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 IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Kidushin 31a) quotes R’ Yosef as saying that at 
first, he had been willing to prepare a Seudah to celebrate the fact 
that the Halacha accorded with R’ Yehudah who said that a blind 
person is exempt from all mitzvos. Since he (R’ Yosef) was blind 
and he performed all mitzvos anyway, he assumed that his 
conduct was admirable. However, now that he heard the 
statement of R’ Chanina that one who is vaugu vuumn (obligated 
and performs) is greater than one who performs without being 
obligated, he is willing to prepare a Seudah if someone tells him 
that the Halacha does not accord with R’ Yehudah (and that he is 
obligated). Clearly, R’ Yosef’s motivation to prepare the Seudah 
was not to celebrate being obligated in mitzvos per se, since he 
had been willing to prepare the Seudah when he believed that he 
was not obligated. Rather, his inspiration was to please Hashem in 
both statements, either with gratuitous, voluntary performance of 
mitzvos, or under obligation, to fulfill Hashem’s will. Tosafos 
explains that vaugu vuumn is greater because one who is obligated 
worries more about compliance. If someone is not worried, does 
that mean his being vaugu vuumn does not raise the level of his 
mitzvah ? Is it logical to say that one who performs mitzvos under 
obligation, worried about compliance, is more pleasing to 
Hashem than one who performs them without obligation, but 
merely because of his love for Hashem ? It must be that the 
higher level of mitzvos performed by one who is vaugu vuumn is 
due to the fact that despite being obligated, he still performs the 
mitzvos out of love for Hashem, rather than fear. The Toras 
Kohanim notes on the Posuk: ohrufc ,jbn chre, otu that if the 
Minchas Bikurim was offered properly, Hashem deems it a 
donation: if not He deems it an obligation. The Moshav Zekainim 
asks: isn’t obligation better - vaugu vuumn ? And besides, isn’t the 
Korban obligatory anyway ?  Perhaps the Toras Kohanim means 
to focus on the attitude of he who offers the Minchas Bikurim. If 
it is offered with gratitude and enthusiasm, then Hashem views it 
as a voluntary expression of love for Hashem even though 
technically it is obligatory. But, if instead one offers it because 
one has to, then Hashem views it exactly that way. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Where would one's physical appearance (handsome or ugly) be 
Halachic grounds for granting or denying him a benefit ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Why would a Talmid Chochom's food be ruxt but an Am HaAretz's be r,un ?) 
The Darchei Teshuva (116:4) cites an opinion that if they were 
wearing Tefillin while cooking, and the Tefillin Shel Rosh fell into 
the pot, the Talmid Chochom's food would be ruxt because of the 
sweat on the underside of his Tefillin, which the Shulchan Aruch 
(s"uh 116:4) deems to be poisonous. However, since the Am 
HaAretz is presumed to have worn his Tefillin (improperly) on the 
front of his forehead rather than above it, the sweat would be from 
his face, which the Shulchan Aruch (ibid) allows.  

 

  
   

             
            

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Yoma 4b) states that one may not reveal something 
he was told by another until that other gives him permission. This 
is derived from: runtk ... uhkt ‘s rcshu van kt trehu where Rashi 
decodes the word runtk into runt tk – do not say. One can easily 
understand how this would apply to something said privately in 
confidence. Would it also apply to ordinary conversations or even 
to Divrei Torah that one person says to another ? Some 
Meforshim understand Rashi’s words to mean that it would apply 
only when the original speaker actually says: “runt tk” – don’t 
tell anyone, but without such an instruction, there is no 
prohibition. Conversely, the Machatzis HaShekel (j”ut 156) notes 
that in all the Pesukim: runtk van kt ‘s rcshu, the word runtk 
serves to instruct Moshe to convey what Hashem says, to all of 
Bnei Yisroel, as a form of runt lk – go tell. Is runt tk in fact a 
prohibition ?  The Gemara (Pesachim 42a) states that if one ate a 
roasted piece from the Korban Pesach during the day (before the 
vkhft inz) or a raw piece at night (during the vkhft inz), he has 
transgressed. The Gemara asks, eating raw is a clear utk; where is 
the utk ruxht against eating roasted during the day ? The Gemara 
answers that according to R’ Yehudah, when one donates an 
animal to help fund the upkeep of the Beis HaMikdash, one 
should donate a blemished animal, which in any case cannot be 
offered as a Korban. If one donated an unblemished animal for 
that purpose, he has violated a utk. Where is the utk ? The 
Gemara explains that since the section dealing with animal 
donations begins with runtk van kt ‘s rcshu, the runtk is 
understood to mean runt utk – a utk is stated, which applies 
generally to enforce all the laws in that section. The same concept 
will apply to all that is stated in Parshas HaChodesh, which also 
begins with runtk … irvtu ktu van kt ‘s rnthu, to apply a utk to 
one who does not fulfill the Halachos of Korban Pesach properly, 
such as eating a roasted piece during the day (see Rashi). As such, 
if we may darshan runtk as runt tk – do not say, we should be 
equally able to darshan runt utk as well, seeing the admonition to 
not reveal what one is told without permission, as a full utk.    

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R’ Yosef Zundel, as a Talmid of R’ Chaim Volozhin, had accustomed 
himself to increase the time that he studied and toiled in Avodas 
Hashem by minimizing the amount that he ate, drank and slept. When 
the day came that R’ Yosef was preparing to take leave of his Rebbi, R’ 
Chaim felt that he should advise him not to purify his Neshamah at the 
expense of his physical welfare. And so when R’ Yosef came for a 
brocho, R’ Chaim said to him: o,fkvf ohshn, hba uhvha r”vh.  At R’ 
Yosef’s puzzlement, R’ Chaim explained that the first and last Simanim of 
the Shulchan Aruch Orach Chaim both contain the word shn,. The first 
Siman begins: shn, hsdbk ‘s h,hua which speaks of the level one must 
work to attain in Avodas Hashem, and the last Siman ends with the 
words: shn, v,an ck cuyu, which reflects the Rema’s encouragement 
to rejoice physically when celebrating miracles. “Both of these 
applications of shn, should be performed properly, and one should not 
allow one to infringe over the boundaries of the other”. 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Schmerhold family. 


