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Subject Weekly Parsha from Rabbi Berel Wein

Jerusalem Post :: Friday, June 25, 2010
THE LONG GAME :: Rabbi Berel Wein

A number of my grandchildren petitioned me to take them to a baseball
game while | was in the New York area. The game was played at the new
Yankee Stadium, a large and imposing structure if there ever was one.
Since | am an incurable doting grandfather and baseball expert, | readily
agreed to their request and we all went to the stadium to watch the game.

I have often felt that baseball has many life-like metaphoric qualities to it. It
is a game of great skill and enormous frustration. An athlete that is
successful only thirty percent of the time is considered to be a star in this
game. It is a game of nuances and subtleties, of inches either way and of
unexpected and unpredictable events that form no pattern. It is also a game
that has no time limitation to it.

The actual game usually takes close to three hours to finish though it can be
shorter and many times is considerably longer. Unlike other sports, this one
does not operate under the tyranny of the clock. It has its own constantly
changing rhythm and pace. It is a slow game with intermittent eruptions of
excitement.

The baseball season is a long one — at least twice as long as any of the other
major professional sports. It is a sport that rewards individual excellence but
demands team play. In all of these qualities it certainly mimics life itself
and, perhaps, that is its greatest appeal as a spectator sport.

The game | attended was not a particularly exciting or well-played one. But
my grandchildren thoroughly enjoyed themselves so | was more than
satisfied. A grandparent must always be able to show a lighter side of one’s
self to one’s future generations. In our current world this is called bonding.
Though | was watching the game, my mind was wandering off to more
weighty matters. The ability to sit through a long game in order to arrive at
a final result is what lies at the heart of many issues in our personal and

national lives. We crave instant decisions and immediate clarity. “Now” is
the imperative word in many segments of our society.

My grandchildren have taught me never to leave the game until it is
officially ended no matter how lopsided the score may appear at earlier on.
The famous fable regarding the hare and the tortoise applies not only to
baseball games but to all of life itself. King Solomon phrased it correctly
when he wrote that the race is not always to the swift.

The current issues that plague the Jewish world could stand a longer view.
The role of the Israeli Supreme Court in religious matters, if it should have
any role at all, needs long term perspective and not case by case
provocations. So does a deeper understanding of the place of religion in a
secular “Jewish democratic state.” The spinning-its-wheels peace process,
with the numerous two state solutions advocated but never capable of being
implemented over the past ninety years, bears a longer perspective as to its
current practicality or viability.

Life generally and Jewish life particularly is a very long game. Until the
game is truly over, so to speak, we really cannot accurately assess winners
and losers, wise policies and foolish decisions, hasty actions and truly
measured responses. And since, like baseball, these issues have no known
time constraints, it is obvious that we are in for a very long game.

Since our life span is certainly limited and finite there is a natural tendency
for humans to be in a hurry. We make all sorts of grandiose plans and
predictions — Five Year Plans and the like — about a future of which we are
completely ignorant. We forget that the law of unintended consequences is
omnipresent in our lives, both personally and nationally. We are impatient
for the game to end; having lost the childhood wonder at simply observing
what is taking place before our eyes, no matter what the apparent score may
be at the given moment.

Jewish life with all of its thrills and excitement, boredom and tiredness,
improbabilities and constants, is a very long game. Viewing it from this
perspective can help one achieve a more sanguine view in our lives. As the
great baseball sage, Yogi Berra, once commented: “It ain’t over until it’s
over!”

Shabat shalom.

From Destiny Foundation/Rabbi Berel Wein <info@jewishdestiny.com>
Weekly Parsha :: BALAK :: Rabbi Berel Wein

The Torah has great relevance to all current events. It is not a book of
history but it is rather a book about humankind — its greatness and evil,
wisdom and creativity and its pettiness and foolishness. This week’s parsha
allows itself to be read in the context of our current world and perhaps,
most acutely, in the relationship of the Jewish people and the State of Israel
to their adversaries and to the world generally.

The Jewish people under the leadership of Moshe have fought a number of
wars against enemies - Amalek, The Emorites, the Canaanites, the king of
Bashan, etc. - and emerged victorious in all of these physical encounters.
The king of Moab, Balak, afraid to confront Israel directly again in open
battle, devises a new strategy to destroy the Jewish nation. He hires a media
expert, Bilaam, to conduct a public relations campaign against the right of
the Jewish people to exist. He reasons that though they may not be defeated
in war, they can be cursed in the eyes of the world.

To put Bilaam into our terms and times, he is the UN, rights commissions,
the European Union, blockade breakers, NGO’s, human rights activists and
the literary and academic world. Balak is happy to fund Bilaam’s efforts —
the New Balak Fund. Bilaam’s prose and poetry are unmatched for beauty
in the Torah. He is the hero of the intellectual set, the advisor to kings and
rulers, a recognized expert, while, in reality, he is nothing more than an
empty suit.

Balak is convinced that if he cannot conquer and destroy the Jewish people
by direct aggression he will now be able to do so through guile, falsehoods,



demonization and deligitimatization. Bilaam is Balak’s default weapon
against Moshe and Israel.

The Lord intervenes with Balak’s scheme. Bilaam turns out to be
completely unreliable as far as Balak is concerned. Bilaam gives advice to
Balak regarding how the women of Midian and Moab can seduce the Jews
into sinning and thereby bring Heaven’s wrath against them The Jewish
nation is damaged by Bilaam but his main objective of destroying Israel is
blocked by Divine fiat.

The insults become praise and the malevolence of his thought is somehow
transformed into a badge of honor by Moshe and Israel and so recorded in
the Torah. Balak’s promising plot has failed in its objective and eventually
he, his nation and Bilaam bring only death and destruction upon
themselves.

The destruction of Judaism and the Jewish people has been an age old
object of many Balaks and Bilaams. They still exist today and are still hard
at work at their nefarious schemes. Yet somehow deep in our souls we
know that the curses will be transformed into blessings and, eventually,
enmity will subside and evaporate. May we be privileged to transform the
current words of the Bilaams of today to words of blessing just as occurred
to the original Bilaam of long ago

Shabat shalom
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Torah Weekly - Parshat Balak
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by Rabbi Yaakov Asher Sinclair - www.seasonsofthemoon.com

OVERVIEW

Balak, king of Moav, is in morbid fear of Bnei Yisrael. He summons a
renowned sorcerer named Bilaam to curse them. First, G-d speaks to
Bilaam and forbids him to go. But, because Bilaam is so insistent, G-d
appears to him a second time and permits him to go. While en route, a
malach (emissary from G-d) blocks Bilaam’s donkey’s path. Unable to
contain his frustration, Bilaam strikes the donkey each time it stops or tries
to detour. Miraculously, the donkey speaks, asking Bilaam why he is hitting
her. The malach instructs Bilaam regarding what he is permitted to say and
what he is forbidden to say regarding the Jewish People. When Bilaam
arrives, King Balak makes elaborate preparations, hoping that Bilaam will
succeed in the curse. Three times Bilaam attempts to curse and three times
blessings issue instead. Balak, seeing that Bilaam has failed, sends him
home in disgrace.

Bnei Yisrael begin sinning with the Moabite women and worshipping the
Moabite idols, and they are punished with a plague. One of the Jewish
leaders brazenly brings a Midianite princess into his tent, in full view of
Moshe and the people. Pinchas, a grandson of Aharon, grabs a spear and
kills both evildoers. This halts the plague, but not before 24,000 have died.
INSIGHTS

My Mind’s Made Up — Don’t Confuse Me With The Facts!

“Balak, the son of Tzippor” (22:2)

It takes one to know one.

In Moav, proficiency in the black arts was as common as a cold. Balak was
the greatest sorcerer in Moav. In those times, people could predict the
future by creating talking birds. They would take gold for its head, silver for
its beak, and copper for the wings. The parts had to be assembled at a
certain time of day. Finally, they placed in its mouth the tongue of a real
bird. Then they put it on the sill of an open window so that by day it faced
the sun, and, by night, the moon. Seven days later, the bird’s tongue began

to make a ringing sound. The sorcerer would then take a golden needle and
pierce the bird’s tongue. And then the bird would begin to talk.

Using the powers of impurity, the bird would reveal the secrets of the
future.

No one was more skilled in this form of divination than Balak. For this
reason he was called Balak ben Tzippor. In Hebrew, the word tzippor
means “a bird.” In other words, the name implied, “Balak, who can foretell
the future through a magic bird.” Among other things that the bird told
Balak was that he would at first be victorious over the Jewish People, but
finally he would fail.

Once, Balak was preparing a bird to prognosticate the downfall of the Jews.
While he was bowing and offering incense to the bird it suddenly took wing
and flew out of the window. Balak was very disturbed when the bird did
not return.

After some time, Balak saw the bird returning. However, pursuing the bird
was a plume of flame. The flame singed the bird’s tail. Balak knew that this
was a sign that the power of the Divine Presence would eventually conquer
the power of the dark side.

In spite of this, Balak still invited Bilaam to curse the Jews.

There are a couple of things in this bizarre story that don’t quite add up.
First, if Balak was the chief sorcerer in Moav, why did he need Bilaam?
Was he looking for an apprentice? Also, if Balak saw the portent of the
plume of flame, what did he hope to achieve by inviting Bilaam to curse the
Jewish People. Wasn’t it obvious to him that he would fail?

The answer is that the obvious is never an impediment to self-interest.
Balak didn’t want to be confused with the facts. Balak was so intent on the
destruction of the Jewish People that he ignored the obvious portent of the
bird and surmised that the Jewish People, like all other nations, were
subject to the natural forces of the constellations. However, the Jews are
above the stars. G-d supervises us with specific Providence.

And to answer our other question, Balak was not in need of a sorcerer’s
apprentice. Both he and Bilaam had expertise in different areas of sorcery.
Balak was well versed in the outer facets of magic, the practical day-to-day
aspects of cursing and spell-casting. Bilaam, on the other hand, had
knowledge of the inner workings of the black arts. Balak surmised that
together they would make an unbeatable duo, able to overcome clear
indications of incipient defeat.

Balak proves the old adage: “My minds made up. Don’t confuse me with
the facts!”

Written and compiled by Rabbi Yaakov Asher Sinclair

© 2010 Ohr Somayach International - All rights reserved.
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Peninim on the Torah by Rabbi A. Leib Scheinbaum
Parshas Balak

For | know whomever you bless is blessed and whomever you curse is
cursed. (22:6)

What a wonderful epitaph for the wicked Bilaam. His power of speech is so
powerful that his blessings and curses have efficacy. How is he different
from the great tzaddikim, righteous men, whose ability to bless is also
highly effective? The difference is in the curse: they do not curse anyone. A
tzaddik only blesses. His mouth is holy and, thus, used only for sanctity.
Bilaam's mouth was a public vehicle for communication. He conveyed
whatever he pleased.

This is not the only area which "distinguished" Bilaam. Indeed, the Tanna
in Pirkei Avos 5:19 asks: "How are the disciples of our forefather,
Avraham, different from the disciples of the wicked Bilaam?" What kind of
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question is this? The disciples of Bilaam are kofrim, heretics, who do not
believe in Hashem. They serve idols and are immoral, while the disciples of
Avraham Avinu believe in Hashem and observe His Torah which is their
blueprint for life. These two disciples are as discrepant from each other as
their mentors were!

Horav Shlomo Heyman, zI, Rosh Yeshivah of Mesifta Torah VVodaath,
explains Chazal's question in a practical manner. What about Avraham's
talmidim, students, gave them the fortitude and resolution to follow
Avraham, to become believers in Hashem, acting in direct contrast to the
common belief in idolatry that prevailed at the time? It was a generation
filled with spiritual darkness and moral bankruptcy. How did Avraham's
students succeed? What made these special individuals gravitate to
Avraham?

Chazal explain that the force that swept these people to Avraham was the
power of their middos tovos, fine character traits. What these individuals
lacked in terms of religiousness they compensated in terms of character
refinement. They were essentially decent people who were not swayed by
the moral and spiritual turpitude which reigned. They saw the truth through
the haze of ambiguity, because their middos were inherently good. We tend
to be blinded by - and, as a result, gravitate to - evil, because we do not see
clearly. Our ability to focus on the good is limited by our character traits.
When one's middos are consistent with perceiving the truth, he is able to see
the emes. This epitomized Avraham's talmidim.

In contrast, Bilaam's students had such base character traits that they were
able to ignore the myriad of miracles which Hashem had wrought for the
Jews. Anyone with a modicum of common sense was aware that there was
a G-d Whose Divine supervision directed every aspect of life in the
universe. Yet, Bilaam's students did not see. Why? Because they had bad
middos. They had middos that blinded them from perceiving the truth. The
most awesome revelation the most wondrous miracle, has no impact if one
cannot perceive it.

Things have not changed over time. Our present-day secularists are aware
of the Almighty. They know within their hearts that their lives are a sham.
Yet, they continue spewing their heresy, denigrating religious observance,
and venerating their loose moral code of behavior - due to a lack of
character refinement. Their middos ra'os, negative character traits, control
their lives. They cannot see, or they do not want to see. In any event, their
vision is stunted; and their lives are similarly stunted.

They came to Bilaam and said to him, "So said Balak ben Tzipor, 'Do not
refrain from going to me. For I shall honor you greatly and everything that
you say to me | shall do." (22:16,17)

Horav Avraham Weinfeld, zI, author of Lev Avraham, notes that when one
peruses the dialogue between Balak and Bilaam, he observes that the
primary focus and concern of each participant was: kavod, honor.
Officially, they were discussing matters of critical importance to the state.
Moav was "under siege." The Jews were coming! Something had to be
done to prevent their citizens from being overrun by the dangerous Jews.
Bilaam was the man that could put a stop to them. He would do what he
did best: curse them. This was the official script of the conversation. When
one reads the words, however, the one word which strikingly stands out in
Balak's request and ensuing dialogue is: kavod. These were world leaders,
discussing the welfare of their citizens, but from their conversation one
notices that the primary question was how much glory Bilaam would
receive.

Balak begins his initiative to Bilaam, "I shall honor you greatly." Later,
when Bilaam has demurred Balak's request, the king of Moav asks, "Why
do you not go to me? Am | not capable of honoring you?" (ibid 22:37). It
never entered Balak's mind that Bilaam had a reason for rejecting his offer,
other than not getting enough kavod. Balak knew his customer.

Finally, even when Balak saw that Bilaam is blessing - not cursing- he said,
"Now, flee to your place. I said | would honor you, but - behold! Hashem
has withheld you from honor." (ibid 24:11) Does this make sense? Balak is

convinced that Hashem prevented Bilaam from successfully cursing the
Jews only because Bilaam was unworthy of receiving kavod!

This does not mean that the wicked never feel any compassion. Rare
moments do occur, such as when Balak gave Bilaam a tour of Kiryas
Chutzos, a metropolis streaming with men, women and children, so that
Bilaam would take pity upon its innocent citizens and curse the Jews. Their
compassion was rare and misplaced. Curse the Jews, so that they do not
attack you. Whoever said the Jews were attacking? Did they really care
about the "innocent civilians," or was their own glory their primary
concern? Come to think of it - the same dialogue is occurring during our
very own lives, when the Jewish nation is blamed for catalyzing all of the
strife in the world. Some things just do not change. The Balaks and Bilaams
of antiquity seem to regenerate themselves, and the Jew is always the
responsible party.

If the men came to summon you, arise and go with them. (22:20)

Bilaam represents the truly evil/wicked person. This is because he did not
overtly do anything bad. He made sure to cover up his trail, his true
intentions. Not only was he concerned with his reputation, he knew that
evil achieves greater efficacy when people least expect it. This is why it is
surprising that the Tanna in Pirkei Avos asks: "How are the disciples of our
forefather, Avraham, different from the disciples of the wicked Bilaam?" Is
there any question about determining the wickedness of Bilaam? He is a
cretin, the essence of evil. What question can there be concerning how to
distinguish between his students and those of Avraham Avinu? Veritably,
the Tanna's question seems imprecise. Should the question not be the
distinction between Bilaam and Avraham? What do the students have to do
with it? Horav Yechezkel, zI, m'Kozmir, explains that if we ask this
question then our perception of Bilaam is misguided. Bilaam does not
appear to be an evil person. He has neither ho

rns nor a pitchfork with an evil smile. No, Bilaam can be found studying
Torah, davening in shul, dressed no differently than any other righteous
Jew. The evil is embedded deep within him. The sheker, fallaciousness, is
not noticeable. It is only when we view his students, see how they act, their
demeanor and character, that the evil with which their mentor imbued them
rises to the fore. When we look at the talmidim of Avraham Avinu and
contrast them with the talmidim of Bilaam ha'rasha, we see the true essence
of Bilaam.

At first, Bilaam was instructed by Hashem not to entertain the messengers
of the king of Moav. Hashem did not want Bilaam to go with them. It was
later, when the agents returned and offered Bilaam a considerable sum of
money, that Hashem acquiesced to the request. Hashem's permission is
ambiguous. Rashi explains that the word lecha, "to you", also connotes,
"for your benefit." This indicates that even though Hashem recognized
Bilaam's insatiable greed, He was not going to deprive the cretin from
making a profit. It would have to be done within the specific criteria that
Hashem indicated to him. It seems surprising that Hashem would allow this
evil man to proceed simply because he could make some money. What is
Rashi teaching us?

The Klausenberger Rebbe, zI, quotes the Chidushei HaRim who wonders
why sinners are often successful in their war against Torah-observant Jews.
Why do they often succeed in preventing us from achieving spiritual
ascendancy? Somehow, they are able to throw a wrench in the proverbial
mechanism of life, constantly creating challenges to our religious
observance. The Gerrer Rebbe explained that they are sincere in their
virulent pursuit of sheker, falsehood. Their bogus activities, their animus for
everything true, is surprisingly sincere. They are committed to transmitting
their deceit to whomever they can reach. They actually believe in their
artificial way of life. Thus, they will do everything within their power to
destroy any challenge that represents authenticity, the true way a Jew
should live. Regrettably, the observant do not always support the authentic
with the same sincere commitment as the falsifiers demonstrate in
promoting their fraud.



When Bilaam originally indicated his desire to join the agents of Moav, the
Jewish People feared that it was out of sincere animus towards them and
what they represented. This could prove to be a dangerous challenge. After
all, he was promoting his lie, which had a basis in truth. Once he indicated
that it was the money that he sought, however, he was acting like the good
old greedy snake that he was. There was no integrity to his hatred. It was
purely for the sake of self-gratification. He had returned to thinking only of
himself. Such a challenge would not create a problem. It was sheker built
upon the foundation of sheker. Thus, it would not succeed.

A similar idea is expressed by the Tchebiner Rav, Horav Dov Berish
Weidenfeld, zI. At first, Hashem allowed Bilaam to accompany the agents.
Yet, in pasuk 22, we find the Torah relating that Hashem was angry with
Bilaam for going with them. "God's wrath flared because he was going."
What happened? He explains this anecdotally. There was once a wealthy
miser whose stinginess grew with the wealth that he amassed. He
absolutely could not tolerate spending an extra penny - even for himself.
Indeed, when he left his mansion to go to town, he took his stately carriage
up to the gates of the city. There, he would alight from the carriage and
walk the rest of the way to save a few pennies on the "meter." He did not
want to incur any extra expense for feeding the horse or paying time for the
driver. Yet, when he had a din Torah, monetary dispute with a Jew, he
would come roaring into town on his carriage, led by four horses. His
purpose was to impress upon the judges that he was a weal

thy man, an individual with whom to be reckoned. The judges would get
the message and fear rendering an unfavorable decision against him.
Unique in his ability to withstand external pressure from baalei batim,
laymen, the presiding Rav commented to the miser, "You always enter the
town on foot, but to bury a Jew you are willing to ride in your carriage."
This man's priorities were starkly obvious.

Bilaam was such a person. It was not his habit to ride on a donkey. He
walked to his destination. When it came to cursing Klal Yisrael, however,
he rode. This is the underlying meaning of the pasuk, explains the
Tchebiner: "G-d's wrath flared because he was going, ki holeich hu."
Normally, Bilaam was a holeich, walker. He never rode. He only rode to
curse Jews. This angered Hashem.

An anecdotal exegesis, but, when we think about it, are we any different?
Avre our priorities any less misplaced? Do we pull out all the stops when it
involves an issue about which we are passionate? Does davening suddenly
become more exciting when we are involved in a dispute and our presence
lends greater significance to our position? When our presence makes a
statement, we make that statement loudly and clearly, regardless of the
possible inconvenience to our schedules. We put our money where it gives
us greater personal return - even if we do not necessarily believe in what we
are doing. It is all about us. That was Bilaam's problem. It was all about
him.

Hashem opened the mouth of the she-donkey. (22:28)

The she-donkey speaking intelligently to Bilaam - giving him mussar,
rebuking him for striking it - is probably one of the strangest miracles
recorded in the Torah. Clearly, Hashem was teaching this base individual
that even a donkey, an animal not recognized for its unusual intelligence,
can act intelligently - if Hashem deems it to be necessary. Likewise, the
most, wise, erudite person can act like an utter fool when Hashem decides it
should be so. Bilaam did not take the hint. The Kli Yakar comments that
Hashem wanted Bilaam to know that just as the she-donkey had been
granted the ability to speak for the glory of Klal Yisrael, so, too, was he
granted prophecy for one reason: to utter the blessings Hashem put into his
mouth. Why did he not listen?

That goes to the crux of Bilaam's problem: he had an ayin ra, evil-eye; or he
was short-sighted. He refused to look, to see, to delve into the
future/potential, or to look back at the past/origin. He refused to look at the
whole context - from the beginning to the end. When we take into
consideration the origins of Bilaam and his outstanding potential for
greatness, we wonder how foolish he was to have ignored it all. Chazal

teach us that Bilaam was Lavan's son, Yaakov Avinu's first cousin and
brother-in-law. The she-donkey was Yaakov's gift to Bilaam, to ensure that
Bilaam, as advisor to Pharaoh, would go easy on the Jews. Bilaam was
acutely aware of the sublime level of his brother-in-law and his nephews.
He could have followed them and achieved untold distinction. Instead, he
chose to follow the dark side, the path of sorcery and ritual impurity. He
was singularly immoral, an individual whose code of ethics was non-
existent.

Bilaam epitomizes lost potential, the man who could have reached the
zenith, but, instead, plunged to the nadir. He understood what G-d wanted
from him, but he rejected it. He looked at everything with ayin ra, a
negative, jaundiced perspective, ignoring its potential, always looking for
the downside and the shortfall. The donkey intimated to him: You can only
do what Hashem wants. You will not succeed against Hashem. Bilaam
ignored the message and acted accordingly.

Chazal teach that this was no ordinary donkey. It had incredible yichus,
pedigree. In fact, according to the Tanna in Pirkei Avos 5:6, it was one of
the ten things that were created on Erev Shabbos, at twilight, on the sixth
day of Creation. The meaning of this is debated by the commentators. The
Rav, R' Ovadiah m'Bartenura, writes that on Erev Shabbos, the decree was
issued that the donkey would speak to Bilaam. Tosfos Yom Tov explains
that the donkey could not have survived for thousands of years. The
consensus among a number of Rishonim, early commentators, is that the
power of speech that this donkey miraculously possessed was granted on
Erev Shabbos.

Pirkei d'Rabbi Eliezer teaches us that the donkey which accompanied
Avraham Avinu to the akeidah was none other than the son of the original
donkey that was created on the Erev Shabbos of Creation. This donkey later
served Moshe Rabbeinu, his wife and sons, when they returned to Egypt to
take part in Hashem's plan for liberating the Jews from Egypt. This is the
donkey that Moshiach ben David will ride as he heralds the future
Redemption. We see from here that the she-donkey that spoke with Bilaam
was created on the Erev Shabbos of Creation.

There is, however, another question that we should address: Why is it
necessary for the donkey upon which Moshiach Tzidkeinu will ride to be
thousands of years old? There is no shortage of available donkeys/horses for
Moshiach to ride on. Why should this donkey date back to Avraham and
the Akeidah and, according to some commentators, actually be the same
donkey which was created on the first Erev Shabbos.

Horav Moshe Schneider, zl, Rosh Yeshivah of Toras Emes in London
explains that to take the Jews out of Egypt, where they had sunk to the
forty-ninth level of ritual impurity, amidst unparalleled miracles and
wonders, the Jewish People needed a special z'chus, merit. No simple
z'chus would have sufficed. It had to be unusual. It required the z'chus of
mesiras nefesh, devotion to the point of self-sacrifice, manifest by Avraham
Avinu at the Akeidah. This was the greatest expression of self-sacrifice -
unprecedented and unparalleled. This donkey participated in that experience
and continues to "carry" its eternal merit. It was this merit that was
employed to earn the Jewish people their exit visa from Egypt.

Today, too, as we wait for the advent of Moshiach, we also call upon the
z'chus of mesiras nefesh of our Patriarch, so that we can finally achieve our
long-awaited Redemption. Whether Bilaam's donkey was the same one that
played a role in the Egyptian exodus and will complete its performance in
the Final Redemption - or if it was that donkey's ancestor - it was one very
special donkey. Regrettably, the individual for whom this important lesson
was intended ignored it completely. He had serious myopia which distorted
his perspective.

Behold! It is a nation that will dwell in solitude and not be reckoned among
the nations. (23:9)

Rashi explains that the solitude of Klal Yisrael is the result of its Patriarchal
origins. We are fortunate to be able to live sequestered. Thus, the
annihilation that will be wrought against the wicked nations will not reach
us, because we will have been dispersed from within their midst. Simply
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put, what many of our secular co-religionists feel is a curse, is, in effect, our
good fortune. Regrettably, this has not prevented many of our own from
attempting to establish roots in the non-Jewish community. Why can they
not see what even the wicked Bilaam was able to observe? We must remain
separate.

In his Responsa, Meishiv Davar, the Netziv, zl, interprets this pasuk
homiletically. "When Klal Yisrael is an am levadad, a nation in solitude,
then yishkon, they will dwell in peace with no fear of external challenges
for their well-being. But, if ba'goyim, if they attempt to assimilate among
the nations of the world, lo yischashav, they will not achieve personal,
distinct recognition. Instead, they will be hounded by the goyim, gentiles.
This is consistent with Chazal's statement in the Talmud Sanhedrin 104A:
"Why was Klal Yisrael stricken with eichah (Eichah yashvah badad, How
(does Yisrael) sit in solitude? Yirmiya's lament about the destruction of the
Bais Hamikdash.) Rav said in the name of Rabbi Yochanan, "Hashem said,
"Yisrael shall dwell securely, alone, in a land of grain and wine, just like
Yaakov. Even its heavens shall drip dew.' (Devarim 33:28). Now their
dwelling shall be alone."

Maharsha explains that R' Yochanan's statement distinguishes between two
forms of isolation. Hashem had originally planned that His People would
enjoy a splendid isolation in Eretz Yisrael, free from all outside influences
and threats. Regrettably, Klal Yisrael did not have the fortitude to take pride
in isolation, to view separatism as an opportunity to achieve greater spiritual
distinction unimpeded by the moral bankruptcy and dogma of the prevalent
society of the day. Thus, they more easily fell prey to assimilation and its
consequence: sin. As a result, Yisrael was conquered and was condemned
to a pathetic isolation in which they were shunned by all.

The Netziv offers an alternative explanation. It was Hashem's plan that the
Jews separate from the gentiles due to their negative spiritual influences.
The Jews could not deal with isolation. They thought it was a punishment -
not an opportunity to protect themselves. Thus, they did whatever they
could to reverse the policy of isolationism, to endear themselves to the
gentiles. Hashem had no alternative but to have the gentiles act toward the
Jews with animus and rejection. Ultimately, Hashem's plan for isolation of
the Jews was fulfilled. Instead of the isolation being carried out with pride,
dignity and tranquility, however, it was experienced through degradation
and persecution. This is what the Navi lamented. Why did the badad,
solitude, have to occur in this manner?

When Hashem "warned" Avraham Avinu, Ki ger yiheyeh zarcha b'eretz lo
lahem, "Your offspring shall be aliens in a land not their own" (Bereishis
15:13), it was not meant to be a foreshadowing of the future. The Netziv
views it as a sort of promise, an insurance policy to guarantee Jewish
survival. This isolation policy has truly kept us spiritually and morally
distinct. Without it we would blend in with contemporary society until the
distinction between the Jew and the gentile is totally eradicated.

Atah Hu Hashem Elokim asher bocharta b'Avram, v'hotzeiso M'ei Uhr
Kasdim v'samta shemo Avraham u'matzasa es levavo ne'eman lefanecha.

It is You, Hashem, the G-d Who selected Avram; You took him out of Uhr
Kasdim, and You made his name Avraham. You found his heart faithful
before You.

Up until this point, the tefillah has focused on Hashem as Creator of a
universe that is mind-boggling in size and expanse, including within it
billions of galaxies and their individual hosts. Among the "smallest" of these
galaxies is the planet earth with its billions of inhabitants. From all of these
inhabitants, Hashem chose one little boy, at the age of three years old, upon
whom to confer His attention. He - Avraham - would teach the world about
Hashem. In other words, the entire universe, including planet earth with its
many inhabitants, was worthy of being created in order to produce
Avraham Avinu! Not bad. It is a shame that we as Jews, as Hashem's am
ha'nivchar, chosen nation, do not stop to think about this - although we say
it daily by rote. As descendants of Avraham, we have relevance. We are the
reason for the world. Well, not really. We are the reason for the world -

when we learn Torah, which is the real reason for the world. When we
study Torah and observe mit

zvos, we have relevance. We become the part of the reason that Avraham
was selected to be the Patriarch of the Jewish People. He would transmit
his beliefs to us. We connect with him when we adhere to his legacy. It is as
simple as that.

Moshe Shimon and Tibor Rosenberg in memory of their father Pinchas
ben Shimon z"l Rosenberg niftar 18 Tammuz 5719

From Rabbi Yissocher Frand ryfrand@torah.org & genesis@torah.org
To ravfrand@torah.org
Subject Rabbi Frand on Parsha

Rabbi Yissocher Frand on Parshas Balak

Mistaking The Angel of Mercy For The Satan

"Bilaam got up early, he saddled his donkey and he accompanied the
officers of Moav. G-d was angered that he went and He placed an Angel of
G-d on the road to prevent him." [Bamidbar 22:22] Rashi identifies the
angel as an angel of mercy. G-d tried to stop Bilaam with an angel of mercy
because He wanted to stop Bilaam from doing what he was about to do to
himself (engage in an activity that would ultimately lead to his own death).
However, the pasuk later says that the donkey saw the angel and he was
holding a drawn sword. Since when would an "angel of mercy" be carrying
a drawn sword? What happened to the merciful angel that Hashem sent to
save Bilaam from carrying out his ill-conceived mission?

Rav Pam once beautifully observed that the angel of mercy can appear in all
different types of guises and costumes. Sometimes he appears as the
scariest creature we have ever seen. Its job is to stop us from doing what we
are doing - for our own good! He will do whatever it takes him to
accomplish that mission. The "merciful” aspect of the angel is not his
appearance or his facial expression -- it is the fact that he is stopping
someone from hurting himself.

Rav Pam mentioned this to his Yeshiva students in the context of
disappointments they may encounter along the road to finding their
designated life's partner. A young man may meet a young woman and think
this is the greatest shidduch that can ever happen. He is so excited and full
of anticipation and then something happens to derail it. Suddenly, the
imminent shidduch is called off. Naturally, the boy and his family are very
distraught and full of disappointment.

Many times in life -- we realize later -- that the cause of our momentary
disappointment was the greatest thing that ever happened to us. The Ribono
shel Olam knows better. He knows that this first one was not the right one.
The more appropriate match will yet appear in the future.

When the shidduch broke, it appeared as tragic, as a calamity, as an angel
with a drawn sword in his hand. However, the truth of the matter is that it
was an angel of mercy. The angel of mercy does not always appear with a
halo. He can sometimes appear in a horrible guise. But if that stops a person
from doing something harmful to himself then the "mission of mercy" has
succeeded.

This does not only apply to matrimonial matches. It applies to a person's
whole life. It applies to business deals, to buying homes, and to all kinds of
financial moves that a person places much faith in only to see them turn out
to be great disappointments. Many times, the short term disappointment
which caused him to change his original plans or goals turns out to have
been the greatest blessing that could have happened.

Before Rav Yaakov Kaminetsky came to America, he applied for a certain
Rabbinical position in Europe. He lost the job to another candidate. Rav
Yaakov was disappointed by that turn of events. He needed to earn a
livelihood so he had no choice but to travel to America. For a time, he was
in Seattle, Washington and for a time he was in Toronto, Canada. He
ultimately wound up in Yeshiva Torah Vodaath and became its great Rosh

5



Yeshiva and the rest is history. The Rav whom he lost to in Europe as well
as that entire city where he wanted the Rabbinate were totally wiped out by
the Nazis.

There are thousands of stories like this. Many times, we think we are halted
by the Satan who derails our plans. Often we are mistaken - the angel we
think is the Satan is really the Malach haRachamim [Angel of Mercy]. The
Master of the World had greater plans in mind for Rav Yaakov
Kaminetsky, but at that time it appeared to him like an angel with a sword
drawn against him.

We must always bear this in mind. We cannot judge anything by its cover,
not even angels.

Transcribed by David Twersky Seattle, WA; Technical Assistance by Dovid
Hoffman, Baltimore, MD

RavFrand, Copyright © 2007 by Rabbi Yissocher Frand and Torah.org.

From TorahWeb <torahweb@torahweb.org>

To weeklydt@torahweb2.org

Rabbi Dr. Abraham J. Twerski

The Search for Truth (The TorahWeb Foundation)

Did Bilam really think he could outsmart Hashem?

The Talmud cites several “all inclusive” principles. Hillel told the proselyte
that the essence of Torah is, “Love your fellow as yourself,” and Rabbi
Akiva said that this is the all-encompassing principle of Torah. Ben Azai
said that the verse “This is the book of the generations of Adam” (Breishis
5:1) is all-encompassing. The Talmud says, “Which is a small verse upon
which all the essentials of the Torah depend? ‘Know Him (Hashem) in all
your ways’ (Mishlei 3:6, Berachos 63a).”

I would like to suggest that there is an all-encompassing verse of mussar,
human behavior and psychology: “All the ways of a person are right in
one’s own eyes” (Mishlei 21:2). Some people may do something wrong
even though they know that it is wrong, but the overwhelming number of
people believe that what they are doing is right, and are often very resistant
to any suggestion that they may be wrong.

Perhaps this is the greatness of the patriarch Abraham in his willingness to
sacrifice his son, Isaac. For decades, Abraham vociferously protested the
pagan ritual of human sacrifice. “G-d would never desire human sacrifice.
This is an abomination!” If he carried out the Divine command to bring
Isaac as an offering, he would have to declare, “All my life, | have been in
error.” Abraham was willing to do so. It is a sign of greatness to admit that
one was wrong.

We are often victims of self-deception. When we have a desire to do
something, the defense mechanisms in our subconscious minds can develop
ingenious reasons why what we wish to do is right and proper. This is
termed rationalization. We concoct logical reasons for what we wish to do
and we believe them, and if criticized, we vigorously defend our mistakes.
Rabbi Eliahu Dessler in Michtav M’Eliyahu (Search for Truth) has a
powerful essay on “the Perspective of Truth.” He cites the Torah statement
that “a bribe will blind the eyes of a judge and distort even the thoughts of
the righteous” (Devarim 16:19). We are all bribed by our desires, and we
cannot think objectively. We rationalize our behavior. The Talmud says that
even the minutest bribe can bring about a distortion of judgment.

The tzaddik of Apt was a judge in a litigation that went on for several days.
Abruptly, he withdrew from the case, saying he had lost his objectivity.

On Friday evening, when he put on his Shabbos kaftan, he found an
envelope with money that one of the litigants had put into a pocket. “Now |
understand why | lost my objectivity. A litigant had tried to bribe me by
putting money in my kaftan. Even though | did not discover the bribe until
several days later, my thinking had shifted to favoring him. I did not know
why this was happening, but | felt that | had lost my objectivity. That is the

power of a bribe. It can distort your judgment even if you are unaware of
the bribe.”

How much more so are we subject to distortion when the “bribe” is within
us, and has the power of a strong desire!

A chassid asked Rebbe Yisrael of Rhizin for a guideline to avoid faulty
decisions. The rebbe told him that the way a tightrope walker keeps his
delicate balance to avoid falling to his death, is that when he feels a tug to
one side, he leans a bit to the other side. “Many of your desires arise from
the yetzer hara. When you feel an urge to do something, pause and think of
reasons why you should not do it. That may enable you to keep your
balance, to do what is right.”

Forty years of treating people with alcohol addiction have shown me the
validity of Rabbi Dessler’s observation. One recovered alcoholic said, “In
all my years of drinking, | never took a drink unless | decided it was the
right thing to do at the time.” The calamitous results of alcohol and drug
abuse are totally ignored. The craving for the pleasant effect of the chemical
blinds one to its disastrous consequences. One is bribed into rationalization.
Rabbi Dessler states that intense learning of mussar and sincere prayer for
Divine guidance can protect us from dangerous self-deception.

Bilam was no fool. He was told in no uncertain terms that Hashem would
not allow him to curse Israel, and he obviously knew the infinite power of
Hashem. Yet, his hatred for Israel distorted his judgment, and he tried to do
what he logically knew he could not do.

If we wish to do what is right, we must be on the alert and on the defensive.
Our defense mechanisms operate in the subconscious part of our minds
which is “cunning, baffling and powerful.” We must exercise our conscious
mind to the limit with prayer and mussar to avoid self-deception.

Copyright © 2010 by The TorahWeb Foundation. All rights reserved.

The Donkey who Triumphed over a Prophet

and the Fly who Triumphed over a President

Hashem opened the mouth of the she-donkey and it said to Balaam, “What
have | done to you that you struck me these three times?”

Balaam said to the she-donkey, “Because you mocked me! If only there
were a sword in my hand | would now have killed you!”

The she-donkey said to Balaam, “Am | not your she-donkey that you have
ridden all your life until this day? Have | been accustomed to do such a
thing to you?” He said, “No.”

Then Hashem uncovered Balaam’s eyes and he saw the angel of Hashem
standing on the road with his sword drawn in his hand. He bowed and
prostrated himself on his face.

Three times the donkey angered Balaam and enraged him: “If only there
were a sword in my hand | would now have killed you!” Until it became
clear to him that his anger was the result of his shortsightedness, “Had it
not turned away from me, | would now even have killed you and let it live.”
(Bamidbar 22:33) And that he had to thank her.

Anger, Our Sages have taught us is rooted in pride. Who are you to do this
to me? Do you not know who | am and what I’m worth? When someone
becomes full of these arrogant feelings, his threshold for anger is very low
and any little thing not to his liking can make him angry until he has a
tsunami-like explosion that destroys himself and those around him.
Fortunate is the man who overcomes his anger and woe to the prophet who
is bested by his donkey.

A lost fly didn’t notice the sign, “Entrance to flies prohibited.” And
innocently flew into the President’s room while giving an interview and had
the gall to land on the President of the United States. A few brave waves of
the presidential arm were not enough to make him understand his fatal
mistake and so he was crushed to death with a presidential hand and a
presidential smile.

If only the fly had opened its mouth and said, “Your honor, Mr. President,
why are you angry? Why can you not conquer your anger? What is your
ethical right to kill me? Was my intention to make you mad? To kill, to
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murder out of senseless anger? You are exhibiting Presidential strength
against a fly and are even anticipating applause on the stellar performance.
Where is your squashing strength when in the streets of Teheran people are
being butchered and you, your voice is silent? There are millions there
waiting for a show of support from you, for a strong hand to hold on to
them against a despotic and violent and murderous regime. And you’re
overpowering flies.

There were no speech writers here nor members of your entourage to teach
you artificial smiles and gestures. Here we saw the measure of the man,
Barack Hussein Obama.

Fortunate is the man who overlooks the honor due him and woe to the
president who is bested by a fly.

Shabbat Shalom!

Rabbi Y ossef Brook

From Rabbi Chanan Morrison <ravkooklist@gmail.com>
To Rav Kook List <Rav-Kook-List@googlegroups.com>
Subject [Rav Kook List]

Rav Kook List

Rav Kook on the Torah Portion

Balak: Sweet Dreams

Dreamt a disturbing dream, but can't remember it? The Talmud
recommends reciting the following prayer while the kohanim bless the
people:

"Master of the World! My dreams and | belong to You.... If the dreams are
good - bolster them like the dreams of Joseph. And if they need to be
remedied - fix them like the bitter waters that Moses sweetened...

"Just as You transformed the curses of wicked Balaam into blessings, so
too, make all of my dreams be for the best." (Berachot 55)

Transforming Bad Dreams

There are two ways in which evil tidings may be transformed into good
ones. In the first way, the means remain unfavorable, but the final result is
good. One example is the sale of Joseph into slavery and his subsequent
imprisonment in Egypt. All of the various causes were adverse, incurring
much hardship for Joseph. But the ultimate result - Joseph's rise to
greatness, and his ability to provide during the years of famine - was
certainly for the best.

However, it is even more impressive when the causes are also changed into
positive ones, so that the end is achieved by propitious means. An example
of this type of transformation occurred with Balaam. God could have let
Balaam curse the people of Israel, and only later changed his curses to
blessings. But instead, God "placed a hook in Balaam's mouth" - as the
Midrash describes God's complete control over Balaam's powers of speech -
so that only blessings came forth. Thus, even the means - Balaam's
prophecies - were favorable.

We pray that our dreams should be completely transformed for the good.
Like the 'curses' of Balaam, we want both the ends and the means to be
auspicious and beneficial.

(Adapted from Ein Eyah vol. Il, p. 274)

Comments and inquiries may be sent to: mailto:RavKookList@gmail.com

Orthodox Union / www.ou.org
Joy During the Nine Days
Rav Joseph B. Soloveitchik (adapted from lectures)

The Mishnah (Ta’anit 25b) says that once the month of Av begins, during
the Nine Days, we have to reduce our joy. The Shulchan Aruch (Orach

Chaim 551:2) rules according to the Rishonim who interpret this rule as
meaning that we may not engage in business, build items that bring us
pleasure or make preparations for joyous events, such as building a garden
house or preparing for a wedding. The Rema adds that for the sake of a
mitzvah, all these activities are permissible.

The Magen Avraham (no. 8) adds that the reason for the custom not to
make weddings during the Nine Days, even though it is a mitzvah to get
married, is that it is an inauspicious time. This explanation of the custom
seems inadequate because the Gemara ('Yevamot 43a) states explicitly that
the reason we do not make weddings in the beginning of the month of Av is
because we reduce our joy. It seems difficult to reconcile the Magen
Avraham’s explanation that the custom is due to the Nine Days being an
inauspicious time with the view expressed in Yevamot that the reason is
due to a required reduction in joy.

We can explain this difficulty through a more precise understanding of why
preparation for a joyous occasion that constitutes a mitzvah is permitted
during the Nine Days. We are permitted to prepare for a joyous occasion
that constitutes a mitzvah not because such preparation is an exception to
the general rule against preparation for joyous occasions. Such preparation
is permitted, rather, because the general prohibition does not apply at all to
preparation for a joyous occasion that constitutes a mitzvah. This is because
the nature of the general prohibition is that one is not permitted to prepare
for an event that is primarily a joyous occasion. When the joyous event is
also a mitzvah, the preparation is viewed as for the mitzvah, not for the
component of joy that might accompany it. The preparation is permitted
because it does not fall within the general prohibition of preparing “for an
event that is primarily a joyous occasion.” This preparation, rather, is for a
mitzvah occasion.

However, while a wedding is a mitzvah, the essence of the mitzvah itself is
to bring joy to the bride and groom. Therefore, even though preparation for
mitzvah occasions does not generally fall under the general prohibition of
preparing for joyous occasions during the Nine Days, preparation for a
wedding does fall under the general prohibition because the mitzvah is for
the object of the preparation, the wedding, to be a joyous occasion.

Adapted from Shiurei Harav on Mourning and Tisha B’ Av, based on the
lectures of Rabbi Joseph B. Soloveitchik. This and other books are available
for purchase at http://www.ou.org/sefarim

Orthodox Union / www.ou.org
Balak - Bribery
Rabbi Asher Meir

The Torah forbids judges from taking bribes in no uncertain terms: "Don't accept
bribes, for bribes blind the sighted and distort the words of the wise" (Shemot 23:8).
The Torah reiterates in Devarim, "Don't slant judgment and don't show partiality;
and don't accept bribes, for bribes blind the sighted and distort the words of the wise"
(Devarim 16:19).

The most basic understanding of this directive is that it forbids a judge from
accepting payment to favor one side. However, this understanding is problematic. As
Rashi points out, the Torah has just forbidden slanting judgment or showing
favoritism. There- fore, Rashi explains, this commandment comes to forbid accepting
money "even to judge truthfully". The Chinukh explains that bribes are forbidden for
truthful judgment because if they become habitual then this will lead to accepting
bribes to distort judgment.

However, this raises a new question: if it is forbidden to accept bribes even to judge
truthfully, then why does the Torah give the reason that bribes distort judgment?
According to the Chinukh's explanation, this addition seems superfluous; each judge
knows whether he is impartial or not. The problem is rather that the judge may
accept bribes and act against his acknowledged better judgment.

On this point Rashi on Devarim writes: "Once he accepts a bribe, it is impossible that
he won't be inclined towards [the giver] and seek to justify him." In other words, a
simple prohibition on slanting judgment would not be enough, because the judge
would be convinced that he is truly objective. It is necessary for the Torah to
explicitly prohibit bribery, the reason being the subtle corrosive impact of a bribe.



However, Rashi on Shemot gives a different explanation. There he writes: "Even
someone wise in Torah, if he takes bribes he is destined to lose his mind and forget
his learning, and his eyes will darken." According to this approach, it seems that this
prohibition is meant to prevent this spiritual blindness per se.

This fits in with what we wrote in a previous column on Torah judgment. The
judgment of a judge in Torah court is not considered to be merely an exercise in legal
scholarship; it is a unique level of applying Divine justice to human affairs. Justice is
a Divine prerogative; another verse relating to judgment states, “"Don't show
partiality in judgment; hear the small and the great equally. Don't fear any man, for
judgment belongs to G-d" (Devarim 1:17). Yet HaShem delegates this prerogative to
human agents, the dayanim. Indeed, the word elohim can refer either to G-d or to
human judges, as we see in chapter 82 of Tehillim which states that "Elokim" (G-d)
judges in the midst of "elohim" (the judges). Thus judgment is akin to prophecy. One
of the characteristics of the mashiach is that he will be able to "judge by smell"
because of his prophetic character (Sanhedrin 93b).

Therefore, the distortion of judgment due to bribes is despicable without any
connection to any miscarriage of justice. The judge has a unique opportunity to carry
out an awesome Divine prerogative, and to attain a level akin to prophecy. Accepting
payment from one side blinds his eyes and withholds this unique level from him. This
itself is a terrible crime, which Rashi describes as the "darkening of the eyes".

Rabbi Asher Meir is the author of the book Meaning in Mitzvot, distributed by
Feldheim. The book provides insights into the inner meaning of our daily practices,
following the order of the 221 chapters of the Kitzur Shulchan Arukh.

From Yeshiva.org.il <subscribe@yeshiva.org.il>
reply-To subscribe@yeshiva.org.il
By Rabbi Yirmiyohu Kaganoff

The Spurned Shadchan
By Rabbi Yirmiyohu Kaganoff

In honor of this week's parshah, in which the words mah tovo ohalecha Yaakov are
mentioned, | bring you this article about the creation of the Jewish household.

The phone rings. Mrs. Weinberg, a shadchan who often calls to ask shaylos, is on the
line.

“1 suggested that a local girl meet a bachur who is currently learning in Eretz
Yisroel,” Mrs. Weinberg began. “Both families did their research and agreed that it
sounded worth pursuing, but they decided to wait until the summer when the bachur
would be visiting his family here.”

“When the summer arrived,” Mrs. Weinberg continued, “I called the families back to
arrange for the young people to meet. However they told me that someone else
suggested the shidduch, and that they are following up through the other shadchan.
Are they permitted to cut me out of the arrangements? After all, it was my idea first!”

Does Mrs. Weinberg have a claim? If she does, for how much money and against
whom?

SHADCHANUS GELT

Before we discuss these issues, we need to establish whether paying a shadchan is
indeed a halachic requirement.

I often find that people feel that one is not required to pay a shadchan. However, this
is a misconception, since the halachic sources require paying a shadchan a fee,
usually called by its Yiddish name, shadchanus gelt (Rama, Choshen Mishpat
264:7). Just as you expect to pay your real estate broker, so too, you should assume
you will pay the shadchan. (We should be aware that a shadchan’s claim for services
rendered has a stronger foundation than a doctor’s fee for an office visit, see
Shulchan Aruch, Yoreh Deah 336:2, but that is a topic for a different article.)
Furthermore, there is nothing wrong with a shadchan requesting payment for services
rendered just as an attorney or accountant has every right to demand payment for
services.

BROKERAGE FEES

Although it sometimes sounds strange, shadchanus fees are halachically categorized
as brokerage fees. Just as one pays a real estate agent for arranging a transaction, so
too one pays a shadchan for making the arrangements necessary for the engagement
and marriage to transpire. Therefore, we must first explain the halachic sources for
brokerage fees.

The Gemara (Bava Metzia 63b) mentions the responsibility to pay a broker’s fee to
the person who arranges the sale of property or merchandise (Shulchan Aruch
Choshen Mishpat 185:1; Rama 87:39). This is a standard business practice, similar

to paying a commission to a stockbroker, real estate agent, or personnel recruiter
(sometimes called a “headhunter”).

BUT WHAT IF | DIDN'T ASK HIM?

People easily understand that if you approach a broker or agent, you thereby obligate
yourself to pay him for his services. However, some people assume that if you did not
solicit the service, are not obligated to pay. Does this distinction have any basis?
According to halacha, you are required to pay for any unsolicited benefit that you
would usually pay for. Providing unsolicited benefit is called yored lisoch sdei
chaveiro shelo birshus, entering someone else’s field without authorization, and the
provider of the benefit is referred to simply as the yored (Gemara Bava Metzia
101a).

The case where the Gemara demonstrates this halacha is very instructive: Someone
owns a field that he usually plants, but he has not yet planted it this year. Someone
else planted the field without asking the owner’s permission and now asks the owner
to pay him! Is the planter entitled to compensation for his efforts? The Gemara rules
that he is entitled to compensation since you benefit from his work.

HOW MUCH DO YOU OWE THE YORED?

You are required to pay the yored as much as you have benefited. If he performed
work for you that would normally require you to hire someone, you must pay him
the market rate for hiring someone for this work (Gemara Bava Metzia 76a; Sma,
Choshen Mishpat 375:1).

WHY MUST ONE PAY THE SHADCHAN?

When a single person or the parent of a single person asks someone if they know of
any marriageable prospects, they are asking them to perform a valuable service on
their behalf. This service has a market value, just as any other brokerage or
recruiting fee has a market value (Rama Choshen Mishpat 264:7).

WHAT IF YOU DID NOT ASK THE SHADCHAN?

Although there are halachic differences whether you approach the shadchan or the
shadchan offers his/her service, in either case you are required to pay the shadchan.
The basis for this requirement is as follows:

In this latter instance the shadchan is a yored, since you received benefit from him for
an unsolicited service that you would normally pay for (Gra, Choshen Mishpat
87:117). As explained above, you must pay him whatever you would have otherwise
paid for that service (Gemara Bava Metzia 76a, 101a).

AM | REQUIRED TO PAY SHADCHONUS TO A FAMILY MEMBER OR
CLOSE FRIEND?

This shaylah was discussed hundreds of years ago. A professional shadchan
contacted Mr. Reuven suggesting a gentleman he thought appropriate for Mr.
Reuven’s widowed sister-in-law. Mr. Reuven was involved in researching the
shidduch and in arranging the couple's meeting. When the couple announced their
engagement, Mr. Reuven informed the professional shadchan that he was expecting
half the shadchanus gelt, claiming that he was the shadchan who convinced the
woman to consider this shidduch. The professional shadchan contended that he was
the only shadchan, and that Mr. Reuven was an interested party and not a shadchan.
Mr. Reuven countered that the professional had never made direct contact with his
sister-in-law but relied exclusively on him to encourage the shidduch. The matter was
referred to Rav Yair Chayim Bachrach, known as the Chavos Yair (after one of the
seforim he authored). The rav ruled that Mr. Reuven was indeed a shadchan since he
influenced his sister-in-law to pursue the shidduch. He was therefore entitled to half
the shadchanus fee even though he was related to one of the principals (Shu’t Chut
HaShani #3, quoted in Pischei Tshuvah, Even HaEzer 50:16).

WHO MUST PAY THE SHADCHANUS FEE, THE PARENTS OR THE
COUPLE?

Usually the parents of an engaged party pay the shadchanus gelt. Are they required to
pay this fee, or is it really the responsibility of the young couple that the parents
assume? As we will see, there are halachic ramifications to this question.

The poskim debate this question, making razor-thin distinctions that have major
ramifications. Some contend that the responsibility falls upon the young couple since
they are the ones who benefit, even though the prevalent custom is that the parents
pay (Shu’t Avnei Nezer, Choshen Mishpat #36). Others contend that since the
parents usually pay, the shadchan only expects payment from them and therefore he
has no claim against the young couple (Halichos Yisroel #3, quoting Eirech Shai,
Choshen Mishpat Chapter 185).

There is a major dispute between these approaches. The first opinion holds that if the
shadchan is unable to collect from the parents, he may collect from the couple.
According to the second opinion, his only claim is against the parents, and if he
cannot collect from the parents, he cannot claim his fee from the young couple.
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ARE THERE ANY HALACHIC DIFFERENCES WHETHER YOU ASKED THE
SHADCHAN, OR HE APPROACHED YOU WITH THE SUGGESTION?

Since we have learned that one must pay the shadchan whether or not one solicited
him initially or not, does it make any difference whether | asked the shadchan or the
shadchan approached me first?

There are several differences in halacha that pertain to whether you solicited the
shadchan initially or vice versa, including when you are required to pay the shadchan
and whether one violates the mitzvah of bal talin if one fails to pay the shadchan on
time.

If you approached or telephoned the shadchan initially, then you have hired him or
her to perform a job -- in this case to find an appropriate shidduch. If he/she succeeds
in his/her mission, then you are required to pay when the job is completed, and you
must pay the shadchan as soon as the couple becomes engaged (Shu’t Halichos
Yisroel #1-2). Furthermore if you do not pay him/her on time and the shadchan
demands payment, you will violate a Torah prohibition called bal talin, not paying a
worker on time, a mitzvah we will explain shortly.

However, if you did not hire the shadchan, then you do not violate bal talin if you do
not pay him/her on time since the shadchan is not your employee.

Another difference in halacha affected by whether the shadchan was solicited or not,
is whether you must pay him or her at the time the couple becomes engaged or at the
wedding. If the shadchan solicited you, then the time you are required to pay the
shadchan depends on minhag- accepted local custom (Rama Choshen Mishpat
185:10). If the local custom is that people do not pay the shadchan until the wedding,
then the shadchanus gelt is considered a marriage expense to be paid then, not an
engagement expense. However, if you solicited the shadchan then you are required to
pay the shadchan when his/her job is completed, which is when the couple becomes
engaged (Shu’t Halichos Yisroel #4).

BAL TALIN - PAYING WORKERS ON TIME
As explained above, if one hired the shadchan, one must pay him/her on time because
of the mitzvah of bal talin.

WHAT IS ON TIME?

There are two deadlines, sunset and daybreak, and one is obligated to pay one’s
worker before the first deadline after the job is completed. Therefore, if the worker
finished his job before the end of the day, | must pay him by sunset. If he completed
the work at night, I must pay him before daybreak (Bava Metzia 111a). (As
mentioned above, one violates this prohibition only if the worker demanded payment
and the owner refused to pay and there was no understanding or prearrangement of
late payment.) According to this approach, if you went to a shadchan who, Baruch
Hashem, arranged a successful shidduch, one should make sure to pay him or her
immediately after the couple becomes engaged before the next deadline arrives
(Shu’t Halichos Yisroel #11). Others contend that one need not pay the shadchan
until the wedding unless the custom is otherwise (Rav Elyashiv, introduction to Shu’t
Halichos Yisroel).

Still other poskim contend that since the responsibility of paying the shadchan really
lies with the marrying couple, there is no violation of bal talin if the shadchan is
assuming that the parents are paying his fee since they are technically not required to
pay shadchanus gelt.

HOW MUCH MUST | PAY THE SHADCHAN?
One must to pay the shadchan what is the accepted fee in your community for this
service (Pischei Teshuvah, Even HaEzer Chapter 50:16).

DIVIDING THE FEE

What happens if two different shadchanim were involved at different stages of
encouraging the shidduch? Are they both entitled to be paid? How does one divide
the fee? As we can imagine, this is not a recent shaylah.

An early posek, the Shev Yaakov (Choshen Mishpat #13), discusses the following
case: Levi recommended that Reuven’s son meet Shimon’s daughter. After the
engagement of the young couple, Gad claimed that he had originally suggested the
shidduch to the parties and thus he is entitled to part of the shadchanus.

The Shev Yaakov researched the claims. As it turned out, Gad had indeed originally
suggested the shidduch to both parties, but Shimon and his family had no interest in
pursuing it. Levi, however, was a more persistent shadchan and convinced Shimon to
consider Reuven’s son for his daughter.

Shev Yaakov ruled that Gad was not entitled to any part of the shadchanus fee. He
contends that a shadchan is only entitled to a fee when he was involved in the part of
the discussion that reached fruition. However in this case, Gad’s proposal did not
accomplish anything and therefore he is not considered to be a shadchan.

By a similar reasoning, a real estate agent who showed a prospective client a house,
but was unable to interest them in the house, and then a different agent showed them
the same house and succeeded in convincing them to purchase the house, the second
agent is entitled to the commission according to halacha. (In these instances, if
accepted business practice is different it might affect the halacha, which is a topic for
a different time.)

Thus, it seems that Mrs. Weinberg is not entitled to any shadchanus fee in our
situation, since she was not part of the actual introduction that took place.
Notwithstanding that the Shev Yaakov ruled that Gad was not entitled to a share of
the fee, there are cases in which the shidduch involves several parties and each is
entitled to a part of the fee. If Sarah suggested a shidduch, but then felt that Rivkah
would be a better go between, and eventually Leah was necessary to get involved and
was instrumental in the couple subsequently becoming engaged, all three ladies are
considered partial shadchanim according to many poskim. the accepted practice in
this case is to divide the accepted shadchanus fee and to award 1/3 to each of the
ladies. Other poskim contend that only the person who suggested the shidduch and
the one who finalized it are considered shadchanim and they split the fee — but that a
go-between who neither suggested a shidduch nor finalized it is not viewed as a
shadchan (Shu’t Avnei Nezer, Choshen Mishpat #36).

SOME INTERESTING SHADCHANUS STORIES

A shadchan unsuccessfully attempted to arrange a shidduch between a daughter of
the wealthy Weiss family and the son of the wealthy Schwartz family. Although the
two families did meet and enjoyed one another, the shidduch did not materialize and
the Weiss girl subsequently married someone else. Later, other shadchanim
suggested a match between a younger Weiss daughter and the widowed Mr.
Schwartz, and the couple became engaged. The original shadchan now claimed that
he is entitled to a percentage of the shadchanus gelt, claiming that his involvement in
the previous unsuccessful shidduch was instrumental in forging the close relationship
between the two families that caused the latter shidduch to happen. Does the original
shadchan have a claim?

The parties referred this shaylah to the Avnei Nezer (Choshen Mishpat #36). In a
very complicated ruling he contends that the original shadchan might be entitled to a
very small percentage of the shadchanus gelt for his role. He suggests a compromise
on this basis, but rules that one could not be certain that he is entitled to any part of
the fee.

IF A SHADCHAN ASKS FOR A HIGHER THAN TYPICAL FEE, AM |
REQUIRED TO PAY IT?

If the shadchan did not provide any unusual shadchanus service, and the fee for a
shadchan in your area is fairly standard, then the shadchan is not entitled to the extra
fee. However, if there is no standard shadchanus fee in your area, or the shadchan
performed a special service, then one must pay the shadchan’s higher fee (see Rama,
Choshen Mishpat 335:1 and 264:7; Shach 264:15). Shadchanus is like any other
profession where one may not charge significantly above the going rate. However,
when there is no fixed accepted amount, then the shadchan is not overcharging since
there is no market amount. Similarly, if the shadchan extends him/herself more than
is expected, he may command a higher fee since one is paying for the extra service
(see Rama 335:1)

According to the Midrash, Moshe Rabbeinu was the shadchan between Klal Yisroel
and Hashem at the giving of the Torah. Furthermore, Hashem Himself is indeed the
ultimate Shadchan of every marriage. Thus, we should respect the wonderful role of
the shadchanim in our midst who are involved in a mitzvah that emulates both
Hashem and Moshe.



http://yeshol.torahdb.com/daf.php?page=nezikin/sanhedrin/gemara Sanhedrin02

(a,np 1°910130)
To1nat SoInoARY AXRITY 0vha DnIvICIA VAR

M2 11"D2TI ,P?17 IRWNW MRV 7R1W° 227220) oy a%aw - "oyba® anx 727 ; (0D DU PPN 12 1'RU) oy x%2 - “"oyba”

- ("I"DJ 11"JNNT N2 M2 11NR 2V NJ[IJ) 7°va Yy xaw - "71ya ja” ;(U"El'?N T3 0nn 2791 ,1np?

- "oonywn JwiIn" ;7°va Yy xaw - "93vat IomIxAa 72% X179 ,0°0NYWI JWID RIA ,71¥3 (UD73'7m1‘3N) X170 IXRID
,Dm1n"nn*n1n&7) DO°VDIWT VIDY N 2 NAXI ,(73ﬂ'ﬂPD7 MPJ1P1HNHT1m) Apy> °nva nnx I9PXW°32 N1CYYIY Cnw T2avT
Snw cpaxa 12 - 2w an 5 Conywa jvId T Dinn HRIWI 1R ' (N,] TMO1W) 1°NIT

?2(N"N 0V?21 20 112 VA VNWN) "myana” (3,7372™MI) a>n51 "myajpa” (71,13 72TNA) 2°n>

-(MR"12 170 1"ARN 2171 DU720 (MR 0U?727) nax»232 1% X317 1312 - 1°3aR 17IR1° 027 IR

21 1MW DD?2T 1PNNINNT RIN 20N ®PTN IN1723 NNKR 07121 IR0 Nﬂ) IAXK 100K KA — DNRT XnY¥Y nx YT X107 ,0v%a

91ye YR 227 IxCInT Lx°a ywiac °231 ?0am joncane L(P?TNON? WY 021 IROT 27230 - PPN17 1°RT MKRP1,M01T0 "TNA

158 - TDOMOROMOV DM YY" ;YXRTWe Cywin 195X — TARWY Dywy mw” :nm&xvnmunna&:nhnw&nww11mwv(n“l]n“?nn) AR

TAOW D13 957 XROX ImRI RY XYY 20013 $52% anx1 0931 Iywinc 027 1% InR O ;91¥UYX 029 0927 - obivha nInIx

0'N21WN IR R?7R UNWN XR? "'DAYR Mow 013 93" 1NDT RNUN ;IIMKXRPTI UNUN 071N 222 121RW07 0'UY7 1210 1K) 17&) "noabx

Yy (7,80 11"DW)] 033X 131 "121 TIIRX DT W1 (ARX qT) 1"P719 012 137 INKRTI MR — "1"INR 228 ,[1NMDW1] 0U21 1133 ,0128

TDAYR MW DM T ?inic pxm - Tabaxw® oovwa 121w " xbx T(RAN 07107 - [D20719) DMIOR 993 123 DIIRY W DN

1D1 YWI INIR K ;(|7'7]'I 0?7 W IRWN 22X ;T'NU? P20 0117 1°R1,011172 DNIR 1N131,0020 00070 7"2pn 7712 N EI'ILL]TJT)

z[ynns >nnr nnI] 01w mn war mnn [HRIY? P27 DR 900 2pY? 9y nan ] (7,03 12TNL) tanx , (TTU? PPN 12 1'RW) 1»n¥ya (noo

RIRMNT R?2T) x> ox1 , (0N P27 U "RTIT) 731»> >neanx xan - (MNMXV OO MIN' OXR) o°7w> nim >wdl NInn OX
1-ny% b8 c13a - Q[ ;(OINnta?)

pviyn 01bw oAy mca kY oaxiny 7vIe Ixin 3[PY2727 POR 17277 DYHA OR IR DT DNOPY] T apn awn apraon (1,13 12TN1)
- 0U1JW 0TRI ;1'01U3) a1y At 7°27A% 1°81 ,77v3a 1°aw 0°23%3 cawh Swns ;([A17,7 N"wr13] AR ATW3A I DR NONR° ATN3T)
1397 ancaw 1997 Poby Ra mmb1 — IDIR OA990 QY0 L1971V 310K DR IIART IAKR - IAKA YY aART K2 ;(P31HE1UB
.aRIn

xa7nn xv1%7 172y (D7100 0120 007 "R RIWT RNWIITI) xv33wyr (AT?2IM) xnw1595 T wi°X °9mRT 11°°7 IXDD 21 InX
-(U12m [2va]) x73 woas [1niu]

?v11x 715°a% 10T cawy - DYYI DY ARM MW IIWN PHR N 92T TWURD 12T DINR NIV 1PYN N Y DYHR IR»] (M,1 121TNI)

IR 297p" 11PN 17 MR'W 1120 RINW) 1312 nx X300 ax @> 01%3 Z13ax — '"M270INR MIVM AN N b 1A% anxT 110>
?("'[n?*21] N9 172" 0V?2 MKPT "2

2>n5 xapeyae (N9 PR TMPWY MY 1719 QRONW AN 172 "IART) >31am x°»w 55> 1%°0X — XDYIA I(ANI 27 InN
2°n5 gi0ab1 L [RIN P20 DYN DR IRN RY] 0Ny o0 &Y [DPYA HR DIPYR NRN] (2,20 1212) (N17'NN2 N"2pn 17 MKw)
;[POYN IR PYR 72TR VR 927N DR R DR 79 0P [DWVIRD IR T2 RIPY DR 1D RN 1YY DYYa YR onvR Ran] (3,23 11TN1)

My (W2,1 1 2R1MW) 2>n>7 , (M13210 N3 R?2R 10N 11°R1,N?21T2 1770 IN123) x°7 x3axn x%32 XNI13Y» — XDYIA Znww 27 InN
<[y nyan nwYL ' oY) ' nn owp Inax 1 ndrn Dwarm (N1270 NNTUN R?7R 0NN 2171 "1°R :IN173) 1on mwm 71 ovn

MRIPY "N NP INIR NIORY TNYY HY avnn pYaY oyva RN (1,03 12TNL) amexiw ,7°8 AAR 19372 93°n - ovba I71m10 027 IR
W] (T7,00 N'WR1D) vnxiw ,1°%37 >nwa - piwew ;TN qUT RNUKRT XP12' ((T117210) M) 29w o7 [19 DTN IR 10 92T
(0N 1INWn M99wt) [MNR 1257 99%1] ©ID 22PY TORN NNR Y NPV [T DY YN T

MI NN = 0INW) pyn DNV [12370 DRI P2 112 DPY2 DRI RN HYYN RWM] (1,TD 12TNL) Tnxiw 7°7 1°3°¥yn NAR2 X»I0 - oyba
; (R0 ¥N?™M IR, 01 0 103 "WI9NT N7 1'9WT" 11TATAN NI "3 NN NINKRNT 2230 - ANNg ONK 1170 70173 ,13° 1N
2°n51 L, DY nHN San [N TV NTNN AWR SR MNR Yypw orRy] (7,72 12TNL) x>55 2°n> (111212 772UN11A3)  n°n 1nexa ooip
Y22 '1Y 729NN DR WI239 DA 900 RN 7PHY IN0OR TWR] nonn Yy Yen jpn-mm [P0 nnwn ma YR 1nan naun aw Pnn] (N,7 NOR) onn
-[ran 1mn a9y 9500 an R 9270

-13110R Yy Raw I9mR R1°377 7°93 I» ;A0 INAKI O0IP IIAK RILIT I IIANOKX
M RY9Y MIRI] W P13 (B,TD12TNL) x>57 2°n3 ,"A°7 131708 Sy xa™ IpRT (KM ;7IMKII — "A08 InpR3 DOIpT IART 1R»
Mo pa (12,7 0'U91W) ona 20057 [IIR PIIRI PIT 2720 1900pP?

(2,8p 1°971n130)
-'291" 2"MOT RINT U2 R LR 177D - 112791 172 N°RT ONAT NY™12 TIT]) [-n-nv 59) DW Y73 WK1 Y1 YD O I’J] 2OV Y91 Y71
-('I]'ITJTIJ 7D RAW R 1?77D2

— 17 11022 wnnwn DD?20 Dlwn 21X ?¥op?2 20 7NIR*ND2 R?1T L,2RI0T DDA PDIV 12TNIAD 21090 ?JN]
— "N"n 1170nR 2u ®2T OONRT IRXNT D117 UUW RI?TIN 11XRAIN DWA DTIDIN IR -RDID RI1N NT2 NR1ID
[*501 vy 91 2™ onn 2a°no1 L, "oy o He1™ xon 1 'noT

A1 71°%y nYT LYTc oA A XY InpAa nvT oxnwa - [DODY M9 991 MM Tw Nnn] vy nyT y1in [PR IR ynw ory] (TV,T3 12TN1)
?y3

10



17102 1R 1280 1In120] R'DIOXR N237 X7 XNVY RN P22 0 172 "MKRT 019073 ,"NTNR? RV RN [ov?a] VT 110 R?)
([P111n R¥N R? 120 NR12IN D 1731V2 "D L,OTR
?"mnnany1” o xn
?x°010 na>1 x% xavv oxn (P?221MW) a0bv canxd
(0?2 0"2WY MIVI?7 NRA) xavvaa 1A% CRTY I1aY Inx
19 MWYYY HMIIDA 190NN DTN DN TY TNV MY N237 TYUR TINR IR RV DPYA YR PARD INRM 12,13 72TN] "R MR R 7Y aanx
12[RY 9081 13

; (21277 ®?71 MIRWN RWO?) xebya xivvwb N7 MR) -
2175y nan qwr™ (177 1R)

;(0MM 010 "2 1"RWI) xmwbya >xIApx -
"NoN 10NN xan 200 tabcbva (YU NNRWL) niwox awys Y aw iy caxw kYR 71y xP1 L, Tamova Ty mnvnt (17 1INR)
[15n1 78RS oM 7PN N2V MM Y M [T91R0 9% ATYY NYINT 1YY TONRN TRY WP 1TaY W 1InRn] (2,8 X 07I7N) onn 20051
1(mnnn .n1310)
(N, N2™M) 5xawe% x°231 1a% IARpT 131°°81 ;732 0¥ID ATapAw Avw AnIR (1130 ¥I1c oacaw - 2Ty nyTymnT o xn xbHX
0NNY N0V - 22712 1RUTT PIR? 101210 TUT 000 IRUTIUN) 93930 791 D70WN 1A MY 12 DPY2 MR NIY 1RY IR o0 PY2 PY? An RI 191 MY
' mpTe Ny vny (1270 NPT

27 MpT nYT YNyt U xn

DU?2N'W) vwan ovyba >»>2 0°n A (DIX 93 °nOYD XYW DIAY CNCWY NIpI¥ A@d X1 IVI IYRIw Y a'fapa (av ax
1A°R1Iwn 700 nwl xY - D°Aca (NIR 93 cnoys xYavexw , (MINTPNN N122P0 23 - N2 0D1D N"1pnW NULA (037777 N9xNn
anIR Yow Tnbn — N DY RY DR M YR Nap RY ApR NN OLJJWJTUJ) P2a% ovyba n°% nRpT 11000 ;voYDY TUw HRIW B w
."7 oy XY oonon

yn o (1,72 0770N) aexiw , (RPN N2 ONTI) vav 2inyr anedyr - ([27,70720N2] R0 RP) 0w 931 0pir HR[Y prIX VMW DIPYR]
;[N17 9% 13 PY 29pa] mvna ornaxa
2007 nroR ;DY TY YIT VPRI 1IN TV PRYT N0 PITN2RIMNY 9 (3,10 11"DWTY) xncx noyaox

N2 DINNUNY 073?710 IR0 AVW1A 1"1pN 0U131 ;100110 TINL? AN R 10T MLU W20 220 NP 1T 01" 20) xn>°np >vyw nbna
-x%13311n7 ("U22R"NWIP) xn%a93 xv17n 0>, (MNP?273,00KX12 0NIND "MW VWA

?(]'I]TJ‘TJTN PTINA VW 23 M11°XRW ,N1903N1 N11272NN MV :11'I) X770 »1 XDYWI XDyw 9>
ﬂ]WHﬂﬂ]WHﬂﬂ][ﬂ‘-ﬂBanm317’BN) PRID *P°730 702 n°% XNYW X°A7 L, pRID *P°710 7°2 NOXR XNYWI ROYW 9>

-(M9oan N2123 - DU NMR 22X ,0N12°273 ,TRN N1 TR

,7°¥932 7°Y% 90xY XNY133190 LRI IA RPIC A% AvEm xp A1AT L,°1% 732 Y@IAC v397 A°N132°Wa 9187 RICH XIAA
Yasopb % — XNYW XIAT RLM D IIBR ,3°NIXRI

[H®> Y D227 MINY] MO RY v wuy oy (13,7 72WN) 2°n57 ,XYIR AIIR IRY IR3UH YRW I9AK jDINI — ROVY XIA0 KRR 0O
-17"202 wIVI WINR 177 N1 R21,0M00 XN PUTR? NI 1'R) °57 amcny 7°% *vasx XY v1°ma 190X -

-0Y1D T°m — AnnY% @rInnwnl (ACWRY YY 1A°90D 1°RC1n 8°5%nal ARNIT ANRAW AYWwa I90KR® 277 A°nwn RIn

[a8I1 MW DY 797] MR NR w1ann 9pa2 DYYa Dpn (RJ,1D 11TND)

NR VIMM] 9paa omar oown (1,2 N'WR1L) 3°n57 ,0R738n — A%173 %W 7710 nYvanm 72K ITTYYR 72 (IYAW 037 DIWA RIN
17071 ON12AR NIR 1"2pi 2NKRW TI:IFIN) [D’PL)NH 19 IR VR DIPRN IR TN TP 1YY KXY PPN 112 PN DRI INR 1PIPI Y DR NP 1IN
TnRIw ,ovvan — %173 Sw avw nbwvan (PRI NIR DU DD?2 RIVW ARIWT) axw ;(NXVL R0 UIANW 712172 20 7MW
-(NxD2 10 wANW) [2RN MW DY T9N] MNR IR YIann 9pa1 oyba opn (RJ,1D 12TN1)

Idwaw Ianw? X2 anwh XPw 7innw - a»sw? XYW 1%°DX - 7I1¥m31 77103 DIX pIOVC 0YIVR 127 IR A7I9° 27 InR
axye1 as1 — (0'2°R10"M191"21"N "IN -0'NDY ' 0'2°R 'T10™19 'T:0°7°R? 019 1'1) pbva 2°9pAw n1127p 0 NWI D°Y23IX

-n17 11mn

-AncA o axIn 9%m pva Sw 113 73,7193y %W N3 - N7 IRIIA 73 °DY1° 27 IRR

700N NNV DY DR DNYR 107 [IDRY TIT ToNN IPITR NR 7122 Ponn *7av 1 on] (M,R R 0"3710) 2°n> Z°9» 72 727% X237 7°% X
N20 00 0178 201 1IMRY ,13 PIR 71T '31) 57 x5YnY 7°% xam°ny xyax niix ;[29900 Y 1900 INNWN] 7R021 1RO [NR] ST
21" 2ARN 71T RNMW 177 INKRT 1NDT RW?N R ?2*NWN

oan (12,1 0"U9IW) - >57 xeon x% >x7 ;(WNN 2172 R?21- IRV 1°UNT,N77 MRP "MW I1'DNY) 7°% aanxp "1ovyn” In°Y anx
1Rn "Hax3 oowiT — TNIN YR DYWIN PPN AN NYR Y)Y DOWVIN

(22,87 N'WR12) 2"NIT - NIR?1 207 ;5[T0, T2 N"WRIL] MR 1w AYIRD PR ARAN' 2 NIT - 1PAN NIW) sxvr Yra apas 7w 217103
N312) jown™ xbx 2(P2T 170N 12172 [RONW] 202 N71AT AIMMKRW) >57 n°n% xyax naix ;YN 90K RN DRY HRn Ry
Sanxp "1owyn” omy xon - [N]aexp "(NWL

PIM X1pn» DIX Y23 Iv313m 72 *01° 27 AeRT L0110 92 co10 217 (RA1729-1UN' NUN NN20 00 17I0NT "Ri1) x3° 5o
neyasx - 17onvnr L, ("70WN NYY DV DIAYR 20N TIT? N2 "MRPT) andbws — (12 RIPND1RW 1™IN) 1312 ;315°0%01 1120

] (8,22 10737n) QNIR? 177 MKRPT) xnox [PWIYR RN JOYN NPYR DIV 9 TYYR NN HRY PWIOR HR IR 1719IR) DY NN
[Pwn 722 'n 927 TWRI] MR YHY ¥ R Ppon (13,13 12TNA) ke x novacxy L, (12 RIPNI R21172R 17 11111) 9R JmI2 01w 28 R1 N
-CIIN INTNINTR 27TR LRI — 1790 IT° NIR NIN01 R2R 7177 MR ®7 71"2pnT 23 70 9R)

:[r27n 19y PYa YR W INRN] DYYa *ea 927 ['N] Dwn (71,10 12TNI)

11



11 R?20 ,00?72 92 1N1) asn Zanx (n110 cav (2907 1INMT R20 RN R0 7172 WITRN 110NW)  gx5m ZI»I% X2YywIR *27
('own' 117 ,29p2 Inn

(0,33 0127 '1992Y AYYPR R 7Y PAYR N PaAnn' 1MIT) 1aba mca An IeY AnR Ywa I0IX YW IND73am (IR0 231 InR
m (N,7272™M2) ¢mMR) - (MO1IN1 ®?1) niwass °nal nico1s cna aab a0 xbw (122 077P7 X170 XR1N) ey wpoa
Py’ PHIR 120

;[P1090 MT] Y prmdwm - oacby m10ow ATwn RY

;rvor1odmy (1,72 12TN1) - nowna (nidhn xan &Y

AMOYY MMD - 0°n71531 B°ncT @R RAY RY

[11nipr nrone An 27,7 "20n 1nd ,00121 210 = 2nx] 'nyoiwvars (MMXMM) 7311 >3 xa° xS
;[P1090 MU] on vy oy - amip cYva ooabm oAb 1vac &Y

vomm onSe (1,72 12TN1) - 1%» 72 7Y» oAb a°a> XY

D17 NI - NINIR2 NLRIY (nI13%» Xan XY

(NTU 1M27N RANW 228N qPNNT° IMAMM) "5 BRNTIN - (nisbn a1y xAn XY

;[P1090 MT] wmodn Rwaim - jn1ob» nmox xan &Y

>namy n1°01> cnan yin (A?NN NN A0 NI) #5%%p% 1a11n (OD?22 20 N13720 23) o%15 Ix175 732 Xax 27 InN
"N TINR 3 19739 NYYPR DR 2 PRYR ‘0 pann [OYHa KR YWY PRYR N NaR kY] (1,00 0MAT) aexaw , (07107 2R10™M 109" R?2W) n1wan
QL ,m312°7 272N 22 ®?21) "nabyp” xb1 - (07107 17N R20 123727 790 MI?22P0 10 NNR '1372% n%Hpn') "avbp™ ;pnvw

(NR12NN 19700 MY N3 N12971) manyn amr oyea v (1,13 "20N) 2°n057 x» Z1n11° °37 AR CIpnl 73 YRIw 037 Ipx
MR "DXY T'INKRI INI?I) vwan ovyba 0372w 7392» 010 - YR DX 1190w A0AR bYopw abbp m21v - 2RIV Mpw)
Mpn T WK YR NR ‘A oM (10,7 R 0'I7N) anxiw ,73pa Yxaw> nx Y% p c1i1vowa aonx 2 (RITW NP LI N1INKRIN - MD90N

a1 mp an ;[N DR DOWIN DRMTYR OR VY TR 1P MY 72PN DIN TAPMIARY M TWR NRIA A200 ANTRA YYD HRIW NR WNN] W ona
TYI31 0°n DIpna TP

(x,7p 71°77R10)

R9X ,IPIpnP” INIR NITOIM ORI NI3AWIIT NDIRI 0DIVAW NIMIY 9O 1%0BRI L7121 10wIw) ,(PEPHHWHN?) n25nn
TMIY TI0R AT OTAIR AN ITIRI 7571 YWIR O¥Ya YAR ;INIpN2 A1p IAY DINIIA IAMITW (105> — (AnY Ra1 72170 XIA
YY" MR 111720 - O™ T1PNA 1" TNV 1°R0 N7 ,"0 IR MR 1R GNIMXRT R0 13720 - "oon %Y norIrd' 2 NoT 1NTI'I) o°n Dipna
'Ma" IR X170 ;'0r* [NINK] 219 N2 NIRRT ,0MU97 1"R019 - '0Yyni1d’ MK X1 o) 0Hma" RI11J "Ri121 A1TIRA U190 11212 131 ;'0m
b3 1%oBR LAchAn VIR (0xRY L 7owyin rcwawsr L, (N YV NINRT 21P N2 AR - "0YARI' IR RN N1 YY' 21p N2 1R
1napi1y 7o - (MUP) n>»177 m17 12 A30IW 71°5 L, INIpAM INIXK NITCIA (K 132 NIAWIIT NIRI DYIVAW nInian
037037 D0°X°21 7770 7DD 1AM 2IN10% DINDIp 1imm YIv v m1p A5Tw KPR IIV RPI ;101D Sy ndpIA

A¥y AnIxa 131y noca kY oaop Iianch oyba 1b anx [T YH0D2 WY JIVIN IR NRN] BYNR RYN PR DR R (RD,TI 11TN1)
MoW?1 207 M2 0T AUW) aviy >an°x v¥x J20wia o»n GINP?T2,070 'RT1) 2(A™MN2 "R MY N 1an $3' ND19 nw)
2127 PPN M 22W1T NNR T210 "IN'R 1°2 21 :"72wIn iR 2137 11707 ;07T

— yyow ,0¥%3 ;7190771 21°KR ,0¥923 177 %R L7A¥Y ANDIRI 107 AWHRW I°KRMOD 27 INR RAR I3 KON 227 INRT 11007
(FI],J XROMN 1‘IJT) AARIV L,Nn°713i7 NOwha 32wo% 1°12 13 15T - A73AW L,130°7 7°7710°2 117°1 - POWW L,31°K ;3773
07NN YN %Y nwn MmN orp i (TY,R T'BI10) 2°n>57 L1237 M2 %2R NANA RN TIPN NRN T'N0 DNYHNY NYIN PIY? 2201 DIND NINGwN
- [Dl’ﬂ NR 2VN 15’1 TIY 2312 VR ATIN? 7270 ATINY N1 ﬂN]

;OR IMWN 7MY M MR IR IHVN RVN (D,Tj ‘IJTTJJ)

N2 ,MMXY 1°TIN0 "N INKR 11W7? ;07711 1079 13,1178 1YY nm1u) Y% Oowa 1Ny AO0nNw °n IR IwOpY 731 1IVRW 27 IR
11°T9 1"2PN 0°WNNI :'OR W' ;INXD NKR 1"IN0N1 ,01XR1X 201 717110 210 121191 1'01102 1MIV 1"ITUNT 1IN0 0TXR 12 1MIXR? 017 "X

. (‘]'IlJTJLLl 72 ;X217 TTU? 0P TR? 2102 0201071 ,1MXD°?

2D 12070 0NN NIRA AMNN0 ANIR? 17 "IR) 1°12% (1070 awiy a"apaw aywa x¥snw AnIx? A% IR 171A1° 227 Iax
,R1111210NT T2 NT1PPTI R20 120D7) at oy a1 1 ppiiw Avwa ax°a%% x°23% 7°3 1nio> Youm »» ;(PXRI0T 13V7 ANUT
. (UU"]]TJ 1"2pMm 270 IR 2207 21270 ®1i1 ™M IN12D

; (11127 R2 77TR X1 (RJ,27 NDOLT) M ,MTA N0 = 'T7RY) [7aR TP RIN DN 2P 1P YR D] o o o (13,73 12TN2)

JTIR 17N - 727R1 TIORNT, TR TU NINIR - 1123 IR 1107 177U - 0°%2 1"2pn R0 NINIR MR IN1?73 ,0'0171 = '0°n3Y)
- Rkp TND?T (MR 1NN TN 1T TADUMm

-2 MW MIPN 117N 0N3T) a°pox 712°Y 27 Anw

>7avywn 7Y°R1 IR3IA L,5%vpca cbvp 1wk 7y - (NOUKR TU N7 "TAVWNT 12D 101,117 "20pT 1MUR 1101)  "92p 11 mwr "
R i =B v/

717 XD ROAW) n°% >ya°n "ara ovy™ ?2"9ny" [D00 nNRA] avb arn opn now? wR TR 105 MYy Ton mn (17,73 12TN1)
2(17x710 N2 170010

X171 R0 ,P?22 AT N1290 M?N7 N1X%1 X2 0U?2731) o°anxa 1n%%p A%7071 Ip¥y Nx %Y%pmw DIXD IRIAD 73 XIX 227 InX
2D 2RI T 9IPNN K20 ,2ARIM 12 12 170270 AXV7 17271 1710 N7 117900 170N 2R17072 ®7R ,?7X7W 12 17027 IR 1% 0p2?7 71X
187 R?1,1X1102 1779 21N270 1210 N2 17202 1N229 1210 RITINK RIW*2 ;["I"TJ] "IND? AT DDA AWDT TUR" 21'NIT 11701 ;72R70°
X712 ;7owd °%3Y DvaRnM DAY LRI An T XIIW 19X Sw oncabx toab aax - (UUIN DD MKW MI 7R1W° "993 11N37
,0°192n 77%°1 yIinam A1°pT In111T (A3 20w ,(U‘P1LLD]‘LL]11]LLHTJ3U‘D'?P'?LL]EI"?TIN) 0 vyhp 1A% AWy IAxy IROWKR)
77901 pInam A1°pT In11171 12 2cwial ,mincwea nca gy (W) abw aam oovbp (ab aby -jnws vY3 (Aav 173m00
*%5 wpan anx R IA1°pIA 1% DARIR - pIwa YUovY 1URXICY 1UAAWY 1°NDIWY ]°P1IXR YXRIWOW AYywal ,0°10an

12



a1 ,o0nys whwr ocnw (MWD 131) ;ML TIN) namda 1% namax aibcr L, QMU MT) mawa 1Y nanix a1vpr ?Minws
niin vy 700 Yo (MT) carvayy (%17 NNKRW 1"0°0ON 23) g»ey® 1172 2w ,n°2a 73> nx 33" 1% namix 7>
JINWN NMNW) 13 ava - anww 7103 ?70c bw 013 anwnw 717%7" I1Y masx ;00931 Sw o700 70R1 XY (00Iv1 jabux
"71% 712%™ 9% aawex ,apen Jin» anxac axcxaa (UTMONT? NUMW MA) 0% cvoswa'™ tabv aex (U0 1XTI12 101
VI 20 INTIAD AN 713) 2™ v 5 x%x Jem o wpam 215> ?27% nooox ani' 1Y amaex IMhax cwaac xva' Iab o anx

7Y INMmIn 2 10RW RYR TIV ORD (:1'7 MK 21W71 NWID K111 137072 13|‘I) s[722 anvvavw vy 110x x171] (.1‘]5'7 1"TINNow
, (MWD R1M1) 721 Aws naIn2 TpOnw

MR 127111 037N 170)  nway 175 My Y2181 Ann [DIMIAR NIRRT ANPWRIL NIRNA 171939 YRIW? MR 12702 D21v3] (7,0 DWIN) nxiw
R (TI"JPTIJ 1719100 T'XP1WN 170 N1IT? ON2NR NIXRN TI]'ITJ) DANRL DIRPY PN (]'ILUJTI

;[aRIn na HR Mt oyn Ynn] orowa Sxawr awn (R,N3 11TNI)

njvw °792372 1poOYNIW 2OMIX O YWIAY Y29 JONY DYuw I9nIR 9T1YyobR 029

[117n9RY NNWY Oyn YIRN] jnoR Ay oyh apm (2,713 12TN1)

[Dnun] RPNY) 7009p bva 1vio wyiw ek ywiao c2a1 ;19122 -IRIPMY) 782 1vad nIRIIy IanIR ITYOLR v 29
-([h22 mpn , e 0PN NW?

1"g>5°51" 7wy cxn[1] '32712 727297 '0°T"97° "1 "M U1 - "OTOW'T MUNWNA DWINT "271 ITD2R 11172 1779°R 27027 "TR) ?
(@IPREH

moa NVYVY ‘npn] (J,TTJ 1|‘I‘TJ‘I‘) INRIV L,T7IN °I2TH (HAXYY 1DV IAMIR YWIAY °27 ;AP 0°7°D7 IAMIR ITYOYR a9
IN1?2 X110 0777 11797 - "0 797" NI 001 ;MM 11N 20) o e (007 2'0N7) 002 9% mar 1uan &Y [P RN 1231Y wyIn AR
-(P?0D TNV ®2 N7INN N 0T 1970 19N

INRIV LYY ]1W5 RYPX 110X 2w PRIV oIpn 55 27I1myC 229 Nk

n9R] [22109] - 1p33 pIR2 Par M0 pIR1 2Py 2wn (R,17 TPORTL) a8 nNa YR mMad oyn onn oowa YR awn (X, 11TN1)

SR NPT ONIT DR qOY RIN [PPIR YW1 NAYT 211 DRI NNYA 12 DR TP RIN JRR PIR OR IPT 770 MY DIVY PIV 12 0V 1pYy’ MTHN

Hahtal]

RIPN] MY SR M 12pn [0 P09 ,00] — [TRN 129 179 N2 ITNRN] Jwa pIra [D7IRN PIRI] SrIw? awn (12,TN NURT) nx1s
;[213812 37920 R YR NNRY TON MTRY TYVPI 197 ANN T R1 DY PP N ONRYN RI OR 19 908N qOMY 119

- [anbw >n»n> %> wyaw %3 3Ty1 17n] nixn nony 13193 nnAn wex Awab bxawe as A awes (1,71 X 07I7N)

- DITR RIN 900 PN MITRA TTA DR 7nYwY v ‘A opn (T',87 R 0'371)

oybva - 29M2 130 MY 12 DYYa NR[Y PTA 13910 VRN PIT DRI NN DRI NN ORI OPT DRI R NR] 0YIN Yy wan P odn nxy (M,R7 127N2)
?onn Cva UR»

Qnxua INL) [bxaw s Yeooaw] gvx avaixy ooawy vsow (TN 1PN 21N) Yaw0b 1%aw I7imie »27 anx

Qann) 71o13 acv 13AT 1718 - c37p cvaceb xPIR RDPA ICwWICR CANKT 13008 137 AR 70210 72 KILIT I NN
- Dw 2RW OV?273) ncacn

?x17 x°23 - ?7gorp” (2D DWINT RIP RINN)  [DYYIN KR 29N2 HRIY? 12 1I0] Dopn T2 12 oyva nx (13,07 VWY

- (TP LU ARI2I 1NN 1297 2R1W° NR 27792 11D 1NIW) oo1p 510a%1 ,x°23 abAna Z71m1° 227 IR

>a31 023y (M) proox - (AN OMWI 020 NWR) °x17 >vL w1 >130m I°WI°K *I9KT 11°°7 IXDD 27 InN
(00 N:RIMINR RIW™? ;11790 22N "IWINY)

(2,79 1°971n130)
mN™M "oY9mn YR 3INY) nince yaax 13 Ip0cpw 1327 Tk ;DMYIN YR 29N HRIW? 12 190 [D0IPR YR 12 oYY nvv] (23,27 vwIn?)
NI™NT ;PIN 17 - 17720 ;UXRN IN? 2917 10RT 12N ,71272% ANN OR N8I 10IR?N0) pany 398 asc ey ab po »(UNWN 0270

- (9w 117 - TIR? 79103 ;N?7P0 — 291U ;270 - BRI

?n1m And 72 ovba 7% voaw °m IR1°IN °231% R1°n XIAM A0 IR

93 I8 7031w n%nY 1°n%n 72 - Qncmc 1¥n XY ARAINY 0OnT WK Qn1u*7nn) 2°n57m XPR ;2°n> RY 2anoom Ina°h amx

v¥aIx1 1°n%n

20 01M) x3°3n oyba 7031w nbn1 7°nbn 92" 7°a 2°n> 7A1 oybaT acopid Y cin °70°7% Inanxp 0w tavh aex
-(nw ?7p NRIPI ANN20N 23 - INR 71720P 127981 ,RAX 1W) axwvo>Y onid n°n> Yovp 7> (N.0'Y

O°TIRN 1N 1M1 171 0D?22 - "8N°0 "2727 ;170" 21"R1 DU22 10797 113D 1Rk 10 1w?20° 2707 KT ,"®/N°0 277177 N1'27 R1MN 1:l"l"l)

0™IXN 117222 2R70 100 0710 T0D1 TAXRN MR 22 - "RN0 2777 10127200 01KR Y T12710 120 22T N9 NXU2A 1t AT 070 1001

. (UD'?J 1'm 1M Imn2n 1o

?3T) an>7 ,vywan ovbanm 72% (CRU?) wainy woon x% (MUI'TMNI O'I?71N) 1av3132 n°92% x1°277 7°92 9» a°% Inx
-a02 wirt - (CRW?) 03 nmowns (N

Talmud - Mas. Sanhedrin 105b [Soncno_translation]

And knoweth the mind2 of the most High.3 Now, seeing that he did not even know the mind of his ass, could he know the mind of the most High! What [is this about] the
mind of his ass? — For they [the elders] said to him, “Why didst thou not ride upon thy horse?’ He replied. ‘I have put it [to graze] in the dewy pastures. But the ass said to
him, ‘Am | not thine ass?’4 — “‘Merely for carrying loads’, [he replied]. ‘Upon which thou hast ridden.” — ‘That was only by chance.” ‘Ever since | was thine until this day,’
[she added]. ‘Moreover, | serve thee as a companion by night.” Here is written, Was | ever wont to do so unto thee;5 whilst elsewhere it is written, And let her be his
companion.6 What then is meant by knowing the mind of the most High? — He knew how to gauge the exact moment when the Holy One, blessed be He, is angry; and that
was what the prophet said to Israel: O thy people, remember now what Balak king of Moab consulted, and what Balaam the son of Beor answered him from Shittim unto
Gilgal, that ye may know the righteousness of the Lord.7 What is meant by that ye may know the righteousness of the Lord? — The Holy One, blessed be He, said to Israel:
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Know now how many acts of charity | performed for you in that | did not become angry all that time, in the days of Balaam the Wicked; for had | waxed angry during that
time none would have remained or been spared of Israel's enemies.8 And thus Balaam said to Balak, How shall | curse, whom God hath not cursed? or how shall | rage, when
the Lord hath not raged?9 This teaches that for the whole of that time the Lord had not been wroth.10 [But normally] God is angry every day.11 ...

And Balaam rose up in the morning, and saddled his ass.19 A Tanna taught on the authority of R. Simeon b. Eleazar: Love disregards the rule of dignified conduct. [This is
deduced] from Abraham, for it is written, And Abraham rose up early in the morning, and saddled his ass.20 Hate likewise disregards the rule of dignified conduct: [this is
deduced] from Balaam, for it is written, And Balaam rose up in the morning, and saddled his ass.

Rab Judah said in Rab's name: One should always occupy himself with Torah and good deeds, though it be not for their own sake,21 for out of good work misapplied in
purpose there comes [the desire to do it] for its own sake. For as a reward for the forty-two sacrifices offered up by Balak, he was privileged that Ruth should be his
descendant;22 [as]23 R. Jose b. Huna said: Ruth was the daughter of Eglon, the grandson of Balak, king of Moab.

Raba said to Rabbah b. Mari: It is written, [And moreover the king's servants came to bless our lord king David, saying] God make the name of Solomon better than thy
name, and make his throne greater than thy throne:24 is it mannerly to speak thus to a king? — He replied: They meant, according to the nature of [thy throne etc.].25 For
should you not say thus, [consider:] Blessed above women shall Jael the wife of Heber the Kenite be, blessed shall she be above women in the tent.26 Now who are the
‘women in the tent’? — Sarah, Rebecca, Rachel and Leah. Is it then meet to say thus? — But it means according to the nature of [their blessedness].27 So here too,it bears the
same meaning. Now, this conflicts with R. Jose b. Honi. For R. Jose b. Honi said: Of everyone a man is jealous, except his son and disciple. ‘His son” — this is deduced from
Solomon.28 ‘His disciple — [is deduced] if you like, say, from Let a double quantity of thy spirit be upon me;29 or if you like, say, from And he laid his hands upon him, and
gave him a charge.30

And the Lord put a thing in the mouth of Balaam.31 R. Eleazar said, An angel;32 R. Jonathan said: a hook.

R. Johanan said: From the blessings of that wicked man you may learn his intentions:33 Thus he wished to curse them that they [the Israelites] should possess no
synagogues or school — houses — [this is deduced from] How goodly are thy tents, O Jacob;34 that the Shechinah should not rest upon them — and thy tabernacles, O
Israel;35 that their kingdom should not endure — As the valleys are they spread forth; 36 that they might have no olive trees and vineyards — as gardens by the river's side;
that their odour might not be fragrant — as the trees of lign aloes which the Lord hath planted; that their kings might not be tall — and as cedar trees beside the waters; that
they might not have a king the son of a king —37 He shall pour the water out of his buckets;38 that their kingdom might not rule over other nations — and his seed shall be
in many waters; that their kingdom might not be strong — and his king shall be higher than Agag; that their kingdom might not be awe-inspiring — and his kingdom shall be
exalted. R. Abba b. Kahana said: All of them reverted to a curse,39 excepting the synagogues and schoolhouses, for it is written, But the Lord thy God turned the curse into a
blessing for thee, because the Lord thy God loved thee;40 the curse, but not the curses.41 R. Samuel b. Nahmani said in R. Jonathan's name: What is meant by the verse,
Faithful are the wounds of a friend; but the kisses of an enemy are deceitful?42 Better is the curse wherewith Ahijah the Shilonite cursed Israel than the blessing wherewith
the wicked Balaam blessed them. Ahijah the Shilonite cursed Israel by a reed, as it is said, For the Lord shall smite Israel, as a reed is shaken in the water:43 just as a reed
grows in well watered soil and its stem
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is renewedl and its roots are numerous, and even if all the winds of the world come and blow upon it they cannot dislodge it from its place, but it sways in unison with them,
and as soon as the winds subside, the reed still stands in its place, [so may Israel be]. But the wicked Balaam blessed them by the cedar:2 just as the cedar does not stand in a
watery place, and its roots are few and its stock is not renewed, and even if all the winds of the world come and blow upon it they cannot stir it from its place, but immediately
the South wind blows upon it it uproots and overturns it on its face, [so may Israel be]. Nay, more, it was the reed's privilege that a quill thereof should be taken for the
writing of the Scroll of the Torah, Prophets and Hagiographa. And he looked on the Kenite, and took up his parable.3 Balaam said to Jethro, “Thou Kenite, wast thou not with
us in that scheme?4 Who then placed thee among the strong ones of the world!’5 And that is what R. Hiyya b. Abba said in R. Simai's name: Three were involved in that
scheme,6 viz., Balaam, Job, and Jethro. Balaam, who advised it, was slain; Job, who was silent,7 was punished through suffering; and Jethro, who fled — his descendants
were privileged to sit in the Hall of Hewn Stones, as it is written, And the families of the scribes which dwell at Jabez, the Tirathites, the Shemeathites, and Suchathites. These
are the Kenites that came of Hemath, the father of the house of Rechab;8 whilst elsewhere it is written, And the children of the Kenite, Moses’ father in law, went up out of the
city of palm trees.9

And he took up his parable, and said, Alas, who shall live when God doeth this!10 R. Simeon b. Lakish said: Woe unto him who maketh himself alive by the name of
God,11 R. Johanan said: Woe to the nation that may be found [attempting to hinder], when the Holy One, blessed be He, accomplishes the redemption of his children: who
would throw his garment between a lion and a lioness when these are copulating!12

And ships shall come from the coast of Chittim.13 Rab said: This refers to the White Legion.14 And shall afflict Asshur, and shall afflict Eber:15 Until Asshur, they shall
slay; after that, they shall throw into subjection.16

And now, behold I go unto my people; come, therefore, and | will advertise thee what this people shall do to thy people in the latter days.17 But he should have said, What
thy people shall do to this people?18 — R. Abba b. Kahana said: It is as one who, cursing himself, refers his malediction to others.19 He [Balaam] said thus to him [Balak].
“The God of these hates lewdness, and they are very partial to linen.20 Come, and | will advise thee. Erect for them tents enclosed by hangings, in which place harlots, old
women without, young women within, to sell them linen garments.” So he erected curtained tents from the snowy mountain [Hermon] as far as Beth ha-Yeshimoth [i.e., right
from north to south], and placed harlots in them — old women without, young women within. And when an Israelite ate, drank, and was merry, and issued forth for a stroll in
the market place, the old woman would say to him, ‘Dost thou not desire linen garments?’ The old woman offered it at its current value, but the young one for less. This
happened two or three times. After that she would say to him, ‘“Thou art now like one of the family; sit down and choose for thyself.” Gourds of Ammonite wine lay near her,
and at that time Ammonite21 and heathen wine had not yet been forbidden. Said she to him, “Wouldst thou like to drink a glass of wine?’ Having drunk, [his passion] was
inflamed, and he exclaimed to her, “Yield to me!” Thereupon she brought forth an idol from her bosom and said to him, “‘Worship this’! ‘But | am a Jew’, he protested. ‘What
does that concern thee?” she rejoined, ‘nothing is required but that thou should uncover thyself” — whilst he did not know that such was its worship. ‘Nay’, [said she,] ‘I will
not leave thee ere thou hast denied the Torah of Moses thy teacher,’ as it is written, They went into Baal-peor, and separated themselves unto that shame, and their
abominations were according as they loved.22...

And they slew the kings of Midian, beside the rest of them that were slain . . . Balaam also the son of Beor they slew with the sword.37 What business had Balaam there? —
R. Jonathan said: He went to receive his reward for the twenty-four thousand Israelites whose destruction he had encompassed.38 Mar Zutra b. Tobiah remarked in Rab's
name: This is what men say, ‘When the camel went to demand horns, they cut off the ears he had.’39

Balaam also the son of Beor, the soothsayer, [did the children of Israel slay with the sword].40 A soothsayer? But he was a prophet! — R. Johanan said: At first he was a
prophet, but subsequently a soothsayer.41 R. Papa observed: This is what men say, ‘She who was the descendant of princes and governors, played the harlot with
carpenters.’42
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Did the children of Israel slay with the sword among them that were slain by them.1 Rab said: They subjected him to four deaths, stoning, burning, decapitation and
strangulation.2

A certain min3 said to R. Hanina: Hast thou heard how old Balaam was? — He replied: It is not actually stated, but since it is written, Bloody and deceitful men shall not
live out half their days,4 [it follows that] he was thirty-three or thirty-four years old.5 He rejoined: Thou hast said correctly; | personally have seen Balaam's Chronicle, in
which it is stated, ‘Balaam the lame was thirty years old when Phinehas the Robber killed him.”6 Mar, the son of Rabina, said to his sons: In the case of all [those mentioned
as having no portion in the future world] you should not take [the Biblical passages dealing with them] to expound them [to their discredit], excepting in the case of the
wicked Balaam: whatever you find [written] about him, lecture upon it [to his disadvantage]

14



