
 
 

                                                     Unique Advocacy    
   

   
The Gemora relates1 that at the End of Days, Hashem will tell Avrahom Aveinu that his children have 
sinned. Avrahom will respond that they should be destroyed for the glory of Hashem. Hashem will then 
say likewise to Yaakov Aveinu; Yaakov will also reply that Klal Yisroel should be eradicated for the sake of 
Kedushas Hashem. 
    
Hashem will then inform Yitzchok Aveinu that his children have sinned. Yitzchok will implore the 
Ribbono Shel Olam, “Is Klal Yisroel only my children and not Your children as well.” Yitzchok Aveinu will 
continue to plead, and Hashem will accept his arguments and spare Klal Yisroel from destruction. 
  
The question arises: What unique quality and zechus does Yitzchok Aveinu have that will enable him to 
be the one who saves Klal Yisroel? Moreover, asks Rav Shimon Schwab zt”l,2 how can it be that Yitzchok, 
who exemplifies middas ha’din, becomes the successful advocate for Klal Yisroel.  
 
1. He answers that only Yitzchok can prevail as he served Hashem with great mesiras nefesh as an 
individual. This was different than Avrahom and Yaakov whose avodah was communal, teaching and 
disseminating the derech of Hashem to the public, and establishing Klal Yisroel as a holy nation. From 
that perspective, if Klal Yisroel fails in its mission to establish Kedushas Hashem, the only alternative to 
effectuate Kiddush Hashem is though the destruction of the nation.  
 
On the other hand, Yitzchok’s personal avodah – as perpetuated by isolated tzadikim who serve Hashem 
with individualistic perfection and personal mesiras nefesh3 – is so intense and compelling in creating 
Kiddush Hashem that everyone else is protected and saved as a result.  
  
2. Rav Yaakov Kamenetsky zt”l elaborates4 that just as Avrahom faced the nisayon of the Akeidah which 
was the converse of his middas ha’chessed, Yaakov Aveinu – the epitome of emes – was challenged with 
the nisayon of obtaining the Brachos from his father “b’mirma,” with trickery.5  
 
Yitzchok’s nisayon will be to invoke mercy on behalf of Klal Yisroel – diametric to, and in negation of, the 
middas ha’din that he personifies. Yitzchok will succeed and Klal Yisroel will be saved. 

3. The question is posed:6 Why is emes listed as one of the Midos Harachamim, Hashem’s 13 expressions 
of mercy, when emes connotes7 mandatory din and justice? 

Chazal elaborate that Hashem acts middah k’neged middah. For example, if one acts to others with 
kindness, Hashem judges them with kindness. Possibly, this reciprocity of middas hachessed is an 
expression of emes and din, because it is appropriate and fair that the style of judgment Above echo and 
mirror one’s behavior below.8  

Yitzchok's pleas are not solely predicated on Hashem’s mercy, but are centered on truth and justice.9 
Yitzchok’s argument was that emes and din mandate that a father be kind to a son. If Klal Yisroel are 
Hashem’s children, it is warranted that they must be spared from destruction.   

Din is truthful and can often be harsh. But it also mandates reciprocity,10 and that minor merits11 not be 
overlooked. Yitzchok Aveinu, advocating this perspective of din, will prevail. 



 
 

  
4. I suggest another explanation.12 Avrahom expelled Yishmael from his house. Yaakov’s home was 
“perfect” and “complete”13 in that there was no room for imperfection, as seen from the near exclusion 
of Reuven14 and Yosef,15 and from Yaakov’s critical words to the Shevatim on his deathbed.16 
  
Yitzchok was different. Despite Eisav’s shortcomings, Yitzchok loved him17 and always kept him in his 
home.  When Eisav’s wives worshiped avoda zora and were a “moras ruach” to Yitzchok and Rivka,18 
Yitzchok did not expel them from his house. Even when Yitzchok became blind from the smoke of the 
avoda zora,19 he did not ask Eisav and his family to leave.20 Furthermore, when Eisav wanted to kill 
Yaakov, it was Yaakov who was sent away and not Eisav. 
  
Only Yitzchok can plead21 with Hashem: “I always kept my child (Eisav) in my home; You, as well, should 
keep Your children.”  
 
And Hashem will agree. 
 
 
 

 

Your feedback, critique and additional references are welcome at pg@waxmanrealty.com or 732-363-0300. Thank you.  
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