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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Berachos 63a) states: ohgr ost vcrh kt - one 
should not invite many friends into his house, as it will lead to 
quarrelling; xupuryupt ost vbnh kt - one should not appoint an 
authorized administrator over his household, as it was this 
position held by Yosef in Potiphar’s home that led to his 
unpleasant experience. The GRA notes that it was the status of 
authority possessed by Yosef that drew attention to him. The 
Rambam (vthc hruxht 22:16) codifies this as a Halacha, stating: 
u,hc kg xupuryupt ,ubnk ostk ruxt – it is forbidden for a man to 
appoint an administrator over his household. However, the Tur 
and Shulchan Aruch (z”gvt 22:16) use the format of the Gemara:  
‘ufu ost vbnh tk instead of ruxt, and the Apei Zutri (28) states 
that they obviously consider this as merely a good idea, rather 
than a strict Halacha. What would have motivated them to 
disagree with the Rambam ? Cannot the words: ost vbnh kt also 
create an Issur ? The Shevet HaLevi (5:205:16) suggests that the 
Tur and Shulchan Aruch may have seen how the Meiri 
understands the above Gemara, stating: ohabt … ost khdrh kt - 
that one should not regularly invite [unsavory] men into his 
house, and even if they are respectable, one should not give them 
authority and free reign, as the increase in tongues wagging and 
familiarity will undoubtedly lead to sin. Thus, the Meiri makes 
clear that these are intended as safeguards and not strict Halacha. 
Nevertheless, Paamei Yaakov (48, 5761) recognizes how the very 
real danger of ,ughs curhe (mental closeness) could arise in the 
workplace between a person of authority (e.g. a boss) and a 
Jewish woman employee, even where there might not be any 
question of Yichud or overt impropriety.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When might a person transgress kuafn i,, tk rug hbpk by naming 
a child a Jewish name recommended by Poskim ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(May one weed out a bad person from among good ones on Shabbos ?)  
The Aruch HaShulchan (j”ut 319:6) cites a Yerushalmi that 
seems to apply the Issur of vrhrc to people, based on a statement 
of Chizkiya. The Aruch HaShulchan believes the Yerushalmi to 
have been making a rhetorical – not Halachic - statement, but 
others, such as the Eliyahu Rabba accept the Yerushalmi as 
Halachic.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one is davening in one room ands he hears Kadish, Kedusha or 
Borchu coming from a minyan in a different room, he is obligated 
to answer, according to the rules of where one is permitted to 
interrupt, or just stop and listen. However, if one is in the middle 
of Shemona Esrei when he hears Kadish, Kedusha or Borchu 
from another minyan, he should not stop and listen, but should 
continue with his Shemona Esrei. If he is in the middle of Krias 
Shema, then if answering to Kadish, Kedusha or Borchu will 
disturb his Kavanah and make it difficult for him to resume, he 
should also not answer. [R’ Chaim Palaggi recommends davening 
where there is only 1 minyan] (Teshuvos V’Hanhagos 5:22) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Berachos 5b) characterizes the loss of a child as  
vcvt ka ihruxh – afflictions meted out to enhance S’char in Olam 
HaBa and cleanse one of spiritual taint in Olam HaZeh. This 
concept is also the basis for the statement in the Mishna (ibid 54a) 
that one must bless Hashem for the bad just as one does for the 
good. If so, why did Yaakov refuse consolation (ojb,vk itnhu) ? 
Should he not have accepted the apparent loss of Yosef with at 
least equanimity ? The Gemara (Pesachim 8a) discusses the rule 
of protection afforded to those engaged in a mitzvah (vumn hjuka). 
The Gemara suggests several exceptions, such as where harm is 
likely to occur, or when the activity combines a mitzvah and one’s 
own personal needs. The Poskim have long concluded that when 
one’s agent is harmed while on a mission, the principal needs a 
Kaparah. The Noda BiYehuda (j”ut 1:34) distinguishes between 
an agent who asked to be sent (very little Kaparah necessary, if at 
all), versus where it was the principal’s idea and request. Since 
Yosef had approached his brothers at Yaakov’s instruction, he 
was definitely a Shliach Mitzvah, and should have been protected. 
When Yaakov saw that Yosef was apparently harmed, he 
assumed that in this case the rule did not provide the protection 
that he imagined. For this reason Yaakov later refused to send 
Binyomin, believing that the rule would not help him either. It 
was this knowledge, that Yaakov was “to blame” and needed a 
Kaparah, that prevented Yaakov from accepting consolation.  
Initially, Yehudah believed the same, viewing Yosef’s treatment 
by the brothers as a lack of protection, refusing to allow Sheilah 
to marry Tamar because of a fear that the mitzvah of Yibum would 
not protect him either. However, when Yehudah later saw 
otherwise, experiencing himself the protection of Yibum as he 
survived the encounter, he saw the events in a new light, how 
Reuven’s plea to spare Yosef and Yosef’s survival in the pit 
evidenced that Yosef, as a vumn jhka was protected. As such, 
Yehudah was able to guarantee to Yaakov that he could bring 
Binyomin back, though Yaakov himself still had reservations.   

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
On the day that a suicide bomber blew up Sbarro’s restaurant in 
Yerushalayim, two American girls had stopped in for lunch, but a 
salesgirl advised them that it was very busy right then, and unlikely that 
they would find a comfortable spot to eat. They took her advice, decided 
to come back in an hour, and were thus saved from injury, and possible 
death. Not so the unfortunate salesgirl, who had to undergo several 
painful surgeries. The girls were so grateful to her that they visited her in 
the hospital, and assured her that if it became necessary for her to travel 
to the United States for medical care, or any other reason, she should 
please let them know, and they would assist her. Several weeks later, her 
doctors did advise her to travel to the US for better plastic surgery, and 
she let the two girls know she was coming. They picked her up at the 
airport and took care of her needs while in America. Although there 
were very good surgical hospitals in the New York area where the 2 girls 
lived, there was apparently a better one for the salesgirl’s needs, in 
Baltimore. The 2 girls didn’t think twice but packed her up and traveled 
with her to Baltimore, taking off the day from their jobs in the World 
Trade Center, on 9/11/01. 

P.S . Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Feinzeig family. 


