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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Berachos 34a) states that one who is asked to be the 
Shliach Tzibur should at first refuse, as if to say that he is not 
worthy. Upon the second request he should reconsider, and when 
asked a third time he should consent and go. The Gemara notes 
that ,ubcrx (refusal) is one of three things that are done best in 
small amounts. The Shulchan Aruch (j”ut 53:15-16) rules 
accordingly, adding that this procedure only applies to one who is 
not the permanent Shliach Tzibur for this congregation. The 
permanent Shliach Tzibur should immediately go, even without 
being asked. The Gemara (Bava Metzia 87a) also distinguishes 
between how the Malochim quickly agreed to Avrohom’s offer of 
hospitality, while Lot had to plead with them (stn oc rmphu), 
saying that from here we see that iyek ihcrxn - one may refuse 
[the request of] a “small” man, but not a great man. The 
MaHarsha comments that to a smaller man, one may refuse many 
times (stn), but to a great man, not at all. The small amount 
recommended by the Gemara may refer to a request from a hbubhc 
– one who is neither greater nor smaller. The Toras Kohanim (7) 
darshans: jcznv kt cre irvt kt van rnthu, connecting it to the 
Posuk: una htrec ktunau uhbvfc irvtu van – to teach us that all 3 
(Moshe, Aharon and Shmuel) were equivalent. The Binyan Ariel 
asks why Moshe concluded the instructions to Aharon with the 
words: ‘s vum ratf. Was not Moshe’s authority sufficient ? He 
suggests that Moshe was concerned that Aharon might refuse to 
initially undertake the Avodah, and to avoid such a refusal, Moshe 
added that it was really Hashem’s instruction to make Aharon 
permanent, allowing for no refusals. One might ask, how could 
Aharon consider refusing Moshe, if kusdk ihcrxn iht - one may 
not refuse a great man, at all ? It is because the Toras Kohanim 
equates Aharon with Moshe, and as Moshe was not greater, 
Aharon was permitted to be crxn a few (2-3) times. To avoid 
even those few refusals, Moshe added: ‘s vum ratf.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Who should, as a general rule, not daven a lot  ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When should someone wear weekday clothing on Shabbos ? )  
The someone is a Kohen, who, during the time the Beis   
HaMikdash stood, was only allowed to wear the same 4 forms of 
Bigdei Kehuna, everyday, including Shabbos, which he was not 
permitted to add onto. The Me’il Tzedaka (p.7) suggests that since 
the Posuk says: rug ,ub,f ovk aghu the Kohanim may have had 2 
shirts each – one for Shabbos and one for weekdays.   

DIN'S CORNER:  
The axiom: vjnac ohcrn rst xbfban is a mitzvah which can be 
fulfilled during the entire month of Adar with anything that 
brings joy to one’s heart, particularly where the vjna is to be 
found in the performance of other mitzvos. When there are two 
months of Adar, it only applies to the second Adar, and some 
hold that it extends into Nisan as well. (She’eilos Yaavetz 2:88) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Berachos 34b) records a Machlokes between R’ 
Yochanan, who says that the reward set aside for a Tzadik is 
greater than that awaiting a Baal Teshuvah, and R’ Avahu who 
says the opposite. Both derive their opinions from the Posuk: 
cureku eujrk ouka ouka. R’ Avahu notes that the “eujr” which is 
stated first and given precedence refers to those who were far 
from observance, while R’ Yochanan says it refers to those who 
are far from sin. A possible proof to the opinion of R’ Yochanan 
may be implied from the Gemara (ibid 22b) which relates that R’ 
Papa, R’ Huna and Rava were dining together. R’ Papa asked to 
lead Birchas HaMazon, as he had recently immersed in 9 Kabin 
of water required by Ezra. Rava argued that he was more suitable, 
as he had immersed in a full Mikveh of 40 Sa’ah. R’ Huna then 
claimed that he had not immersed in either amount, as he had no 
need to. Thus, it appears that one who was Tahor all along may 
be superior to one who had become Tahor. However, the Gemara 
(Yoma 2a) describes how the Kohen who was designated to burn 
the Parah Adumah was purposely made Tomay. This was done so 
that after his Taharah process completed Tevilah, he would be 
instructed to go ahead with the Parah Adumah without waiting 
for nightfall, to show the Tzadokim that their view (which 
required nightfall) was incorrect. R’ Yosef Engel (Ben Poras 2:2) 
asks, in light of the importance of Parah Adumah to provide 
Taharah, even to those who were Tomay for having come into 
contact with a dead body – the most serious of Tum’ah sources, it 
seems strange that the process of the Parah would involve such a 
leniency, allowing a Kohen with less-than-total Taharah to serve. 
Teaching Tzadokim would seem to be less than adequate as a 
justification. He answers that the real reason for making the 
Kohen Tomay is to comply with the Rambam’s explanation of the 
Mishna (Parah 3:5) where he says that one who has become 
Tomay and then was purified in a Mikveh is on a higher level of 
Taharah, because the Posuk calls him Tahor. One who was never 
Tomay may be in reality Tahor, but he does not have the benefit 
of the Torah specifically declaring him to be Tahor. Thus, the 
Taharah process does more than just remove Tum’ah. It enhances 
and improves, which may be the case with doing Teshuva as well. 

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A wife announced to her husband that she refused to light Shabbos 
candles on the candlesticks that he had bought her (they were having 
Shalom Bayis problems) and planned to light without them. The husband 
then went and lit on those candlesticks himself, reciting the brocho, 
after hiding all other candles and matches. The wife took him to a Din 
Torah, demanding 10 Zehuvim for his having “stolen” her mitzvah. The 
Rav cited the Sdei Chemed (vb:n) who says that there is no mandate of 
ujukacn r,uh uc vumn for Shabbos Licht, which is why the Chasan 
provides the candlesticks, to participate in the mitzvah. Since she tried 
to deprive him of the mitzvah, she has no claim that he did the same. 

P.S. Mazel Tov to the Steinman and Sternberg families upon the birth of a 
son to Akiva and Rivkie Steinman. May they be Zoche to a Bris B’Zmano and 
much Nachas from him. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Chaimowitz  family. 


