TACKLING FASCINATING MODERN P a re n t i n g

CONTROVERSIES FROM
A HALACHIC PERSPECTIVE

Shiur# 350 | Dec 18" 2021

DOVID LICHTENSTEIN

277N MY 'N MWD N'WUNXIA NNX NSV

7271 72T 72 NIFfnY% XINY qOI* "N2n RIN 1212 70 D X .0MWINT 71 NdNAN 'R D IYRNL.901' IR AN
[PI NIYTNNN TNN W' YW D NN W' X7Mn M'wnn NIMon AN NN XINY  1IWIY Wil
™y D0'"N2IN 75 XM Mwn D nava Nanwy 'y i kN7 'D1ann m vt N2t D nava
T wM 72"t A"m 'R 9"1 . 'o1ann p'wa 'y 'T'vny Mar.akman me 9 9y wtnn nirn 0N qoimn
272 DAY X "ON q'oInl 1D Myv X7 17'Kd 0 N9'07 DN'D 'NNISYW DATY "9 TNl yarn 22 D
YOIV 72T TN NIn7'n nen on oD w'hd M"'un? nirnn ey "0 n"n .ormwa o'wyn 'wiy 3"yl YIRn
'Y DTN TN RARE D Y VAW IR Y D gL' 0MoKd D et DEL7"0 nontan ar
nIrn? "1 nd1an My nn.0%'702 nirn% 17yn1 n"ni 0'VAYN INRY T 'NOWKRYT D R .Y DNI9KRD
D'YITEN NIARN 78W UK 727 Nd1 YW k% 2010 0T |9IXA1 .NATNA NVNY7 DNY QX YAIva piaT
N7Mn .0'0aY N7 1M 1My D .qo' IR 2N W' 3" 7" ntar .onn waiwn D OIT 97X X

[¢"y D'0aw "nan n7yn% n7yna D D'VaAYN 2 NN X7 QOI'Y DL Z"NIT |*VI] MNP XIN N7V

NI YIS N'UXI 27T XIAX

17 0OP7'N1 DDYTAYW DAN NINT DIANNY W' .AWINDI DMI9XD DR N'Y NKT7 RIY )12 )2 71092
ANYI IVAYI QIR DPIR AW IR K71 DN 20 DN DR 7RI 1D Y L|Ivnwl 2IRND D'0AY
['IANL LD 78N IRMN 2I09 ANR DNON1A WY Nk K7 Nn? TV ,DNa NN Nl jnIgt 'Y
WYL ,NNATH DMWY D717 NIIMN 72 YIT NINT ARNINE,NYIN 197 DM9X IR DWW TY IT70 Nd112
' I'MIN'TAQ NIXINNT KINLL [T D NIMY] Qw27 AwR 7221 "D Tmnn X7 XN jnnkn 1T 02175 nnaTn
NIj' K71 DTN 727 NININIL 210N YT 1TA7 RIDC'NRID D 21IWNY71,101AN7 NN KINN 2100 10N YIN WX
['R'¥IN TIAONI NIXNN D YIT NRT TIY DTEZNAL .071VN [A DTN DR RN AXIPNY DY T 1201,10N DX
MW YW AWRD RINE([X"D T"9 niar] 'dI1 RN TN NIRNNE RPN 7"TIRkwND) DI DTRN DX D DA
1197 Y13' N2AVTX 71 ,N2I0N NRTA NN 7V NIRANNYT X2 T NIKN DT Wpa' X7 ,0TRN 7R N1V

NN ,NYIN 1197 DNOX NX DY UKD 11X APyt Nl 7V INNIAN TONN TYA XN D AN XA



702 )2 DO P 7Y ,0M9KRA NIPNI K7W NWIN2 ARDEL7"D1 '1D1 K2R 71 D210 NRAND K7W DMI9KA

JTXP D 2N1,1N1N NAI0 7Y DRI 720 NYWINdI L NIRA Y720 DNI9KRD DR 'Y IR

Riddles of the week

#1
n' 7109 ™ 719 "'WN

TIAYWN NIXN 78 7W D271 DN INNOY 112X ARV 09IV [I'DY '97 NNINO IT NWID N7 - 2py' ‘N
:(A"2) 1mn pnoal 1727 ypn NX NI7A7 wpaw X'T .0Tavw? 1I7'nnny

A TINY X 9T ['1TN10 722 TINn
NON X7X N2 1'K 2IW X2 K71 Y70 IR VIANY [ID DNIXR DY X' Awnn 79 nxy N9'M M 21 X
17 "dN NnnnN' DX MNXaY 17

' 719 UM 'TNI0 NIAYUNN WIN'O

YWY DYN TION

NWY' X721 T 17 0'W' K71 17 DDN NNNNN' OX ,ONKN'Y QWN' X710 K'Y DNRY1'MIRNYT XD, N'Ynn nime
MR 'Y AwNn 7Y NN N9 (LIX 'TNI0) DMNIXR D'MDNILINK (AT X'¥INY NIXIPNA NN20 17
TV n"V 11'27 nwnn 0'RIN 7D 1'7Y IXQIY DN DD D7IvNn IFfY DM 7D 7Y TIad1 abvnl jnnt 17 g
DY71 NYI91 WIN'OY NNINA 12 TV'Y ,NINA 19D IN7yn 178K LYNM IX 12 9NonY i ,n"y IX'Mm
2V P7Inn 751 TA72 AN yami TIT nfan XX R 'm Re 0t Tior 79on1 ,01axa1 DX NYNoI

JI'N'1) M2TA WD DWA 19D NINTN NNSWNN

X"n 0D'm npan X" n"ann

.12'21 NWNAI NNIN2A K78 191D KIN TA72 D' XYW X7 INKRQYT7 NdNN 'RY M IX 1 |'IRN N'RY M DI



#2
X TINY DD T NIV 211 Tin'n

Il IN72 D' Q"N AKX 20109 AKX 7XINYIE YN X QN inrt X7w1 07 1Y 2179 NTY AVIAY INN'R

.NAn'72 N7 11U R 7RI

2 9Wo 171 n'o ayT NI YNy [N

VINT yawaw IX 0" K71 DIXAD DYR7 YAWIY IAD 207 2'N IR INYIAYA R 17'98Y DNAT W
["0 owa M) (Nviw K70 'RWN 1KY 9"UR L INXY NIDNY Yawl OXR 7aK) 177777 IX IMpNYT (120 ,1179Y

22N ;12 RXI'D1LPNT K7W IR D7 21NY 12179 PNT'W (120,179 12T NN AWy yaval . (NiviawT a"e

#3
D> 7109 1 719 DN IR

IR |'' O INpPYANI NN 01D N'AN J'llfNJﬂ'? |'DJ'1YJ'7 nNIT AT N1 NAI0Y7 DAYN 07X 1A DNAYN DN

.D'Y 1T DA O'XOTI DNIVD 0N NNILDIP) 2A'NNN

A TINY X9 7T ['YUIT'? — X TINY 1D 9T '1 721 Tin'n

NN9D NDMIY K'Y QTN 2NN QYT X7 X' N72Y2 07 190w nwRa N7 N70' ' D190 NWK 220 1N
N70 W 1T N7V TN WA 1T NIV [DNIY ' ANl NdIa N AT 7109 7¥R V' yhan nfwdl nntol

.NNJ1 NND NNX 7V TN WA 1T D701 TN WA 1T N7V iidnnn nnf?01 N9 [1V0

"The reasonable man adapts himself to the world: the unreasonable one persists in trying to adapt

the world to himself. Therefore all progress depends on the unreasonable man."

George Bernard Shaw

This is the (great!) quote you were referring to @ 44 minutes and 30 seconds in the parenting class

podcast.
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Selected emails from our listeners

Comments on the Show

Hi - Headlines is always fantastic, thank you. Greatly appreciate the parenting topic this
past week: such an important public service! It was brilliant; | have sent it to all my
kids. | found myself wondering several times whilst listening how and if certain things
would apply to grandparents. So | would like to suggest/request grandparenting for a
future episode. Many thanks and much Hatzlacha for your continued good work.

Kind regards
Mrs Jodi Kofsky

P.S. The Headlines book is being greatly enjoyed in our house.

Reb Dovid,

Ever since you spoke at the Kinus Hashluchim iv bin listening to your podcast and really
enjoying it.

On this week's shiur you mentioned how you don't like the word obedience. You said all
good things happen from ppl who spread their wings... Avraham was an lvri etc.

Chassidus talks about this concept at great lengths and here are a few points.

In Tanya perek 41 the Baal Hatanya says how the Yisod Havodah is Kabalas Ol. (Like
we see by har Sinai the Yidin were Makdim Naase before nishama)

The stress here is Yisod/foundation. A foundation of a building is not seen, not very
pretty, but without it the building can’t stand. The same is true in our avodas Hashem.
Obedience is not gishmak, it's not where amazing things happen but it's the foundation
that everything is built on. Many ppl get caught up with obedience and forgot to build the
building but without Kabalas ol the building won’t have a foundation, won'’t last and the
person will many times go astray. In other words, am | using my talents and unique
personality because | like to or because HaShem wants me to use them.

Many ask what was the chet Hamiraglim, if Moshe Rabainu wanted to rely on a nes
then he didn’'t need spies but if he sent spy’s then are they not supposed to say what



they saw? The rebbe explains that their mission was to see How they can conquer the
land not IF they could conquer the land. The rebbe goes on to say that when a Yid uses
his own intellect it always hast to be built on the foundation of “'m using my Sechel
because HaShem wants me to use me Sechel” if the meraglim would have done that
then they would not have made their mistake.

Another interesting thing that brings out this point is. The rebbe never told Shluchim
exactly what to do, he spoke about the vision and wanted each of us to use our own
unique personality to carry out that vision. The rebbe explained that a shliach on one
hand has to be totally Batul (obedient) to the vision and at the same time use out his
own koach to fulfill it.

So obedience is very important, it's the foundation of everything, but we have to make
sure have to get stuck there.

As a yeshiva graduate writing english is not my strength so | hope what | wrote here
makes some sense;)

Thanks again for your very interesting and and enlightening podcast.
If you are ever in central PA you are welcome to come visit:)
Hatzlacha in all you do.

Hirschel Gourarie

Chabad Penn State University

Show Suggestions

Could you do a show on cults in the jewish community, and when a "frum" community
turns into total control.

Lazer F.



Answers to the Questions
Hi here are answers to this week's riddles

1. The Ahavas Emes asks the question. He answers that the kelalah applies only to
those that know that there are 2 times moshiach could come 1. When we do teshuva, 2.
Even without teshuva, so someone who says that we don't need to do teshuva rather
just await moshiach, on him is the kelalah.

The sefer yodoi ba'kol says that it only applies if they see that moshiach isn't coming
and gives up, however if it's after the time and they still believe and await moshiach, this
is not a problem.

The birkas avraham answers that the kelalah is because they go against the ikrei
ha'emunah, and he brings the rambam who says "Tipach ta'atan shel mechashvei
ha'keitzim" meaning that its not a kelalah rather a tefillah that these people to teshuvah.

2. the klei chemdah asks this question, he answers that there's a chiluk between bein
odom I'mokom to odom I'chaveiroi, because bein odom I'chaveiroi in the end if he isn't
oiver he doesn't need a kapara but by bein odom I'mokoim he does because he still had
a machshava ra‘ah.

so this is what it means "Hasachas elokim oni" that after you are only "chashavtem
lera’ah” buts till in truth "elokim chashva letoiva” so you only did a bad machshava and
not a maiseh, so you have nothing to worry about.

see also the terumas ha'kri who is me'arech on this, see also the shu"t beis yitzchok
(yo"d 8:8). see also Rav ovadya who brings a mochol form the malbim on this inyan.

3. | saw from rav Shlomo Kluger a vort. He says based on a medrash that yaakov was
mesupak if he was going to die or not, so even though he made a shevua, it wasnt chal,
therefore yaakov said "vechasahvti im avoisai" meaning that it was vadai that he will die
so the shevua would be chal. but yosef was still mesupak if yaakov would die or not, so
yosef said "onoichi e'eseh kidvarecha" meaning without making a shevua, so yaakov
answers back "hishovo [i" beacuse he knew he would die, so the posuk says
"vayishava loi", so he made a shevua according to yaakov's da'as, so it was a good
shevua.



so yaakov himself knew that the actual shevua is not chal itself because they were
commanded not to take him out of mitzrayim, but its only that yaakov himself made
them swear not to bury him in mitzrayim, so it became a meis mitzva which is kovod
habriyos which is doiche any loi sa'aseh in the torah. but this is only according to yakov
who knew he would die, however the gemara in ta'anis 5b says that yaakov didn't
actually die, so there is no kovod habriyos! so rav shlomo kluger brings that the beis
yosef (yo"d 160:5) that says that mechila be'oines is not mechila, and an odom godol
who asks for something even though the person doesn't want to do it with a leiv
sholeim however since he can't be mei'iz in front of the person, he does it against his
own will, so too here by yosef he would request from pharaoh permission, pharaoh
wouldn't be mei'iz in front of him so he is maskim without a leiv sholeim, so it is still not
"berotzoin”, so therefore he asked others to ask pharaoh for reshus so it wouldn't be
"befonov" (in front of the person) so pharaoh could be mei'iz, so if pharaoh would be
maskim then it would be b'leuiv sholeim, so it would come out that he wasn't oiver the
shevua.

Thank you very much for your truly amazing podcasts as usual.
regards

Shloimy Berlin

R' Dovid,

Gut voch. In regards to the riddle this week about why Yaccov wanted to reveal the Ketz
to his children in seeming contrast to what the Gemara teaches and the Rambam words
about awaiting Moshiach every day, there's a beautiful explanation brought by the
Lubavitcher Rebbe from a Sichah Shabbos Parshas Vayechi 1982 (printed in Likutei
Sichos Volume 20). Below is one idea in my own words (please excuse the
lengthy response), though it would be worthwhile to look it up in the original.

Yaccov wished to tell his children about the original Ketz, which at that point was to be
during the time of Yetziyas Mitrayim, in order that they should actively do their part to
ensure that it doesn't get delayed further. As the Gemara in Sanhedrin says: Zachu
Achishena. However, ultimately, Hashem did not want him to reveal it since then a very
important component of the Yidden's birur in Galus would be missing. For their service
of Hashem would be based on this revelation and "tip" from above and therefore would



be lacking their own initiative. The time of Moshiach will introduce an era where we will
recognize that the world, on its own terms, is not a contradiction to Elokus. Therefore,
the Avoda that prepares the world for Moshiach must be done by the Yidden on their
own terms by using their own resources, talents and hard work.

This brings us to another question, what was Yaccov's hava amina? The Avos were a
Marcava to Hashem, how can he think to do something that was contrary to the will of
Hashem? One explanation is that that was precisely Yaacov's intention all along. By
wishing to reveal the ketz to his children, Yaccov was instilling the ability within every
Yid to wish for the revelation of the ketz every day and live a more elevated (i.e.
Moshiach) lifestyle even while in Galus. Perhaps this is what the Rambam means that
we should await Moshiach's coming every day. By anticipating Moshiach's coming
every day, it inspires us to be ready and live a more elevated lifestyle even while in
Galus which is fulfilling Yaacov's original intention.

Would love to hear your thoughts.
Best,
Rabbi Levi Levitin

TIT " TIY

NN 7Y 'MIMYY N9'0 7Y 'Man 7w mn 7D 7R DaLRAY 'R NWT? ANTNo 1R INKMY? NdNY LK

TN YT R TV 2y 72K L1000 DNOAI YN NI7AY7 WUizd Apy'y N NIN 'Y}

AN IR 17 AR ,NYIAYN TN QOI'Y XY DRY NYID 7V 0'R7 N nviawn DNon "aninand 2
7V DUK7 D' oNYRwn 7 P ORI YTID Y7 VTP )I'RY D720 X7 IR )7 Myavny nyiavn

X7 IX 70 DX NI NIRYAY VT 'R QYI91,NYID

N2V1 DY NIYYT7 N¥Y DX 71 RID D19 )XT XNW RN ‘N ik n'o 11 7ny' n'a n'lva a2

T"TI21 NIXN N2T N7V NNV NIYYY nxY OX 72X ,Nivan 1T
N9 X 'K D71V7 D110 RX'Y
N1 NTIN

qoI77va 7219



1YY YVIAY NITRY Y7 2.

NN X7Y TV NIXNN m"peT ,nI'‘xn X77 2"UN MYy y19 11'aX DNNAXT IXIAN Nmar 'oima

|NXY 1IV19 qOI'l D'VAYN DA X7mni

APV NI DWUN 'R INIYIL 1'RY (10T DX INIX NAR' K7W [DIX 722 NN X7 nyinwn 2"y X
17 [M* 1YW X MT I ,XIY NYIYT JI0'R 72 "OX ,NNKA D yaw'? qol'? K71 ,q01' yawny
NTI DMXN AR XN R7W TOY IXAXNAL IND 752 oI 7TNw'w NN nyiawn 2"y K78 ,NTa NivN
NYIAY 1'R P71LIT nvIY 17y 727 QoI L 1vhawn 2yt Xn'Y NN 2uni NIYY? 1T KIN Nk

AT RINY I

N-0n |"ann1 0w X"winnn ¢'nd awn N v et YRT IRIAN .1 0'Noo1a 'yl MaTn A
ANX 'R X717 21091 ,"0My Dnpt 171 17'W R TY NRY D" N'wnn DMt 10 0N NNINRY
1197 NOIPNN 1NN N'YNN NIN' ANDY nNa D"y X7X N'wn DR 197 D91 7 0 N'wnn DA

.n'wn

T2 N7V TN WA 7DXY7 [1DN] 0TA2 ' X7 271 TR AN 2N QO0I'Y 0MI20 I'N D'NRN .2
qorI' X I'7v PIRT? ON7 DY DNV YN A n"nn LT arn YN ANt onniny (1 ,n%0 1A
N'N XNONQT P DY NIYY7 Dawnn RfY K7 "Ny 72y onawn” onx X P71 ,nn'M 2N nnxa

.01V I'N DY T2 9N 271,"NaI07 nawn DRI7R" 7aK NN

Moshe Levine

Riddle 1

1190 N7 721 DTR DIYYT IR 'R YD 17220 D 0 IRA7 XA K7, T 719 R nxaa ann 1wt
72U [NM NON 271 12 YT 'R D7 YRR Q7 DR D YD N7 R D X7 07 Yo nun
[AT ININQ 'RTIA NN OY DT 'Y K7 YPD 292 D'NON NNRY Dn7) D TN i LYn Awnn
TV 770 Yz DY OIRDY PROATRINIR TYE YR 12 DY IRIY DI T 17 07aY Y nYY Nl
N> TWOK 'X NT MQTY NI INIXA 'RTIA RIN YR MINY 017 IX2 X7 72K PN XIDY AT INIR

N1 0721 DY IWORN 'K WN D710 DNATH N XIN YPNYW AIRANNY



T"97 QN 2"NI Y7 2WN7 IR NI'R P71 IR NDNY T W'y D"ann DTN 97 NIRDY |7 wr

NN NDN7 AWOKR N K7 AT NNIR TV n"n RN AT 0 RIN Ypnw
NIYNX7 "IN D' YN AWNYW nn 97 "ory y"7r X"oIxa

Riddle 2

DI¥N] N7 K7W NYIAY 71 KN 'vn X7

Riddle 3

DAY '97 "2 .(N2I07 X781 RLON D' K7W Y K71) DAY A 9102w 9% 'R ,071IVn D'¥NN
TIM NNY IR LT T 17 DY IR LT 9"V DY DNI20 I'N XX RVN? DIDNY XY InNdnwd

.XUN [2Y N2 D' X7 NYYNY DY NN 21 RIP'Yn 0N 97 12 371,n1nd1 NINdI L, NN

Hello my name is Sruly Modes & | would like to offer several answers to this week's
riddles.

1. A) R' Chaim Kanivasiky explains there are two types of "Kaitz", "b'eto” and
"b'achishena”. The gemorah is talking about being "mechashiv" the final zman hageula,
Yaakov only wanted to reveal the more opportune times, the problem of the Gemorah
isn't applicable since he wasn't giving an automatic locked in deadline. B) R' Shach
explains the Rambam L'shitso learns the idea was to be Mazer them on Yichud
Hashem.

2. A) The gemorah is talking about swearing that someone else will do something, here
although Yosef did indeed need Paroah's permission, at the end of the day he was
swearing on his own actions. B) The Yishmach Moshe explains that this was "B'rshuso”,
since if Paroah would refuse Yosef could then revoke his original Shvua which would
automatically make him king. C) The Meshech Chachma learns Yaakov was Mashvia
Yosef on his own Guf. D) The Avnei neizar proves from the Ramban that the Avos only
kept the Torah in Eretz Yisroel, that clearly this couldn't of been a regular Shvua based
on the Parsha of "Levatai”, rather it's a "Svara B'alma" that when pledging to give to
someone else swearing automatically strengths the commitment. Therefore it's not
comparable to a Shvua to throw something to the water, as the whole Shvua is only
based on the Parsha of "Levatai" which was given with the condition that the swearing
is on what's in his hands, however here were something is actually being given over to



another person, this Shvua is based on a Svara & therefore not grounded to the
conditions set in the Parsha of "Levatai". E) Since by making the Shvua Yosef now held
very strong leverage over Paroah (see Ramban), this would be comparable to making a
Shvua that someone you control will do something. F) Yosef wasn't swearing that he will
do it, rather that he will not stop from trying everything in his hands to see that's it's
done. G) The problem making a Shvua you can't enforce is that it's considered "Shav",
here although it wasn't completely enforceable it still serves a purpose which is to hold
leverage over Paroah (see Ramban), therefore it's not considered "Shav".

3. A) The Arvei Nachel makes the distinction between sinning against Hashem, were
Kaporah is already necessary for attempting to go against his will, & sinning against a
fellow man, were as long as no harm was caused no sin was done. B) The Kli Chemda
explains that since not only were they not successful at causing harm rather they even
caused good, a Kaporah isn't necessary. C) Since their intention was for a Mitzva,
although they were wrong & would of been responsible if any harm was done, since
their bad intentions never materialized, & they themself didn't mean to do bad, no
Kaporah is necessary. D) Yosef was saying no Kaporah was necessary "from him",
whatever sin they may have done with their intentions is completely between them &
Hashem.

Hi,
Some answers to the riddles of the week:

1) I think the simplest answer is that the prohibitions against being "mechashev keitz"
refers to those are attempt to ascertain the geula based on textual analysis or similar
methods; per the Midrash, Yaakov Avinu knew it definitively though ruach hakodesh
and thus there is no possibility of it not occuring. Still, even if true, revealing the date of
the coming of the Mashiach would certainly diminish the waiting and hoping element
mentioned in the Rambam, presumably even more so than a prediction with less
provenance. So instead, | would like to suggest that perhaps the "keitz" is not some
static date, but a moving target. Yaakov Avinu knew that his descendants would have to
be in Mitzrayim for 400 years (or 210 etc.), but after that there may have been a number
of early junctures where the coming of Mashiach would have been possible under the
right circumstances: at the Yam Suf, at Matan Torah, at various points in the midbar, at



the entry into or following the conquest of Eretz Yisrael etc. Perhaps Yakov felt that
were he to divulge those alternative histories--still only possibilities, not certainties, so
subject to some amount of hope and requiring effort--the shibud in Mitzrayim would
have been far more bearable and/or it would have inspired his descendants to actually
achieve them. However, Hashem had other plans and preferred that these possibilities
not be divulged.

I've seen others answer that the "keitz" here refers to something besides the end
times/Mashiach, but that kind of sidesteps the question so | prefer the above.

2) The simplest answer, | think, is that there is a distinction between swearing about
something that someone else physically does (e.g., throwing a rock into the ocean) or
must halachically assent to (e.g., a woman agreeing to marry a man), in which case it's
a shavuas shav, and something that is within one's own control to do but for which, for
policial or other purposes, they need permission (e.g., burying Yaakov), in which case
it's not. Presumably had Pharaoh not given permission, Yosef still would have buried
Yaakov in Canaan (or, as implied in Sota 36b, would have become king over Egypt
himself precisely by reneging his own promise to Pharaoh not to do so) and, at the very
least, at the time he made the promise he was physically capable of doing so.

3) The simplest distinction is that the brothers had a cheshbon for their actions and
thought they were acting correctly by throwing Yosef in the pit and selling him down to
Mitzrayim, so it's quite different than trying to eat chazir. Another possible distinction can
be made between a violation that is bein adam I'chaveiro (attempted poisoning) and
bein adam I'makom (attempted eating chazir), though it's not clear to me why one would
necessarily be worse than the other in this respect.

Best,

David Birnbaum

N7 n7011 is only in regards to the nin? o~ 12 obligation. As far as the nfan? oTx 2 is
concerned, you are totally patur even inomw +a71. The brothers had
already done teshuva as per the obligation of nmw. They were just asking mechila .as
far as mechila is concerned they are patur.

Jacob Solomon



PS THIS ANSWER MAY NOT BE COMPLIANT WITH THE BRISKER
ROV'S UNDERSTANDING OF n% 37011 (see brisker rov in nazir that its a p'tur not a
new chiyuv)
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IWAIYATINA DNNAN
Hi Reb Dovid.
Thank you again for your amazing shiurim, and for bringing Torah to the practical.

To answer your first riddle of the week about how was yaakov able to be awnn the yp if
the gemoro says (and the Rambam brings it down lahalcha) that awnn 7w mxy nom
I'¥'7?

Yesh lomar according to what the lubavitcher rebbe explained, that the problem is to
be awnn the ketz (figuring out and calculating a time as to when moshiach will come).

But the ketz of the gedolei yisroel, like yaakov, and the Rambam himself in jn'n nax!
And the 1"0n etc, they were not being awnn, rather they were revealing an actual step
and 27w in the coming of moshiach that they had a kabala on, or that they saw beruach
hakodesh.

After the Rambam says how bad it is to be mechasehv the ketz, he goes ahead and
says 7a' NINl AN AN ARN 72w RN DNIR 'M72p AR791 n71ma n7ap n7¥R v AN
I"axn... (that a kabala is different than just calculating the ketz awnn).



Yaakov's ketz was an actual ketz that if bnei yisroel were worthy would have been
moshiach, but even without it, it was the geulas mitzraim... it was not just yaakov
calculating a time, but an actual keitz that he saw (that happened on some level).

Pepashtus, the problem with being mechashev the ketz is like the gemara in Sanhedrin
continues, that people might get a niw*2n when moshiach doesn't actually come.

But the ketz of the gedoilei yisroel where actual kittzin, steps in the coming of moshiach.
They revealed it to us in order to inspire us to do more Torah and mitzvos to be worthy
for the altimeter revelation of moshiach.

To answer the second riddle on how the or hachaim could say that this that yosef told
his Brothers that na1v%? nawn N nyY "y DNAWN DNX is compared to N7 NX ANNY7 [1DN]
where he is potur. Why is it not like nom0 715X7 |15 which still needs a kapara.

Maybe you could say that there is a difference nim?% pTx a1 Nan%? DX |'2. Between
man and man, as long as you didn't do anything, we can't hold you accountable. But
between a person and Hashem, the problem is not only the actual deed, it is the fact
that he was Taa in Hashem. Even if 7v19%7 he didn't end up doing it, he was still Taa in
Hashem just by intending to do it.

The shvatim were between man and man, that's why it's compared to the case of ji>m
ann? where he is potur because he didn't actually do it.

(The truth is that between the shvatim and Hashem they probably do need to do
teshuva just for their intent)..

Yehuda Heber
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Last Week's Riddles

| disagree with your answer to the second riddle last week, because that is your
chiddush that the chishad is with the person actually slaughtering the animal, however
in truth the actual documented case of this chishad was with yosef and his brothers and
that was a case of an onlooker having a chishad.

The answer to the first riddle last week about shehechiyanu was very geshmak.
Good Shabbos!

Joe Collins





