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News This Week
aeh lfn

Mazel Tov to Ben and Shoshana First on the birth their daughter, Temima
Mazel Tov to David and Chani Steinberg on the birth of a granddaughter
to Shaul and Deena Steinberg in London

Chaim Aruchim

We wish Chaim Aruchim to the following who have Yahrtzeit this week:
Tues, 15th Sivan - Malcolm Fagleman for his father
Tues, 15th Sivan - David Steinberg for his father
Weds, 16th Sivan - Angela Addleman for her mother
Thurs, 17th Sivan - Michael Lewin for his father

Who Are The Ones Hashem Is blessing As A Result
Of The Priestly Blessings?		
Jonathan Grosskopf
In Gemarah Chulin 49A, there is an argument between Rabbi Yishmael and
Rabbi Akiva as to whom Posuk 27, Perek 6 in Parshas Naso refers to regarding
Hashem blessing them?
Rabbi Yishmael contends that as Hashem instructs the Kohanim to bless
Bnei Yisroel and as they use one of HIS holiest names to do so, Hashem
consequently will agree to their blessings of B’nei Yisroel by rewarding the
priests and blessing them with those self-same blessings first!
There is a rule that if someone prays for somebody else but also needs the
same divine blessing, he is answered first before his companion.
The definitive proof of this statement is the juxtaposition of Posuk 18, Perek
20, followed by Posuk 1, Perek 21, where Rashi states his dictum that Sarah
gave birth to Yitzchak before the wives of Elimelech gave birth.
Da’as Zekeinim, Tosefos, brings another proof to Rabbi Yishmael and quotes
Midrash Tanchumah on Posuk 3, Perek 12 in Parshas Lech Lecha, where
Hashem tells Avram that anyone who blesses him will themselves receive a
divine blessing for having blessed Avram and the reverse is also true!
Midrash Tanchuma explains that Hashem told Avram that he would have
descendants of the holy tribe of Levi’im, of which the holiest section, the
Kohanim, would bless B’nei Yisroel; Avram’s descendants. Avram wanted
to know who would bless the priestly blessers? Hashem answered that He
would bless them.
Rabbi Akiva argues with Rabbi Yishmael and says that Hashem instructs the
Kohanim to bless B’nei Yisroel and are rewarded for their action by keeping
a positive divine commandment, apparently nothing; more. As they use His
holy name to bless B’nei Yisroel, Hashem agrees with the Kohanic blessings,
and He then blesses B’nei Yisroel (Sifra on Posuk 27, Perek 6, Parshas Naso).
Gur Aryeh posits that the Kohanim bless B’nei Yisroel to fulfil a divine
commandment, and as a result of performing this commandment with love
to all of B’nei Yisroel, they are directly blessed by Hashem.
The Mizrachi disagrees and opines that B’nei Yisroel could say that they do
not want their divine blessings to be dependent on the whims of the priests;
meaning that if a priest has a positive motive to want to bless B’nei Yisroel,
the blessing will happen, and if he/they have a negative mindset then the
blessing will not occur.
Consequently, Hashem states in Posuk 27 that He will bless B’nei Yisroel
whatever the mindset of the blessing priests!

For Him the Bell Tolls

Rabbi Mordechai Kamenetzky (Torah.org)

There is a verse in this week’s portion which seems to have a misplaced
possesive. But on closer analysis every noun and pronoun lend powerful
meaning. “And every portion of Holies that the Children of Israel bring to a
Kohen shal be his. A man’s holies shall be his, and what he gives to a kohen

shall be his” (Numbers 5:9-10). The question is obvious: if the holies shall be
his then why are they the Kohen’s; and if they are the Kohen’s, as the Torah
tells us, then why are they his?
Rashi sheds some light by explaining the verse with a Medrash: The man who
gives to a Kohen shall surely not lose, as whatever he gives shall ultimately
be returned they will be his. On the other hand, one who wants to keep
his holies, they shall be his. The only properties left to him shall be the small
percent that he was supposed to allot to the Kohen. That is what will be his.
These two diverse explications seem in contradiction. Does what he gives
to the Kohen remain “his” or does only what he want to keep remain “his”?
How does the word “his” play two different roles, one telling us of fortune,
the other of adversity?
Many years ago, my father told me the following story: Before the turn of the
century, Reb Dovid, a talented worker, decided that he had had enough of
the shtetl. There was no money to be made, and he decided to travel to
America in search of even a small fragment of the fabled streets that were
paved with gold.
Before he set off, he appointed his friend, Yankel, a prominent businessman,
to receive the monies that would soon be pouring in from his successful
overseas ventures. After taking a small fee for his services, Yankel would
deliver the remaining money to the man’s family. “How much should I take,
and how much should I give your wife?” asked Yankel. The America-bound
traveler put his full faith in the friend and simply told him to use his own
discretion.
After a few months, Dovid’s efforts began to bear fruit, and he sent a
respectable sum of money to Yankel’s bank account in Kovno to be
distributed to his wife and family. Yankel, however, had different plans. He
kept almost the entire sum for himself, while allotting only a fraction of the
cash to Dovid’s wife and family. They, in turn, dejectedly, falsely assumed that
Dovid was still not able to make ends meet.
A few months went by and Dovid’s wife received a letter from him assuring
her that things were going well and soon he would be able to move the
entire family to the United States. “Meanwhile,” he concluded, “I am sure that
the sums you are receiving enable you to live in extreme comfort.” Dovid’s
wife was flabbergasted. She had hardly received enough to feed her family!
She ran to the Kovno Rav, Rabbi Isaac Elchonon Spector, and cried her heart
out. “Yankel is cheating us! My husband is sending him a fortune, but he is
giving us a pittance!”
Immediately, the Rav summoned Yankel to his study, “Is it true,” asked Rabbi
Spector, “that you were supposed to give the monies received to Dovid’s
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wife?”
“Yes,” the man declared smugly. “But I was allowed to take my fair share.”
And what were you supposed to give her?” the rabbi asked, almost
incredulously.
“Dovid told me, ‘Give her what you want.’ So,” he continued, a broad smirk
on his face, “I took 90 percent of the money and gave her what I wanted. And
that was 10 percent.”
Immediately Rabbi Spector stood up and asked the man to repeat himself.
“Can you repeat yourself? What did Reb Dovid tell you to give her?”
“He told me to give her exactly what I want.”
“Good,” declared Rabbi Spector, knowing fully what Dovid’s true intention
was.
“As Rabbi of Kovno, I command you to give her the ninety percent portion
that you had kept for yourself.”
“But why?” stammered the man.
“Because that is exactly what you want. You are to give her exactly what you
wanted!”
The Torah tells us that a man whose holies are to him will remain his. There
are many Heavenly ways to delineate what a man is meant to receive. The
words “will belong to him” may ring with plenty or with poverty. If one’s eyes
are filled with greed then only his holies will be his. The tithe becomes his
only want and Hashem assures him that that is what he will get But if he gives
with generosity than what he gives shall be his in addition to what he already
has. Because the One who interprets man’s heart interprets the verse. He fills
the meaning in accordance with the man’s intent. And then He interprets the
reward.

Buy Low, Sell High 		

Rabbi Yisroel Ciner (Torah.org)

This week we read the parsha of Naso. Amongst the different topics
discussed is the issue of Nazir, which is explained beautifully by the S’forno.
“A man or a woman ki yaflee {that will utter} the vow of a Nazzarite, l’azeer
{to separate himself} for Hashem. [6:2]”
The S’forno explains that ý’yaflee’ means to separate. A person who wants to
separate himself from the empty and trivial pursuit of this world’s pleasures
takes on this oath of a Nazir. By doing so he separates himself from some of
the common pleasures, thus designating himself to Hashem and allowing a
greater focus on the study of Torah and the emulation of His ways.
“From wine and intoxicating beverages he shall abstain. [6:3]”
Fasting would diminish his strength and ability to fully serve Hashem.
Abstention from wine, however, helps to diminish one’s desires without
sapping one’s strength.
“All of the days of his being a Nazir, no razor shall come upon his head. [6:5]”
By doing so, one puts aside all thoughts of superficial, outer appearances.
“All of the days of his separation for Hashem, he shall not come near to a
dead person. [6:6]”
Similar to a Kohen Gadol, he shall not defile his holiness by coming in contact
with dead people.
The passuk then seems to state some unnecessary facts. “To his father, to his
mother, to his brother, to his sister, he shall not defile himself for them when
they die. [6:7]”
Why was it necessary to forbid the defilement to these family members
when the previous passuk stated clearly that he cannot defile himself through
contact with any dead?
The Talmud [Brachos 19B, Tosafos V’l’achoso] explains what is learned from
each of these seemingly extra restrictions: ‘Father’–the Nazir can’t tend to the
burial of a father but must tend to the burial of a ‘mais mitzvah’.
‘Mother’–the Nazir can’t tend to the burial of a mother but, even if he’s both
a Nazir and a Kohen {priest who also has burial restrictions}, he must tend to
the burial of a ‘mais mitzvah.’
‘Brother’–the Nazir can’t tend to the burial of a brother but, even if he’s both
a Nazir and a Kohen Gadol, he must tend to the burial of a ‘mais mitzvah.’
‘Sister’–the Nazir can’t tend to the burial of a sister but, even if he’s both a
Nazir and a Kohen Gadol who is on the way to bringing his Pesach sacrifice or
to circumcise his son, he must tend to the burial of a ‘mais mitzvah.’
Upon death, the body is reduced to its purely physical state. However, being
that it had housed and worked in tandem with the soul, the Torah goes to
great lengths to ensure that it will be afforded the respect of a proper burial.
The Chofetz Chaim relates this concept to certain mitzvos {commandments}
or certain sections of Torah study that are also lying in neglect. They stand
before Hashem, demanding that He tend to their indignity. If a person will
come along and ‘adopt’ that mitzvah or section of Torah, putting his efforts
into its performance or its study, how great is his merit before Hashem.

The Vilna Gaon compares it to merchandise that is presently selling for a very
low price but will soon shoot up in price. Buy low, sell high. The Torah and
mitzvos are easily accessible now and the time will come when nothing else
will be worth anything near it.
Looking at this Chofetz Chaim, I thought to myself that, in our generation, we
have a different ‘mais mitzvah’ parallel that we can draw. We tragically have
many, many ‘chai {live} mitzvos’–so many young people who feel estranged
from the religious environment that they might have been brought up in. They
feel rejected, as if no one wants to tend to them. So many just need a kind
word or even a kind look to start on the return path..
Imagine the appreciation that a parent feels to someone who takes the time,
interest and effort to help their child reconnect to Hashem and Judaism.
The passuk teaches: “Banim atem l’Hashem Elokaichem {You are the sons of
Hashem your G-d}. [Devarim 14:1]” Every single one of us is a dear child of
Hashem. Many are in need of reconnecting and there is so much that every
individual can do, keeping in mind his or her limitations.
I spent a Shabbos in NY a few months ago and phoned an old talmid
{student} on Friday, leaving a message where I would be for Shabbos and
inviting him over. This boy had had a very turbulent year in Israel with some
serious family and personal issues and was no longer observant. I was thrilled
when he did come over and we had a great time shooting the breeze for a
while. When I saw that it was nearing time for the afternoon prayers I offered
to walk him back to his apartment. We looked like a pretty strange pair, I in my
Shabbos gear and he in far more casual attire, his earring glinting in the sun. I
noted out loud how everyone who passed wished us a good Shabbos. He
noted that on the way over to me, without my accompaniment, no one had
greeted him…
We reached his apartment; spoke a short while longer and then it was time
for me to go to synagogue. “I’ll walk you over,” he offered, “but don’t ask me
to go inside and pray.” I readily agreed to his terms and we made our way
over to the synagogue. Before entering, I mentioned that, after the services,
they serve a nice meal that I’d be staying for. If he wanted, he could either
wait outside until after the prayers or come inside, not pray and then join me
for the meal. He agreed, accompanied me inside, did join in the prayers and
then stayed for the meal.
During the meal, everyone acted in a very friendly way. Every warm greeting
was greatly appreciated. Unfortunately, those who tried to take it further
without really knowing how to deal with such situations only added to the
awkwardness. It became so clear to me that everyone (keeping in mind their
limitations) can help out tremendously.
“Banim atem l’Hashem Elokaichem {You are the sons of Hashem your G-d}.
[Devarim 14:1]” - Let’s treat everybody that way.

The Flavor That’s Forever

Mordechai Dixler (Torah.org)

Mayer Amschel Rothschild of Frankfurt, Germany was the Eighteenth Century
founder of the famed Rothschild dynasty. A guest in his home once inquired,
with much chutzpah, “How much are you worth?” In reply, Rothschild took
out a ledger with the word ‘Charity’ on it and started to sum up the figures.
The surprised visitor exclaimed, “Perhaps you didn’t understand my question.
I asked you what you have, not what you have given away.”
Rothschild smiled and replied, “I understood you perfectly well. When I die,
I will leave all my material wealth behind. The only thing that I will be able to
take with me is the merit of that which I have given away. Consequently, all
that I really possess is that which I give.” (Quoted from Rabbi Ephraim Mirvis,
Chief Rabbi of the UK)
Each individual was obligated by the Torah to give tithes from his crop to
the Kohanim, the priests, and the Levites. The Torah says, “each man, his holy
things shall be his” [Num. 5:10]. This verse refers the giver’s right to choose
which individuals will receive his gifts. But these same words, says Rabbi
Israel Meir Kagan zt”l (the Chofetz Chaim), can be understood to say that the
only things we truly own are our holy deeds. No business investments have
a guaranteed profit, and certainly not an eternal profit. Profits from spiritual
investments, however, are both guaranteed and eternal.
A group of teenage boys were visiting Rabbi Avraham Schorr of Flatbush, a
renowned lecturer and teacher. Rabbi Schorr wanted to give them a sense
of the eternal value of a Mitzvah, one of G-d’s commandments. So he asked
them: “Think about the pleasure, the sense of satisfaction, you had a year ago
from eating a juicy piece of steak, or any other delicious meal. Now think
about the pleasure and satisfaction you had a year ago after helping an old
person cross the street. Which pleasure do you still feel today?”
Thus, even in this world, our own experience in holy endeavors testifies to
this truth: it is spiritual investments that have the most lasting gains.
Let us prioritize our spiritual pursuits in both Mitzvah observance and Torah
study, so that we may then look forward to enjoying their everlasting benefits.
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