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PORTION INSIGHTS –  WHEN CONVENIENCE IS INCONVENIENT 
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 Shlomo Klein worked for the security department of a large retail store, and his duties 
included responding to fire and burglar alarms. A side door of the building was wired with a 
security alarm, because it was not supposed to be used by customers. Still, customers always 
found the convenience of the exit tempting. Even a sign with large red letters, warning "Alarm 
will sound if opened," failed to deter people from using it. One day, after attending to a number 
of false alarms, Shlomo got fed up and placed a small handmade sign on the door that 
eliminated the problem. The sign simply read, "Wet paint."    
 One of the top considerations in the modern world is the level of convenience. New 
numbers from “Personal Finance” show that young adults in the U.S. are willing to spend more 
money for convenience, often increasing simple costs of day-to-day living. In analyzing simple day-
to-day activities, the report revealed that adults between 20 and 30 years old spend 60% of their 
food budget on eating out, and people in general go out for dinner roughly 14 times per month.
 All the advanced gadgetry communicates the idea that if a person owns said gadget, the 
convenience therein will make them happier. However, with people more depressed today than 
ever in history, there seems to be no connection between convenience and quality of life; if 
anything, it points to the reality that being too comfortable is not a recipe for happy living. 
 ***        
 In this week's portion, Parashas Yisro, the Torah records the episode (Shemos 18: 13-
20) when Moshe sat in judgment between Jews, resolving their personal disputes and ruling on 
Halachic matters. Discussions were involved and the lines waiting for Moshe were long. 
Moshe's father-in-law, Yisro, " said...'Why do you sit alone with the people standing by you 
from morning until evening?...The thing you do is not good. You will surely become worn out - 
and the people who are with you."      
 Yisro noticed that Moshe was being worn out from this “round-the-clock” service 
and the people weren't thrilled about waiting for him, as their own weariness had shown. 
Therefore, he suggested there should be a system where authority would be delegated to “G-d 
Fearing,” capable individuals. Yisro was being entirely practical. Moshe was incredibly holy, but 
he was still human and would eventually burn out. Also, the people on line would potentially 
lose their enthusiasm if they had to wait so long (and not wait the next time). In addition, there 
were trained wise men who could answer most queries. It should have been a “win-win-win” 
situation. However, Rashi (Devarim 1:14) notes that the nation erred by accepting the 
proposition for delegated authority. They should’ve said, "Moshe, our teacher, from whom it is 
better to learn, from you or your student? Is it not better to learn from you?" It seemed that 
the convenience of setting up judges who could be bribed (see Rashi) was more important 
than having a relationship/connection with the greatest Jewish teacher and leader of all time.
 ***       
 Here's the verdict on conveniences: they are beneficial and positive if we are doing 
something meaningful with the time we "save," like the hours we save by shopping online as 
opposed to in store). Otherwise, there is a greater gratification in doing something with 
a productive end-goal, like washing a shirt by hand (as opposed to throwing the shirt into the 
washing machine and then playing Candy Crush). This is why previous generations - who had it 
much harder with chores and overall day-to-day living - enjoyed more satisfying lives. They had 
no time to be involved in mindless pursuits which leave one emotionally/mentally depleted.  
 On the other hand, in the spiritual realm, shortcuts and conveniences downgrade and 
embarrass whichever Mitzvah one is trying to rush along or find a loophole in. The Talmud 
(Pesachim 57a) relates that the Kohen named Yisachar of Kefar Barchai was threatened with 
expulsion because he would disgrace the Temple’s holiness by wrapping his hands in silk when 
performing the service (so as not to get them dirty and spend more time washing them).  
 We constantly find in our Mitzvah experience that the more difficult - and yes, 
inconvenient - a Mitzvah is, the greater is its the reward and the more we make the Mitzvah  
part and parcel of ourselves. It may be as simple as the departure from the Bimah (Ark) 
after getting called up to the Torah.  As the Shulchan Aruch instructs (141:7): “one should take 
the longer path, which the Mishnah Berurah explains, is to show that the Torah is not a burden.”
 Let’s keep in mind the statement we are making when we choose Mezonos rolls over 
Hamotzi bread because we don't want to spend too much time on reciting the “Blessing After 
Meals;” or, when we choose to go to a quick (or already “in-progress”) Minyan even though 
there is available time. True, sometimes the situation we are in is pressing and we are forced to 
make do with a lesser-quality Mitzvah (obviously because we are already involved in another 
important Mitzvah). We must make sure that such situations are the exception and not be 
afraid to sacrifice the comfort of convenience for the long-term pleasure of meaningful living. 

 
    

BY RABBI AVROHOM YOSEF BIRNBAUM 

PART 29 - REMEMBERING MOUNT SINAI

 In this week's Parashah, we have the 
famous episode of "Ma'amad Har Sinai," the 
Revelation of the Torah at Mt. Sinai. Some people 
are careful to recite the Six Remembrances, one of 
which is the Har Sinai Revelation.   
 The Ramban (Negative Commandment #2) 
says that it is a negative commandment that one 
must not forget the event at Har Sinai, because that 
is when Hashem Himself came to give us the Torah. 
It was not a human being or a mysterious event. 
There was thunder and lightning, and three million 
witnesses who saw and heard all the amazing 
happenings. We knew for real that Hashem runs the 
World, and that He is the One who took us out of 
Egypt, and no one can dispute what we had seen 
with our own eyes. This is a very important 
foundation for the entire Torah. It is what makes 
Torah true – it is from Hashem.   
 Furthermore, the verse tells us in Parashas 
Va'eschanan (Devarim 4:9) that "you should tell over 
to your children and your grandchildren the day you 
stood at Mt. Sinai." The Ramban (ibid.) explains that 
this verse is a positive command, and that we must 
relate this significant event to our descendants 
along with the “pomp and circumstance” so that 
they will also realize the veracity and authenticity of 
the Torah.    
  This idea is also one of the 13 Foundations 
(Ikrim) of the Rambam, who says (Pirush 
HaMishnayos, Chapter 11) that one must believe that 
the Torah was given by Hashem, and if one doesn't, 
they are considered to be a Kofer (heretic). Not only 
that, but the Aruch Hashulchan (Yoreh De'ah 245:1) 
writes that when a child begins to speak, the father 
is meant to teach them the verse, "Torah Tzivah 
Lonu Moshe - that Hashem commanded Torah to 
Moshe." This is meant to remind the child of the 
Ma'amad Har Sinai (Revelation) - that the Torah is 
from Hashem - as each child starts off their day. 
  This idea goes even one step further. The 
Rambam writes (Hilchos Yesodei HaTorah, Chapter 8) 
that even though the Torah states (in Shemos 14:31) 
that the Jews believed Moshe was the true prophet 
of Hashem, that is not where they acquired this 
knowledge. It wasn't because Moshe performed 
wonders in Egypt and the Desert, since someone 
else could have also performed wonders. Rather, 
the Jewish people believed in Moshe because they 
saw Hashem speak to him directly.   
 Therefore, this Revelation of Har Sinai is a 
foundation in our faith, as it establishes that, 1) 
Torah from Hashem and, 2) Moshe Rabbeinu is the 
prophet of the Jewish people and through him the 
Torah was transmitted. The more we discuss, 
publicize, and teach these concepts, the better the 
chance we have of combating and disproving the 
other beliefs that go against the Torah. 
 Good Shabbos! 

 Good Shabbos!  

 Good Shabbos! 
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 Can you imagine a father-in-law telling his son-in-law – who just happens to 
be the biggest Rabbi in the world – to take their first-born son and send them off to a 
church or a Buddhist temple to learn? Furthermore, can you imagine the son-in-law 
agreeing to it? How preposterous! Yet, that is exactly what happened, according to 
the Medrash, which teaches that Yisro stipulated the following condition for Moshe 
Rabbeinu when he wanted to marry his daughter: "Your firstborn son…will be 
dedicated to idol worship. All subsequent children may be raised for the sake of 
Heaven. Moshe accepted the condition and took an oath to abide by it." 
  It is not only mind-boggling that Moshe agreed to the condition, but the fact 
that Yisro asked for such a condition seems to make no sense! Though Yisro’s career had 
included serving as a priest to idols, our sources indicate that by this stage in Yisro’s life, 
he had already “seen the light” and no longer believed in idols. Why, then, would he 
want his first grandson to follow in the ways of his original mistakes?  
 ***       
 Rav Chaim Shmuelevitz and Rav Shimon Schwab both explain this 
Medrash as shedding light on an important dispute in terms of the best way to raise 
children.  Yisro did not want his first grandson to be an idolater. Yisro had seen the 
light, but Yisro was a person who came to the Truth through experimentation. He 
was a searcher and a seeker. He tried out other alternatives first. He did not just 
accept the Revelation of the Torah on a silver platter. Our Sages say he had tried out 
all the religions in the world and concluded that they were all fraudulent.
  Yisro felt that this self-realization is the best way to secure an unshakeable 
belief in Hashem, and that’s how he wanted his grandchildren to be raised. Moshe 
Rabbeinu, on the other hand, argued that one doesn’t need to learn about idols to 
appreciate the value of being a Torah-true Jew. A parent’s responsibility is to inspire 
their children from within the holy Torah climate and to guide their behavior with 
unconditional love. Moshe felt this approach will build a pulsating faith in Hashem.
 ***      
 While Yisro's advice may have worked for earlier generations who put 
intellectual pursuit of honesty above all other concerns, our generation (for the most 
part) isn't imbued with the moral fiber of previous generations. We cannot just give 
our children unfiltered access to all sorts of immorality and expect them to escape 
unscathed or escape at all. We need to help our youths develop an appreciation for 
the beauty of Torah living, which will lessen their temptation for the empty physical 
pleasures the outside world has to offer. This is not an easy task, of course, and 
requires much preparation, creativity, and personal involvement.   
 With that said, every parent/mentor needs to remember that no matter 
how much they try to invest in protect their children/students from 
making mistakes, it is almost inevitable that the youngsters will make them anyway. 
In our generation, where there are young people who are straying away from the 
Torah path, it is a reality that many of them cannot reach their potential until they 
experience falling flat on their faces. It may be the most painful feeling in the world 
to stand by helplessly and "allow" loved ones to hurt themselves, but there is 
something we can do. We can continue to show that we love them and invest in their 
welfare. We can also pray for them to learn from their mistakes and find the right 
path as quickly and harmlessly as possible. May Hashem hear the pleas on behalf of 
all the (temporarily) lost Jewish children and help them return very soon!  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SHORT AND SWEET STORY OF THE WEEK 

   In Bnei Brak, Israel, a store was selling furniture products, so the owner 
placed some samples of his merchandise on the sidewalk, in order to attract 
customers. The residents of the upper floors of the building the store was in were 
getting upset that the owner was clogging up the sidewalk with his products and 
took him to the Beis Din (Jewish court) of Rav Nissim Karelitz, Shlita. Rav Karelitz 
heard both sides and then ruled that even though the neighbors are in the right, they 
should overlook this arrangement and not hurt the owner's livelihood. There was 
one neighbor who took exception to this and was very displeased with the decision. 
However, he still accepted the ruling and did not voice his disagreement to anyone. 
 One day, this man was busy with house chores while his wife was cooking 
dinner. Neither of them noticed the fact that their three-year-old son went out to the 
balcony of their third-floor apartment, leaned over the railing, and fell over! When 
the parents found out what happened, they dashed downstairs to their son, only to 
find him resting securely in the arms of the store owner. It turned out that upon 
falling, the child fell directly in one of the cribs that were occupying the sidewalk (as 
advertisements). After being taken to the hospital, the child was checked out by 
doctors and turned out to be perfectly fine, Baruch Hashem.   
 Comment: Some people say that the Torah is not maximizing their lives 
since it contains many restrictions. However, these people wouldn’t say that if they 
knew the truth that the observance of Torah/Mitzvos is protecting them from untold 
harm. (Story heard from R’Yisroel Miara in the name of Rav Avraham Genechovski.) 

 

“HALACHAH QUESTION OF THE 

WEEK” BY RABBI M.D. WEISS 

 In the Aseres Hadibros (Ten Commandments) we are 
commanded not to murder. Question: Is there anything that’s 
considered murder even without actually killing someone?
 Answer: The Talmud (Bava Metziah 58b) talks about the 
severity of hurting another’s feelings. It mentions that one who 
makes someone else’s face turn white in public (due to 
embarrassment) it is tantamount to murder. The Talmud says that 
we see that it is equivalent to murder from the fact that the 
redness leaves one’s face (when being embarrassed) and they turn 
white. This is, in effect, spilling one’s blood. The Talmud also says 
(ibid. 59a) that one is better off having themselves thrown into the 
fire rather than embarrassing someone else publicly. 
 We know that the Talmud (Pesachim 25a) states that 
other than the three cardinal sins of murder, idolatry, and adultery, 
one is allowed to violate a transgression if their lives are at stake 
(like at gunpoint).The Tosafos (Talmud, Sotah 10a) asks why isn’t 
embarrassing someone on the list, as well, based on what we 
learned above. The Tosafos answers that we may say that the 
Talmud only counts sins that are written straight-out in the Torah; 
however, the prohibition of embarrassing another person isn’t as 
explicitly written.      
 The Sefer Binyan Tzion (172) quotes the Sha’arei 
Teshuvah, who writes that embarrassing someone is included in 
the transgression of murder, and therefore one must give their life 
just as one must do so in order to prevent themselves from 
committing murder. Based on this, it’s evident why there was no 
need to mention embarrassing someone on the list of the three 
cardinal sins (as it is included in the prohibition of murder). 
 The Binyan Tzion discusses whether one having to give 
up their life - rather than embarrass someone publicly - is practical 
Halachah. He proves that the opinion of Tosafos and the Sha’arei 
Teshuvah is that one is obligated to give up their life and concludes 
that this is the practical Halachah. As to what is considered 
publicly, the Binyan Tzion quotes the Pri Megadim, who writes 
that regarding this Halachah the presence of three people is 
considered public (the perpetrator plus two others). 
 The Shu”t Emek Halachah (from Rav Tuvia Goldstein 
O"BM) [1:47] discusses this question and writes that though the 
opinion of Tosafos and the Sha’arei Teshuvah is that one must give 
their life rather than embarrass someone. However, it is evident 
from the words of the Meiri (Sotah 10b) that he understood that 
the Talmud only meant to bring out the severity of embarrassing 
someone, and not that one must give their life to prevent it. This 
also seems to be the opinion of the Chinuch (Mitzvah 240). The 
Emek Halachah also quotes from the Nachal Eshkol who holds 
that it’s not required.    
 Therefore, the Emek Halachah concludes that it’s 
difficult to say that one must give their life in order to avoid 
embarrassing someone. Be it as it may, we can learn from this 
discussion how utterly cautious one must be not to embarrass 
someone to the degree that some Poskim rule that one must even 

give their life for it. For final rulings, please consult a Rav. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
PORTION INSIGHTS – THE DEBATE IN HOW TO RAISE CHILDREN 

 

SUGARY SAYING OF THE WEEK 

  "If we care so much about the embarrassment of 
an inanimate object, how much more so should we care 
about not embarrassing other people!"   

 - It says in the end of our portion (Shemos 20:23): "And 
you shall not ascend with steps upon My Altar, so that your 
nakedness shall not be exposed upon it." This Halachah was 
instituted so that the attending Kohen doesn't uncover himself 
unintentionally (as they wore robes in those days). We know that 
steps don’t have feelings, but acting with sensitivity should help us 
"get it right" when dealing with people. We have a constant 
reminder to this every Shabbos, when we cover the Challah at the 
meal (since we first make a blessing on the Kiddush wine, even 
though the blessing on Challah is more important). Let’s keep that 
point in mind as we interact with human beings who have feelings!
  

 


