
 

Vol 21 # 9               PLEASANT RIDGE NEWSLETTER                                   s”xc  
g”a, A Kehilas Prozdor Publication 

 (c) 1990-2010 Leibie Sternberg                  (Monsey/Spring Valley Z’manim)                   jre :,arp 
 http://www.prozdor.com          Candles Mincha DafYomi     Shiur   Shachris a”ezx 
                                                                                                                                  Friday     8:11      6:45/8:00                                                                                                                      9:10 
       Shabbos                   1:40/8:05               7:00       7:55              9:00                                                 9:10 
                                                                                                                                     Sunday                      8:20              8:40                        8:00               9:10 

This issue is dedicated:  
ohhj cegh r”c ovrct b”zku     hukv ejmh r”c krgp 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 

 

IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Succah  27b) states that although one may not be 
tmuh with the Lulav of another, one may still be tmuh with the 
Succah of another, as derived from: ,fxc ucah ktrahc jrztv kf. 
Rashi explains that the Posuk must be referring to all Jews sitting 
in one Succah, one after the other, rather than owning it together, 
because each one’s ownership would not amount to a Perutah’s 
worth. The Midrash Tanchuma (7) explains Moshe’s statement: 
o,jbn kt ip, kt as a request to reject Korach et al’s portion of 
the Korban Tomid, to leave it unburned on the Mizbeyach. Can a 
physical portion of a Korban Tomid be said to be owned by an 
individual ? There would certainly not be enough in the Korban 
to provide a Perutah’s worth for all of Klal Yisroel ! The Mishna 
(Bechoros 1:1) states that non-Jewish partnership in a first-born 
animal exempts the animal from the laws of Bechor. What if the 
non-Jew owned less than a Perutah’s worth in the animal ? For 
non-Jews, less than a Perutah is considered money, though for a 
Jew it is not. By whose standard do we measure ? Achiezer (3:67) 
suggests that ownership in this case is not focused on value but 
rather on sanctity. If part of the Bechor’s sanctity can be said to 
reside with the non-Jew, it is exempt. The same rationale would 
logically apply to a Korban Tzibur, where an individual’s partial 
“ownership” of the Korban’s Kedusha can be said to be distinct. 
However, the Midrash (quoted by Rashi) refers to a physical 
piece being left unburned. The Mishna (Shekalim 1:3) discusses 
whether a Kohen is obligated to donate a Machatzis HaShekel. 
The Kohanim cited: kft, tk ‘hv, khkf ivf ,jbn kfu, arguing that 
any Mincha funded by their contributions would have to be fully 
burned. Since the Omer, Shtei HaLechem and Lechem HaPanim 
are to be eaten, obviously they could not be funded by Kohanim. 
Thus, we find it is possible to conceptually isolate a physical 
portion of a Korban, where eating it or burning it can be said to 
depend on an individual’s contribution and partial ownership. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If one must repeat Shemona Esrei for leaving something out or a 
mistake, may the first Shemona Esrei count for 100 berachos ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When may a non-hbg collect Tzedaka for himself ?)  
The Shulchan Aruch (s”uh 257:5) rules that if the Gabbai Tzedaka 
does not have enough money in the Tzedaka fund, he must 
provide additional money from his own, and pay himself back 
when money comes in. As such, the Kinyan Torah (3:44) permits 
one who lent money to an hbg to go out collecting Tzedaka for that   
hbg, and keep it himself in repayment of the loan.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one hires a Torah teacher for one’s son, and then during the 
year finds a better one, he may not discharge the first one in favor 
of the new one. However, he does have a small opportunity to 
effect a replacement; in the winter until Rosh Chodesh Cheshvan, 
and in spring until Iyar. (Pischei Teshuvah n”uj 333:10) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Berachos 53a) states that if one enters a spices store 
and smells the fragrances, he must recite a brocho (beforehand).  
Although the spices are displayed there for sale, they are also 
deemed to have been placed there for smelling, as such would 
hopefully lead to a purchase. The Magen Avrohom (j”ut 217:1) 
adds that not only must the spices be made for purposes of 
smelling, they must also be placed where they are for that 
purpose. The Pri Megadim (ibid) notes that if one came across 
spices that had not been placed there for smelling, and then he 
lifted them up in his hand, his hand is deemed to be a new place 
where the spices have been placed for smelling, and he would 
therefore recite a brocho at that point. Would this apply where 
one gathered flowers together in his hand and smelled them, 
while they were still attached to the ground ? The Gemara 
(Chulin 16b) derives that one may not perform Shechitah with 
something still connected to the ground, from the Posuk: ,kftnv 
,t jehu, which implies that while something is connected to the 
ground, it cannot be “taken”, as it is remains in its original 
Mechubar spot. However, the Eretz Tzvi points out that “taking” 
can have two meanings. Aside from the common meaning (to 
take something for oneself), it can also mean to separate or 
remove, such as Targum Onkelos translates: jre jehu with the 
words: jre dkp,tu – and Korach separated himself from the vsg 
(see Rashi). Thus, when validating a Shechitah tool, it must be 
actually separated from the ground, and as long as it isn’t, it is 
still in the same place, and cannot be called jehu. However, when 
gathering flowers to smell, though they are still physically 
connected to the ground, once gathered into one’s hand they are 
deemed to be in a new place, a place where they were put for the 
purpose of smelling, and as such, would require a brocho.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
Rav Yisroel Gustman was a Rosh Yeshiva in Brooklyn until he moved his 

Yeshiva to Eretz Yisroel in the early 1970s. One day a couple from Eretz 

Yisroel came to see Rav Gustman with their 12 year old son, who was 

undergoing treatments in the U.S. for a serious medical condition. After 

ascertaining the gravity of the situation, Rav Gustman spoke to the 

young boy, asking what he had been studying in Eretz Yisroel. The boy 

replied “Bava Kamma”, and pointed out the page and subject that he had 

last studied. Rav Gustman said to him “Let me tell you an interesting 

insight on that Sugya” and he proceeded to repeat one of his Shiurim on 

the topic referred to, taking extra care to make sure that the 12-year old 

understood everything clearly. The parents sat there quietly during the 

lecture and did not seem to understand the Rav’s behavior or the 

relevance of the Shiur to their predicament. Upon concluding, Rav 

Gustman turned to the parents and said: “I wish you a full and speedy 

recovery for your son, and I will surely daven for him as well. But he 

may not recover. If that happens, I wanted him at least to have 

something to say when he arrives in the vkgn ka vchah.   

P.S . Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Sheli family.  


