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Mazel Tov to Dean and Susan Kaye on the birth of a grandson to Yaakov 
and Sarah Hibbert and also the birth of a grandson to Avrohom and 
Chana Sinclair in Israel. 
Mazel Tov to Zvi Wieder, parents Eli and Adina and grandparents 
Stephen and Penina on the occasion of his Bar Mitzvah this Shabbos.

Chaim Aruchim
We wish Chaim Aruchim to Rabbi YY Katz who has yahrtzeit for his 
mother on Thursday 24th Iyyar.

News This Week
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1st Mincha & Kabbolas Shabbos
- Candle Lighting
2nd Mincha & Kabbolas Shabbos
-  Candle Lighting
Shacharis - Hashkomo
2nd Shacharis 
y"w onf seq
Mincha
Motzei Shabbos
Sun
Mon / Thurs
Tues / Wed / Fri
Mincha & Maariv
Late Maariv

 
6.45pm
Not before 7.04pm
7.30pm
7.39pm - 7.55pm
7.30am
9.30am
9.20am
2.00pm / 6.00pm / 8.33pm
9.38pm
7.15am / 8.20am / 9.30am
6.45am / 7.10am / 8.00am
6.45am / 7.20am / 8.00am
7.45pm
10.00pm

Davening Times

To Move The World   Rabbi Label Lam (Torah.org)
And HASHEM said to Moshe: ‘Say to the Kohanim, the sons of Aaron, and 
you shall say to them: “To a (dead) person he shall not become impure 
among his people…”‘ (Vayikra 21:1)
Say to the Kohanim…and you shall say to them: The Torah uses the double 
expression of “say” followed by “and you shall say” to caution the adults 
with regard to the minors. (Rashi)
The Kohanim were placed in a lofty position not just to be admired or to 
enjoy a protected status but rather to serve as role models of excellence. 
They were therefore  were entrusted with many extra responsibilities and 
Mitzvos to protect the holy ideal they represented. That’s not the entirety 
of their job. Teaching and teaching by example is a steep challenge and a 
profound responsibility.
I find myself in a stunned state after having finished reading the newly 
published Artscroll biography of Rav Yosef Yoizel Horowitz the Alter of 
Novardok. He was not just an example of a excellence that was to be 
admired from a distance. He installed the fire of his personality and his 
commitment to certain unswerving values deep into the hearts of his 
students and his student’s students all over Europe and deep into Russia. 
It’s well documented that the people who stood in the shadow of the 
Alter of Novardok were amongst the most courageous, and resilient, and 
principled individuals that endured the horrors the aggressive atheism 
of the Bolsheviks and the horrors of the Nazis. Many emerged unbroken 
and went on to continue the work of their Rebbe’s Rebbe, brushing off all 
that dust of death and getting back to the business building Yeshivas and 
spreading the light and life of Torah. How did he do it?!
I know that I am saying nothing new, but I have always felt that the goal of 
good education is to create a “KLI RISHON” – A primary vessel. In the Laws 
of Shabbos and the Laws of Kashrus there is a status of a first vessel. That’s 
the one on the fire that’s cooking and boiling. When hot water is poured 
into a cup then that cup is a secondary vessel. Some of the original heat 
has dissipated. When that same water is transferred again then even more 
of the heat is lost, and so it continues until it’s tepid and eventually the 
temperature of the room in which it’s found.  If a child or a student of any 
age is taught not just “what to think” but “how to think” then they stand a 
better chance of becoming a new primary heat source. The Alter managed 
to inspire many who themselves would become and create others who 
would become a KLI RISHON. How?!
One of the secrets weapons in his curriculum was the instilling of an 
unending appetite for MUSSAR, reading ethical works that encourage 
constant self inspection and continuous growth.
One of those prime sources of MUSSAR was the Mesilas Yesharim from the 
Ramchal. In the first line he spells out the secret of enduring success in this 
world and the next, in other words, “what makes great people great?” He 
writes, “The foundation of piety and the root of perfect service [of G-d] is 

for a man to clarify and come to realize as truth what is his obligation in his 
world and to what he needs to direct his gaze and his aspiration in all that 
he toils all the days of his life.”
Maybe I can help explain these words from an odd source. Archimedes the 
famous Greek mathematician, engineer, and inventor famously said,  “Give 
me a lever long enough and a fulcrum on which to place it and I shall move 
the world.”  There are great implications to this statement. A lever long 
enough is a steely resolve based on a clear vision that stretches from the 
beginning of history till the end of time and beyond this world. A fulcrum 
can be any current challenge, be it small or large, private or public. In the 
overcoming of that challenge we will have changed improved ourselves 
and changed the world.  All of life then is a test of the heart, a measure of 
the length and the strength of that lever.
His own occupation  with the study of Mussar served as an example and 
source of inspiration for  his students, giving them tools to deepen their 
vision and to strengthen their resolve to stay strong in face of ferocious 
opposition and to move the world.

Chinuch Begins at Home          Rabbi Yissocher Frand (Torah.org)
Parshas Emor begins with the pasuk: “Hashem said to Moshe: ‘Say to the 
Kohanim, sons of Aharon, and you shall say to them: to a (dead) person 
he shall not become impure among his people.” [Vayikra 21:1]. There is a 
redundancy in this pasuk in terms of the verb “to speak” (Emor). If first says 
“Emor el haKohanim” (speak to the Kohanim) and then “v’Amarta aleihem” 
(and say to them). The repetitious “and say to them” could have simply been 
eliminated.
The Gemara [Yevamos 114a], cited by Rashi here, derives the fact that the 
elders (gedolim) must warn the minors (ketanim) to observe these laws (of 
priests not becoming contaminated through contact with the dead) from 
that pasuk. This is one of three places where the Torah tells us that not only 
is an adult commanded to do a mitzvah or prohibited from transgressing an 
aveirah, but the parents of little Kohanim have a responsibility to make sure 
that they too should not become impure (tameh).
The other two places where the Torah teaches such a lesson are not places 
where this derivation is based on a redundancy in Scripture. For instance, 
with the halacha of Sheratzim (forbidden reptiles and creeping creatures) 
where the pasuk [Vayikra 11:42] says “Lo Tochlum” the Gemara’s exegesis is 
“Lo Ta-achilum” (rather than “Do not eat”, the pasuk implies “Do not feed” as 
well), applying this law not only to Sheratzim, but to all kinds of forbidden 
foods.
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The third place where we have such a teaching is the pasuk “…Any soul 
from you shall not consume blood…” [Vayikra 17:12] where the Talmud 
again teaches “This implies that the adults must warn the children not to 
violate this prohibition.”
Rav Zalman Sorotzkin in his sefer, Oznaim La’Torah asks an interesting 
question: We see it is possible to teach this principle that “adults must 
warn their minor children” without resorting to redundancies. This was the 
case with forbidden foods and the consumption of blood. Why, by the 
prohibition of Tumas Kohanim, where the father needs to make sure that 
his young Kohen son also does not become ritually impure – is it necessary 
to articulate this detail with the redundant expression “Emor el haKohanim 
v’Amarta …”?
Rav Zalman Sorotzkin answers with a great truth of life. When raising children, 
as we all know, there are two main influences – the parents and “the street”. 
Parents try to inculcate and educate their children with the right values – the 
dos and the don’ts of how to behave. Society (“the street”), however, also 
has an undeniable influence on children. The main influence little children 
receive is from their parents. But as soon as the children become a little 
older and they start going to school, the parents are no longer their only 
influence. As soon as children mature a bit and become subject to peer 
influence and peer pressure, this too has a tremendous influence on them. 
In short, two things shape a child: (1) His home, his father and mother; and 
(2) His surroundings and environment.
Rav Zalman Sorotzkin says that when the street and the environment and the 
peers are teaching the same lesson as the parents, the Chinuch (education) 
the children receive at home is reinforced in the street and in the external 
environment. In such a case, the chances of being successful with the 
Chinuch of children is greatly increased. The children will not be hearing 
“mixed messages.” The parents are not saying one thing while the street says 
another. On the other hand, if someone’s society, class, or set friends have 
different values then parents will be fighting a very difficult war. Parents say 
one thing and the street says another.
The only way to combat this, says Rav Zalman Sorotzkin, is “Emor, v’Amarta” 
– redoubling our efforts, reinforcement of our words. A person’s Chinuch 
efforts vis a vis his children will not be reinforced by a society of peers who 
have different rules to play by. He points out that the father of a Kohen has a 
much more difficult task than the father of a Levi or the father of a Yisroel. The 
father of a Kohen tells his son “You need to keep the mitzvos“, “You need to 
keep Shabbos“, “You need to eat Kosher“. The street also says that. All the 
children keep Shabbos. All the children eat Kosher. The father tells his son 
“You cannot speak Lashon HaRah“. All the children’s parents tell them not to 
speak Lashon HaRah.
However, it is different by “Tumas Kohanim“. If the father tells his son “You 
cannot play ball near the cemetery”, all the other children are playing ball 
near the cemetery. So, by the prohibition of Kohanim to come into contact 
with death-impurity, the “street” does not preach the same values as the 
Kohen. When someone has an eight-year-old child and everybody else is 
playing near the cemetery, the child will be under significant peer pressure 
to join his friends in their games. What is he going to do – tell his 8-year-old 
friends “I cannot go. I am a Kohen?”
There, says Rav Zalman Sorotzkin, the father needs to more forceful with his 
Chinuch. Therefore, the Torah here says “Emor…v’Amarta…” — to teach that 
the parents must emphasize an added level of education and explanation 
with their children. When the lesson is not going to be reinforced in the 
street, it is up to the parent to tell his son (Emor) and then to repeat it once 
again (v’Amarta).
Rav Isaac Bernstein, z”l, takes this lesson of Rav Zalman Sorotzkin one step 
further.
Rav Yaakov Kamenetsky makes an interesting observation in his sefer: The 
Torah says “If the daughter of a man who is a Kohen will be defiled through 
having illicit relations, she defiles her father – she will be consumed by the 
fire.” [Vayikra 21:9]. A Kohen’s daughter who commits adultery – be it as a 
married woman or even as an halachically “engaged” woman – her death 
penalty is more intense than others who commit adultery. Whereas others 
receive “Chenek” (strangulation) for this crime, she receives “Sereifah” 
(forced drinking of molten lead).
The Torah gives the reason for this stringency for a Kohen’s daughter:”For she 
has profaned her father.”Not only is she committing a sexual crime, but she 
is also defaming her own father.
Rav Yaakov quotes the Gemarah [Succah 56b] which states that the Priestly 
Family of Bilgah was punished.. When the Lechem Hapanim (Show Breads) 
were divided among the Kohanim, between the “Mimshmar” that was 
coming in and the “Mishmar” that was leaving, the Chachomim posed certain 
penalties and fines on the House of Bilgah. The Talmud explains that a Miriam 

from the house of Bilgah became an apostate. She married a Greek officer. 
When the Greeks entered the Bais HaMikdash, she went to the Mizbayach 
and began kicking it with her sandal. She yelled “You wolf, you wolf! How 
long will you consume the money of Israel and not stand with them in their 
time of need. The Temple service is a sham. People bring sacrifices. It is a 
waste of their money. You don’t help them when they need it.”
When the Sages heard about this incident, they fined the entire family of 
Bilgah and enacted the penalties against them, as mentioned in the Talmud. 
The Gemara asks why the rest of the family should be penalized for the 
sin of the daughter. Abaye explains – that this was in fact an appropriate 
punishment because that which a child says in the street, he or she must 
have heard at home from either his father or mother. Someone in the family 
must have been complaining about the fact that the Jews were bringing 
sacrifices and they were not getting proper “payback” from Heaven. They 
spend a fortune – what do they get out of it? The daughter did not invent 
this expression on her own. It was something she picked up at home. So far, 
we have been quoting from the Talmud [Succah 56b].
Rav Yaakov Kamenetsky makes an interesting observation: This halacha – “her 
father she defiles” and this incident involving the punishment of the family 
of Miriam daughter of Bilgah – is a phenonium that only exists by daughters! 
By sons, there is not such a concept of “his father he defiles”, no matter 
how mischievous or how off the track he may be! Similarly, a young girl who 
was illicit during her engagement (na’arah ha’meorassah) is “stoned by her 
father’s home.” Here again, this is only by a daughter. She shames her father 
and is punished by the entrance to his home. Why do we not find a similar 
phenomenon by sons?
Rav Yaakov answers that this is because in Biblical times (and up until recent 
history), the only chinuch (education) that a girl received was in the home. 
There was no “street”. There was no external environment from which she 
might learn. Think about it –- girls did not go to school! “The honor of the 
daughter of the King is inward.” [Tehillim 45:14] They spent their time at 
home. Therefore, if the daughter of a Kohen has illicit relations or speaks in 
a coarse fashion – it came from something she picked up at home. She has 
defamed her father! The parents are the clear culprits in her less than perfect 
upbringing. She did not pick this up at school or while playing baseball on 
the street. Girls grew up in a hermetically sealed environment called “home.”
In the Laws of Nesias Kapayim (the Priestly Blessing), it says “There are 
those who say that for a Kohen who has a daughter who converted or who 
engaged in illicit relations, there no longer exists on obligation (on Israelites) 
to honor him.” In other words, this daughter has “profaned her father” and he 
loses part of his stature as a Kohen. The Ramo cites this from the Mordechai. 
The Mordechai lived in the 1400s. In that era, if a girl came to convert or 
become sexually immoral, the likely source of the problem was from the 
home!
And yet, my friends, the Mishna Berura comments: “The later authorities 
(Achronim) write that nowadays we do not invalidate a Kohen for the 
apostasy or immorality of his daughter.” Why not? It is because perhaps in 
Biblical times and perhaps even in the time of the Rishonim such as the 
Mordechai in the 1400s, the parents could invariably be blamed for the 
how their daughter turned out.Today, the situation has changed.There are 
currently too many outside influences – even for girls – to place all the blame 
on what goes on in her parents’ home.The influence of the “street” was once 
limited only to sons.Today it impacts daughters as well.
I have one last observation from the Satmar Rav on the previously cited 
Gemara. The Gemara related the incident involving Miriam, daughter of Bilga, 
who converted and married one of the Greek officers. She married a Gentile 
and then verbally attacked the Mizbayach: “Lukas, Lukas.” She called the 
Mizbayach a money-waster. For this, her father’s family was punished.
The Satmar Rav asks:Is this what did her in?For calling the Mizbayach a 
money-waster we throw the book at her and her family?What about the 
fact that she had previously converted?What about the fact that she had 
previously married a Gentile?Something is wrong with this picture!
The Satmar Rav made a very thought-provoking point: For her conversion 
and for her intermarriage, the parents cannot be entirely blamed. Sometimes 
a girl falls in love with a handsome and charming young man of another 
faith – it happens, Heaven Forbid. If she leaves Yiddishkeit? That is not 
necessarily the parents’ fault. But “Lukas, Lukas! How much longer are you 
going to needlessly consume the money of the Jews?” That is something 
she picked up at home. A young girl does not pick up such a mantra on her 
own. It came from her parents!
We cannot necessarily blame the parents for the other things – as horrible 
and as tragic as they are. But the vulgar speech, the blasphemy, a child’s 
attitude about the Holy Mizbayach – that must have come from the home 
and for that, the entire family is fined.


