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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Makos 2a) states that if 2 witnesses testify that a 
Kohen is the son of a vaurd or vmukj (which would make him 
Posul) and then the witnesses are found to be liars (ihnnuz ohsg), 
we do not fulfill onz ratf uk o,hagu by making the witnesses 
Posul (if they were Kohanim) because that would affect their 
children as well, and the Gemara darshens ugrzk tku uk – only the 
witnesses themselves can be punished; not their children. At the 
same time, to limit the punishment to the witnesses alone would 
not fulfill onz ratf uk o,hagu. Tosafos asks, if so, this would be 
testimony that onz ratf uk o,hagu cannot be applied to, and the 
rule is that such testimony is always unacceptable. Tosafos 
answers that in such a case, the Gemara requires the witnesses to 
be punished with Malkus (lashes), and those lashes are deemed 
fulfillment of onz ratf. The Chasam Sofer (n”uj 24) asks, 
according to the Rambam (Avodah Zarah 4:6) the women and 
children of an ,jsbv rhg are to be executed as well. If so, we 
would never be able to accept any testimony that a city is an  
,jsbv rhg since we could never apply onz ratf uk o,hagu to the 
witnesses if they turned out to be liars, because we could not 
execute their children, as they had attempted to do to the residents 
of the city, similar to the Kohen vaurd ic. The Kehilos Yaakov 
(Steipler) distinguishes the two cases as follows: If 2 witnesses 
testify that 100 men, including their sons and grandsons, 
committed a capital crime, and then the witnesses are found to be 
ihnnuz, the subsequent execution of the 2 ihnnuz ohsg fulfills the 
requirement of onz ratf as to each of the 100, without 
considering whether the witnesses had children or not, because 
the fact that some of the 100 were sons of others was not relevant 
to the alleged crime and its punishment. However, with regard to 
a Kohen vaurd ic,  it is not the ihnnuz ohsg who attempted to render 
the children Posul – it would have been their father, if the 
testimony had been true. As such, the testimony attempted to 
make the Kohen a Posul, and make him one who makes others 
(his children) Posul. ihnnuz ohsg could never be more than Posul 
themselves. Thus, Tosafos had to fulfill onz ratf with Malkus.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Which ruxht is mentioned the most times in the Torah ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Where could an Aveil only daven for the Amud from Ashrei-Uva L'Tzion ?)    
According to R' Moshe Feinstein ZT"L, a Mumar (apostate Jew) 
who is an Aveil may not be a Shliach Tzibur to say berachos but 
may take over from Ashrei-Uva L'Tzion since there are no more 
berachos to be Motzie the Tzibur with. (Rivevos Ephraim 4:149)      

DIN'S CORNER:  
All adult males are obligated to hear the Parsha read from a 
kosher Sefer Torah every Shabbos. This Rabbinic mitzvah is not 
fulfilled if even one word is omitted and the Baal Korey should 
not read hurriedly, as this may cause him to swallow a word or 
letter. Although some Poskim include women in this obligation, 
the accepted custom is to exempt them. (MB 142:6) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Zevachim 119b) discusses the reference in the 
Posuk: vkjbv ktu vjubnv kt v,g sg o,tc tk hf. One opinion 
holds that vkjbv .. vjubnv refers to Shiloh, when the Mishkan sat 
there after Bnei Yisroel conquered Eretz Yisroel, and another 
opinion holds that it refers to Yerushalayim, when the Aron 
HaKodesh finally rested in the Beis HaMikdash. Both agree that 
whichever period of time is indicated, it was prohibited to offer a 
Korban on a Bamah ( a private Mizbeyach) during that time. All 
Korbanos had to be offered on the Mizbeyach, either in the 
Mishkan or the Beis HaMikdash. This is derived from the Posuk: 
ouen kfc lh,kg vkg, ip lk rnav, where Rashi points out from the 
Sifri that one may not offer a Korban wherever one would like, 
but is permitted to do so thcb hp kg – at the instruction of a Navi 
such as Eliyahu on Mt. Carmel. The Meforshim ask why a special 
Limud was necessary in this case, since the right of a Navi to 
circumvent an Issur in the Torah as a vga ,truv (temporary 
ruling) under iugna, uhkt is well-documented (see Yevamos 90b). 
The Ohel Yehoshua suggests that generally, when a Navi directs 
an act that transgresses the Torah, his directive only permits the 
act, not the transgression. For example, when Eliyahu HaNavi 
undertook to offer what appeared to be a Korban on Mt. Carmel, 
he performed an act that needed a vga ,truv to permit it, but it 
could never be said that what he offered on Mt. Carmel was an 
actual Korban, with all its Torah restrictions and requirements 
(Pigul, Nosar and Tomay). To say that it was an actual Korban 
would be to change the Halacha in the Torah which mandates 
that a Korban can only be offered in the Beis HaMikdash, and 
even a Navi does not have the right to do so. However, although 
this rule would be true in all other areas of a Navi’s vga ,truv, 
the fact that the Torah “unnecessarily” saw fit to specifically 
permit an outside offering directed by a Navi creates an 
exception, and the exception may give the offering a Torah 
character as a bona fide Korban, with all relevant conditions.  
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
The Maharsham was the Rav in Berezhan during the time that the 
rebellious epidemic of Reform Judaism was sweeping across Europe and 
the Ukraine. One young man gathered his nerve and opened his store 
one Shabbos. The Maharsham spoke to him several times but he turned 
a deaf ear. One Shabbos, the Maharsham approached the young man’s 
father and asked if he would come with him to speak with his son. The 
father readily agreed, and the two of them made their way slowly to the 
son’s place of business. The father spoke calmly and reasonably with his 
son and when he finished, the son agreed to close the store. “However” 
he added, “I will only be closing it today out of respect for my aged 
father who exerted himself to come all this way. But you should know 
that I am offended at your attempt to influence me in something that is 
none of your concern, and in future, my business will be open on 
Shabbos, just like a weekday”. The Maharsham replied “One week is also 
something. Chazal say that one Shemiras Shabbos would have brought 
the Geulah. For future weeks, the Ribono Shel Olam in Shomayim can 
mix in”. A few days later, the son’s business suffered a drastic loss, 
forcing him into bankruptcy, and the local government placed a padlock 
on the business late Friday afternoon. 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family. 


