
 

Vol 24 # 11                PLEASANT RIDGE NEWSLETTER                                   s”xc  
d”ga, A Kehilas Prozdor Publication 
 (c) 1990-2013 Rabbi Leibie Sternberg                  (Monsey/Spring Valley Z’manim)                    ekc :,arp 
 http://www.prozdor.com          Candles Mincha DafYomi   Shiur   Shachris a”ezx 
                                                                                                                                  Friday     8:14       6:45                                                     9:11  
        Shabbos                  1:45/8:09         7:15          8:00                           9:00                                            9:11 
                                                                                                                                  Sunday                   8:24       8:45                                            8:00       9:11  

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 (Bava Basra 14b) states that Moshe wrote the Torah 
and the Parsha of Bilaam. The cegh ,kjb (and others) ask why the 
Parsha of Bilaam is separated from the rest of the Torah in this 
statement. The rzghkt .hm (14:1) objects strongly to a proposed 
translation of the Sefer trzg and kthbs from Targum into Hebrew. 
He cites several arguments, such as the Mishna (Yadayim 4:5) 
which states that trzg and kthbs written in Targum have sufficient 
vause to make one’s hands tny, but not if they are written in 
Hebrew. He quotes the Sefer oacv ,durg (j”ut 214) who sharply 
criticized a proposed translation of cegh ihg into German. After 
advancing the argument that just as Kadish is said in Targum so 
that the ohftkn (who don’t understand Targum) should not be 
jealous - so too must we leave  trzg and kthbs intact - he then 
suggests that in the Parsha of Bilaam, the conversations between 
Balak and Bilaam were undoubtedly not in Hebrew, for how could 
Balak have known the language ? It was rather Moshe who 
recorded what had transpired between them in asue iuak, 
providing verbiage that is full of special inferences and ohznr, as 
is the rest of the Torah. The Chasam Sofer notes (s”uh 356) that in 
the entire Torah, the only section where we did not have first-hand 
witnessed accounts is the Parsha of Bilaam. From the initial 
episode in Gan Eden to this very day, witnessed confirmation of 
events, starting with iuatrv ost was transmitted from father to 
son, as the Ramban states in his Drashos. Only the story of 
Bilaam - the negotiations and conversations between Bilaam and 
Balak - remain unconfirmed. Yet, if one were to doubt any aspect 
of the Torah’s account, he is deemed a rehgc rpuf and an 
Apikores.    

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If one has a choice between two equivalent foods – one white and 
one black, should he choose one over the other, and if so, which ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Can one be executed twice  ?)  
Tosafos (Shabbos 70a) assumes that the double-expression of  
,nuh ,un can either be ost hbc iuak or it teaches that if one 
commits several Melachos B’Shogeg, then he must bring several 
Korbanos. It would not mean that if one survived an execution, 
that a second be attempted. Though, the Midrash (VaEschanan) 
states that after Techias HaMeisim, those who were still liable for 
an un-performed execution, would be put to death again. 

DIN'S CORNER:  
Although there is a widespread custom that precludes people 
marrying in the latter half of the month (as the moon diminishes), 
it is not a requirement, particularly where such an arrangement 
was made unwittingly. The Rema states that one should not marry 
from 17th of Tamuz until after Tisha B'Av, because of the Aveilus 
of the 3 weeks, which implies that otherwise, one could marry on 
or after 17th of Tamuz, even it is the 2nd half of the month. 
(Yehudah Yaaleh 2:24)  

DID YOU KNOv W THAT ....   
The Mishna (Sanhedrin 90a) lists four non-kings who lost their 
share in Olam HaBa – Bilaam, Doeg, Achitofel and Gechazi. 
[The Meforshim wonder how Bilaam, a non-Jew, had one to lose, 
and suggest that despite his special Divine designation, he would 
never be included among the Chasidei Umos HaOlam, because of 
his wickedness.] The Gemara (ibid 105a et seq) brings source 
Pesukim for three of the four, but not for Achitofel. As Achitofel 
famously committed suicide, and everyone “knows” that one who 
commits suicide loses his share in Olam HaBa, why was this not 
cited by the Gemara ? The MaHaratz Chayes (,rec ,rdt 12) 
suggests that one loses Olam HaBa only if he commits suicide out 
of disgust with life, reflecting a lack of Bitachon. However, if one 
does so in error or due to some stress or mental instability, he will 
certainly have to answer for it, but we cannot say that he loses 
Olam HaBa over it. Such may have been the case with Achitofel. 
The Minchas Chinuch (vjbnv .nue 237) and Chochmas Shlomo 
(n”uj 426) rule that that there is no obligation to save someone 
who is attempting suicide. Such an obligation generally derives 
from uk u,ucavu which obliges one to return a lost item to its 
rightful owner, which certainly includes returning his life by 
saving it. One who attempts suicide is in essence saying that he 
doesn’t want his life returned to him, and in a lost item situation, 
such a refusal releases the finder. So too, regarding suicide. 
However, contemporary Poskim such as Igros Moshe (s"uh 
2:174:3) and R’ Elyashiv ZTL (writing in Sefer HaZikaron for R. 
Zolty) clearly disagree, obligating one to use all means to save a 
suicide, including Chilul Shabbos, and this seems to be the course 
followed by Hatzalah and vagnk vfkv. In practical terms, it would 
also seem to include efforts made to prevent suicide from being 
attempted. Yet, the Chasam Sofer (z”gvt 2:82) refused to allow a 
young widow to blackmail the Halacha, by claiming she would 
become suicidal if forced to wait 7 years for her 6-year-old 
brother-in-law to give her Chalitzah. Similarly, R’ Yitzchok 
Zilberstein (snj heuaj Shabbos 218), faced with a butcher who 
was caught selling non-kosher meat, and who claimed that if his 
Hechsher was pulled he would commit suicide, ruled that the 
Hechsher should still be pulled, as the suicide decision and ability 
to execute it, or not to, were totally in the butcher’s hands. a”g.   

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A young man with a swollen cheek knocked on the door of a frum 
dentist one Shabbos afternoon. He informed the dentist that he had just  
received a Psak allowing him to seek relief from his toothache. The 
dentist replied that if the Posek had indeed ruled as such, then he was 
prepared to do whatever he could to alleviate the pain. “However”, the 
dentist continued, “from what I can see, your treatment here today will 
involve the use of electronic machinery. The “honor” of turning these 
machines on and adjusting them, I give to you. I am not obligated to be 
,ca kkjn for you in areas that you yourself are capable of functioning. 
I will only do things for you that you yourself cannot”. The patient stood 
for a moment, and then quietly said “I’ll be back tonight, after Shabbos”.       
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Sternberg family. 


