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 .......... 4:41 p.m. 

Mincha ..................... 4:50 p.m. 

Sh’kiah ..................... 4:59 p.m.


Daf Yomi.................. 8:00 a.m. 

Shacharis ................ 8:45 a.m. 

Sof Zman K’Shma ... 9:41 a.m. 

Halacha shiur .......... 3:50 p.m.  

Mincha ..................... 4:35 p.m. 

Ma’ariv ..................... 5:42 p.m. 

Shabbos ends ......... 5:50 p.m. 

 

Weekday Schedule 
January 23-28 

Shacharis 
   Zoom #790 613 352 

Sunday .................... 7:45 a.m. 

Mon, Thurs ..... 6:20, 7:45 a.m. 

Tu, Wed, Fr  ... 6:25, 7:45 a.m. 
 

Mincha-Ma’ariv 

   Zoom #790 613 352   

Sunday-Thursday. ... 4:50 p.m. 

Rabbi Fein’s Daf Yomi 

Sunday ....................... 6:25 a.m. 

Monday - Fri. .............. 5:25 a.m. 

Rabbi Gottlieb’s Daf Yomi  
   Zoom #266 109 506 

Sunday to Fri .............. 7:00 a.m. 

Rabbi Gottlieb’s Gemara Shiur 
   Zoom #721 128 697 

Sunday  ...................... 8:30 a.m. 


Candle lighting ........... 4:50 p.m. 

Mincha ........................ 4:55 p.m. 

 

 

January 21, 2022 


 

The Shabbos afternoon Halacha Shiur will be given at 3:50 p.m. Rabbi Gottlieb will 
speak on the topic of “Selling Land in Israel to a Gentile: Broad Perspectives and 
Shemitta Applications.”  

Enjoy learning, pizza and prizes at Avos U’Banim, Motzoei Shabbos at 7:00 p.m. in 
the library. This week’s program is being sponsored by David and Regina Abramczik. 
To sponsor an evening’s learning, contact Amy Gottlieb at (845) 357-3913 or 
mrsagottlieb@gmail.com. 

This week’s shiurim were dedicated by Judy Gross in memory of her father, 
Moshe Aryeh ben Avraham Shraga Faivel Halevi. To dedicate a shiur, kiddush or 
seudah shlishis in memory of a loved one, please contact Jack Gross. 

Wednesday nights at 8:00 p.m., join the Navi shiur given by Rabbi Gottlieb in the 
shul library. You can also access the shiur via Zoom ID 590-354-028, passcode Bais.  

The TCN Network offers a popular schedule of shiurim which can 
be viewed in our Simcha Room. Rabbi Mansour’s shiur begins on 
Thursday at 7:45 p.m. and Rabbi Frand’s shiur begins at 9:00 p.m. 
On Motzoei Shabbos, Rabbi Reisman’s Navi shiur begins at 7:30 p.m.  

The governor of New York recently announced that masks are 
required in all indoor places that do not require proof of vaccination. 

Therefore, anyone unable to provide proof of vaccination will be required to wear a 
mask in Bais Torah. Thank you for your cooperation 

Save the date: On February 27th, Bais Torah members and friends will be making 
their way to Shatzer Matzos in Brooklyn for matza baking. Mark your calendar.  

In October 2017, the US Supreme Court declined to hear a case 
concerning the Ten Commandments displayed on the lawn outside of 
city hall in Bloomfield, New Mexico. In refusing the case, the court 
allowed to stand the lower courts’ rulings ordering the display removed 
on the grounds that it amounted to unconstitutional, government 

endorsement of religion.  

This was not the first time that the Ten Commandments had come before the 
Supreme Court for adjudication. In 1980, The Court heard the case of Stone v. 
Graham, a suit brought by a group of Kentucky parents against the state’s schools 
superintendent, James Graham. At issue was a state statute mandating the 

Courting Commandments 
by Rabbi Yisroel Gottlieb 

(continued on next page) 
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Refuah Shelaima 

Yossi Stern   ציון בן מלכה פראדל -יוסף בן  
      Visitors please call first 
            845-352-5138 

Gordons’ daughter-in-law 
 שולמית בת מירל

Katie Tannenbaum’s grandson 
משה בן דבורה טובה יהונתן              

Rosalie Kallner 
 שיינה רחל בת שרה הודל           

Ruth Malinowitz            רבקה בת פריידא 

Andy Yurowitz               אליהו זבי בן חנה 

Goldress grandson  
 אילן רפאל בן טובה רבקה

Bikur Cholim 
Please call  

Rosalie Kallner, Fountainview  

356-2506 
 

How to Reach Us  

Rabbi Yisroel Gottlieb  
(845) 357-3913 

Daytime emergency (845) 362-8362 

rabbigottlieb@gmail.com  

Jack Gross, President  
(646) 450-7616;  

jack2act@gmail.com  

Michael Kronenberg, Treasurer  
mkron1950@gmail.com  

Rivki Faivelson, Shul Secretary  
(845) 352-1343 M-Th, 9:00-1:00 

baistorah@gmail.com  

Simcha Room Reservations 
Kiddushim  
Jack Gross (646) 450-7616  

Shalosh Seudos Reservations  
Jack Gross (845) 659-6590  

Bikur Cholim  
Sharon Kronenberg, (914) 261-5654 

Sandy Lieder, (845) 304-8884  

Friday Night Mikva 

(845) 425-6101  

Shul Bulletin 

baistorahbulletin@gmail.com 

posting of the Ten Commandments in every public school classroom, which the 
plaintiffs argued was a violation of the Establishment Clause. In that case, The Court 
ruled in favor of the parents, removing the Ten Commandments from the walls of 
public schools.   

In June 2005, however, The Court issued rulings on two cases involving Ten 
Commandments displays, Van Orden v. Perry and McCreary County v. ACLU of 
Kentucky. The former was a Texas case concerning the display of the Ten 
Commandments on a monument given to the government at the state capitol in 
Austin. The latter once again concerned Kentucky, questioning whether a display at 
the McCreary County courthouse was constitutional. This time, the court, 
interestingly enough, issued conflicting rulings on the same day, allowing the Texas 
exhibit to stand, while siding with the ACLU in McCreary and ordering the removal of 
the Kentucky courthouse displays.  

In these seemingly contradictory rulings, the court developed a standard that 
requires each case involving such displays to be judged on its own merits, turning on 
whether the display serves a primarily religious or secular purpose.  

In those cases, the court acknowledged the Ten Commandments as a foundation 
stone for much of western law in general and Anglo-American law in specific. In The 
Court’s opinion, a secular display emphasizing the biblical foundations of the law as 
part of a broader discussion of legal history is allowed, while an identical display 
whose purpose was to promote the religious aspect of The Commandments is not. 

What the court failed to answer, but time has told, is what happens when you attempt 
to divorce G-d from the Ten Commandments? How well do those commandments 
hold up as the moral underpinning of a society that rejects the first two? The answer: 
not well at all.  

Rambam writes in hilchos melachim: a gentile who observes the seven Noachide 
laws not because they were commanded at Sinai, but because he has intuited those 
principles on his own, he is not from the pious of the nations of the world nor one of 
their wise men. While one may reasonably contend that piety can only be found in 
submission to the Divine, it is hard to argue that one who intuits the Divine Wisdom is 
unwise.  

The Rambam here is sharing a basic truth regarding morality and human thought. 
Moral values we develop through our own intuition will change as society shifts. 
What may have been immoral or amoral a half-century ago is now made legitimate, if 
not desirable, while yesterday’s ideal becomes today’s taboo. A moral code subject 
to change with the shifting winds is neither pious nor wise.  

The Torah’s timeless code of ethics reflects both piety, in connecting man to his 
Creator, and wisdom, in providing immutable, unwavering, and eternal clarity on all 
questions of values and morality. 

A society that attempts to surgically separate the first two of the commandments 
from the rest will find that each of the laws that follow, once unwavering tenets of a 
moral society, will now be questioned and attacked. If G-d is out, there goes the 
Sabbath and the human dignity that comes along with it. Honor for parents 
disappears, taking with it the basic family unit on which society is structured.  

Murder is no longer an absolute wrong, but a relative one, justified when employed to 
avenge a people’s victimhood. Theft too becomes an acceptable outlet for rage and 
indignation at society’s inequalities, while envy and greed become the idealized 
norm. Modesty, inhibition and discretion are discarded as relics of a more primitive 
era, and honesty becomes a relative rather than absolute term.  

The Court may be right that the Ten Commandments absent G-d conform to the 
constitution’s Establishment Clause, but I would submit that the Ten commandments 
without G-d are not the Ten Commandments at all.  

They aren’t even the eight commandments either. Perhaps the Eight Suggestions 
would be a more fitting title. 

Good Shabbos.  

Courting Commandments   (continued from previous page) 
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by Pinchas Frankel  

Sefer Shemos opens, circa 3500 years ago. 
with Pharaoh searching for a solution to his 
“Jewish Problem,” whereby the Jews are 
multiplying and thriving in the Province of 
Goshen, and he fears that they will become 
a “fifth column.”  A trusted advisor, the 

Prophet Bilaam, suggests the idea of drowning the 
Jewish male babies in the Nile.  Iyov, another advisor, 
cannot bring himself to actively oppose it, and remains 
silent.  Yisro, a third advisor, registers his protest by 
fleeing Egypt.  Each advisor receives his due “reward;” 
Bilaam, death by the sword, Iyov,  a rigorous test of his 
faith and Yisro, appointment first as Priest of Midian, 
later becoming the father-in-law of Moshe and finally, 
by conversion to Judaism.   Earlier, ca. 3650 years 
ago, the Chumash describes Lavan, the father-in-law of 
Yaakov.  The Pesach Haggadah has some very harsh 
things to say about him; specifically, that he was worse 
than Pharaoh, who only wanted to destroy the Jewish 
males whereas Lavan wanted to “uproot everything.”   

Lavan cheated Yaakov repeatedly and viewed him 
essentially as his slave. That is why he objected 
strenuously to Yaakov’s departure with his family, for 
he knew at least one principle of Torah, “What a slave 
acquires, belongs to his master.”  He did not recognize 
the separate identity of his son-in-law, nor in his great 
spiritual potential.  Lavan was an inveterate sinner and 
although Yaakov would later say, “I lived in the house 
of Lavan, yet observed all the commands of the Torah,” 
Lavan took no notice of the greatness of his son-in-law, 
nor did he attempt to learn from his ways.  Lavan had 
seen an example of kindness in the hospitality of 
Avraham, and empathy for human suffering in 
Avraham’s attempt to head off the destruction of 
Sodom.  And he was aware of the great spiritual act 
performed by Avraham and Yitzchak at the “Akeidah.”  
He knew that his own sister, Rivkah, favored Yaakov 
as the spiritual heir of Yitzchak.  Yet he rejected the G-
d of Avraham, Yitzchak and Yaakov and attempted to 
enslave Yaakov, one of the “Avot;” in fact, the “Bechir 
She-BeAvot,” the most favored of the Forefathers, of 
the Jewish People.  

This week’s Parashah begins “And Yisro, Priest of 
Midian and father-in-law of Moshe, heard...” (Shemos 

18:1)  The Midrash asks, “What did Yisro hear, in 
particular, that attracted him to the Jewish People?”  
And the Midrash answers, “He heard of the splitting of 
the Sea of Reeds and of the destruction of 
Amalek.” (Mechilta)  But the Midrash knows, from 
earlier events described in the Torah, of the beginning 
of his relationship with Moshe, how Moshe had come to 
the aid of his daughters at the well, displaying empathy 
with the weak and great courage.  We know that Yisro 
so valued those sterling qualities that he chastised his 
daughters, “How could you leave such a 
man!?” (Shemos 2:20), and gave one of them, 
Tzipporah, to Moshe as his wife.  Yisro knew that 
Moshe had been summoned by G-d Himself to go to 
Egypt to lead his people, downtrodden and oppressed 
slaves, out of that land.  And when Moshe came to him 
respectfully to ask his permission to take his family with 
him as he left on that mission to save his brothers, Yisro 
responded, “Go in peace.” (Shemos 3:18)  We see in 
the text of the Torah how each took pride in the other.  
As Chazal point out, in Parshas Shemos, Moshe took 
honor in being the son-in-law of Yisro, as it says 
(Shemos 4:18), “And Moshe went and returned to 
Yeser, his father-in-law...,” while in Parshas Yisro, the 
father-in-law took pride in the son-in-law, for in today’s 
Parashah he is described as the “father-in-law of 
Moshe.” (Shemos 18:1) 

Far from rejecting the Torah and its Author, Yisro 
actually added a section to it.  It was he who 
suggested the idea of a multi-tiered judicial system to 
Moshe, and told him “I am giving you this advice, and 
may G-d be with you.” (Shemos 18:19), which the 
Midrash interprets as “Go to the Almighty, and seek 
confirmation of the idea.”  Earlier we find “And Yisro 
said, ‘Blessed is HaShem, for He saved you from the 
hand of Egypt and from the hand of Pharaoh...’ ” and 
“Now I know that HaShem is greater than all the 
gods...” (Shemos 18:10-11)  Lavan had the example of 
the righteous Yaakov before him for many years, and 
was blind to it.  Yet it took Yitro only one incident at a 
well to become joined in love with his future son-in-law 
and with the G-d of Israel. 

 

Two Fathers-in-Law  

L’Iluy Nishmas beni, Aharon Baruch Mordechai  

ben Pinchas Menachem 


