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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Sanhedrin 59b) states that the obligation of Milah 
does not apply to the descendants of Yishmael, who are excluded 
by the Posuk: grz lk treh ejmhc hf – that only the progeny of 
Yitzchok are deemed the “seed of Avrohom”. Yet, the Rambam 
(Melachim 10:8) rules that the offspring of Keturah are obligated 
in Milah, because they were born after the Posuk ..‘ufu ejmhc hf 
was said, and as such, it doesn’t apply to them. The Mishna 
(Nedarim 31a) states that one who vows to deprive himself of any 
benefit from “ovrct grz” is permitted to benefit from gentiles. 
The Gemara asks, shouldn’t he be forbidden to benefit from the 
descendants of Yishmael, who certainly descend from Avrohom ? 
The Gemara answers, citing the Posuk: ..‘ufu ejmhc hf which 
excludes Yishmael. The Shaagas Aryeh (49) asks, according to 
the Rambam, he should be forbidden to benefit from the children 
of Keturah, if the Posuk: .. ..‘ufu ejmhc hf doesn’t apply to them. 
Pachad Yitzchok (Sefer HaZikaron -  ,ugs ,ufkv 8) cites the Sifra 
which states that the Bris Avos made with Avrohom, Yitzchok 
and Yaakov was also made with Sarah, Rivka, Rochel & Leah. 
As such, we can understand why Sarah told Avrohom to banish 
Yishmael: ejmh og hbc og arhh tk hf – because he will not inherit 
with my son Yitzchok. What does one have to do with the other ? 
Pachad Yitzchok explains:  The Zechus of inheriting Eretz Yisroel 
emerged from the Bris Avos (and Imahos), so only Yitzchok (son 
of Sarah) could inherit. Avrohom had to disown Yishmael, which 
he did by banishing him (vntv ic  ,t ard). However, since until 
then, Yishmael was a bona fide son and potential aruh, he could 
not be deprived of his original status as ovrct grz. The Posuk 
ejmhc hf was thus used to exclude him from that characterization 
where appropriate. Keturah’s sons were never potential oharuh at 
all, once Sarah had said ard. This severely diminished their status 
as ovrct grz, and they are therefore excluded from ovrct grz for 
the purpose of a vow, even without grz lk treh ejmhc hf.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When will a Baal Simcha (e.g. Chasan, Baal Bris etc..) davening 
in Shul (any day) not exempt the Tzibur from Tachanun ?    

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Who is appropriate but not eligible to be a Panim Chadashos ? )  

The Pischei Teshuvah (g”vt 62:14) cites an opinion that 
disqualifies a woman from being accepted as a Panim Chadashos, 
since one criterion for such an appointment is that one be 
countable in the minyan necessary for Birchos Chasanim. As 
such, slaves and children are equally ineligible.   

DIN'S CORNER:  
It is proper and appropriate for a person to daven every day 
specifically 1) for his needs and Parnasah; 2) that the Torah not 
move away from him or his descendants; 3) that all his 
descendants be true servants of Hashem; 4) that no blemish or 
spiritual flaw be found in his descendants. (MB 122:8)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Berachos 22b) states that if one began to daven the 
Shemona Esrei and then discovered excrement within four Amos 
of him, Rabba says that although he sinned (by not checking the 
area first), his Tefilah is nevertheless valid, and Rava says that his 
sin renders the Tefilah an abomination (vcgu,). Tosafos explains 
the word vcgu, to mean 1) that the problem with his Tefilah 
cannot be fixed (ie,k  kfuh tk ,uugn); and 2) the Ri says he must 
daven again (as do most Poskim). Igros Moshe (s”uh 4:51) notes 
that Tosafos’ first statement apparently does not require Shemona 
Esrei to be repeated. If so, in what do Rabba and Rava argue ? He 
therefore suggests that a status of vcgu, means that there is no 
chance that the Tefilah will be accepted. Both Rava and Rabba 
agree that a Tefilah which is vcgu, must therefore be repeated. 
However, Rabba holds that a Tefilah does not become vcgu, by 
virtue of his not having checked the area before davening, while 
Rava holds that it does. One may therefore conclude that since the 
criteria for rejection of a Tefilah is its vcgu, status, any Tefilah 
which is not inherently a vcgu,, is suitable for acceptance, 
regardless of the (lack of) righteousness of the one praying. This 
is proven by the Mishna (ibid 54a) which describes how Chazal 
enacted that one should greet one’s friend with Hashem’s name 
(‘s lfrch) as Boaz did. Even the most ignorant or sinful person is 
obliged to do so, despite the presumption that Hashem would 
probably not be attentive to a brocho from such a person. But if 
that were so, would Chazal  have made a Takanah that leads to a 
vkyck vfrc ? It must be that every non-vcgu, Tefilah, from 
anyone, is potentially acceptable. This may explain Hashem’s 
criticism of Sarah’s laughter. Though Sarah certainly did not 
doubt Hashem’s ability, she did discount the brocho of an 
apparent Arab, especially as it would necessitate a miracle. Doing 
so risked implying to the “Arab” that she doubted Hashem’s 
ability, which would be a Chilul Hashem.      

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A man seeking to marry a Jewish woman came before a Beis Din in 
Eretz Yisroel. His knowledge of anything to do with Yiddishkeit was so 
sparse that doubts arose as to whether he was in fact a Jew. As is 
customary in such situations, where there is no other evidence, the man 
was asked to recall some ritual from his parents’ home or something 
that the parents had frequently said to their children. The man thought 
for a while and then said that he could remember only one thing that his 
mother used to say: “vjnac lheukt ‘s ,t ,scg tk rat ,j,”. When 
they asked him if he knew why his mother used to say this, he replied 
that she had been in Auschwitz during the Holocaust, and had occasion 
to see the Klausenberger Rebbe, a man whose holiness was clear to all. 
She would tell her children that every day, all day, even during the most 
difficult and burdensome labor, the Rebbe would repeat these words 
over and over to himself, until she began to believe that they were some 
sort of portent for salvation. So she also started to say it to herself, and 
even after being freed, she repeated these words constantly. 

P.S.  Mazel Tov to the Miller family upon the birth of a son, and to the 
Davidson family upon the upcoming Chasunah of Rikki Davidson to 
Zachary Hepner.  Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Gottheil family. 


