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In one of the most memorable scenes in the
1971 film Fiddler on the Roof, Tevye is
introduced to the young Marxist university
student, Perchik. The following dialogue then
ensues:

Mordechai: “Why should I break my head
about the outside world? Let the outside 
world break its own head!”

Tevye: “He’s right”.

Perchik: “Nonsense – you can’t
ignore what’s going on in the
outside world!”

Tevye (thoughtfully): “You’re
right”.

Avram: “He’s right and he’s 
right? You can’t both be right!”

Tevye: “You know – you are also
right!”

The question of how to argue
respectfully, as attempted here
by Tevye, is a challenge which
many of us may frequently face.  

The Mishnah (Pirkei Avot 5:17) notes that the
classic example of a dispute which is ‘not for
the sake of Heaven’ is that of ‘Korach and his
entourage’, as detailed in this week’s sidrah.

What particular feature of the story of Korach
led the Mishnaic Sages to conclude that 
this is the classic example of how not to argue
with others? 

Perhaps the most remarkable thing about this
episode is that apart from Korach’s initial
accusation against Moshe at the beginning 
of the sidrah – “why do you exalt yourselves
over the congregation of G-d?” (Bemidbar
16:3) – he is not recorded as saying a single
other word.

Have you ever tried to discuss something with
someone, only for them to look through you

whilst you are talking to them? 
At that moment, one knows it is
useless. Their ears may be open,
but they are not listening.

Despite all of Moshe’s attempts 
to placate and reason with him,
even just to talk to him, Korach
refused to engage in dialogue. 
This led to the disastrous and
avoidable end.

Margaret Thatcher once said, 
“I love argument, I love debate. 

I don't expect anyone just to sit there 
and agree with me; that's not their job”.

Jews also famously love debate. However, 
one of the warning signs that a debate is
developing into a toxic argument – one
which is ‘not for the sake of Heaven’ – is an
inability to listen to another point of view.
Only when we are prepared to listen to
another point of view can we truly aspire to
‘both be right’.

How (not to) Argue
by Rabbi Yoni Birnbaum, Hadley Wood Jewish Community

Solutions in
the Sidrah:



This week’s sidrah deals with one of the most
famous confrontations found in the Torah.
Korach, together with his followers,
attempted to overthrow the leadership team
of Moshe and Aharon. Initially Moshe tried to
resolve the situation. However, it escalated
uncontrollably. The verse relates that Moshe
was very distressed. He prayed to G-d for
assistance in re-establishing order and
functionality (Bemidbar 16:15).

Interestingly, the phrase
used to describe the
reaction of Moshe is
“Vayichar l’Moshe” which
Rashi (d.1105) explains to
mean ‘and Moshe was
distressed’. This is unusual,
because this phrase would
normally be translated as
‘and Moshe became angry’.
Given that feelings of
anger would have been a justified and almost
expected reaction, what prompted Rashi to
diverge from a literal translation and write
that this was not the case, and that Moshe
was pained rather than angry?

To answer this question, Rabbi Shlomo Kluger
(d. 1869) directs us to the Talmud (Eruvin
65a) where it is taught that the sage Rabbi
Chanina would not pray when he was angry.
One must be focused and sincere at a time of
prayer; it would be impossible to do that
when one is angry. Once the red mist of
anger descends, praying with genuine
devotion becomes impossible. 

(As an aside, one cannot use this as a reason
to close one’s siddur if the synagogue service
drags on to the extent that one feels one’s
blood pressure rising! The Shulchan Aruch –

Code of Jewish Law w. 1563
– rules that nowadays we
should persist with prayer
whatever mood we happen
to find ourselves in, as our
levels of concentration in
prayer are anyway unlikely to be
of the intensity that Rabbi Chanina was
referring too.) 

Returning to the episode of Moshe and
Korach, if we look to the
subsequent narrative, we
may be able to answer the
difficulty we initially had
with Rashi’s commentary.
It is apparent from the
verses directly following
Moshe’s prayer that his
prayer was answered.
Order was restored by G-d,
giving a miraculously clear

sign that Moshe and Aharon were the
intended leaders of the Jewish people. 

With this idea in mind, we can understand
the words of Rashi. It would seem far more
likely that this perfectly answered prayer 
was one uttered by a distressed Moshe,
genuinely worried about the predicament of
his people, rather than one uttered by an
angry leader. 

When we lose our temper, we can lose sight
of what is truly important to ourselves and to
others. We therefore also lose our gift of
prayer. However, dealt with appropriately,
pain can sensitise us to our own true needs
and also to the suffering of others, enabling
us to pray effectively not only for ourselves,
but for others too.

Anger and Prayer by Rabbi Yisroel Binstock 
Tribe Central Rabbi, Hendon United Synagogue Assistant Rabbi



Hospitality plays a large part in my
role as Chaplain to Heathrow Airport.
We are in a privileged position
that we are often able to assist
people in need.    

There are different reasons why people may
require hospitality.  If someone misses a
connecting flight late at night, the new flight
may not be until the next morning.
Sometimes, even if the airline take
responsibility, it is too late for accommodation
to be arranged.    

Recently, a gentleman from LA flew to Israel
via London with his five-year-old son to
attend his mother’s funeral.  On the return 
journey, they missed their connecting flight. 
The gentleman had been in the process of
getting a green card to live in the USA. Since
he had to leave LA for his mother’s funeral, he
had been granted a white, temporary passport
on compassionate grounds. This meant that he
could not leave Heathrow Airport.

His wife called me, concerned that her
husband and son did not have food and were
stuck in Heathrow all night.

After finally tracking them down, I appealed to
immigration to allow temporary entry,
especially as it involved a young child. The
officer granted permission for me to take the
5 year old, as he had a normal US passport, 
but did not allow the father to leave. I was
surprised that the officer would suggest
letting a complete stranger take the child.
Realising that he had made an unrealistic
proposal, the officer told us to wait.
Eventually, he stamped both passports,
allowing the father and son to come home

with me to eat, wash and sleep
comfortably.

There have been many times
when people are detained by
immigration on a Friday and

Shabbat is fast approaching.  I have arranged
temporary entry for the passenger to at 
least spend Shabbat with us in Ealing. Once
Shabbat has ended, I deliver them back in 
time for their flights.

I cannot forget a very tragic story.  A young
mother of six children passed away a week
before her brother-in-law’s wedding in New
York. The funeral was delayed until the day
before the wedding.  The family had to miss
their original flights and get on the next
available one, which passed through London.

Seven family members, including the five-
month-old baby of the deceased, flew into
London in the evening but had to wait until
the next morning, the day of the wedding, 
for a flight to New York.  After concerned
friends called us, swift arrangements were
made to accommodate them. The family had
planned to stay in a hotel near the airport.
However, due to their emotional and vul-
nerable state and with such a young baby,
they needed a supportive environment.  
Only much later did they find out that my wife
had given birth two days previously. Know-
ing that they would not want to impose at
such a busy time, we decided not to tell them.

In the past four articles I hope that I have
given you a taste of the voluntary work I do 
in Heathrow.

For information and support you can call
07970829758 or email hershi_vogel@baa.com

Working as Chaplain to Heathrow Airport
Part 4: Hospitality

by Rabbi Hershi Vogel, Ealing United Synagogue
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Summary: Shaul (Saul) plotted with his
servants and his son Yonatan (Jonathan) to
kill David. Yet Yonatan and David were 
close friends, so Yonatan forewarned David
of the growing danger. Although Yonatan
reasoned with his father not to hurt David,
Shaul’s hatred grew even stronger. He sent
agents to kill David in his house. However,
David was tipped off by his wife, Michal,
who deceived Shaul’s agents, allowing him
to escape. David fled to Ramah, where
Shmuel (Samuel) lived. Shaul
attempted to have David arrested
there, yet successive groups of
emissaries were unable to carry
out their duties, as they began to
have prophesies. Shaul himself
travelled to Ramah and also began
to prophesise in front of Shmuel,
thus saving David from imminent
capture.

A Deeper Look: As Shaul plotted to kill
David, his son Yonatan tried to reason with
him to spare David’s life. Yonatan decided to
investigate to see if his father was resolute
in his determination to kill David. He
reminded his father that David had saved
the Jewish people from the Philistines and
in particular from Goliath. At that stage,
Shaul pledged that David’s life was safe and
David returned to play his sweet music for

the melancholy king. Shaul nevertheless
hoped that at some point David would be
killed fighting the Philistines, so after David
returned, once again victorious, Shaul’s
mood soured (Shmuel I 19:8-9). As David
was playing his soothing music, Shaul
suddenly lunged at him with a spear. David
managed to escape and fled the palace.

Rabbi Levi ben Gershon (d. 1344) notes that
David was in the middle of playing
music when Shaul tried to strike. 
He attacked David in such a way that
he caught David off guard; the spear
was sure to kill him. Yet miraculously,
David was able to move away at the
last moment. 

Rabbi Moshe ben David (d. 1777)
points out the source for this miracle.
When Shaul originally swore to
Yonatan that he would not kill David, 
Shaul said “As G-d lives, he [David]

will not die”. He should have said “As G-d
lives, I will not kill him”. The use of the
passive form was because the oath was not
in fact Shaul’s; rather it was G-d speaking
through Shaul, so to speak, showing G-d’s
protection of David. Indeed, David’s primary
quality was that he recognised that the
source of his salvation was G-d alone (see
Psalms 27:1 and ibid. 20:8). G-d once again
replied in turn.

The Book of Shmuel (Samuel I) Chapter 19
by Rabbi Dr Moshe Freedman, New West End United Synagogue

Journeys with
the Prophets:

Part 33


