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IMPORTANCE  OF ....  
The Gemara (Berachos 19a) states that during a Hesped, the 
mourner should quietly say a prayer, in which he confesses to 
having sinned often, and to not having been punished at even a 
fraction of what he deserved, concluding with a request for mercy. 
Abaye objects to such a statement, citing an axiom of Rabbi 
Shimon b. Yochi - iyak uhp ost j,ph kt okugk - one should never 
open up one’s mouth with an admission that helps the Satan to 
prosecute him. This is derived from ousx hbhme ‘s rcs ugna, a 
Posuk in the Haftorah of Shabbos Chazon where the Navi 
compared Bnei Yisroel to the residents of Sodom, causing the 
vtucb immediately following to be addressed to the Jews as 
“nobles of Sodom”. The Rema  (s”uh 376:2) rules accordingly. 
However, the Shulchan Aruch (s”uh 338:2) describes the Viduy to 
be recited by a grn chfa (a person on his deathbed), in which the 
grn chfa is to mention that if he dies, he hopes his death will be a 
vrpf for all his sins. Although this would seem to violate the rule 
regarding iyak uhp ost j,ph kt, the fact that the grn chfa is soon 
to die, permits the expression of such a thought. The Rashash 
asks, is it not stated earlier in the Gemara that even if a sword is 
pressed against one’s neck, he should never give up on the 
possibility of a miracle saving him ? If so, as sick as he is, how 
could the grn chfa resignedly ignore the consequences of  
mentioning the possibility of his death ? In truth, the Shulchan 
Aruch states that the grn chfa is to be encouraged to confess 
because Viduy is good for him - that if he confesses to his Aveiros, 
he will be rewarded with continued life. As such, the 
consequences of his Viduy death remarks, however inappropriate, 
would seem not to be significantly detrimental to him.       

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Is there an Issur to tell someone a secret about Ploni without any 
negative intent, where the teller expects it to remain their secret ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(May a Meshulach tell another about a donor and what he received ?)  
One may disclose that someone is a Baal Tzedakah and that he 
himself received a donation from him. However, where it is 
possible that this disclosure will lead to ill feeling, such as where 
the listener tried but was unable to secure a similar donation from 
him, or where the donor’s wife would be upset that he gives so 
much to Tzedakah, then one may not say anything. If a donor asks 
“who told you that I give Tzedakah”, one may not reveal the 
source’s identity if the donor will be angry at him. 

DIN'S CORNER:  
Generally, when one removes one's shoes, the sequence is to untie 
the right shoe, then the left, remove the left and then the right. 
However, before Yom Kippur and, for a Kohen before Duchaning, 
when shoes are removed, the right shoe should be removed first, 
since shoe removal in these cases is a mitzvah and the honor of 
precedence for the mitzvah should be conferred on the right shoe. 
Yet, for Tisha B'Av, the left should be removed first because there 
is no sucf in Aveilus. (ypan jrut - j"ut 25). 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Kesubos 105b) states that R’ Anan disqualified 
himself from judging a certain man’s case, and referred it to R’ 
Nachman. R’ Nachman assumed that the recusal was because the 
man was related to R’ Anan, and so he judged the case ahead of 
other pending cases before him, saying that to judge a case fulfills 
a mitzvah (esm o,ypau) but R’ Anan’s referral also entails Kavod 
HaTorah (for R’ Anan’s relative). The Avudraham (Shaar 
HaMitzvos) asks, if judging Dinei Torah is a mitzvah, why is there 
consensus among the Poskim that no brocho is recited before 
sitting down to judge a case ? The MaHaratz Chiyus cites the 
Yerushalmi (Berachos 6:10:1) which relates that R’ Chagi and R’ 
Yirmiyah were present at a Din Torah and R’ Chagi recited a 
brocho over the mitzvah of Dinim, to which R’ Yirmiyah 
expressed approval. If all agree that judging is a mitzvah, why do 
they not agree that a brocho should be recited ? The Gemara 
(Sanhedrin 5a) states that the Torah mandates 3 judges for 
monetary matters. A single judge, widely recognized as a vjnun 
(expert) may also adjudicate alone. Some Rishonim view the 
expert’s authority as Rabbinic and others as Scriptural. The 
HaDrash V’HaIyun suggests that where a Din Torah is 
adjudicated by 3 judges, each of them contributes a partial 
judgment which is only valid together with the other 2. As such, 
no one of them can recite a brocho as he does not fulfill the whole 
mitzvah. If 1 expert judge adjudicates the whole case, he should 
be able to recite a brocho. In the Yerushalmi’s case, R’ Chagi and 
R’ Yirmiyah were only 2 judges and yet, they were adjudicating a 
Din Torah because the Yerushalmi held that even 1 judge was 
Scripturally authorized. As such, R’ Chagi could recite a brocho 
as he was fulfilling the mitzvah on his own. The Poskim who rule 
that a brocho is not to be said hold that the 1 expert judge is only 
authorized Rabbinically, and since the Torah requires 3 judges, 
each of them only fulfills a partial mitzvah.  
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A bochur by the name of Aharon gave in a prescription for a certain skin 
ointment in a Tel Aviv pharmacy. When he opened it, he discovered it 
was not the correct ointment. Returning to the pharmacy, he was told 
that they could not take it back, as it had been opened. It turned out that 
two ointments had been prepared at the same time and Aharon had 
grabbed the wrong one. Out of frustration, Aharon said to the lady 
pharmacist “May your children require such an ointment !” When 
Aharon later married, he and his wife remained childless. One morning 
he woke up with his mouth and facial features twisted. Doctors could 
not help him. One day he passed the pharmacy and remembered what 
he had done.  Going inside, he discovered that the lady pharmacist had 
since moved to an old-age home. When he visited the home, he was told 
she had died, childless, and no one knew where she was buried. Aharon 
davened and studied Mishnayos for her Neshamah and one day, it was 
discovered that she had been buried on Har HaZeisim. Rushing there 
with a minyan, Aharon followed the instructions of the Shulchan Aruch, 
saying Viduy and begging for Mechilah. The minyan responded Machul 
Lach 3 times and a few days later, Aharon’s face returned to normal.  
P.S. Anyone interested in a Shabbos Netz minyan, see Jay  Greenfield.    


