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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Bava Basra 119b) states that when the daughters of 
Tzelafchad came to request their father's share in Eretz Yisroel, 
the Posuk says:  vsgv kfu ohthabv hbpku ivfv rzgkt hbpku van hbpk –
 [they stood] before Moshe, and before Elazar and before the 
princes and the whole congregation. Rashi cites the Gemara's 
discussion, which asks: If they stood before Moshe and Moshe 
could not answer them (Hashem's response was needed), why 
would they have then gone to Elazar and the princes etc.. 
afterwards ? The Gemara quotes R' Yashia who says that the 
Posuk should be read backwards, i.e. that they first went to the 
congregation, then to the princes, then to Elazar HaKohen and 
finally to Moshe. Abba Chanan says the Posuk can be left as is, 
because it means they were all (Moshe, Elazar, the princes etc..) 
sitting together in the Beis HaMidrash when the Tzelafchad 
daughters came to present their question. The Panim Meiros 
(2:29) asks, with regard to the question of Pesach Sheni, where 
those who were Tomay came to ask how they could still fulfill the 
mitzvah of Korban Pesach, the Posuk says that they appeared 
irvt hbpku van hbpk. Here, Rashi does not mention the explanation 
offered by R' Yashia, that the Posuk can be read backwards, but 
instead, Rashi says that both Moshe and Aharon were sitting in 
the Beis HaMidrash, applying only Abba Chanan's view. Why is 
that ? The Panim Meiros suggests that R' Yashia would not 
recommend reading the Posuk backwards in the case of Pesach 
Sheni, because the question of Tum'ah is one of Issur V'Heter - 
not money like the inheritance question of Tzelafchad's daughters. 
Money questions were setup by Moshe originally to be presented 
first to ,rag hrau ohanj hra ,utn hra ohpkt hra  before coming to 
Moshe if it was too difficult, and where vrap (compromise) is 
also possible. But questions of Issur V'Heter would require 
Horaah – strict Psak, which is Assur for a Talmid to render if his 
Rebbi is available. Therefore, the Gemara does not present the 
Machlokes between R' Yashia and Abba Chanan in the case of 
Pesach Sheni, and Rashi only presents the view of Abba Chanan.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Should one recite ubhhjva over a new pair of glasses ?          

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:   
(Who may be Shliach Tzibur on Shabbos but not during the week ?)  
The Ketzos HaShulchan (1:17 in Badei HaShulchan 11) quotes an 
opinion that business people should not be Shliach Tzibur for 
weekday Shacharis, as they will not devote the proper amount of 
time and Kavanah. On Shabbos and Yom Tov they will, and as 
such, should be encouraged to do so.     

DIN'S CORNER:  
Where a Tzibur has an established minhag or Nusach, the Shliach 
Tzibur must conform, though the individual members of the 
minyan may follow their own minhag privately, as long as it does 
not disturb the rest of the Tzibur. (Teshuvos V’Hanhagos 4:29)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Shulchan Aruch (s"uh 208:4) rules that one who was placed in 
hushb (excommunication) for a while but did not comply with its 
conditions, need not "make up" for it later after being released 
from hushb, by observing its restrictions for a length of time equal 
to the time he had ignored them. This is because hushb is Rabbinic. 
However, the Sifri Zuta (Piska 12) derives from: ohnh ,gca rdx, 
regarding Miriam's Tzaraas that hushb is Scriptural. The Shach 
(ibid) questions what appears to be a contradictory Halacha (s"uh 
334:28) where the Shulchan Aruch rules that one who is kzkzn 
(degrades) a hushb must make up for it by adopting its conditions 
for a time equal to his kuzkz. The Shach resolves this by 
distinguishing between one who simply doesn't comply with 
standard hushb conditions (e.g. he may not join a minyan or 
mezuman) which are Rabbinic, as opposed to one who obligated 
himself or was obligated in something under the threat of hushb, 
where the Torah requires him to satisfy any violation by agreeing 
r,hv ivc dvba ohnhf ruxht duvbk, which is presumably what the 
Sifri also had in mind. The Netziv (rcs chan 4:6) was asked 
regarding a man whose wife had become k"jr insane, and he had 
then married another woman without benefit of a ohbcr vtn r,hv.  
The Netziv stated that one may not have two wives today, not 
because of the Cherem of Rabbeinu Gershom, but because it has 
become an established Minhag not to allow it. Violating this 
minhag is punishable by hushb and he must therefore separate from 
his second wife until a Get and Kesubah can be deposited for the 
benefit of his first wife, through the Heter Rabbonim. However, 
there was no need for them to separate additionally for the period 
of time he lived with her illegally (w/o a r,hv) because although 
he had committed a hushb offense, he had not been hushbc  kzkzn.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R' Yaakov Yosef Herman and his wife had the Zechus to perform 
constant Hachnosas Orchim in 1920's New York City. One night, R' 
Herman's wife awoke from a dream in which she saw Avraham Avinu 
and Sarah Imeinu crying. In her dream, she joined them, davening and 
saying that she would not stop until her Tefilos would be accepted. 
Sarah Imeinu took her hand and said that her Tefilos were accepted, 
after which she awoke. After hearing her dream, R’ Herman, in an 
unrelated way, said to her that their son Nachum had been learning in 
the Chevron yeshiva for the last 4 years, and as he was now 20 years 
old, they should bring him home to marry. R' Herman's wife felt that he 
was still young, and that he should stay another year.  As R' Boruch Ber 
Leibowitz, Rosh Yeshiva of Kaminetz was then staying with them, they 
asked his opinion, and the Rosh Yeshiva agreed with R' Herman. As  
soon as Nochum arrived home, a Shidduch was suggested, where the 
Mechutanim's names were Avraham and Sarah. After the Chasunah, 
Nachum wanted to return to Chevron, but his young wife, an only 
daughter, could not agree. Shortly after, the tragic massacre in Chevron 
took place. R' Herman commented that when he heard his wife's dream, 
he understood that Avraham and Sarah, whose outstanding Midah was 
Chesed, had come to save their son in the Zechus of the Hachnosas 
Orchim practiced in the Herman home. 

P.S. Shalosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family.  


