
 

Vol 26 # 20                  PLEASANT RIDGE NEWSLETTER                                   s”xc  
v”ga, A Kehilas Prozdor Publication 
 (c) 1990-2015 Rabbi Leibie Sternberg               (Monsey/Spring Valley Z’manim)                    tm, hf :,arp 
 http://www.prozdor.com          Candles Mincha    Daf Yomi   Shiur  Shachris a”ezx 
                                                                                                                                     Friday       7:18       7:00                                                        9:38 
                                                                                                un,j,u uc,f, vcuy vbak   Shabbos             1:45/7:13       6:45                                         9:00                                  9:38 
                                                                                                                                           Sunday                           7:28                      8:00                                 8:00                        9:39 

This issue is dedicated by the Adler family of Efrat, Israel:  
v”g cus van r”c tkfhn 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 

ohhj cegh r”c ovrct b”zku     hukv ejmh r”c krgp b”zku     ;xuh ‘hksd r”c ktuna b”zku     k”z ktuna r”c ctz irvt crv hrun hct b”zk   

 

IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Arugas HaBosem notes that the phrase we sing in Zemiros: 
ohnhn, ugmch ojk h,a kg is a reference to the newly wedded man, 
who remains home for one year unburdened by anything related 
to the military. Since the Torah permits a soldier to eat non-
kosher food and seize a rt, ,ph (female captive) during war, the 
newly wedded man is exempted so that his initial experiences 
with ojk (a euphemism for both wife and Parnasah) be as pure 
(heb) as possible. The Panim Yafos asks: After Shaul gave his 
daughter Michal in marriage to Dovid (jh:t ktuna), didn’t Dovid 
immediately go out to battle against the Pelishtim, in apparent 
violation of this mitzvah ? He answers that the constant wars with 
the Pelishtim were a vcuj ,njkn (obligatory), despite the fact that  
they were apparently defensive wars. Although the Gemara 
(Sotah 44b) says that defensive wars were not deemed vcuj, the 
difference here is that the land of Pelishtim was truly a part of 
Eretz Yisroel as we see from the fact that Yitzchok was permitted 
to travel there. As such, it is equivalent to the wars fought by 
Yehoshua, where even a Chasan and Kallah were required to 
leave their Chupah in order to enlist, as did Dovid. But why is 
there no mention of women actually engaged in a vcuj ,njkn ? In 
fact, the men of Gad and Reuven specifically stated that they 
would build cities and leave their women home before joining in 
the war against Canaan ! The Radvaz deals with the question of 
how a Kallah or women generally can go out to war, in light of 
vnhbp lkn ,c vsucf kf (a woman’s glory should remain private) 
and the ruxht against women wearing armor and/or weaponry, 
suggesting that perhaps they served in a supportive capacity. 
However, wouldn’t even this, if at the front, seem to be 
inconsistent with vsucf kf ? The ,urhcxn ohbp suggests that 
women’s obligation to fight during a vcuj ,njkn  might be one of 
self-defense to repel a ;sur, where all measures are permitted. The 
wives of Gad and Reuven were not threatened, and so, were not 
obligated to fight in Eretz Yisroel.        

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would reciting a Dvar Torah save someone’s life ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Who may overcharge for a service depending on the location ?)    
Igros Moshe (n”uj 2:57) states that if a Shadchan arranges a 
match, and the Chasan lives in a place where a Shadchan is 
usually paid less than the amount usually paid where the Kallah 
lives, the Shadchan should receive half of the higher amount from 
the Chasan’s side, and half of the lower amount from the Kallah, 
reflecting the value of his efforts in each location. 

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one deposits something in his garbage can, and another person 
comes by and takes it from there, the original owner may not 
"change his mind" and demand it back, even if the garbage can 
was on his property. However, if the owner claims he made a 
mistake, thinking the item was worthless but it wasn't, his Hefker 
is invalid and he may reclaim it. (Mishna Halachos 7:267)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Shulchan Aruch (g”vt 5:10) rules according to the Rambam, 
that if a man loses one of his ohmc during surgery due to illness, it 
is deemed ohna hshc and he is not a tfs gump. Rabbeinu Tam holds 
he can still procreate and may therefore marry a Jewish girl. One 
such young man wished to know if he was obligated to disclose 
his condition to prospective mates, fearing that not to do so might 
render his marriage invalid as a ,ugy haushe, or at least constitute 
,gs ,chbd (fraud). The Steipler Gaon in  cegh ,ukve (Yevamos 44) 
cites the Chasam Sofer’s opinion (j”ut 65) that where we rule 
leniently to prevent a vcurn sxpv (a considerable loss), the 
leniency is only for the owner’s benefit; not a buyer’s. Thus, if 
one’s expensive wine collection developed a epx that it had 
perhaps become lxb ihh, but under the rule of vcurn sxpv it 
remained permitted, it would only be so permitted to its owner. If 
the owner of the wine then wished to sell some or be thmun 
another in aushe with such wine, he must apprise them of the epx, 
or it would be a ,ugy jen. Here too, the bochur received a r,hv to 
marry for himself, but perhaps he should inform the girl or risk a 
,ugy jen. The Steipler concluded however, that a buyer is 
generally interested in purchasing one of a group of similar items. 
If he is tricked into buying a defective one, when he could have as 
easily been given a good one, it would be a ,ugy jen. In 
Shiduchim however, finding a compatible mate is difficult, and 
so, non-disclosure of a minor defect would not be grounds for 
,ugy jen, unless no one would agree to such a marriage. Still, 
despite the relative insignificance of this defect, isn’t it clearly 
ruxt to fool someone, even if there is no loss (SMA n”uj 228:7) ? 
Yes, but if disclosed at the beginning, when the smallest defect is 
fatal, such a bochur might never be able to marry. The Gemara 
(Yevamos 45a) gives advice to the son of a Jewish mother and 
gentile father, that he go to a place where he is unknown, and 
marry a Jewess there, without disclosing his xujh. Thus we see, if 
he is permitted to marry, he need not reveal his defect.  
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
During World War I, when Eretz Yisroel was under the thumb of 
Turkey’s Ottoman Empire, the scarcity of food was widespread, and 
hunger was rampant. For this reason, and for considerations of Bizuy 
Ochlin, it was particularly disturbing to the Hanhalah of a small Talmud 
Torah to watch one of the Talmidim take some of the food (which the 
Talmud Torah provided its students) everyday with him to recess, where 
he would throw it up in the air and catch it, and sometimes throw it 
over the wall to the street. His Rebbi spoke to him several times to stop 
this, but although the Talmid listened respectfully to the reprimands and 
warnings, the behavior did not cease. Finally, the Menahel had no 
choice but to send the young boy home. As expected, the boy’s father 
showed up the next day at the Talmud Torah. The Menahel explained to 
him that they could not accept the boy back if he continued such 
negative behavior. The father said that he understood the Menahel’s 
position, but he wanted the Menahel to know that because times were 
very tough and food was scarce, he was barely able to provide enough 
for his family. He had a young son who was not yet old enough for 
Talmud Torah, who was always hungry. For this reason, the older son 
had been throwing some of his food over the wall each day, where the 
younger boy was waiting.   
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Burman family. 


