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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Chulin 11a) suggests that we derive the concept of 
cur (majority rules) from the Parah Adumah, where the Torah 
says: ;rau… yjau, which tells us that just as the cow must be 
slaughtered whole, it also must be burned in its entirety while 
whole. Should we not be concerned that perhaps it is a Treifah 
with internal defects, and open it up to check ? It must be that we 
go with the cur, and most cows do not have signs of Treifah. Still, 
the Gemara concedes that wherever it is possible to check, one 
should check. However, the Mishna (Parah 4:3) states that if the 
Parah Adumah is skinned and cut up before burning, it is also 
valid, as derived from the Posuk which lists separately the parts to 
be burned – varp ,tu vrac ,tu vrug ,t. The Meforshim resolve 
this inconsistency by making the Gemara’s requirement (burned 
whole) Lechatchilah, and the Mishna’s (burned in sections), 
Bedieved. But if the Parah can be cut up, should it not be 
examined for Treifah signs, to comply with the rule of wherever it 
is possible to check, one should check ? Rashi states that the true 
source for following the cur   is a Halacha L’Moshe MiSinai, and 
as such, there is no need to check, even if possible. The Geonim 
disagree, based on the Gemara (ibid 3b) which states that we may 
rely that a Shochet does an adequate job of slaughtering an 
animal, because ohyjua cur know what they are doing. However, 
if the Shochet is available, he must be examined to ensure his 
expertise. If so, according to the Geonim, before one slaughters an 
animal, whether a Parah Adumah or any other, why shouldn’t the 
animal be placed in front of an X-Ray machine or Ultra Sound, to 
determine if it has any internal defects which would render it a 
Treifah, since today it is possible to do so ? The Rif comments 
that the rule of wherever it is possible to check one should check, 
only insists on checking where there is an indication of some 
concern – a potential t,ughr. If there is none, even according to 
the Geonim, the animal need not be checked.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would a Jew be allowed to return a lost item to its Jewish 
owner, but only if he is paid to do so ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When must one bypass a Shul and go to one which has more Mispallelim  ?)  
The Mishna Berurah (787:7) states that unless one attends a 
certain minyan regularly, on Purim he must seek out the Shul in 
his area with a large attendance, in order to fulfill both og curc 
and txhb hnuxrp. (See Shaarei Tziun 10)  

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one deposits something in his garbage can, and another person 
comes by and takes it from there, the original owner may not 
"change his mind" and demand it back, even if the garbage can 
was on his property. However, if the owner claims he made a 
mistake, thinking the item was worthless but it wasn't, his Hefker 
is invalid and he may reclaim it. (Mishna Halachos 7:267) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Taanis17a) states that a Kohen (today) who knows 
which Kohanim group he would be in and that his group would be 
called upon immediately on that day to serve in the Beis 
HaMikdash if it were suddenly rebuilt, may not drink wine on that 
day, as the Torah forbids a Kohen who has imbibed to serve in the 
Beis HaMikdash. Tosafos notes that he is disqualified only if he 
drank wine outside of his meals, because wine during a meal does 
not intoxicate. Toras Kohanim derives from the word ,uruvk that 
similarly, a Posek may not render a Halachic ruling if he has had 
wine to drink. The minimum amount of disqualifying wine in 
both cases is a ,hghcr (1/4 of a Lug), which raises the following 
question: a ,hghcr is not a very big amount, and many people can 
drink a ,hghcr several times and still be fully sober. Obviously, if 
someone is clearly drunk, no one would ask him to rule on a 
Halachic question, and if a Kohen, he would not be allowed to 
enter the Beis HaMikdash to do the Avodah. What then is the 
purpose of the ,hghcr amount ? It must be that even if not 
intoxicated, for a Kohen to enter the Beis HaMikdash with a 
,hghcr of wine in his belly is a lack of Kavod for the Beis 
HaMikdash, and to render a Halachic ruling after drinking a 
,hghcr is a disgrace to the Torah. If so, why should wine 
consumed during a meal not count, as Tosafos said, if intoxication 
is not the real issue ? The Mishna (Pesachim 117b) states that 
during the Seder, between the 3rd cup and 4th cup of wine, one 
many not drink more wine. The Rashbam cites a Yerushalmi 
which explains that if one drank between those 2 cups, he would 
become intoxicated and be unable to complete the Hallel. The 
Yerushalmi asks, is he not already drunk from having had the first 
3 cups, plus whatever else he drank during the meal ? The 
Yerushalmi answers that wine consumed before the iuzn does not 
intoxicate; only wine after the iuzn intoxicates. Assuming that 
since Birchas HaMazon is said over the 3rd cup that it does not 
belong to “after the iuzn” and will not intoxicate, how would a 
subsequent cup, consumed a moment later, be suddenly at risk to 
intoxicate ? Perhaps, it is because Birchas HaMazon itself 
provides the necessary Shemirah to render harmless and 
inconsequential any wine consumed in the meal before reciting it.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A prominent Yeshiva High School found that it had a cheating problem 
among the students, in the secular studies program. The Rosh 
HaYeshiva called all the students together and announced that the next 
boy caught cheating would be asked to leave the Yeshiva. One 
unfortunate bochur was caught, and told to leave. An older bochur 
asked the Mashgiach to intercede. The Mashgiach told him that in all 
likelihood he, the older bochur was probably to blame for what 
happened, since he had carefully decorated all his secular school books 
with the word vtum (excrement) in bright red, expressing his attitude 
towards secular studies. He could possibly afford such an attitude 
because he was bright. But the younger boy was less bright, and he 
could either study, cheat or fail. Apparently, he made the wrong choice. 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Sternberg family.  


