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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Yoma 72a) states that if one removed the carrying 
poles from the sides of the Aron, he incurs Malkus. The 
Meforshim ask, why does the Gemara need to say this ? Is it 
different from any other utk in the Torah, where violation incurs 
Malkus ? The Gemara (Makos 16a) states that the sin of stealing 
can be rectified by returning what one stole and therefore one 
does not incur Malkus for the theft. The utk of kuzd, tk is thus 
fixed by vkhzdv ,t chavu.  The Gemara (Pesachim 95a) states that 
if a Jew in Egypt had taken some of the Korban Pesach out of his 
house in violation of racv in ,hcv in thmu, tk kfth sjt ,hcc he 
would also not incur Malkus because he could immediately return 
it, fulfilling kfth sjt ,hcc, making it a vagk e,hbv utk – a utk 
that can be fixed by an vag. Tosafos points out that the vag in this 
Posuk (kfth sjt ,hcc) comes before the utk of thmu, tk, making 
it a vag unsea utk – a utk  that is prefaced by an vag and such a  
utk  does incur Malkus.  The Rambam (Korban Pesach 9:1) rules 
accordingly, that since the vag of kfth sjt ,hcc comes before the 
utk of thmu, tk, one incurs Malkus. The distinction between 
where the vag comes before the utk versus after the utk is the 
subject of a Machlokes between R’ Yochanan who makes the 
distinction, and Reish Lakish who does not. Thus, according to R’ 
Yochanan, since ohscv uhvh iurtv ,ugcyc (the poles should be in 
the Aron’s side-rings) comes before ubnn urxh tk (do not remove 
them from it), it is a vag unsea utk and one incurs Malkus for its 
violation. However, according to Reish Lakish who holds that one 
does not incur Malkus for a vag unsea utk, there should be no 
Malkus in the case of the Aron’s poles. Some suggest that the 
concept of vag unsea utk refers not to the order of the Posuk, but 
rather whether the vag can be fulfilled without violating the  utk. 
Since one cannot return the stolen goods without having stolen 
them, the vag “needs” the utk and therefore rectifies it. Where the 
vag can be fulfilled independent of the utk, it does not. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If a Rav’s wife knows that her husband will be rhnjn, may she 
ask her Sheilos to another Rav ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(What is the difference between a natural versus a violent death for Kadish ?)  
The Ba’er Heitev (j”ut 132:5) rules that where two mourners are 
saying Kadish for their fathers, both of whom were ohxubt (forced 
to transgress the Torah), if one of them had been killed and the 
other died naturally, the son of the one who was killed has 
precedence for the Amud and to Kadish over the other, on the 
assumption that he probably did Teshuvah while being killed.   

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one hires a Torah teacher for his son, and then during the year 
finds a better one, he may not discharge the first one in favor of 
the new one. However, he does have a small opportunity to effect 
a replacement; in the fall-winter until Rosh Chodesh Cheshvan, 
and in spring until Iyar. (Pischei Teshuvah n”uj 333:10) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Chulin 90b) states that in several places, the Torah 
spoke with exaggeration, as did the Neviim and the Chachomim. 
Rashi explains that the exaggeration was not intended to mislead, 
but was rather the type of imprecise expression that people 
commonly use. Since the Torah speaks in ost hbc iuak, such 
language is to be expected occasionally. The Mishna (Nedarim 
24b) describes vows and oaths made with such language, such as 
one who swears that he saw a multitude of people as great as the 
number of those who left Egypt [with Moshe Rabbeinu]. The RaN 
explains that one does not incur Malkus for making such an oath 
because this type of exaggerated expression has become a 
common way of speaking, and is in essence, the equivalent of 
saying “many”. The Eliyahu Rabba (j”ut 156) cites the SHLaH 
who advises a seller not to praise his merchandise htsn r,uh – too 
much, which implies that a little exaggeration is permitted. One of 
the exaggeration examples cited in the Gemara is the statement in 
the Mishna (Shekalim 8:5) that when the Paroches became 
Tomay, it was immersed in the Mikveh by 300 Kohanim. The 
Gemara considers this to be an exaggeration, since 300 Kohanim 
were far more than necessary for such a task. However, the GRA 
calculates that the dimensions of the Paroches were 40 Amos in 
length, and 20 Amos in width, giving it a perimeter of 120 Amos. 
Since the standard Amah used for Keilim in the Beis HaMikdash 
was 5 Tefachim, the perimeter also equates to 600 Tefachim. If we 
accept that the size of an adult’s hand is a Tefach, then 300 
Kohanim holding the Paroches with both hands would take up 
600 Tefachim, which is the exact perimeter size of the Paroches. 
The Tiferes Yisroel points out that regardless, the Gemara still 
considers the use of 300 Kohanim to be an exaggeration, and 
therefore concludes that the GRA’s calculation was only an 
accurate possibility that might have occurred, but at the very least 
displayed another example of precision in the words of Chazal.     

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
When R’ Isser Yehudah Malin returned as Rav in Brisk following World 
War I, he began to rebuild the Torah infrastructure, forming a Kollel 
which drew the best yungerleit from the region. The burden of support 
forced R’ Isser Yehudah to add fund-raising to his roles of Rav and Rosh 
Kollel. On one trip, he received 100 gold coins (an enormous sum) from 
a wealthy factory owner in another city. The donor was impressed by R’ 
Isser Yehudah and by his reputation, and stipulated that the money was 
for R’ Isser Yehudah “personally”, and not for the Kollel. R’ Isser 
Yehudah saw immediately that this donor had once learned in Yeshivos, 
but had strayed. He said to the man “Chazal tell us (Pesachim49b) that 
one who arhpu vba (once learned Torah but turned away from it) hates 
Talmidei Chachomim more than anyone. Why ? Because the Gemara 
(Succah 52a) says: ubnhv kusd urmh urcjn kusdv kf – as one’s Torah 
greatness grows, so does his Yetzer HoRa. Thus, one who once learned 
Torah has a large Yetzer HoRa, but if he no longer studies, he is left with 
no defense against it. By supporting the Torah studied in the Kollel, you 
will share in it, and subdue your Yetzer HoRa”. R’ Isser Yehudah’s warm 
words penetrated and the money was earmarked for the Kollel.    
P.S. Sholosh Seudos is sponsored by the Sternberg family.  


