
N  

Vol 27 # 30              PLEASANT RIDGE NEWSLETTER                                   s”xc  
z”ga, A Kehilas Prozdor Publication 
 (c) 1990-2016 Rabbi Leibie Sternberg              (Monsey/Spring Valley Z’manim)                         ,usku, :,arp 
 http://www.prozdor.com          Candles Mincha    Daf Yomi      Shachris     a”ezx 
                                                                                                                                     Friday       4:10              4:20                                                     9:25 
    Shabbos             1:45/4:10        3:30              9:00                                    9:25 
                                                                                                                                          Sunday                             4:20                                 8:00                          9:26 

This issue is dedicated by the Zelman family:  
itnkgz tauz okuan j“kch ic ‘h,,n b”zk         

Dedications ($18) and appreciations may be sent to: Kehilas Prozdor, 8 GreenHill Lane, Spring Valley, N.Y. 10977 (845) 354-7240 
As this contains Divrei Torah and partial Pesukim, it should be treated with proper respect, both during and after use 

hukv achhk vsuvh r”c vfkn h,run hnt b”gku       ktuna r”c ctz irvt crv hrun hct b”zk         
rhtn ojbn r”c vecr b”zku      ohhj cegh r”c ovrct b”zku     hukv ejmh r”c krgp b”zku      

 

IMPORTANCE OF ....   
The Mishna (Kerisus 11b)  states that if two witnesses testify that 
a person ate Cheilev (forbidden fat) unintentionally, he is liable to 
bring a Korban Chatas. However, if he denies having eaten the 
Cheilev, R’ Meir still holds him liable but the Chachomim do not. 
R’ Meir wonders why this is any different from any case where 2 
witnesses testify against someone. The Chachomim explain that 
one only brings a Korban Chatas for eating Cheilev inadvertently. 
If the defendant says he did not eat Cheilev inadvertently, we 
would have to accept the possibility that he meant to say that he 
did not eat it inadvertently, but rather he ate it intentionally. Since 
the witnesses cannot know what was in his heart, their testimony 
cannot override his claim. However, both R’ Meir and the 
Chachomim would agree that if only one witness testifies against 
his denial, he is certainly believed over the one witness, as 
confirmed there in Tosafos. Other Rishonim go so far as to say 
that almost any response, such as “How could you know” or “I 
don’t think so” that is inconsistent with the testimony of the 
witness is sufficient. The Rivevos Ephraim (6:33) described a 
situation where someone finished Shemona Esrei, and a man 
standing next to him told him that he had been listening to him 
and he had not said rynu ky i,u, when he was supposed to. He of 
course replied that he believed he had said it. The Rivevos 
Ephraim narrows the question down to the first 30 days after Dec. 
5. After that, any epx is resolved in his favor, especially when, as 
here, he is confident that he said it. He then cites a Teshuvah from 
Mishna Halachos (11:82) who relies on the above Gemara to 
state that one witness is certainly not believed in the face of a 
clear denial by the person he is accusing, especially here where 
the man davening Shemona Esrei could have said  rynu ky i,u 
quietly, or later during Shema Koleinu without the “witness” 
hearing. A question might still remain as to whether those 
possibilities would relieve him of the need to repeat Shemona 
Esrei where there are 2 witnesses who claim they did not hear it.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When does one daven a Tashlumin,  but not at the next Tefilah ?        

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When might someone celebrate a birthday with a  ubhhjva brocho  ? )  
The Chavos Yair (80) states that one should say a ubhhjva on his 
70th birthday. Others who cite his opinion or who agree with him 
recommend that one either recite the brocho without ,ufknu oa or 
produce a new garment or fruit to justify the brocho.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
It is a mitzvah to enhance the Rosh Chodesh meal, as Rosh 
Chodesh is listed under Yom Tov and days of rejoicing. Also, 
whatever one spends to celebrate Rosh Chodesh is separate from 
the allocation of income made annually on Rosh HaShanah. The 
same applies to gifts traditionally given to the Melamdim by their 
students on Rosh Chodesh, to which the rule uk ihphxun ;hxunv kf 
applies. (Kaf HaChaim j”ut 419:1) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Yerushalmi (Bikurim 3:3) states that Eisav married Bosmas, 
the daughter of Yishmael, but the Posuk changed her name to 
Mochlas, to indicate that a Chasan is forgiven (kujn) for all his 
aveiros at the time of his marriage. Koveitz Shiurim (Pesachim 
2a) considers whether the appearance of 3 stars in the sky marks 
the beginning of nightfall, or is it just a sign that nightfall has 
arrived. If the former, would we be able to establish that night has 
fallen if 3 different pairs of witnesses each testify that they saw 
one star ? Each of their testimonies only establishes a part of what 
is needed, and may be invalid under the rule of rcs hmj tku rcs. 
But if the latter, then just as each of 3 pairs of witnesses can 
testify that someone was in possession of a field for 1 year, and 
their testimonies add up to 3 years to establish a vezj, since 
possession is only a sign of ownership and does not establish 
ownership, so too could nightfall be confirmed by each pair 
seeing 1 star each, as the appearance of 3 stars is only a sign of 
nightfall, rather than establishment of nightfall. The question is 
resolved by noting that at the time of Bereshis, the stars were 
created on the 4th day, whereas each of the prior days still 
concluded with rec hvhu crg hvhu, proving that nightfall (crg) did 
not need stars. Clearly, they only served as a sign that night had 
fallen. The same question can be asked regarding the forgiveness 
of a Chasan. Are his aveiros forgiven because of his new status as 
a Chasan, which upgraded his prominence (vkusdk vkg), or do we 
presume that if he was vfuz to marry, it is a sign that his aveiros 
were (probably) forgiven. The MaHaral (Gur Aryeh - jkahu) 
states that forgiveness is due to the Chasan becoming a new 
person; he was half a person before and now he is whole. As 
proof, he cites the Gemara (Gittin 43b) which states that a half-
free maid can be betrothed. But if her master then frees her and 
someone else betroths her, the second betrothal is effective, 
because freeing turns her into a new person, and wipes out the 
first betrothal. A Chasan also adds on a new half to become a new 
person, which is the cause of forgiveness – not just a sign.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A Rav was walking with a Talmid in a commercial area, oblivious to most 
of his surroundings. As they passed a jewelry store, the Rav stopped, 
and stood still for a moment, and turned his head towards the store. He 
then entered the shop, where he was waited on by a man and his wife. 
To the Talmid’s surprise, The Rav expressed interest in several pieces of 
jewelry, asking about their design and price, information which the 
proprietors were only too eager to provide. Finally, after some time had 
passed, the Rav selected a small bauble and purchased it. Upon leaving 
the store, the Talmid expressed his surprise at the sudden, unexpected 
interest in jewelry shown by the Rav, saying: lhrm hbt sunkku thv vru,, 
asking the Rav to explain. The Rav told him that as they passed the 
jewelry store, he had heard the man inside arguing angrily with his wife. 
He decided to do what he could, so he entered the store and pretended 
to be interested in the merchandise. The longer he stayed and distracted 
them, the more their anger cooled, and then dissipated. And since it 
might be vtbut to not purchase something, he had to buy the bauble.    
P.S. Sholosh Seudos is sponsored by the Sorscher family. (Please 
visit www.perekmishna.com for a worthwhile timely undertaking) 
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