
N  

Vol 27 # 46              PLEASANT RIDGE NEWSLETTER                                   s”xc  
z”ga, A Kehilas Prozdor Publication 
 (c) 1990-2017 Rabbi Leibie Sternberg              (Monsey/Spring Valley Z’manim) asujv-hsuep-kvehu :,uharp 
 http://www.prozdor.com          Candles Mincha    Daf Yomi      Shachris     a”ezx 
                                                                                                                                     Friday       6:55                7:00                                                      9:58 
  vjnac ihcrn rst xbfban  Shabbos             1:45/6:55      6:15              9:00                                        9:57 
                                                                                                                                          Sunday                             7:05                                    8:00                        9:56 

 
 
:  
 
 
 

This issue is dedicated:   
hukv auchhk vsuvh r”c vfkn h,run hnt b”zku    ktuna r”c ctz irvt crv hrun hct b”zk    

Dedications ($18) and appreciations may be sent to: Kehilas Prozdor, 8 GreenHill Lane, Spring Valley, N.Y. 10977 (845) 354-7240 
As this contains Divrei Torah and partial Pesukim, it should be treated with proper respect, both during and after use 

ohhj cegh r”c ovrct b”zku     hukv ejmh r”c krgp b”zku     

 

IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Berachos  55a) states that a leader cannot be 
appointed over a community unless the community is consulted, 
and they agree to the appointment. This is derived from Moshe’s 
statement: ktkmc oac ‘s tre utr where the Gemara relates that 
after Hashem had selected Betzalel to supervise construction of 
the Mishkan, He asked Moshe if he approved, and then instructed 
him to ask for Bnei Yisroel’s approval. Bnei Yisroel’s response 
was that if Hashem and Moshe considered him worthy, then they 
would certainly approve. The Navi (ktuna 1:10:27) states that 
there were kghkc hbc (wicked people) who ridiculed and 
disapproved of Shaul’s appointment as king after Shmuel had 
presented him as Hashem’s choice. If their approval was sought 
but denied, why should they be deemed wicked ? The Or 
Avraham suggests that even with freedom of choice, to oppose 
Hashem’s selection is wicked. The Shulchan Aruch (j”ut 53:19) 
states that when appointing a Shliach Tzibur, even one dissenter 
(with a valid reason) can sometimes block the appointment. The 
Mishna Berurah (53) adds that today, ohcrv ubh,ubugc, because of 
an increase in vnak tka and Machlokes over nonsense, no Rav, 
Dayan or Chazan would ever receive unanimous community 
approval, so appointments may be made by the majority of paying 
members, or by the 7 elders of a community. The Rav Poalim 
(s”uh 4:26) was asked regarding a situation where a Tzedaka fund 
was administered by 2 Gabbaim. One Gabbai collected the 
money outside Eretz Yisroel, and the other Gabbai distributed it 
to the poor of Eretz Yisroel. Did both require community approval 
for their appointment ? The Rav Poalim ruled that the distributor 
Gabbai did, as he held a position of vrra in deciding who was to 
receive funds, similar to Betzalel who decided which gold and 
silver to accept, and what they would be used for, The collector 
Gabbai’s position was not, so approval for him was not required. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would one not “Klap” in the brocho of ubk jkx  at the 
words: ubtyj hf or ubgap hf ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(How would both be chhj if vrhcg rcsk jhka iht & the opposite if …ah ?)  
The Beis Shearim (j"ut 71) held that even if vrhcg rcsk jhka iht 
if one Shechts on Shabbos for another, the sender is also chhj from 
Shomayim and is deemed a Mumar for Chilul Shabbos. However, 
if we say vrhcg rcsk jhka ah, the Steipler suggests that the 
Shechitah is shared, making it similar to vutaga ohba (2 did what 
1 could) which leaves them both Potur.     

DIN'S CORNER:  
If someone is Machmir and prefers not to eat the meat of a certain 
butcher who has Rabbinic approval, he may indulge this 
preference in private. However, once he has accepted an 
invitation from one who will serve him the meat he seeks to 
avoid, he should eat it, to prevent vcht. Particularly if Gedolei 
Torah eat there, his reluctance in front of them may make him 
liable for Niduy. (Daas Torah 63:2) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Nazir 23a) states that if two people roast a Korban 
Pesach, and one eats it vumn oak (to fulfill the mitzvah) while the 
other eats it as an vxd vkhft (in a gluttonous manner on a full 
stomach), the one who ate vumn oak is called a ehsm while the 
other is called a gar. Resh Lakish questions how we can consider 
him a gar; did he not fulfill the mitzvah, albeit in a less than 
perfect manner ? Tosafos notes that it appears from here that a 
gluttonous eating is still deemed an eating capable of fulfilling a 
mitzvah, despite a Gemara (Yoma 80b) which says that if one ate 
as a glutton on Yom Kippur (evening after having eaten his fill 
beforehand) he is ruyp, because such an act is deemed injurious. 
Tosafos therefore distinguishes between an vxd vkhft where one 
is so full that he is revolted by food, such as in the instance of 
Yom Kippur, versus where he is full enough that he is not desirous 
of food, but can still enjoy it somewhat, such as in the case of 
Pesach. Since the Gemara (Pesachim 70a) states that one should 
eat the Korban Chagigah first so that the Korban Pesach is eaten 
gcuav kg, we see that one is to be full when eating the Korban 
Pesach, or rather that the Korban Pesach is what should fill us. 
Therefore, the conditions under which one eats the Korban 
Pesach are specifically where he has eaten until nearly full, but 
not so much that the thought of more food is nauseating to him. 
The ovrctk sxj applies this to the statement in the Hagadah: 
jxphu h,hh lhrms kf kufhhu h,hh ihpfs kf – all who are hungry should 
come and eat, so that they will reach the point of near-satiation 
before eating the Korban Pesach; all who are in need of only the 
Korban Pesach, since they have already eaten their fill, should 
come immediately and partake of the Korban.   

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
On New York’s lower east side lived a man named Brody, in whose 
home R’ Elchanan Wasserman HYD used to stay when visiting New 
York. R’ Tuvia Goldstein ZTL once asked Mr. Brody what interesting 
custom or behavior of R’ Elchanan he had witnessed. Mr. Brody replied 
that R’ Elchanan would remove all money and coins from his pockets 
when entering a bathroom because they were inscribed with the words: 
In God We Trust. R’ Tuvia asked R’ Moshe Feinstein ZTL if this was 
necessary and R’ Moshe replied that in his opinion, it was a mitzvah to 
keep the money in one’s pocket as the word God referred to Shituf  
which should be treated like Avodah Zarah. A discussion then ensued to 
determine if “In God” really referred to Hashem, and the word “Lord” 
referred to the Shituf, or that God also referred to Shituf. It was decided 
that this question would be presented to the local priest who lived in the 
area. The priest spent several days studying the issue in his libraries but 
could not answer it. He recommended that the question be put to 
Cardinal Spellman, but inquiries indicated that it would be three months 
before an audience with the Cardinal could be arranged, so the urgency 
slowly dissipated. R’ Tuvia himself made sure that starting then, he 
carried whatever money he had in a double-wrapped pocket.   
P.S. Sholosh Seudos is sponsored by the Sternberg family.  


