabbos but during
the week keeps the regular tzeis hakochavim, it is better for him to count

* T was once at an early Maariv minyan out-of-town, where the Rabbi announced
that everyone — including the chazzan — should count without a berachah with
the stipulation described above. This would seem to be a preferred method for a
shul worried about forgetfulness than having the chazzan be a “korban” by
counting with a berachah and everyone else counting without a berachah and
with the stipulation.
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the omer before 72 minutes with a minyan even on Motza’ei Shabbos
than to count alone after 72; However, he writes elsewhere (Vol. 10 43:1)
that someone who always act stringently like Rabbeinu Tam should use
his judgment whether not to count with the minyan before 72.

Kovetz Halachos (2:4, end of note 7) writes that in this latter case it
would be preferable to count later (i.e. to count without a berachah with
the minyan using the aforementioned stipulation). See also Sefer Sefiras
HaOmer (3:10), Piskei Teshuvos (489:12), Mekadesh Yisrael (§13), and
Nitei Gavriel (p. 105).

Possible exceptions

Children. Nitei Gavriel (p. 106) rules that one may allow a minor to
count the omer during bein hashemashos, especially during the summer
when tzeis hakochavim is late. Mekadesh Yisrael (§27) writes the same,
but adds (§26) that one should not allow a minor to count the omer
before sunset after plag haminchah.

Erev Shabbos. The Aruch HaShulchan (489:7) writes that all the Poskim
rule that one should initially not count until dark, and we do not rely on
those who say that one may count bein hashemashos. However, for
Kabbalas Shabbos, we do rely upon those who say to count then because
there is a mitzvah and obligation to accept Shabbos while it is still day.

This entire discussion applies to those living in chutz laaretz. In Eretz
Yisrael, where the custom is to follow the rulings of the Gra z”I, many
people count earlier than what we would consider zeis hakochavim in
chutz laaretz.® See Teshuvos Yechaveh Daas (Vol. 1 §23) for his view on
the matter.

*In the same shiur mentioned above, Harav Moshe Shapira related that the
custom among the early inhabitants of Yerushalayim was to daven Maariv six
minutes after shekiyah on Motza’ei Shabbos Chanukah and light Chanukah /icht
immediately after Maariv, certainly well before 45 minutes.
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Leviathan and Behemoth !
Rabbi Nesanel Kasnett

The Midrash' speaks of a remarkable reward awaiting the righteous in
the World to Come:

R’ Yudan son of R’ Shimon said: The Behemoth? and the Leviathan®
are “beasts of contest” for the righteous in the Future Era;* and
whoever did not see a contest of beasts staged by the nations of the
world in this world will merit to see [that great battle] in the World
to Come.’

Since the righteous will afterward feast on the meat of the two slain
creatures (as taught below), the manner of their deaths becomes an issue.
The Midrash states that the Behemoth will gore the Leviathan with its
horns, and the Leviathan will slaughter the Behemoth with its fins, but
this explanation is immediately challenged:

Is this a proper ritual slaughtering?! But did we not learn thus: “We may
slaughter with anything ... except a harvesting sickle, a saw ... because
they tear” (Mishnah Chullin 1:2).°

The Midrash then resolves the difficulty:

R’ Avin bar Kahana said: The Holy One, blessed is He, said, “A new
instruction will go forth from Me,”’ (which implies:) a novel

instruction will go forth from Me.®

! Editor’s note. This is an excerpt from the newly published work, Anointing at
the Gichon, authored by my good friend and ArtScroll colleague. As in the
original work, the notations in the article are for endnotes that follow it. We
have placed it in our Shavuos section since it deals with an important aspect of
the Akdamus piyut and gives instruction to the Aggadic section of Torah.
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The Midrash concludes with a discussion of the banquet itself:

R’ Berechyah said in the name of R’ Yitzchak: The Holy One,
blessed is He, will make a feast for His servants, the righteous, in the
Future Era; and anyone’ who never ate neveilos' in this world will
merit to [eat] from it'' in the World to Come.

This is such an astonishing and inscrutable midrash that one is compelled
to ask whether the Behemoth and Leviathan are real creatures, or
representations of two profound spiritual concepts instead. For if they are
actual creatures, the following serious and obvious questions must be
addressed: What reward and spiritual delight will it be for the righteous
to witness the gladiatorial contest between the Leviathan and the
Behemoth, a bloody and barbaric entertainment of the nations such as
they shunned during their earthly lives? And, by the same token, what
reward and spiritual delight will it be for the righteous to eat the flesh of
the Behemoth, which despite the special dispensation is essentially
nonkosher, tereifah meat — something they scrupulously avoided all
their lives? Further, given that the future “contest of beasts” is just as
illicit as this nonkosher meat, why is no “novel instruction” required to
permit the former when one is indeed required to permit the latter?

We begin our quest for answers with a brief study of the nature of
Midrash (or Aggadah) itself. In his renowned “Essay on the Aggados,”"?
Rav Moshe Chaim Luzzatto (Ramchal) notes that there are two types of
aggadic statements: (a) 277 (feachings), which are principles of
wisdom, whether ethical or theological; and (b) 2382 (commentaries) —
i.e., explanations of Scriptural verses. Now, this material is part of the
Oral Law, and initially recording it was forbidden. However, as the exile
lengthened, the quality of learning diminished and the Torah was being
forgotten. The Sages therefore decided to write down the entirety of the
Oral Law — the halachic part and the aggados as well."* But this created
another difficulty: since the Aggadah contains esoteric teachings ( *nd
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7n) and deep theological principles (n1p2x "Mp w), the Sages were
loath to make it accessible to the flawed of character and coarse of mind,
lest those parts be misconstrued or ridiculed. They therefore decided that
this material would be written cryptically and as riddles, and the “keys”
(principles of Kabbalah) to decipher it would be given only to the most
worthy.

The Sages concealed these profound and esoteric concepts in three ways.
First, by means of “borrowed expressions” (m>xw:) and parables (2°7wn),
i.e., metaphor and allegory, whereby events and deeds are ascribed to a
person or thing for whom such events and deeds are not at all fitting.
Examples of this method are the Rabbah bar bar Chanah stories in Bava
Basra 73a ff.,'* and the moon’s “arguing” with God about two kings
wearing one crown (Chullin 60b).

The second method of concealment was omission (2%¥:7), whereby the
Sages failed to mention the specific conditions under which their
teachings apply. This leads to obvious obfuscation and error. For
example, the Gemara teaches that anyone who walks four amos in Eretz
Yisrael is assured of attaining the World to Come (Kesubos 111a). Taken
at face value, the statement implies that simply living in the Land
suffices, but the Sages left out the condition that one must also
internalize its sanctity by observing all the mitzvos that are possible
there."

The third way was by use of “simple sayings” (m?%p), whereby the Sages
alluded to lofty and sublime matters in trivial terms, such as in simple
folk aphorisms.'® Only the righteous and wise can divine the saying’s
true meaning.

It would seem, then, that our Midrash — which describes the fabulous
battle between the Leviathan and the Behemoth, the grand feast from
their flesh, and the incongruous spectacle of the righteous delighting in
both — fits neatly into Ramchal’s first category, concealment by
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metaphor and allegory.

However, Shelah HaKodesh makes a remarkable statement:'” Xpn X
TOWD T PRYY DM 127 PR, Neither Scripture nor the (aggadic) words
of the Sages depart from their plain meaning.'® He applies this principle
to the Gemara in Moed Katan 18a:

Avital the scribe said in the name of Rav: The pharaoh who lived in the
days of Moses was an amah' (tall), and his beard was an amah (long),
and his male organ was an amah and a zeres® (long) — (which serves)
to fulfill that which is stated (Daniel 4:14): [God rules over the kingdom
of man ...] and He appoints the lowest of men over it.

Although some commentators opine that these measurements are
intended metaphorically,”’ Shelah HaKodesh clearly does not (and he
understands that “lowest” of men refers to actual physical size). We can
therefore assume that, similarly, he would hold that all the events
described by our Midrash are to be understood literally. Nevertheless,
there are those who wish to reconcile Shelah with Ramchal, arguing that
Shelah’s principle applies to straightforward aggadic statements such as
in Moed Katan, whereas Ramchal speaks of fantastical statements
(allegory, parable, figure of speech) like those in our Midrash. Hence,
Shelah would agree that the Midrash is an allegory.

But this view, in my opinion, is incorrect, for to justify the future
consumption of the nonkosher Behemoth, God (in the Midrash) declares:
R¥N "NRA 770 W1, “A novel instruction (7yw nXA) will go forth from
Me”” — which is clearly a straightforward (even halachic!) statement.
Accordingly, we can say that, in Shelah’s opinion, the Leviathan and
Behemoth are actual creatures, that their epic contest in the Future Era
will be an actual fight to the death, and that the banquet afterward will be
an actual feasting from their flesh.

And that being the case, the other questions we asked at the beginning of
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this essay”> now demand our attention.

In truth, this entire matter is the subject of a dispute between Rishonim.
Rambam writes, in obvious reference to our Midrash: “And the Sages
metaphorically call this goodness that is prepared for the righteous (in
the Future Era) a ‘feast.” > Rambam thus places our Midrash in
Ramchal’s first category of concealment.

Shelah, on the other hand, follows the approach of Rashba, who writes**
that our Midrash should indeed be taken literally, for it is not far-fetched
to say that the righteous will partake of an actual meal in the World to
Come.” Obviously, that feast is not intended for their physical
enjoyment, since the World to Come offers no such pleasures.
Nevertheless, it is well-known that food and drink can stimulate certain
physical forces, which in turn stimulate various spiritual forces. Thus,
e.g., Isaac requested of Esau, “Make me delicacies such as I love ... and [
will eat, so that my soul will bless you” (Genesis 27:4), for a fine meal
satisfies the body, which in turn arouses the state of joy required for the
prophetic soul to bestow blessings.

According to Rashba, then, the ingested flesh of the Leviathan and
Behemoth will physically nourish the righteous, unleashing in them two
critical spiritual potencies — whose natures we must now investigate.

Rav Tzaddok HaKohen writes that the Leviathan and Behemoth embody
the two fundamental manifestations of the yetzer hara, the evil impulse
in man. The Leviathan is R0, /ust incarnate, and the Behemoth is o¥2,
anger.”®

The Leviathan personifies lust and desire, for Egypt is called yax7 mAy,
the carnality of the earth;” and therefore Pharaoh, because as king he
embodies the nation, is called “Leviathan” — as in j0"% >WXJ N¥¥I 70X,
You crushed the head of the Leviathan:;®® and in 2 wn1 1Y, Leviathan,
the bar-like serpent.zg And, further, the Gemara declares: >%°19 %37, Fish
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are unrestrained in their sexual desire, and therefore God had to kill the
female Leviathan to save the world and not just cool her ardor down.*
And the Behemoth personifies anger and the concomitant killer instinct,
as the Gemara states: “Now then, (shall we infer that) a beast ... has no
(evil) inclination?! But we see that it damages and bites and kicks!”*!

We recite every morning in the Shacharis prayer: 213 DX 7°ma 70X, and
You give them all life,”> which means that God implanted in every thing
and being, even the most defiled and impure, a spark of holiness ( Y1%1
Tw1TPn) that sustains it. The death struggle between the Behemoth and
Leviathan will reduce those two figurations of the yetzer hara to their
respective sustaining sparks, which perforce are holy. This is an event
that the righteous can and will desire to witness — a fitting reward for
them — and therefore no special dispensation (7vw n&117) will be needed
to permit it.

And what is the nature of each holy spark? The Leviathan embodies the
yetzer hara of lust, as we have written. Yet entrenched somewhere in that
awful ‘husk’ of impurity lies the spark of holy desire. Rav Tzaddok
writes™ that even in the Messianic future, when all evil passions will
have been extinguished, one desire will and must remain — the 1711
Xn™KR7, the visceral passion for learning Torah, without which
conceiving original interpretations (2°w17°1) of the Torah would not be
possible.

And the holy spark of anger, embedded in the Behemoth? It is wisdom,
for Scripture states: 0¥ 27 7051 272 °3, For with much wisdom is much
anger,”* which Rav Tzaddok interprets to mean: “the much anger brings
to much wisdom, which is the Oral Torah.”*> And by this he means: for
anger stems from P17p7/exactness, MMV might, wi/a fiery temperament,
and n7opi/strictness and insistence; and wisdom — which is the Oral
Law — 1is the application of 779pm WX M2 P77 to plumb the
Halachah for all its details.*®

92



Section VI: Sefirah and Shavuos

And so, by feasting on the flesh of the Leviathan and Behemoth in the
Future Era, the righteous will ingest a pure desire for the Oral Torah
(Xp»R7 ) and the prowess (M1 mMax PTpT) to plumb its
profundities — and this, too, is a fitting reward for them.>” Moreover,
attaining this prowess justifies God’s proclaiming, “A new instruction
will go forth from Me,”” for the yetzer of anger embedded in the
Behemoth’s nonkosher flesh will be sublimated to a holy purpose.
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Endnotes:

1. Vayikra Rabbah 13:3.

2. A monstrous beast of the land, described in Job 40:15-24.

3. A monstrous creature of the sea, described in ibid., vv. 25-32.

4. They will engage in a fight to the death at that time, and both will be
slain.

5. Even to this day gladiatorial events are staged for public entertainment,
but a Jew is forbidden to witness such spectacles, for it says: Rejoice not,
Israel, like the exultation of the peoples [Hosea 9:1] (see Maharzu). Only
those individuals who never attended such a contest in this world will be
allowed to witness the fight between the Behemoth and the Leviathan in
the World to Come.

6. Ritual slaughter (shechitah) is performed by smoothly cutting a
majority of the animal’s trachea and esophagus. A harvesting sickle and
a saw have serrated edges, which tear rather than smoothly cut. So even
if the Leviathan is considered a fish and therefore will not require
shechitah, the Behemoth certainly will. However, because the
Leviathan’s fins are serrated, they will render the Behemoth a tereifah
and the righteous will be eating unkosher meat!

7. This is a paraphrase of Isaiah 51:4, which states: Xxn n&» 77N *2, for
instruction will go forth from Me. However, the future-tense Xxn (will go
forth) indicates a “new” instruction, one not already given at Sinai.

8. That is, God will issue a vw NXMN7, a special one-time dispensation
allowing the righteous to consume the Behemoth’s nonkosher meat (Eitz
Yosef, et al.).

9. Among the righteous — and a righteous person (?>7%) is defined as one
whose merits outweigh his iniquities (ibid.; see also Rambam, Hil.
Teshuvah 3:1).

10. A neveilah is an animal that died without ritual slaughter. With this
example the Midrash intends all forbidden foods.

11. Le., to partake of the feast (see Maharzu).

12. "m7am7 9y mRn", which appears in Ramchal’s Yalkut Yedios HaEmes
and is printed at the beginning of standard editions of Ein Yaakov. For a
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brilliant English translation and treatment of this essay, see Elucidated
Maamarei HaRamchal (pp. 193-228) by HaRav Abba Zvi Naiman, a
leading Ramchal scholar and Schottenstein Talmud translator.

13. They acted in keeping with the verse: 070 1197 12 MWL nw, It is a
time to act for Hashem; they have nullified Your Law (Psalms 119:126;
see Gittin 60a, et al.).

14. In the fifth story (73b), for instance, Rabbah bar bar Chanah relates
having seen a frog “the size of Akra of Hagrunia,” a city comprised of
“sixty houses” — an obvious impossibility!

15. See Sifsei Chaim, Emunah U’Bechirah 11, p. 387.

16. Ramchal himself offers two examples: “Youth is a crown of roses;
old age is a crown of nettles” (Shabbos 152a), and: “For that which I
have not lost I am searching” (ibid.). The Sages intended that “youth”
and “old age” (in the first saying) and “lost” (in the second) be
interpreted esoterically.

17. Shemos, Parashas Va’eira, Torah Ohr §3.

18. lLe., even though these teachings can be understood on multiple
levels, their “plain,” self-evident meaning cannot be dismissed.

19. A little less than two feet.

20. A zeres is half an amah.

21. See HaBoneh (Ein Yaakov) and Ben Yehoyada ad loc.

22. Namely, what reward and delight is it for the righteous to witness the
brutal gladiatorial combat, and to partake of the essentially nonkosher
meat; and why will a special dispensation (7¥yw n&717) not be needed to
permit the former as well?

23. Hil. Teshuvah 8:4.

24. In Chiddushei HaRashba al Aggados HaShas (on Bava Basra 74b).
Rashba’s exposition is recorded virtually verbatim in R’ Bachya’s
commentary on Genesis 1:21 (pp. 39-41), and with slight modification in
HaKoseiv in Ein Yaakov to Bava Basra ibid.

25. Rashba writes further on that his interpretation does not conflict with
Rav’s famous dictum [“In the World to Come there is no eating and no
drinking ... Rather, the righteous sit with their crowns on their heads and
delight in the radiance of the Divine Presence” (Berachos 17a)], for (in
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Rashba’s view) the World to Come consists of two periods — a
preliminary stage in which the physical acts of eating and drinking
continue, and then the purely spiritual state of which Rav speaks. The
great banquet tendered for the righteous will occur toward the end of the
first stage.

26. Pri Tzaddik, Shemos p. 129; and Likutei Maamarim pp. 156-7.

27. Genesis 42:9,12.

28. Psalms 74:14; see Rashi there.

29. Isaiah 27:1; see Targum Yonasan there.

30. Bava Basra 74b. See there at length.

31. Berachos 61a.

32. From Nehemiah 9:6.

33. Pri Tzaddik, Bereishis pp. 211-12.

34. Ecclesiastes 1:18.

35. 719 Hyaw AN R 7000 20 72 X0an 0V A0 (Pri Tzaddik, Devarim p.
121).

36. Heard from HaRav HaGaon R’ Nachum Lansky shlita, rosh yeshivah
in Yeshivas Ner Yisrael in Baltimore.

37. Since the feast comes toward the end of the World to Come’s
physical period (see note 25 above), the Oral Law will still require
intensive study, although at a much deeper level than before. Only
afterward comes the sublime state of “sitting and delighting in the
radiance of the Divine Presence.”
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Reading Rus on Shavuos
Dr. Ron Samet

There is a prevalent although not wuniversal minhag to read
Rus on Shavuos. Many have suggested reasons behind the minhag
connecting the story of Rus, the birth of Dovid HaMelech, and the day
the Torah was given. But perhaps there is another connection.

One of the central themes in the story of Rus is the concept of yibum.
While many have argued that there is no true yibum in the story, many
allusions to the concept of yibum are made. On her way back to Beis
Lechem, Naomi tells Rus and Orpah to return to their original homes,
saying (Rus 1:11-13):

DUWIN? D2 T VYRR 001377 T By 10 may... (N)

UKD 72770 N7 03 MpN 07 W NN 03 WK N ongpt 3 197 22 mav ()
;0’13 °A72 0N

TR 07 %2 °N12 2R WK NIV URP27 TIAVR 170 TOTX R TV A33n 1070 ()
...aan

"..Why should you go with me? Do I still have children in my womb that
will be for you as husbands? Return my daughters, go, for I have become
too old to be with a man, for I had said, had there been hope, even if
tonight I were to be with a man and bore sons, would you wait for them
until they grew older? Would you remain single for them and not marry
others? Please do not do this my daughters for it will be too bitter for

me...'

The Midrash in Rus Rabbah (2:15) explains that Naomi was alluding to
the halachah of m?wa 7 X5 1R NwR — inferring that yibum does not
apply when the dead husband has no living brothers at the time of his
death. Naomi was telling her daughters-in-law that there is no
requirement that they remain with her as even if Naomi were pregnant or
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were to give birth at this time — since their husbands died before Naomi
were to give birth — they were absolved of waiting for a potential yavam.

Later on, we find that Boaz plays the role of a X, redeemer, but seems
to give preference to a redeemer who is closer to him and suggests that
he be required to marry Rus as part of the deal. This too alludes to a
yibum concept.

Clearly, as we stated before, the story of Rus is not a classical yibum for
several reasons (N7 ,OR7T 1 DR ,M2WA PO KW PAR NWK...) but the
Radal on the side of the Midrash (2:15) provides a plausible
understanding. He explains that the yibum referred to in Rus is patterned
after the non-traditional yibum performed in ancient times. He points to a
Ramban in Parshas Vayeishev (Bereishis 38:8 referring to the incident of
Yehudah and Tamar) which states IR 27 IR 1R7 027 DWR XY°2 23N PM
newni 1 1P, They used to marry the widow, either the brother, or the
father, or another close relative (of the dead husband).

Explains the Radal that yibum was a concept of avi *>77 7277 (Mishlei
3:17) — the ways of the Torah are sweet — (referencing a Tosafos in
Yevamos 17b) and its purpose was to perpetuate the name of the dead
childless husband. In fact, the Ramban (ibid.) continues and says
chalitzah is considered NM*13R, cruelty, being that the yavam chooses to
abandon his brother's childless widow. (As we all know the chalitzah is
in fact a biblically-mandated quite degrading procedure with the woman
spitting in the direction of her brother-in-law.) Hence, yibum as described
both in the story of Rus and in fact by Yehudah and Tamar as explained
by the Ramban — is not the traditional form — but rather a form of chesed
that any member of the deceased family can fulfill with the widow — all
in the rubric of oy1°377 7°377.

To understand the conversation between Naomi and her daughters-in-law
a little better, let’s digress to learn another story in Nach that is extremely

perplexing.
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In Melachim I Chapter 3, we are told that HKBH offers Shlomo
HaMelech anything he desires. He chooses m1°21 mnon, wisdom and
understanding, and we are told that overnight he became the smartest
human to have ever lived. Shortly thereafter he is sitting on his throne
and the famous case of one live baby being claimed by two women
comes before him. He provides the famous decision to cut the baby in
half. One woman pleads for the baby's life and concedes to give the baby
to the other woman, while the other woman agrees to Shlomo's decision.
He thereby identifies the true mother as the merciful one, and the entire
world hears how Shlomo is in fact infused with 2°poX nnon, wisdom of
Hashem.

Granted this was a brilliant psak, but is this really 2°p%x% nnon? There is
another detail that seems interesting. The Midrash in Rus Rabbah (2:2)
states that there were two women on Shlomo's side when he made this
psak. His mother, BasSheva, and his great-great-grandmother Rus!
RT7T M7 W 107 171 2w 712 32 7A0W ANRIW TV AR M a0 K7 1R 1XON
JTPARMAT NI Mt awm” ,vaw na r "ont arb X3 awn" 22007 X173
Now what value is there that Rus was sitting next to him? She has to be
well over 100 years old if not in the hundreds of years old? Did she
influence his decision?

Let's review the case and make mention of an incredible Meiri in
Yevamos 17b that was pointed out to me by R’ Yitzchok Kinzer shlit a.
Both women claimed to have been the only ones in the house, each with
their newborn baby. On day three, one mother catastrophically
smothered her own baby in her sleep. She then, according to the claim of
the other woman, exchanged her dead baby for the live one. She herself
denied these events and claimed that the other woman in fact smothered
her own child, and the live baby is her own child. Shlomo HaMelech,
apparently setting up a bluff, asks for a sword to divide the baby in half
for equal distribution. Then, read carefully, the real mother begs for
mercy not to kill the child but rather concedes to give the baby to the
other woman. Now, what would you have expected the other woman to
say at this point? She should have said, "Great, as I said and claimed this
is my baby! I'll take him!" But instead she falls into Shlomo's trap and in
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fact agrees to slaughter the baby. Why? How did Shlomo know she
would take the bait?

So listen to this eye-opening Meiri. The Meiri claims that the two women
were in fact both recent widows (hence there was no one else in the
house with them). Moreover, they were mother-in-law (MIL) and
daughter-in-law (DIL). The DIL by accident smothered her own baby.
Then she looks up and sees across the room her own three-day-old
brother-in-law to whom she is now a yevamah. She realized that she will
now have to wait at least a decade for him to perform yibum - so she is
stuck as a widow for an excessive period of time. A horrible turn of
events — she lost her father-in-law, her husband, her only son and is now
stuck as a yevamah for a long time. This is not fair. The Torah is not fair!
I want out. But how? So she chooses to exchange babies — claim that her
brother-in-law is her own baby in which case she is no longer a
perceived yevamah and she will marry (unlawfully) rather than wait to
marry her brother-in-law. Yet when Shlomo offers to kill the baby — she
jumps on the opportunity — as now she can lawfully marry another
without any guilt.

Before we fully explain the brilliance of Shlomo, I believe there is an
important Tosafos to review.

Tosafos in Yevamos there ask why we need a special pasuk to teach us
(M2 7 XROW 1nR nwR) that a woman who loses her husband without
having any children is not required to remain single until she is certain
that her MIL is no longer of child bearing age? Why not just learn this
out from the pasuk in Mishlei 0¥11 377 7°577? The Torah is a kind and
sweet way of life and would never be so cruel to require a widow to wait
so long to marry another. Tosafos answer that for the widow to wait
when her MIL is not even pregnant — that would be cruel and not
consistent with a1 >77; however, if the MIL is pregnant, for the
widowed DIL to wait (a long but definitive time) is consistent with 397
ay. It is specifically when the MIL is pregnant that we require the extra
pasuk for even in that case — the widow is absolved of waiting and can
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marry anyone she wants. So according to Tosafos, when the MIL is not
pregnant, o¥11 377 171°217 teaches us to set the widow free, but when the
MIL is pregnant a1 °377 1°377 would theoretically dictate to have the
widow wait if it were not for the extra pasuk.

Now let’s refocus on the conversation between Naomi and Rus and
Oprah. Naomi, whose very name means sweetness, tells her DILs to go
home — for the Torah, which is sweet, dictates that they not wait. Does
she even have a child in her womb — which might have made it still
within the confines of ay1°377? No! So go; you are free.

Now let’s fast forward to Shlomo. Two women come before him and
present their story. According to the Meiri, Shlomo listens to a MIL and
DIL arguing over a live baby. He begins to sense that the DIL is fighting
for the baby because (on the chance she is lying and this baby is in fact
her brother-in-law) she feels it is unfair to have to wait. With Rus at his
side, could it be that Rus shared her experience with her great-great-
grandson and recalled the argument Naomi made to her: The Torah is
sweet and is never unfair. (As Tosafos intimated) Naomi told me to go
home because I had no live brother-in-law nor was Naomi pregnant —
hence the sweet Torah set me free. But, the case in front of you has a
widow and her live brother-in-law. While it may not be comfortable for
her to wait until he grows up, in G-d's infinite wisdom there is great
value to yibum and this would fall in the purview of oy11°377.

Now armed with 2°p9% nnon — which refers to the wisdom of Toras
chesed and has at its very core a¥11 °377 7°277 — Shlomo needs to divulge
this DIL's sentiment to the sweet Torah. He recognizes that she feels the
Torah is cruel and unfair. So he comes up with the cruelest decision —
slaughter the baby!! The only person in the world that would fall for this
psak is one who already believes the Torah is unfair and cruel. If in fact
they kill the baby, she walks away free and unbound, able to marry
immediately! So she plays right into his ploy even after her MIL
concedes the baby to her and agrees to Shlomo's seemingly vicious
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psak. Now that was real o°p?x nnon! And where did he get such nnon

o°poR?  Well the very Midrash that discusses the conversation

between Rus and Naomi regarding yibum, starts off:

22037 ASWH I AMaApa TRV MANIT M0 MR 93 0 "R "% "
.09 Vi "mabwh 1o oo "

The wisdom that Shlomo received was in fact from Rus!

To bring it all together, yibum itself is an incredible chesed — a product of
ay1 377 71377 (the word yibum in gematria = 58 the gematria of 117 and
the gematria of the first letters of a1 °377 ™577). The reason we
read Rus on Shavuos is because the only thing we truly received on
Shavuos were laws. We did not get the /uchos nor the Torah; we were
only we told the Aseres HaDibros. At the time we merited to hear
Hashem give us commandments, we must always keep in mind 377
oyl °on7, it is a sweet and kind Torah — every single law in every
circumstance. We may not appreciate it at times and we may feel it is
unfair to be a Torah observant Jew — but that is due to our own
limitations. This is the true lesson of Rus, and the true lesson of all of
Hashem's Torah: o1 °377 7°277. May we only experience the true
sweetness of Hashem's Torah and meret to revel in true 2°p?X nNnom.
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The Aseres HaDibros

Michoel Cooperman

The Kli Yakar compares the first five commandments of the Aseres
Hadibdros with the last five so that each of the ten is matched up with a
partner, so to speak. Number 1 corresponds to number 6, number 2 to
number 7, and so that number 5, kibud av v’eim (honoring one’s parents)
corresponds to number 10, lo sachmode (do not covet). The obvious
question is, what is the connection between honoring one’s parents and
not coveting another person’s property or wife? The Mechilta
strengthens the question by stating that anyone who covets will
eventually give birth to a son who will curse him. Why should this be an
appropriate punishment for one who covets?

The Kli Yakar’s answer is astounding. He says that anyone who covets
his neighbor’s wife is certainly thinking about her and it almost as if his
son was born from another mother — i.e. the woman that this man is
coveting and thinking about because the father had “brought” another
woman into his home. The son recognizes this at some subliminal level
and will consequently not give his true mother the honor she deserves.

The Kli Yakar continues that the son will not honor his father properly as
well. For if his father covets other women, his intention in his
relationship with his wife is not to have children, but rather to fulfill his
physical desires. Therefore, if we again follow the father’s intent, in a
certain way his son is not really his. Again the son will subliminally
recognize this and not honor his biological father properly.

Finally, Kli Yakar concludes, one who covets money will also become
deficient in honoring his parents because he who covets money will be
focused on accumulating money to buy things for him and will not spend
his money on his parental obligations such as providing his parents with
food, drink, and clothing.
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Lessons of the Mon
Moshe Kravetz

Part1

It is told, in Rav Shimon Schwab’s Maayan Bais Hasho'eivah (Parshas
Beshalach), that before Rav Schwab left Europe in 1930 he went and
spent Shabbos with the Chafetz Chaim.

Friday night a group of students came over to the home of the Chafetz
Chaim and he said: The Gemara in Yoma 75a tells us that the mon was
able to take on the taste of whatever food one wished. [However there
were five exceptions. The Gemara says that the mon could not have
tasted like gourd, cucumbers, leeks, onions, and garlic — see Rashi for
reason.] There is actually a dispute between Rav Ami and Rav Assi as to
what happened when someone thought of a specific food when eating the
mon. One opinion says that the mon transformed into the actual
consistency of that particular food, and tasted like that food. The other
opinion says that the mon only took on the taste of that food while it did
not undergo any actual changes in its makeup. Regardless, asked the
Chafetz Chaim rhetorically, what was the taste of the mon, if the person
eating it had no thought in mind whatsoever? That was the question the
Chafetz Chaim posed to the young Rav Schwab.

After not getting a response, the Chafetz Chaim answered his own
question with these words, “Az min tracht nisht, hut is nisht kein taam”
[if one does not think, there is no taste]! Only one who meditated his
actions and truly gave thought to what he was eating tasted the delicacies
of the mon.

The Chafetz Chaim went on to explain and elaborate that the mon is
symbolic of everything spiritual; whatever efforts we put into spiritual
things determines what the taste of the outcome will be. If a person
learns Torah or performs mitzvos with enthusiasm, then his enjoyment

104



Section VI: Sefirah and Shavuos

and fulfillment will be apparent. However, if a person does it as if it is a
chore, with no feeling, his actions will be dull and tasteless.

The mon was a spiritual food. A spiritual entity receives its taste in
accordance with the thought one puts into it. This is why we ask Hashem
daily in our birchas HaTorah: 7070 127 DR WPPIPR 17 K1 279m, Please,
Hashem, our Lord, sweeten the words of Torah in our mouth. 1f one sits
in front of a sefer or siddur and simply reads the words by rote without
applying his mind and thought process to this, his learning or davening
will have no faam, taste. It will be bland and uninspiring. He will not be
stimulated by the learning experience, because he did not apply his mind
to it. Torah study is ruchniyus, spiritual in nature, and one must,
therefore, engage his mind as he utters the words, so that he tastes the
sweetness of Torah. Mitzvos have a beautiful tfaam. But that
takes kavannah, concentration, and knowing what we’re doing and why
we’re doing it.

[If T can digress and apply this to chinuch, that although difficult to
maintain, a Rebbi has to give over the taam to his students when he
teaches Torah and should not come across as a rote performance of a job.]

The same is true of the arrival of Mashiach. At that time, Hashem will
reveal the Shechinah to the entire world, but only those who consider the
historical processes unfolding before their very eyes will sense the
extraordinary nature of the times in which they live. The Chafetz Chaim
ended with these sharp words “He who does not reflect upon the coming
of Mashiach will not feel anything at all.”

As such, in regard to our Yiddishkeit, sometimes in life we all must slow
down to think and reflect on why we do certain mitzvos and not perform
like a robot. We have to put thought into what we do and taste the taam
so we won’t G-d forbid be numb when Mashiach comes. May we all be
worthy to merit and ‘feel’ the arrival of Mashiach in our days!
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PartI1

The mon had several amazing characteristics. One was the ability to taste
like anything a person wished for, as already mentioned above. Another
detail about the mon was that each person received exactly the proper
amount that the family needed. This idea of mon expresses a fundamental
principle in emunah and bitachon — that a person must believe that
Hashem gives everyone exactly what they need.

Even if we believe that everything is in Hashem’s hand, we still tend to
think that our own efforts also play a role in acquiring our physical
sustenance. In contrast, mon was not acquired through human effort, and
so left no room for such errors.

Even so, Hashem did not allow the people to collect more than one day’s
worth of mon at a time, for whenever the pantry would have been full;
the people would not have felt dependent upon Hashem.

On the other hand, Hashem did require that the average person go out
and gather the mon, rather than deliver it to their doorsteps. In this way,
He prepared them for their eventual entry into the real world. If acquiring
the mon had not required any human effort, the people would have
dismissed it as an isolated miracle, irrelevant to real life. By being
required to collect the mon they learned that human effort and Hashem’s
hasgachah work together.

The mon taught us that our livelihood comes from heaven. Even when it
appears to be the fruit of our own labor, it is in fact a gift from Hashem.

Having lost a job I had for close to fourteen years last year and being
unemployed for a bit, I experienced that ultimately our efforts will not
pan out if not for Hashem’s will. I also saw first-hand that Hashem does
provide the precise amount that one needs at the precise time.

Understanding the significance of the mon will strengthen our belief in
Hashem and our faith that He will take care of us both physically and
spiritually.
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Access Trumps Ownership
Rabbi Paysach Diskind '

In Parshas Mishpatim, the Torah guides us in building the legal
infrastructure for the founding of the Jewish State. A significant portion
of the Parshah addresses the legal relationships between lender and
borrower, between thief and victim, between master and servant,
between immigrant and native, between the rich and the poor and so on.

Let us consider what the Parshah says regarding the lender-borrower
relationship. “If you shall lend money to My people, to the poor that be
with you, you shall not be to him as a demanding creditor, neither shall
you place upon him any interest.” The Hebrew word for interest is
neshech which translates as biting. The implication is that the interest
you take from him is biting your borrower. This seems strange. Biting
implies taking something that is inherently not mine, a piece of my
friend’s body. Why should this be, did I not give up my money to him?
Did I not incur a loss, I could have placed my money in an investment
that earns 5% annually and instead I lent it to him. Am I not entitled to
charge him a mere 3%? Why does the Torah call it biting?

I believe the Torah is teaching a profound lesson. There are two basic
paradigms by which Man views his world. These two ways are exclusive
to each other. One leads to world harmony and the other leads to world
destruction. These divergent mindsets result from the answer one gives
to the following question. How should I relate to this world in which I
find myself? (1) Is this world here for me to own? To work hard and
make it mine? Or perhaps (2) the world does not belong to me and it

"In the spirit of sharing resources, I wish to credit Simcha Gluck and Ronen
Gafni from FreshBizgame.com for inspiring me to contemplate the above and
thereby find this refreshing new look in the pages of The Book. (The name of
this article comes from the creators of FreshBiz. Page 55 of The New
Entrepreneurz.)
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never will. There is a Creator to whom everything belongs, including
myself. Rather, the world is here for me to use, or for me to access.

The nature of ownership is by definition exclusive. Namely, only the
owner can own it. Nobody else can have ownership. Although others
may be able to use it with the permission of the owner, if the world is
here to be owned by Man then every man is on his own. While
partnership is a possibility, it nevertheless remains exclusive to the rest
of mankind. Furthermore, it makes ownership a goal and an objective on
its own with no further justification. It becomes an end of its own. The
more I own the more I am. If someone else has more than me, then he is
greater than me and I am smaller than him.

Hence, if we address the question of how we should relate to the world
with the first answer, the world becomes a game of competition where
every person is an opponent to the next. Every person must hold his
cards close to his chest and certainly not share them with his neighbor.
Every man is driven to acquire for the sake of acquisition alone. When I
meet a person, | look for his faults and shortcomings because it advances
my goal of competition.

While this will certainly inhibit Man from sharing his wealth with others,
nevertheless the spirit of philanthropy can still flourish. However, it will
be limited to only those situations where the philanthropist gains from it.
If the world is here for me to own, then why should I give away my
ownership, unless I stand to gain further ownership. Further ownership is
not limited to material matter; it also includes dignity, respect and honor
as well as other forms of pleasure.

The nature of usership or accessibility is by definition inclusive. Namely,
there is no finite number to which it is limited. Everybody can use the
world. It is accessible to everybody without limiting its use. Furthermore,
usage is not a goal and objective of its own. Rather, it becomes a means
to accomplish something greater. The energy that drives a person will no
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longer be ownership; it will be a goal that he has discovered on his own.
Every man must identify for himself what he finds worthwhile and
meaningful to use and access in this world. It is definitely more difficult
to identify one’s goal in this mode, but once that meaningfulness is
discovered everything he does becomes meaningful.

Hence, if we address the question with the second answer the world
becomes a game of collaboration and sharing where every person is an
asset to his neighbor. Every person is pursuing their personal goal of
achieving what they define as meaningful. No two goals are the same
and nobody is going to take away the other fellow’s accomplishment.
There is no source of competition and no need to be afraid of the other
person.

I am therefore willing to share my resources and opportunities with my
neighbor to support him in achieving his goal, and he is willing to share
his resources and opportunities with me. When [ meet another person, |
look to find his qualities to see what I can learn from him. The more
qualified my neighbor is, the more grateful I am. I can rejoice with my
neighbor in his success and cry with him in his failure.

An amazing picture of world peace and true harmony emerges replacing
a world of competition, discord and distrust.

Let us return to the biting question. The Torah is teaching us that we
should take the second alternative as our world view. We must see our
assets as belonging to Hashem, given to us to use and access to
accomplish our self determined goals. When my neighbor needs money
and I have available money, I should make it accessible to him. If he
cannot pay it back at this time, I may not be a demanding creditor. I shall
wait until he has it. There is nothing I lose by sharing my assets with him.
And since Hashem instructed me to lend my available funds to the needy
Jew I could not have used it to make 5%, because my money is not mine,
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it is Hashem’s. Therefore, any interest that I take would be biting my
friend.

Unfortunately, the world we currently live in has adopted the first world
view. Even in the field of education we find ourselves placed in a world
of competition. I know serious educators who truly believe that
competition between children in racing to the top of the class is a good
thing that must be harnessed. When in fact the Torah teaches us that the
reverse is true.
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A Real Estate Deal !
Rabbi Yitzchok Strauss

Reuven and Shimon had a business deal where Reuven would provide
$95,000 to purchase and renovate a property for the purpose of renting it
out for profit. Shimon would provide $10,000, as well as his expertise, in
renovating the property and managing it while it was being rented. They
agreed upon a profit split of 75/25. Normally, Shimon would charge a fee
for locating the property and managing the renovations, and he would
take 15% for managing the property. However, Reuven felt that Shimon
would work harder if he had his own money in it and would get a larger
percentage. In addition, Reuven told Shimon that he planned to invest in
nine other properties, so it was worth Shimon’s time to adjust the deal
and take a percentage of the profit rather than a flat fee.

Initially, Shimon told Reuven that it would take three months to locate a
property and renovate it to have it ready for rental. They had a rough
start when the original property that was found fell through. It took two
months until a new property was found and another six weeks until they
closed on it. The property required a complete rehab. It had been
converted to a duplex and in order to have it suitable for rental they
needed to gut it and convert it back to a single family residence. Another
time delay was that the contractor selected for the project needed six
weeks to complete his current job, so in all it was about nine months
before they were ready for renting. Reuven is a business man and his
patience in this six-month delay was growing thin. To make matters
worse, there were unexpected costs, and Shimon needed more money to
complete the project. They were $4,500 short for the contractor and other
expenses for a total of $15,000. Reuven ignored Shimon’s pleas for the
money and Shimon needed to put it on his personal credit card.

! Editor’s note: We have included this feshuvah in the Shavuos section because
the Parshah of monetary law, Mishpatim, immediately follows Kabbalas
HaTorah.
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Although after a year they were now ready to rent the property, Shimon
had an ambitious idea. He heard that there was a tremendous profit
potential in making the property a half way house for people with mental
disabilities. When Shimon approached Reuven with the prospect of
making a lot more money, Reuven’s frustrations subsided and he agreed
to the change in plans. Shimon told him he had never done this before
but he was excited about the prospect and thought it would not be too
difficult. In addition, he had a family member who worked for the
department of aging who would possibly be able to provide some
guidance.

Implementation of the new plans was slow in coming. In addition,
Shimon realized that this project required a lot more work, and Reuven
did not want to increase Shimon’s percentage. So in all they never came
to terms on the new project. After an additional year, Reuven confronted
Shimon and stated that he had had enough and wanted to get a refund of
his money. Shimon was surprised and argued that Reuven had agreed to
the change, but if he wanted they could go back to the original plan and
rent it. Reuven was fed up and said he no longer wished to be a partner
and wanted his money back. Unfortunately, at this point if they were to
sell the property they would not cover their initial investments. Shimon
said that he wanted to rent it according to the original plan. He did not
want to take a loss on the property. He also argued that since he had put
two years work into it, he wanted to be compensated for his time.
Reuven countered that Shimon had dragged his feet way too long despite
the fact that he agreed to it. Not only did Reuven refuse to pay Shimon,
he also wanted Shimon to eat all the losses because this it was entirely
his fault.

What would be a fair resolution to this dispute taking the general Beis
Din stance of a 172 21 1W», compromise close to the [strict] Jewish
law? There are two basic halachic issues that need clarification. One,
when may a partner unilaterally withdraw from the partnership? And
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second, if dissolution does occur, how do they allocate the remaining
funds?

(1) First, in regards to the unilateral withdrawal of a partner, it is stated in
Shulchan Aruch, Choshen Mishpat (171:1):

o> 1MW WY IR LATY OTARD PW 2 W T OX0 17200 ANpa TR
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When a partner in a piece of property no longer wants to be a partner
with the joint owner, he can force his friend to divide the property as
long as it is dividable. The Rama (171:5) states many situations which
would render the property unfit for splitting. It is pretty clear this
property cannot be split. It is not like merchandise that is divisible. In
this case it is not practical to split the property.

Shulchan Aruch (171:6) states further:

LPI2MOW WOR ORY T272 IR 37190 1T 12 PRY 21912 177207 ARY 1OMWan TR
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In a case where one cannot split the property, one can force his partner to
either sell his portion or buy him out. However he cannot say “buy me
out and I will not buy you out” because then the other partner can say “I
do not want to.” So here, where Reuven says he only wants to sell and
not buy, he has no right to do so.

The Rama writes on this halachah:
DR WYA PINT 19 RY ORT LW MIND TR IR T AR R 9120 TR PR
W DD oW DR M0nY 1w

113



Divrei Nechamah

One cannot tell his fellow either sell his portion or buy him out for less
than its value, for if not so a wealthy [partner] would force the poor
[partner] to sell his share at less that its value.

In the same vein the Chazon Ish (Bava Basra 9:4) states that in a case of
a partnership between two people, where one partner decides he can
invest the money in another place that will produce more income, he
cannot just pull out since they are obligated to each other. However, if
there is a problem with the business model they can force to split or sell
their partnership interest to one another through the precept of gud o
agud as stated in Shulchan Aruch 171:6 (where one offers to buy the
other out at a set price or buy him out). In this case, there is a definite
flaw in the second model. Furthermore, they never came to an agreement.
It would seem logical that if a new agreement was never agreed upon the
default would be the first agreement.

Another concept to consider is that it says further in Shulchan Aruch
(176:15):

1PN ,17°2n0 SV 20¥n onn R 9 ,2NXP 7AT NIDMWA 1TAYY 00°1°2 110AY 1O
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In a case where partners have an agreement for a specific time frame,
each one can stop the other person from pulling out until the period is
complete. The Rama adds that even if one side is negligent he only has a
claim to damages but not to pull out.

If they came into the partnership plainly without setting a time frame
they can split up and sell the property whenever either one wishes, as
stated in the next si’ef (176:16):
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The Pischei Choshen (Shutfim 3:2 §5) quotes the Kenesses HaGedolah
that where the partnership never began neither partner has a right to
unilaterally pull out. This would imply that they need to go through with
the agreement. However, in the same place, the Pischei Choshen brings a
seemingly counter opinion (Erech Shai) that once they begin the
partnership for even a little bit a partner can pull out immediately since
he did not have a definitive time. In this case they never began the rental
process. Reuven can argue that once they start the rental process then he
can back out since there was no set time, and even a minimal rental will
suffice. On the other hand Shimon states that the partnership was forever
and they never even started; and the standard rental period is for a year.
Neither argument is persuasive. Generally, the standard lease period of a
house is one year. Working through pesharah it could be proposed that
only after the initial first year tenant, one or the other can demand to
disengage from the partnership.

(2) Second, assume they agree to sell the property after the first year
what is the general rule of liquidating a partnership? In this case if they
were to sell the property versus rent it they would incur a significant loss.
Both sides argue that they should not take the loss from the sale. Reuven
says Shimon took too long and spent too much money. Shimon says it
was not an exceedingly long amount of time; the contractors were
effective and Reuven agreed in theory to the new plan. Shimon argues
that if Reuven insists on selling the property he should swallow any
losses.

In Shulchan Aruch it states (176:5):

,OND ,1112 2913 IP0VNN MR TWHW a1 2 NRD 7N 730 11,0097 120w Penwn
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Generally, if people give different amounts of capital and they do not
discuss the terms beforehand then it is assumed that the profits and losses
are split equally. A theory for this outcome is that the one investing less
capital is also providing expertise. That can be true in this case where
they provide 90/10 split in capital but profit is 75/25. The Shulchan
Aruch (176:5) states that if the merchandise is still in existence you
liquidate based on capital. Furthermore, the Pischei Choshen (Shutfin
3:17 §39) writes although there are many opinions on how to split up the
profit and losses it is an obvious conclusion that one would split up the
original capital invested based on the percentage of initial contributions.
This would also be consistent with secular law following dina
demalchusa.

The Rama (176:6) states:

MR 99% PO ,TPNN2 NN TR0 W OR PTI R
If they change the original agreement that the profit and loss percentage
reverts back to a percentage based on the capital contributed.

So even if Reuven would be correct that the first deal is out the window,
they would still split the money based on the capital contributed. Shimon
should not be responsible for 25% of the loss but rather the percentage of
his capital contribution. The loss of Reuven’s potential profit is only a
gerama (an indirect cause of action which is not collectible in court) and
is not a collectible damage in Beis Din.

Therefore I would propose that upon liquidation we look at the amounts

contributed and split the loss along the same percentage as capital
remaining in the investment at time of liquidation.
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A Sampling of our Rav's Teachings
Written and edited exclusively by the Kehillah

Who we are, what is important:

- Recognize the potency found within the day to day davening and
mitzvos

- Disguised as intriguing quick methods to specific spiritual successes,
notice and avoid gimmicks

- Review the validity of decisions you once made and thus live by, for
the person you are today

- How can I tell if doing XYZ is ok? Consider how it would be if
everyone else were to do it

- Shouldn’t it be permitted to do XYZ while at work? Ask your Work!

- We're not just mitzvah doers, we're ovdei Hashem

- Don't be just "Yorzei' (i.e. Select any Esrog), look to whom you are
serving and why

- How much learning can be accomplished in a 10 minute period near
Motzei Shabbos

- If you are serving Hashem, just be humble and deliberate, no 'shtick’'
necessary

- Be outright and firm to not be swayed by 'lashon hara'

- Long for and truly consider return to Eretz Yisrael, as 'we' are part of
the Geulah process

- Do things because they are right

- Set a living example of being yashar in all matters of daily life

- Gently encourage all Jews to grow

- Change and self improvement are not options, but constants to true
Jewish living

- Understand that each person has unique needs that must be respected

Things our Rav has taught/offered:

- Give most any chaburah in which we have at least five attendees

- Any common Sefer that is needed or desired ought to be purchased for
the Kehillah
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- Bring people together to learn, be it chavrusa, shiur, outreach, etc. . . .

- Being an example so that we want to be more serious, humble, and
have great respect for one another

- Not demanding respect is sometimes the best way to get respect. When
deserved

The ambience of shul and prayer:

- A modest sponsorship for a morning Kollel creates a makom of
Learning plus enhanced Tefillah

- How beautiful is a makom tefillah when you recognize that you
wouldn't even want to talk

- Subtly raise the davening experience so it doesn't feel right to leave
early

- (but don't frown on someone who does)

- Take seriously the privilege to speak directly to Hashem (don't let your
mood get in the way)

- Tefillah is not just a “matir”, so I could start doing other important
things (like going to work)

- Don't allow yourself to sit in an area where you can't be seen

- Start davening on time

- Don't rush your davening (especially since it always starts on time)

- Mutual sensitivity; certain tefillos we must wait for the Rav, certain
tefillos we're not expected to

- Make sure the women are comfortable; enough chairs, they can hear, all
have room in the shul

- Corrections to the Baal Korei should only come from the Gabbai or the
Rav

- Saying Kaddish is not like shooting ducks (more points), we don't try to
add a superfluous Kaddish

- Even after davening, avoid political conversation and idle talk inside
the shul walls

- Appreciate the congregation; remember good qualities and deeds of
each and every member
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- Encourage and support the 'aveil' to lead the congregation for the year,
but no pressure to do so
- Daven during davening times, Learn during learning times

Children:

- Don't push your children, guide them

- They don't need to do what others have been expected to do (i.e. Read
entire Bar Mitzvah parshah)

- Encouraging Bar Mitzvah boys to lead davening and participate in
significant ways

- For those too young to daven, supply a playground, books to read,
things to do

- Be sure they are watched, not interrupting those in shul

You probably didn't know:

- The power of Askinu Seudasa before each of the three Shabbos seudos
- The importance and the beauty of the Yerushalmi Talmud

- When, whether, and how to approach a school to intervene for your
child's personal situation (examples withheld, but guidance readily
encouraged and available... many have benefited)

Easy to overlook:

- A new person in shul always gets a warm Shalom Aleichem (at the very
least)

- Take notice if someone hasn't been showing up to shul, are they il11? Do
they need help?

- Think of others even at your own expense (i.e. Shovel your sidewalk so
others can use it)

- Walk the elderly home from shul

- Be examples of proper behavior toward our non-Jewish neighbors

- Share in someone else's kiddush, shalom zachor, etc.. just like you
would want them to share in yours
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The Lifecycle

Ben Vurgaftman

The parshos of Tazria and Metzora, are very important in the lifecycle of
each family. Parshas Tazria explains the definitions of “fahor” and
“tamei.” These events Hashem controls by Himself. The relationship
between mother and newborn child transforms from “souls in one body”
to the “souls in separate bodies.” The new relationship results in the
“tamei” status for the mother. During this period of thirty three or sixty
six days, the mother’s soul comes to normal condition. It “cools down.”
To help “cool down’” the mother brings korbanos to the Beis Hamikdash.
Parshas Tazria also explains the law of bris milah. Bris milah shall be
performed on the eighth day, so the newborn will meet one Shabbos and
feel its holiness before being ready for his bris. The holiness of bris
milah is so great, that when some people don’t have enough mitzvos,
then bris milah keeps them united with the rest of the Jewish people.

Parshas Metzora is explaining the reasons for people become sick with
“tzaraas”. The main reasons causing this terrible illness are lashon hara
and greediness toward others. This connection points out that such
behavior is destroying neshamah, finally causing person to get sick
physically. Parshas Metzora also explains the procedure for purification
after tzaraas has ended. The purification procedure with two birds was
sparking the person’s thoughts about the cause of his illness. This way,
he has an opportunity to do teshuvah.

I wish all of us to stay on the derech haTorah, so we will never suffer
from such illnesses.
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The Mitzvah to Remember Yetzias Mitzrayim
Avrumy Friedman

The Mishnah in Berachos (12b) cites the dispute between Ben Zoma and
the Chachamim. Reb Elazar ben Azaria said "That I wasn't zocheh to
bring a proof that m>°%2 o1¥» nX°X> 77°om, that we mention Yetzias
Mitzrayim by night-time until the derashah of Ben Zoma. And he brings
it down from the pasuk in Parshas Re’eh (16:3): 3nx¥ 0i° n§ 7310 w17
0 002 93 081 YIRY, in order that you should remember the days of the
going out of Mitzrayim all the days of your life. The derashah is that >
770 means “the days of your life,” and 71 °»? 95 “all the days of your
life” comes to include the night. The Chachamim hold that 7217 "% refers
to Olam HaZeh and 721 *° 93 comes to include the times of Mashiach.

Rashi on the Mishnah understands that this necessity of remembering
Yetzias Mitzrayim is referring to the third parshah of Kerias Shema. That
although at night there isn't a mitzvah of tzitzis to necessitate the saying
of this third parshah, nevertheless, Ben Zoma demonstrates that it must
be said on the account of Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim. The Rambam in
Hilchos Kerias Shema echoes the approach of Rashi.

However, from Rabbeinu Miyuchos’s commentary on Chumash it would
seem that he understands the Mishnah totally referring to the mitzvah of
Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim. And this approach is clearly stated by the
Gra in the Shenos Eliyahu, that the third parshah of Kerias Shema is
totally irrelevant to our Mishnah.

The basis of this machlokes is whether it refers to just the remembering
of Yetzias Mitzrayim itself, or it refers to the third parshah of Kerias
Shema, needs an explanation, and bs ’d I'll come back to this point.

There is a second issue we need to discuss. In Hilchos Kerias Shema, the
Rambam says "it is a mitzvah to remember Yetzias Mitzrayim both day
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and night." However, the Rambam omits this mitzvah from his Sefer
HaMitzvos. Why does he omit it there?

Let us first see why the Gra holds that there is no inyan of remembering
Yetzias Mitzrayim by saying the third parshah of Shema. As we said
before, the pasuk says: T °»> 92 D %n 782 FORY 0P DX 20 WRY, in
order that you should remember the days of the going out of Mitzrayim
all the days of your life.

The Gra understands the pasuk simply to be the source of the mitzvah of
Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim. And it doesn’t say anywhere that it has to be
remembered in the parshah of Shema. Similarly, the Gra on the Hagadah
understands that in the pasuk the word k0!’ can apply two ways; either
qualitatively, meaning all the day, the whole day, because the word 'ko!’
has a mashma’os of meaning whole. Or, it could be understood in a
quantitative sense, meaning all these things, all these days. This is the
machlokes between the Chachamim and Ben Zoma. Ben Zoma looks at
Kol referring to the whole day. Including the night. And the Chachomim
look at kol to mean all your days, including the times of Moshiach.

So, the Gra understands that the pasuk is literal and has no reference to
Kerias Shema. And the Mishnah as well has no reference to Kerias
Shema, even though this Mishnah follows other Mishnayos that deal with
Kerias Shema. But this mitzvah itself does not say anything about Kerias
Shema, and the Gemara itself does not have any reference to Kerias
Shema.

Therefore, his position simply is: just as there is a mitzvah of 2% n§ i3]
W7 naw, there is a mitzvah of a voicing of the remembrance of
Shabbos, and there is also a mitzvah of zecher michias Amalek, which is
also a voicing of that remembrance of the destruction of Amalek. So too
Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim, the remembrance of going out of Mitzrayim
is also such a zecher. It is a mere voicing and a mitzvah unto itself. This
is the position of the Gra.
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The position of the Rambam and Rashi is more complicated. The
Rambam in his Sefer HaMitzvos does not include Zechiras Yetzias
Mitzrayim because the Rambam is sensitive to the fact that this pasuk of
S31R WA? is not written in the imperative sense, it is not a lashon of tzivuy
that you must do it, but rather this 7210 Wn?, in order that you should
remember is a taam hamitzvah, a reason for a different mitzvah. It is for
the mitzvah of achilas matzah and korban pesach. The whole idea
behind eating the korban pesach and matzah has to do with the going out
of Mitzrayim. That is 731n W77, in order that you should remember it. So
you see from the simple meaning of the pasuk it is not a mitzvah unto
itself or a din unto itself of that you have to be zocher, but 521 wn57. This
is why the Rambam doesn't include it in the Sefer HaMitzvos.

Similarly, we find that Chazal derive two laws from this pasuk. The first
is the Gemara in Pesachim (27a) where the Gemara makes a comparison
between the Zechiras of kiddush and Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim,
creating the halachah that you should remember Yetzias Mitzrayim
during kiddush. So, here in this pasuk, Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim is not
a halachah unto itself, but rather Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim becomes a
part of kiddush; not two separate dinim. Therefore, in this derashah in
Pesachim, Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim becomes a part of kiddush.

Similarly, the Yerushalmi in Berachos, (3:1) derives from the phrase, >
71 to exclude yemei hamisah which means, if the dead body is in front
of the person responsible for burial, he is exempt from Kerias Shema and
tefillin.

These two Gemaras don't deal with Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim as an
isolated mitzvah, but rather as being a part of another mitzvah, as we
explained in the simple meaning of the pasuk. This is particularly true of
the Yerushalmi, which connects it to Kerias Shema. This is why the
Rambam doesn't understand Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim as a unique
mitzvah, but rather as connected to other mitzvahs.
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We have demonstrated that Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim is not a unique
mitzvah unto itself, but rather as a part of Kerias Shema. However, we
don't understand as of yet conceptually what is the connection between
Kerias Shema and Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim.

Rav Chaim Brisker furnished a sevarah for this. Rav Chaim said that
Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim is in fact the basis for kabbalas ol malchus
Shamayim. The yesod of Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim is a basis for
kabbalas ol malchus Shamayim, in the fact that the justification for our
kabbalas ol malchus Shamayim which is Kerias Shema is Yetzias
Mitzrayim. Hashem took us out of Mitzrayim, and this supports and is
the basis for our commitment to Hashem. Hashem took us out of
Mitzrayim; now we are to be mekabel his malchus.

That's what we do in response to Yetzias Mitzrayim. That is why
Zechiras Yetzias Mitzrayim is connected to Kerias Shema. It’s the basis
for the kabbalas ol malchus Shamayim.

The source for this is the Gemara in Rosh Hashanah (32a) where the
Gemara is trying to find a source for the birchas malchus that we say on
Rosh Hashanah. The birchas malchus is dealing with the kabbalas ol
malchus Shamayim from which we take upon ourselves His malchus.
And it proves it from 072y N°2n 0¥ PINR TNRYIT WK 7°7-28 71001, So
again here is the basis for the malchus is Yetzias Mitzrayim.

This is the sevarah of the Rambam to put it in Hilchos Kerias Shema.
This is also perhaps why both the Rambam and the Chumash itself in the
asseres hadibros picks as the basis for *J1¥, for the belief in Hashem, not
just Hashem as the Creator, but Hashem that took us out of Mitzrayim.
That is, our basis for this acknowledgement and for this perception is
from Yetzias Mitzrayim.
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This answers the Ibn Ezra’s question: "Why in the asseres hadibros does
it bring 21X from Yetzias Mitzrayim and not from Hashem Who created
the heavens and the earth?” Also the Maharal and other meforshim ask
on the Rambam why he picks Yetzias Mitzrayim, the "21% of Yetzias
Mitzrayim as the proof of our belief in Hashem.

We now know that our believing in Hashem is not just a blind belief.

Rather, it is a belief in Hashem that is the basis for our kabbalas ol
malchus Shamayim.
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A Leap-Year Bar Mitzvah

Moshe Lauer

The Bobover Rebbe was known to have remarked that he personally
started wearing tefillin one day before his actual bar mitzvah. His intent
was not that the Bobover minhag was to start putting on tefillin only one
day before a bar mitzvah, but rather that he himself was a full-fledged
gadol before the actual date of his bar mitzvah. The reason for this is
quite interesting due to a cosmic quirk in our calendar.

As is well known from Chazal, and much later confirmed by NASA, the
lunar month consists of 29 days, 12 hours and 793 chalakim. Because of
this, the months in our calendar will fluctuate between being 29 days and
30 days long. It is a given that Tishrei, Shevat, Nissan, Sivan, and Av
will be 30 days, while Teves, Tammuz, lyar, Elul, and Adar will be 29
days. However, you might have noticed that Cheshvan and Kislev are
missing from this list. This is because there is no hard and fast rule
regarding them. Sometimes they are both malei, sometimes they are both
chaser and sometimes one is malei and one is chaser. This is one of the
changing variables in our calendar and it is because of these variables
that allow a bar mitzvah to occur before the actual bar mitzvah date.

For instance, if in a year that Cheshvan is malei, a boy is born on 30
Cheshvan which is also the first day of Rosh Chodesh Kislev, and in his
bar mitzvah year Cheshvan is chaser, meaning there is no thirtieth day,
according to the consensus of Poskim, including the Mishnah Berurah,
this boy will not be a bar mitzvah until 1 Kislev. The reason is that
halachically one cannot truly become a Bar Mitzvah until he completes
thirteen entire years. Since there is no thirtieth day of Cheshvan in his
Bar Mitzvah year, he does not actually reach that milestone until the next
day, which is Rosh Chodesh Kislev. Yet, when the flip side of that
equation occurs, it gets really interesting. The Elyah Rabba, based on a
ruling of the Bach, maintains that if a boy is born on the first of Kislev in
a year when Cheshvan had only 29 days, and in his Bar Mitzvah year
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Cheshvan has 30 days, then the boy becomes Bar Mitzvah on the first
day of Rosh Chodesh Kislev, which is actually the thirtieth of Cheshvan!
Since he completes 13 full years on that day (as there now is an extra day
added to that year), he is obligated in Mitzvos on the day prior to his
birthday! So, although his birthday might be / Kislev, his Bar Mitzvah
would be 30 Cheshvan. Nevertheless, the Berur Halachah from Rav
Yitzchak Zilber, comments that it is still preferable not to count this boy
for a minyan or a zimun until the next day unless it is a shaas hadchak.

This is why the great Bobover Rebbe zt”l claimed he became Bar
Mitzvah one day before his Bar Mitzvah date. He was born on 1 Kislev in
the year 1907. In 1907 Cheshvan was chaser, and in his Bar Mitzvah
year 1920, Cheshvan was malei. Therefore, he became bar mitzvah on 30
Cheshvan, a day before his actual birthday on 1 Kislev.

This year we have an extra month of Adar. The Mechaber says (55:10)
that if someone was born in Adar of a leap year and his bar-mitzvah year
is not in a leap year, he celebrates his bar-mitzvah on whatever date of
Adar he was born on. The Rama adds (based on the Mahari Mintz) that
in the reverse case, if someone was born in Adar of a non-leap year and
his bar-mitzvah is in a leap year, he does not celebrate his bar-mitzvah
until Adar Sheni.

The implication of the Mechaber is that if both the birth and the bar-
mitzvah are in leap years, such as mine, then one born in Adar Rishon
would also celebrate his bar-mitzvah in Adar Rishon. The Magen
Avraham, however, argues on this point. Since we require thirteen FULL
years to become bar-mitzvah, as the Rama writes, to wait until Adar
Sheni, what is the difference whether I was born in a regular year or a
leap year? After all, I turned twelve last Adar, and so a full year later is
only in Adar Sheni since this year is thirteen months long? He therefore
concludes that even if someone was born in Adar Rishon, if his bar-
mitzvah is in a leap year, he must wait until Adar Sheni. The Magen
Avraham's position, however, is very difficult. His whole question is
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based on the Rama's quote of the Mahari Mintz, but the Mahari Mintz
explicitly writes that if someone is born in Adar Rishon of a leap year
and his thirteenth year is also in a leap year, he is bar-mitzvah already in
Adar Rishon. How are we to explain this dispute between the Magen
Avraham and the other Poskim?

Furthermore, we explained before, that if someone was born on 30
Cheshvan, and in the bar-mitzvah year Cheshvan is chaser, he does not
becomes bar-mitzvah until the first of Kislev. The obvious rationale is
that since his actual birthday does not exist in that year, he is delayed
until the next day, the first of Kislev. We need to clarify, however, how
this case differs from the case of someone born in a leap year. There, the
Mechaber ruled that if he was born in Adar Sheni, and the thirteenth year
is not a leap year, he becomes bar-mitzvah in Adar, and he is not delayed
until Nisan! Why not? It should be the same as someone born on 30
Cheshvan that the bar mitzvah is delayed until the first of Kislev.

To answer these questions, let's look at the Gemara in Sanhedrin (12a),
which says that only the month of Adar can be doubled in a leap year.
Tosafos explain that the reason why the other months cannot be doubled
is because it says in the pasuk in Esther (3:7), 71N ¥IN-NIN-TYY-00Y, in
the twelfth month, the month of Adar. If we were to double a different
month, Adar would no longer be the twelfth month, but rather the
thirteenth! The implication of Tosafos is that if it were possible to double
a different month, the entire count of the months would be delayed. For
example, if they were to double Elul, the second Elul would be the
seventh month of the year and Tishrei would be the eighth month. In
such a hypothetical case, Rosh Hashanah, Yom Kippur and Succos
should all occur in the second Elul and not in Tishrei, since the Torah
does not establish these Yom Tovim in "Tishrei," but rather in "the
seventh month"!

However, the Yad Ramah argues with Tosafos and says that even if we
were to double Elul, the Yom Tovim would still be observed in Tishrei.
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This position seems difficult, though, since the Torah says, "in the
seventh month," not "in Tishrei!"

It would seem from this that 7osafos and the Yad Ramah disagree about
the definition of a leap year. Tosafos assume that a leap year means
making the year bigger by adding a month, so that the year is thirteen
months long. The Yad Ramah, however, would seem to hold that a leap
year means one of two things. Either it means lengthening the doubled
month. Instead of a thirty day month, the doubled month is sixty days
long. As such, even if we were to double Elul, this would not mean that
Elul Rishon is the sixth month, Elul Sheni the seventh, and Tishrei the
eighth. Rather, there is one Elul of sixty days, so that Tishrei would still
be the seventh month. Or it means that we don't add a month nor do we
lengthen the month, but rather we simply repeat the month. This
repetition, however, is not considered a distinct, independent month.
Thus, hypothetically, if we were to repeat Elul, both Elul Rishon and Elul
Sheni would be defined as the sixth month. Tishrei would then be
defined as the seventh month, so that Rosh Hashanah, Yom Kippur and
Succos would still occur in Tishrei.

What remains to be explained according to the Yad Ramah is why it is
only possible to repeat Adar. He cannot use Tosafos's source of the pasuk
in Esther, since he argues and maintains that even if we were to repeat
another month, Adar would still be the twelfth month, as we just
explained. The Yad Ramah offers two other reasons. The first is a
concern that it is often difficult to properly evaluate the need for a leap
year until Adar, and so Chazal decreed for the sake of uniformity to
double only Adar. The second reason is based on a derashah in the
Mechilta in Parshas Bo: R’ Nassan says, ,2»ann ¥1n-nx 9mYObserve
the month of spring. The month adjacent to spring needs to be doubled,
and what month is that? Adar.

What emerges is that there is a fundamental dispute between Tosafos and
the Yad Ramah regarding the definition of a leap year. Tosafos maintain
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that in a leap year there are thirteen distinct months; Adar Rishon is the
twelfth month, and Adar Sheni is the thirteenth month. The Yad Ramah,
maintains, however, that Adar Sheni is also considered the twelfth
month.

According to the approach of the Yad Ramah, the difference between a
leap year and adding a day to Cheshvan is clearly understood. Whereas
in a leap year we merely repeat the month of Adar (and both months are
considered the twelfth month), in Cheshvan we add a thirtieth day to the
month. Therefore, if someone is born in Adar Sheni of a leap year and his
thirteenth year is a non-leap year, the bar-mitzvah will still be in Adar.
Although no Adar Sheni exists then, since he was born in the twelfth
month, he becomes bar-mitzvah in the twelfth month. However, in
Cheshvan, if he is born on 30 Cheshvan, it is impossible to say that he
should become a bar-mitzvah on the 29th, since his time has not arrived
yet, and the thirtieth of Cheshvan does not exist that year, so he must
wait until the 1st of the next month, Kislev.

Based on this we can return to explain the positions of the Mechaber and
the Magen Avraham. The Rama and the Mechaber follow the Yad
Ramah, that both Adar Rishon and Adar Sheni are considered the twelfth
month, so that either can represent the completion of the year. According
to this logic, however, we would expect that if someone was born in Adar
of a regular year and the thirteenth year is a leap year, he should become
a bar-mitzvah already in Adar Rishon, since it is also considered the
twelfth month! Why, then does the Rama rule (based on the Mahari
Mintz) that he becomes a bar-mitzvah only in Adar Sheni? Apparently,
the Rama maintains that, in general, Adar Sheni is the primary Adar since
it is the one adjacent to Nisan, just as we find in the Gemara in Megillah
(6b) in regards to reading the Megillah. However, for someone who was
born in Adar Rishon of a leap year, we are not concerned with the Adar
adjacent to Nisan. For him, Adar Rishon is the primary Adar, just as his
birth was in Adar Rishon. The Magen Avraham, however, follows
Tosafos that a leap year means increasing the year by adding a month, so
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that the bar-mitzvah year is thirteen months long. Therefore he says that
we should require the passage of a full year of thirteen months since the
boy’s twelfth birthday. It would come out according to his opinion that
my bar mitzvah would be next month instead of now.
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Shabbos Candles and Gerama

Moshe Chananel Rabenstein

The Gemara in Bava Kamma has a machlokes about how we view the
damages caused by a fire that traveled from one person’s backyard to
someone else’s backyard. We know that if someone’s fire damages
something, that person is responsible for the costs. However, halachically,
that is not such a no-brainer. This is because there is a concept called
gerama, which means: if someone damages another person when there
are other forces assisting the one doing the damage, he is exempt from
paying for the damage.

For example, in this case, where someone’s fire traveled from his
backyard to someone else’s backyard with the wind assisting the fire’s
movement, I would have thought that this is a case of gerama, and a
court cannot obligate him to pay (although it is proper for him to pay to
fulfill the will of Hashem). Therefore, the Torah must state explicitly °2
W ®x¥n — that the damager is liable even for a traveling fire. That is, there
is no concept of gerama when it comes to fire.

There is a dispute between R’ Yochanan and Reish Lakish regarding a
fire’s damages: R’ Yochanan holds that vxr 0w WX, his fire is like his
arrows, just like when someone shoots his arrows and damages property
he is liable to pay because it is as if he is pushing the arrow through the
air, so too when a person’s fire causes damage he is liable because it is as
if he is relighting the fire every step of the way as it travels. In this case,
it would be as if he personally lit everything the fire ignited in its travel.
However, Reish Lakish holds that Mnn own WX, his fire is like his
property, just like when someone’s animal damages he is responsible
even though it was his animal and not him that caused the damage, so
too here, when his fire damages, he is responsible. This would be a lesser
level of responsibility.
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The Nimukei Yosef poses a question on R’ Yochanan’s point of view. He
writes: If it is really true that when you light a fire, it is as if you are
relighting it every second as a new action, what about Shabbos candles?
If it is considered to be a new action of lighting every second into
Shabbos then you would be desecrating Shabbos every second that the
candle is burning.

The Nimukei Yosef answers that the act of lighting the fire, and also the
act of the fire burning everything that it burns, is the same thing, it is as if
it occurred at the same time, thereby answering the question of Shabbos
candles. The burning of the candles on Shabbos IS the action of lighting
the candles during the week. In other words, even though the candles
continue to burn on Shabbos, every new action of relighting the candles
on Shabbos is considered to have happened before Shabbos started, at the
very second that it was lit the first time.

The Nimukei Yosef then supports his answer. He writes: If my answer is
not correct, then you could also ask the following question. If it is correct
that the fire is being relit every second then why is anyone EVER
responsible for damages of fire? If the last action that he “did” is
considered his wrongdoing, he had no way of stopping it? Clearly, that is
not the case.
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Reward for Mitzvos
Shmuel Dixler

One of the nice things about becoming bar mitzvah in the week of
Parshas Netzavim is the wealth of well-known and oft-quoted pesukim in
the parshah. The pasuk with all the many extra dots is one of these
(Devarim 28:29):

This pasuk writes that the “secrets” are for Hashem but the revealed
things are for us and our children: "°327 312". These happen to be the
two words with the dots on top, but we are not going to talk about that.
Instead we ask: Why are these two words written at all? Why is it
important for the Torah to specify the revealed parts are both for “us”
and “our children™?

To answer this question, the sefer Mayanah Shel Torah brings a Midrash
from Parshas Ki Seitzei. The Midrash is written on the pasuk talking
about the mitzvah of shiluach haken, chasing away the mother bird
before taking the eggs:

377 79°4 R QN0 10770 NG IMR 02197 2Y%YID 17 N0WW PR ,amIT 02T and
ST W 2T WY 1997 BYIN 110w 027 1P XPW ,0710 DWW 170w 1R

The Midrash says: this is comparable to a king who hires workers to tend
his orchard. Although the wages for working on each species of tree are
different, he doesn’t tell this to the workers. At the end of the day, the
workers approach the king for their wages. The king asks the first one,
“What tree did you tend?” When he responds that it was the olive tree,
the king pays one gold coin. The next worker approaches and says he
tended the carob tree. To this one the king only gives one half gold coin.
Of course the workers complain that the king should have informed them
ahead of time which trees would pay the most. The king explains that he
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did not do so, so that they won’t all leave the lower paying trees in order
to work on the higher paying trees, thereby guaranteeing that all the trees
will be tended.

The Midrash compares this to the way Hashem deals with us. The text of
the Midrash is:

.02 MIZAT 92 WY 2T MERY MIXA 93 5w A10W 10 3 12k a9 kY A"apn

He also does not reveal the reward for each mitzvah to us so that all will
be performed with purity.

There are two exceptions where the Torah does reveal the specific
reward. The Midrash itself specifies these as shiluach haken and kibud av
v’em. Both of these mitzvos have the same reward of long life.

Mayanah Shel Torah explains that these two mitzvos are hinted at in the
pasuk we quoted earlier. The “hidden things,” meaning the reward for
each mitzvah, only Hashem knows, but the “revealed things,” meaning
the two mitzvos for which the Torah tells us the reward, are for “us and
our children.” He further explains that the mitzvah of kibud av is hinted
in the words “for our children” while the word “us” hints to the mitzvah
of shiluach haken.

With this explanation in mind, the reason Hashem revealed these two
mitzvos is plain: While the performance of kibud av is very different than
shiluch haken they both have the same reward, teaching us that the
nature of the mitzvah does not determine the reward.

The problem is, this Midrash appears to contradict a well-known
statement in Pirkei Avos (5: 21): RAR RIWE D1B2 MR X7 X7 72, which
means the greater the trouble or difficulty of a mitzvah, the greater
reward. Since we know that some mitzvos are more difficult than others,
we should be able to rank the mitzvos based on the difficulty to perform
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them. This undermines the purpose of Hashem hiding the reward for the
specific mitzvah from us.

The Maharal in his commentary Derech Chaim on Pirkei Avos (2:1)
provides an answer. There are really two parts to the reward for each
mitzvah: one part is for the tirchah (the effort or trouble) to do the
mitzvah while the other part is for the mitzvah itself. For example, when
a person walks to shul for davening, we say he receives schar halichah,
reward for the walking. The effort to do the mitzvah, in this case walking,
merits reward, while the mitzvah of davening itself also merits reward.
Contrary to popular belief, schar halichah, because it is a type of effort,
applies to all mitzvos, not just to davening. When the Midrash teaches us
that Hashem hides the reward, that is for the mitzvah itself, but the
reward for the tirchah is indeed revealed to us.

While this Maharal does answer the contradiction, the answer still leaves
us with a question on the Midrash. Since we know more effort equates to
more reward, won’t people still seek out and focus on those mitzvos that
are more difficult so they will receive the highest reward, while
neglecting the other mitzvos?

To finally answer this question, we turn to the Mesillas Yesharim. In the
first chapter he states that the purpose of mitzvos is three-fold: (1) to
receive reward, (2) to bring us closer to Hashem and (3) to repair the
world, which is otherwise known as tikun olam. Whether a mitzvah is
able to accomplish one or all three of these will depend on how well one
does the mitzvah. This includes: preparation for the mitzvah, the maaseh
hamitzvah (the performance of the mitzvah), and one’s kavanah
(intention) during the mitzvah. The rest of the sefer goes on to explain
the importance and provide strategies on how to enhance mitzvos beyond
simple performance. The more one does in these areas, the greater effect
it will have on the person and the world.
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We learn from Mesillas Yesharim that ideally Hashem does not want us
to focus on reward at all. The lesson we learn from the hiding of the
amount of reward for the mitzvah itself should be applied to the reward
for tirchah as well. We learn that reward is not the point; rather serving
Hashem with pure intent is the point and the true purpose of mitzvos.

In fact, if you read carefully, the Midrash actually makes this point. The
Midrash Rabbah uses the word oina: “in order they perform all the
mitzvos 21N2” The word o1n2 means with purity. When the Maharal
quotes the same Midrash, he brings it from the Midrash Tanchuma which
uses a slightly different word: “in order they should perform them a%wn.
The word 2w means completely. In both cases the point of the
Midrash is to say: don’t just do the act of the mitzvah, but do the whole,
complete mitzvah, including the proper preparation and intent. Hashem
is teaching us there is much more to mitzvos than reward.
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Navigating the Chinuch System ' (part 1)

Introduction

At the outset I must express deep, sincere hakaros hatov for the
outstanding bastions of chinuch with which we are blessed in our town.
They are led by outstanding individuals who put their entire being into
providing the best education for our children. I personally have been
privileged over the years to talk with the administrators of most of our
institutions — about either my own children or on behalf of parents who
requested my input — and have found them all — without exception — to
be perceptive and patient, sensitive and sagacious.

This special section of our annual kuntress is meant as a guide to taking
full advantage of the wonderful opportunities we have as well as to
avoiding possible pitfalls.

Outstanding Mechanchim
Members of the community have offered anecdotes to their experiences

in the world of chinuch. Here are two:

[1] I don’t remember much from when I was seven years old... but I do
remember the way my second grade rebbi used to call me tzaddik. The
smile that shone on his face, the way he looked at me each time I spoke
to him. He always, always called me tzaddik. He called all of the boys
tzaddik, but it didn’t feel like that — when he said it I really felt that I was
his little tzaddik. The feeling stays with me till today. This rebbi is
battling cancer, and I can’t tell you how pained I feel, how close I feel to
him. Neshamos like these are fashioned to be mechanchim.

! Editor’s note: This section is the result of a cumulative group effort, so I am
not putting my byline to it. May it help us take full advantage of the tremendous
resources we have in our town for the chinuch of our children and not get
flustered by the challenges that might arise.
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[2] One rebbi saved my boy. His previous rebbi, with whom he did not
connect, said he needed to go to Ptach for remedial instruction. The
principal said, “He is a bad boy; we don't want him in the school.” But
his new rebbi believed in him, connected with him, and taught him. This
boy is now a Rosh Kollel.

But I don’t think it can be said any better than by Rabbi Nachman Seltzer
in his two volumes of Class Acts (ArtScroll / Mesorah Publications).
Those books should be required reading for anyone who wants to fully
appreciate the efforts our teachers and administrators put into their work.
In the next segment of this section, we present part of his introduction to
Class Acts Volume 2.
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Class Acts
Rabbi Nachman Seltzer '

Rabbi Binyomin Ginsberg of St. Louis Park, Minnesota, penned a
chinuch column in Hamodia's Inyan Magazine, in which he discussed
the need on the part of parents to recognize the greatness inherent in the
vast majority of our mechanchim and to show tangible appreciation to
their children's educators with a handwritten card whose message has
clearly been invested with much thought. "Show sincere appreciation ..."
he wrote. "The results will be powerful... and it is a relatively easy
contribution to make — but one that will create a huge dent in the area of
chinuch challenges."

Rabbi Ginsberg quoted a few examples of exceptional educators and
posited that rather than being the exception, they are much closer to the
norm. With his kind permission, let me share some of these stories of

™

teachers' "class acts."

He told of a certain rebbi who meets with every student before they
graduate from eighth grade and go on to high school. During the meeting,
the rebbi imparts divrei chizuk, prepares the boy for the realities he can
expect to face in the future, and wishes him the best. The rebbi then
hands his student a small wallet. In the wallet is a card with instructions
for contacting the rebbi twenty-four hours a day, a long-distance calling
card, a $20 bill, a Tefillas HaDerech card, and a handwritten, personal
berachah from the rebbi to the falmid. How incredible is that? What a
class act!

' Reproduced from the introduction to "Class Acts Vol. 2" by Rabbi Nachman
Seltzer, with permission of the copyright holders, ArtScroll / Mesorah
Publications, Ltd.
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He told of another rebbi who has the names of all his talmidim pasted on
the inside of his siddur so that he can include them in his tefillos.
Class act!

He told of a morah who took a student shopping for shoes because the
girl's parents couldn't afford to do so themselves.
Class act!

He told of another rebbi who personally paid for professional testing for
one of his students so that he could ascertain how to best meet the boy's
educational needs.

Class act!

He told of another morah who makes house calls to assist her students
with their homework.
Class act!

He then wrote the following: As you read the above list, you may be
wondering where these heroic rebbeim and morahs are, and asking
yourself how come they are not the ones teaching your children. I can tell
you that, while not every teacher goes the extra mile, I have met many
just like them; some of them may very well be in your children's schools
and you don't even know it. I would like to suggest that if we begin
showing proper appreciation to our mechanchim, we will see the
cumulative quality of all the rebbeim and morahs improve beyond
measure.

Rabbi Ginsberg described an event that takes place annually in
Minneapolis. Toward the end of the school year there is a special kiddush
known as the "mechanchim kiddush." Parents sponsor a special kiddush
for all the mechanchim and mechanchos in town. Not a kiddush that
merely pays lip service to the concept, but one that shows their sincere
appreciation to their children's dedicated teachers. How special!
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Let me end with Rabbi Ginsberg's own inspirational words: In
conclusion, it is time for us to tell our rebbeim and morahs how much we
value them ... because they really are so incredibly valuable. It is time for
us to recognize how much we owe them ... because we owe them a debt
that can never be repaid. And it is time for us to go out of our way to
show them hakaras hatov ... because they are truly deserving of our
sincere thanks and appreciation.

Rabbi Nachman Seltzer
Ramat Beit Shemesh, 2015

142



Section VIII: Navigating the Chinuch System

Navigating the Chinuch System (part 2)

Having seen the types of mechanchim with which we are blessed, let’s
try to understand why people sometimes grumble about the chinuch
system. I think there are two basic explanations of this conundrum.

The Takanah of R’ Yehoshua ben Gamla
The first lies in what 1 heard from the Rosh HaYeshivah, Moreinu
HaRav Shmuel Yaakov Weinberg z”l. If universal education is such a

great idea, why was it not instituted until R” Yehoshua ben Gamla came
along? The answer is that a school system is not the ideal method of
educating our children. How can it be that twenty different children
(hopefully not too many more) can learn from a single teacher, when
they each have differing intellects, preferred methods of absorbing the
material, and a wide range of interests? However, R’ Yehoshua ben
Gamla held that it was worth sacrificing the age-old preferred method of
individual instruction from parent to child because of the orphans who
did not have the luxury of such an education.

Therefore, as simple statistics show, we are left now with a good chance
that your child will not connect with a particular teacher in a particular
school year. And when you multiply that by twelve grades, and then by
another five to ten teachers per year, and then by the number of children
you have, it is impossible that every one of your children will have a
positive experience with every teacher he or she will have during his or
her school career.

Money
The second explanation can be summed up in one word: “money.” The

underlying problem of the great majority of issues is lack of funding. If
the schools had unlimited resources, the administrators would not be
stretched so thin; teachers could be paid decent salaries, allowing them to
devote their talents exclusively to teaching rather than having to find
other ways to make ends meet; the books and curriculum could be
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brought up to date; and there would be sufficient funds to provide for
children with special needs. Instead, in many cases, the same
administrators are required to oversee a student body and teaching staff
that has more than doubled in times that become more challenging as the
years go by; burnt-out teachers who would be better off retiring cannot
afford to because the schools cannot offer a retirement plan for them; and
some children cannot be serviced properly because the resources needed
for their education is too expensive.

Whose fault is it? This would require an entirely new article.! But briefly,
the fault lies in the flawed approach that the parent body is responsible to
fund the school, just as the consumers are required to pay for all their
groceries at the supermarket. > In truth, schools are community
requirements for which every member of the community should
contribute — just as they contribute to build a community mikveh, even
though they will not all be using it.

" There is in fact a very excellent article by Rabbi Mordechai Willig, Jewish
Education, Family, and Community, available at torahweb.org. I tried to get
permission to reprint it for our kuntress but was unable to elicit a response from
the site.

* Not exactly like the supermarket, because some schools claim that even the so-
called “full tuition” does not really cover the total expenses of educating the
child, besides the fact that some children require more resources than others.
(Dyslexia, ADHD, and bad middos are not limited to low-income families.) I
have often asked that this being the case, why is it that lower income families
are forced to part with a greater percentage of their earnings than comparatively
wealthy families? If you are a Democrat, the wealthy should pay a greater
percentage of their earnings, as they do to keep the country running with their
taxes. And even according to the extreme Republican model, the wealthy would
pay the same percentage as the lower income. To add insult to injury, some
schools “punish” the lower income families with other tasks to make up for the
loss they cause.
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Issues that can be faced

Lest you should not think that I am naive in my praise of our schools and
administrators, I will list some real-life experiences that have been
shared with me over the years. These are actual occurrences although
some facts have been changed to respect anonymity.?

O

It is very easy for a teacher who is not technologically savvy or
competent to simply lambast any technology, without having any
understanding of how his or her students are using it. However,
this will not earn the respect of the students, and it will not lead
to proper use of technology — which is what the goal should be.

Our children experience teachers who claim that the troubles of
the world derive from their being too interested in sports or their
lack of #ziniyus. One teacher even attributed our failure to rebuild
the Beis HaMikdash to one girl’s lipstick! By the same token,
there are teachers who attribute something good to our children’s
heart-felt prayers at school, only for the children to discover
when they get home that the person for whom they were
davening had suddenly died.

There are teachers who cannot manage their tempers, and their
pupils are subject to their ridicule or yelling. And it does not
have to be a loud, physical scream; it can be a softly-spoken
message of disdain for your child.

Most veteran teachers have the invaluable experience needed to
help them reach any kind of student in the best possible manner,
and they don’t feel that their tenure absolves them from learning
new skills. However, there are some who are stuck in the past
and still use the same mimeographed stencils they used 30-40
years ago in their classes. While they should be endorsed for

? Furthermore, some of these experiences come from out-of-town, so do not try
to attach a certain one to any specific case about which you think you know.
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their organizational skills, one wonders if they expect students
two generations later to learn the same way as their predecessors.
This also goes for school curricula and policies that might be
outdated.*

o Some schools consider it in their domain to admonish their
female students on their mode of dress, appointing an
“enforcement officer” and expecting teachers to act as policemen
“on the beat.” However, the standards chosen are often far
beyond those of the majority of the students and their parents.
This is clearly a case of individuals presenting and requiring
what they find on their level of observance as “the truth.” A very
dangerous stance to take when children are endowed with a
heightened awareness of hypocrisy.

o Some teachers who perhaps come from out of town feel that it is
their mission to imbue our children with their native outlook on
life. This includes statements like, “Anyone who goes to college
will go to Gehinom”; “I would rather shoot my husband that go
to a mall”; “The purpose of women is to have as many babies as
they can.” And to the boys, “You can’t be frum if you don’t go to
yeshivah and learn in Kollel for ten years”; “Working is only for
baalei batim.” Again, when positions are presented as truth and
as Torah, the situation becomes dangerous, when our institutions’

goals should be to develop Jews who are happy to observe the

Torah.

* A personal note. I find it a lack of kavod HaTorah when our holy Torah or
Nach is used like 2>721% a telephone book to sharpen our children’s memories by
asking them countless "n% nx "»’s and “what word in Rashi teaches you this
lesson?”’ I also find it objectionable to use our holy works as a means of teaching
dikduk. Yes, dikduk is important, but there are fresh ways of teaching this
subject. Torah and Nach should be used to teach values, nothing else. [Yes, I
know Rashi uses dikduk in his commentary. But he is not doing it to teach
dikduk; he is doing it so we will understand the pasuk’s lesson properly.]
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How to deal with issues

Before we start, let’s first put things in perspective. I think we would all
be grateful if we could say that we make the correct decisions in our
interactions with people ninety percent of the time. However, even if we
were on the mark ninety-five percent, that would leave us with five
percent of our interactions below par. We therefore do not have to be
talking about teachers or administrators who are evil human beings. Most

everyone in chinuch has exhibited much self-sacrifice to enter a
profession that provides more spiritual satisfaction than financial security.
We can therefore reframe our question as to how to react when we feel
our child has been wronged or is in a dangerous position.

Let’s list some ideas:

(1) Most importantly, take your child seriously. Many children can be
and have been emotionally and spiritually harmed by inappropriate
chinuch methods. The worst thing you can do is ignore your child and
assume things will work themselves out. They most likely will not, even
if the damage may not be the most extreme.

(2) Give the administrator or teacher the respect he or she deserves. You
can assume that they are underpaid and overworked, and it is not their
fault. Most of them are genuinely sincere, and will work out things to
your satisfaction if you do not belittle them. They may even be able to
identify problems for you that stem from outside the school.

(3) Do not threaten to take your child out if your demands are not met.
You will get a better response if the administrators feel that you are with
them and not against them. Schools are not a fish market where you can
hop around to get the best bargain. Make your loyalty to the school of
your choice clear at all times so that you will all be in it together.

(4) Identify the administrator with whom you can work best. If a school
has an administrator with whom you cannot relate, do not try to change
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him or her. When you choose a school, ensure that there is someone
there that is on your wave-length, who will be your partner in the
chinuch of your child. Your LOR should be able to help you identify the
best administrator for you in each school.

(5) Use your relationship with the administrator to get the teachers that
are best for your children. If one of your children is “blessed” with a
screamer et al., discuss it with this administrator. If he/she has earned
your trust, he/she will deal with you frankly and try to work out a switch
or some other innovative idea.’

(6) Recognize that the administrator has much experience in chinuch and
seek out his or her advice when practical. This cements the relationship,
and you might even get some good ideas about an issue you face with
your child.

(7) Even a teacher who is the greatest mismatch for your child has
something valuable to offer. Have your child try to recognize the one or
two things each day that he or she has gained from the teacher.

(8) Mental health days. When a child has a virus, he stays home from
school until he’s better. Consider the child’s mental health as well, and
you might decide to let him or her stay home for a day instead of facing a
teacher or a substitute who will be unbearable.

(9) Reading this article might be the best help because it is important for
you to realize that you are not crazy, too emotional, and fooled by your
children. Yes, our teachers and even administrators make mistakes just

> I still remember a difficult teacher I had in my schooling, and when my parents
went to discuss this with the menahel, he first confided with them that the
teacher was under stress, and he then made some arrangement to decrease the
tension. I don’t remember the arrangement, but I do remember having my
feelings validated; and that is what probably solved the issue more than the
arrangement.
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like we do. So when you are faced with a difficulty coming from the
school, realize that you are not alone. There is nothing wrong with you or
your child. And your entire family will recover, realizing that
mechanchim make mistakes like we do, and why they all might not meet
the standards we expect and deserve.

We will now present an excellent article involving one potential issue in
boy’s schooling and how the author advises dealing with it. You will
note that the author presents a serious issue that a child can face, but
instead of having you waste energy in a useless direction, he suggests a
practical solution that will most likely be effective. Let this be a model
for our interactions with the wonderful bastions of chinuch that we have
in our town.
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Lost in Gemara
Rabbi Allon Yisroel Bruckenstein !

What 1 am going to say might surprise you. But according to my
assessment of the situation, your son is not alone. In a typical classroom,
approximately 20% of the students actually understand the Gemara and
another 20% are completely lost. The remaining 60% know how to "play
the game," which means that they know how to repeat what they heard,
get the right answers, and memorize the material without really under-
standing a thing. I have spoken with many educators and they support
my premise. Some in fact claimed that my figures are too generous.

What can we do about this situation that is leaving our youth uninterested
and frustrated with the "meat and potatoes" of Jewish education?

Firstly, I believe that our focus is misdirected. Instead of trying to teach
material, we should be focusing on showing our students the beauty of
Torah. The average student views Gemara as an exercise in futility. For
example, Yosef needed help with 5" grade Gemara. He was at the
bottom of the class and getting extremely frustrated.

At one point I asked Yosef what the goal of the Gemara was. In all
sincerity, he asked me, "You mean the Gemara has a goal?" To which I
responded, "What do you think, they're just trying to drive you crazy?"
His smirk and shrug of his shoulder indicated that, in fact, that is exactly
what he thought. From then on, we spent every session developing an
understanding of the Gemara's goals, logic, and thought processes. By
the time he finished 8" grade, he was at the head of the class.

! Rabbi Allon Yisroel Bruckenstein is an educational psychologist based in
Yerushalayim and a son-in-law of Rabbi and Mrs. Tzvi Shur of our town. This
article is reprinted with his permission. It first appeared in Tachlis magazine.
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Secondly, our teaching methods, in general, are inappropriate for the
majority of our students. The typical way that Gemara is taught involves
reading the text and explaining it as you go along. This works well for
students whose thought processes function in a sequential fashion. The
subject is built one step at a time in a very logical order. To follow the
process, the student's mind must be flexible enough to juggle several
options and factors simultaneously.

Many students, however, do not think in this manner. Rather they need to
see the whole picture and then break it down into its component parts. In
order to do this, the teacher must have a complete handle on 'the entire
subject, enabling him to approach the problem from different angles.
This global approach encourages analysis, comparing, and contrasting,
before getting bogged down by the textual skills.

Thirdly, it is often assumed that the students will pick up the necessary
thinking skills automatically through the learning. Unfortunately this is
not true. The thinking skills mentioned above, as well as summarization
and reading comprehension skills, must be taught, like any other skill.
We often take for granted the workings of a kal vachomer, assuming that
the students will understand it just by hearing it. Deductive reasoning is
also very difficult to teach by reading and explaining. Instead the
students should be given examples, where they themselves can get the
experience of making their own deductions.

In general, we want our students to be active participants in the learning
process. The aforementioned methods lend themselves to greater
involvement and interest, leading to a true appreciation of Our Sages'
wisdom and consequently a true enjoyment of learning. Since your son's
rebbe will probably not be reading this article, I suggest that you, or a
tutor, prepare him for class using these suggestions. Going into class
with a general picture of the inner workings of the Gemara will enable
him to tackle the more textual aspect of learning and follow the
methodology presented in class.
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Navigating the Chinuch System (part 3)

Unfortunately, there are times when there is no practical solution for
your child to succeed in the school he or she is attending. This could be
because there is no one in the administration that you can relate to, there
are no compatible teachers available, or there are social issues such as
bullying that the school is not able to handle.

If you are faced with such a scenario, first get expert advice that the
problem is actually with the school and not with your child — or you.
Once that is done, you might have no other option than to take him or her
out of school. What will you do then? First, consider another school in
town or close by that you might have dismissed at first for the wrong
reasons, such as wanting your child to be someone who he or she isn’t.
But if there is no viable alternative, you might have to consider
homeschooling.

This is not for everyone, and it certainly presents its own set of
challenges. In other words, it is not the easy way out; it requires a serious
financial and time commitment to replace the educational and social
systems that a school provides. Nevertheless, you should not think that
the entire concept is foreign to Torah ideas. If you recall, we have
previously mentioned that this is how the original chinuch worked in
Klal Yisrael, and it was only because of R’ Yehoshua ben Gamla’s
enactment on behalf of orphans that a school system was established.
(This should prevent wholesale embracement of the homeschooling idea
because as a community we have to follow the takanos of Chazal.)

To introduce this concept, we now present a thoughtful article that
addresses some of the many issues that need to be explored when
considering homeschooling. Of course, inclusion of this article is not a
blanket endorsement of everything contained in it. Rather, if you do
decide to go along this path, make sure that you have expert advice to
guide you.
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Home Schooling: A Growing Trend '
Mrs. Avigayil Perry

Every morning, the four Aldrich children do not rush out the door to
catch a bus or carpool-they head to the living room.

Ranging from the age of five to fourteen, the Aldrich children, who live
in Indianapolis, Indiana, are part of a growing number of Orthodox kids
across the country who are being homeschooled—that is, they are taught
by parents who have made the decision not to relegate their children’s
education to others, but to fulfill the mitzvah of chinuch themselves.

Homeschooling in the general US population is on the rise, becoming
more mainstream and accepted, as is evident from the increasing number
of resources available to homeschooling families. In the Orthodox
community, it is still a small but growing trend.

Yael Aldrich, who is viewed by many as a leader in the Orthodox
homeschooling community, sees homeschooling becoming increasingly
popular among Orthodox families with young children. “More people are
interested and actually putting homeschooling on the table of
possibilities. It will be interesting to see if they continue homeschooling
as their children enter elementary and middle school,” Aldrich says.

“A lot of people don’t realize that homeschooling these days is a lot
easier than it used to be,” says Yael Resnick, a forty-seven-year-old
mother of five in Sharon, Massachusetts, who has homeschooled her
children for fourteen years. “It’s actually overwhelming how many

"Reprinted with permission from the Fall 2015 edition of Jewish Action, the
magazine of the Orthodox Union. Thank you to the Assistant Editor, Sara Olson
of Ranchleigh, for facilitating the authorization.
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classes and activities are being offered to homeschoolers now-—at
museums, libraries, schools, parks and community centers.”

In Baltimore, for example, home to many frum homeschooling families,
the Baltimore Symphony Orchestra offers midweek daytime concerts
that attract homeschooling families.

Technology has also created an upsurge in Jewish homeschooling as
online programs like Room613.net gain popularity. Six years ago,
Resnick’s husband, Rabbi Yosef Resnick, who has a master’s degree in
education, founded Room613.net, an online program with, he explains,
“a relaxed and inviting atmosphere that encourages all students to learn
at their best and feel confident.” Rabbi Resnick says he usually forms
deep relationships with his students. “I really love and care about my
students just like any teacher,” he says. “After a while, you forget that
you are meeting in a virtual classroom.”

A Homeschooling Network

About two million children in the United States are homeschooled,
according to the National Home Education Research Institute. The
number of Orthodox Jewish homeschoolers is more difficult to determine.
Aldrich, forty-one, runs an online support network via Yahoo for 450
homeschooling families—but the group doesn’t encompass everyone. She
sees about 200 Orthodox homeschooling families in Facebook groups
who are not in her Yahoo group. “Then people always tell me of other
people who homeschool whom I do not know at all,” she says. “So I
estimate two to three thousand Orthodox Jewish homeschoolers, and it’s
growing!”

Aldrich coordinated the Sixth Annual Torah Home Schooling
Conference over a year ago. Held in the spring of 2014, the conference,
which took place in Englewood, New Jersey, drew about 100 participants
from across the country, from young couples considering homeschooling
their children to veteran homeschoolers. The presenters—most of whom
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are experienced homeschoolers—covered a variety of topics, such as
“Homeschooling from a Father’s Perspective,” “Homeschooling
Children with Special Needs,” “Finding Your Homeschooling Kodesh
Style,” “Technology and Your Homeschool” and “Homeschooling the
Preschool Years.”

What motivates these parents to turn home into school, to spend their
days with pencils and textbooks, worksheets and word problems? Of
course with escalating tuition, some families choose homeschooling as a
survival tactic. But for quite a few Orthodox parents around the country,
the decision is based on ideology, not finances.

Rebecca Masinter, a thirty-four-year-old mother of six living in
Baltimore, has never sent her children, ranging between the ages of five
months to twelve years, to school. She describes Baltimore as a very
accepting and inclusive community. “This is a bonus when choosing an
alternative path for one’s family,” she says. “Because it’s a large
community, you don’t experience the same pressure to put children in the
local day school for the sake of supporting a [community institution], as
is the case in some smaller communities.”

Masinter began homeschooling in order to have more quality time with
and a greater influence on her children. Having worked as a classroom
teacher prior to homeschooling, she was no stranger to teaching.
However, homeschooling, she says, is very different from teaching in a
regular school. “Homeschooling is mothering, twenty-four hours a day,”
she says.

Homeschooling appeals to Aldrich because she can customize her
children’s education to fit their needs. Aldrich has clear goals: to provide
her children with a “broad education that gives them the ability to think
critically about issues in the Jewish and secular world,” and to enable
them to “become self-learners.”
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One Family’s Homeschooling Journey

Aldrich, who holds master’s degrees in management and Jewish
communal services, first discovered homeschooling when she and her
family moved to Japan. Her husband, Rabbi Dr. Daniel Aldrich, a
political science professor at Purdue University, needed to move there
for research purposes. The Aldriches were not thrilled with the school
options in Japan for Gavriel Tzvi, their oldest son who was then a first
grader. (No Jewish schools exist in Japan.) “Some Orthodox kids went to
the Japanese international schools or public schools, while others were
homeschooled,” Aldrich explains. The Aldriches decided to homeschool.
After their year in Japan came to a close, the family moved to Indiana.
Even though a community day school exists where they currently live,
they decided to continue homeschooling.

Aldrich uses a rigorous curriculum based on The Well-Trained Mind by
Susan Wise Bauer. She feels drawn toward classical education and chose
this particular curriculum because of its focus on “language, literature
and grammar.” Her older children study Latin.

Homeschoolers often find tutors or teachers to teach their children Judaic
studies, science, art or other subjects. They also make extensive use of
online resources. For example, Gavriel Tzvi spends time each day
learning Gemara with the community rabbi, giving Aldrich time to work
with her other children. Each child works independently while waiting
for his or her turn with Aldrich. Aldrich appreciates the flexibility of
homeschooling.

“We can always adjust our schedule according to the kids’ needs,” she
says. And on nice days, the family will drop their lessons and take an
outing. “Instead of snow days, we have sunny days.” How do
homeschoolers get their kids to actually sit down and learn? “My kids are
not angels,” Aldrich admits. But she motivates them by reminding them
that homeschooling is a “privilege.” Since her kids feel that their
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education is “superior,” and that they would rather be homeschooled,
they are inspired to buckle down and get to work.

When Yeshivah’s not a fit

Some parents turn to homeschooling after experiencing problems in the
yeshivah system. When Rivkah Harper, a forty-one-year-old mother of
four boys who recently relocated to Dallas, Texas, sent her oldest son to
preschool, she saw it was not a good fit. “He is very active,” explains
Harper. “Had we kept him in school, he would have been the kid [who is
constantly] in the principal’s office. Instead of focusing on his schooling,
we would be focused on trying to keep him out of the office.” Harper,
who holds a bachelor’s degree in music and was a stay-at-home mom,
initially felt reluctant about homeschooling. After many months of
research and her husband’s encouragement, she decided to take the
plunge.

Leah Samuels, a forty-something-year-old mother of four in Baltimore,
also never thought that she would homeschool. Her two sons are both
dyslexic. Her nine-year-old is “bright and creative” but cannot recall
material. Because he could grasp material when initially presented but
could not recall it the following day, teachers believed this behavior was
intentional, and called him lazy, Samuels explains. He began getting
bullied by his classmates as well. After many attempts at resolving the
issues, Samuels realized that she needed another option. Initially, the
Samuelses looked into public school as well as a private school for
children with severe learning disabilities. The public schools could not
offer the appropriate services for the high level of remediation that her
two boys required. Nor could the Samuelses afford the high tuition costs
upward of $35,000 for the private school. They seemed to have only one
option: homeschooling.

During the typical day at home, her sons’ schedules include sessions with
a reading specialist and speech therapist, enabling Samuels to work with
each kid individually. Her older son has a tutor for Judaic studies while
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her second son took a year off from Hebrew reading as per a
psychologist’s recommendation. In the afternoons, the boys attend group
co-op classes for physical education, art and music.

“My kids used to be afraid to speak up in group settings, but now they
feel confident and do not fear being themselves,” she says. Samuels
hopes to go back to school to pursue a degree in special education, both
to better help her own children and other families.

Is Homeschooling Always the Answer?

Homeschooling does not work for everyone. Kate Friedman, a thirty-
one-year-old stay-at-home mother of two girls in St. Louis, Missouri,
initially felt drawn toward homeschooling for many of the same reasons
others do. “I saw that family life can be hectic between school,
homework and activities, leaving very little family time,” she says.
However, she eventually realized that homeschooling is not necessarily
“a perfect alternative.” She kept both her daughters home until age three,
and initially anticipated keeping them home longer until she realized that
in the frum community, all the other playmates for her older daughter,
now age five, were in school. “Above age two and a half, a child needs
so much social interaction, and it’s difficult when the child only depends
on the parent,” she says.

Similarly, this past year, the Aldriches realized that Gavriel Tzvi, who is
turning fourteen, has few shomer Shabbat friends to hang out with in
their community; the local school only goes through eighth grade. While
the parents would have loved to educate their son at home longer, this
fall, he will be attending a yeshivah high school in Boston, where the
whole family will be relocating.

Gavriel Tzvi applied to three yeshivah high schools, all of which
accepted him. Interestingly enough, the application process for him was
almost identical to that of boys who attend day school or yeshivah. He
submitted a parent-created transcript, as well as recommendation letters

158



Section VIII: Navigating the Chinuch System

from his Gemara rebbe, bar mitzvah tutor, principal (Rabbi Dr. Aldrich)
and teacher (Mrs. Aldrich). At each school, he was tested in Gemara as
well as in math and English. “We were worried that our unusual situation
would place him at a disadvantage, but due to hard work and siyata
d’Shmaya, Gavriel Tzvi succeeded beyond our wildest dreams,” Aldrich
says. “We feel even more confident that homeschooling can produce a
quality human being and ben Torah.”

The Critics

Most yeshivah educators and administrators strongly oppose
homeschooling. Rabbi Shneur Aisenstark, dean of Bais Yaakov Bnos
Raizel Seminary of Montreal, believes that homeschooling should only
take place when “a child has a personality disorder or severe learning
disability that cannot be helped with a resource room or other
professional assistance,” he says.

“Even if the education in the school is inferior and you think that you can
do better at home, it is not worth the exchange of knowledge for loss of
social interaction that helps build the personality.”

Rabbi Mordechai Wecker, senior consultant at Toras Chaim, a day
school in Portsmouth, Virginia, who has been in education for over thirty
years, cites eminent social psychologist and philosopher David Emile
Durkheim, who referred to the classroom as a “small society.” With the
technological explosion, children have far less opportunities for
interpersonal interactions, he says, a problem that is only exacerbated for
the homeschooled child. Furthermore, he says, “Classroom facilitation
by a competent teacher encourages cross-fertilization of ideas that
promotes out-of-the-box thinking.”

Homeschoolers maintain that homeschooling families get together
regularly for various outings such as bowling, art museums and other
trips, and children get to socialize by attending shul and participating in
youth groups such as NCSY.
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Social issues aside, critics note that homeschooling parents lack teaching
credentials and, if the families live in a small Jewish community, by
homeschooling their children they are failing to support the local
community school.

Still others claim that because kids are not tested or assessed in any
formal way, it is difficult to gauge whether or not they are actually
learning. Masinter is not against testing and grading in a school setting
but feels that in a homeschooling situation, there’s no real need for
grades or report cards. “As the educating parent, | am already familiar
with what each child has and has not mastered at a given point,” she says.
“I see no need to give an artificial label based on how others perceive
growth.” She also believes it is “highly dangerous to assign a poor grade
in limudei kodesh. 1t’s simply not true that a child can’t be good at
Chumash, because it’s our inheritance and lifeblood. If a child is
struggling with the material, I am not presenting it in a way that he needs
to learn it.”

Many parents concur that if homeschooling were more accepted in the
frum community, more families would be interested in pursuing it.
“Usually community leaders request everyone’s enrollment [in the local
school] to make the school [stronger], and they lack passion for
homeschooling,” Friedman says. “Each family adds a new dimension to
a school. But then, how do you balance what’s best for the kid and
family versus what’s best for the community?”’

Of course homeschooling requires that one parent stays home full time.
This obviously does not work for many families, given the high cost of
living a frum lifestyle. While homeschooling is growing, Aldrich predicts
that it will always be a small movement within the Orthodox Jewish
community.
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Derech Etz HaChaim (of the Ramchal)
Rabbi Abba Zvi Naiman '
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In honor of our dear mother,

Deborah Naiman (Klein)

Thank you for all that you have done
and continue to do for us.

Love,

Irvin and Family
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Our parents, grandparents,
and great-grandparents
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Mr. Louis Cooper
and
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Mrs. Ruth Cooper
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The Raczkowski Family
wishes the community
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In appreciation of the

Rav and the Rebbetzin

by

The Solomons




In honor of all of wonderful children

Rabbi and Mrs. Dovid Meyer
Rabbi and Mrs. Yehuda Menchel
Mr. and Mrs. Shilomo Menchel
Mr. and Mrs Chezki Grunwald
Rabbi and Mrs. Yehuda Levenson
Mr. & Mrs. Yaakov Eliyahu Rayman
Shira Menchel

We both deeply appreciate your hard
work, chesed and dedication to the
family(ies). Each one of you is a constant
inspiration to us and we wish you
unlimited berachah, hatazlachah,
kedushah, and nachas.

Mommy and Daddy




Wishing a
refuah sheleimah
to the cholim

in our community

by

The Singmans
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Irving “ltch” Zeidel

by the

Zeidel, Igel, Gershon, and
Leder families




In honor of Rabbi Naiman and his
devotion to the shul

by
Rabbi and Mrs. Yitchok Strauss

In honor of the Rav
for the countless hours
put into the kuntress
every year

Shimmy & Chaya Weichbrod




In honor of the
Rav, Gabbayim,
and Kiddush Committee
for their tireless efforts at BMR
by

the Sugars

Anonymous




In Memory of-
Khaim:Khuvis, o
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A eﬁeder studentin gQ thania

between the Wars,

i @ member of our Bais Medrash

for most of,ltsemstence
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He inspired us with his sincere davenmg,

and showered us with bera(;lfgs.
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