
N  

Vol 30 # 32                    PLEASANT RIDGE NEWSLETTER                                   s”xc   
p”a, A Kehilas Prozdor Publication 
 (c) 1990-2019 Rabbi Leibie Sternberg             (Monsey/Spring Valley Z’manim)                                        cahu :,arp 
 http://www.prozdor.com          Candles Mincha     Daf Yomi     Shachris     a”ezx 
                                                                                                                                                    Friday       4:12                             4:22                                                                 9:36 
       Shabbos              1:45/4:12          3:30            9:00                                 9:36 
       Sunday                                           4:22                       4:45                 8:00              9:37 

 
 
:  
 
 
 

This issue is dedicated:  
hukv auchhk vsuvh r”c vfkn h,run hnt b”zku              ktuna r”c ctz irvt crv hrun hct 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 

rhtn ojbn r”c vecr b”gku        ohhj cegh r”c ovrct b”gku       hukv ejmh r”c krgp b”gku       hukv cuy ouh ovrct r”c auchhk vsuvh b”gku     

 

IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Yevamos 90b) states that Beis Din may inflict 
Malkus (lashes) and even execution upon someone, even if not 
mandated by the Torah, in order to strengthen commitment to the 
laws and mitzvos of the Torah t,khn rsdhnk - where necessary. 
For example, the Gemara relates that during the Greek occupation 
of Eretz Yisroel, when the Jews were oppressed with decrees 
against Shemiras Shabbos, Bris Milah, etc.., their level of 
adherence to the Torah began to weaken. During this time, a Jew 
was found riding a horse on Shabbos, and although the Issur was 
Rabbinic, Beis Din executed him as if he had violated a Torah 
Issur, in order to reassert the seriousness of Torah observance in 
the eyes of Bnei Yisroel. The authority of Beis Din to do so was 
based on the Posuk: ktna ut ihnh lk ushdh rat rcsv in rux, tk 
(which authorizes all Rabbinic enactments) where the Ramban 
explains that just as you are clear on which is right and which is 
left, even if you are equally clear that Beis Din issued a mistaken 
ruling, you must still abide by it. Would this extra-legal authority 
apply to any Beis Din or only the Sanhedrin in the Lishkas 
Hagazis ?  It may depend on a Machlokes between the Rambam 
and the Ramban, over whether every transgression of a Rabbinic 
decree is also a violation of rux, tk. According to the Rambam, 
rux, tk applies to every Rabbinic decree so it would probably 
invest any Beis Din with the above authority. According to the 
Ramban, rux, tk was limited to the Beis Din rjch rat ouenc – in 
the Lishkas HaGazis, and how they interpreted the Torah. The 
Chida cites Meforshim who suggest that when Yosef approached 
his brothers in Doysan, they “sentenced” him to death using the 
same “authority” of t,khn rsdhnk against Yosef’s alleged Lashon 
HoRa in reporting their behavior to Yaakov. Yehudah correctly 
pointed out that hiding what they planned to do and concealing 
Yosef’s death would not provide any example to strengthen 
commitment against Lashon HoRa, so they spared him.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
May one speak Lashon HoRa about an Apikores or a Mumar, 
without necessarily intending it ,kgu,k ?       

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:   
(May one denigrate someone who publicly vilified him ?)  
Technically, one would be permitted to denigrate someone who 
vilified him in public, but only if he was vilified by him more 
than once, which removes the vilifier from l,hng. However, it 
would only be permitted ,kgu,k (to steer people away from him) 
and here, the vneb factor makes that very doubtful.   

DIN'S CORNER:  
A Baal Teshuvah who has no immediate family minhagim to 
follow but is aware of minhagim from previous generations may 
re-adopt those minhagim. Otherwise, he may view his Rav, those 
who encouraged him to become a Baal Teshuvah and/or who 
include him in their group as his source of minhagim going 
forward, both for tkue and trnuj.  (Teshuvos V’Hanhagos 1:354)   

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Kesubos 17a) quotes R’ Shmuel b. Nachmani who 
says that one may gaze at the face of a Kallah for the 7 days of 
her Chasunah celebration in order to endear her to the Chasan, 
but the Gemara concludes that the Halacha forbids it. The Tur 
(z”gvt 65) quotes (his father) the RoSH who says that some are 
willing to permit looking at the Kallah on the first day, when 
endearing is most important. Also, since the Mishna (ibid 15b) 
states that her Kesubah is 200 zuz only if witnesses establish that 
she went to the Chupah with a veil and her hair uncovered, would 
it not be necessary for those witnesses to have seen her then ? 
However, the RoSH disagrees, suggesting that the witnesses can 
testify as to the veil, her ornaments or hair without actually gazing 
at her face, which remains forbidden. The Rema (z”gvt 31:2) rules 
that the custom is ,ugubmv ,ukfv hbp ,uxfk – to cover the faces of 
the modest brides at the time of Kidushin. Some opinions are 
concerned that if a Kallah’s face is covered during the Kidushin, 
how can the ihaushe hshg confirm her identity. However today, the 
Chasunah procedure begins with the Badek’n at which time many 
of the participants, including the Chasan, approach the Kallah 
whose face is uncovered, and after the veil is placed upon her, she 
is never alone and there is no possibility otherwise for her to be 
“switched” for another. As such, there is at least a very strong 
Chazakah that the veiled Kallah is whom she is supposed to be, 
and since the Kidushin and Nisuin (Chupah) occur immediately 
afterwards, there is no reason for concern. The Daas Zekainim 
(Tosafos) comments that when Tamar asked for Yehudah’s seal 
(ln,uj) she meant his ring, with which she intended to be ,asuen 
to him. For this reason she waited for him veiled ohbhg j,pc – at a 
busy crossroads where many passersby could establish that she 
looked like a Kallah because she was veiled. Later, when 
Yehudah sent his friend the Adulami to find her, he asked about a 
harlot at that crossroads, but no one had seen a harlot – they had 
seen a Kallah, but he didn’t ask about a Kallah.   
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A poor Jew approached the Gabbai of the Chevra Kadisha in Cracow, 
Poland, asking to purchase the burial plot next to the holy author of the 
Megaleh Amukos, HaRav Nosson Neta Shapira ZTL. The Gabbai ignored 
him for a while, but when the Jew persisted, the Gabbai said that such a 
plot could only be sold for an exorbitant amount, and he threw out a 
figure. The Jew reached into his pocket, withdrew that amount and 
handed it to the  surprised Gabbai, who had no choice but to draw up a 
bill of sale. That very night, the Jew passed away, and having no 
relatives or even acquaintances in Cracow, the Chevra workers, unaware 
of the sale, buried him in the section for unknown poor people. The next 
night, the Niftar appeared before the Gabbai in a dream, summoning 
him to a Din Torah over the bill of sale. The Gabbai ignored the dream, 
but when it repeated several times, the Gabbai came to ask the Rov of 
Cracow, the Bach, what to do. The Bach said “If that Jew merited to be 
buried next to the holy Megaleh Amukos, he should be able to move his 
Aron there himself”. The next day, the Chevra found a new grave had 
appeared next to the Megaleh Amukos, and the other poor grave was 
empty.  The identity of that Jew has never been conclusively established.  

P.S. Shalosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Cohnen family 
L’Zecher Nishmas Mordechai b. Yissachar HaKohen. 


