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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Shabbos 49b) asks what the 39 Melachos (that are 
forbidden on Shabbos) correspond to. R' Shimon suggests that   
the Torah contains various forms of the word vftkn 39 times. 
Rav Yosef asks: is the Posuk u,ftkn ,uagk v,hcv tuchu (talking of 
Yosef in Potiphar’s house) included (since some opinions hold 
that u,ftkn does not mean Yosef's “labor”, in this Posuk) ? Abaye 
responded, let's bring a Sefer Torah and count them, as is done 
elsewhere ! Rav Yosef replied that he was also unsure regarding  
another Posuk: ohs v,hv vftknvu. If both were counted, there 
would be 40. As such, which one should not be counted ? The 
Gemara answers ueh, (Eliyahu will answer this). R' Meir Arik  
(rauh hrnt 3:23) suggests that if we used ohs v,hv vftknvu to 
teach us there are 39 ,uftkn on Shabbos, we would have to 
conclude that a useless forbidden act (vfhrm vbhta vftkn) is also 
to be included as ruxt in Hilchos Shabbos, since this Posuk 
discusses the labor of making further donations to the Mishkan, 
which were deemed useless(, and were therefore not made). If 
however, the Posuk regarding Yosef's vftkn counted, assuming 
Yosef came to do real work, then a vfhrm vbhta vftkn would be 
excluded, and therefore not ruxt. The Targum Yonasan describes 
the ohmg aauen as a man from the house of Yosef. Why ? Because 
if Tzelafchad was from the tribe of Yosef, he would prefer to 
learn that the Posuk of u,ftkn ,uagk v,hcv tuchu is referring to 
actual labor, rather than sinning with the wife of Potiphar, to paint 
his ancestor Yosef in a good light. As such, since the other Posuk, 
ohs v,hv vftknvu, will not be used in the count, we are left to 
conclude that a vfhrm vbhta vftkn is excluded (as is the 
Halacha). Therefore, since the aauen's intent was determined to 
be ohna oak, his act would have to be a vfhrm vbhta vftkn, since 
it was only done to display Chilul Shabbos and its ramifications, 
and not to collect wood. As such, he should have been Potur.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would it be permitted to arrange a marriage (Kidushin and 
Chupah) on Shabbos, but not on Yom Tov ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When would a Tzibur read from 4 Sifrei Torah vkhj,fk ?)  
If Rosh Chodesh Nisan fell on Shabbos, 3 Seforim are read from: 
Parshas HaShavua, Parshas HaChodesh and Rosh Chodesh. If 
the Tzibur had neglected to read Parshas Parah the previous 
week, since the Taharah of Parah is still relevant before Pesach, 
a 4th Sefer should be removed and Parshas Parah read as well.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
The Shulchan Aruch (j"ut 128:14) rules that Nesias KaPayim 
(duchaning) may only be said in Lashon HaKodesh. The Mishna 
Berurah notes that if a Kohen is unable to do so, he should leave 
the room before the Shliach Tzibur reaches vmr. The Mishna 
Berurah (101:16) also rules that when one davens on behalf of a 
sick person not in his presence, he must daven only in Lashon 
HaKodesh.  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Bava Basra 168a) states that a Talmid Chochom on 
his way to betroth a woman should bring along an Am HaAretz 
who will look at the woman to ensure that she won’t later be 
switched for another. Rabbeinu Gershom explains that a Talmid 
Chochom is unable to look and remember her himself because of 
Tznius, but an Am HaAretz is not embarrassed to do so. However, 
does not the Gemara (Kidushin 41a) state that it is forbidden to 
betroth a woman without seeing her ? How do Tznius reasons 
relieve the Talmid Chochom of that obligation ? The Rambam 
(vthc hruxht 21:3) rules: ‘hubpv hbpc kf,xvk r,unu – it is Mutar to 
look at the face of a single girl (for marriage consideration) and it 
is even a mitzvah to do so, but one should not do so improperly. 
The Raavad notes that according to Chazal, a Talmid Chochom is 
supposed to bring an Am HaAretz along, to do the “looking”. The 
Magid Mishneh comments that the Rambam also requires an Am 
HaAretz, because the Talmid Chochom’s lack of familiarity with 
women still leaves him exposed to the threat of substitution, even 
after looking at her once. Besides, if looking were prohibited, how 
could we ask an Am HaAretz to sin for the benefit of the Talmid 
Chochom ? The Midrash (Bamidbar 16) quotes R’ Yehoshua who 
compares the Bnei Yisroel’s request to send Meraglim into Eretz 
Yisroel, to a prince whose father (the king) had selected an 
appropriate wife for him, but the prince wished to see her for 
himself. The king was not pleased but did not wish to appear as if 
he was hiding anything, so he told the prince to go look, but with 
the knowledge that she would not be his. Instead the king would 
give her to his grandson. Does the parable fit ? Certainly Bnei 
Yisroel should have believed what Hashem said about Eretz 
Yisroel, but is there not an obligation to actually see one’s 
betrothed oneself ? Perhaps, both the Rambam and the Raavad 
would agree that a brief look lrumk is permitted. The Raavad 
would encourage the Talmid Chochom to rely on the Am 
HaAretz’s “expertise” after his own brief tmuh look, while the 
Rambam, speaking to all men, allows one to use the brief look to 
determine if she is pleasing and appropriate for him.   
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A man hired a Melamed to teach his son for several hours each day. The 
Melamed did not own a watch, nor was there a clock in the room where 
the learning took place. A disagreement ensued between the Melamed 
and the boy’s father as to whose responsibility it was to provide a 
timepiece. The father considered it to be one of the Melamed’s “tools of 
trade”, similar to a tailor’s needle or a Sofer’s pen. Would a customer 
ever be expected to provide the craftsman with such a thing ? However, 
the Melamed argued that without a way to keep the time, he was 
prepared to estimate when the time for the lesson was finished. The 
case came before the Terumas HaDeshen who sided with the Melamed. 
A Talmid, the MaHari Bruna, explained the distinction between a tailor’s 
needle, where without a needle, one could not be a tailor. However, a 
Melamed’s ability to teach is not enhanced or impaired by the existence 
or lack of a timepiece. It is simply for the convenience of those who 
wish to know the time. Certainly the Melamed is obligated to provide 
the agreed time. If the father doesn’t trust him, he should get a clock.            
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Sternberg family. 


