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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Yevamos 65b) states that just as it is a mitzvah to 
say something that will be listened to (i.e. rebuke) so too is it a 
mitzvah not to say something that will not be listened to, as the 
Posuk says: lcvthu ofjk jfuv ltbah ip .k jfu, kt. Tosafos 
(Shabbos 55a) states that keeping quiet is based on the Gemara 
(Beitzah 30a) which says it is better to let someone sin 
inadvertently (dduac) rather than brazenly (shznc) and therefore, 
don’t inform him if he will sin anyway. But does not the Gemara 
(Bava Metzia 31a) darshan on the words l,hng ,t jhfu, jfuv that 
one must give rebuke even 100 times ? If he won’t listen, should 
one not keep quiet ? The Yismach Moshe suggests that after the 
first rebuke, if he still wants to sin, it is deemed a shzn, as he now 
knows it is a sin. Since the rationale for not saying what won’t be 
listened to is based on leaving the sinner a ddua, it won’t apply to 
the shzn, so one may continue to rebuke him 100 times. The Rema 
(j”ut 608:2) uses the phrase: ihgnab uhrcs ihta gsuh otu – if [the 
rebuker] knows that his words will not be listened to. The Divrei 
Yatziv (s”uh 218) focuses on the word uhrcs and suggests that the 
sinner is unwilling to listen to that rebuker - uhrcs, but he might 
listen to someone else. This is indicated in the Gemara (Shabbos 
ibid) where R’ Zeira asked R’ Simon why he did not rebuke a 
group of sinners, and R’ Simon said: htbn hkcen tk – they will not 
accept [rebuke] from me. The Midrash (Bereshis 30:7) says that 
during the 120 years that Noach was building the Teivah, he 
would tell curious neighbors that there will be a flood, but they 
turned it on him vengefully, saying that any flood would come 
upon Noach and his family, citing the death of Mesushelach as an 
example of how his family was destined for death. Clearly, 
Noach’s generation was not willing to accept rebuke from him, 
and as such, he considered it a mitzvah on his part not to tell them 
what they would not listen to.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If one reminds someone about something negative that another 
person did to him once, is that prohibited Rechilus ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:   
(Must one ask Mechilah of one he spoke Lashon HoRa on ?)  
If the Lashon HoRa caused pain or damage to the one spoken 
about, the speaker must appease him and ask for Mechilah, even 
if the “victim” was not aware of the damage. Otherwise, the 
speaker need not ask for Mechilah, especially if those who heard 
the Lashon HoRa did not accept it.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
It is customary for a Chasan to break a glass at the conclusion of 
the Chupah as an expression of vsgrc ukhd (rejoice with 
trepidation) since his Kinyan is complete. However, at the ohtb,, 
the Chasan has not yet reached the level of ukhd so the 
Mechutanos (who may have reached that level) break a plate. 
(Shulchan HaEzer 2:49:2)   

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Eruvin 13b) states that for 2-½ years Beis Shammai 
and Beis Hillel argued over whether trcba ostk uk jb – was it 
pleasant (i.e. better) for a person to have been born (because he 
can then do mitzvos) or would it have been better not to have been 
born (because the Yetzer HoRa is so powerful). They finally  
concluded that it would have been better not to have been born, 
but now that one has been born, uhagnc apaph – he should 
examine his deeds to rectify what he can. Why 2-½ years ? The 
Gemara (Shabbos 89b) relates that in the future Hashem will say 
to Avrohom, Yitzchok and Yaakov: “utyj lhbc”. Only Yitzchok 
will attempt to defend Bnei Yisroel, pointing out that in a man’s 
70 years, he is not punishable for the first 20 years. Of the 50 
remaining, half are nights, spent sleeping or resting, leaving 25. 
Half of those are spent praying, eating or in the bathroom, leaving 
12-½. Of those, if Hashem is unwilling to shoulder at least half, 
then Yitzchok would be willing to accept responsibility for them. 
f”g. However, since one may live to age 80 (vba ohbuna ,urucdc), 
another 10 years would have to be accounted for. Half would be  
nights, and of the 5 remaining, 2½ would be spent praying, eating 
etc.. leaving 2½ years. Since Yitzchok would/did not accept 
responsibility for them, it was about those 2½ years that Beis 
Shammai and Beis Hillel debated, whether one should have been 
born or not, since each person will be held responsible for them 
themselves. Meforshim note the “double” mention of Noach’s 
name in the Posuk: ehsm aht jb jb ,usku, vkt and have used it for 
derashos. The irvt ,ru, suggests that the first jb represents 
,usku, - a birth assessment and the Gemara’s conclusion that man 
would have been better off not to be born. However, the second jb 
is followed by ehsm aht to indicate that where a man later 
becomes an ehsm aht, an opposite conclusion would be true and 
all would agree that for him, it was better to have been born.   
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
In 1954, when R’ Shlomo Lorincz had been one of the first chareidi 
MKs in the Israeli Knesset, he became aware that the Attorney General 
was preparing a request to remove his parliamentary immunity because 
of an accusation that he had embezzled 2 million dollars. Lorincz knew 
the charge was ridiculous, and came up with only 1 possible incident 
where he accepted a $3000 check from a philanthropist, depositing it in 
a Tzedaka account for Tzedaka. He quickly made copies of the deposit 
and called a press conference, giving each reporter a copy. The 
newspapers all sided with him, and criticized the AG for not checking 
the facts sufficiently. Confident in his innocence, Lorincz was prepared 
to allow his immunity to be suspended temporarily in order to prove it in 
court. When he spoke to the Brisker Rav and described the situation, 
the Rav told him that under no circumstances should he allow his 
immunity to be suspended. “But I can prove everything !” Lorincz said. 
The Rav explained: “The AG knows the charge is a fabrication. He wants 
you to agree to suspend your immunity so that he can take 2 years for 
your trial. During that time, elections will be held and as you will be 
under a cloud, your own party will not put you up for election. After the 
election, the AG will apologize and drop the charge, but you will be out. 
You must say that on the advice of Gedolei Yisroel, you refuse to 
suspend your immunity. If you give any other reason, you will be 
pressured from all sides to go along”. Lorincz’s subsequent experience 
in the Knesset proved the accuracy of the Rav’s foresight.  

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


