
The Gemarah in Kesuvos (8a) paskens that at the seuda of a bris 

milah the special brachos of “shehasimcha b’mono” are not 

mentioned. The Gemarah explains that this is because the baby is in 

pain, and therefore the Simcha is somewhat diminished. This is 

difficult to understand. If a father passes away and leaves his son a 

large inheritance, the halacha is that the child makes two brachos. 

One bracha is “dayan haemes” over the death of his father and also a 

“hatov v’hametev” on receiving the inheritance.  Why is this situation 

any different from the case of the pain of the baby? There is both 

simcha and pain; why does the  pain here take away from the 

simcha? The Otzar Margolus answers that there is a simple 

difference between the two situations. If one person experiences 

both happiness and tragedy together, then he can make a bracha on 

both feelings. However, by a bris, while the father feels joyous the 

baby only feels pain. One cannot make a statement of simcha if 

someone else is going through pain and not feeling any Simcha.  

 

Last Week’s Question: 

Which Mitzvah takes more than a 

month to fulfill? 

Answer:  

Sefiras Haomer 

 

This week’s Question:  

Where do we find a Mitzvah that can be 

fulfilled by a statement of no more 

than 10 words? 

This section is sponsored anonymously as a 

zechus for their children to grow up into 

Yidden that bring Hashem tremendous 

nachas. 

 

R’Yisroel Salanter, zt”l, asks what 

the connection is between this 

week’s parsha and last week’s 

parsha? In last week’s parsha we 

learned about the laws of kosher 

and non-kosher animals, while, in 

this week’s parsha, we learn the 

laws of tzara’as. There are many 

people who put a tremendous 

emphasis on kashrus, on what 

hechsher they will eat, and where 

they will eat. However, you will find 

that those very same people have 

little concern with the honor of 

another person. They will speak 

negatively about other people and 

destroy their reputation while 

eating a piece a meat with the best 

hechsher. The connection between 

the two parshiyos is that just as we 

are careful with what goes into our 

mouths, so too we must be on 

guard with what comes out of our 

mouths.  

Consistency  

Renov Family in memory of ה  “ע רב יוסף בן אליהונ ה“לע  

The Farbman  family in memory of  ה “נ מרדכי לייב בן ישראל אנשיל  ע“לע  
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A Real Simcha 

 רבות מחשבות



If he is poor, and cannot afford…” (14:21). The Mishnah in Nega’im (14:12) writes, if a poor man brings the korbanos of a rich 

man, he has fulfilled is obligation. However, a rich man cannot fulfill his obligation with the sacrifice of a poor man. The 

Chofetz Chaim derives a powerful lesson from this law. A person will see that he is not learning or davening as well as he 

should be, but he will pacify himself by saying “well I am doing more than other people.”  The Chofetz Chaim says that is a 

terrible mistake. We don’t know what Hashem knows. Maybe that person is doing the best he can do, based on his 

upbringing and specific set of challenges. How can you compare yourself to him? You are a rich man and are trying to get 

away with the offering of a poor man?  As Abraham Maslow once said “If you plan on being anything less than you are 

capable of being, you will probably be unhappy all the days of your life.” 

Once the Kohen determines that the blemishes that have developed on a person skin are tzara’as, there is a 

process of teshuva that the afflicted person must go through to be cleansed of his sin.  After the whole process 

is completed, the Torah writes “this is the Torah of the metzora on his day of purity”. The Chida asks why it is 

written the “Torah of the meztora” when the pasuk could simply say “this is the purity of the …..”? There is a 

well-known fact that when one speaks lashon hara he does himself a terrible disservice. All of his Torah and 

mitzvos get transferred over to the subject of his slander, and the speaker acquires all of the sins of the victim.  

However, once the speaker does teshuva and asks forgiveness from the subject of his words, then all of his 

mitzvos and Torah are returned to him. As it states in the pasuk “this is the Torah [which he had lost through 

his sin and which is returned to him] on the day of his purity”. 

Sanctification of the Kohen  

“There seems to be a contradiction in the pesukim . One time the metzora is brought to the Kohen (14:2) while in the next pasuk (14:3) it is 

written that the Kohen goes out to the metzora. The proper understanding of these verses is that it is really proper for the metzora to go to 

the kohen but since the metzora must remain in isolation; the Kohen must travel to see him. In deference to the Kohen’s honor, however 

as soon as he reaches the area where the metzora is staying, the Kohen stops walking and the metzora approaches him. We learn from 

here that there is special honor that is due to Kohanim. A story has been told which illustrates this concept. Once, R’Chaim Brisker and 

R’Zelig  the dayan of Brisk were walking toward a certain building in Brisk when  they happened to meet the Chofetz Chaim, who had come  

to speak to R’Chaim. As they approached the entrance there was a debate regarding who should enter the building first. The Chofetz 

Chaim said R’Chaim, as the Rav of the city should go first followed by R’Zeilg the city’s dayan. As a guest in town, the Chofetz Chaim felt he 

should enter last. R’Chaim, however, refused to go  before the Chofetz Chaim. After a few minutes of standing outside, R’Chaim said ‘I have 

the solution. You (Chofetz Chaim ) should go first, since you are a Kohen, then I will go because I am a Levi, then R’Zelig because he is a 

yisroel. 
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